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. IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
'FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
- EASTERN DIVISION

| THE FINNEY COMPANY,
a partnershlp,

" Plaintiff, 7 : : _
V. T CIVIL ACTION NOS. . ..
JFD ELECTRONICS' CORPORATION 65 C 220
‘ .' a corporatlon, ' ‘
and
and I
e | - 65 C 671
THE UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS FOUNDATION -
a non-proflt corporatlon, :

e
e

(Cons.)_:

'T_Defendants;fﬂ”

PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT JFD
‘ ELECTRONICS CORPORATION'S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF THE. FINNEY COMPANY
UNDER RULE 33

In the following answers to the above-identified set
. of interrogatories;'théﬁreférénce to 'plaintiff" in the singular]f_

refers to plaintiff TheTFinney Company, to which the interrogatories

- were solely'directed -in’each-case tthe answer is preceded by ai
' statement 1dent1fy1ng the person making the answer and any person

or persons consulted by hlm in obtalnlng the answer.
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INTERROGATORY 3
) 7'j,5j:_ 15_;.: Sﬁﬂ ferrlng to pareeraph 21 of plelntlff‘szCoéélaintif_i‘

.l}(‘j .State whether Ol not plalnelff has condootcd o:'ﬁﬁfﬁ?f
{inas Had oonducted on ltS oehalf tests measuremen;s,. s }}j f
&ﬁanalyses and/or studles'rele:;oglpo.eacb'oﬁhthe‘antenoas'. |
:illoentlf;ed'Ln eoseefftoasub-peragraph(e)”of 1n;errogetory‘;fj"f
;L;ftoﬁéetermioewoeéﬁeﬁ;oﬁ.noﬁ:the respective-eotenna'sciuetoies;o?}
VJﬂare thhln the scopeiof.the claxms of each of said pauEﬁﬁS B
'{t:fldentlzled znuanswes to‘Sub-paragrepH (g). of Iﬂte::ogatory l

(b)ﬂ-If thet 1swer to sub paraoraph (a) o; thls

”jTInterroeatory ls _:ﬁﬁe afflrmetlve ISpec1fy the natuxe oL:
“Hfieech of such tests aod/or measurements andfor analyses |
‘lGﬁ:and/or studses and by woom performed the subject mateer e -
u'”os(each of same and where and when S&ld tests and/or measu;e-'-'

'”‘ffments and/or analyses end/or StqueS were performed

(e ) In respeCe o; each of the tests and/or measure=-

SR ments and/or analyses and/or studies Spéleled in answer. to'_fa

Tﬂﬂ;sub-paragraph (b) o; tols Inter:ogetory, list aﬂd sdentlsy.-"

wall documenes, known t° plalntlfe, which are pertiment to.i;-

[

ffeaoh'o:~same;u

S {dy zIndioateTthe[lodation'of each document listed in

v

fﬁanswer t° Sub-paragraph (c) of this Interrovatory,

(e) sze the names and addresses of all persons hGVLng

dpossessxon custody and/oc control of each docomeno reeer ad




" to in answerdtq;sub{paragraphs,(C),'and (d) of this'Inter—é"

*fregatqryj]
£y lee the names and addresses of all persons,‘kﬁown.*
‘*.to olalntlff hav:l.ncr knowledne whlch bears on sucH tests aﬁd/o:

'f-:measurements and/or anahmms‘and/or studles..-

Answer (By Lewis H. Finneburgh, Jr. - Robert Kranek and
Edward Nemeth consulted)

(a) Plaintifleinney Manufacturing Company has made
""measurements ofisemewdf'tne‘antennas of defendant JFD referred to
i_zn paragraph 21 of plalntlff's Complaint (and Amendea Complalnt)
iiand has made scale factor computatlons based on those weasurements
to determlne whether or not the. respective antenna strnctures are
Wlthln the scope ofrthe“claams of elther of the patents in suit.’

Lts,As to the,other patents:referred to on labels, cartons, or the
jillke for such antennas of that defendant ‘no tests,ameasu rements,
-}analyses; and/or-studles;were required to determine whether or not
~ the speCifie_antenna;strnctnres were within the scope_of the |
‘_elaims of such'patents;gand}-therefore, no such‘tests, measure—:ﬂe'
_ments;‘analfses; and/erQStndies were nade‘for that purpose_othert
than'merelytreading'the claims of snch patents and mentally e
'dnoting the 1ackfofeorrespendencedbetween the:elaims of such
x_patentsland the antennas.in‘Question.

-(b). The measurements made as stated in the answer to

part (a) of thls 1nterrogatory were measurements of dlpole 1engths_'




.

.aﬂdlSDaCin§S and the:COmputations were seale factor computatibnsre_
using the log pel Odlc formalae given in the patents in suit.
The measurements andlcomputatlons were made in part by Mr. L. H.
':1nneburgh Jr s one of the partners of pla1nt1f£ The Flnney
:eCompany, whose bu31ness address is 34 West Interstate Sereet
_Bedford,_Oh10_44014,3and 1h-part under'hls dlrectlen by one or

more eresently unidentifiable employees of Fihney Manufacturing ;_;
CompanyiZSuehﬁeasarements;were made at Finhey Manufacturing

;rceﬁpany frgmrtimeitoatime; the dates thereof not being determin-riz'
~ able. o S

l(e)__Thejfeliawing*&ocuments_prepared on the dates.in-.'

‘dicated (where known) are eertinent to the measurements referred
to in the answers to’ parts (a) and (b) of this 1nterrogatory

N
b

Dlmen51oned dlagrammatlc sketches of:

JFD Modelf.- .. Date

LPV 4
. LPV 6
- LPV 8
Lpv 11
LPV .14
L1700 |
LLBV-VU-6 - 10-4=65
- LPV-U21
- 6944 (Sears)

‘; Sheets bearlng dlmen31onal data only

6943 (Sears)
6945 (Sears)_




{d) Thé documents identified in the aﬁswer'to'part (c)ﬁqu_
of this lnterrogatory are 1ocated at the offices of pl&inL¢f¢

Finney Manufacturing Company, 34 West'Interstate Street, Be&ford;ff

 Oh1o 44014, aﬁd coples are in the possession of plaintiff's
-‘cohﬂbel Jobn F.. Pearne, 920 Midland BulldLng, Cleveland, Ohio 44115
(e) ,No,partlgular person Oor persons has or have o .
.possession éﬁsﬁo&yqénd/or"éontroi of thé documents referred to iﬁ"
_the answer to parts (c) and (d) of this 1nterrogatory except in the
case of the copies in the pOSSGSSlon of plalntlf s counsel, the
1.otHer coples merely belng pa:ts of the englneerlng records‘of
'_Flnney Manufac;urlna Company |
(I) The Persons. named in parts (b) and (d) of the
."QansWer'to.th;s-;nter:qgatpry and Mr.,Robert C. Kranek and
.:Mr( Edward N; Neméth WEo-may be'addfessed c/o Fiﬁney.Manufacturing_
.Company at its. addresslglven above |

IWTERRO“ATORY 7

.f'>7 Referrlng to paracraph 21 of.; plalﬁtlrf s Complamnt:JQS

'rﬁaﬁd i; he answer to sub paraoraph (a) of Interrogagovy 3 is

‘;the a;rlrmaulve-"~“'°“

Ca) Identlfy each of the actual antennas testad as

'fﬁ eferred to ln answer to subuparagraph (b) of Interrooatohyfif:

J::?3;“
(b) btate whehe when and undef what Circumstaﬁceé'

'?fTUplaLntx < obtaxwed each of the antennas ldentxfled as belﬁ“

"“J‘-.“r‘-- -

T testedy




(e)u'Ae to.ethg9f_thé entennas teeted, state ﬁhe namgjf'”
-andfaddfessfoflelideefeens‘havieg pessession and/of custody:‘
:efend/or control o; eacn of- the said antennas refeered to |
as belﬁo tested *n answer to sub-paragraph (a) of uhlS‘
.” 7:fIﬁtereo0a*o*y aﬁd.ﬁncl g the presen;;lceat;on of samd.  g:f;e"

‘antemnas;

'(') State whether or not. plalnulff w;tboue a motLOH&JFj

’7_0 oroduce w111 produce each of Sald antennas fo: Ln--~

i

 :5ffspect1on, and/or photographlng, and/or tEStl“g by t“e

o .""-",'.,' e
o . . i f

‘;dezendane J?D Electronlcs Corporatmon, f]gj':- L

:Aﬁswer (By Lewis H. hlﬂneburgh Jr - Robert Kranek and
' Edward Nemetn consulted) : :

(a) "he actual antennas tested are those J.dentlfeed by
 _Node1 No. 1n%the answe to part (c) of Interrogatory 3.
.(b)F The antennas referred to in part (a) of thlS
- lntereogatory were obtalned by arranglng to have them purchased
on theemarket at-dlfferent t;mes and places prior to thls
”lieigatioh, Thosebgnéenpds were purchased and/orbtested.ae part
*eof'plaintiff's rputine_praetice‘of examining and_familiarizingr
eitself;with thep?odue;eiéfwits.COmpetitors;
(e)_ANpispecifieﬂperson has-possessioﬁ and/or éuetody .
and/or'control"of-fhefanteneas referred to as having been |
-bu;ehased;.bﬁt-theyefe'sto;ed on the]pfemises-of Finﬁéy

Manufacturing Company. at the address given above.

@ Yes,




f;lfi =_-f" .' ‘hJ{ 15@‘@

IVTVRROGATOQY 8(a)

8. Rererrlne to paragraphs 24 to 28 of plalntlff s l f
Cemplainef ”
.(a)“ Liet andTidentifyﬂeachlof the antennas manufacturedil
by plalntlff referred to in paragraph 24
Answer (By John F. Pearne ~'Lewis H. Finneburgh, Jr['consulted)
’-(a)‘ Plaentlff maaufactures for use with radlo and‘i
'television-receieers@aEd'ﬁransﬁitters the following antenna
“models that were re*erred to by plaletlff in palacraph 24 of ;ts.d
'Complalnt (and Amended Conplalnt) as belng dlrectly competltlﬁe |

‘yw1th antennas of defendant J;D.

