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Overview of Changes Made

The following significant changes were made by the STF to address comments on the Draft ETSI Standard on Electronic Signatures (ETSI ES 201 733 V1.1.3):

1. The components of the standard for an electronic signature has been separated from those required for validation of that electronic signature (termed validation data).

2. The ASN.1 used from external standards (e.g. Internet RFCs) is included by reference in Annex A, and two equivalent ASN.1 modules were produced: one using the 1988 (as used in most IETF RFCs referenced) the other using the latest (1997) ASN.1 syntax.

3. A signed attribute was added to the electronic signature to timestamp the unsigned content.

4. The definition of terms and abbreviations has been update in line with other changes and to make greater use of existing standard definitions.

5. Section 4 has been revised to help clarify the standard.

6. Section 4 has been updated and Annex C has been re-written to clarify the relationship of the ETSI standard to the EU Directive on electronic signatures.

Issues Requiring ESI Working Group Attention

The STF brought the following issues to the attention of the ETSI ESI Working Group as they warranted wider discussion, the meeting reviewed the issues and resolved them as indicated below:

1. Should the signature policy identifier be a mandatory attribute in the Electronic Signature? (Comment: 018 [RSA] on para 8.9)

The STF believes it should, this view was endorsed by the review meeting held on the 23 of November 1999.

2. The IETF timestamping standard is not yet an RFC; there are concerns raises about the ETSI being published with reference to a draft document. (Comment 018 [RSA] on para 10.5)

The STF thinks that this standard is becoming mature in the IETF and will soon be an RFC and should used in this ETSI standard.  This view was endorsed by the review meeting held on the 23 of November 1999.

3. The are concerns about the title being for business, as there is no specifics about business in the document. (Comment 17.1 & 17.13 [P Sylvester] )

The review meeting decided to change the title to “Electronic Signature Formats”

4. A need has been identified to fast track possible future amendments to the ES standard, how will that be done? (Comment 14.3 [ECAF]).

The review meeting understood the concerns and implications would be investigated by ETSI.

5. A need has been identified for pilots and trail projects of the ES Standard? (Comment 14.0 [ECAF])

The review meeting agreed with the need for pilots and trails and makes an open request for information on any suitable tails or projects. 

6. There is a need for a reference the EESSI report and the electronic signature Directive. As yet the definitive version of the Directive is not available, but should be in the next month or two.  The EESSI report isn’t published in a form that can be reference in the long term. (Comment 10 [C Boulle]). 

Actions were placed on the review meeting to update the document as soon as there was a reference to the EESSI report.

7. The present document uses the ETSI arc for its OIDs.  An offer of IETF OIDs has been made for the Objects defined in the ETSI present document, but the precise IETF OID number are not yet known. 

The review meeting agreed to accept the offer to use IETF OID, and an actions was placed on the ETSI editor to get the document updated as soon as the IETF OIDs become available.

