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Atta unsar pu in himinam:
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weihnai namo pein. Qimai thiudi []
HrlOBHWMBELLIDELRNETIHIE HrlzOEEN
nassus peins. Wairpai wilja
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beins, swe in himina jah ana
RIZBWTERL LI ICZOHIZBENTHERHINETLHIC
airpai. Hlaif unsarana pana sin [-]
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teinan gif uns himma daga. Jah
bbhIBH52T3w ZLT

aflet uns patei skulans sijai [-]
bNUONIPTTHA I BIFL TS W
ma, swaswe jah weis afletam pai~

bbb EbbhOTDOFFERZLD%E
skulam unsaraim. Jah ni brig []
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gais uns in fraistubnjai, ak lau[-]
SHLINBEVWTTFEW Z2oflb)ilbivbh %
sei uns af pamma ubilin, Unte
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beina ist piudangardi jah mahts
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jah wulpus in aiwins. Amen.
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,,Die ganaue Herkunft der Runenschrift ist noch immer stark umstritten.” (Krause

2000:34)
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,Die Reihenfolge der Runen im élteren Fupark gilt als eins der ungeldsten Proble-

me, die sich mit diesem Schreibsystem verbinden.* (Vennemann 2009:857)
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“It is well within the realm of possibilities that the knowledge of writing was
brought to the North by sea rather than through the entire continent.” (Antonsen

2002:116)
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