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1 Abstract

The Great Table is the central matrix of the Enochian magical system,
existing in two historic forms: the Original Table (1584) and the Reformed
Table (1587). By examining John Dee’s manuscripts and related scholarship,
this paper identifies 16 minor Governor name mismatches and 23 letter
alterations in the Reformed version. Most discrepancies stem from simple
phonetic or scribal errors, not purposeful corrections. Angelic testimonies
from 1584 already reflect the later-known Reformed arrangement, showing
that the layout was intended from the outset. Consequently, the Reformed
Table’s altered letters are largely transcription mistakes, while its overall
ordering is authentic. The reconstructed “True Great Table” restores the
original letters within the correct arrangement, providing a reliable reference
for contemporary Enochian study.



2 Introduction
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Figure 1: The Original Great Table. The four Tables are each divided into
four sub-angles.
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The Great Table, also known as the Table of Earth, is a major part of
the Enochian Magic system, developed by John Dee and Edward Kelley. It
is comprised of four Tables filled with individual letters, joined by a black
cross in the centre. Each Table is further divided by another cross, into
four smaller sub-angles, marked by four smaller crosses (see Figure . In
this paper we will refer to these so-called Tables of Enoch or Watchtowers
individually by the first three letters in the middle row of each Table, i.e.
ORO, MPH, MOR and OIP, as is commonly done by practitioners of the



systemﬂ

The principal function of the Great Table is to act as a data set for an
algorithmic derivation of names of spiritual entitiesﬂ As such, it houses a
large hierarchy of angelic and demonic beings with many different powers
or offices. This in turn is foundational for the 19-day working — an original
Enochian initiation ritual, in which each angel of the hierarchy is supposed to
be called by nameﬂ Similarly, the Hermetic Order of the Golden Dawn has
repurposed the four Tables, placing them at the very centre of its initiatory
systemﬁ thus ensuring their influence in the wider occult community.

According to Dee’s mystical diary, the Great Table has been originally
delivered by angel Ave in June 1584E| The four Tables were first transmitted
letter by letter, row by row, only for Dee and Kelley to then discover that
they are in fact comprised of the previously received 91 Parts of the Earthlﬂ
All of which have their distinct characters and names that in a manner similar
to jigsaw puzzles make the greater WhOleE] According to Enochian scholar
and practitioner David R. Jones, the fact that they fit almost perfectly, with
just a few discrepancies, constitutes a chief proof for the system’s spiritual
originﬁ Nevertheless, the point stands, that there are differing versions of
these Tables, which remains as a challenge for students of Enochiana even
today.

To complicate things further, three years after its original revelation, the
Table was "reformed" by archangel Raphaelﬂ Many modern practitioners
are sceptical of the changes brought in the later version. Some common
arguments for this doubt include the fact that Kelley received it by himself,
or its association with the infamous Wife—swappingﬂ More importantly,
however, the differences between the two, as we shall soon demonstrate, are

'Dean F. Wilson, Enochian Magic in Theory (2012), p. 207.

2Ibid., p. 217-225.

3Kevin Klein, The Complete Mystical Diaries of Dr John Dee (2020), lib. XI, p. 57-58,
63-64. See also Aaron Leitch, The Essential Enochian Grimoire (2014), p. 198-204.

‘Egil Asprem, Arguing with Angels (2012), p. 49.

5Klein, lib. XI, p. 46-48.

SThere are two sources for the names of the 91 Governors. The first is Dee’s mystical
diary (Klein, lib. X, p. 66-74 and 83-92), the second is his later grimoire (Klein, lib.
XXII).

"This instruction is first mentioned in Dee’s mystical diary (Klein, lib. XI, p. 45-46).
A diagram with the sigils mapped onto the Great Table can be seen in his grimoire (Klein,
lib. XXIV, p. 6-7).

8David R. Jones, The System of Enochian Magic, https://hermetic.com/jones/
the-system-of-enochian-magick/the-evolution-of-the-tablets,

9Klein, lib. XIX, p. 27-30.

