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Meeting Synopsis 
 
1. Approve Agenda  

2. News from CATALYST, Libraries 

 UW’s “Cloud” computing efforts (Terry Gray) 

 Faculty & Student Learning and Scholarly Technologies survey (Cara Lane) 

3.  Old Business 

 The failing of the Class-C Legislation on plagiarism and its future 

 News on data retention (Anjanette Young) 

4.  New Business 

 New Chair and Vice Chair nominations 

5.  Approve minutes from April 20, 2009 meeting  

 

************************************************************************************************************************ 

Chair Kaminsky called the meeting to order at 1:35 p.m. 
 
1. Approve Agenda 

 
The agenda was approved. 
 
2. News from CATALYST, Libraries 
 
UW’s “Cloud” computer efforts (Terry Gray) 
 
Terry Gray, Associate Vice President, Technology Strategy & CTA, gave a presentation to the FCET on 
the latest developments in data storage technology known as the “cloud.”  The Power Point presentation 
is attached to this report.  Gray identified Microsoft and Google as cloud vendors for the University and 
his office is expecting service to be available this Fall.  After Gray’s presentation he took questions from 
the Council on various subjects dealing with cloud computing and its relevance to the UW.  Kaminsky felt 
that email storage is of particular interest to this Council and the faculty it represents.  He stated there is 
the feeling among some faculty members that privacy may not be complete in Gray’s model.  Gray 
informed the Council that the main issue in that regard would be where the actual servers are located and 
in any and all cases they must have the ability to comply with all regulations dealing with privacy and 
other legalities.   
 
The Council embarked on a discussion on what “deleted” really means.  Members identified privacy and 
security as the most important issues in cloud computing.  There was some discussion on the topic of 
medical privacy and availability of the cloud services to the health sciences departments.  Members 
wanted to know if these services were going to be compliant according to The Health Insurance 
Portability and Accountability Act of 1996 (HIPAA) Privacy Rule.  Gray answered that currently anyone 
dealing in the health sciences would not want to use these services to store protected health information.  
He noted however that the University is considering a partnership with Microsoft to develop HIPA- 
compliant computing in the cloud services in the future. 
 



 
 
 
Faculty & Student Learning and Scholarly Technologies survey (Cara Lane) 
 
In the interest of time Chair Kaminsky asked Cara Lane to return at a future meeting to deliver her 
presentation.  Lane agreed. 
 
3. Old Business 
 
The failing of the Class-C Legislation on plagiarism and its future 

 
Chair Kaminsky informed the Council that the SEC decided not to approve the Class-C Legislation on 
Plagiarism that this Council has worked hard to develop.  He feels that this was a good first attempt and 
additional work will be required in order to be successful at passing this legislation.  He suggested the 
Council work with Anis Bawarshi and John Webster through the summer months to form legislation that 
will be palatable for all.  Martin-Morris suggested a sub-committee be formed from this committee to 
address the plagiarism legislation.  Kaminsky agreed and offered to ask members for their interest in 
serving on that sub-committee at the final FCET meeting. 
 
News on data retention (Anjanette Young) 

Young informed the Council that she received a message from Bill Yock regarding the data retention 
project.  Yock asked the Council for statement on the needs of the faculty with regard to data retention.  
She asked members to begin thinking about the needs of the faculty so as to have a response to Yock in 
the near future. 
 
4.  New Business 
 
New Chair and Vice Chair nominations 
 
Chair Kaminsky asked if FCET member David Masuda would like to take over as Chair for this Council 
next year.  Masuda accepted the nomination and the members approved.  Kaminsky noted that there is 
no need to discuss nominations for Vice Chair at this time. 
 
5.  Approve the minutes from the April 20, 2009 meeting 
 
The minutes of the April 20, 2009 meeting were approved. 
 
 
************************************************************************************************************************ 
The meeting was adjourned at 2:41 p.m.   
 
Minutes by Kelly Baker, Council Support Specialist 
kcbaker@u.washington.edu 
 
Present:  Faculty members:  Kaminsky, Lane, Martin-Morris, Masuda 
  President’s Designee:  Lewis 

Ex-officio members: Deshazo, Young 
Guests:  Gray 
  

Absent: Faculty members: Andrews, Efthimiadis, Hollmann, Hudson, Moskal, Seidler 
  Ex-officio members: Maring, Schmidt 
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