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Agenda:
· Recall that an informal Face/Face meeting (with call-in) was held on 8 June in DC. Thanks to John S and CA for hosting.

· The F/F focused on the Emergency Responder Use Case. See the attached for the working document produced at the meeting. John S, Dawn J, and Peter B did additional work on the Use Case after the F/F, as reflected in the document.

· We will focus on further completing the Use Case.

· Also, Dawn Jutla will be representing the PMRM TC at the upcoming NSTIC meeting in Boston. Charts are being prepared, based on the Emergency Responder Use Case: Discussion.

Discussion:
· John developed an unavoidable conflict with the telecom; as “host”, he got the call started a few minutes after 11 AM. Due to an internal issue with the telecom system, the call was abruptly ended about 20 minutes later.

· Despite the confusion, we did make progress

· Dawn summarized the Face/Face (8 June) work, which developed a good start on the Emergency Responder Use Case (see distributed doc); additional follow-up work further extended the Use Case. 

· Per Actor (touch point, one at a time), identify the Input and Output data flows

· Then, list the privacy requirements that apply per data flow
· Identify the PMRM Services that are needed to “implement” those requirements

· Note: In a robust Use Case, ALL the PMRM Services may appear. The power of the PMRM is that each such Service is then customized to the specific Functions that apply for that specific instance of the requirements. 

· The Services give you a natural ‘partitioning’ of the total function space into affinity groups of functions (and their instantiation) for that instance; eg, all Control functions are discussed together etc.

· Susan asked: What next? What to publish?

· Willett response: We are doing Use Cases in order to gain insight into the robustness of the Methodology and the embedded PMRM. So, identify any necessary changes as we complete (say) two Use Cases (including Smart Grid). Further identify the outline of the combined Methodology and PMRM, which will be the eventual published doc. We may also publish the Use Cases as “informative” (illustrative).
· John and Michael were able to have a follow-up conversation, after the telecom had ‘ended’:
· John apologized to us all for the confusion caused by the telecom mechanics, which was out of our (mortal) control!
· Thinking toward our October draft deliverable: What is the doc structure?
· One view: The Methodology is the deliverable, with the original/modified PMRM embedded at the appropriate step in the Methodology (Willett subsequently drafted such an outline: to be distributed for comment soon).
· How do the generic 7-step Function statements under each Service fit in the overall doc? Admittedly, this is where each Service gets customized for the particular actor (/data flow). 
·  One view: These Functions are the “Implementing mechanisms” from the Methodology. Thus, move these Functions (as categorical) to that step (7) in the Methodology.
· Watch for the draft outline, based on this logic.
· Good luck to Dawn at the NSTIC Conference in Boston/MIT! Rah Rah, PMRM!!
