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INDEXED

Feb. 6th, 1948.

_Mre Philip H, Ward, Jr., 8 v he S
1616 Walnut St., ki ;
Philadelphia 3, Pa,

" Dear Fhil:

I sm in reeceipt of vyours of the 3rd,

, What 1 that old saying about ; i}  glass
houses shouldn't throw stones? I rcfeﬂ to b 4 m. of the

. “Brookman Yook, You really shonld not cr 1t e you pulled
oone, whieh, in my opinion, is .a darn TOR ien of
careless reportln& reminds me that the. N currendt
Mekeel's, (Feb, 2, 1948), 1s terrible o yonr comients on
the 3¢ plus 1¢ compound. You guote of the P.M.G, and’
added, gucte: ¢

fis carrier fee“paild the:
Q. students are of the
wricr service from the

"It will, therefore,
PO&tave Trom the bo to fhh

‘ opinion that the fee could
post olfiee to the address

Hhy nmay 1 ask, did
the ?,MsG,?7 Why didn't yo
These remarks weras cont al . report of 1n€0. I you
haven't a copy ol /T4 S that you refer to the "Staap
Specialiat™ Ind ook, pdfe 108,  Read all of page 100 and especially
s.pote that P& Holt state In hie gomments on the S ptuq 1# cone

“pound:

a part of the remerks of
his remarks on the coripoiund?

ot only guo
quote sl
his a

"This epyelope will/£lso be used by those who, when Addressing
thelr city corr wnuenns,QZes*-e LO ‘elieve‘hhem from payrent o he
Carrier's fae [ - ety thelr letvers At thelp domicils

 ——

_You stated that "some studénts were of the opinion etes"  That
sort of reporting 13 sure terribl in ouher words,  if you are going.

to comment on =much items as the ho pound” don't rou tdnk  that you
owe it to your readers to zive them the faects and not a lot of guess~
work, especially when you have the facts right in your own libraryl

, I'l)l wager that Perry gsot quite. & kick when he read your stuff,
30 doubt he considered that you were in perfect ay"eeuenr with his
crack=-pot ideas, What in the hell could bDe more absurd than a conten=-
tion that the P,0.,D. would permit a person to prepay2a carrier fee to
a post office, and refuse to permit the prepayment of the delivery Tee
from a post office to a street address?

You stated that you hmd never sean the compound used frow any

r



~ #2, Wr. Philip H. Ward, Jr., Feb., 6th, 1948,

office but New York, Well, you see, you are not posted on this sub=-
ject, because uses are known from Baltimore, Boston and Chicago, and

I have heard that uses have been reported in the past from Philadel-
~phia and Wushington, but I have never been able to locate any f{rom g
the latter two offices. : o

- Used and unused compounds show up in auctions every once in
awhile and I suppose there has been a dozen or 8o in the past five years,

You also mentioned that you had never seen one used with ad-
hesive stamps, !Ny old friend Carhart had one and I had him buy it. It
was in a Keffer sale back in 1941, It nad a 1¢ 57 and two 3¢ 57 to
Californie from Wew York (10¢ plus 1¢) - all stamps nidely tied by the
Ocean Mail, I illusctreted this cover in one of my arflibles on the 3¢
plus 1¢, but offhard I do not recall whieh article it whs, ‘

How Phil, I advise you.fo go easy in critieisi
book, beecause it is sometilues dangerolls for nEoDITwhe
houses to: throw etones, If you want to pick on anvonea\Mck-on lice
Iike Fonwiser and Steve Rich, and"if you ;
at Perry, out bPear in mind that Tes 1=
has a hoat of friends all over the co

Whet difference does it unke
for philatelic discoveriesy Fifty yead
discovered thig or that? They will prebs
ever as to who it was who res Rited
about the "Premieres OQrevursy )
Pew will recall that suech t
for big monay in the dim &

oW wiio will remember who
/hava no knowledge whatso-
silly Tuff fairy tals

goved from stamp catalopgues,
nmueh legs that they sold

e ever e

A

bo %ld yourself that the -
"Premieres” are bound to re 2 fe. That sure is whistiing in
the dark, because "yngmgy : ¢ will want themn after they are
dropped from all A6 catdloguesy—>4d you know that the f'irst step in
this direction 1 be takenaby the Britlsh Gibbons datalogue? -

I hote that ever so

With be

regards -

&incerely vours,
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Dear Mr.Ashbrook: &

S

I am enclosing three phoibs of covers I recently ran across,and thought
you might be interested in themyand could tell me of their use.

§ Some time ago I had a stamped envelope cancelled "Louisville,July 23rd.
I861" used by the Adams Express Co.to carry mail across the lines from the
North,and wondered if these were the same,but as they have no date on them
I could not tell. ¢

4 The one from the Manhattah Bank is on white paper,the other two are on

.§ buff.The Harnden's Express is a green cancellation, the other two are in
black.