10Wilson, p. 210.


https://hermetic.com/jones/the-system-of-enochian-magick/the-evolution-of-the-tablets
https://hermetic.com/jones/the-system-of-enochian-magick/the-evolution-of-the-tablets

quite significant.

At the time of this writing, many contradictory opinions exist regarding
which version is the "true" Great Table. Due to its great importance and
influence, the topic is extremely controversial. The descendants of the Golden
Dawn current tend to use the Reformed TableB while the "Dee purist"
practitioners favour the Original versionE With no clear consensus, some
others turn to their subjective experiences or preferences.lE In this paper
we will instead go in the opposite direction and reconstruct the True Great
Table based on the analysis of Dee’s writings.

UTbid., p. 211.

127 eitch, p. 21.

13See e.g. Scott Michael Stenwick, Mastering the Great Table (2013), p. 19-21. Stenwick
claims that the Reformed Table gave the best results in his "probability testing".



3 The Problem with the 91 Parts

Number Table Original Name Great Table Name

6 MPH Dialiua Dialioalﬂ

8 MPH Virochi Virooli
10 MPH Thotanf Thotanp
11 MPH Axziarg Axxiarg
19 OIP Obmacas Opmacas
40 OIP Tedoand Tedoond
43 ORO Tahando Tahamdo
50 ORO Aydropt Audropt
56 ORO Abaiond Abriond
61 ORO Chirspa Chirzpa
67 MOR Ronoamb Ronoomb
70 MOR Orcamir Orcanir
78 MOR Bazchim Lazchim
83 MOR Focisni Pocisni
88 MPH Taoagla Taaogba
91 MPH Dozinal Doxmael

Table 1: Discrepancies in names of Governors between the original
transmission and the Great Table.

Comparing the names of the Governors and the Original Table, we find
that a total of 16 nameﬁ differ (see Table . Most of these discrepancies
are of a single letter. Among those, the differences seem to be relatively
consistent among the names.

e A-O: Tedoand-Tedoond, Ronoamb-Ronoomb
e F-P: Thotanf-Thotanp, Focisni-Pocisni
e [-B: Toaogla-Taaogba, Bazchim-Lazchim

e M-N: Orcamir-Orcanir, Tahando-Tahamdo

" Two versions of the sigil exist for this Governor in Dee’s writings. The first one is in
his book of invocations (Klein, lib. XXIV, p. 7) and it spells out Dialoia. The second is
in Liber Scientiae (Klein, lib. XXII, p. 4) and spells out Dialioa. The second variant is
closer to the original name, and thus more likely correct.

Dee uses the letters "v" and "u" interchangeably, while the angelic alphabet likewise
does not distinguish them. In this paper we shall therefore ignore the discrepancies

between these.



o 7-X: Axziarg-Axxiarg, Dozinal-Doxmael

The switching of letters "a" and "o", as well as "m" and "n" could be
explained by their sounds being similar. Similarly, "z" and "x" in some cases
make the same sound, as e.g. in the words "xylophone" or "xenon". The
letters "f" and "p" nowadays would seem quite distinct, but they are strongly
related linguistically. Consider for example the English word "apple" and its
German equivalent "apfel", or "father" and Latin "pater"m Such phonetic
similarities could also explain three other names: Chirspa-Chirzpa, Obmacas-
Opmacas, Dialiua-Dialioa.

The "1" to "b" transition is a strange one, as the letters sound nothing
like each other, but with two examples it is hard to attribute it to chance.
Same goes for the names Virochi-Virooli and Abaiond-Abriond. The first
one is especially odd, since Dee even noted the pronunciation of the last
syllable as "ki"E The cause of these discrepancies remains unclear and
warrants further investigation. This leaves us with Aydropt-Audropt, which
is a special case, as it is linked to the Reformed Table.

