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Minutes of the Nuclear Physics Forum meeting  
held at the Daresbury Laboratory on Wednesday 7th May 2014 
Version 0.4 

 

 
 
Present: R.-D. Herzberg (Chairman), J. F. Smith (Secretary), A. N. Andreyev, C. J. Barton,  

P. A. Butler, M. Chartier, T. E. Cocolios, K. T. Flanagan, S. J. Freeman,  
L. J. Harkness-Brennan, D. G. Ireland, D. G. Jenkins, M. Labiche, S. Lalkovski,  
I. H. Lazarus, R. Lemmon, B. McKinnon, R. D. Page, Zs. Podolyák, J. W. Roberts,  
G. S. Simpson, P. D. Stevenson, M. J. Taylor, R. Wadsworth, and C. Wheldon. 

 
Groups represented:  Birmingham, Daresbury, Glasgow, Liverpool, Manchester, Surrey, UWS, and York 
Groups not represented: Brighton and Edinburgh 
 
 

1  Apologies for absence 
 
Apologies were received from the following people: L. Barnby, J. Billowes, A. M. Bruce, D. M. Cullen, 
D. T. Joss, A. S. Murphy, P. J. Nolan, and J. Simpson.  
 
 
2 Welcome and introduction 
 
The date of the previous Nuclear Physics Forum meeting was 23rd September 2010. The Chair 
pointed out that the idea of re-starting the Nuclear Physics Forum meeting was put forward at the 
Cosener’s House meeting on 8th and 9th January 2014, and that the idea received widespread 
support. The Chair noted that during his tenure as Chair, the Forum was primarily occupied with 
“firefighting” and funding problems but that it is now hoped that the Forum can settle into stability 
and serve its intended purpose. 
 
The Chair noted that the old defunct Forum web pages have been temporarily restored at 
http://nuclear.paisley.ac.uk/npf (though new web pages are being developed). 
 
 
3 Role of the Nuclear Physics Forum and Terms of Reference 
 
The Terms of Reference of the Nuclear Physics Forum, as agreed at the first Nuclear Physics Forum 
meeting at Daresbury on 20th April 2005 and at the Cosener’s House meeting on 25th and 26th May 
2005, are as follows. 
 

1. To provide an interchange of information between the nuclear-physics groups within the UK 
by reporting informally on the status of current projects. 

2. To disseminate information on the coordination and submission of grant proposals to the 
various funding agencies. 

3. To discuss the future directions of nuclear physics within the UK. 
4. Where appropriate, to act as a voice of the UK nuclear-physics community at international 

facilities and in international collaborations.  
5. Where appropriate, to put forward UK representatives for international committees and 

groups. 
 
These Terms of References were presented by the Chair and opened up for discussion. 

http://nuclear.paisley.ac.uk/npf
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Committee representation and membership 
 
It was pointed out that since the Nuclear Physics Forum stopped meeting (in 2010) it is not as easy 
to find out which members of the community are on which committees such as Gammapool and the 
UK French Loan Pool. A general feeling was expressed that we had collectively lost track of who is 
doing what, and a useful feature of the Forum will be to disseminate this knowledge (and perhaps 
make it available on a website). 
 
Relationship between the Forum and STFC 
 
The relationship between the Nuclear Physics Forum and the STFC Nuclear Physics Advisory Panel 
was discussed. It was acknowledged that the Nuclear Physics Forum cannot do the work of NPAP, 
the remit of which is defined by STFC, but that the Nuclear Physics Forum can play a useful role 
gathering input from the community, when needed, and provides a platform that helps to keep the 
NP strategy a living document. 
 
It was noted that the Heads of Groups group has not met for the past four years, and has effectively 
disbanded itself. It is therefore expected that STFC will view the Nuclear Physics Forum as a useful 
route to the community. 
 
It was discussed whether or not STFC should be invited to Nuclear Physics Forum meetings. The 
general consensus of opinion was that the community should use the Forum as an opportunity to 
meet and discuss issues before formulating a consensus view. We will invite STFC representatives 
when necessary, for example to part of the Cosener’s House meetings. 
 
Frequency and format of meetings 
 
The frequency and format of meetings was discussed. Ultimately, it was decided that three meetings 
per year would be appropriate, and that these should nominally take place in January, May, and 
September. As we now intend to hold annual Cosener’s House meetings, in January, the January 
Forum meeting will be held at Cosener’s House. The possibility of holding the meetings by video 
conference or telephone was discussed, possibly with two or three centres (e.g. Scotland, Northern 
England, Southern England) calling in to avoid too many different sites. The general consensus was 
that a face-to-face meeting is preferable when possible; indeed one of the main advantages of 
holding the forum meetings is to bring people together from different institutions and to engender a 
sense of community. This can only be achieved by meeting in person. The decision was that we will 
try to meet in person as far as possible. 
 
Mailing lists 
 
Later in the meeting (not at this point in the Agenda) discussion of the uk-academic and uk-users 
mailing list was held.  
 
Later in the meeting (not at this point in the Agenda) discussion of the uk-academic and uk-users 
mailing list was held. It is difficult to know who is on these lists and whether or not they are up to 
date. The updating of these lists could be a standing item on the Forum agenda, annually, for 
example at the September meeting. 
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Status reports 
 
Prior to the hiatus of the Forum, one aspect of the meetings was to request “status reports” of the 
main UK nuclear physics projects. The status reports were requested, collated, and circulated before 
the meetings, to save time in lengthy discussions. The Secretary can note in retrospect, that the 
feedback from the community about these status reports, was very positive. It was decided that we 
will continue with the status reports, once per year (i.e. at one of the three meetings each year). 
 
