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● Paper serves somewhat of a catchall for 
PP&GE not included in the previous two 
papers. 

● Including 
○ Funding agencies,
○ Local (state) advocacy, 
○ Executive branch, 
○ Influential peoples/groups 
○ International 
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Part 1 is on engagement with US funding agencies
Includes: 
● Overview of US HEP funding 
● Overview of granting process
● Overview of High Energy Physics Advisory Panel (HEPAP) 
● Mechanisms for community feedback 
● Section on improvements - 

○ These have focused on improved mechanisms for 
community feedback on the granting process and on 
the agencies’ enactment and alignment with P5 plan. 
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Various people or groups who are not part of the HEP community advocacy 
have an impact on HEP policy 

● Opinion leaders: notable figures whose views on scientific research and 
science funding are influential with policymakers and the public.  For 
example CEOs of major corporations associated with scientific research, 
directors of national labs (including labs with no or minimal HEP 
component) 

● What is the state of the current efforts to interact with these people ?
● What can we do to improve these relations and make it easier for them to 

understand our field and its benefits? 
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Executive office of the President of the United States
Includes:

● Details of current engagement -
○ The OMB is responsible for creating the President's 

budget, which Congress uses as input into their 
budget. 

○ OSTP advises the President on science and 
technology policy. 

○ Currently we hold a yearly meeting with both groups 
together as part of DC trip

● Overview of these agencies
○ Impact on HEP,  for example through OSTP memo or 

executive orders 
● Improvements - 

○ Are there other offices we should meet with?
○ Preparation and materials for current engagement 
○ Building connections and training communicators 
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● No current state level community advocacy.  Is 
there a place for HEP advocacy at the state and 
local level within the US? 

● Case studies of local HEP connections will be 
included - generally associated with labs

● Discussion on what could be done to expand 
these efforts, and pros and cons

○ What policies that affect HEP are mandated 
at the local or state level? 

○ Is this always useful or only for specific 
targeted campaigns for specific 
projects/locations? 

○ What level of resources would be needed for 
this? 
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● International contributions to US HEP and US contributions to 
international HEP are essential for the field. 

● No current community advocacy activities 
● What could these look like and what benefits could they have. 

○ For example, tools and materials specific for this 
advocacy?

○ What can we learn from the international scientific 
advocacy efforts?  For example, compare engagement of 
CERN with EU to US-HEP efforts? 

○ Are there specific international funding agencies or other 
international scientific bodies that we could benefit from 
building closer connections to? 

7Area which currently has least effort  