:Finnev Company Models

©yL-s, 7, 10, 15, 18 - e
" UVF-10, 16, 18, 24 _ DR
FMSL-5, 8, 10, 12 - ' : R R

“Allied Radio Corporation Models
| MARK-X, XII, XVIII, XXIV
Plalnulff sells many other aneennas and other products in competl-

tlon with defendant J?D but Whlch are 1rrelevant to thlS 11t1gatlon

g“andfwere,notWreferredwto_in‘the Cemplaint (or Amended Cemplalnt)ea;u




'*ﬁj?derendaqt JFD Electronlc Corporatlon and cannot be purcnased

Oy

 INTERROGATORY 12(a) and (c)-(j)

“i ;. Qefer:xne.tologragraph 29 of Dlalnel £'s Comp*alﬁt
(a) upecify eech'instance'and act performed.by the S
f&efendant JFD Electvonmcs Corporaelon and known to plelntm“fl'
'ﬁhete said derendant-haS asserted or which constitu:ed_epi
'assertioe.by sa*d de eﬁeent';het-ellantennas,of othee o

: concexﬁe lnclualng pLalﬁtlff that are even of a.@enerally’””

-"fsmmxler characLer lnxcmnge exclusxve patent: rlgﬂuo of

L3

*'or resold by the trade wmtbout lncurrlng patene lnerengement

i 1lablllty to de:encant JFD Electronics Corporation and/or :;?}J

.de;eﬁdant Unmversmty of Illxnoxs Foundatlon including_tne;gm ”

'Tnamc and ado*ess o: the oerson ox- persons to wnom eecH such .

"assertlon wes made, the date each such assertion” was made

t;.the manner and means by wnlch such assertxon was made, aﬂd

.7”the manner and means by Wthh plalntlff learned oa‘eacn

;such lﬁseance and/or ac; and/or assertlon per:ormee or  -'

'ﬂ:made by de;endane, JFD Electronmcs Corporation;

=fe)" Llst end ldenelfy all documents known to plei i

-~ th
th

Tﬁwhlch are- pertxnent eo e ach of ehe lnstances an d/or aﬁts

':*ﬁfperformed by dezendant JFD Electronmcs Corporatnuw “.dfu

i

"?:assertlons made by defendant JFD Elect:onlc Corpexetion'

ﬂ»,jspcclfled in’ answer;to sub parag:apn (a} ox this ;nterrouaeoryj




”'37japswé:fto‘subapapagraphg(c) of‘this Iﬂterrogatory;

'ﬂﬂ'asserulon soeclfled 1n answer to- sub—paragraph (a). o‘ th s-“

'“fﬂ;posseSSLOn and/o*-cubtody and/o: c0ﬁtrol of cach document

(d ) Indlcate hne louatlon of each docuaenu listed da .

s

g(é)t vlve thg names apd adcreSses o*‘all p £301 S aaviang o

pmﬁeSSiqn.ndbryustody and/o control of eaChgdocument re:éfred:fv-

T4

to in answe“ to SuD paragxaphs (c) and (d) of this
Iqte“rovatory,

af-(f) lee the names and addresses of all persons know“

f;ho plalntlfL and not set forth in answer . to Sub-paragraph

tf?f(a) of th;s Integrooa;ory, hav;ng knowledge which bears: upon.~?

;"-‘-,-'__;answer L_o sub paracraph (a) of this Interrogatory,

"K:the vnstaﬁces and/ov acts and/or assertLOﬁs specx;lea Ln' o

(g) Llst and 1de1ul;y all documenta knowa to’ plal uiff“;?

nlch are Dertgnent to plalntlLf s contention that each sucn.f ﬁ:.}_

A

“-Inuerroaatory was erroneous and/or false'j
?g(h)='Indicate:the;1ocation of.eachpdocument'listed in. -
'ﬂ[answer to sub paracxaph (v) of tnls Interhoaabocy,

e lee the names aﬁd addresses of qll Dersons havi ing

f?referred-to~inTaﬁswﬁi?tqfsbb-paragraphs‘(g)-and'(h),of—this

;f;Interrowatory,

(3} lee the names and addresses ofall. persons,. {nawn

“;tdfplalntifzs-havlng knowledoe of the facts as set fort% ;n

ncwer to sub paracraoh (b) of thls Interrooatory




.Answer (By uOhﬂ F, Pe afne)
(a)‘ Tnls 1nterr00atory is apparently based upon a mls-'
ecqnstruction of pa;. DH 29 of plaintiff's Complalnt (and Amended
Camplaint), wnich does-net ailege that any single occurrence or
act by-defendant'JFb-inveivesan assertion or constituted an
| aeseftidn.of the'type set forth.in paft.(a) of this interrogatofy.
iPlaintlff's: elab01ate sales pronotlon scheme'’ (refer:ed to in
1ts entlrety) was: assefted in the ComplalnL (and Amended Complalnt)
to‘be ea*culated,to‘create the erroneous bellef in the trade and-
;aﬂOhb the publlc that Lhe sztuaelon related in part (a) of ths
"1nterrogaeory ex1sts.. Hence, there are no specific instances or
"ects_whiCh_plaintifﬁ;caniapecify in answer to this interro'gatorf_;jE
'(Cj-{j). Nd*ananer.reQuired‘in”view of the answer to
_part (a) or thls 1neercogae01y

RROCALORV 13(a) and {c)-{1)

‘~i ' Referwlnc to paragraph 29 of plalnulff fcemglain;é'nﬁ;"
f-a'(') Specxfy each 1netance and/or act performed ny

derendane.JFD ETectronlcs Corporatzon and known to. pla*. iZE.

'f where sald defendant asserted that plalntlff ”has {nzce sra ly?ﬁ?

.

'”v:and thh halﬁ truths and dlseorulons or the truth described -

"lts antennas and comnaraemve features the*eo; in plaln' 1Ff's 00

,edverelSlng "lncludlng the name and address of Lh; pezéoq
'”for persons to whom each sucn assertxon was maae. thermanner :
| ﬁfiand means by Whlch Sald assertxon was made and the manner end
_;means by Whlch plalntx learned of each such lnstance and/o:neiu

“fact and/o* assertlon, .10




'formed_byqdefgndant'JFD.ElectrOﬁlcs Cozpoca lon and/ox
1 assertibns.maderbyhsaidjdefendant wbich ara‘specifiac in

. answer to'sub- pa*acraph (a) of this Inte:roratory,

71-Inuerrogatory,¥if
”79} iﬁti f TbthéﬁTthaBTfhose identifiéd in answer FofSuDiﬁa

3]}fthe lnstances,acts and/or assertxons set fo th in answex

T“\fsub-paxaoraph (a) OL thlS Interrogatory,‘

7 wb1ch are pertlnent‘uoxuhe facts as set forth Ln aﬁsweh'A

: “1 suo paraw“aoh (b) of tHls Inuevrooatory,

| “*mvanswe“ to sub paragxaph (o) of thls Interrooauo:y,-

.. (e) List and idencify 2ll documence known ‘to plainti

UJ

" 'which .are p.'e.,rtirien;jc._, ‘to?._gacl‘ifcf the instances and/or acts pe

-

.

-

:’d) Zhdlcate the.ﬁocatlon of‘each document listed in
' anSWE? uo bub~oaragraph (c) of this Inte:rovato:y,
(a) GLVE the names and anresses of all persons hav&ng

'~jpossesSicn~and/br'Custody"and/or control-of'each‘document

'°?p re¢e*red bo ln answer to!sub paragraphs (c) and (d) of this

(L) iGzye4ﬁhe”h§m¢§jand-addréssés of all persons know

Y

’Q.(a) of-thms Iﬂte“"ogauo:y, hav;qg kﬁowledwe wh*cn bears 1o

k LR

(g) Llst and ldgntlfj all documents known to plain

El

Ch) Indmcate the locatlon of eacn document ;lshed

.;11;

ragrapn

n.to




(i) - Give the ncomes and addresses of all persons having -7
possession and/or-custody and/or control of each document
~. ) . . X N o S A . 7. V . .

' “" . " f. . Al

a

ex

YR
h

e

£o in answer -to sub-paragraphs (g) and (h) of this

X s R . .-

'H
: DJ

,

nterrogatory;.

et

.if'_'ff(jfj“@iﬁe“théfnamESﬂaﬁd addresses of all personé knpwn_;o o

[N
Fh
th

;Plaiﬁt ‘ha Vin' knowledwe of the facts set. *o:th in answer i

fuo aub-Daraocgoh (b) OL th : I erTOgAtory. .

e

Answer.(By_John_F;,Pearne\- Lewls H. Finnebutgh, Jr..consulted)
| (a): Theléariqf;éaragraph 29 of plaintiffis Complaint’j 
(and.Amehdéa Comﬁléiéﬁ)if&vwhich thié interrogatory.appears'to
relate 1nvolves a sxngle eir cular-conposed prlnted and
dlSt 1buted W1dely in the.anueﬁna 1ndustry and to Wh;ch parag:aph
'30.of plalntlf s ComplalnL (ana Amended Complalnt) alsz relates
|  the‘ac£'comp1a1ned qf belng dgsc:;bed with more particularity ln
 *ﬁ_$aid:parggraph 36;:iih§f¢£rQu;ar ca;ries the following identifica{'
*tioﬁ? f. o -
.*"F.c;rm'No'_.ISi]_.-. Litho in U.S.A. .11.-'64"‘
EPlainﬁiff doe;.ﬁétfkﬁohthW,pr'thé names andréddresses of the
'  pe£son$.to.Wh9m;thié ¢§rculaf was sent, but assumes that it was  ]?
sent By mail atflea§ﬁftplthé{entife éusﬁomér mailing'iist of
” défendant‘JFD.~ Tﬁé’diféu;afﬁin-qgésﬁiOn was brought' to plaintiff{s:
.aﬁtentibn by a ﬁuﬁber o£ cﬁ$tomers of plaintiff who may have _; |

received the cirdqlat}by'5311 fr0m_defeﬁdant.J?D;

-12-

: #
[~ £
! A

I
§




. whom the‘docﬁmeﬁts_of‘thbse”partiesdwere respectively_mailed);-

(c) The only documents known to plaintiff wnlch are

pe;tlneﬂt to the act to whlch this 1nLdr:ogatory pertalns are theg

J¥D c1rcular 1ddng1f*ed in the answer to part (a) of this

1nuerr00atory and a "QULCK ChECK CHART" referred to thereln that
was prev1ously prepared and dlstrlbu;ed by The rlnne] Company
L& Plaintiff has received a aumber of copies of the ==

JFD circular referred to in the answer to parts (a), (b) and (c)

‘of.this interrogatory;'andfcopiés thereof are in the possession -

)

of plalntlkf Norxls L Flnueburgh and plaintiff's counsel,

| Mr. JOhn F. Pearnef and presunably, defendant JFD and 1ts counsel

The 1everse 1s bellevea to be true as to the second Flnney

COmpany‘doéumenttreferred tb”in the answer tolpart (c)'of this

interrogatory..