The Secretary pointed out that the largest attendance at the Form meetings has always been when 
the meetings are held in the North West of England (Daresbury, Liverpool, and Manchester). This is a 
central location and is general relatively easy for travel from all institutions. 
 
 
4 Election of a new Chair 
 
Prior to the meeting, the Chair had sent an email to the community requesting nominations for the 
new Chair of the Nuclear Physics Forum. Two nominations had been received. They are as follows. 
 

 Professor David Ireland (University of Glasgow) 

 Dr David Jenkins (University of York) 
 
As in the past, a ballot will be held by email. Eligibility criteria for voting were discussed, and it was 
decided that all PDRAs and Research Fellows should be able to vote, as well as academic staff. 
 
ACTION: The Secretary to arrange the email ballot with a deadline seven days after the email is sent 
to the community. The uk-academic list will be used, and staff will be asked to forward the message 
to PDRAs and Fellows who may not be on the list. 
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5 BIS Consultation 
 
The issue of the government consultation on science and research funding up to 2020 was raised by 
a member of the forum (SJF). Details of the consultation are available at 
https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/science-and-research-proposals-for-long-term-
capital-investment 
 
The above website states the following. 
 

“Our ambition is to make the UK the best place in the world to do science and research. This is why 
the government is making a long-term commitment to invest in science and research infrastructure. 
We are increasing capital investment in real terms to £1.1 billion in 2015 to 2016, growing in line 
with inflation each year to 2020 to 2021. 
 
This consultation seeks views on how the UK makes the most of this opportunity. 
 
The government will publish a ‘Science capital roadmap’. It will set out our long-term plan for a 
world-leading science and research infrastructure in the autumn. We’re seeking evidence to help 
inform the development of this plan.” 

 
To provide some context, historical science budget allocations are given at 
http://bis.ecgroup.net/Publications/Science/ScienceFunding.aspx 
 and the science budget allocations for 2015-16 are given at 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/278326/bis-14-
p200-science-and-research-budget-allocations-for-2015-to-2016.pdf 
 
SJF summarized the background to the consultation, stating that the government will invest ~£1.1B 
in capital per year from now until 2020 (£5.9B over the whole period). There are two pertinent 
questions:  (1) what is the preferable way to invest capital? (large facilities or in smaller university-
scale research) and (2) what, then, are the priorities for capital investment?  
 
It was stated that we should provide input to the BIS consultation both collectively from the Forum 
and also independently, from each group, and also maybe from the IOP Nuclear Physics Group 
Committee. The Chair noted that we need to provide input which is specific to the UK community. 
 
Discussion ensued about the content of the consultation document, but it was noted that we should 
not pay too much attention to the specific details of the content at this stage. It is also not clear how 
manpower/resource relates to the capital investment. We should be aware of the implications of 
funding major projects with an “ebb and flow” of investment.  
 
ACTION: The new Chair of the Nuclear Physics Forum will draw up a response to the BIS Capital 
Consultation, from the UK community. 
 
 
  

https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/science-and-research-proposals-for-long-term-capital-investment
https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/science-and-research-proposals-for-long-term-capital-investment
http://bis.ecgroup.net/Publications/Science/ScienceFunding.aspx
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/278326/bis-14-p200-science-and-research-budget-allocations-for-2015-to-2016.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/278326/bis-14-p200-science-and-research-budget-allocations-for-2015-to-2016.pdf
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6 Virtual Centre of Excellence/Institute of Nuclear Physics 
 
Prior to the meeting, a proposal from David Jenkins to establish a “Virtual Centre” of nuclear physics 
in the UK had been circulated. DJ outlined the proposal at the meeting. Essentially the instigation for 
the proposal came from the IOP Review of Nuclear Physics (Gelletly Review) in 2012. The details are 
available in the separate document.  
 
It was noted that the list of tasks assigned to the “virtual centre” was extensive – and would 
effectively be a full time job for someone, and would therefore need resourcing from somewhere. 
There is however, no clear route for funding for the centre. 
 
The statement that the virtual centre would be “a decision making body for the community” was 
disputed by a member of the Forum, stating that the virtual institute would not have this authority. 
 
It was noted that STFC are very interested in any cases of impact, but that there are already various 
routes for the dissemination of impact. It was also pointed out that Elizabeth Cunningham is now 
employed as STFC’s Nuclear and Particle Physics Outreach Officer, and that she is doing good work in 
the public understanding of nuclear physics. 
 
The general consensus of opinion was that although the proposal for a virtual institute of nuclear 
physics was an interesting idea, it would perhaps not be a good idea at this point to transfer aspects 
of the Forum to another body. 
 
 
7 Any other business 
 
No items of any other business were raised. 
 
 
8 Date of next meeting 
 
The date of the next meeting will be set once the new Chair has been elected. It is expected that the 
next meeting will take place in September 2014. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
If you would like to correct any errors or omissions in these minutes,  
please contact the Nuclear Physics Forum Secretary at John.F.Smith@uws.ac.uk. 
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