It has been suggested that the Reformed Table’s origin lies in Kelley’s
attempt to fix the inconsistencies of the names of the Governors and the
Original TableE This does not seem to be the case, as locating the names
of those problematic Governors/Parts on the Great Table, we find that most
of them do not use the changed letters (see Figure . In fact, if we compare
it with the Reformed Table (Figure 4)), in the three cases that do, only one is
actually corrected (Aydropt). Of the remaining two, one is mostly unaffected
(Orcanir), while the other is completely broken (Lazchim), and any attempt
to fix it would have a ripple effect, breaking other names around it. Notably,
Dee happened to ask angel Ave about the two versions of the name Aydropt
specifically. Ave replied that "Both names be true, & of one signiﬁcation"@
so while there is more evidence supporting the Aydropt variant, Audropt is
also valid.

Since the relevant letters agree in both the Original and the Reformed
Table, beside that single exception, the discrepancies in Governors’ names
are likely errors in Kelley’s transmission or Dee’s transcription. Whatever
caused these differences, the evidence suggests that the Tables are correct.
This is further confirmed by angel Ave:

Dee: As concerning the diversity of certayn words in these Tables

'6See Grimm’s law: https://www.britannica.com/topic/Grimms-law.
"Klein, lib. X, p. 68.

18Wilson, p. 209.

19Klein, lib XI, p. 70.


https://www.britannica.com/topic/Grimms-law

and those of the portions of the Erth delivered by Nalvage what

say you?

Ave: The Tables be true20]

Figure 2: The 16 discrepant Governor names as visible on the Great Table.

20Tbid.



4 The Problem with the Reformed Table
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25 June 1584. Outlined are the cells

Figure 3: The Original Great Table,
that differ from the Reformed Table.
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Figure 4: The Reformed Great Table, also known as Tabula Recensa, 20
April 1587. Outlined are the cells that differ from the Original Table.

The Reformed Table differs from the Original in two main ways. Firstly,
a total of 23 letters has been changed in the newer version (see Figures
and . In particular, a whole row in the MOR table has been shifted by one
to the left, removing the initial "R" and appending a "t" to the end. This
affects many of the generated names, especially those of the Governors of the
Parts of the Earth system. For example, the already difficult to pronounce
Cucarpt would become Cucnrpt.

Secondly, three of the four divisions of the Table have their position
swapped around the central cross. Meanwhile, some methods of deriving
names of spiritual entities, such as the so-called cacodaemons, take the initial



letter precisely from there@ For instance, we can take the name of the first
cacodaemon in the upper-left sub-angle of the MOR table. Using the Original
Table we get XAI, while in the Reformed Table it would become MAI.

We see therefore, that the discrepancies in the two versions of the Great
Table result in different names being generated. Since these names are
employed in ritual practice, this constitutes a challenge for practitioners,
who would have to make difficult decisions, choosing which variants to use.

4.1 Letter discrepancies

As of today, no consensus has been reached as to how to deal with these
discrepancies. Scott Stenwick chooses to completely ignore the Original
Table, favouring Tabula Recensa@ Kevin Klein, on the other hand, suggests
that since the "R" removed from the shifted row belongs to the name Paraoan,
which has been explicitly referred to by the angels multiple times, these
changes are likely just Kelley’s errors@

Aaron Leitch suggests that the sole purpose of the Reformed Table was to
help Dee work out a cipher message received prior. Said cipher was a long list
of numbers divided into many variable-sized groups, which Dee immediately
understood to be words. The angels told him, that those numbers refer to
the letters in the Great Table in their order. Leitch claims that Dee’s initial
decipherment attempts failed, until the angels instructed them to rearrange
the Tables, which then allowed them to solve it@ This version of the events
is however not entirely faithful to how Dee describes them.

In reality, Kelley was first told to "Join Enoch his Tables" and given a
diagram of four squares with one letter each (see Figure [5). He was then
furthermore instructed: "Give every place [i.e. square| his running number.
(...) Which done, refer every letter in the Table to his number, and so read
what I will". He then saw a woman surrounded by 4 white clouds in the
shape of some characters. Following said vision, the manuscript presents us
with the long list of numbersﬁ

21 Elaborating on these methods of extraction of names is beyond the scope of this text.
For a comprehensive breakdown, see Wilson, p. 217-225.

