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-/";'l. 27th Karch 1962 

Greetings Jesse: 

Thanks for your prompt reply of the 13th and the 

two .slides plus sketohes. These and your letter are quite illUJJdnating. 

I note that the loops appear to be mounted on a polar axis: 

ApparentlJ the rotating rhClllbio was chosen after consultations 

with the Bell Iabaratories people. The rather um.~OlIssary rotation 

feature seems to follGl'l J an8lr;y olose13. In those dqs the rhClllb10 
" was a hot 11ft antenna designed by BTL for point to po:mt OOJIIaIJ1ioat1cll'l. 

The attraction seems to have been novelty plus apparent simplicity• 

• m-b1o was designed to replace ~s ot dipoles and their 

at""ant oomplex1:ty. These arrqa were 1n oOIlllal use thruout the 

,...14 for lJb8l"1;wafts rr. about 1925 to 1935. ~ artioles were 

writ_ about thea 1nolwUng 1111 elegant one by' Southworth about 1930 

ja the Prec. DB. Be diBOWlses ohanging d1reotiCl1 by' progressiw 
pU.ae delq and c1ispl~s DlIIl\Y tine diagrams. 

Por radio astronOD\'Y use, ar:l"qs ~ dipoles would have been DI1Ch 

superior to a rhCImb10 tor reasons of low side lobes and larger t!1t1&rgy 

p1c1mp. I have a huDoh that even 111 1936 the oost of a rotat1ng 

structure the size 1ndioated CI1 sketch would have been 1n the range 

85,000 to $10,000•.. .A }"jile ~ at steerable dipoles oould have been 

built for some~ o..-nsurate with the $1,000 eatiate. 

In any oase, thanks again for your efforts. It 11 see you 1n 

August. 

Best regards, 

9ro:~~o/ ~ 


