NSTIC Identity Ecosystem Steering Group
Privacy Coordination Standing Committee Meeting 
September 2, 2014 Minutes
1. The meeting was opened at 4:05pm 

2. The legal & procedural disclaimers were read

3. In attendance were
a. 
b. Ann Racuya-Robbins
c. David Bruggeman
d. Edmund Jay
e. Jennifer Behrens
f. Jessica Esparza (Secretariat)
g. Jim Fenton (Vice-Chair)
h. John Jones
i. M.A. Signorino (Secretary)
j. [bookmark: _GoBack]Naomi Lefkovitz
k. Sal D’Agostino
l. Sean Brooks
m. Stuart Shapiro (Chair)


4. Approval of minutes
a. The July 2014 Minutes were approved with no objections
b. The August 2014 Minutes were approved with no objections

5. Work status

a. Evaluation Subcommittee: Jim Fenton
i. Completed use case evaluation 1.2, thanks to Sean Brooks for collecting comments into a single document.
ii. Completed evaluation of the functional model, to which Ann Racuya Robbins contributed a minority report.
iii. Now in a position for the committee to approve both deliverables.
iv. The Chair noted his hope and desire to get the functional model approved at the next Plenary, and to help that, called for an official Privacy Committee meeting on Sept. 9 to discuss/vote. Documents will be sent out, dispositions, and a revised report. The Committee has responded to all the issues and comments, and aside from the minority opinion, the report being put forth by the Subcommittee will show no issues.
1. Comments/Question:
a. The Minority Report will be included with the full Report.
b. Jim Fenton stated that he will annotate what changes were made by the Committee.
c. ARR will review changes so as to fix minority report

b. Privacy Evaluation Methodology Development Subcommittee: Stuart Shapiro
i. The PEM-Dev has not received any feedback on PEM from outside of the Privacy Committee.
ii. Will start working on internal comments, and work to address issues (point of reference issues) that came about with Functional Model discussion. 
iii. The PEM was created w/ implicit notion that there would be an analyst using it; the fact is that using this in a committee setting creates new dynamics, so that will be taken that up into consideration.
c. Privacy Requirements Working Group: Sean Brooks
i. Met last week, ran into questions that require a higher level of requirement discussion, and will address them in the next meeting. Nose to grindstone.
d. Charter Refresh Working Group: Marc-Anthony Signorino
i. The WG is progressing nicely and should have a deliverable in the next week or so. Once finished, the WG will vote to present it to the Privacy Committee as a whole for comment and hopefully acceptance.

6. Liaison reports
a. Standards Coordination: Ann Racuya-Robbins is no longer Vice-Chair of committee, however will continue to be the permanent Privacy Liaison.
b. Healthcare Committee - Jennifer Behrens 
i. Committee Chair Dr. Sullivan has requested that the Privacy Committee give review of two items, trying to find possible dates that work with Dr. Sullivan, and will coordinate w/ MA; 
ii. Healthcare Committee looking to get Privacy Committee to look at the LOA 3 Use Case
iii. They don’t really have any specifics as to what they’re looking for, but they want to be very inclusive of us before they move forward
c. UX Committee – Jim Zok
i. Sent to Stuart: “Working on some new concepts; they are creating guides for IDESG use.”

7. Upcoming plenary meeting
a. STUART: Will meet w/ Healthcare and PCSC on Thursday, for first half of the meeting, and then it’ll be Privacy Only

8. IDESG strategic plan
a. One of the requirements of the special grant from NIST to continue to fund IDESG activities is that we have to create a Strategic Plan, to be into them by Sept 20. There’s a great deal of scrambling going on right now, and requests have gone out to committee chairs to offer up relevant info w/r/t their committee activities. This will be boilerplate to be taken from the charter, possibly new stuff re: risk frameworks consistent w/ PEM. Will send out to listserv for comment. We’ll look at this as a contractual requirement, so there could be a vote at the plenary, but at this time, have no idea if there will be such a vote.

9. International developments

a. EU (Ann Racuya-Robbins)
i. Wants to have PCSC to have a sub working group to discuss international privacy
1. Just passed a revision of legal remedies 
2. Universal Human Rights provisions that ground their privacy policies.
b. ANZ (Stuart Shapiro)
i. Sent by Colin Wallace
ii. A code of practice from IDfare in Australia & New Zealand – support service for victims of ID theft

10. AOB - None

11. Next official meeting – Sept 9, 2014

a. Next Standing Committee meeting., October 7, 2014

12. Adjourn – The meeting was adjourned at 5:05 pm EST.