(e) ihe-namgs and addresses of the pérsbns having

possession and/or custody and/or control of the documents in

question are plaintiff Morris L. Finneburgh, having the same

“address as Finney Manufacturing Company, and plaintiff’'s counsel,

Mz, Jéhn F.-Pearné,!thSQ*éddress is_given above, and, presumably,

unknown pefsonnel of dafendanL JFD and one or more of its counsel;“'

(f) None (1t belng assumed that the request was not

intended to inclUdelthe-preSumably hundreds of pexsons and concérns

' on the customer mailing lists of plaintiff and defendant JFD to ..




(g), (h), \1), and (3 ) Thc same answers as for'pértsfﬁi
‘(s); (d), (e) and (f) o; tlls 1nterr0gatory.

INT RROGATORY '15_(b')-(e)

'_;5‘ Rufur“ln“ to D“rao aph. 29 of plalntlr s COﬂplalqt.r

ch are pthlnen,_to tne sald contsntlon

(c) Indlcat_ tns.locatlon of EaCh document llsted in:

"V,_nswer to sub paraaraoh (o) os_thls Iﬁterrocasory,.-

;1ﬂffpssse8310n and/or custodj and/or control ok each dOCumEﬁh.
Lo =3 .
'ﬁf:-ese*red to vn answer *o sub paraonapns (b) and (c) oF thss
- '(e)i?ciyethsissmesiasdsa&dressesfof,all-perséns*kn0wn:ji
'to plalntiffpﬁsﬁiﬁcﬂknéwisdde'Wbich beaxr onssid'csntentish;iE
'nusw axr (By John F Peurne - Lewis H. Flnneburgh .Jr. éonspltéd)
(b) Thefdocuments listea in the longhand list suppliea
o counsel for pléiniiff by“counsel for‘defendant JFD_in.theifs
_iatter*s sffice-in.Chisago;Villiﬁois;-bn August 4, 1965,splus
‘what are believed to comprsse numerous documents not yet’ lduntl

'slable by plalntlff or: produced by defendants in respoqse to

(l) A 51ngle 8 1/2” X 11" blue sheet printed in black on

(ses attachment;No.-l for further identification);l-

DSOS E

(b) List aod iden all dOuumEﬁuS knOWn to. 151 iffﬁ"‘
y P B

(d}' lee the namss and addresses of all pe:sons haVlnc R

"plamntlff 5 motion unde: ‘Rule 34 among which are the follow1n§:’ 

bo;n 51oes and bearlﬁg no form number or prlntlno dasefs_




(2)

3)

Electronics™ for June, 1963.

(4)

. (see attachment No. Z for further identification).

Gold on black and black on white, single, 8~1/2" =% 1l"j

-sheet'printed on-Qne_side and headed "FM EXPERTS AGRME” f'

Four page 8-1/27 x 11" folder reprinted from "Radio- .

‘Memorandum'dated‘Maréh 1, 1965 to JFD Distributors

from Edwa:d F nkel of JFD Electronics Corporation (oﬁi

8- 1/2" p'd 7 1/4” yuliow form) w1th attached reproductlon fﬂf

of a news reICase of 2/12/05 from the Public Informatlonfi_

' ‘0¢£1€85 UnzVer81tyfo: Illln01s.

sy

JOR

: ;November, 1962, pu 31—34
S
: ‘-Apr11.1,71963;vborm_No._R63-0".

;(Sif

Ax tlcles in ””lectronlc Techn1c1an” for yarch 1963

(p.;49)fandiMay@ 1963,(p; 36).

'Fouf:page‘foldér,%éprinted'from "NEDA Journal"! for_.

24 page- "J?D Dlstllbutor Prlce Schedule Effectlve

Double page advertisement in "Electronic & Appliance -
page L PP

-Sp;c1allst" LOL'Eebruary, 1964, ??.-10711. .

ON

Three pace”advertisement‘in-“NEDA Journal' for March,

= 1064, pp 27 29

. _<10)_

.....

bo:ty page Deale; P:mce Scheaule Form No. D-64

 _Effect1ve,November_1, 1964,




o "_ fTTg-i | 0

(11) to (éO);\inéiusivc, compriéing JFﬁ.advertising_and
| sales promoti@ﬁ leaflets, brochurés,.and the like
identified'ﬁj the'following form.numbers: 254—261t-:.
 '422; 4#3 (two verSLOns) 495 428-430, 551LP 5/4LP N
6743 6325 685; 689 1705; 738; 798; 811; 830; 837 -

893: 919: 102- ZOOuu.'

(5),'(d);:andu(e)ffA copy or small scale facsimile
,(as reproduced in.Fdrm 430) 0f cach of the documents identified -
“above as-itemsw{i),thrbﬁgh'(é) in the answer to part (b) 0f."'

this interrogatory is in the possession of plaintiff’s counsel,

John F, Pearne, whose address is given above. ‘Additional copies .

of most of those documents are also in the possession of

- plaintiff Finney Manufacturing Company at its address given above,

but are not 1n thh posseSSJon and/or CUSLOdy and/or contr ol o;
any speczzlc person‘or»pe ons, as prev1ously stated. Additiona l

 cop1bs are. undoubtedly 1n the posse531on of defendant J“D qnd/or

o i




oné or more of its counsel. ~All such persons plus the

individual plaintiffs whose business -addresses are all the

‘same and given above, are believed to have some knowledge

—

searing on the contention referred to in part (a) of this

interrogatory. (It is assumed that the request was not

intended to include the hundreds of pexsons and concerns on
the customer mailing lists of plaintiffs and defendant JFD

to whom most of the documents in question were sent by one:

or another of thoseé parties to this suit and who may have some

knowiedge which bears on the contention in question.) . =

INTERROGATORY 16(b)-(e)

;16..‘Referfiﬁg}fb‘paragraph 30(a) of plaintiff*s'

Complaint: . = - . o ,

" (b) List and identify all~documénts; known to plaintiff,

which are pertinent to the facts specified in answer. to

sub=paragraph (a) of this Intérrogatqry;_




. o - _  . o

R e

'f(c)5’IrchaLe the locaLlon of each document isted in :
. . * Lo i
j'ﬂSW&r to sub- oarag*“pb (b) of thlS Inter:owaco*y, : i

" (d) Give the names ana aaaresses of pexrsons having

possession.and/or ‘custody and/ox control of each document |

.

(e) - Give the names and addresses of all persons knowi:

*© to plaintiff having knowledge which bears on each or any -

"of'the inétances*aéd,exampleS;specified in answer to sub-

a"aorapn (a ) oI this Interrogatory.

—

Answer (By‘john ¥. Pearne - Lewis H. Finneburgh, Jr. consulted)

(b) All of the docume 1ts identified in the answer to

part (b) of Interrogauory 15 plus all of the addltlowa& labelé

and labeled‘cartons,_and other literature, circular letters, and

andgjy

O

the like that refer to patents or to "Log Periodic' antenna

that have been distributed by defendant JFD in its sales ;"omotlonf‘

_program for its so-called "log periodic' amtennas and which

-

plaintiffs‘c&nnot‘preséntly_identify.

(c), (d), and (e) Same answers as for the co* pondin

parts of Interrogatory 15 | o f

in thei possessxon cus;ody and/or c0ﬁt&ol ”labels adve*‘ls;b

(R

‘and obncvlsales promor 1on medla” publlshed ox dlstrxbuted;by

18-
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Lectyronics Corporatioh in respect of its so~ca

wa o T

“Log-Periodic’ anitennas;and, if so, list and identify each
such -plece of said labels, advertising and other sales promotiocn

‘media,; state how, wherg;apd under”what circumstances each such

piece was acquired ard Lhe name and add*ess of the person ox R
paxrsons ha vmnﬂ pOSSESSlon and/o: custody aﬁd/or contvol cf’each

P y
h .
[

1

0
o

nswer (By JéhnﬂF.:?ééfﬁe.- Lewis H._Finneburgh; Jr.
Yes. Lhe documbnts are those identified in the ancwe

_td part (b) of Lnterrovatory.IS Such documénts were
. the trade-in'a-va;iety‘oﬁ‘ways which plaintiff cammot mhugcm:Ly'~

identify oxr associate with any particular one of the documents.

AsS to'the-names ahdfaddreSSes of the person or persons

yOSSQSS;On and/or cus;ody and/or control of each “uhh piece, the,g,

. answer is Lhe same as the answer to parts (c), (d), and (e) of

Interrovato:y 15.

" INTERROGATORY 38(a) and (b)

- 38.. Re;errm0 to. Par agraph BO(G) of pLalntl““?s Complaint:

a

(a)f”List and‘identifY”each of the-cﬁstomers of cefe"an:
. JFD. Elect*onlcs Corporaulon,“ﬁown to plalﬂtlff to whom infe

T
‘threats.

weré,madg-by{ahd/br on.behalf'ofidefendant JFD_Elecf

*¢1**oq1cs Corporaulon ‘that said customers will be or may be sued -

H\. N

or‘patent»infringement;f~““




-

(o)  Specify in detail im ¥ spcct oFf each of szaid custowe .-

"

“omers refetred.to.ih'ahswé “to subnparawraph (a ) of This Intobe

,rogatroxry,, eﬂch lnstance where such ascertxows wera m;u;,:anﬁsfi
jin_;éspect,of;each]sﬁch instance, include

(1) ~the.date such asserticn.was made,

; f{théispébifichatenﬁ or‘pétents inv01vad, 
~;ﬁﬁﬁg;SD;¢l*lG antenna s;rucLu"e anOlng 3 ?
B J ; K4)  ;h§.ldent1ty of. the person to whom suchn éssertion ' %
. L;was maée L P . | |
(5) tneiiﬂéﬁﬁify:Of.the bg:épn.é;leged.to h&ve'méééf' ?
“EQQSuch aSSgrbLOﬁ o " | o ;
: .{6) tne éubstance oL such assertlon and manngr'iﬁt'u' é
. ﬂyﬁfthéh same was made .and | | | ?
(7) 115t aﬁd 1dent1fy all documedts kaowa to ’%
élalﬂtlgf w&wch are pertlﬂent to such assért101 statif ;
i; £s pr eeent 1ocatlon- and the person or pu*sons\having
; 2-posSebSlOﬂ ana/or cusﬁody nd/o:'contrbl Qf sama-ot, iz
lﬁlﬁoh kHOW1, Lhe last known 1ocaﬁion‘and the name and ad@;éssﬁﬁ'
] f;o; tHe ﬁe“son or persons last kﬂOWﬁ to have posse séion, 5]f
! : .z”'ﬂ:t;. {:'1and/0“.cu3uoa& and/o* control thereo;, o

ingwer (By John T, Dearné’a'Lewis H. Finneburgh, Jr. and M. L.

