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University Of Washington 
Faculty Council on Research 

9:00 a.m. – 10:30 a.m., October 17, 2012 
142 Gerberding 

 
Meeting Synopsis: 
 

1) Call to Order and Approval of Agenda 
2) Approve minutes from June 6, 2012 FCR meeting 
3) Announcements 

a. IPMAC (Intellectual Properties Management Advisory Committee) discussions 
4) Requests for Information and Updates 

a. Update on Federal Budget Sequestration  
b. Sci-Val Research Collaboration  

5) Old/New Business  
a. Additional members for Subcommittee on Restricted Research 

6) Adjournment 
 

 
1. Call to Order and Approval of Agenda  

The meeting was called to order by Chair Gerald Miller at 9:05 a.m. Brief introductions followed. 
 

2. Approve minutes from June 6, 2012 FCR meeting 

Minutes from the June 6, 2012, FCR meeting were discussed, but were not formally approved. 

 

3. Announcements 

a. IPMAC (Intellectual Properties Management Advisory Committee) discussions 
Miller as FCR Chair is serving as an ex-officio member of IPMAC, which was reinstated last year due 

to a revision in the “Request for Approval of Outside Professional Work for Compensation” form. 

IPMAC’s charge is to review present policy and recommend changes. Jim Gregory, the Faculty 

Senate Chair, is considering creation of a Special Committee on Intellectual Property and Copyright 

with Miller, due to concerns that administration is signing away faculty rights. Miller considered 

these issues to be broader than FCR’s scope, while IPMAC is a council of the President. Council 

members echoed his sentiment for this Council to be created. Discussion followed on the impact of 

the Stanford vs. Roche case, the differences between old and revised “Outside Work Request” form 

and further revision of such language in this form. Jack Johnson, the chief of staff for the President, 

is taking up a streamlining for the form, and the Office of Research is also involved. 

 

4. Requests for Information and Updates 

a. Update on Federal Budget Sequestration  
Vice Provost of Research Mary Lidstrom highlighted the impacts of the 2012 fiscal year, which was a 

good year for externally funded research. Externally funded research had decreased from the 2011 

Fiscal Year, as receipt of ARRA funds ceased. Despite this, UW’s funding increased by nearly five 

percent, as its marketshare for federal funding increased over the year. Lidstrom displayed slides 

which she had presented to the UW Board of Regents during the past year. She expressed concern 

within “pockets” of the University which may be negatively impacted. “Sequestration” is a debt 
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reduction act which was hoped to catalyze political action between the two parties. Due to lack of a 

resolution, this would go into effect should Congress not come to an agreement before the end of 

the year. UW Director of Federal Relations Christy Guillion expects sequestration go into effect, 

which over a long term may trigger a further recession for the country.  

 

In the case of Sequestration, Federal agencies are scheduled for an 8.4% cut, including agencies 

disbursing research grants. Lidstrom projected outcomes in three different models for the federal 

non-defense research and development. Should UW’s funding trend continue, due to its growth in 

marketshare, funding would stay flat in a conservative projection. Lidstrom emphasized a potential 

highly negative effect in volatile areas of campus, however impacts are uncertain. Her office is 

working to modify bridge funding for grants, as grants which had expected funding during the fall 

are being withheld until March. Additionally, efforts are being made to provide bridge money for 

researchers caught in this scenario. Work is being done to inform departments of this, due to 

graduate student admissions approaching; startups and the hospitals will also be affected by this, 

suffering an additional cut in Medicaid. Lidstrom considered this the worst year that she has seen in 

funding, and UW is anticipating these impacts in order to mitigate potential effects, unlike peer 

institutions. Discussion followed on how broad research is funded, and how faculty will be helped 

who are caught in this gap of funding.  

 

The impact was noted to be particularly acute for young faculty and researchers, who will suffer 

disproportionately due to not receiving grants, despite receiving “excellent” reviews on their 

proposals. Potential ways to address this were noted in the Royalty Research Fund’s (RRF) seed 

money program or through increasing the bridge fund, though there is not enough money to do so. 

