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University of Washington 
Faculty Council on Research 

March 11th, 2015 
9:00am – 10:30am 

Gerberding 142 
 

Meeting Synopsis: 
 
1) Call to Order 

2) Approval of the Minutes from February 11th, 2015  

3) Review of Open Access Resolution & Feedback from FCUL Members (Exhibit 1) 

4) Requests sent to FCR for approval  

5) Good of the Order 

6) Adjourn 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
1) Call to Order 

 

Rosenfeld called the meeting to order at 9:00 am. Members from the Faculty Council on University 

Libraries (FCUL) were present to aid in the review of the recently drafted Class C resolution on open 

access.  

 

2) Approval of the Minutes from February 11th, 2015  

 

The minutes from February 11th, 2015 were approved as written.  

 

3) Review of Open Access Resolution & Feedback from FCUL Members (Exhibit 1) 

 

Rosenfeld presented a resolution, drafted by himself and Marwick, to the council and the several 

attending FCUL members (Exhibit 1). He explained if passed by the council, he would like to take this 

resolution to the Senate Executive Committee (SEC) to be voted on in their April 6th meeting. He noted 

the resolution was designed to enable the UW to follow the same patterns of its peer institutions and 

develop a world-class open access repository. Rosenfeld noted the current repository in use by the UW 

is called ResearchWorks, and currently allows has an “opt-in” method for submittals. Any faculty 

member can choose to deposit their works into the repository if they so choose, but it is not the default 

option. The alternative is the “opt-out” method which will request faculty to submit their works to the 

repository, though they may still choose to not do so for any reason. 

 

Tim Jewell, Director of Information Resources and Scholarly Communication, noted the library is 

investigating the costs of increasing the functionality of the current repository. He noted that “tweaks” 

could be done to the current repository with existing staff levels, which would keep costs low. It was 

noted development of a world-class repository might require consideration of a complete platform 

change, and shifting to new underlying software. One option is purchasing an “off the shelf” repository, 
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similar to what is being used at UW Tacoma. It was explained there is a repository sold by UK-based 

company Symplectic, which offers a repository model titled “Elements.” Symplectic Elements is the 

repository base in use by the University of California. The software gathers information on submittals, 

and creates profiles for depositing faculty members, allowing others to quickly search and access items 

they have authored. It was noted the price of this software would be a one-time cost of $16-17,000 - 

with an approximate annual maintenance cost of $65,000.  

 

There was question if the software is sophisticated enough to know and advise on differing publishers’ 

policies associated with licensing. It was explained Symplectic Elements includes the software “Sherpa 

RoMEO,” which shows publisher’s policies and other licensing information. Jewell further explained that 

the UC system established an “effective date” of the repository, and did not ask faculty to deposit all of 

their past works published before this date. Question arose of if the UW would adopt a similar policy. It 

was explained there are likely two options in regards to this: incorporate all old published files, or 

provide links to them, with a much greater probability it would be the latter.  

 

It was noted researchers do not mainly search in repositories, but search by scholar. Jevin West, 

member of FCUL and faculty member in the Information School (iSchool), noted the repository will 

largely benefit from being “inviting.” West noted there is legitimate need for the UW to craft its 

repository in a way that it renders it easy to use, and have it provide incentives for faculty who are 

willing to submit their works. 

 

It was noted licensing policy changes require a very large educational outreach to the whole of campus, 

and there was question if the costs for outreach are being accounted for.  

 

Aragon noted there is a federal law that states if research is funded by the federal government, than any 

production of the research must have its rights attained by the inventor - a stipulation which is often 

referenced within contracts. There was discussion over bringing attention to this federal law within the 

Association of American Universities (AAU) for the benefit of open access in licensing disputes. There 

was concern that a contract agreement between a UW faculty member, and a publisher, would trump 

this federal funding copyright law. However, O’Neill noted a university wide copyright law may trump 

the faculty and the publisher agreement. She explained faculty need to be educated over the licensing 

discrepancies associated with open access submittals, for the purpose of avoiding lawsuits, and for the 

purpose of maintaining that open access is not being forced by top university officials, but asked for by 

the faculty. She fears the university wide agreement would be fought by faculty, and others, if it was to 

come from the university administration.  Aragon added that the use of open access had been difficult in 

her experience, and she agreed the repository needs to be automatic and easy to use to be successful.  

