
Oct. 29, 1949 

Dear Mr. Bennett, 
I've just come home from another six weeks' session at the 

hospital, which will explain why I haven' ·t written sooner. I hope 
I am now really on the way to recovery, but it will take some time. 

Naturally, under the circumstances, I'm not planning any papers, 
and therefore you won't be interfering with anything. Of course, 
what you say about Knossos is between you and Sir John, but if ycl)U 
want my opmnion, I think it would be much more useful for scholars 
if you talked almost exclp:sively a.bout Pylos. A comparison at this 
stage seems to me premature--but that is your business, and, . on 
second thought, if you stick mostly to ideograms, I can see that 
that would be interesting. I'll look forward to hearing you-
provided my doctors allow me to travel. 

Thanks for sending me your revised order--I haven't had time to 
study it yet, so cannot comment. The real difficulty lies in the 
fact that some signs are quite different--and a pr.J_nciple that works 
for Pylos is wrong for Knossos--for example, your~, and your 'horse' 
(which certainly isn't a 'horse'). ' 

As I've already told you, I'm sticking to Evans' order. until I 
get my classification done. What I'll do after that, I'm not sure. 

I'm returning your list of 'rejects' without correction or change. 
In the first place, I've only had time for a cursory look, and you may 
need it. I won't have the time for it, since it is in your order, and 
I cannot spend all the time _ necessary to skip around in my files. 

At the risk of incurring your displeasure, I must point out some 
things, however, I noted as I looked over the list, because they seem 
to be based on a misunderstanding on your part, or some error in your 
notes. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

You 'reject' some readings of Evans', when all we have is 
Evans' drawing. I don't understand how you can. Evans' 
drawings are quite clear. 

You •reject' some normalizations of your own--o.t lea.st, that is 
what they must be, since neither I no11 E,,ans read what you 
have. In some cases you omit traces, in others have changed 
signs_._ Since you in no ca.se indicate what you 'reject' .f.x 
or your reason, it is sometimes difficult, since I am not 
clairvoyant, to guess what you want to reject. Even when -I 
agree that what you have sown is wrong, I can't tell if our 
reasons are the same--or even if we are rejecting the same 
thing. 

You 'reject' some of my restorations. Now obviously, the vocabulary 
I gave you included many restorat i ons, which I happened 
to need for the particular purpose for which I made the 
vocabalar·y. But that dowsn't mean I read all the signs for 
a sign count. 

None of these th.ings can properly be called 'rejections', and even 
the cursory inspection I gave your list shows a great many of them. 
I thin]{ you are just cluttering up your notes by keeping them. 

I'm afraid we never will entirely agree on all readings--but until 
I'm weal enough to check the Pylos photographs, I'm in no position to 



talk. I shall probably be house-bound for anothe1l month; and doubt 
that I can travel during the bad weather. If it is possible for you 
to send me some photographs, I can .get at it sooner. 

I note you ask what I am working on, besides the mechanics of 
the material. Actually, I haven't finished the preliminary vocabulary 
listing to my satisfaction, so I'm not going to do anythin~ else. I 
need some kind of statistical basis before I start. As soon as I can, 
I hope to get back to inflection. I suspect there were considerable 
orthographic, and possibly grammatical changes, between the time of 
Knossos and Pylos, but that is cursory observation. 

Sorry that my illness is holding you up as well, but I can't 
do a thing about it, except hope. 

Sincerely 

tu'-~)(. 
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