Reasoning for my participation in the RPC conference in India for week 7 2008
The title is “RPC2007” as it was scheduled for the autumn of 2007 but was postponed due to LHC commissioning.
http://www.tifr.res.in/~rpc2007/
As I have been working on RPCs for some 14 years, mostly in CMS, I consider it essential to remain fully aware of the new developments in the field. The scope clearly includes R&D but now as the technology  is mature and being applied in numerous experiments and applications it is also the time to remain in contact with and understand the complications of commissioning and running of these somewhat delicate devices. The later qualification , I agree , is open to discussion. What are the experiences of colleagues who already have systems up and operational ? Of course the presentations are interesting and contain important material but a direct contact both through public and private contact are invaluable.
This particular Conference is also hosting the Workshop for the upgrade to TDR level and beyond. If I am to be part of this effectively “new”  project and make a significant contribution, where we will re-launch some similar level of activity  to  that what was necessary to achieve what  we have already partially built, it would be most opportune for me to attend. Since colleagues from all around the world will attend it would be an opportunity to interact and go through some details that one can do face to face far more easily. This RPC project is, now, a more international activity than before. Walter considers my participation essential.
It may be an opportunity to make a good diplomatic move and perceived as such since India, as a newcomer, will be making a large contribution. I may also help to understand their technological abilities and so perhaps foresee where problems may come up.

Is it an opportunity also to go on from India to Korea to establish what are the real possibilities of production of gaps, at a technical level, given the fact that Kodel is committed to Phenix. I have understood that the oiling facility is common and in addition that Korean oil could or will be used, if so then we should be even more strict with our QC than we already have been. What exactly are the “parallel production” lines, are they set up in climatic conditions similar to the previously used ones?  What are the necessary modifications to permit different geometries to be manufactured?
Finally it would be no doubt a unique chance for me to visit the country !

Thanking you for your attention
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