 

There was question over who would own the repository. Though not confirmed, the council noted that 

the owning body may be the UW Board of Regents - as that was believed to be the protocol at other 

universities.  
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West brought up a point that Elsevier, a world-leading academic publishing company, had sent lawyers 

to Seattle and to Texas to conduct lawsuits over open access in the past, yet notably, in both lawsuits 

the faculty members won the cases. West noted coordinating at the university level is important with 

regards to licensing, but he explained it is not unwise to expect lawsuits. A member noted that the 

current open access proposal would not put the university at fault in a licensing dispute, it would put the 

individual at fault. Moreover, according to Washington state law, if an individual violates state ethics 

law, the university may not take part in the lawsuit or provide legal aid to that individual. However, 

Jewell noted, lawsuits could be avoided by removing the submitted articles in dispute before litigation 

becomes necessary. There was question if other American universities were being sued over university 

wide open access policies, specifically Harvard and the University of California.  

 

  Changes and Discussion on Resolution Text 

 

 Lattemann expressed a need for greater awareness of costs associated with staffing and recruiting 

in implementing certain points of the resolution, as it exists.  

 O’Neill noted Class C resolutions (which include this resolution) are not binding on the 

administration. She noted a clause could be added supporting a consortium with the AAU to provide 

a broader path of open access implementation.  

 Slattery noted a “champion” should be distinguished within the resolution so that someone shall be 

responsible for overseeing the impacts of the resolution if it is passed. There was discussion in favor 

of naming the Dean of University Libraries Lizabeth “Betsy” Wilson (who was present as a guest in 

the meeting) as this figure.  

 There was a recommendation in the fourth whereas clause to remove half the paragraph, after the 

phrase “university wide policy.” The change was not confirmed. 

 It was decided that the term “faculty” will be replaced with “authors” in the second whereas clause.  

 Slattery requested a “be it resolved” clause be added to appoint a champion to take charge of 

overseeing the effects of the resolution. Secondly, he requested to remove any references to EO36. 

The changes were approved by a majority vote of the FCR. Rosenfeld noted Slattery would draft the 

“be it resolved” clause and send it to him to be added to the document.  

 Jewell noted there is no recommendation under “be it resolved” for an open access policy within 

the resolution. He suggested a reference to the policy be included in item 3 at the end of the 

document, requesting the UW adopt an open access policy, and that IPMAC, SCIPC, and FCR 

investigate means for implementing an open access policy.   

 

Additional Discussion and Vote of Approval 

 

Rosenfeld noted that IPMAC will no longer include the topic of open access in their upcoming spring 

listening sessions for reforming the UW’s IP policy, and the body has advised FCR to take on the topic.  

 

Rosenfeld asked, with the above changes, if all present were in favor of moving the resolution to the 

April 6th Senate Executive Committee meeting. There was approval for moving the resolution with the 

prescribed changes.  

 



Draft of a resolution Concerning the UW Open Access Repository & Request for Advice on 

an Open Access Policy 

 

WHEREAS, the primary mission of the University of Washington is the advancement, 

dissemination and preservation of knowledge; and  

 

WHEREAS, dissemination of academic research by deposit of authors’ copies of published 

articles in Open Access repositories (that enable anyone with internet access to read the 

articles without financial, legal, or technical barriers) is associated with increases in the impact, 

visibility and use of that research [view a bibliography of relevant studies]; and  

 

WHEREAS, the University of Washington Libraries has established an online, freely accessible 

and searchable Open Access repository, ResearchWorks at the University of Washington 

(ResearchWorks), for the dissemination and preservation of scholarly works published by 

members of the University community [view ResearchWorks];  

 

WHEREAS, use of ResearchWorks by University of Washington Faculty researchers to 

disseminate their research is currently obstructed by the limited functionality of the repository, 

and by the absence of a University-wide Open Access policy, an absence which imposes a 

substantial administrative burden on faculty authors to individually negotiate with publishers to 

secure non-exclusive rights for the University of Washington to make their articles widely and 

freely available in an open access repository; and, 

 

WHEREAS, University of Washington Faculty, Students and Staff have a long-standing interest 

in enabling Open Access to scholarly articles produced by University Faculty, for example 

 

● 2007: The University of Washington Office of Research Office issued a Statement of 

Position  encouraging faculty to work towards rapid, free, voluntary dissemination of 

scholarly works to their peers and the public-at-large through open-access publications 

[view the Statement of Position]; and, 

 

