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54 Delegates: 
•21 from RHIC (out of about 85 invites) 
•8 from JLAB 
•25 from FRIB 

72 meetings, 19 States 



The States Visited 

5/08/14 Nuclear Physics Day Debrief 3 



The Ask 
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The U.S. nuclear physics research community is most grateful that Congress and the 
Administration provided a modest budget increase for the Department of Energy 
Nuclear Physics Program in FY14 – consistent with the recommendations of the 
Nuclear Science Advisory Committee (NSAC) – to preserve the vitality of the three 
lead U.S. nuclear physics facilities. The Administration’s FY15 budget request of 
$593.57 million, while tight, would continue this policy and preserve the critical 
components of the nation’s nuclear science program. Groundbreaking science, crucial 
new technologies, and the education of excellent scientists would continue, helping to 
drive the U.S. economy and maintain our nation’s leadership role in a core scientific 
discipline. 
 
Last year we asked for $570 Million for the DOE OS Nuclear Physics Program 
We received $569.9 Million 
 
This year we asked for $593.57 Million 
 
Both asks were to support the presidents budget 



Follow-up 
Questionaire 
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I sent a questionaire to the 20 
RHIC participants and received 13 
responses 
 
Questions where included about 
funding for the trip, number of 
meetings, rating the material, and 
room for comments 
 
Google Docs makes this extremely 
easy. Everything I’m showing was 
done automatically by google. 

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/12hI-rUWqx2KOTi7X_EUSaXJb6Ljo0auuVePhasr9JeA/viewform?usp=send_form 



Results 
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Results: Number of Meetings 
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Results: Funding 
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*The delegates who paid for the trip out of their own pocket tended to be younger   



Results: Training and Material 
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Results: Comments 
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We need greater geographical coverage. 
 
In the future, more effort should be put into making the material coherent with one folder and 
inserts that don't repeat each other but are complementary. For training, a dress rehearsal or 
having one of the experts do a dress rehearsal for the group could be very useful. After attending 
several meetings, I started seeing how I could tune my message better. But by then, it was 
mostly too late. We could use the dinner before-hand to do some more training. We see each 
other quite often at meetings and don't really need to spend the evening socializing. I think we all 
would prefer to be getting ready for the next day. 
 
There was a real mix up about the times.  I would come in when the meeting was finishing up... 
but I didn't get an email/text about a change.  That was a little awkward for me, but the staffers 
didn't seem to think it was a big deal. 
 
Disappointed that nobody from the office of Ohio Senator Rob Portman was available to talk to 
us.  I think we could do better in that regard next time. 
   
The most helpful change would be to get the names of the staffers sooner so that we can 
research their backgrounds. 
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The material provided to us on nuclear physics applications was low quality and was unusable. 
There needs to be much more discussion and input from active scientists in the preparation of 
this material, with sufficient leadtime for discussion. There is already good material out there (the 
Tribble II section on applications is a good starting point) but it needs some focused effort to turn 
it into a pamphlet usable for these visits 
 
It may be impossible, but it would be great if an increased level of coordination between the ""big 
three"" facilities could be done so we would know (as much as is possible) everyone who may be 
joining a particular meeting before hand.   
 
Also, just a note that there was also interest in at least one case (John Horstman at Senator 
Kirk's office) in STEM education and how Nuclear Science might be particularly useful or good 
for furthering STEM education in the country.    
 
- I would have loved to be even more useful, for instance be used as wing-(wo)man for 
colleagues in R districts  
- The materials left behind should not be last minute shockers, and important aspects should not 
be left out about, i.e. avoid biased materials  
-For physicists, especially those who were invited and did not attend,  the importance of such 
visits, and the responsibility that we have to do it it, should be re-iterated. Also, it should be made 
clear that this is by invitation only, meaning, that one was invited to participate and be a 
representative of the community ” 
 

Since this was my first time I appreciated sitting in on other meetings before I was the lead.  It 
was also nice having experienced people along for the meetings where I was the lead. 



Conclusions 
• The trip was viewed as a success by the delegates. The 

ideas for next year were 
– Funding sources for younger participants 
– Earlier coordination to develop the hand-out material 
– Some tweaks of the training (using the dinner to go over the 

message and strategy) 
– Figure out how to get more delegates 

• The coordination between users groups was very 
helpful and appreciated 

• Thank you to all the organizers who did the ground 
work: those who organized past trips without this help 
were effusive with praise and thanks 
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