Flnqeburgh consulted)

(a) The lnférfed.threats mentioned in paragraph SO(d)”Fﬁ

of plalntlff‘s Complalnt (and Amended Complaxnt) were that tn_ B

‘-y' ;2o,




of Interrogatoryf85-plgintiff presently lacks the infgrmation

:equested by thlS part of this iqterrogatory‘and will be seéking_

g

customers referred to-will be or may be sued for patent infringe-

ment "if they deal in antennas of plaintiff which are directly

competitive with' the so-called 'log periodic' antennas of said

defendant.' Such inferred threats were made to all of the persons

and concerns on the customer mailing list of defendant JFD to

whom its sales promotion literature was 'sent.

(b) Except as such threats were inferred to the trade
as a whble by the saleS”promotiontliterature of defendant JFD_forf'
its so- Calleﬂ ”loc puflOdlC antennas, as indicated in the ¢1QWCff'”

0 part (a) of thlS 1nterrogatory and by the objection to part (c)"“

[y

it by alscovery from defendan JFD‘and'others;

INTERROGATORY 39¢2) ‘and (b)

3

[;‘391 Reﬁevrlﬁg to paragr pH oO(d) of plalﬂtla s Compla

|..-!
(t
L X

(a) List and Ldenblzy eacn o$ the CuSuONch of plaintif

: know1 to plalﬁulgf LO whom 11f8£ ed threats were}made by and/

'or'on'behalf of defenaqnt JFD nlect onLcs 00“po~ cion that said -

CUSLONQrS wmll be or may be sued fox pauent infringement

~

(b) bpec;fy i dEuall 1n respect of eacn of said custo=

. : Lo '_. e . R
- merstreferré@;tofznfanswerjto‘suo-paragraph (a).of~thi3‘1n-

tt
o
H -
K
N o)
02

a;o;y, each_ ﬂSLance whe e such. asse;t 015 were made,

-21-




2, in'respeet of’cach such 1n5gance " include o,
. . \ i ' o . . ) ' L . :

. ff(l)ﬁﬁ;ha date uch assert;on was made

wiﬁf}iff(ﬁ -f;hc‘sge01£1c*pagenb ox pauents 1ﬁvohad :Tfiﬂik"7 ;
£ ‘uhe'31cc1£1c .antenna Suructure 1nvolvcd | T
;’ Lft eflaeqt “ygo¢'th; pgrson,to whgmiguqn
é “iiasséLtlon Wa° mad;,tﬁ-‘ 5 | | R .
| (5) -uhé.ldéntlty of the pecson alleged to Have madCl;
g Lsuch asserulon o | -
?' (6) the substaﬂce of bUCh asse:tlon and manner 'in B
?' . .ﬁ1whlcb same ﬁas méde ”l | | )
. : (7) lwst aﬁd lG : tify all docuﬁenté known to E
; %plainti whlch.are‘pertlnent to - such aséeéumon statiné  th:.E
. ilts presenﬁ 1b¢ét10ﬂ and the per301 Sr per301s'5av1ng uF;-’é
' . . TR

'possessxsn aﬁd/or uustody and/or conbrol of same or, if.

ETnot known the las; known locat$on and.mmrname and adGrGSS

' 5oL-uhe person o* pérsons last known to have possusclon

e,

=,jand/o* custody and/or conbrol thereo

R . . . R AR

‘Answes '(John F. Pearﬁe S Lewis H. Flnneburgh Jr. and . L.
Tlnnuburrh consul ed)

(a) The customers of defendant JFD who are also

© customers of plaintiff,

(v) 1SémefanéWér"as for part (b) of Interrcgatory 38.. =

- -22~




IWTERRO GATORY LO(l) (9

40, Referring‘to paragraph 30(d) of plaintiff’s Complaint:

(1) llst aﬂd ldentl fy all specmflc PUbllP3t~o~9,ﬂ,*;'- '”“
‘ﬁf'whlch Dlalﬂulrf alleges o’ be- llbelous ;",' - T.T..’
(2)“‘ a*e bhe date and Place or phol_ca ion in”:' B

. -

xTes ect of each sald publlcatlon rerezrcd to in’ qﬁsw
'”ﬁgf.to sub sub-paragraph of 1 oﬁ'this_Interrogatory,_

Q(3) State the date pLaCe and manﬁer 1n Waich

,‘; e
"‘l

 p1a1nt1If fl*sL bucame aware . oF each sucn pab71caL~0ﬁ

“3refér‘ to ln Pub- ub p pn L of thiu"xn erroZatory,
(4) ;pontlfy each alleaed llbelous shate eat ineach . .

;o; the publlcat ons re;prged to 1n ;answer to sub suo -para-. ol

: “-gigrathILQf.this]Interrogatory,=

'~ﬁ¢(5)”‘1n'resné¢t;of each of ‘the statements referred
” A \. . o .

‘jto in’ aﬁswer to bhb sub—parag:aph 1 of thi ;ntertogatory,

”;sHow how each sald statemeﬁt is ;albe as alﬁeﬁpa =

LiiﬁParag:aph 30(e) of thc ‘plaintiff’s Complaint;

(6) Llst and dbntlﬁy all documents known To

lalntlxr whlch -axre pertxnenu to the allegations made in:

'*%fPa*a@raph 30(e) of plaxntlf s,Complaint,
(7) ;ﬂdlCate tne,loc 1on'of each'document'lis:ga_ﬂ

- ;nfaﬁswer to sab sub-paragraph (o) or tHis Iﬁuerrowabovy;._;f?-

23~




{8) GiVe names andfaddresses of all'persons hav;ng

N\
* pOSSoSblon and/o* custody and/oc cont:ol of each ooco.en
felred to in answer to sub sub paragrapn (6) and (75] £
b fehls Interrogatory

(9) lee the naﬂes and addeesses of a‘l persooe

:\“«QTknown to pquntlfr hav1ng knowledge Whlch bea"s on saed

‘;;_gon;eotgon,waﬂﬁ

. Answer (By John F. Pearne - LerS H. Finneburgh, Jr. and M. L. -
Flnneburgh consulted) o

;( ) ”he publlcatlon 1de1t1f1ed in part (a) of ehe -
. answer . to Interrogatory 13 o |
‘_ (2) THe date of the publecatlon was,‘as nearly as
known, about Yovember 1964 and the place of publlcatlon is
;oelleved to have been the offlces of defendant JFD in Brooxlyﬂ,
New York from Whlch the publlcatlon was presumably malled
(3) Plalntlff learned of the publlcatlon in ouestlon
from the‘tra&e on_a date,not known with certalnty but shortly

© after the'date.the_publication was mailed to the trade, by

receiving copies thereof forwarded to plaintiff by members of the

. trade who,Cannot'presently be identified, no record having been
'-«ept of - the partees from whom they were received. -

“;(4)e_The 11belous statemeﬂts are the folIOW1nc:

,_1,-' 8 "DON T BE HUMBUGGED BY MISLEADING CLAIMS AND
© L HALF -TRUTHS,' followed by a reference, by name,
_‘toﬂpla;ntlef‘“The Flnney Company'" and by--

. PR
1 TR o e e




2. "Its, omissions, mistatements and dﬁﬁtortions_ .
of the truth fo“ce us to set the record - ‘

L LR . . EE i

straight##w,

3."The'folldwing untrue statemehts in the column - %
headed "FINCO VL SERIES. : ]

*la;'”Drlve line can .also come loose during o
" . shipping and installation.” ;

" b, "Drive line i1s prone to being jarred lcose

' by wind and vibration. Result: electrical = |
_rinte“mitency in form of picture flutter and |
”"crackllng w

c. ‘”Exce551vely haxd alumlnum wire subject to E
. snapping or permanent deforming under F
- wind, ice or snow loadin”. Snaps out of |
”clamps in shipping.’ (Referring. to the
“.drive’ 11ne)

———

‘d. ""Elements are more susceptible to breakage’
! | , ' because they cannot flex to absorb stress
o o and straia" (due to butt seam construction -
| ' L iOfQEIement reinfording sleeves). - i

e..-”Non-OULCOOI type polvstyrerne plgst
.- insulator. Polystyrene will weaths
. crack prematurely. Companies again
use outdoors.”'

£. "Poor deSqu will pick up R0
interference more readily.' i i
‘to the DC and Static Grounded System)

;4."The‘following untrue statements in the column
* headed 'FINCO" . ‘

'-aff‘"No”'(referring to double U-dolts).

. : . . b]i:”No - Thin wire rods hooked into hole at
5 _ - C o von top of mast provide sole support. Will

' stretch and pop out under use causing
~ antenna to break up quickly.' (Referring
. to tubular cross arm supports)

”'3—25-




'COmparisons

'Iﬁterrooatory 13.

N

c. "Obsolete design, carried over from old
T..ntype antenna construction, allows elements
to vibrate, loosen and sway about,? '
f"(Refa:f:rlnfr to lock for elements folded
during shipment and unfolded at installaton
site)

~ d.. "Hand-done corodizing finish produces
- blotchy uneven finish,"

(5) Plaintiff knows of no "misstatements” or *'dis-

 tortions of the truth' made by it in any of its advertising and

promotion of antennas and considers the libelous statements by

i, e =]

———

defendant JFD to be false in that, (a) no such "misstatements"” or
"distortions of'thé'truthﬁ have been made by plaintiff, and

(b) the statements 3a-f and 4a-d above are either outright untrutth

or, in the comparative manner in which they are made, are untrue':

(6) THe £Wo documents 1denL1f1ed in part (c) of the-

answer to Interrogatory 13

(7) Answer glven in part (d) of the ‘answer to

(8) Aﬁswer cf:wen in part (e) of the answer to

'interroéatory 13,

(9) Answer glven in part (£) of the answer to

Interrogatory 13,

e "“'INTERROGATORY 41

el

- N .