● 2009: The University of Washington Faculty Senate approved Class C Bulletin No 481 

recommending that the University of Washington (1)  prepare for a future in which 

academic publications are increasingly available by open access (2) maintain and further 

develop ResearchWorks and related services to enable faculty to disseminate their 

scholarly work without financial or copyright barriers [view the Class C Bulletin]; and,  

 

● 2015 : The Graduate and Professional Student Senate resolved to encourage faculty to 

adopt an open access publications policy that facilitates free and public access to the 

scholarly peer reviewed articles produced by University of Washington students, staff, 

and faculty [view the resolution]; and, 

 

http://opcit.eprints.org/oacitation-biblio.html
https://digital.lib.washington.edu/researchworks/
http://www.washington.edu/research/main.php?page=openAccess
https://www.lib.washington.edu/scholpub/actions/openaccessresolution/
http://depts.washington.edu/gpss/sites/default/files/GPSSOpenAccessResolutionPASSED.pdf


WHEREAS, there is scope for enhancing ResearchWorks to provide a world-class Open 

Access repository to support the dissemination of University of Washington Faculty research, 

and raise the impact and visibility of the University’s research; 

 

WHEREAS, there is a need for a University-wide policy to enable the University to work with 

publishers and other universities on behalf of the Faculty to simplify procedures to enable 

deposit of scholarly articles in an Open Access repository, and the specific needs are for a 

policy that: 

● Automatically grants from Faculty authors Faculty to the University of Washington a non-

exclusive license to disseminate faculty research via the open access repository, thus 

relieving individuals faculty of the burden of negotiating directly with publishers to obtain 

these rights for the University  

● Provides an easily-obtained no-questions-asked opt-out option so that faculty 

researchers faculty can choose not to make their author’s version of a scholarly article 

Open Access, thus preserving full academic freedom for Faculty authorsfaculty  to 

publish in any journal of their choice, regardless of that journal’s policy on Open Access 

 

WHEREAS, among University of Washington Faculty and staff there is substantial scholarly 

expertise of international renown on Open Access issues, including economics, bibliometrics, 

recommendation systems, and legal analysis,  

 

therefore,  

 

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Faculty Senate requests the following: 

 

1. The University of Washington Libraries direct the Scholarly Communications Steering 

Committee to conduct a needs assessment to determine what resources are necessary 

to enhance ResearchWorks to the level of a world-class Open Access repository. 

2. The Provost’s Office provide resources to the University of Washington Libraries to 

support this needs assessment, and when the assessment is complete, further support 

the expeditious implementation of the recommendations of the Scholarly 

Communications Steering Committee 

3. The Intellectual Property Management Advisory Committee and the Senate's Special 

Committee on Intellectual Property promptly investigate and report to the Faculty Senate 

on options for implementing a robust and sustainable Open Access policy that is both 

sensitive to Faculty needs and concerns, and consistent with existing University policies 

(such as EO36) and state and federal legislation. 

4. Faculty and staff with expertise in Open Access economics, human-centered design, 

bibliometrics, recommendation systems, legal expertise and other specializsations 

relevant to building a world-class Open Access repository and implementing an Open 

Access policy contribute to the enhancement of ResearchWorks via the Scholarly 

Communications Steering Committee,and contribute to the implementation of a policy 

via the relevant University committees.  
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Rosenfeld thanked the guests for attending and they left the meeting.  

 

4) Requests sent to FCR for approval  

 

2015 ONR Joint Active/Passive Sonar Review  

 

Rosenfeld noted the request is for a secured classified meeting between researchers, funded by the 

Office of Naval Research, and managed through a company known as MANDEX. The request was 

submitted by Robert T. Miyamoto (UW Applied Physics Laboratory). After a brief discussion, it was 

decided the request is straightforward, and the council has routinely approved this request in the past, 

as the UW has hosted this meeting before.  

 

After review of the attached justification, the council approved the request by unanimous vote.   

 

  WEBS: Wave Energy Buoy that Self Deploys  

 

Rosenfeld explained the request is from the Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency (DARPA) to 

approve a contract between SPAWAR Systems and APL-UW to conduct a study to design a component 

of the DARPA Tactical Undersea Network Architecture program. The program seeks to construct a 

cabled network of buoy nodes that use fiber optic tethers for communication in the ocean. The Principal 

Investigator (PI) on the project is Dr. Andrew Stewart. It was noted the results of this experiment will be 

classified, and the experiment is based in national need.  