228cott Michael Stenwick, Mastering the Thirty Aires (2022), p. 36.

ZKlein, p. 1163.

2 Leitch, p. 23.

ZKlein, lib. XIX, p. 27-30.

10



Figure 5: The arrangement of the four Tables.

Dee noted then, that he identified the letters in the diagram to be the
first letters of the four Tables, but arranged differently than he has before.
He also found the 4 clouds to be the sigils of the Governors/Parts of the
Earth, one from each Table@ In Kelley’s drawing, these were placed in the
same positions as the diagram with the letters, as if to further affirm that
arrangement. Thus, the instructions clearly suggested using the Reformed
order from the very beginning.

That said, it is true that Dee struggled, though for a different reason.
After they eventually gave up, Kelley felt a calling to go to his room. He came
back about an hour later, and brought, in writing, the Reformed Table and
the deciphered message. Upon receiving the solution, Dee seemed to attempt
to reverse-engineer itm Then he realised that the reason for his struggle was
that many of the numbers were actually off by on@ (see Appendix |A for a
full breakdown).

Although Leitch was not entirely accurate in the order of how these
events took place, that does not invalidate his point. It is worth noting,
however, that it would be peculiar for the angels to place such considerable
emphasis on the rearrangement solely to facilitate the cipher. The question
remains why they could not have supplied the numbers in accordance with
Dee’s original placement of the Tables. While Leitch’s argument retains
some plausibility — perhaps the cipher functions only when the letters are
altered according to the Reformed Table — an examination of the specific
cells targeted reveals that this is not the case: Out of 23 cells affected by the
reformation, only 3 appear relevant for the cipher (see Figure @

26Those are:
50th - Aydropt - ORO
9th - Andispi - MPH
85th - Vastrim - MOR
33th - Ponodol - OIP
2"See margin note on the side of the new Table, Klein, lib. XIX, p. 29.
283ee margin note on the side of the cipher number list, Klein, lib. XIX, p. 28.

11



r|{Z]|i|[Ll]ja|f[A]llylft|]l[p]a T{a|O[A]ld]u|p|t|D|n]|i|m
a|r|d|({Z|a|i|d|[p|]a|L|a|m alalb|c]o olm[fe|b]|b
clz|lofn|fs|alrjo|Y|[aflu]|b Tloflg|cfo|n|x|m|a|l|G|m
Tlo[i|[T|tfz|fo|[P|afe]o|C n({hflo|d|[Dfifallf|e ofe
Sli|gla|[s|om|r|b|z]|n|h plalt]A|x|[i]|]ofV]|s|[P|s]|N
fim|lo|nfd|a|T|d|i|a|lr|igMS|ajali|x|alalr|V]r|ofi
ofr|{ofi|b|[Afh|{a|lo|z|[p]i mfp|lhfa|r|s|l]glal]i|ofl
tffNfafb|r|[V|i|x|g|lals]d M|a[m|g|l|ofJi|n|L|[i|r]x
O|lifi]i|[t|[T|p|la]l]|O]ali ofl]lafla|D|nffglafT]|al|p]|a
Albla|m|[ojJoe]|o|a|C|v]c]|a pla|L]c|ofi|d|x|P[|a n
Nfafo|c|O|T|t (n|(p|c]n|T n|ld|a|z|Nfz[fi[V]a|al]s]|a
ole|lafn|mfalgfoft|r|fo]i i|i[d|[P|[ofnfs|d|[Af[s|p]i
S|lh|ijJaf[l]r]a|p|m|[z]|o]|x x|{rli|nlh|t|a|r|(nJd|i|L
b
blO|la|Z|a|R|o|p|[h|a|R]a dlo|n|pla|T|{dfa|n|V]a|a
u|Nfnja[x|o|P|[S]o|n]|d|n ofl]Jofla|G|le|lo|o|lb]a|ufa
alilg|rlaln|fo|ofm|a|g|g O|lPlam|[n|of| V|[G|m]|d|n|m
ofr|p[m|n|i|[n|g|[bfe]all alpllfs|[Tle|ldfe|c|[afo]p
r[s|O|nfifjz|ijr|l|e|m|u s|lcfm|i|ofo|n|[A|m|[]l|[o]x
ilz|i|n|r|[Clz|i|a|M|h Via|r|s|G|d|Lfb|r|ifa]p
M[OJr|d]|i|a|l|[h|C|lt]G]|a oli|P|ltfe|lalalp|[D|ofc]|e
Ollcllalnfclih]ilfa] s]|fofm]l t xlfsjulajec|(N|r|[Z|i|r]|Z]|a
Alr|b|ijz|mjiJi]|l]|p]|i]z S|liJo|d|afo]|i|n z|f|m
Ofplaln|a|lfa|[m|[S|m]|alP dla|l]Jt|T|d|nfa|dfi|r]e
d|O o|Pli|[n|ifla|n|b]a dli|x|o|m|fo|n|s|if[ofs]p
r|{x|plafofc|s|ifzfi|x]|p Olo|Dfxlz|i|Alpfla|n|1]i
alx|tli|r|[V]a|s|[t|r|i r{gloja|nf{n|P|A r{afr

