




















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































454 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Febs 11, 19642,
Dr, Carroll Chase,
R.F Dy #1
Milford, N.H.

Dear Doe';hmy,

Yours;gf the 6th received returning the Brooks 7R1h 6¢ Essay =
17 die proof = photes - ete, — T

I will treat your letter as strictly confidential and will not
gshow 1t to enyone or quote you in any waye I will not even show 1
your letter to Earold,

e T —
e A
R

F#E_Eg‘zzg_especially interested in who did the monkey business but
I am almost positive that the damage wes not from a natural cause
but occurred in an effort to restore the stamps I rather believe
you concur in this opinions I think that there was some spots of
gum on the face of this stamp and that this gum became damp and
adhered to the back of an envelope which laid on top of this cover in
a bundle, vhen pulled apart the blue ink in front and back of the .
head on the 7R (wheﬁe tha spots of gum were) pulled away from the
stamp and left two damaged spets, Someone attempted to #ouch up
these spotz with the result that the stamp is probably worse than it
was, There was no damage tc the paper, Surely you have seen s imilay
examples, I am sure I have, ‘

Regarding the cancelationes I am reasonably certain that the bars ;
wore painted over the left damage, simply for the reasomn that originally |
the bars did not extend out that far, In s%uarinﬂ up this sguare grid f
on a large photo, the ends of the bars should not have extended to.the f
left beyond the limit of Franklin's head, There iz no evidence of a !
double strike, '
e ———— e i T ey WSt e R BN —

Re - the é¢ Die, I agree that there are two sidss to this controveryy
but I am taking the opposite to Perry just because I enjoy getting his
goaty If I am on the wrong horse, what's the difference, However, he
has no more proof than I have and ['1ll be damned if I'1l let him

force his theories on me,

He made a positive statement in Brazor's book that the original 8¢ die
had layout guide lines when as a fact he has no proof of f%Is.

Naturally he would have to state this 1n order to make his theory worlks

He does not contend that the proof I sent you came from the original *
8¢ die but rather from a laydown from the original (64) from whgch The

lines were removeds Do you get the point? In order to make his theory
work he is compelled to invent a mythical die and this thical die

had guide lines, YNow I don't intend to swallow such st%%f unless nis
theory can be proved to be a fact, He don't clalm that anyone has a

proof from the mythical original die, nor dees he know of anyone who

ever saw a proof from his mythical die,

I don't consider that the dots and dashes above and below the "Six Cenus®
label prove a single thinge In this case, what didn't exlst could havy
been added, just as well as what did exisg could have been erased, One
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BI‘. CaPrOll‘ Chase, Feb" 11' 1942.‘

theory is no more logleal than the others In other words, the 1¢

die was the master die and it was as we see 1t on die proofs, withe

out the dots and dashes, On the laydown used to make the 67, the

dots and dashes were added, This was Brazer's sole convineing proofs -
Perry took thie theory and invented his mythical die and made a

positive statement that Brazer's theory was not & theory but a fact,
Good Lord if he can invent one unknown die why couldn't he invent a
dozen or more to make his theory work out, if thls had been necessary,

Regarding the "Dot" on the bust on the 6¢ I don't think this was
consistent. It wasn't on the &¢ Essay, which I 1llustrated in Vol. 1
of my book gnd I am gnite sure it wasn't on the proof you illustrated
in your 3¢ Books So there is no proof here that the 6¢ came first,

I can't imagine why all the 6¢ proofs which I have seen were cut closes
I puess I have seen at least a half dozen and all were trimmed and
mounted on thiek cards, All were in a black browns

Those layout gnide lines were on the ofEginal master die, that is a
cineh, If Perry's mythical 6¢ die was ‘the original or master die, *

- why were these gulde lines taken up and transferred to a laydown on
which the label was changed to "One Cent.," Note the large One Cent

die (Vol. 1) page 53 of my books MNote the extent of these lines., Note
especlally the vertical liness Uhy was it necessary to transfer all
these long lines to a laydown or duplicate die. In addition, the 6¢
label was either cut off on the relief or burnished out on the duplicate,
How come the guicde lines at bottom were not damaged in such an erasure,
Note the two dots under the "C" of Cents These are intacts I think a
very carefuvl examination will show that the bottom line (or lines) on the
1¢ was the original and that the center part was e ased, (over the tweo

* yvertical dots and between the ends of the ribbonse

Perhaps Perry's theory (copied from Prazer - not original) would be
ideal, if the 1¢ had no layout guide lines and 6¢ Lssay proofs showed
these guide lines,

I think it is absurd to assume that the issuance of a 1¢ stamp was an
after thought, If there was no need for a 17 value then surely there
was less need for a 6¢ velue,

It is true that Drop letters and circulars (also 5¢ shore to ship

rates « foreign mail) didn't require stamps to prepay these rates, but
neither were 3¢ stamps required to pay the 3¢ rate, Because some dots
and dashes exist on the 6¢ and do not show on the 1¢, is the sole ex=
cuse Brazer had in starting this stuff, He has a mania for "new
discoveries,”

I have no explanation to account for the close trimming of the 67 proofs.
I never saw any proofs trimmed like these, Yeg, why was it done? lone
of these essays show any traces of gulde lines so the trimning was not
done to eliminate such lines, My illustration in my book shows a big
gheet at the bottom but this barhlishedrdboard, not the trimmed proofs

An error in the photograph,

I think the 1¢ die at Washington 1s the original and perhaps it will
show positively that there was no alteration in the label,



g
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It is true that it could originally have had a "Six Cents" label
and before it was hardemed the label was changed to One Cent, but
domsnft Perry's theory rall down here? If the 6¢ proofs come from a
laydown, the 6¢ die had to be hardened to make the roller which made
the laydown. After 1t was hardened was it softened and changed to a
"One Cent?" Sounds like bunk to me,

Perry advertised that he was telling the true story about the Knapp
shift, yet in his "Pats" he didn't tell a thing. He gave m very
twisted account on the inside page of the cover, Ned had no use for
Elliott and he didn't care any more about what Perry thought of his
104 stamp than you care what Souren thought of the Brooks 7R1E,
Perrcy wanted to bust into print with the statement that the ssamp
was a fake, a paintings Knapp notified him if he did he would sue
him for iibel, Note how Perry deliberately twisted these facts and
they are facts,

I think you did right in replylng to Perry 28 you dids Let me do the
scrapping with him, I don't mind, and I do get his goat and as the
Irishman saild, "That is the 'intenshun',"

Yours stc,,



