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Dear Mr. Ktistopoulos, ~~~-~~~~~ ~· 

t~-ev ~~ ~~ ~· 1~-~·~;.,/-;; . 
. I shall try to take up the p ints in your letter one by one. ~~~ 

J:irst, about the bar SM.PlOO--I don't see that it would help much ~C. , 
to assume the bar reads from the top down. Then the question is: 
which is the top? instead of 't.V'Ihat is the direction of writing". 
Besides, there is nothing in Minoan to indicate that writing from 
the top down was normal. There is only one example, the Mallia 
inscription, and that is dubious. 

The question of declension will, I think, settle itself, and 
rather soon, once all the evidence has been examined very carefully. 
What I called the "First Declension" is very common in Linear B--
I haven't counted, but there are at least 100 words which undergo 
the changes indicated. 

There are errors in the transcription. Not many, but some--most 
of them, fortunately, are in inscriptions already published, so that 
you can correct them yourself. They are usually due to the speed at 
which I had to workJ It isn't that I read the sign wrong, but that 

I wrote down the wrong thing by accident. For example, in Ab01.8 
the reading should be \fq-;f . The last sign is wrong in the drawing. 
In SjOlA I accidentally omitted the entire upper line. There are 
some other similar mistakes. In addition, there are dubious readings, 
where~ I read one thing at one time, and then changed my mind. There 
is really no point in gu,ssing about such signs. An examination of 
the original is the only answer. That is true of many pla~es in AbOl. 
I agree with you about Ab01.6, that the· third sign may be ~ , but. ~. 
is Evans' reading, and these drawings regularly keep Evans' reading 
unless I can prove he is wrong. Here the sign is dubious, therefore 
Evans' reading must stay until the original is examined. Photographs, 
especially of inscriptions like this one, can be very misleading. 

Incidentally, please keep in mind that the tables in the article 
"Fact and Theor./• (The Signary) are not mine, but Myrest I take no 
credit for them, or blame. In my opinion, there are several errors 
of omission and commisi~nn, many of which will be revised in SM II. 
I published the tables merely to show what a table of A and B would 
look like. Any suggestions about it should go to Myres. 

In BcOl the sign is 1'~{~: (~"-ll J I have no photograph, but there is 
one in England, and it conf~rms Evans' reading. Sorry. I too would 
prefert~, but that's not in the inscription. 

You are quite right about'lf) being a separate sign. The Pylos 
inscriptions contain proof for this. 

Thank you for the list of corrections. I suppose it would have 
been better not to try to make such a list, since there was no time 
to revise it. Writing numerals is always dangerous for me when I 
typewrite. My fingers have a mind of their own. Sometimes I changed 
the place of the inscription, and forGot to change the notation in 
the table, but most often I just copied the wrong number because I 
looked at the wrong column. · · 

It isn't very important, because I suspect the entire classification 
will be renumbered in order to accommodate the Pyles inscriptions. The 
classes will stay, but Mr. liennett and I are working on a better system. 
I have indicated your corrections in my list, with the following 
exceptions: 390 is Jf51 (you probably meant that, but wrote 50) 

476 has only one side. Is is Xa92 
476a seems to be another inscription. It is Xc79. I 

son't know why Myres gave it the number 4~6a. I 
omitted it from~ list accidentally. 

The s me s tuation ~s w1\1f,~!8· T ~e~--'- inscripti_on _ __,. 
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revising the numerals, and occasionally I list one according to the 
old numeration. Originally, there was a 478, 478a, 478b--all different 
inscriptions, so far as we could tell. 

695 is Rh01. The h is not clear in my copy. 
??766 is MfOl. The Inscription is the same as 766 bis. 

866 should be Kill, and 04-79 should be K121 
1023 should be X111. Here I changed the numeral correctly, 

but forgot to indicate the change in the drawing. 
1053 is Xd29. It was drawn out of order. 
1053 bis (another inscription) is Xc08. I seem to have omitted 

it in the list. 
1119 is En322. It is in the right place, but the number is 

written inaorrectly. I meant to correct it. 
1144 is Ek421. The drawing has the wrens designation. It is 

a 400 inscription. · 
1259, like 1257 and 1258, has no drawing. I must have copied 

from the wrons column here. 
1359 is Eh111. 
1394 should be zag7--I copied it in the wrong place 
1395 " 11 Xa97 bis. I waBB't too careful about the X 

inscriptions, since I hope to remove many of them from that 
category eventually. 

1584 is Enl2. The numbers from 1500 on are still subject to 
change. Myres sends me a new list every so often. The old 
inscription with number 1584 was the one I listed as Xc29. 
That should now be deleted entirely. Myres has decided it 
doesn't exist. 

