
Information Technology Council
Humboldt State University

Meeting Notes for: May 10, 2001 from 10:00 A.M. to 12:00 P.M.
SBS 405

Members Present: Riley Quarles, Mike Bradley, Jeremy Shellhase, Dale Sanford, Joan Van
Duzer, Mark Hendricks, Pat Collins, Toby Walker, Katherine Granfield

Others Present: Bill Cannon (ITS), Molly Simpson (Recorder), Laurie Takao (AC),
Cassandra Tex (SDRC)

1. Approval of the Minutes - April 12, 2001 minutes were approved as amended
(Collins/Van Duzer).

2. Report Items:

Working Group on Network Issues: Cannon stated that he had sent the group two
documents for review.  Collins noted that he had read the documents; however the group
had not met to discuss them yet.  Van Duzer asked if this group would provide a two-way
flow of information between the group and the IT Council.  Cannon responded by saying
he would be the one to bring information back to the IT Council or invite someone to
speak at a meeting to provide information.

Working Group on Desktop Support Issues: Granfield told the Council that this group
had not met; however, they did have an email dialog.  She stated that they had
preliminary calculations from the survey results but they were still waiting on surveys
from Academic Computing and possibly from OAA and Plant Operations.  Granfield
brought a copy of compiled responses (to date) and made them available for ITC
members to look at.

Working Group on Assistive Technologies: Walker noted that the group had met twice
(without Bradley due to an oversight).  He reported that Tex had written a detailed plan
and Laurie Takao had some good suggestions.  The next step would be to meet with
Cannon.  He wanted to establish a good way of distributing software, etc. to the campus. 
Cannon recommended that the group meet with Sandy Camozzi and Dave Simpson in
regards to this.  Cannon hoped to at least have Library 121 completed and most likely
Gist 218 by Fall. Quarles noted meeting with Tex, Jones, Slack, Van Duzer, and
McFarland on May 4, 2001.  This group was being referred to as WAG (Web Access
Group).  Jones noted they had discussed the need to revise the current web policy and
address how the campus is going to approach web access.  Discussion ensued regarding
this group and if it should be a sub-group of the ITC or if it should be an expansion of an
existing group; whether or not there was a need for a new group. Quarles stated that it
would be up to the Council to decide if this should be a working group of the IT Council



and be used to provide McFarland with research on the technical aspects of accessability. 
Walker suggested making it a new group stating that the current IT group already had a
full plate.  He also noted that the groups could work together.  

Van Duzer suggested looking at  Fresno’s Web Access Plan for a starting point.  Cannon
expressed concerns regarding liability issues arising from guidelines that are too specific.
Walker made a motion to have WAG be a working group of the IT Council.  Schellhase
seconded the motion and the motion passed.  WAG’s purpose will be to discuss web
development. Cannon noted that the scope of this group should include at least two items. 
The items were technical design guide and liaison to Public Affairs.  Quarles volunteered
to be a member of the new working group and asked for other volunteers.  Sanford
sponsored Gary Noar to the group; Walker sponsored Andrew Jones and Cassandra Tex
to the group.  Schellhase volunteered to be a part of the group and would chair the first
meeting.  At the next ITC meeting the members of WAG would make a recommendation
for Chair of the group.
 

Working Group on Shared Software - Van Duzer noted that she had sent a draft to
Council members outlining coordination of purchasing efforts.  She distributed a flow
chart to go along with the draft.  Discussion ensued regarding the benefits of this plan. 
Hendricks suggested the group recruit a liaison from purchasing (Mary Ann Evans). 
Cannon commended the group stating they had done excellent work.  He also noted that
the six month goal was a reasonable one for putting together a proposed policy.  Camozzi
was working on a list of current software used on campus.  Hendrick’s asked where
academic software fit into the scheme.  Walker asked that assistive software be added to
the list.  Van Duzer stated that they still needed to review current assistive software
because it had not yet been mapped out.  Cannon noted that the IT Council could submit
requests to URPBC at any time.  They could make recommendations, develop better flow
charts, review processes, and adopt new processes as well. The Council briefly discussed
CSU-wide purchasing and how coordinating software purchases both campus-wide and
CSU-wide would result in major price breaks. 

3. Discussion/Action Items/Announcements:

Cannon distributed the annual IT survey from the Chancellor’s Office.  He reviewed the
questions and indicated ones not to be completed by the ITCs.  He told the Council that
the completed surveys were due to Sandy Camozzi by July 9, 2001.  Next Cannon
distributed a readiness assessment for CMS and told the Council that this should be
completed and sent to Steve Heck no later than the end of July.  

Quarles asked the Council if they wanted to continue meeting through the summer; the
Council agreed to meet again in June and at that time decide if any further meetings
would be needed this summer.

Adjournment: 12:02 (Van Duzer/Collins)


