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Dear Lob, CI•trier 

There is no way I can give you the kind of response to your worksheet main:: you want. 
Nor can i in good conscience be part of a presumption of truth by consensus. Even less would I went to be when you announce the intent of presenting this to a comeittee, I take it of the Congress. There such an operation would be rumpus on the concept of truth by consensus alone. 
I cant think of 100 of what you call "researchers"whose word on thin subject is worth anything. 
loup postulate builtOin conclusions that, surprisingly, coincide with those of the officals with whom I degree. You provide space for other shots but not for disagree- ment with these conclusions with which in all respects I disagree entirely. Not only an I only too aware of the proof to the contrary, I an not aware of any proof ins support of these claims, no matter by whom made. Yet your chart shows two shots only and from that one window only, supported by the language saying this in your two boxes. 
These defects are not relieved by the upper box of legend which I had to use a megnifying lens to read. 
Wore this to relieve these objections you limit to Frame 313 for any shot and ask what cannot be established by a consensus or on the basis of any evidence of which I know, a precise statement of the origint and time of other shots. 
Aside from my blief that I hope you will not resent, that this is an exercise in futility and of the dim and outdated past it is a sure loser under any circumstances, more if presented to a Congressional coeeittee which will regard you as irrational. The backlash will bofame everyone. 

Besides, what will or can this mean when you are finiehed? J't will have no evidentiary value. it wiL make you look ridiculous. If not irrational, and I'd hate that. It will be laughed at by sophisticates, and you had better assume that this describes L:ongresspeople. 

And of all tha might be presented to 'ongress, were this other than I describe, do you really think it is north all this time and effort on your part considering how far what is now available has taken us past this kind of concept? 
You have even built in "Congress' prime responeibilitys WHO tdunnit?) & WHY?" 
Whether or not Congress agrees, as I think unlikely, how ell do you think it will sit for then to have their responsibilit*es assumed for them prior to any action on their part? Is this not what we criticize in the Commission, etc.? 
In all intereste, especially your owe, please back off and out before it in too late. 

Sincerely, 
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You 'V OIfl bu4.].t in "Congress' 	r,:toilum4bility: 40 tdmnit) L Wt?' 
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linct-o17, 

wont, 