 

It was noted the contract seems like a grant to find a method to create renewable energy. Rosenfeld 

explained the experiment is more than finding a method for creating energy, but that is one part of it. It 

was explained if the experiment succeeds wildly, than the APL-UW should retain IP rights for the 

experiment data. One member noted they do not see any reason to restrict the experiment information, 

as stipulated in the contract, and she would vote to deny the request. The council considered the 

possibility that the release of the experiment data may be associated with a national security issue. It 

was noted there are potential humanitarian interests in the experiment going forward.  

 

After discussion, the council found the contract request to be justified, and its uses to be universal and 

enormously valuable. The council approved the request by a 4-1 vote.  

 

5) Good of the Order 

 

Nothing was stated for the good of the order.  

 

6) Adjourn  

 

Rosenfeld adjourned the meeting at 10:38 a.m.  
 



February 23, 2015 
 
To:  Faculty Council on Research 
 
From:  Robert T. Miyamoto   206-685-1303 
 Applied Physics Laboratory  rtm@apl.washington.edu 
 University of Washington 
 
Subject: Request for FCR approval of classified contract: “2015 ONR Joint 
Active/Passive Sonar Review” from the Office of Naval Research 
 
I would like to request University of Washington Faculty Council on Research (FCR) 
approval for a classified purchase request from the Office of Naval Research (ONR) 
through a company known as MANDEX to APL-UW to organize and manage a 
classified meeting of researchers funded by the Office of Naval Research Code 321 US 
(Undersea Signal Processing). MANDEX has the contract with ONR to conduct 
meetings.  The Principal Investigator on the project is David W. Krout and the amount of 
requested funding is $29,000.  FCR has approved similar requests for the last seven years 
and the meetings have been so successful that ONR would like the University of 
Washington to host it again this year.  The statement of work for this project is the 
following: 
 
“The contractor shall provide the necessary security management and meeting 
infrastructure (including audio/video support, registration, arrange announcements, etc.) 
to conduct a three-day meeting to peer review and disseminate research being conducted 
under ONR’s Joint Active-Passive Sonar Program.  Other tasks include organizing 
informal technical exchange for attendees to discuss meeting proceedings.  Facilities 
should be able to accommodate discussions to the classification level of SECRET.  
Meeting is scheduled to occur Aug 4 to Aug 6, 2015.” 
 
Please find below answers to the “Questions for Researchers Applying for a Classified, 
Proprietary or Restricted Research Contract.”  Thank you for your consideration of this 
request. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Robert T. Miyamoto 
Associate Director 
Applied Physics Laboratory, University of Washington 
 
 



 
 
 

Attendees from the 2014 Office of Naval Research Signal Processing Review 
 
1. What unique capabilities do your program and the UW bring to this proposed project? 
 
APL-UW has organized such classified peer reviews for ONR in the past, the most recent 
in August 2014.  APL-UW can leverage this past experience to help ONR achieve a 
successful peer review session.  APL-UW has the security infrastructure necessary to 
handle the classified nature of a subset of the presentations to be made at the review (the 
remainder, and majority, of the presentations will be unclassified). 
 
2. Describe the scholarly, scientific, and/or educational benefits of this proposed project. 
 
As mentioned in the statement of work, the goal of the meeting is “to peer review and 
disseminate research being conducted under ONR’s Joint Active-Passive Sonar 
Program.”  This review encompasses the “Discovery and Invention” portion of the 
research funded by ONR 321 US, and hence covers primarily basic research results.  
Some of the presentations will be classified due to the use of classified data to test the 
efficacy of the developed algorithms in anti-submarine and anti-torpedo applications.  
Such reviews allow a broad range of researchers, many from other universities, to come 
together and discuss new advances in signal processing algorithms for sonar applications.  
Several projects from APL-UW and one from the UW Department of Electrical 
Engineering will participate in the review.  
 
 
3. In what ways does the proposed project provide a public or community service? 
 



Such peer reviews are critical for advancing ONR’s mission of providing the best 
possible technology in support of the nation’s defense.  Often the cross-fertilization of 
ideas engendered by concentrating together a group of researchers working in the same 
field can produce new research avenues that lead to improved methodologies.  It is an 
implicit function of APL-UW as a University Affiliated Research Center (UARC) to 
facilitate such interactions. 
 
4. In what ways, if any, will UW students (graduate or undergraduate) be involved in the 
project?  If they participate in the research, will they require security clearance or have 
restrictions placed on their thesis, dissertation, or other academic activities? 
 
