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Bqar Prof de Grazia,

It is with regret,after much heartsearch¢ng thought
and advice from other schdors,that I must now decline your offer to
submit an article for your primeval art book.

Ag you k¥now,l have always not wished %o be associatted
with the school who beileves thet flini was a mouldable materiai for the
ancie hs,or those wio think that fliat sculptures can be found iIn the
Chalk quarries.l had a_ready made this kncwn to the British museun,after
they gave my address %o cne cf their mumber,and tclé then to cnntacu ne .
dc doubt *they thought,we will give him ano;her loonies address.

I do nct think that it is in the interests of the
scientific progress of the fashicned flint religious sculptures,to liase
witk the above schools.For the 'establishmert’ to see thai we are working
alongside them,can only brirg even more sceptize from thew.We row have
clearer archHaeolcgical and anthropological pathways oper to us,arnd i
féel that«f must join APAN specialists and pionesrs.I well En&erstand w0
the difficuli position you have landed yourself in,only wishing to hkelp
in an open wkinded and scientific manner,but you were rot tc know of the
inexpertise of most of the people with the "Primeval Sculpture® setup.
Pietro Gaietto was one cf the first open minded scholars %o visit me,
and promise help,but this did not come to proper fruition,but I still
_think Pietro acted in all good faith.it is just that our research mww
Zoliows quite different paths,and so we mug§fpart 2t this time.

Z wish you now iil feelimg.,and apologise if i have
incenveniencedyou,in saying tha’t i would submit articles.l wisk you gooc
lvuck,but as i saypi wish to play no part in this organization.

Another reason,is your iotention cf 1laﬂ1ng witnh the art collectors and
dealers !arketoxlnd yoa,i am realistic o know that we will not be able

to stop this eventual step,we living in a very materialistic society.

But to set out purpcsely to meke big business of i% is wholly wrong and

can only bring unscientifieprogress,as many of the "masterpieces’ will be
lost for research and study,tc people out to merely wake money,and hide

the sculpiures away in bank vaults for investment.Mind you,mary museuns

do this alwready,but that is another argument.

. But once people £ind out that the fields are knee dezp

in %he flint sculptures the markei! will drop oui,so only the initial
stampede will make money.It is a hobbi Shat all with interest,and
experience—ean take pard in,and that is how it should be.As it is thadprnfd
: think that they alone own archaeology and that only they krew anyt&ngg -
abcut it.

So I em afraid that we must go our seperate ways.Should
you ever wish to inspezt some of my collection,then you may do so,but i
wish only to publish in more archaeclogical journals sitcjzand not in
pnblications which will be under the heading of science fimtions or the
¥lupatic fringe" etej;.Perhaps the moulded flint brigade will prove us
all wrong one daygand prove thait flint wasﬁls=,pliabls but urtil that
day,i wish to stay with the flints that are fashiored,in undoubted human
flaking techniguss,which can be reproduczed by experiencsd people tod&yo

Many thands for ycur iritial good intentions when i first
wrote to you,and good Iuck in your quest for reccgnitior of your ideas
about guantoevolution.’ still think that the timescale shculd bLe somewhat
condensed but not quite so crasticaily as 1,000 years.Whatever the
timescale,our finiings "Tit' in%to the correci sequence of evenis,even
#ith the catastrophes and close approaches of Venus and Mars etcs.

Inly time will tell who is czorrect,
Rind regards,
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