
Minutes VC-Subcommittee December 6th 2024 

Niels’ slides for the incubator presentation on Dec 17th  

Intro about how VCs look like.  

Explanation of why the content of the REFEDS eduPerson specification should be reduced. 

(min 00:03:00) VCs as groups of claims in contrast to SAML where a single individual attribute can be 

standardised. To standardise VCs it would be necessary to standardise a group. For example, it would 

be possible to standardise a VC for each individual eduPerson claim, but this would lead to integrity 

risks and a poor user experience.  

(min 00:04:25) Explanation of the created “Academic Base Credential” (this is just a possible 

denomination. Another suggested name: eduID) that includes a subset of eduPerson entities. It 

should be easily recognisable (branding). Branding is important because the presentation of VCs is a 

part of the VCs’ scheme.  

(min 00:15:00) VCs using definitions from multiple schemes (eduPerson and voPerson in one VC) -> 

open question: how many VCs do we want to create? For understandability and interoperability 

reasons it is necessary to restrict the creation of VCs. One useful aspect is to make recognisable VCs 

for a particular purpose in order to prevent redundancies.  

Starting with the use cases would be very useful to understand what needs to be fulfilled. Two 

possible ways to fulfil the use cases: 1. With different VCs (like in the slide eduPerson and voPerson 

in one VC); 2. Selective disclosure (one VC can have different selective disclosures that can solve 

different use cases.). 

The use cases would help to identify how many VCs are needed and how these two approaches can 

be applied in the different scenarios.  

(min 00:20:40) Educational Badges might be a problem since they need a large number of claims. 

(Slide “Approach 1: All of eduPerson + Selective Disclosure”).  

The translation of the information included in the VCs in the wallets’ implementations might be a 

problem as well. 

(min 00:26:22) JSON schema for Simple VC 

(min 00:27:30) Approach: 1. Standardise the claims (s. Whitepaper for implementation of mappings 

between SAML 2.0 and OpenID Connect in Research and Education (2018): 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1b-Mlet3Lq7qKLEf1BnHJ4nL1fq-vMe7fzpXyrq2wp08 

Potential useful connection to the group “Next Generation Credentials Trust Frameworks” (s. 

https://spaces.at.internet2.edu/display/NCTFWG) working on use cases. 

From a governance perspective it should be taken into account that there are other steps needed 

beyond standardising the VCs schemas in research and education due to the openness of ecosystems 

in which the VCs model exists. 

The inclusion of an attribute of the pronunciation of the persons’ name is an important aspect too. 

(min 00:41:10) It will be useful to create a base of VCs including the attributes needed to support the 

use cases in education and research. That should be started on a global level to achieve 

interoperability. The wallets could vary, but the VCs should be very much similar. 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1b-Mlet3Lq7qKLEf1BnHJ4nL1fq-vMe7fzpXyrq2wp08


2. Standardise specific VCs based on common use cases (register JSON schema for these VCs). 

3. Describe best practices for presenting the VCs in the wallet (what the users see). 

A possible reference for this point could be the REFEDS Whitepaper on how to do discovery process 

(https://wiki.refeds.org/display/WOR/Discovery+Project)  

Next steps: 

- Take a look at the “Whitepaper for implementation of mappings between SAML 2.0 and OpenID 

Connect in Research and Education” (2018): https://docs.google.com/document/d/1b-

Mlet3Lq7qKLEf1BnHJ4nL1fq-vMe7fzpXyrq2wp08 

to discuss a selection of useful things for the VCs and prepare for community feedback and further 

formal consultation. 

Tentative timeline:  

- Publish the “revisited” whitepaper (end December 2024?). From that timepoint one month (until 

end of January / mid February 2025) to get community feedback.  

- Until mid March 2025 publish the new document for formal consultation. In two/three months the 

document could be “formalised”.  
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