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Date: Mon, 30 Aug 2004 13:45:42 +0000 (UTC)

Peter Olcott wrote:
> "Simon G Best" <s.g.best@btopenworld.com> wrote in message
news:4133071C.1000003@btopenworld.com...
>
>>You say that, but you also said, "I do read them all the way through, at
>>least in your case". That quickly turned out not to be true. What you
>>say just can't be relied upon.
>
> No I just changed my mind with respect to that one posting.

That still leaves the stuff you ignored unrefuted. You can't refute it
by just ignoring it. Your assumption that it was probably wrong is not
a valid refutation. Consequently, what I wrote still stands, and your
claims remain well−and−truly refuted.

:−)
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