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Timeline

» High-level review by Chris
» Adopted after 119
» Updated twice this year
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High-level Feedback

» Three documents in a trenchcoat?

» Normative references to SVTA documents
» Some things might should be registries

» MI.ClientAuthMetadata is a stub
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High-level Responses

» Three documents in a trenchcoat?
» Meh. Documents aren’t free and these are extremely
related. This is fine.
» Normative references to SVTA documents
» Reference updated to IETF doc.
» Some things might should be registries
» Pending conversation (foreshadowing!)
» MI.ClientAuthMetadata is a stub
» Common Access Token parameters flesh it out
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Enumerated TLS Values

Type: Array of enumerated values. Must be one
of: “TLSv1.0”, “TLSv1.1”, “TLSv1.2” , “TLSv1.3",
“SSLv3".

Is there a registry we can use for this to be future-proof? If not,
do we need to define our own?

Is there a benefit to having a way to say “or better”?
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Enumerated TLS Ciphers

Description: ~ An array that lists the allowed
ciphers for the TLS session, using cipher
suite names defined in [RFC5289] For example,
TLS_ECDHE_ECDSA_WITH_AES_128 GCM_SHA256
or TLS_ECDH_RSA_WITH_AES_256_GCM_SHA384.

It's not clear that the description field is intended to be used
this way. Is there a benefit to using the 2-byte assignment here?
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Status

» The document continues to be a work-in-progress.
» Reviews and text suggestions are extremely valuable!
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