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> Have you considered that Old Persian cuneiform may have been used to
>write a message in another language?
>

> Ken Young

Indeed | have - the first thing | did was to convert the symbols to

their phonetic values. The result made no sense in English, whether or
not | included the symbol shaped like a "K" that wasn't a genuine
symbol but formed part of the "message" nonetheless. | also tried
inserting vowels between the corresponding consonants, but no luck.
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