
Dear A l a  

Ag you b o w  the AEI= asked ua t o  mnko an Independent check of the x-ray 
caUbrations In your eqerlment and Dr, X0llea"o. 
reported to therpi 

Belov l e  wbat we 

"w independent calibrationr agreed vith those of  the axgeri- 
mentera vi th in the accuracy erpected from the inetruPlentr used. 

\ 
. : :  
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On Septapber 9, 1964, V, C, beech and Y. L, M n t h  observed 
the procedure8 used at W W  YaUa mad made duplicate m e c ~ ~ u r e -  
m e n t s  vith their 0y1l equipnent. Both they apd the experimenters 
wed Plctoreen cOrd8mer R-PIItterej both sets had been calibrated 
by the National Bureau of Stnadtudo. Their results vere 
conaiotently a fev par cent  lmer than ours so Svinth brought 
both sets of B-meters Mck to tianiord for more leisurely 
intercomprison. We found that the man making the readings 
at Y a l l a  U U  hed wt been recharging the r a g  hevlce 
beforce reedAng the R-meter. Correct- for t h i s ,  ve found 8 
6taadard dwiation between our reaul to  of about 2fb. 

/' On Decenbur 10, 1964, K, t. svinth mda OW observstiona 
and duplicate measuransnto at salan. This could not have been 
done sooner because there had bean trouble vlth the x-ray 
machine there. w, R-metere wre the inatrumenti used. 
We did not f e e l  It vas neceeeary to interccmpare the R-netars 
a t  Hanfard. Iho  standard devLstion between our reoults was 
a b u t  s." 
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very truly ;yaw*, 

IL 0 0 0 8 8 3 9  