The same thing is true for 1585-9. Use the inscription, 
and delete the ~ Xc fragment. These are all single signs, 
and have already been listed elsewhere under entirely different 
numbers. 

1605 is Xc05--and may be deleted, though Myres hasn't said so yet. 
You are quite right. SjOl is 666. How or why I wnnte that 
here I do not know. 

1627 was originally left blank. Then Myres put Xa50 in that 
place. Apparently I did not revise. 

1648 is, as you say, listed as Ey62. But 321 is the number it 
should have, if I follow the plan used for the other ~ E 
inscriptions. I had to abandon that for Ey because these 
inscriptions resemble those of many of the other cate~ories, 
and I found myself forced to use the same notation for more 
than o · ~ inscription. Therefore keep !y62. 

o4-57 and 04-58 are confused by Evans. He sometimes uses one 
number, sometimes another. Sorry that I passed that confusion 
on. I had hoped that it was eliMinated. 

04-79 should be K121. I inadvertently transposed Kill and 21 
in the drawing. Here the numbers in the list are correct. 

37bis--Xk53 is: 
to draw it. 

~ It is a poor fragment. Sorry I £orBot 

1575 was deleted. Than another inscription was 
which I called Xk56. I did not have a copy 
drawings. That is why it is not there. It 

substituted, 
when I mall:e the 

is \it~ 
Myres did not authorize me to send out the new M fragments. I 
sent those which were already in the drawings, but not the others. 
One of the reasons is that the readinss are not yet entirely certain. 
I'll send Ml26 and Ml27 some day. You aren't missing anything--
they are small fragments, of no particular use. 
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I am very grateful to you for your careful corrections. It is 
most difficult to check errors that one has made. It is so much 
better when someone else does it . I am afraid there will stil~be 
changes, both in Evaas' numeration, and in my classification. · 

It will give you an idea of the difficulties with which Myres 
is contending . He had a very difficult task, and had done it 
remarkably. But there are still minor imperfections which he is 
removing. Evans' work ·had not been put in order when he died. 
Whatever order there is, Myres had put in. 

You ask about ~ . This is usually a scribal variant of 1~ 
but .in some inscriptions is S.PP.~rently a variant of t; . I n 23A 
;(f ~g~~ 1t it is certa~nly for ~,rJ~· It is never used for r'J?r.. 
In 255a it is a~so for t1 and probably also in 505. None of 
these wol.,ds are certainly complete at the beginninG• They all 
come immediately after a break. 

Your question about the 600 and 700 categories of E is a 
difficult one to answer. When I described those categories, I had 
certain inscriptions in mind. It seems, however, that in working 
out the classifica tion, I decided that these were so rare that it 
would be better to consider t~~~ abnormal, and put them in Ey. 
EyOl, for example, is as f/00 -~ The secondary word is not 
Caseiii. On further consideration, the inscription proved also 
to be abnormal in the small numeral after the "oattle" sign. 
Ey 32 is another 700 i nscription, but again, it has additional 
peculiarities. 

For the 600 type, I think what happened was that they all 
belonged in another category--like Gh01 and Ghll. F and G use 
their words in much the same way as E. It is in the ideograms 
that they dif fer. When I began classifying I had not yet realized 
this. 

I must confess that I was not aware that I had transferred 
every 600 and 700 example to some other place. Again, I owe yop 
roy heartiest grat~tude, Consider my statement about these 600-700 
inscriptions deleted from E. 

You are doing ~ERX your utmost to swerve me from my 
principle of not transliterating--but you have not yet succeeded . 
I am very stubborn. You now have all the B material. If you 
decipher it, I shall be very pleased and proud. .out I won't 
begin till you .give me a complete set of rules that works for 
every word, and that explains all the things that now puzzle me. 
I have the deepest respect for your knowledge of Minoan. You and 
Sundwall (and my compatriot Bennett) are the only scholars whose 
judgement on a reading I consider as good as, or even better than, 
Evanst And that is the highest praise 1n my power to give. Evans' 
transcriptions are not always perfect, but my respect for his ability 
has increased with every transcription of his that I saw. I can 
correct him, sometimes, but I am sure I could not have done as good 
a job in the first place. It is much easier to correct than to do. 
But as far us transliterating is concerned--you are Plato, and I 
am Aristotle. 

I had hoped to get to Greece this surnm.er, but that is out of 
the question--unless the MxBlUilXMaEilkBbK Knossos inscriptions are 
taken out of hiding. The situation seemed most hepeful in December, 
but now thin~s are different again. I am no longer so concerned 
about the slowness with which SM II is betne; produced, since Sir 
John Myres permission to send the drawings to those who 
were reall with M.inoan. But I do wish it were ublished. 
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