Dear Brailey: I've added a variety of pictures and comments.

1. I will be providing better version of reflect-reflect.eps

2. I am still trying to recall how I ruled out y \le 1 in the h=1 case.

3. We need to add a better conclusion than my current one.

*In conclusion, our analysis sheds some light on the behaviour of non-convex

Douglas-Ratchford schemes but much remains to be studied.*

Please take the manuscript back meanwhile and decide

   - if we should change h to \alpha so the pictures agree

   - if the result of the final remark should be a theorem

   - which remarks should become examples