No UW students will be involved in the project, although UW students are encouraged to 
attend sessions that are considered to be unrestricted by the funding officers and meet 
with Office of Naval Research program officers. 
 
5. Does the proposed project engender any restrictions on publications by the PI, 
members of the research team, students or postdoctoral fellows? 
 
No research results per se will be generated under this project.  Material provided to 
APL-UW will be handled according to the provided DD Form 254, “Contract Security 
Classification Specification.” 
 
6. Are there any ‘foreign nationals’ working on this project? 
 
No ‘foreign nationals’ will work on this project. 
 



March 3, 2015 

 

TO: Faculty Council on Research 

 

FROM: Andrew Stewart 

   Applied Physics Laboratory 

   University of Washington 

   206-221-8015 

   andy@apl.uw.edu 

 

SUBJECT: Request for FCR approval for new classified contract: “WEBS: Wave 

Energy Buoy that Self Deploys” from the Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency 

(DARPA) Strategic Technology Office (Program Manager: John Kamp) via SPAWAR 

Systems Center Pacific. 

 

Dear Faculty Council on Research: 

 

I would like to request University of Washington Faculty Council on Research (FCR) 

approval for a classified contract from SPAWAR Systems Center to APL-UW to conduct 

a study to design a component of the DARPA Tactical Undersea Network Architecture 

(TUNA) program (DARPA BAA 14-32).  

 

The TUNA program is attempting to construct a cabled network of buoy nodes that use 

fiber optic tethers for communication in the ocean.  The program is broken into three 

main technical areas: (1) System Design; (2) Small Fiber Optic Cable Systems; (3) Buoy 

Nodes.  It is also broken into two phases:  Phase 1 will lead to conceptual designs and 

feasibility assessments supported through trade studies, analysis, and experimental 

measurements as needed; Phase 2 will serve to develop the major TUNA subsystems 

capable of meeting intermediate metrics based on insights and conceptual designs from 

Phase 1. 

 

The Principal Investigator on the project is Dr. Andrew Stewart and the amount of 

requested Phase 1 funding is $796,483.   

 

This initial award is for Phase 1 and we will be sub-contracting to Columbia Power 

Technologies (CPT) and Monterey Bay Aquarium Research Institute (MBARI).  CPT 

will develop a prototype wave energy converter in accordance with our specifications.  

MBARI will perform numerical analyses and a trade study to assess buoy node 

integration and station-keeping issues. 

 

DARPA is using SPAWAR Systems Center (SSC) as the contracting office, hence the 

contract will be through SSC, but the funding and the classification guidance is from 

DARPA.  

 



Our Phase 1 efforts will be classified because of the possible missions for TUNA, access 

to the program metrics, and in order for us to participate in meetings where other 

components such as the system design and fiber optic systems will be discussed.  

 

Our objective is to design a rapidly-deployable buoy node that converts energy from 

passing waves to electricity to support the power requirements of the network.  In order 

to achieve this, we have proposed to develop a working prototype for converting wave 

energy in conjunction with a conceptual design for deployment that will be empirically 

tested at small scale. 

 

Utility-scale wave energy converters are large, expensive to fabricate, and expensive to 

install and maintain.  We believe there are numerous applications (beyond the scope of 

TUNA) for small, low-cost, and rapidly-deployable wave energy converters.  The Wave 

Energy Buoy that Self Deploys (WEBS) will be a system that can support national 

security, science, and disaster relief missions that require relatively low amounts of 

power (~100 W) to sustain sensor or communication system power requirements.  Our 

approach is to collaborate with a commercial partner (CPT) that has a unique technology 

capable of extracting large amounts of energy from ocean waves using a platform with a 

small form factor.  APL-UW will bring expertise in Ocean Engineering, subsea vehicles, 

marine energy, and cabled observatory infrastructure development to bear on this 

problem.  We will also collaborate with MBARI to incorporate verified tools for 

numerical analysis that have been shown to predict performance in similar systems.  

Outcomes of the project will be a conceptual design for a TUNA buoy node that is 

rapidly deployable and capable of converting energy from ocean waves into electricity.  

We will empirically test the rapid-deployment concept with a small-scale model with 

moving parts.   We will also empirically test a wave energy converter (to be provided by 

CPT) to quantify energy conversion performance from a platform whose form-factor is 

shown to be rapidly deployable.  For reference, the Volume I Technical and Management 

Proposal for this project is attached. 

