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June 12, 1959

Col. and Mrs. William F. Friedman

310 Second Street, S.E.

Washington 3, D. C.

Dear Col. and Mrs. Friedman:

Thank you for your gracious letter

of June 9 in which you present the manuscript

of your prize book to the Folger Library along

with a copy of the award from the American

Shakespeare Festival Theatre and Academy. We

are happy to accept these and will treasure then.

We hope that you will want te refer to the docu-

ments yourselves--or at least to some documents

that will bring you often to the Folger Library.

It is always a pleasure to me to see you here.

With cordial good wishes,

Faithfully yours,

Louis B. Wright



310 SEconpD St, SE ‘ WASHINGTON 3, D. G.

9 June 1959

Dre Louis B. Wright,

Director, The Folger Shakespeare Library,

Washington, D. C.

Dear Dr. Wright:

When The Folger Shakespeare Library awarded us one

of its two literary prizes in 1955 we were astonished and highly

pleased. The invitation then to submit the manuscript to The

Cambridge University Press was an opportunity which we eagerly

accepted. The Press wanted the original typescript of our Mss.

and you were gracious enough to lend it to us for that purpose.

In the distillation of the large amount of material

in the original Mss in order to get it within bounds of what the

Press thought practicable for a book that might have wide appeal

among the general public, we had of course to do much cutting

and trimming. ‘When the manuscript for the final version was ready

our original prize-winning typescript lacked many pages, photo-

graphs, photostats, and diagrams. After the book was off the

press and the many photographs, etce, were returned to us we set

ourselves the task of restoring the material to make it conform

to the exact text of the original prize-winning version. But

there were many interruptions and delays in accomplishing our

task, including those attendant upon sending letters and pack-

ages back and forth across the Atlantic to and from the publisher

and it is only now that we have restored our liss to its pristine

form, to be deposited in The Folger Shakespeare Library, where

it may be available for consultation by scholars and those inter-

ested in the authorship question. Ye have checked the Mss sheet

by sheet (our use of a numbering machine helped enormously in
this check) and we kmow that the Mss is now intact, with all the
photographs, etce, that accompanied the original, prize-winning

versione Though quite bulky we hope there will be space for it

in the Library. We may wish to consult it ourselves some dayl

We are grateful to you for not even once reminding

us of the obligation to return the Iss, for it would certainly

have been within your right to have demandéd it as soon as the

book had been published. Included with the Mss is a copy of the
award presented to us in April 1958 by The American Shakespeare

Festival Theatre and Academy, :

courtesies, we are,
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THE CRYPTOLOGIST LOOKS AT SHAKESPEARE

A critical analysis of the various cryptographic

systems which attempt to prove that some author

other than William Shakespeare of Stratford-on-

Avon wrote the Immortal Plays
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"All the things in the world constitute a cipher ...
all nature is merely a cipher and a secret writing. The

great name and essence of God and his wonders, the very

deeds, projects, words, actions, and demeanor of mankind--

what are they for the most part but a cipher? For beneath

a pretended and hypocritical appearance of zeal, piety,...

and other...praiseworthy purposes which may be compared to

the characters of a double cipher...men conceal for them-

selves a secret meaning of their...hatreds, rancor, treason,

«e+; and the alphabet in which these things are written is

known only to Him who penetrates all disguises."

— Blaise de Vigenkre
/Praicté des chiffres/

/ (1586), ps 53b; p.d4a,b/

"Our sensory experience forms a cryptogram, and
the scientist is a Baconian enthusiast engaged in decipher-

ing the cryptogram. ... Perhaps the Tragedy of Hamlet is
not solely a device for concealing a cryptogram. ... In

the truest sense the cipher is secondary to the play, not

the play to the cipher. ..."

— Sir Arthur Eddington

New Pathways in Science,/

1935), p.8

cd



We gratefully dedicate this study to

the memory of that indefatigable scholar

the late Joseph S. Galland, Ph.D.,

Professor of Romance Languages

at Northwestern University,

whose monumental but unpublished work

Digesta Anti-Shakespeareana: An historical

and analytical bibliography of the Shakespeere

authorship and identity controversies was of

inestimable assistance to us.
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