From: Ssadik1@aol.com [mailto:Ssadik1@aol.com] 
Sent: 11 February 2009 21:08
To: ally@letsflyfish.com
Subject: Re: Fly casting physics
In a message dated 2/11/2009 2:49:11 A.M. Mountain Standard Time, alastair.gowans@btinternet.com writes:

Hi Server,

Thank you for your response to the various comments.

Quote “The paper rambles but in parts it makes accurate observations of rod behaviour (eg the precise point of loop formation relative to tip velocity). Unfortunately the language and terminology used is confusing and unusual which probably makes it impossible to understand for many readers and for that reason I do not commend it.  Well such is the real world and certain prerequisites make it easier to relate to the mechanics (used in the engineering sense - i.e., engineering mechanics) of casting.  We do what we can with the language that is available to us and the in this case the lowest common denominator for the job - by no means am I using technical lingo.  It may be you simple lack the qualifications to engage in a discussion.  Just as I wouldn’t give advise to Gordy on how to perform hand surgery I can pretty well tell you won’t have anything to add to my understanding of the engineering physics of casting.”
Re the above clearly I gave you the impression that I didn’t understand your paper, which may have been an error on my part. What I criticised was the unusual language, perhaps I should have added also the lack of definitions. I have an understanding of your paper, whether it is exactly the same as yours we will never know. 

How/what we communicate is not important – what is very important is that recipients get the intended message. Hence we accept and use simplifications in our teaching strategies but it is paramount that the intended message is correctly understood. I am fairly sure that only a small number of the recipients of your paper understand what you meant to communicate. If so that is not their fault, it is your failure to clearly put points over. We cannot expect everyone to have degrees in engineering and physics therefore good instructors must converse in a manner and at a level appropriate to the understanding of their audience. Well such is the real world! This is my main criticism of your paper. 

My mind remains open to any new ideas or even to new explanations of known facts. Most engineers and physicists that I have encountered first resort to diagrams and I suggest that a few diagrams would help you to illustrate your points. If you have a problem producing them and you can send me them in any rough form (scanned sketches etc) I will happily produce them for you. 

I hope that this is helpful.
    It is helpful,  and with Walter's help I think we will make some progress in improving the communication.  Maybe we can consider the write-up as a first draft or something like that.  I am now going to write-up an explanation of another universal feature of casts.  That also can be considered to be a first draft - and modified for improved communication at a later time
 

Regards - Server
 