 

Please also find below answers to the “Questions for Researchers Applying for a 

Classified, Proprietary or Restricted Research Contract.” Let us know if you wish to meet 

with Gary Harkins and/or myself to discuss this further. Thank you for your consideration 

of this request.  

 

 

Sincerely,  

 
Andrew Stewart, Ph.D. 

Principal Ocean Engineer & Affiliate Assistant Professor, APL-UW 

Associate Director, Northwest National Marine Renewable Energy Center 



Questions for Researchers Applying for a 

Classified, Proprietary or Restricted Research Contract 
 

Please respond to the following questions regarding your proposed classified, proprietary 

or restricted research contract (University Handbook Vol. 4, Part II, Chapter 1, Sec. 3).  

 

1) What unique capabilities do your program and the UW bring to this proposed 

project? 

 

Our team has expertise in Ocean Engineering and development of 

instrumentation, platforms, and vehicles for deployment at sea.  We also 

specialize in marine renewable energy and networked, ocean observation 

nodes like those developed for the NSF Ocean Observatories Initiative.  In 

this project we will bring these capabilities together to develop a buoy node 

that extracts energy from ocean waves and supports network 

communications.  

 

2) Describe the scholarly, scientific, and/or educational benefits of this proposed 

project. 

 

Conversion of marine hydrokinetic energy (in the form of ocean waves) to 

electrical potential is challenging and requires careful consideration of 

hydrodynamics, buoyancy, and interaction of a converter’s moving parts 

with the surrounding field.  Further, doing so with a low-cost, rapidly-

deployable, and small form factor requires one to push the limits of what can 

be done with standard tools for predicting performance.  This project will 

dive deep into the mechanics of a hybrid point-absorber / attenuator wave 

energy converter and will require the development of numerical models for 

analyzing their performance.  A working prototype will be fabricated and 

tested, experimentally, in order to verify the approach. 

 

3) In what ways does the proposed project provide a public or community service? 

 

Clean, reliable, and renewable power has numerous benefits to society.  This 

project will focus on a system capable of generating small amounts of power 

~100 W which could be used to support scientific payloads for remote sensing 

in the ocean, or for disaster response applications such as communications or 

water desalination.  The strategies and system design developed may also be 

scaled and could have implications for grid-connected wave energy 

conversion projects.  In particular, the program’s need for a small form 

factor, and rapid-deploy capability call for a new perspective on the concept 

of operations and maintenance for these platforms.  Innovations in this area 

could have significant impact for utility-scale technologies currently being 

considered for large-scale wave energy facility integration.  The program’s 

overarching goal is also to provide a technological solution to a problem that 

affects national security.   



 

4) In what ways, if any, will UW students (graduate or undergraduate) be involved 

in the project? If they participate in the research, will they require security 

clearance or have restrictions placed on their thesis, dissertation, or other 

academic activities? 

 

There are no plans for UW students to work on this project.  

 

5) Does the proposed project engender any restrictions on publications by the PI, 

members of the research team, students or postdoctoral fellows? 

 

No information, except as provided in applicable US Statutes, which is 

classified or unclassified pertaining to this contract shall be released for 

public dissemination without prior written approval of DARPA according to 

the security classification guidelines.   

 

The mission, and performance metrics for the project may be classified.  This 

project is an engineering and prototype development study.  The methods 

used to design, develop, and test our system will not be classified and we may 

pursue publishing work relating the wave energy conversion aspects. 

 

6) Are there any ‘foreign nationals’ working on this project? 

 

There are no ‘foreign nationals’ working on this project. 
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_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
Minutes by Joey Burgess, jmbg@uw.edu, council analyst  
 
Present: Faculty: Cecilia Aragon, Gina-Anne Levow, Michael Rosenfeld (chair), John 

Slattery, Daniel Vogt 
   Ex-officio reps: Diana Louden, Tom Gebert 
   President’s designee: Mary Lidstrom 
 
 
Absent:   Faculty: Mark Haselkorn, Ben Marwick, Todd Scheuer, Tueng Shen, Juliet Shields  
   Ex-officio reps: Steve Carlin 
 
 

Exhibits 
 
Exhibit 1 – Open Access Resolution 
Exhibit 2 – Contract Request: 2015 ONR Joint Active/Passive Sonar Review  

Exhibit 3 – Contract Request: WEBS: Wave Energy Buoy that Self Deploys  

 

 


