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March 31, laL8
Dr. Ralph Johnson
Researoch Division
Atomie Energy Commission
Washington, D.C.

Dear Ralph:

Jim Fisii sent & letter recently to Phil summariszing the decisions
mads at the recent Berkeley coiiference. All of the items mentioned
ooktoids with my own memory of the conference, except for the matter of
the name "Bevatron.”

The desire to have @ single generally acoepted nams wa: sprung
on us by Jim without warning and we did not have any satisfactory ale- 9
termate name to suggest at that mreting. It seems to be tus general -
opiniocn that "Bewvatron® was not completely satisfactory as s name, bdut i‘
would probadly win out over "proton synshrotron® because of its shortmess.
We resalise that a single name is desirable for the two machines, especially
in the AE.C. offices. However, I came away fram the Berkeley conferenoce .
with the impressiom that "Bevatrom” would win by & default, only if no
other satisfactory mame oame along in the near future.

Morse, Haworth, and myself had no strong opinions which were
antagonistic to "Bewatron®, but when I returned to Brockhaven I found o e
& unanimous objection to this mame fram the Accelerator Project staff, -
This objection was 8o considerable that the ataff argued for cver } '
several hours on the subject of names and came up with the alternative | ,
suggestion "Cosmotron™. It is cur belief that this names is more general, -
more understandable to the lay public, based on a more cormonly understood -
"derivative, and would be mors acoeptable to mewspapsr writers and other ! '
lay men. We think that since the proton synchrotron is intended to rpo= o
duoe, in the laboratory, soamic ray primary partioles (protens) and

reproduce cosmio ray phenomesna, that the word %Cosnotron” is a satisfactory -
representaticn o5 the purpose, |
I have tried this name out on several people outside our Project !
and on loDevitt, in the public relations o:fice, and a.l of these people .
have felt it was comaicerably better than "Pevatrun.”. Under the circum- |
stances, I would like to rejuest that a decision to use the name “Bevatron” "
in the A.E.C. of'fice be postponed until such time as there is an oppor- -
tunity for "Cosmotron" to be used enough to find cut whether it is an -
acoeptable alternative, In this connection, is it proper for me to !_l
use the name in any torthooming news releases from Brookhaven? 1
I hope that you will disouss this with other pecple in the.
washinzton coflice, anu especially with Jin, Plesss let no lnow what J
‘ecnclusions vou can come to and whether or not we should fecl frce ’

to exrledt tids new name for ti. machines.
Very truly yours,

. STANLYY LIVIRGST.
hceelerntor Froject Chairman
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