Figure 6: The cipher as seen on the Reformed Table. Dark grey cells
represent the letters that were actually used in the cipher. Light grey cells
(usually found next to the other) are those that the cipher numbers targeted
erroneously. Bolded letters belong to names that have been explicitly spoken
by the angels. A doubled border indicates a change between the Reformed
Table and the Original Table.

Further investigating the cipher, we see that out of the 196 numbers
provided, 92 did not in fact match the letters they were supposed to. Of
these, 89 were off by one. Two of the errors are unclear.

The remaining one deserves special attention, as it is one of the letters
changed in the Reformed Table. It is the letter "x" in the penultimate row
of the OIP Table. The cipher expected the letter "p", which was there in
the Original Table. Dee appears to recognise the error as Kelley’s, since he

12
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reinstated the in the rendition presented in his grimoire@ Although not
noted by Dee, the other discrepancies between the two tables are likely to
be of the same kind.

Clear examples of such errors can be found among the bolded letters.

e The "x" in the name of the angel Aaoxaif, separately mentioned in the
dlarlesﬂ is changed to a "z", which was not part of the cipher.

e The "a" in "npaT" is changed to an "n", while Dee even notes explicitly

the pronunciation of this name as "en pe at" 1]

e The name Paraoan is broken, as an entire row in the MOR Table shifted
one to the left. While two of the letters in that row were indeed used
in the cipher, considering that more than half of the numbers were off
by one, that shift is unnecessary.

There remains only one letter change in the Reformed Table that the
cipher actually needed: The "c¢" at the beginning of the 8th row in the
ORO Table has been corrected to a "t", although since its number was also
incorrect, it is possible that this too is an error. This "c¢" is used in the
name of the 44th Part/Governor of the Earth — Nociabi. Dee noted the "ci"
distinctly as a syllable, so it is pronounced as a soft "c", like in ”cipher"]ﬂ
That sound being similar to an unvoiced "th" makes it possible that a
mistake occurred somewhere during transcription. Nevertheless, because
the Original Table aligns with the Governor’s name, and lacking additional
corroboration, it is more plausible that this amendment is erroneous.

Original Reformed Change needed Used in angelic Table

by the cipher names location
p X no no OIP 4:12
X z no yes: Ao(x)aif ORO 6:4
a n no yes: np(a)T ORO 11:11
R ) no yes: PA(R)AOAN MOR 1:8
c t yes yes: No(c)iabi ORO 1:8

Table 2: Summary of notable letter discrepancies between the Original, the
Reformed Table and the cipher.

29Klein, lib. XXIV, p. 5.
39Klein, lib. XI, p. 50.
3bid., p. 56.