'-,"'.'-7,,41 Ref\,rrmg to ?aragraph 31 of Plamtlﬂ s Complaint:.. -« * o

(d) State how she prestlge and s»analﬁa of. plalﬂtxff:in.:?ffiﬁ*V

tne rade was ”nJured as alleged and how such injury WuS m?ﬁi{]?f-ﬁ""

o,

estsdvr“




jjto,in'said Para
“such~?éxtraordinary'steps”“referred;to in. answer to “sub=

-:l;ﬂ3_;(e) LLSC add ldentlfy aLl dOCUﬁeﬂuu known. to plaintiff

”;.wnxch are per;xnent to- tnu alleaed *dgu&y to plais

Ny ..t‘,o.',-the :

_.-tngrein;f; "g,f'

_ refer red’ to in answerhto sub-paragrapns (e) and (‘) ': This

R

_@‘B ".-1ll;=.d | a QIE

(b) Stﬂtg thg cxuenu to whlch plalnulEFIS pre st lee and
addlnw in” thd traae Was 1n3udcd as qllewed S B
(c) Spac fy, 1n detall nhe ”extraordinary staps™

ph 3L OL plalﬁulIEJS ComDLaLﬁu

-

"(d): Specify in'detail-the exPenses-invplved in taking-

»

=?paragraph (c) of thls In;errovatory,

s
(3
'
B Y
H
42}

. pre lge and standlna mn uhe trade and/or whlcn are. pe nentc

x*raOdenarY steps ;akén”and[q:,the axpenseSninvpﬁédjﬂij

. v
.

~(£) 'IndiCate’the ldcation of each document listed in

. {1,

'p’answbr to sub-paragraph (e) o; thls Interroaauo*y,

( ) lee the names and addresses of all person having

;-f.possesleW and/or custody and/or control oz each document

*nt;r&ooatory,_vf:ffaj R o P S

;‘(h)f Qiye';he names. and-addresses of all persons knowa o
taintiff having knowledge of the facts with respect to

L

‘alleged'injufyfoﬁﬁplaintifffs prestige.and standing in the

urade and/or hhe extraordlnary steps referred to.in answer

7:to sub-paragraph (d) oz thls 1nte:rogatory

RS




iﬁ@

Answer (Ey John F. Pearne.- Lewis H. Finneburgh, Jr. and M. L.
Finneburch'conSulted)

- (a) The plestlge and, st and;ng of plglﬂtlff dnd it

products in the trade have been injured'and to an unknown degree, |

the ‘enthusiasm in the’ trade for deallng with plaintiff w1th con- -
fidence and for purchééinoiplaintiff’s products has been underminéd
| 'by the llbelous Statements made by defendant JFD in the pnbllcatlon
to Whlch Interrooatorles 13 and 40 refer. | | |
(b) The extent of such 1n3ury is not yet known to ;“
'plaln_lff . |
'-(c)nTng:“éxﬁrnnrdinéry-steps" wnich plaintiff:foundnitni.
l:necessafy; at gréaté#pénée,;no3tnke as a result of the unfair_'..
.competition.ny défendénthfD ~as. alleged in paraoraph 31 OL.‘: -
1plalnt1ff's Complalnt (and Amended Complalnt) comprise the
| follow1ng |
"(1)_ Answerlnw.numerous telephone‘lnqulrles from plalnulff'
.'f_customersaasnto'the.detalls and Serlousness of the |

f inferred“threats,pf-patent infringement made to the

“etade by Gebemtai IE.
(2) Answering'ny'mail‘numerous inqniries-received by mail
-f?om'plaintﬁﬁf‘s;nustomern as to tne deﬁails andl  ' ﬁ€f'w§
n'?seriousnésnfnfnthe inférred threats of patgntninfringegéf
ment made to. the trade by defendant J“D =

(3) Prlntlng and dlstrlbutlng trade letters on the sucgec;”"'

of patent infringement and related matters.




o

(4) Piannieg end eﬁeeueing.a program for otherﬁise
eoping_ﬁith;ﬁe effec£s of the inferred theeats'of
7-paeeﬁt.iﬁfriﬁgemene.liability of plaintiff's customers
 end the uﬁtrﬁe&iepeeagement of plaintiff and its
'produétsie" B | |

(d) Plaintiff has ﬁot yet attempted to identify or

rcowpxle any Lecord of expenses attrlbutable to the Mextraordinary

steps 'enumerated 1n the subpa*ts of parc (c) of .the answer to

' jth;s 1nter'ogatory, many of whlch expenses are not readlly
rsegregatable-from"btheruoverhead expenses. Therefore, plaintiff =

is uﬁable to answer thls part’ of this 1nterr00atory

(e) THe follow1ng documents that are preeehtly located¢;]

in-the Offices of Plaintiffjs‘coﬁnsel John F. Pearne,'whoee"“'

address is glven above:

Letter dated "June 1964," from plaintiff addreSSed
cenerally to all FINCO Regional Menagers
Representatlves and Executlves

 Letter dated " Tune 29, 64" from plaintiff qurQSSGd
generally to all of ltS Reglonal Managets and
Rep esentaulves

Lettev dated ”Apr11 l “1965" from plaintiff addressed
cenerally to all FINCO Distributors, Regiomnal
‘Nanagers Rep;esentatxves and Management and
Key Personnel '

A spec;al flle of correspondence relatln to the
‘above-mentioned ' fextraordinary steps’’ and which
ldentlfles Spec1f1c customers of plalntlff '




i

‘_mede7by“pleintiﬁf and alleged in sald Pa&agraph'B

5;QQm§lein?;
'fcemparieenyéé méaéfr
co“pared, |
wethes

'H'(e) of this Lnterroaatory are Sulll in existence; state the

o

For the'protection of plaintiffs and their customers against

‘harassment by defendant JFD, any productlon of the £01c~onn~'
documenes w1ll be made only 1n camera in connectlon with a

-motion for a3 protectiVeborder,by the Court.

’VixNTERRoaATORY 42

&2, Re;errlna to. Paraﬁrapn 35 of plaintiff’s Complaint:

(a)f Specmry each of the “”ac;ual a;d truthful compariscas™

~ i P led
ol o —
of pleintiZ:

in

"

(b) " Give the name and address of. the person who made ©

{c) .State thé'date when and the location where each such -

(d)  Specify by xrespective model numbers, the antennas

JIRPRES

Id eify"thefsnecific antennas‘compared and state

“©
T N

+

for noe sald anueﬁnes are SLlll 1n xlstence;

- ('L\

r

)s“IffthE‘anténPa$7¥¢»errEd.to‘in answer to sub-paragrash

h

L Ty

- pre sent locatlon of each Sald antenna ‘and the name and address.

f-of"the person or persons hav;ng poss;ssmon of ana/o& cushody

or control each of sald ewlstlnw aneennaS'

=30~




7.,to”sub-parao

'fffto plain'

teést 1ﬂd by ag;endaﬁt JFD nlechOﬂlcs Corporatlo~

-fanswe

and /or tHe publlc.f 5 f'

qﬁ?.

WLl uhe plaln ifF, without a motioﬂ'to'uroducQ,

(”)

auceasald a“tennas ldeﬂulfled 1n answer: to. Shb“p“r””

T
apng:.

‘“U(e>_aﬂﬂ (i) 0F thms Interrooat01y for luspcctlon and/ox

(h) LlSt aﬁd ldeﬁulfy all dOCuﬂents knoww to plalutl
wnlch are pertlnenu to the compahlsons SPQCL;led 1ﬁ.aqswe
pH ( ) o; th Irce 'onatory;‘

Indlcate the Locaglon OL each document 1is béd.in

to sub-paracrapn (n) of this inturrocatory,

(3) Gkve the names ana add:esses of all persons

hqunO posse33101fana/o‘ custody aﬂd/or control of each =

documeﬁu rbfurrea to lﬂ

\

In;er;ooato:y,
(k) lee tne ﬂames and addresses of all. perso“s &nown
havxnc knowleaoe of,the,saidﬁcomparisons>and/or’

- e Ly
u-mt.— Py

[y

une mannec xn wbxch Sald compqusons were maaa_kﬁOWﬁ uo =

Ansvar (By John F. Pearne = Lewis H. Finneburgh, Jr. cons il

1

(a) The comparisons made in the "QUICK CHECK CHART'

preparediand ﬂiétributéd5in the trade by plaintiff and referred w}r

to-by defendant JFD in its libelous publication identified in the
:'answef*to:interrdggﬁOry,40(1). |

() fPlainti£f i¢Wis'ﬂ._Finhebufgh, Jr., whose.ﬁusinesS 

-

address is given above.

”aﬁswe: to suovpa‘ag aph (1) of this’ oo

f‘lf-‘ e




- compared are given‘iﬁ'thefohart referred to in part (a) of the

. answer to this interrogatory.

'@&i.':d';dold . | @]

(c) The., dates when such comparleons were all mede

' were snortly prlor to the date of dlbtrlDUtlon of the adVL’LlSlﬂbfm

mdterlal referred’ to in part (a) of this 1nterro gatory, i.e.,"'

shortly prlor to _;j May,_hf -1964. The location where EdCﬂloUCh?f:

c0ﬂparlson was. made was at plalntlff‘s place of business in

Bedford,'Oolo.lg

(d) The respective model numbers of the antennas

(e) _The features of the identified models of antennas

~of The Fihnej'Coﬁpany}ée;theif features were known to plaintiff.
‘fLewis d.fFinneburgh,:Jr;;eapd'no such specific antemnas of |
d.pleintiffs Qefe dovolveddin.the published comparison. The
iSpelelC LPV models of antennas of J¥D 1dent1f1ed in part (c)

‘of Ineerrogatory 3 Whlch are stlll ‘in existence.

”(f) At_the_offices_of plaintiff-Finney Manufacturing o
Company at its addresé_giveo above. See;also answer to part <¢)_
of Interrogatory'7d e | B
(g) The JFD.antennas in questlon will be produced for .r'
1nspectlon and/or testldg by defendant J?D with appropriate

assurances from‘suoh_defendant that they-w1ll not be lost,-destroyed,

for-alte:ed.

{(h) Theﬁpertioular‘documents in which the comparisons

were published-aoostated{ipdpafts (a) and (c) of the answer to

Interrogatory 13..;ﬂ

l . _3'2_1




R

were publlshed

".1toihaVeJrgceivgd~eachgrespective_ci:cular-le;uer.sp

(1) and (j)r'Answer given in parts (d) and (e) of the

‘aaswer to Interrogatory 13.

