Maveh 1, 196l

Dre Harding Bliss
AIChE Journal
Yale University
New Haven, Comne

Dear Dre. Blisst

Thenk you for being kind enough to forward the negative reviews
to mesy I am not mearly so disappointed as you may think, as

I have begun to receive as much good news as bad of lates

Be that as it may, I would like to give you the benefit of

my review of the reviewss

Review #1 No name given

1+ The reviewer attributes the statement to me that I have
criticized others for believing that free convection is
nucleate boilings I have done no such things I have
stated that the pool boiling curve is always drawn ine -
cluding the free conveetion region whereas this region
should be execluded because it does not satisfy a reason-
able definition of bollinge

2 I eclaim "surprising unanymity" concerning the eguation
Q/A proporticnal to delta T cubed, whereas the reviewer
says thisis unsupported. I now quote from page 11;{ of
Modern Developments in Heat Transfer by Ibels (1963) im
which this seetion was written by Rohsenowt

Al-*hwghr 1 the slope is predominantly in the negghbor-
hood of 3, observations are m&g:u with resulting
slopes of as low as unity for contominated surfaves

and as high es approximately 25 for very c¢lean surfaces.

This section ¥ of the book purports to be a review of
the recent work in boiling by Rohsenow who is accepted as
more or less of a lmowledgedble person in this field.

3e His third comment is not mueh different from the seconds
e The reviewer is kidding if he means to imply that he would

be convineed by seeing two or even twenty sets of date
wvhich give straight lines.







