
 
 
 

SLUO Executive Committee 
Minutes of October 1, 2004 Meeting 

 
 
Attendance 
 
Sasha Telnov, Eric Torrence, Gregory Dubois-Felsmann (Coordinator of Committees), Gabriela 
Sciolla (Chair), Eli Rosenberg, Yury Kolomensky, Eduardo do Coute e Silva, Berrie Giebels, 
Bruce Schumm (Secretary), Amanda Weinstein (by phone), Lance Dixon (by phone), David 
Lange (by phone), Fran Spiller, Olga Iakovleva. 
 
Guests: Pat Fulton, Jonathan Dorfan, Persis Drell, Greg Loew, Steve Williams, Emily Ball 
 
 
Welcome to New Members 
 
Gabriella outlined the mandate and functions of the SLUO Executive committee. 
 
 
Statements from Departing Members 
 
Amanda thanked last year’s chair, and emphasized the importance of the Washington visit, and 
cited the need to continue to increase SLUO’s visibility in the SLAC community. 
 
Eduardo thanked previous chairs, and exhorted members to keep up pressure for an improved 
cafeteria facility. Eduardo cited progress in health care for long-term visitors, and encouraged the 
committee to continue placing an emphasis on this issue. 
 
All departing members gave thanks to previous chairs, and the wonderful support of Fran and 
Olga. 
 
 
Report on SLUO Election 
 
Fran has noticed a correlation between the quality and timeliness of minutes and the participation 
in elections. She proposed that people be allowed to nominate themselves, suspecting that 
improved communication with the community would generate greater interest and self-
motivation. She also suggested that, in the minutes, the community be solicited for input that the 
committee should address. The committee debated the issue of self-nomination, and decided that 



the impending nomination process should be advertised, and people with interest in being on the 
SLUO executive committee are encouraged to approach the committee with their interest. The 
next chair will draft such advertising language. 
 
 
 
Washington Trip and Other Lobbying Efforts 
 
Pat Fulton reported that over the past 20 years, long-term development projects with no direct 
constituency have suffered. About 10 years ago, a consortium of public and private health-
science advocates managed to influence congress to increase funding for long-term, basic 
research. The physical sciences were unable to convince congress that basic research would lead 
to tangible benefits. About 7 years ago, a consortium formed to press for increases in physical 
science funding as a unit, rather than as individual fields fighting for a fixed amount of funds. It 
appears that last year, there was finally an increase in the DOE Office of Science Budget. 
Congressional proposals to double physical science funding are still alive and progressing, with 
the NSF doubling authorization having been passed, and with the DOE component having been 
passed, but then entangled with the DOE Omnibus Spending bill. Pat clarified that an 
authorization bill still needs corresponding appropriations legislation to turn into actual funding 
increases. 
 
Pat feels that the Users will need to become more visible and active to continue to take 
advantage of the heightened awareness of physical science needs. Pat suggested that physical 
science funding be presented as a wonderful investment opportunity, and be emboldened by the 
Biggert (increase of DOE physical science funding) bill. Pat also thought that the process is a 
particularly good training ground for young people to learn the way the system works and how to 
best work within it.  
 
Gregory felt that consistency and follow-up were essential in building the grass-roots lobbying 
efforts. He then outlined the Washington visit procedures. About 12 people from each of SLUO 
and the Fermilab Users Organization visit Washington together. In the past few years, the visits 
have been coordinated with a joint Fermilab/SLUO Executive Committee meeting. Last year, the 
idea of periodic presentations to White House science staff was well received, but was not 
followed up; Gregory suggests that we make this a priority for this year. Another challenging but 
potentially very powerful idea is to bring someone from outside the field to support our notion 
that physical science research provides broad development opportunities throughout the technical 
economy. 
 
 
SLAC Public Lecture Series 
 
Gabriella reported that the success of the lecture series was greatly appreciated by the SLAC 
directorate. Ray reported that the series has included 4 lectures, with 2 more scheduled for 2004. 
Attendance has averaged 300, with advertisements on KQED seeming to be very effective in 
publicizing the series. The ~$1,000 per lecture cost has been covered by Stanford University. 
Several safety issues were discussed, including over-capacity crowds and lighting on the paths 



leading to the auditorium. Planning is underway for the 2005 series. All agreed that the lecture 
series has been a great success, and thanked Ray for his work in organizing them. 
 
 
 
 
SLUO Officers 
 
Chair:   Only Gregory was nominated. He was unanimously confirmed. 
 
Secretary: Only Bruce was nominated. He was also unanimously confirmed. Sasha 

volunteered to act as Secretary should Bruce miss a meeting. 
 
