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An unpromising fragmenl.  The two bar-lines correspond 1o lozenges in the original, ar | the
doublc bar 1o ve ek, There are no other scetion lubels. Notes 1-11 in the first line aye smudge. 1, but
can be read without 100 much difficully.  Alvo smwdged are aotes 7-18 in the $ccond line and
although most of these can apuin be read casily 1916 and 18 cannot (for 18 A is a e sible
sltcrnative).  Smudged sgain are notes 9-18 e the lounth line, where the only real diffic 1y is
prosented by 11-12, which consist of what louks hie cuher an unusual combination sign: -, pc sibly
Hd () + ¢0# (J), or just of wilh a mistaken preceding struke. The notes in line 3 arc a m: zinal
iddition. As is wsually the case in semai picees nany notes ate given no duration numeral, ané  hese
have been assigned the nomual value 1 (=), even whoe there is a parallel passage with other v Tues.
Ot the durations specified the only problematic onc is the smudyed note 16 in line 2, which mi; it be
read as 3 () oreven 4 (d )

For the picce 10 fit the 6 : 8 semai rhythmic cycle (ihe 10 @ V6 semai-i lenk cycle scems L tally
cxcluded as a possibility) it must be the case that cersin of the noles for which the duration i not
specified did not have the value 1. But ascenaining which is by no means straightlforward, cspe: -ally
as the mclodic style seems in cenain respects atypical. The foliowing conjectural version i s 10
adhere 10 known patterns of melodic-rhythmic congrucnce wherever possible, but is hardly » be
recommended with confidence as an effective picce of restoration.



