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<?xml version="1.0" encoding="UTF-8"?>

<samip:Request Issuelnstant="2002-08-08T07:58:32.3382"
MajorVersion="1" MinorVersion="0"
RequestlD="a207b1a0-aaad-11d6-9e6d-75a01a1d3688"

xmins :samip="urn:oasis :names:tc:SAML:1.0:protocol">

<samip AttributeQuery>

<sami:Subject xmins:saml="urn:oasis:names:tc:SAML:1.0:assertion">
<saml:Name ldentifier Format=""
NameQualifier="verisign.com/ams*>uid 150</sam|:Name Identifier>
<saml:SubjectConfirmation>
<saml:ConfirmationMethod>urn:oasis:names :tc:SAML:1.0:am passwor
d</saml:ConfirmationMethod>

£

<sam|:Subj firmationData>p: d</sam|:SubjectConfirmation
Data>

</saml:SubjectConfirmation>

</saml:Subject>

<saml:AttributeDesignator
AttributeName="//verisign.com/core/attr/email*

AttributeNamespace="verisign.com/ams/namespace/common”

xmins:sami="urn:oasis:names :tc:SAML:1.0:assertion"/>
</samip:AttributeQuery>

</samip:Request>
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