~ These came from the famous Cleage find made in Athens,Tenn.about 40 years

\
\

ago.This man' grandson was a friend of mine,being a member of the Buffalo

Stamp Club some years ago.He was a chemical engineer at one of the big dye

plants here in Buffalo,and two years agomurdered his wife and son and killed {

himself here in this city.

If possible,l would appreciate your giving me the value of these covers,

&

ds I will offer them for sale.You need not return the photos as 1 have sever~—

al sets.
Thanking you in advance,and with best personal regards,I remain

28 Sincerely yours

.“‘ “‘é’\__é\,_{

124 Tillinghast Pl
= Buffalo I6,N.Y.



Octs 24’ 1945u

Nr., He Co Flierl,
124 Tillinghast Place,
Buffalo 16, WeYe

Dear Mr. Flierl:
Yours of the 23rd with the three phobographs received.,

These three coverg represent items which were carried
entirely outside of the mail by express, Thua they haven't
the same philatelic interest as those that were carried partly .
by mail and partly by express; s

Regarding the dates, about the only thing that we can
be sure about 18 .that the uses were subsequent to September
1860, because 1t was in that month that the Star. Die envelopes
were lssued.

The cover with the corner card of the New York Bank
ghows a date of Jun 29 and I believe that this use was doubtless
June 29, 1861, TII so, then the letter was carried all the way
from New York by Adams Express to Knoxville and by Adams from
Knoxville to Athens, Tenn, 'The postal scrvice between the north
and south had been discontinued as of June 1, 1861, but carriage
ol mail by express was not ordered dlscontinued until the middle

of August 1861,

It would be rather wild guessing to try to figure the
dates of the othar two covers but nevertheless I'll glve you a
couple of guessess I think that the Lec 4 may have been Dec 4
1861 and the May 4, May 4, 1862,

By Act of the Confederate Congress,: ixpress Companies

‘were permitted to carry mail, "outside of the mail", and the only

restriction was that the Express Companies account to & post

of fice for postages that would have been charged had the lstters
been carried in the C,S.A. regular mail, I suppose both of the
covers "May 4" and "Dec 4" contained valusble papers, hence were
intrusted to the Adams Expréss Co., for delivery. The C.8,4,
Postal System wever had a Registration system., In the case of
the two above covers the Star Die stamp had no significance whate
soever as I belleve that both of these covers originated in the
CeSeAs and were delivered in the C.S.A.

The other cover is different in this respect as it
doubtless originated in Federal territory (the corner card is the
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42, Wr, H, ¢, Flierl, Oct, 24, 1945,

only proof) hence the Express Company complied with the Federal
law in using a U. S. envelope. '

In the case of the other two, the Star Dies were no
longer of any value except as plain envelopes.

Regsrding the "HARNDEN'S"., As far as I am aware a Haraden .
marking is quite scarce, I have seen one of Savannah, but I never
saw one of the lacon, Ga, office. However, in this respect may I
modestly remark that there are countless philatelle 1tems that 1
have never seen,

I nappen to have a good friend who 1s interested in Express
items and I believe he would be interested in buying these three
covers, If these covers belonged to me and if I were pricing them
to him, T believe I would make the figures as follows:

Cover June 2 340400
" siMay -4 20400 ;
i Bec, 4 10.00 :

If my ideas of walue do not coinclde with yours Iill be
glad to mark them at your figures 1if you care to send them to me
to submit to hiig ;

In the "Stamp Specialist" ~ Black Book Edifion = 1 1llusge
trated and described some express covers in the Brooks collection,
If you have a copy, note Fig, 13 on page 45 Here'ls a very valuable
cover as it has one of the rare 10/ Nashville P.M, Provisionals,
However, this cover as well as the one as per Fig, 12 were both
carried entirely outslde of the iall, Covers that show the "Lonis=
ville" marking surely bad a Us 5. origin, Theee covers show how
an accounting was made to the CeSede PeOsDs, but your cOver was a
month earller (2) and no doubt, just an "account" was kept of sums
dues In other words, no memo of the Confederate postage was made
on the envelope, unless the figures 55 over 1 might mean 104 for
CaSet,s postage anc 26¢ for the express fee, Naturally'this is just
a guess.

Note the Brooks cover - Fig. 12, Here was a single rate, and
1t has & small "2"™ in peén, This meant "two bits" or £54, (nigger
talk). The other was a double, hence the '4" or four bilts.

The Cleage find was a veriteble gold mine and I have seen ,
many a gem from that marvelous lot. I never heard of any the detalls
as to who discovered the treasure and who distributed the lot.

So the grandson of o0ld David Cleage had a very tragic end.
How terrible.

Thanks so much for your kind letter,

I am leaving on Tuesday mornihg and will be away the balance
of the week, just in case you would like to communicate with me



#5. Mr. B, C. Flierl, Oct, 24, 1945,

before I leave,
With best wishes -

Cordially yours,
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November 6th.,I945

Dear Mr.Ashbrook:

I received your kind letter regarding the three covers,and thank
you very much for the information,and for your evaluation of them.I pur-
posely refrained from writing you while at Chicago,as I knew you would be
busy with other things.