The sustainability of RRF funds and role of bridge funding were deliberated. Many of UW peer 

institutions were characterized as “in denial” of the impending impacts of Sequestration. Lidstrom 

will continue to provide updates on Sequestration to FCR. 

 
b. Sci-Val Research Collaboration – David Eaton 

David Eaton, Associate Vice Provost for Research introduced the Sci-Val Research collaboration. This 

is an expertise search engine, which develops a way to identify faculty with a particular expertise. A 

handout was provided to the FCR, which was requested not to be distributed beyond the Council. 

Eaton briefly informed how Sci-Val gathers information on faculty expertise. Initially, Deans selected 

faculty members to be included in this database, restricting numbers as the cost is per person. This 

tool was considered to be of little value for Humanities faculty, as this does not cover books. The 

UW had invested in a similar effort, Community of Science, but it had a rather low return rate.    

 

Council members posed questions of whether Arts & Sciences faculty would be included within this 

search engine, the costs of the initiative and where funding is coming from. The initiative cost about 

$140,000, divided evenly between the Office of Research, and Deans, and future costs will be 

somewhat less than this. The advantages of using Sci-Val over other search engines such as Google 

were described, as Sci-Val provides greater ease to search within the University of Washington, 

making searches easier and faster, and allowing to search by key concept terms in publications. An 

example was provided that someone could simply copy an abstract from a paper of interest into Sci-
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Val and it could locate UW faculty who have done research in this area. Eaton provided a 

demonstration of the tool, searching for a concept, which yielded a list of faculty members working 

on a subject, and illustrated how fields can be narrowed. Benefits of Sci-Val were noted to: 

- Identify collaborators 

- Serve as a tool for graduate students 

- Identify UW faculty with experience with a technique or instrumentation 

- Target grant opportunities to pertinent faculty 

- Help UW Advancement identify donors by understanding UW strengths 

- Search through faculty on both publications and  current NIH grants 

 

Though Sci-Val performs better cross-the-board than the nearest competitor, searches are limited to 

Elsevier’s Scopus database, and only NIH grants are visible. Though a “profile enhancer” allows 

faculty to add information beyond their grants and research similar to a curriculum vitae, however 

this does not change the faculty “fingerprint,” which Eaton hopes can be done. Other functionality is 

the Sci-Val Funding “module,” which notifies faculty if grant announcements meet their research 

fingerprint. Everyone will be able to search with this tool (even outside the University), and 

participating faculty can update their profiles, which are automatically updated monthly regarding 

publications. 

 

UW has signed a provisional three year contract, updating participating faculty members quarterly, 

with the option for UW to sever the contract in one year should Sci-Val not prove useful. Faculty 

interested in being added should request for this to their Deans and those wishing to be removed 

can request so. The return on this investment will be difficult to determine, though a net gain could 

occur with a few grants coming forward from this effort. Eaton requested that FCR provide feedback 

on the drafted document, and for faculty members to alert their colleagues and spread the word of 

this. Eaton will meet with science Chairs in Arts & Sciences, and the Chair of Medicine, and a 

suggestion was made for an orientation to be filmed with Tegrity lecture capture software and 

shared.  

 

5. Old/New Business 

a. Additional members for Subcommittee on Restricted Research 
The Subcommittee on Restricted Research, which reviews restricted research proposals, is seeking 

two additional members. Miller explained the role of the subcommittee, with most classified 

research falling within the APL. Potential members to serve were noted to be Cecilia Aragon or 

Norman Beauchamp. Todd Scheuer offered to serve. The subcommittee will meet with the Dave 

Martin from the Applied Physics Laboratory and Carol Rhodes, interim Director of OSP to discuss the 

role of this review.  

 

6.      Adjournment 

Meeting was adjourned at 10:26 a.m. by Chair Miller. 

 

Minutes by Jay Freistadt, Faculty Council Support Analyst.  jayf@u.washington.edu 
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Present: Faculty: Miller (Chair), Rosenfeld, Vogt, Scheuer 
President’s Designee: Lidstrom  
Ex Officio Rep: James 
Guests: Jack Lee, Sue Camber, Dave Eaton 
 

Absent: Faculty:  Beauchamp, Aragon, Roesler, Spieker, Slattery 
  Ex Officio Rep: Fridley, Nolan, Pantazis 
 