(k) Plaintiff:is unable to‘determine'what kind of

”kwowledﬂe" is referred to 1n this part of this interrog atory
by the phrase'"knowledge‘of.the said compariSons and/or the

" " manner in which said comparisons were made known to the trade

and/or the public;"jpfhéﬁparticular_comparisons réferred to
address 18 of record-'as'stated-in part (b) of the answer to
this 1nterrogatory, and he 1s belleved to. be the only person

%avzno d;rect knowledoe of the mak;ng of the comparisons. As

' *ndlcated in the answer to parL (c) of iﬁterrogato:y 3, the
-.parhlculqr comnarlsons refe;red to were made known to phe Lrade

by dlstflbatloﬂ of c0p1es of the chart in Wnlch those comparlsons

INTERROGATORY 43(azm(g) and (£)

_43 Referrxnc to araeraph 36 of plal 1££%s Complaint;

—

n,'

were made by‘plaiﬁtiffngﬁis H. Finneburgh, Jr., whose business

(a) SPEClgy the partlcula“_”circularflettérsVV:e:a rad to' ;

S

'j;ﬁ shld Para aDH 30 of plal 1£i's Complaint;

N

by xda ity tha person or persons know1 to nlulh ;:f‘fV;””'

egified’

,in answer to' sub=paragraph’ (a) of this Interrogaro¥ry; .: .




. R . . T S . §
. _{¢).¥$féte‘£L¢]dgc¢; if knowp td plaintif: wan.cacn of .
séid Pé?sﬁnsiidéntiéiéﬁﬁiﬁ énswer tousub-pafa apn (b) of tb%é;fh'
.??;Iﬁuulhogatéry recglvéd each rcspectm&e cmrcular le tte? o
:*;;peéif; iﬂ aﬁswer.to sub—pa agrapn (a) of thls Ln frégéfo;y,::;
”:i;gnd-thé-mfﬁﬁﬁrfénétﬁéén by thcn Such’ nerson rcce ved s ;d_F;i?f“
he R SRR | 7 s
letter; % s
(c) Staﬁe tne déte on wh gh and uhé manner aﬁa ﬁca._a
‘Eugy whlch plalntlrf becéme aware of each such c1~cu ar.le ter
Jspéc ied.ln ansWef to sub paragkaph \a) of this interrogat éY{;
C(E) Suate wHethe:~o: not. any person\or persoqs ldunul igd .
f in.ans ex to.sub paragrash (D) of this lnﬁebsogéto*y are or were
”.icuSuoﬁers‘Or plai :”identi:y each‘og tndse'persons_faﬁerreﬁJy
ol in enswer. to 'subiﬁ_{é.:agta n (£) of. this-ilnterr:'ogatory:ﬁi
:iff;f'? ¢eé$edftq]be”a'éﬁégéméffof'plaintiff'gs a,resulﬁ Qf'tha;reéeipéiz
._Qf.saia*éircﬁléf ié;téfégf' | | |
?4 E ”._-_:  Answer - By Joﬁnur Pearne - Lewis H. Flnnuﬁufcn Jr énd M. L,
| o Flnneburgh consulted) o '
. L  ”?:, .. :  | (a) ”he c1rcular 1dent1f1ed in the anewer to part (a)

ofiInterrogatory'13.
(b) Plalntlf; has recelved a numwber of copies of tHe UE
circularlin;question;'and;”on information and belief, copies Weré

recelved by all of the persons and concerns on the customer -

mailing list,of_JFﬁggf:~




() The circuiar in'§uestion was presumably receilved
: . by iolé.intiff‘ shortly after the dz.aﬁe' ‘_dh which it was mailed by
defeﬁdént JFD,_whiCh-déﬁé'ié'not.pfesently known to plaintiff,

" and, on‘informa;ion énd bglief all such other peraons and |
  concexné? receiveaiﬁhe ;£f§ﬁ1ar_in question by mail about th?l'
__:samé ﬁime};. .;7 f::;” .  - R o ptm

(dj  Tofthe éxfénF known,.the raequested Information isi'
igiven in.éart-(c)?of thbahswet to this interrogatory. |
| (£y Yes,'bﬁtnoné of such pérspns ceased to be &
icustomer ofrplainfiffféé5agresult of reéeipt of the circularliéttgr_
in questlon altnough ;he pu:chases of certain of plalntlf

' antunnas by such persons hés uﬁqueStlonably been curtalled as a

'*resulu of dexendant s conduct as a whole (1nclud1nc ltS punlﬁcatlon

of thegircular;lette#jin question). &

B ,‘INTERROGATOR‘E L5 (b)-{(e)

Ru;errlng to qugg:aph 38 of plaintiffis C rpla nt:
f(b)ﬂ?iigtfandyide iy a;l docum;ﬁts knoww to p“ulnhl“"f
'”5Jfﬁhich'afe5peftinéntﬁ;bﬂ$aidfcontention;

(c) “n&'c# & heilocation of each-document iisted im o

.sweg to sub paraorgnh (b) of this Interr

O
e
[
[n3
O
H
a_A
3

-ﬂ( ) GlVe uhe naﬂ;s and addresses of all persons having *

"

,}DosseSSLOn and/or CQSLOGY ana/o& contr ol of each documen:‘,ji

;re:erredqto-in;answarﬁtofsubepara faphs \b) and (c) o&‘tn:"

- Interrogatoxy;




.

O

Fad -1 g P '
£ all pe:sons kacwn |

o

- {e) Give the names and.a&dles ses.

o,pl;‘ntxi ‘having knowledge which bears on ld cohtc1b_cu.‘:'

Answer (By John F. Pearne)

(b) Pla*ntlff knows of no such documents.

(é)_and‘(d)‘_No'answer required in view of part (b) of

the answer to this interrogatory.
<

names and addrusses axe of record

| !NTERROGATORY 46ja), (b Y, and (al

PN ST SR A o “-'—“."—I

46, . Referring to Paragraph' 38 of plaintiff’

I_‘l

;(éj;,Stateiwhethé:;Or*not plaint
)l:gleéséﬁiget *o;th ¢anaraﬁﬁéoh 38;6f>pla§n;iﬁf]s Com@lai'ﬁ*:
j(b>}f+~ the answeh ﬁo éuo—para aph ( ) o& thﬁs if
. icatoﬁy 13 ln thé a . rmatlve dlve theudauu on Wﬁich'sgif

i 1ews release 'was recemved

(d) As to’ EQCh of: thh o;kers in the ubade identified in ..

sw;r to sub—narawraph (c) of th&s *nter:ooatory,.s ate the.’

b

."._cj E ’

ersons: recelved sald news'release_;

(e) All.counsellfar'a11 partieé to this suit, whose . ..

annernand;means 1f known by Dlalnulzz' tha; sucn pcrsou o*-f”




Answer (By John F. Pearne - M. L. Finneburzh consulted’
frafiobuddn/i b= . & /

(a). ?eé.ﬁ;“f”fi-"' ' s

. (b) Plaintiff does not know the date on which

Hi
e

First received a copy of said ‘mews release,"” but copies
“attached to a covering communication originating frowm defendant = &

JED were received'by plaintiff from various sources on and

“bhohgly after March 10 1965

- {d) By mall from dexendaﬁt JED. ¢
IN RROG@TO v 47
1347;-,Referrihg £o.Pafagréph 40 of plaxﬁt fEts Comp“

'gsbecify”the“identity*ofﬂﬁhose*“custdmersﬁin the antenna business”

to wuom ‘reference 13 made in, he allegatidns of_Said-Par agraph 40. .

Answer (By John F Pearne - Lewis H. FlnneburgH Jr. and M. L.
Flnneburch consulted) ~ |

Plalntlff 1s able to answer thls 1nuerrooaLo:y only -
' by staulno thau the ”customerswﬁ*ln the anteﬂna bu81neSb to

whichjthis interrogatory refers-are_the_customers of_defendantg

JFD who are also customers of plaintiff..

 INTERROGATORY 48

48. State whether of not plaintiff purchased or otherwise

acquired any-antépnaEVmanufactured and/or sold by defendant JFD

Llectron;cs Corporatlon.'

Answer (By Lewis h Flnneburgh Jz. é Robert Kranek and
Edward Neme;hﬁqonsultad) :

- Yes.




| - INTERROGATORY 49
: ':3' ..49..?ifthé*éngﬁg% to-fﬁte£rdg 0'§ 48 'ls 'In the aff ?maf;i 
'”tiV§5*0“ euchhsucH an;unﬁa puvcﬁasbd or Ouhe”Wlse aCGhl ced,
:fjf(aﬁ-:;&entifyégch-ag;epna;§y‘mqgel number and seria;‘f
Cmamber, 12 any.so appear | | |
Lfi(b):lstate:whéré'suéh‘antenﬁalﬁasfaéquifed'
(&) Suaue how such aﬁteﬁné wa s.ééQﬁired“ Qh 7‘: :
(d) Statu when éﬁch aduenﬁ; Qas écunred
;",:f(e) ?$ta“e the czrcumstances unaer Whlcn su cﬁ antéﬁnag
) F; ﬁas acoﬁifbd i
:ﬁ(‘). Gqu thg namué and addrbssesné; ﬁne pérson‘or'pc*sohég
  ff*ron wnomlsuéh énfeﬁna waslacqulfed | | e
. -‘(o) Staue the ﬁreéeﬂtnlﬁcaulon‘o; such.aﬂucnn ; 'JT”
; (n) lee the name aqd aadress of the pucson kjowd to
- \lpla'ntiff p sent1§,ﬁé?héﬁéiﬁosseSSLOn and/o: cus;ody anc/OQIJ‘ ,ﬂi
 °On ol.o; such aﬁtenﬁa | ?Ef
(1) State whetner or nor plaintiff, without a-ﬁotibni%d;ll.jﬂ
oduce will. produce-éuﬁh'aﬁteﬁna for imspection, aﬁd[of : }
i} :fphoﬁographi@glbydgﬁeﬁdaqt‘ﬁFD?Electronics Cbrpoﬁétion7Au J
%
.
|
|




- Answer (Bijohn-F.,Pearﬁé‘-‘Robert Kranek, Edward Nemeth and
ey . Lewis H..Finneburgh,.Jr. consulted) R U

(a) .. :JFD Mddei%gl‘7_'fl_'Date Received -

LPV-4 0 o 7-30-63
LPV-6 . - 3~ 1-63
O LPV=8 e . 3~ 1-63
CLPV-11- . 3~ 1-63
LpV-14 - S 3« 1-63
Lpv-17 - 7=26~63
- 'LPV-VU-6 - B-23-65
CCLPV-U21 0 11-~13~-64 S B
6943 (Sears) = = 2-14-65 R S P
6944 (Sears) | 2-14=-65 - - - i
6945 (Sears) 2~14~65 . B S
LPV-U21 - - 11-13-64
LPL-FM.6 © - . . 9-29-64
S LPL-FM 10 10-16-64
91€2510-(Allied) 4~28-64

L‘a .(b);;(c);,(e);'éﬁd;(f) The antennas referred to‘were_
:procured‘fbr,plaiﬁtfff;by{Véribﬁs'presently unidentifiab1e'persoﬁsf3

_.frbm prééently'dnknbﬁﬁifrédéfsourcesIas_stated in part (b) of the.

