Veronica:

I have attached a fresh, corrected copy of the memo to registrants.  It also contains the readings list, but I made no changes to that.

I have also attached another document I forgot:  Outline0507.pdf which is the workshop outline.

I am not sure I can answer your question about the changes to the workbook since my copy of the last workbook is at home.

However, it is my impression that the workbook is the same as the readings.  In which case, the readings have changed since the last time.  Specifically, I have added the piece by Hilton, and removed the item by Litman.

In addition, I am not clear on what we do for the workbook in regard to those items for which all we do is supply the URL (e.g., Hilton, Boynton, and Zaret).

Maybe we can clarify this best via a phone conversation?

Sorry for the extra trouble.

Solveig:

Just discovered that after cutting and pasting, and saving to a different name, I was able to knock this thing down to a good size.  So I have attached it here.

It should be about 139 pages.  Please check to see if it is, also check to make sure that my annotation appears at the end of Section 108 on page 21 (of the original document page numbers) [I think this is page 24 of the Adobe assigned page numbers].

On Thu, 8 Jun 2006, Solveig

DeSutter wrote:

> Bill, that's good to know.  Posting the Circular to your server and 

> letting me know how to get it is probably most prudent.

Solveig:

I am going to send you a new PDF of Circular 92 for the handouts, and on that front I will want you to mail it out with the advanced readings.  One of the comments at a recent workshop was that they wanted the law in hand in advance.  I have always hesitated to do so since I do not want them thinking that they need to read and understand this in advance. 

It could make for some unpleasant times for conscientious registrants if they tried to read the law before the workshop. 

So I think I will want some post-it attached them saying it is for future reference, do not attempt to read and understand in advance.

I need to make a fresh PDF for a few reasons--I added some selected pages from Chapter 12 (I also deleted a number of pages of earlier sections that I think are irrelevant to the archival setting.  And I had to add a comment to bring the document up to date with one law that amended Title 17 after June 2003.

I think I can send that PDF tomorrow, but I am unsure whether my e-mail or yours can handle an attachment of that size. If not, I will post it on my serve and let you know.

Hi Bill - would you believe that we were talking about your pre-readings and were going to contact you?

I just emailed to find out if there is a copyright charge.  Also went to the URL you sent and, as you said, one can read it off the screen.  When we tried to print the article, it only prints pages 1&2.  I think most of us like to have the actual piece of paper in hand rather than read from the screen.  So, if it's not too cost prohibitive we'll get copyright permission, otherwise we'll direct people to the URL.

Thank you for attempting "to deal with the nabobs of negativism!"  24+ pages is very respectable and I bet this will all but eliminate the low ratings for AV.  I am sorry it's taking so much time to do this but once it's done, you'll only have to tweak it every so often.  I know, easy for me to say... 

When I went online to check on the Copyright Law of the United States of America, it appears that the Circular 92 from June 2003 is still the most current version. 

Please send us the final list of readings as soon as you've decided what you want to use.  

Thanks!