32Klein, lib. X, p. 83.
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We have demonstrated that most of these letter changes serve no apparent
purpose. They do not really fix the issues with the names of the Governors,
in fact they make them worse. They are likewise not needed for the cipher.
Thus, the evidence supports Klein’s claim that all these alterations are
merely mistakes on Kelley’s part, with one noted exception of the "a" to
"y" change, confirmed by the Governor Aydropt.

4.2 The rearrangement

Since the Reformed Table is indeed riddled with errors, the question remains
whether the rearrangement itself is one. In fact, Dee had previously been
assured that he joined the Tables correctly@ It is notable, that during its
revelation, the new order had been referred to multiple times: First in the
diagram with the initials, then with the sigils of the Governors, and finally
the new Table — all this further confirmed by the cipher. It should also
be mentioned, that while all this happened in a single day, the reformation
had been foreshadowed the day before by angel Ben, who told Kelley, "That
[Dee’s| Tables of Enoch, were in some places falsly Written"@

While Dee’s diary provides a few examples of names generated from
the Tables,lﬂ those unfortunately cannot verify which arrangement should
be used. Although he did include the Reformed Table in his grimoireﬂ
it remains unclear why he never corrected the names of the angels in his
invocations. Leitch states that the Original Table was the one and only used
throughout the angelic actions, and nothing else had been said about its
arrangement until Raphael’s revelation in 1587@ This is, however, incorrect.

In an action on 1 September 1584 (just 2 months after the Great Table
was first transmitted), three angels — Ga, Za and Vaa — appeared and
identified themselves as belonging to the Tables (see Figure @ They
described themselves as follows:

1. Ga — "I am the Midst of the Third, and the last of the spirit of Life".
That is the last two letters of the middle row (previously called by the

angels "Linea Spiritus Sancti" i.e. "the line of the Holy Spirit"lf[) in
the MOR Table.

33Tbid., p. 62.

34Klein, lib. XIX, p. 26.
35Klein, lib. XI, p. 48-51, 53-57.
36Klein, lib. XXIV, p. 4-5.
3TLeitch, p. 23.

38Klein, lib. XIII, p. 25-26.
39Klein, lib. XI, p. 48.
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2. Za — "I am the second of the Third", i.e. the second name in the first
row of the MOR Table.

3. Vaa — "I am the last of the first of the fourth", i.e. the end of the first
row of the OIP Table.

Given that they refer to the MOR, table as the third and the OIP table as
the fourth, it appears they were consulting the Reformed Table well before
its purported delivery by Raphael in 1587. Dee himself noted this difference:
"Note: the Third Table; here ment, is that of the Sowth, as Est, West, Sowth
& North: Theyr placing is others."@ This refers to the four Tables using the
directions he attributed to them previously: ORO-East, MOR-South, MPH-
West, OIP-North. The order suggested here is therefore ORO, MPH, MOR,
OIP, the same as the Reformed Table. Thus, Dee knew the arrangement of
Tabula Recensa a whole 30 months prior to its revelation.

Keeping the above in mind, it would seem there is one more place where
this arrangement seems to be referenced. That is in fact during the original
transmission. The Tables were first delivered to Dee in the following order:
ORO, MOR, OIP, MPHE However, when delivering the MOR table, Ave
said, "Take the second, that is the third that was Written."lg This matches
the language used by the angels Ga, Za and Vaa. "Third that is written"
most likely indicates that the Tables were drawn left to right, top to bottom,
the natural direction of writing in English. Unfortunately, the other Tables
were not given similar notes. That said, since the placement of the ORO
Table is stable in all configurations, the MOR, Table being thus specified, we
can be relatively confident that the angels had the Reformed arrangement
in mind from the moment the Great Table was first transmitted.

40Tbid.
Tbid., p. 46-48.
42Tbid., p. 47.

