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difficult. This has caused major slow-
downs in publishing several of the
journals, especially The Physical Re-
view, where in early June we were
short eight people despite strenuous
recruitment efforts. A new increase in
salary levels on 1 June has helped sig-
nificantly, and on 1 July we were back
to normal staff levels; but new people
have to be trained, and this takes time
and effort from the more senior people
so that improvement in schedules will
be somewhat delayed. Our printers
have had overload problems, too, with
some very large issues such as the 784-
page issue of The Physical Review for
25 Jan. A recent prolonged strike at
one of our printers put extra loads
on some of the other printers as well
as on our editorial staff. As of 1 July
we expect to publish eight issues of
The Physical Review in July instead
of the normal five. This will bring
the time lag down from a peak of
almost three months to around seven
weeks but will still leave us a lot of
catching up to do.
Huca C. WoLFE
Director of Publications
American Institute of Physics

Unreasonable hotel rooms

William W. Havens ]r's justification
for the rejection of the Cleveland con-
vention center as a possible meeting
site (PHYSICS TODAY, May, page 9)
is as interesting for what was omitted
as what was said. While it is true
that at a convention-center meeting,
“No member would have the con-
venience of having the meeting in
the same building where he is lodged,”
this is true for a large number of
members at hotel meetings. The
prices for rooms in the hotels in which
the meetings are held are usually so
high that those of us without un-
limited expense accounts are forced
to seek accomodations elsewhere. Un-
doubtedly, the cost of “complimentary
space” made available to the society
is reflected in the price of the hotel
rooms. Hence, any realistic com-
parison of the relative costs of a Chi-
cago or a Cleveland meeting should
include the costs of individual hotel
rooms. I for one would be more
than willing to pay a higher registra-
tion fee if I could obtain a hotel room
at more reasonable cost.
RoBERT J. YAES
The University of TexasO

THE JIPOPPEL MoDEL 603
OPTICAL MOUNT

The Model 603 incorporates a new design approach
in mirror or optics orientation, utilizing three spher-
ical spindles seated in V'’ grooves. The advantages
in such a design are numerous:

m Exceptional stability

m Large degree of kinematic
adjustment in tilt and “2"
motion

m Vibrations will not disturb

micrometer settings
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The efficient, compact design of the 603 lends itself for use
with intracavity etalons, compact Fabry-Perot’s, etc. With
flat base attached, the center line of the 603 is 2.50” above
the horizontal. The overall height is 4.375”. The unit will ac-
cept 2", 114" and 1” diameter mirrors. The Model 603 is
available from stock and guaranteed for 1 year against defects
in material and workmanship.

FEATURES: PRICES:
m X-Y Tilt: 9° Model 603A With base, pin,
and 2 adapters............. $132.00

m Z Motion: .437”

; Model 603 base............ 8.50
m Angular Resolution 2 2 arc-sec. | 46| 603 pin (13 mm dia)... 2.0
m Pin or Base Mounting Model 603 adapter
m Compact, Precision Packaging ] Gl B et e e each 6.50
m 3 Micrometer—Kinematic Design Model 603B............... 115.00

Prices FOB Fairport, N. Y. Subject to change without notice.
For further information contact

TROPEL, e

Designers and Manufacturers of Precision Optical Systems and Instruments
52 West Ave., Fairport, N.Y. 14450
Phone: (716) 377-3200
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