Coordinator of  Traditionally, this officer succeeds to the position of Chair in the 
Committees:  following year. 
 
 
Committee Assignments 
 
Public Meetings: Gabriella Sciolla (C), Lance Dixon, Sasha Telnov, Mike Sokoloff (outside 

member), Berrie Giebels 
 
Outreach:  Sasha Telnov, Lance Dixon, Ray Cowan (C), Gabriella Sciolla 
 
Quality of Life: Eric Torrence(C), Bruce Schumm, David Lange, Berrie Giebels 
 
Washington Trip: Bruce Schumm, Gregory Dubois-Felsmann, Sasha Telnov, Yury 

Kolomensky, Eli Rosenberg, Abi Soffer (C) 
 
Computing (ad-hoc): Ray Cowan, Yury Kolomensky, Eric Torrence, Eli Rosenberg (C), Tony 

Johnson (outside member), David Lange (CCC representative)   
 
 
Meeting with the Directorate 
 
Jonathan Dorfan, SLAC Director, thanked the committee for its service and dedication, and in 
particular for its work on the lecture series. 
 
Jonathan reported that we enter the new fiscal year with a continuing resolution that will take us 
through to November 20. An appropriations bill passed the house adding $16M to HEP, with 
$11M for electron-based science. The Lab is confronted with the funding uncertainty associated 
with the continuing resolution, but is optimistically assuming that some of the $11M boost will 
materialize. To allow for the Babar upgrades, we will have a slightly shorter BaBar run this year. 
GLAST is slated to be completed in July. FFTB has become a fairly over-subscribed user 
facility. When it is removed in summer 2006 in preparation for LCLS, it may be replaced by a 
dedicated facility tentatively named `SABER’. This would be a ~$5M project probably located 



upstream of End Station B. When LCLS begins to commission in 2008, a bypass line will be 
necessary to maintain the duty cycle for testbeams into End Station A. 
 
Jonathan discussed the technology decision. A complex set of worldwide issues entered into the 
choice.  Regardless of the decision, SLAC is aggressively working on re-tooling its effort to 
optimize its contribution and support for the International Linear Collider (ILC), as well as its 
internal organizational structures. DOE seems to support the worldwide view  that continued LC 
funding at SLAC is essential for the success of the international effort. However, Jonathan does 
expect that new money in FY2006 will flow disproportionately to institutions other than SLAC 
that are in need of a build-up of their ILC activities. .. 
 
On October 14-16, there will be a meeting of US Linear Collider groups in preparation for the 
first global ILC meeting at KEK. 
 
There will be a meeting to discuss how to increase the average occupancy of the Guest House. 
Jonathan would like a SLUO representative to attend. The break-even occupancy rate is 83% 
during the 50 weeks the Guest House is open. The Kavli Institute Building construction will 
begin next week. 
 
Jonathan is very interested in fostering interaction and cross-fertilization between the 
increasingly diverse groups on site, particularly between students and postdocs. It would be 
helpful if our Quality of Life committee discussed how to abet this, perhaps in concert with the 
YPP group. 
 
The issue of whether we are the user community for the Kavli groups was discussed, and there 
was general agreement that we are. Jonathan recognizes that it will take a push on both the parts 
of SLUO and the Directorate to instill this culture among the Kavli scientists. The case of LCLS 
will be addressed when it arises. 
 
Jonathan was asked about how long-range planning was impacted by recent developments. 
Jonathan projected that PEP-II would run through 2010 at a peak luminosity of 2.5x1034, beyond 
which it would become prohibitive to further increase instantaneous luminosity. B Factory 
capabilities beyond this, to 1035 or 1036, will need to be in response to visible interest from the 
community.  
 
A National Research Council (NRC) peer-review panel has been assembled to explore the 
medium-term landscape of experimental particle physics, and will guide the Lab’s level of  
advocacy for a super-B factory. On the other hand, Jonathan expects SLAC to be a center for the 
development of a Linear Collider Detector. This should keep a vital user community tied to 
SLAC. 
 
Beyond the Kavli Institute building, there are plans to add another building near Building 280. It 
is expected to be in place by the end of 2005, and will house roughly 70 people. There will also 
be two trailers to accommodate another 30-40 offices. A building for LCLS (out by CEH) will be 
finished by 2008. 
 



Steve Williams asked that we appoint a representative to the Computer Coordinating Committee, 
which is being reconstituted. It will cover all aspects of SLAC computing, including issues of 
relevance to SLUO members. 
 
