EC Meeting Minutes 04-MAR-10

Present: E. Paterson, M. Ross, P. Garbincius, M. Harrison, B. Foster, N. Walker, JP Delahaye, K. Yokoya, A. Yamamoto, T. Tauchi, M. Hronek (sec)

Absent: B. Barish

Guest: W. Chou, LC School Update

LC School Update

· Weiren Chou gave us a report from the LC School 2009 held in Beijing. 

· 244 Applicants from 41 countries. 

· 69 students selected from 21 countries

·  8 returning students 

·  86% from 15 HEP countries

·  14% from 6 other countries
· Cost per student is “airfare + $612.00.

· Contributions were as follows:

· America:

· DOE, NSF and Fermilab: 19 students , 4 teachers and 4 organizers

· Asia:

· China:15 students (including one from Cuba) and most of the local expenses (local transportation, meeting rooms, A/V, Internet, reception, excursion, banquet, etc.)

· South Korea: 3 students

· KEK: 10 students (5 from Japan, 5 from other countries including one from Iran) and 1 teacher

· Europe:

· CERN: 7 students and 2 teachers

· Oxford Univ.: 2 students 

· DESY: 4 students and 2 teachers

· IN2P3: 2 students

· INFN: 2 students and 1 teacher

· GDE:

· 4 Third World country students and 1 teacher
· 2010 Linear Collider School

· CERN will host this school. We received strong support from Rolf Heuer’s DG office.

· Dates: October 25 – November 5, 2010, right after the Linear Collider Workshop at CERN.

· Place: Villars-sur-Ollon, Switzerland 

· Hermann Schmickler (CERN) chairs the Local Committee. 

· The curriculum committee has started to work on the program and teacher selection. The program will be similar to 2009’s but teachers can be different.

· Poster has been designed. Website is under construction.

· Student application will start as soon as the KEK registration web page is ready.
· JPD guarantees good weather, at least 50% of the time (
Closed Meeting

Public Minutes

· 24 hours for comments or revisions than will post to the web. 

Announcements:

· AAP Review and Response

· Barry would like to release the AAP review report and response. This was not released to the ILCSC although it was reported on. 

· Is the draft response “GDE EC resolution of course of action on SB2009
” being reviewed final? We will have a deadline of 24 hours for further comments and revisions. These should be sent to Nick. 

· Comments about cost containment were heard from Tauchi-san. 

· This is a topic where people have a difference of opinion in interpretation. This needs to be and will be discussed at the joint session in Beijing. 

· In the joint plenary, Barry will start the discussion with issues such as these and hopefully clarification will come from this talk.

· Response Document

· Clarification needs to be made concerning the proposed name of the Physics-Accelerator Performance Group (PAPG). Name needs to be consistent within the document. This still needs to be discussed with the RD/WWS leadership, as this is a joint group.

· The original Pasadena document has been split into two-parts. First part now being finalized should be released immediately with the AAP report, as an indication of our response. Second part (more technical detail) is intended for the GDE TAG leaders, and will contain specific guidance on how to proceed with the technical work. Our teams need direction. Part 2 may not be needed for the AAP response. NW will follow up to see what is necessary. 

· BB should decide how to deal with the AAP. Is the current short response (primarily intended for the broader community) also sufficient for them, or do we need a more formal response report? Should the current short response go to the AAP first before being released to our GDE community? 

· Will both the current short response and the more detailed technical response be available for people to read before going to Beijing? – YES!

· 1 TeV Option

· How do we proceed?

· Z0 parameters were sent to Brau group. Ewan to check with Andrei about whether 1TeV parameters were actually sent
. 

· People responsible for the low-energy running parameters should also be concerned with the higher-energy parameters up
.
 

· How do we go about a 1 TeV upgrade? Do we use the RDR as a basis?  It is early to discuss these issues but the conversations need to begin. 

· ILCSC Meeting

· Meeting was held at BNL on Feb. 25. There was a full committee including directors from the major labs. 

· B. Barish gave a status report, including the AAP review and report, plus cost containment and how it drives design, etc.  B. Barish also went through the Project Implementation Plan that was discussed at the PAC in Korea. 

· M. Harrison gave an update on the CLIC/ILC Genl Issues Working Group (this group reports to the ILCSC). 

· Main discussion was post 2012. We now have an idea of the LHC run schedule. The discussion mainly consisted of the LHC results and how it impacts the ILC decision. 

· Heuer will help organize technical support for the next level of push-pull studies using the LOI detectors.  LHC results will also be discussed in Beijing. 

Reports:

· Beijing Meeting

· Webex may not be possible. Checking on phones and the use of Skype.

· We will have GDE plenary on 4th day, at the end of the day.

Next meeting – March 11.

�Should we add title here?


�Andrei had 1 TeV parameters in his presentation at Sendai in March 2008.  Are these still the ones to use?


�I have no idea whatanyr of these last 3 bullets means.


�Could not delete the ‘up’ without removeing Brian's comment!!





