1956, July 25.

D§l‘ valber:

I have located your letter, which had slipped
behind my piled-up desk at home, and wan ¥ %o answer and
comuent on a few points therein,

I heve quobted your mmtamthenwal uge of
awmmwmwmommmmt 6. I
think he had already convinwed himgelf it 't feasible,
mdw&nwyteadnybhiawwstopmtmph&c use,
Thanks for troubling yoursel! with the proposition,

I am imberested in the fact that you and the U,
of Heb., get such a different ground point for the Dec. 17th
Ufall®, My gemeral experience has been that independent
workers ordinarily avrive at pretiy wuch the same probable
Ugtrewm fleld”, as La “:.gnl‘;kes to call it. (B8 ' s0us
reagon I den't like ~ In one Ok ﬁ.reball
ms‘tigabim I may have quoted to you, Stockwell and I
gtarted ite sides and met on the same farm as a
cpot wi jiie probable area of fall, ljylie wor sane
object arewmk:s later and differsd from us ma , but
I think our suspected areas would have all mearly werlappad
with not over 5 o 10 mile spreads at the most.

I also wouder L,z'eauy at the action of the U. of H.
in advising you to cesse and desist to avoid "hard feelings®,
I have run into this abtiliude some and have never understood
i%. 1% frankly sakes we pretiy furlous and actually at times
Bereater efforts, 1 don't like an attitude

"t afyone, individual or institution, to the
effect that thw imve a pre-suptive right %o neteorite.

I recall offhand cnly one case where much addiviomal
material was found near an old stone; Bi's one the U, of Texas
has from Condho Draw, Classcock County, Texas, if I rmer
aright. They have not published on 1%, but the
mhekwmmmmmm;nﬂwmmwm
ground, and by excavating around It found a line of material
including one or two fairly large pieces several feet away.

I don't recall the emct distangeg; I have them somewlwre in
awmcudaupma;IbalimitmwbeuM&sMcrls
{eet.



I think inh the case just mentioned, pieces Qf the stone
had sheardd dum to the compressiomal effects of plowing
into the grounds; the man who did the work had the very
definite feeling that the stone fell at a very low slope
and with high speed. This is contrary to a lot of reports
and opinions &n many cases. Ig spitésof what we read in
many laarned papers, I still we don'{ too much about
terminal velocities on meteorites. This meteorit e was
something over 300 pounds, a rather large one found by a
rancher who recognized the part protruding frem the ground as
something unusual,

I have the impression that Henderson any many others
are not much interested in old stones. There seems to be
little that they can do with them chemically because of the
widespread oxidation, and as I understand it petrographically
water has actually percolated thru and thru the mass. 3
used to think that a stone of the kind you found was perhaps
50 to 100 years old, but the lorger I gathered meteorftes the
more I became convinced their time on earth has beem near
1,000 years or even multiples of that. 3

I'm viiry sorry to hear some one got off with your Norton
specimen, Do try to trail the guy and get it back, because
that is a rare thing and he didn'¢ treat you right by carbing
it off.

liore in due course. 1 am pleased to hear you are

about to re-mount the 10¢, I mgy have menticned to you
that I have had a 12" Pyrex mirror finished by Barnes, one
of Alvin Clark Co., but later on his own in California, fer _
some 10 years or so. I recently took steps to hsve it
mounted in a fiberglass bube, but I still have the problem
- of a mounting to overcome. I may temporarily adapt it to

an old Ford axle mount still standing but now uselss at Las
Estrellas, It is about an f 6.0 with a big flat and really
designed at one time for faint objects, such ss variables and
cometsy maybe I can use a small flat and work on Mars some
this fall, Hopes spring etermal-er in astronomers' breasts!
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