
Dear Professor Brice, 

33 Bury Walk, 

LONDON s.w.3. 

,30th June, 1968. 

This is further to my last letter, and is about, first, the point 
you raised. 

I have been fortunate in being able to consult my landlady, 

Elizabeth Barber, O.B. E, w~o runs the Society of Authors, and with whom 

I often talk over my studies, and we have come to a mutual conclusion 

about HT 123a. We think you were on the right lines in suspecting the 

numerical relation between the three columns of signs and their amounts, 

which, as you say, is in quarter relations hip. However, if you notice 

further, the "ku-so" column isl/16th approximately of the first column, 

which is to say that if a 11ku-so" of l/16th is taken off the first column 

in each item, when the "ku-so" is similarly taken off the second column, 

that column really loses 4/16ths. Thus, the relaionship between the 

two products column is a fixed one on a basis of sixteenths. Elizabeth 

Barber regards the products as perhaps the same product in different 

aspects, say, olives in the natural sta te in the first column, and in 

a pressed state in the second when they would not be of as great a value 

as in the primary state. I prefer to regard the products as independent 

but whose value ratio was tixJ!Ji tied to each other, such as olives and wheat. 

Anyway, to clarify by example, taking the contributory items as places, 

and nameing the products arbitrarily and not taking fractions into consideration -

the first place gave 31 measures of olives, 8 measures of wheat: the clerk 

noted l/16th of the olives (two measures) as distributable, by which he also 

knew 4/16ths of the wheat (two measures) was also distributable. Your 

understanding of t he lay-out of the tablet is, therefore, t he clerk was 

itemising the amount of olives and wheat received from different places, 

and the amount r eserved from each supply for distribution, and the totals 

are separately of the two commodities and of the amount reserved for 

distribution in the fixed proportion that for every sixteenth of olives 

reserved, f our-sixteenths of wheat is reserved. I admit one has rather to 

sit and hold one's head whi le thinking i t , but I t hink it agrees with 

the relat ionshi p you noted, while regarding the ''ku-so" as a subtra ctable 

and reserved element for distribution. What are your views? Perhaps you 

could clarify it further. 

I now would mµch appreciate your comments on the tablet that keeps 

me awake a t nights ~; and I append it on a separate sheet, HT 6a. 

With bes t wishes, 

Yours sincerel y , 

Beatrice V. Gwynn. 
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A Note on HT 6a 1.7.68 
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There are three points about t he tab et to make ini;tially as regards .,.,. 

- 1,1 ~ 
the phonetics. I It 

i. The heading states it is an inspection of tubs of ?OLIVES 

ii. Item 6 reads 11ka-pa-o 11 and is a genitive of "ka-pa" in the heading 

iii. The terms are more those that are used for reference, than 
to be regarded as places or people. 

iv. Certain characters retain their Linear B value, but others do not. 

That is all there is to say about the phonetics, becaus e traaccounting is the 

primary interest. 

ACCOUNTING: The first interesting point is that item 1 is the same as 

item 9, and their amounts are very similar, 15 as against 16i (I hope you will 

forgive if I get my fractiomwrong anywhere, but I get them mixed). 

Second, the extreme variety of the amounts :isnoticeable, ranging from No.3 

with its fractional amount, No.5 with two, and No.2 with twenty-four. 

Now, if you go down the amounts of Nos . 1-5 inclusive, you will find 

they total 51 + fraction; and if you take Nos.7-9 you will find their 

total is 50-t;. Moreover, if you investigate the amounts of Nos.1-5 as 

against the amounts of Nos.7-9, you will a correspondence of amount, so that 

if you relaid the tablet, you get as follows:- ,,. I lo, .J. (C\ ') "f' \ 1 

i.) If ra 2.~ ej 'Z '2 l er 
3) ~ l,..c-,r . l) $ '*' (:2) 

,1 , .. @J ,, (7 
\-4) td,t 10 
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That is to say, it seems as if we have a small balance-sheet here, as the 

heading indicated, and the genitive ''ka-pa-011 6¾ is out on its own, and 

represents possibly the sum of the first part of the tablet; that is to 

say the 51+ fraction= 6¾ tubs. If so, then the second part of the 

tablet has some related function. Phonetically, No.7 -reads (probably) 

"weighed out in the balance", and No.8 r eads "remai ning behind", but I 

am baffled by the change in the ruue of No.9 because it is only an ideogram, 

possibiy meaning "new, fresh". The terms of the firsi part of the tablet 

do not offer enough clues because I have been unable to complete Nos.4,5 and 

No.3 is so small I think it myst represent some sort of wastage. All I 

can s4y is that I t hink the first part of the tablet offers some usage of 

the product, and the second part some reckoning . However, I offer it to 

you in concept as a mK small balance-sheet with a balancing total in the 

middle related to the heading, and wonder if you can make the mathematics 
jell. 
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