NSTIC Identity Ecosystem Steering Group
Privacy Coordination Standing Committee 
Boston Plenary Meeting & Conference Call 
Thursday, July 25, 2013
Minutes
1. The meeting was opened 

2. The legal and procedural disclaimers were announced.

3. Attendance

Ann Racuya-Robbins
Anna Slomovic
Bill Braithwaite
Craig Speigel
D. Bruggeman
Debby Diener
Jeff Brennan
Jim Elste
Jim Fenton
Jim Zok
M.A. Signorino
Matthew   Thompson
Naomi Lefkowitz 
Steve Wilson
Stuart Shapiro


4. The minutes from June 26 were approved.

5. Subcommittee & Working Group Reports
a. [bookmark: _GoBack]Privacy Evaluation Subcommittee (ESC): Jim Elste
i. Having regular meetings
ii. There are no current evaluations on deck
iii. Challenges w/ liaisons, getting them engaged with their committees and work-product. 
1. The Security Committee needs PCSC attention.
iv. Jim Elste will send out a liaison re-enlistment request, reschedule ESC meetings to get more folks involved. Refocus, refresh liaison responsibilities. 
v. Dashboard: Being produced by the NPO, Dazza will spearhead. 
1. Designed to track work-products in committee, where it is in the process, when it gets scheduled for Plenary review. Will help give visibility to WPs, committees, and those responsible.
2. Zok: Chair’s committee this afternoon will focus on it and responsibility for it
vi. Use Cases: Will be winnowed down to a set of representative cases, be brought forward for review and adoption. 
1. Look at drafts at the ESC meeting to informally look at them prior to their approval. 
2. Find them at: https://www.idecosystem.org/wiki/Use_Case_Catalog
3. Jim Fenton will reach out to them to offer assistance.
b. Proactive Privacy Guidance Subcommittee (PPG): Jay Stanley (STUART REPORTING)
c. Membership Outreach Subcommittee (MOR): Debra Diener
i. Thanks to Dave Bruggeman and Jeff Brennan for helping to develop slides to be used to entice others to join us in our fun.
ii. Will develop a list of cities in which to go to IAPP KnowledgeNet meetings
d. Privacy Evaluation Methodology Development Working Group (PEM-Dev) Stuart

6. Discussion on Subcommittee Formalities:
a. It was agreed that the process of discussing issues within the subcommittees, discretion is just as important as transparency. Issues with the process of how the subcommittees reach their decisions will need to be addressed as they arise, and fed back in to the PEM-Dev process. Transparency can be achieved by diligent use of work-sheets and evaluation forms that are used in the PEM process. It may be appropriate to create a comment/issue sheet to document the process in getting to a formal evaluation.

7. AOB
a. None

8. Adjournment – The meeting was adjourned to that the PCSC members could attend the Joint Trust Framework discussion. 


