15



m

[

b|b

P

n

o

Cc

(S

v

T

m

n

r

d

t

o

d|A

a

plD]o

a

p

S

n|A|fm

Alp

u

n

T|d

n|P|A]|C

1

a

o]0

G|(d|L|b

T|d|n

Z

n

C

S

a

o|d|D

d|{P|o

alm[n|{o||V|G|m]d

alO|A|d

h

ofn|p

T

Tlo]g

n

C

M|a|m]|g

d

a

n

O|P

a

Ofo|D| x

p

R

glg

G

1

Lla|m

a

t

t

a

o

o|ln|d

a|M|h

a

g|b

i

h|C

dfp

oOlofmj|a

n

z

alm|[S|m|alfP

flA|ly

i

o|lP]|S

n

1

a

b|A|h

(o)

X

i

m

c|O|T

dlZ]a

o

a

a

o

p{m|n

N

a

Alb

bl|O|la|Z|a|R|o|p]|h

Figure 7: Angels Ga, Za and Vaa on the Reformed Table.
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5 Conclusion

Diving deep into Dee’s writings we have verified that the so-called "Reformed"
arrangement had been intended from the start. We also confirmed that all
the letter changes in the Tabula Recensa, bar one instance noted before,
are a product of error. Thus, I present the reconstructed True Great Table
(Figure, as the most correct version of the Great Table, until new research
proves otherwise.
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A Cipher solution

Given number Given letter Corrected number Correct letter

49 ¢ C
228 a a
410 s 409 r
505 a a
603 t t
149 b 148 i
173 r 172 b
197 ¢ 196 i
175 i 174 u
177 g 176 x
273t 272 o
416 r r
226 u 225 ¢
441 a a
251 n 250 r
586 i i

83 o o}
132 i 131 r
253 n 252t
277 i i

39 b b
304 n 303 i
401 ¢t 400 s
496 a a
592 x ™ »

90 i i
355 o 354 e
618 n n

20 ¢ t
501 i i
597 a a
466 t 465 ¢
597 a a
502 r T
550 i i

Continued on next page
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Correct letter

i

149 b
413
394

Corrected number

Given letter

a
n
a
(6]

1
24 m
338
411

S

s
i

119
264
603
604
150
414
395
467 g
519
53
29 v
68 m

Continued from previous page
312

Given number

Q— O O+ P>owm

5
286

e
1

0
c
t

418

444

355
9

287 p

trem.ls

181
400

609
610
8
8
9
401

61
Continued on next page
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495 u
63 g




Continued from previous page

Given number Given letter Corrected number Correct letter

367 366
89
65

11
46
267
228
331
97

266
227
332

269
244
400

23

268
243
399

75
178
086
045

18

43

177

25
17

165
93
52

011

175

170

164

174

46
609

228
179
141

22
403
370

227
178
140

402
369

97
243

©C Bl AB < W el oBE B 0 @R g T mml o g1 o ® g0 Ao
Ui 0B = ol og s B ORI ®E g TR o Bl o6 0 To AR

242

Continued on next page
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Continued from previous page

Corrected number Correct letter

Given letter

Given number

Q0 =~ O

0o ® o

S A WO O
o0 10 O <A

O AN

S

162

163
418
311

310 d

empera

t

149 b
252
394

5

08 8 & 8 .4 0 = &

S MO 0 © © 1O I~

AN
%5593545

— AN M 1O —

122 m

O

123

196

433
151
197

285
335
621

t

044
352
295
395

a

e

394

a

253 n

i

254 d
566
423 m
214
261

59
494
ol17
116

w0

v

Continued on next page
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Correct letter

[ » +~ O =~

e

404
169
619
243

Corrected number

Given letter

103 m
405

n
a

170
25
606 v
466
490
290 h

Continued from previous page
620

Given number

o8 a0 2w

[ap)
[an)

283
151

284 d
152
418

Q

82
320 p

491

O
a
a
e
S
n

i

319
389 n
413
365
238
181
459
162
174 u
170
Continued on next page
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a
1
a

390
414
366
239
182
460 d
163
175
171




Continued from previous page
Given number Given letter Corrected number Correct letter
73t
418
214
4
98
96
188
331
136
335
408
452
424
97

213

187
330
135
334
407

w - og el as o=~ oo
o= oo gl o e o e

43This letter would have been correct in the Original Table. See section above.
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