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Minutes VC-Subcommittee June 2nd 2025 

Discussion about the “eduIDCredential” s. 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1eBu7ppCsEj9YEpdLQudzf8SfIz0yQEKnuzJ5lLBmnE0/edit?usp=

sharing 

- Schema definition as defined in “credentialSchema” works. It is possible to have a credential subject 

definition where the schema is broader than the content of the credential subject. This allows the 

integration of a large eduperson content. 

- The definitions of the attributes in the “credentialSubject” and values in the schema are still to be 

revised.  

- Names transferred from OIDC. The previous version of the REFEDS document already considered 

these names, in order to enable vanilla OIDC to read the parameters without modifying the software. 

As there is no standard for VCs, following the standard of OIDC is however not necessary: what pattern 

should we use OIDC or eduperson? -> AARC discussions about this topic1 resulting on mapping for 

different categories 

- Important to consider following the OIDC standards (s. https://openid.net/sg/openid4vc/). For 

claims: https://openid.net/specs/openid-connect-core-1_0.html#Claims However, many eduperson 

elements are missing here (i. e. scope affiliation or affiliation). The previous REFEDS mapping document 

took a similar approach departing from a basic profile to allow the OIDC claims defined in the spec and 

further defining an advanced profile (i. e. edupersonScopedAffiliation    eduperson_scoped_affiliation). 

In the VCs environment there is not a defined default set of attributes, so that this approach is 

outdated. 

- A possible criterium might be to consider the PID (s. https://eu-digital-identity-wallet.github.io/eudi-

doc-architecture-and-reference-framework/1.4.0/annexes/annex-3/annex-3.01-pid-rulebook/#232-

overview) in order to at least follow the same syntax than the eudiw. 

List of PID attributes added in 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1eBu7ppCsEj9YEpdLQudzf8SfIz0yQEKnuzJ5lLBmnE0/edit?tab=

t.0   

Only given name and family name match with eduperson. Suggested: maintain the educational set of 

attributes included in “credentialSubject” in the proposed schema we are working on. The idea is to 

have a basic identity for the educational wallet (“educational PID”). Some attributes match with 

those defined in the AARC document (i. e. entitlements, external affiliation..) 

(https://docs.google.com/document/d/1jO1X7GSXWf_R604j5LXinr37ZUf96YVdIXSvjpS_Vyk/edit?tab

=t.0#heading=h.qwelbwigu62r). 

- Except for entitlements, the previous document reflects the free option of the implementers to use 

OIDC or SAML attributes. The IANA document at https://www.iana.org/assignments/jwt/jwt.xhtml 

refers to entitlements.  

The RFC document of SCIM https://www.rfc-editor.org/rfc/rfc7643.html contains the definition for 

the JSON ID (s. 8.2. page 35). In SCIM sub-attributes are additionally needed.  
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- Agreed: Usage of OIDC related claim names. Also entitlements and edupersonScopedAffiliation and 

eduPersonAssurance. Also keeping schacHomeOrganisation. edupersonScopedAffiliation and 

edupersonAssurance too. 

  

Next steps: 

- Decision about the name “eduID credential”. VC type name is what the verifiers request from the 

holder (i. e. deliver eduID.name, eduID.email…). The denomination should corresponds to the purpose. 

eduID denomination is not good, because the eduID credential will not contain credentials from eduID 

services like in the Netherlands, Switzerland and Sweden. The eduID credential could also contain 

institutional credentials or myaccessID, etc. The eduID credential will also be used in research contexts: 

edu sounds appropriate exclusively for education, not for research. Maybe academic credential is a 

better denomination? 

- Decision about the identifiers (voPerson for flexibility reasons? No identifiers?-> the VCs will be 

bounded to the holders’ key which is an identifier and is unique to the wallet instance of the holder, 

but it’s lost in case of loosing the wallet). 


