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The inseription on this side is badly ercded,
Mhils odpme 1s mot flat, but curves insord et the beck as sugsosted in
dpawing ebcve, Thisz makes 1t more difficult then usual *0 say Just
wher~ the left mergins of coafficients In left colum nres
It arpoers probeble thet 2 fracture has carried away pert of the
left mergin of the supresed coefficlent of the glyph numbered 1 in
. the skoteh aboves,but i1f 30, subso uont ercsion has gmeothed the

atone se that one ecannot be sure,

Gl +hls MWeasuring in the plane of rear part Of the side (1,04 not gt
rickt engles to the front face of the atela), a proceelure glving

a groater rether then a less result, the distaence from the left

“odge of the mocn glyph to ¢ point where we heve surely resched the
back surface of tha stela, therc is a maximum of 5 cms for the width of
the aron evallable fer the coafficient of Glyrh 1, without csounting
any spece between glyph end coe [iciemt, This is to little for :

a numbar over 15 without erowding, Though badly eroded, the right side
of what may have beon e bespe can be mede out, but its left side 1s nct
Alstinsulianble, - ,
Assuming the corner is here knocked off (which is probeble) and
projecting .down a better preserved section sbove, th - evalleble

space mey be ressorably incrssaed to 7 cmse Tne width of the dots

:f Glyph C (Wo,2) 1s 3 cms; that of bar end dots in the lest glyph-

of the prnel is 5 ems, At the latter scale, 3 bers and dots would

reguire 10 cma,
~



5¢ I canncot see the two bars of the coefficient which Norley
apparently attributes to this glyph: The right hand side of

e bar, though eroded, 1s fairly sure = the left hand side is
entirely gsone; there is not sufficient surface of this bar left
intact to say whether or not its wes wide enough for division into
two bars by & shallow incised line; such a line mey have been there,
but the evidence is all gone,

6e In view of tho size of the glyphs, and coefficients elsewhere, I
should hardly think 7 cms sufficim t width to postulate a coefficient
over 15; one over ten would reguire crowding; but there is nowhere
any evidence that there wes a plain margin at the rear edge, and
several indéstions remain that there wss none - so that there 1s the
posasibility that glyphs were carried slightly esround the corner. The
edge 1s so badly gone that this 1s & mere possibillity.

7« Trhe glyph so fer discusse’ is No. 1 in the sketch above, that

1s, the fifth in the left column (not counting Introducing Glyph;)

on the left edge of the stela, locking at the stela from the front,
The moon glyph outline in this glyph 1s quite plain and its form
seems to fit those glven for Glyph E bg Teeple much better than those
fer Glyph Ds It is surely one or the other for the outline of a small
mocon~-glyph in the upper right hand corner of the glyph to the

right (No, 2 in the sketech), with the goutline of a graspiing hand
below 1t is feirly clear (Glyph C)3; 2nd below this, the outline of"
the "elbow" in the uprer right hand corner of Glyph 3 in the sketeh
1s quite clear (Glyrh B). :

I take it thet ealculatlons require CGlyph B and not Glyrh ® in our
positicen Ve ls If this 1s so, T think the chences sre Zpailnst the
coafficient having sctually been carved as over fiftesn, but this

cannot be steted as certsin, If o value of 20 or more would fit,

the condition of the stone will allow for zero T (1n which case the
richt edge of the surrosed bar would be the edge of a border) or for

£ te 9 Wy, the space belng sufficlent for one bar end dots, though hardly
for % bers ond dobs,

Cortainly the condition of this stone 1s no pgood 2nough to
werrent the pajection of g theory vhich works w-11 1in a Satisfactory
series elss hore, : o

- =

If this 1s a erucial question, we should meike & send 2
caet of the glyph, It is too fer gone for = rbc%fﬁfv;x_?aApnkéa_mnch
ugse, I cen ses the line in lerley's photogreph, but I am ’mﬁlﬁ IUPLS
that 1t wes oither rubbed out in trsnsit, or is 2 mere line cf
di

B
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