-aﬁswerité_lnterrbgétofy7,
| 'i(d);%séengQwérf#g part'(a} of this interrogatory..
E(g)" Finﬁé§.Mﬁﬁﬁfactﬁring.cdmpany.at its address
"giVep §5§ve.  ' EERE -
| -:115(551 835¢;éﬁ§ﬁefTas for part tc) bf:Intérrogatory 7.

7ff_(i) _Samé:anéwer'as for part (g) of Ihterrogatory 42,

© . INTERROGATORY 50(g)
| 50,'.Specifyﬂthe-details of all antenna pérformance tests |
ﬁ%‘aﬁdgméasurements énd of'al1 mathematical, statistical, graphical o

'and othef aﬁalyseéfpérf§t¢édiby plaintiff, its officers, agents




(g) "State whe Her o“ noet a wricten. record of each test
is iﬁ-existeﬁee;fand;fifﬁsb; ive the’ preseﬁu_Locdbb ol

oo

o

S | ; o  [:-f;” O

© of the eﬁclﬁeerlng records of the company. They are not in‘the

oxr em yees and/o: aaeﬂhs aﬂd/or;deale:s and/or distributors,

the customers oXf defendant JE¥D ElCCtIOﬂlCS COEPOEQulO and/or its

salggmeh,;and/o: its saies'rep:és- tiVeé:;nd/or its ewpldyégs ahéi-;f
its age'ts and/o: ;té;éégig%é;énay :‘its|distr;onto;s/lo.una ge;ei;:

employees Or others on beha £ of plaintiff to compare antenn&s .

«

manufactured. by deLendant JFD Elect:onlco CorvoraLL01 and those
ﬁﬁﬂufuctu;ed by or for plalntxfr and/oxr otﬁers, 1nc1ud;ng as to each
test, wa(thls portlon and parts (a, {f) are tHe subjects. of .

obiections filed and:se:veq‘by plalntlf;).

 t ereo_, the name and aad;esses of the persons who have pos-—

'seSbLOﬂ and/or cus;ody uqd/o: conurol theruof and” ‘den ify the

b :

person maklnc bbCﬂ W:l ten :eco#d

- Answer (By John F Pearne LerS H. Flnneburgn Jr. consulted)

x(g) Yes. ~All18u¢h records are in the offices of

pr i =¥

W’nney-MénufacturinngOmpany-at'its address given above as part

pOSSESSlon, custody or control of any specific’ person or pc:sons. '
The records were all made by one or more of the LOllOWLn persons
in -the employ of Flnney Manufacturlng Company

Robert C Kranek
Edward N,nNemeth'

 INTERRCGATCRY 51

51.'ﬂHas*plaintifI‘com“osea printed, -published oxr disﬁrlsuted

its custowars and/drfééias“en ¢na/or sales reoreseq;at;fgb aac/

N

L40-




|

ersl trade or to the public of caused to be so composed, printedq,

‘published ox distribucéd'tb:the.same; any dOcument comoarinf slain

tizs's anténnas.with'anténﬁas manufacLu:ud aﬁd sold by efc.d“;t

JF¥D Electromics Corjﬂfablo

Answer (By Lewis H. Flnneburgh Jr.)-

Yes.'

INTERROGATORY 52

: an o

52, " IE ;he;ansWe:jtouIntérrogatory Sl is in :he affirma:iva,gi~

ist anduidentiﬁyieach-such dofpment, stating the CLCCMﬂSugngS unde
wh*cn each documenu was prcpared and dls“wlbuted the date each @pcu-;ﬁ
ment was D”epared and ‘iStribUtedg'the aaper of each aocumcnu'c:b-.]m*ﬂ

”tribﬁtgd; uhu ﬁamus ﬁﬂd add eSses'of the pérson or pe*sons who. pre~

1

- paxed ea n aocument the names and addresses Of the pe rson or PETSONS

R - - . ——

g naVing possession custody o; conurol of each such doc ument and
- the names aﬂd addressas of persons known to plaln hff_having

w

_knowiadge ? ariﬁg uéoﬂ each o: any one of sa d'documénts.
Answer (By LeW1s H. Flnneburch Jr. - M. L Flnngburvl uonsulteé)kj
The "QUICK CHECK CHART” identified in the answer to .; ; ;
.InLerrogatory 13.. It was’ prepared and distributed as a part ogTw?{_;
- the adVertising pfogram.of‘plaintiff'The Finney Company on the | |
approx1mate date 1nd1cated in part (c) of the answer to B

125,000 S |

Iﬂterrocatory 42 f Approx1mate1y / of such documbnts were




a:if{ .“ - = qﬁ'i ' _-{ ' ;'  - | ﬁ&

‘distributed. The décumen; was prepared.by Lewis H. Finnéburgh, Jf;,
whose address ié'giﬁénfaﬁoﬁé.‘ Assuming that this intérrogétory E .
was ndﬁ intended to_reéuegt:identification'of the hundfeds of
persbns énd c0n¢efns on‘the.cusﬁomer maiiing list of plainﬁiff_tof
_whoﬁ the documéhﬁ'iﬁ que§ﬁi§ﬁ'was‘maiied, the person ox péréons‘
haﬁing.poésessién,.custbdy,.or contrql of thedoéument-in questicﬁ}_
aré_thé‘plaintiff'paftnéfs énditheir'counsel John F. ?earne;f. |

' whose a&dresseéfare'éiﬁeﬁ"above, and, presumably, defendant_JEQ.if;

and its counsel. {Construing'the.last part of this.interrOgatoryQ;L

R

as not being intended to include the huhdreds-of.persons and-"

l...l
t-n

conéerns-on'the"customer'mailino llSt of p;alntlzf plainti

does not know what kind of ”knowledge bearing upon each or any oné

 of said documents' defendant JFD had in mind and, therefore,
‘plaintiff is unable'to.giﬁe the names and addresses of any such’

‘additional persons.

’ jiﬁiERRoGAToRYi53_ - - .
'3.If}the ghgweflfo'Interrogatory 51 is in the_affirﬁative;é
state thecategéry_éf;pétsonﬂor‘personsto whom each.suéh dOCumeﬁt_
was discributed. | | |
“?Answer ‘(BylLéwis:Hm FiﬁﬁéburGhz Jo. - Yﬁ L. Finneburgh consulted).

;%@ﬂ | | | Aﬁi'ﬁ%rsons 1n the sales orcaﬁlzatlon of plaintiff and -
¥ . ) : .' - .

"_42..

2% persons and. concerﬂs on the customer mallmU llSt of p;alntlLL.-




 INTERROGATORY 56

- 56. With.respect'to each of the foregoinw Interrogatory .

Nos, 1-55, ‘where the person answering the IﬂterrOWaLo:j ha

'fCOnsultel Wluh another.pelson to obtaln the answer called ;or

‘please ldentlfy suchlother person 01v1ng his name, address

and employe:. _ |

g Answer (By John F. Pearne)

Wﬁere ‘the person answerlng each of the foregoing

| %“ioterrooatories has consulted.with another person to-obtain-theJ"
.answ er called for such other person has been 1den;1f1ed ;ﬁ the o
_aﬁswef LO the 1ntefrogeto£j l

g /4/ ;- A //

“Lewis. H Flnneburon JrY

»S _.r‘ i .;vLu Val

ey
/\

P AM_/
2 J, F. Pearne

| STATE OF OHIO . "')‘
_COU\”‘Y OF. CJ"AHOGA )

Lewis H. Flnﬁeburgh Jr who signed the foregoing
answers to interrogatories, being duly sworn by me, daposed
~and said that the answers given in whole or in part by him _
either individually or <jointly with John F. Pearne, are Lrue ' -
to the best of hlS knowledoe and belief. - '

///// g 74/ o,

ﬂF%WﬁWFEﬁ“&% Pubiic

My Commission Expires Jure 21, 1970

" STATE OF OHIO ) ss--
'-'COUNEY OF CUYAHOGA )

o John_F.:Pearne who signed the Loreg01ng answers to
interrogatories,'being_duly,sworn by me, deposed and said that

L l43-







. the answers given in'whole or in part by him, either individually

or jointly with Lewis H. Flnneburgh Jr., are true to the best '

“of his knowledﬂe and bellef

é%ﬂzﬂ—/ &Vw

Votaryi?bbllc

" CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

A copy of the foregoing "PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO

DEFENDANT J¥D ELECTRONICS CORPORATION'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGA=

- TORIES TO PLAINTIFF THE FINNEY COMPANY UNDER RULE 33" was
mailed -this 7th day of Octobe1 1965, pos;age prepald to
each of the foilow1ng :

I. Irving Sllverman Esqg.’
'Swlve“man & Cass -

105 West. Adams Street

“.Chlcago, Illln01s 60603

._'qu 1 P Mann -Esq. :
" Merriam, Marshall, Shapiro & Klose
.30 West Monroe Street

 Ch1cago,_I111no1s_o0603

WINPT A WO

9
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VEL ]

L2V blows ‘Li‘(, whi

1.1\,1 a-periodic

tle on cumbersome anten“a:, W1t11

thelr “Chinese
of collectors, Girectors and reflectors.
Now a single precisely-engineered an-
—the first based on 2 geomatri-

"3{‘2222 e’ combinations

tenng
cax?y- fevived lo-*am]znuc scale —ac-
tually tunes itself io the desired
channel for unprecedented perform-
ance in crisp black and white or
shunning color—plus M STEREOD
Iz it any wonder that never bafore
have so many installers and tec‘qm- .

-pendent characteristics,

'C:‘\'.[
it

g
B

cians so quickly aud'u,nca a
tenna? .

- We weuld like to tell yvoiz more about
the LPV, and how its frequency inde-

have broken |
through distance, ghost and interfor-

‘ence barvicrs io bring clear, steady

pictires into previcusty “impossible”

" areas. Write today for your log peri-|

odic LPV Sales Kit. Better yet, call
your JFD distributor and try one with
our money-back guarantee of a better
picture. You will prove it {o yourself.