 
 
Graduate Student Seminars 
 
Mike reported that two previous lecture series, in 1999 and 2000, had covered detector physics 
and heavy quark phenomenology, respectively. The talks were given by students (one talk per 
student). Would like to consider doing it again, with perhaps HEP/Particle Astrophysics as a 
third focus. There was also a proposal to have a series more along the lines of the CERN 
Academic Lecture Series. Although there was general agreement that something along these 
lines would be beneficial, no concrete plans developed during the discussion. The public 
meetings subcommittee will look into this within the next few weeks. 
 
 
Report from Quality of Life Subcommittee 
 
Eduardo did an excellent job of furthering a number of aspects of life for users at SLAC. As he 
has finished his tenure on the Executive Committee, the subcommittee needs to be reinvigorated. 
Topics that should be addressed include bus kiosks to shelter against the persistent California 
rains, reviewing what is presented to users when they arrive at SLAC, continuing the push for 
non-employee health coverage. Currently, students have been granted access to Stanford student 
health center at below-market cost. Lee Lyons is continuing to explore having the privilege to 
enter the campus insurance pool. 
 
 
Report from the Outreach Committee 
 
Emily Ball, Community Relations Coordinator, presented some criteria for public lecture series 
topics. Further discussions of agenda possibilities helped to narrow thinking, although the 2005 
agenda has not yet been finalized. 
 
 
Report from the Public Meeting Subcommittee 
 
Last year’s format was a single day of presentations, dovetailed with a BaBar collaboration 
meeting. There is no BaBar (and probably no GLAST) meeting in the appropriate time window, 
so there is concern that this standard format will not draw a robust audience. The subcommittee 
will need to rethink the format, and to develop a strategy to attract a significant audience. 
 
 
Suspension 
 



Insofar as not all positions were filled, the meeting was suspended, to be reconvened at a 
mutually agreeable time. 
 
 
 
Reconvening 
 
The meeting reconvened at 9:00 on Wednesday, November 3, 2004. In attendance were  
Sasha Telnov, Eric Torrence, Gregory Dubois-Felsmann, Gabriela Sciolla, Eli Rosenberg, Yury 
Kolomensky, Abi Soffer, Ray Cowan, Berrie Giebels, Bruce Schumm, Lance Dixon, David 
Lange, and Fran Spiller. Steve Williams attended as a guest. 
 
 
New Safety Requirements 
 
The recent safety review action was prompted by an injury to a contractor, not an employee. 
Employee training assessment (by supervisor) is now required for 100% of employees and users. 
All employees and users need to fill out Job Hazard Mitigation (JHAM) form. However, if the 
user doesn’t plan to spend more than 30 days a year at SLAC, and is not going to be working in a 
hazardous area (hazardous areas include, for example, IR2), they need not fill out JHAMs. 
 
Steve raised the question of who will be the supervisor for users. He proposed that the two major 
collaborations’ lead administrators take responsibility for their users, and the SLUO office take 
responsibility for the rest. Abi, Gregory, and Berrie will work with Steve and Fran to establish 
procedures to assess and certify Users for working safely at SLAC. 
 
Abi suggested that a clear line of communication be opened that will allow users to contribute to 
the continual improvement of SLAC safety procedures. Steve thought this was a good suggestion 
and will explore how best to do this. 
 
 
Election of Officers 
 
Nominations for Chair of Committees, which typically proceeds to Chair in the following year: 
Abi nominated himself, and Bruce seconded. Since Abi was the only nominated candidate, he 
was elected to the office of Chair of Committees by unanimous consent, with all voting members 
present. In summary, SLUO officers are as follows:  
 
 
 Chair    Gregory 
  

Chair of Committees  Abi Soffer 
  
 Secretary   Bruce Schumm 
 
 



Reports from Committees 
 
Outreach Committee: Ray reported that potential talks and speakers have been identified for the 
next three or four lectures. It looks like a talk by Michael Peskin in February is a near certainty. 
Ray reported that 450 people attended Roger Blandford’s lecture last week. With this degree of 
attendance, overflow rooms (in addition to the Orange Room) will need to be identified. 
 
Computing: Eli had nothing to report due to the safety stand-down. Ray reported that our wish 
that David Lange be the SLUO representative on the Computing Coordinating Committee (CCC) 
did not get adopted by SLAC management, most likely due to miscommunication. 
 
Public Meetings: Nothing to report. Gregory suggested that the Committee begin to concern 
itself with the Annual Meeting. 
 
Washington Trip: Abi has attempted to set up an initial meeting, but has not gotten an 
overwhelming response. Abi will push to have the first meeting held during the week of 
November 8.  
 
Quality of Life: Nothing to report. 
 
 
Next SLUO Meeting 
 
Friday December 10, 8:00-10:30, has been suggested, and has been selected as the tentative time. 
 
 
Adjournment 
 
The meeting adjourned at 10:40 AM. 
 


