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Motiv

• Individual• Individual
– Effectiveness: conve
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• Institutional
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– e.g. reducing datace
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Data security guidelines to 
define appropriate cloud usedefine appropriate cloud use 

Contract terms added



Example Po
(save for late(save for late

• Appropriate use? (e.g. 

Partners ho and ho• Partners: who and how
• Service eligibility: who
• Premium services: ho

N• Name spaces: commo
• Password policy: Same
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