NSTIC Identity Ecosystem Steering Group
Privacy Coordination Standing Committee 
Conference Call
Tuesday, October 1, 2013
4:00 – 5:00 PM Eastern
Agenda
1. The meeting was opened at 4:05 pm (EST)

2. The Legal & Procedural Disclaimers were read

3. In attendance were:

Ana Slomovic  
Andrew Proia
Ann Racuya Robbins
Bev Corwin
David Bruggeman
Debby Deiner
Jeff Brennan
Jim Elste
Jim Fenton
M.A. Signorino
Stuart Shapiro


4. Approval of Minutes
a. Discussion of the articulation of the minutes
i. A discussion regarding how much detail should be included in the minutes ensued, with opinions ranging from more detail to less. Attempts at a more detailed, transcription-like approach to reporting the minutes raised concerns that as not a true verbatim account, it could not provide true fidelity to what has taken place and was thus of limited value and could lead to confusion. This also created friction with attributing direct quotes to participants. Instead, a narrative characterization of the conversation was suggested, only attributing parliamentary issues to the speakers. There was no objection to this approach. Chairman Jim Elste tasked Secretary M.A. Signorino with drafting the minutes in such a fashion, and that is what you, dear reader, now enjoy.
b. Approval of Minutes
i. It was uncertain whether the minutes were approved. They will be resubmitted, in the narrative format, to the PCSC at the next meeting.

5. Subcommittee & Working Group Reports
a. Privacy Evaluation Subcommittee (ESC): Jim Elste
i. A submission was provided from the Taxonomy ad hoc group. They have a formal deliverable, and it will be taken up in the next meeting whether this requires a full evaluation or an informal evaluation, and what the formal deliverables will be.
ii. Concerns were raised that a risk is created in that the taxonomy will skew the privacy values and whether they’re well-defined. 
iii. The PCSC will enforce Special Rule #1 – the Privacy Committee will do a report for all submissions. Any and all submissions get a review and report. 
iv. OTHER ISSUE: The ESC SubCom will use the dashboard to figure out where other work product is under development so we can track them inflight. It will be used informally in the next meeting.
b. Proactive Privacy Guidance Sub (PPG): Stuart Shapiro reporting for Jay Stanley
i. There may be an outline of the Proactive Privacy Articulation that can be provided to the Plenary. 
1. The general view is that this document will be an intermediary and provide a basis for certification and accreditation purposes. This won’t be directly usable for those purposes, but will provide the basis of a document that can be used for those purposes. 
2. The PPG should be able to show the Plenary that its making progress – data actions, reflecting the functional model that’s being developed, and the establishment of a breakdown of the list of requirements that the NPO came up with, along with an articulation of risks. The outline will show that the PPG has contemplated the architecture and the key structural elements.
c. Membership Outreach Subcommittee (MOR): Debra Diener
i. The MOR has a close-to-final version of the outreach presentation that Jim can now send to Committee Chairs. 
ii. The MOR will now work to find/compile a list of ISEDG member organizations who can be contacted to join IDESG or PCSC. A short list was sent to Naomi, who will get to the list presumably after the governmental shut-down.
iii. Debby will reach out to DC and NYC IAPP KnowledgeNets, as well as other cities.
iv. Next meeting will be on Wednesday, Oct 23 at 2:30 pm (Eastern)
d. Privacy Evaluation Methodology Development WG (PEM-Dev) Stuart Shapiro
i. An updated comments table will be coming out in the next meeting, and a straw-man document has been created with proposed changes. The PEM-Dev should be able to make a number of changes in this cycle.
ii. PEM-Dev will circulate changes, discuss, and ratify at the Plenary. It will circulate materials after this Thursday’s meeting, discuss, and then hopefully make tweaks prior to the Plenary and ratify there.

6. AOB.
a. The Liaison issue (not enough people for the committees)
i. A proposal was floated by the Chairman to ask for representatives from other committees to act as liaisons. Its intent is not to change the Liaison model, but to have an interim solution until we have more people in the PCSC. Further, this would not be a formal change that will alter the ROA or the Charter, but an interim procedure to fulfill our responsibilities to these committees. 
1. It was agreed that since Naomi was not on the call and that she would most likely want to voice an opinion, the issue would be tabled until the governmental shut-down was over and she could participate. 

7. The next Plenary Meeting: October 16-18 in Gaithersburg, VA (NIST Facilities)

8. Virginia to create a database of resident’s identities
i. Anna made the PCSC aware of news reports that the Commonwealth of Virginia was developing an identity database that would contain information on all Virginia residents to be used by Virginia agencies. The E-ID system would be operational by October 1, 2013, and were awarded an NSITC grant in 2012. Because of this, there may (or may not) be an opportunity for the PCSC to address privacy issues there. 

9. Next official meeting Tuesday Nov. 5

10. [bookmark: _GoBack]Adjournment at 5:34 pm.