T
13
:
P

Ifyou &emswﬂmw JFD Log Periodic
LPV's, no doubt you will agree with.
this report from R. L. Monroe, a lead-

ing TV antenna service-dealer of

‘Charleston, West Virginia—a problem

reception area.

“it Deats all, it beats everything that

I have ever seen. Not only that, but
this antenna is better than & b better
than the best that I have insialled. I3

ulled in a consisiently clzar Dielure
from Columbus, over 130 miles away.
s wnw wwnw “I0s just great on color

—turns browns into real reds, faded
bluish greens intc brilliant greens, and

completely eliminctes the chronic
ghost problems we have been suffering
from in this area.” ‘

“#%] have been in this business since

1948, which is a consideroig)le time, |
particularly in the yelley, and have

yet Lo see any aniennd, even near 1o
this log periodic antenna in perform-
ance of the things I have wanted.”

[}

w

“J

avelop
o1 ymN

.

&9

3

Wb AL iy

b
| ey

B e
i
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URATION SATISR:

. 1T A
Y TESSRAnT

ot
iroavhes T
ii w..hu ‘u{'\ ‘

L‘?Vi’?:,

1 A‘cli\m Cafl and Director System—up 1o 175 miles -
mvzé. ) 15 Active Cell and Dlrcdor'Sysicm-up fo 150 miles
LPVH_: . 11 Active Ceil and Diector Systom—up 10125 milas

- LPVE: 7 Adtiva Coll and Biractor $ystem—ug to 100 miles
L VG & Active ell System—up 13 75 miles
L2V4: 4 A;:Ii\re Call Systom—up to 50 miles

1D|ﬂ l' m\:‘ﬂ:—\
i\‘ U '. Ry

AT

‘1"\ .i’"‘. J"
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G |7 COULD 'ONLY HAVE BEEN PRODUCED by such

massed resources as those of a praminent university, the
military, and the country's feading antenna manufacturer.

O BECAUSEITS GAINISINDEPENDENT OF FREQUENCY,
the end-fired log-periadic LPY functions with total effi-
ciancy across the entire band—is comparable on any
chanrpel t6 a tuned Vogi cut to that chanael,

o ON VIRTUALLY EVERY COUNT IT GUTPERFORMS PREVL

. © DEVELOPED TO MELT THE AIR FORCE'S RIGOROUS STANDARDS OF RELIA-
BILITY, RUGGEDNESS, HIGH PERFORMANCE-built fo uncompromising JED spac-
ifications—of AAAT Gold Bond Alodized aireraft aluminum for enduring gaogd looks.

CUS WIDE-BAND ARRAYS: in gain, in directivity, in band-

" pass, in-irent-to-back ratio. Develops gain as high a3 7 db .

on iow band and 10 db on high band in the li-clement
racdel, Shows flat response across all 12 channals — with
greater gain on the high band, where it's nzeded most.
Result: An afl-channe, ali-purpose antenna with unprece-
dented power, a decisive end 16 snow and ghosts, and the
wruest color reception yet—-as wel! as vivid sharpness in

© black-and-white, Ang the basic log-periodic- LPV principle
can be adapted to any future UHF antenna needs. -

or broader.)

antennawith unprecedented powaer, a docisive end fa snow
and ghosts, and the truast color roceplion yot—as weil as
vivid sharpness in black-and-wihite. And the busic log-
pariedic LPV principle can be adupted to any future UHF
antenna noeds,

Q MORE, FAR MORE, THAN JUST A "FRINGE" $OLU-
TION, the log-pericdic LPV achioves superior receplion
in ail multi-channel areas. It is the first true “unjversal”
antenna. And it will open key profit opportunities to you in
the months ghead —not only because it puis beiter recep-
tion within the reach of virtually every TV sti-owner, but
betause It enables you for the first time to moet all
antenna needs with a single antanna lina. '

OU. 5. PATENT NUMBERS: 2,958, 081 - 2,985, 879 -

3, 011,168 OTHER PATENTS PENDING

# produced cxclusively by JED Electronics under license Irom.

the University of Ilineis Foundation,

O NOT A "CATCH-ALL COMPROMISE" “the loy-periodic LPV signals a halt to the
endlass piling-on of narrow-band elements and trimmers. Derived from ‘an antenna
geometry that repeats the elecirical properties of the anienna pericdically with the
logarithm of the frequency, it is essentially frequency-independent. (Actually, the s
basic log-perlodic design is capable of receiving a range as broad as 54 to 830 mcs. i

CLOG-PERIODIC

100% PREASSEMBLED FLIP-QUICK CONSTRUCTION—with new JFD “fank-turret’

aluminum brechets that align and double-.lock_"elements instantly, permangg\tiy in place,
. © RECEIVES FM, TOO ~delivers drift-free, distortion-free FM stereo.

Harmonically resonant Veclemeats operating oa the Lag.pmiéd;‘c
Cellular Princinla in the Fundamental and Third Harmonic Itodes:

}j FOR T dsT Picru:gj,_' llf " MODEL DESCRIPTION |LIST |[STD.| Susgested Deajer Pricas
‘f_'g_ i COLTR Al SEACK & VFRIE-): . : ; \ = Tz >
B\ ¥ ysE THE agsT anNTanNA 1 PRICE |CTN.| 1-4 Sl e
W o : .
LPVIT |18 Active Cell | 59.95 | 1 |'35.97 | 32.37 | 29.9%
’ and direcior 1
system
| LPYI4 .| 15 Active Cell - | 49.95 | 1 | 29,97 | 26,97 | 24.98
- and director. o
. system '
LPVL 11 Active Cell 39.95 U 123,97 21,57 19.98
and diréctor
“system
‘ L A . _ _
?‘ . ‘{/@?’2:&%4 . - . . . . = : .
5 B RS Qia.-a:g::‘z | Lpvs 8 Active Cell 29.95 | L §17.97 7 16,17 | 14.98.
_1, \\'\\\\\‘t . ‘and director Co '
L{‘ i ' '.’l o system
. % up to 100 miles T
W
LPVé 6 Active Cell (. 21.95 | 1 {13.17 | 1.85 | 10.98
system ‘
NEW _
LEvE | .4 Active Gell .95 | 1 |8.97 | 8.07 | 7.4s
"'system‘ : ’
up to 55U miles
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“I swould like 10 take this opporiunity to tell you how, ﬁleased " this new Ime provide twice the gain of the best 10-element
T amwith the new JED-LPL-F}M 10 antenna.’ - Fom yagis” :
Geoffrey M. Nathansou—Editor’ aml Publisher Ed Wais cer, Editor

FM & FINE ARTS

ELECTRONIC DISTRIBUTING ;JdGAZINE

“The Log-Periodic Fil 8 kas brought the signal in w:t'h amaz ‘I now know there really is a Santa Claus, because he brought

ing. c(’anrg, wnd strengih,”

me the best ¥M recepxion'that I have ever had with my jFD

Seymour N, Siegel, Director o . LPL FM 10 Antenna.”
STATION WNY&-Fif . . Paul Dean Ford, Lxcenaee
“ITFe have jusit finished a thorough test of your ...PL M 10 and . WPFR (FM)
" can confidently stule that it is all that you have said.” “Weo have been testing your new LPL-FM 10 Log Pericdic
. A. L. Stewart, Chief B Bngineer ) © antenna with very good resulis.”
: STATION WEKZ-AM-FH ) ‘ Guy Dryden, Chief Engincer
L2 %Thave jommj the LPL-F}M & log periodic antenna 1o meet all ‘ WIBC 4Ap-Fil

these requirements. 1 am very happy with this antenna and I <f ik to thank you for the opportunity of irying the new

“highly recommend it
Robert M. Kanner,

JED FM 10. As you know, in this area we have d severe multi-
path problem and I feel thiz new JFD antenna wrll help this

Engineering Maintenance Superm.sor - problem in many locations.”
] RADIO STATION WMEL .~ .. . : 1. 7. Jones
“Qur tests indicate that the full wavelen ﬂz}'i. elementa used in ‘ BIUSI-CAL PLANNED MUSIC PROGRA‘HVI;\C
{5 Features full-wave log-pericdic L- - The secret isin the full-wave log. p PGk UP MORE STATiGNS . .. IMPROVE
dipole system. | pericdic L-dipole cells that work with f §T;R'~'0 RECEPTION! REEES
S ] ] amazing frequéncy - independent effi- | :”Sh "T‘j;eaifsﬁw;’;‘;l'geie A”‘?EEHPUHET Stieg Iégi -
7 Derived from, the powerful logarith- n . up to tw

" mic periocdic arrzy used to {rack Amar-

-fca's missiles and satelliles through

© space -- discovered by the Antenna
Research Laboratories of the Univer-
sity of lilinois.

No wonder! The ali-new JFD LPL-FM

antenna is loZ-paricdic engineered to’

aive you up to 41% more gain, plus the
directional selectivity, and wideband
' response your system needs for fidel-.
ity FM stereo or mono performance.

main TEW eI
RS B L’T:?ﬂh\.‘i_j

- 15t Avenue at SZnd Strest, Brooklyn, Naw, ork 11219 U.SA

" clency and directivity over the entire
88-1(.)8'mc;‘FM/FM stereo range. Re- 1l ;. 'Ctoran Snace-age circuitry provides up to
sult: the purest FM sound your system 4 g 7gh. of amplafmtmn without overlocdmg
has ever reproduced—-on more sia- 1§  No controls or adjustment,

u_u;-—_.___

4 tions—near or far, | Usas standard 117 V.AC. s

| FOURLPLY w. {TENNAS TO CHOOSE FR o jp Model FTI 83455 & 2 ﬂ;

l Visdel ‘Range {up o) - Lut i, GET RID OF INTERFERERCE?

i LPL-FM 10 tc 175 miles  $49.65 Shut out interference and unwanted signals
: (illustr‘a{ed}f i - from TV, agmalteur and citizen's band radio, -

g . | ignition and fluorescent noise with tha JFD
© LPL-FM8 - t0150miles $39.95 TV/FM Filter/Signal Splitter, Alse electroni-
1 LPL-FM & . 1o 125 miles $29.95.. | cally combines any TV sntenna with any M
. LPL-FM 4 to 75 miles $19.95 antenna so only one down-fead is needad.

Also separates TV/FM signal of combination

:\\t] S C@R"j"\ﬂ H@ _ r set and -FM system.

: Madel List
'.J SSTVEM $585

recelvers with crisp, distortion-free FMmono 14

TV/EM antennas for input Into separate TV - ?