We have had two offers from local collectors over the prices men-
tioned in your letter,and have decided to wait awhile before selling them,
and expect to secure some more Confederate covers from a local collector.

Trusting that you had a pleasant time at the Chicage affair,and

thanking you again for your information,I remain

Sincerely yours

// ; ,(z:f;é§%£:~;€~4_/§:: ;
/24 Jellos Jcst Plaes




TRACY W.SIMPSON {NDEXED
TZ8¥ KW EVERETT STREETY
XRXRXNLRIGT XX
2903 Forest Ave,,
Berkeley, Calif,

(Da(‘c Aboulk 19437-0~
lir, Stanley “shbrook, 1923 )
Fort Mitchell, Ky.

Dear My, Ashbrook,

Mr, Jessup said thaet you had inguired of him what I thought
about Mr, Perry's theory that the three reliefs for the 3c. 1851 were on
one roller and that the upver one, the "C", was used a8 a guide for
positioning the roller for rocking in the "A" and wp" directly below,
by the plan of placing the "C" in the recess vacated by the last rocked
"B" position,

So far as I have been able to determine, and I have not had
time to check clear through on this, there is a great deal to support his
opinion in the evidence of the stamps themselves. It is almost a certainty
that Plate 6 was prepared in this way as it is evident that pressure was
placed on the C relief to & reasonable degree, at least in some positions,
because ALL of the misplaced C's that occur in the body of that plate
== there being 15 of them -- are in positions that normally would contain
the B relief, It is therefore clear that it must have been used as a guide
by having it entered in the last rocked B location, There are no C reliefs
in places ordinarily occupied by A reliefs.

Plate 6 was the first of 4group of plates that was made after
the lapse of quite a while =- nesrly a year after Plate 4 was made. It is
not unreasonable to suppose that the maker forgot that pressure was not to
be applied to the C, but he evidently remembered it in makingthe next plates
7 and 8 because there is only one "misplaced”relief C in the body of Plate
7 and none in Plate 8 -- and the one in Plate 7 is in a location ordinarily
occupied by the B rehief, fas is to be expected. In fact of the 22 mis-
placed C reliefs that oceur in the body of the plates, all but 2 ogcur iy
positions normally occupied by B reliefs, The two which do not conform
are on Plate 5 (late state) and as this was a réptry job the rule would
not necessarily apply.

I have studied the vertiesal spacing of the bottom edge of the
B reliefs to the top edge of the next below A reliefs and there is no
lack of uniformity that cennot be explained by a slight rdlling of the
metal, The entire vertical spacing is so marvelous all through this set
of plates that it is hard to c&éeive how it could be so good unless the
~ € was on the same roller and was used as a guide -- no pressure being
applied except by accident —or possibly due to forgetfulness in the single
case of the numerous C's in the body of Plate 6. The relatively poor hor-
izontal spacing was apparently due to the nature of the rolling process
according to which it was difficult to get the roller started praperly but
it is still conceivable that the guide dots were made for the purpose of
controlling horizontal spacing instead of vertical spacing as we have
heretofore believed. In studying the vertical spacing, I have tried to see
if it was any less uniform between the bottom of the B and the top of the
A relief than betwe.n the bottom of the A and the top of the B &

e a o

s e

Whe f8rumer as as uniform as the latter. Iy multiple piece shov neis
not very great but I have plenty of singles in my reconstructed plates

that show portion of next stamp so it was possible to make a fair check
of all of the plates,



Sometime when you wre writing to Mr, Jessup, the favor will
be appreciated if you will let us know the present owner of the First Day
Cover of the Three Cent, as illustrated, Leo Shaughnessy has & beauty
with Hartford lagenta. Clara DeWindt has one, the nature of which I do not
know., One was offered me last year but examination showedit to be a

July 3 instead of a 1, Clara DeWindt's came from Goerner's lot when it
was broken up. Dr, Chase lists 10 known covers.

——
Should you be interested in any late kews as to the 3, Leo 3
aughnessy located the missing link -- plate number 12, proving it to

be of the Plate 10 group with discontinuous side lines., You may recall I
have a fine cover showing orange brown shade of plate 3 dated Jan,17, '52
supporting Dr. Chase supposition as stated in his first paragraph on page
96 of his book. I sent this to you last year from Portland. My showing is
A' very mode#s but I have had the good fortune to run on to a few things that

3

are new,some of which Dr. Chase put in his book after the APS articles,

and a few noted since, principally that 4 RO is a triple transfer, showing
on early printed copies. ' This is verified by two copies in my collection
and by two from elsewhere, though neither Cabeen or Shaughnessy have early
enough copies to show more than a trace of it. I am not actively buying
threes at the present time and I never did go for show mudtiple pieces i
preferring to reconstruct plates by comparisén with Mr. Shaughnessy or I, /
Cabeen, but I am interest in knowing of any plate numbérs that are for sale
other than 2,3, and 4, though I would probably not buy them at present, d

B e
A T A A et g, e e

I a.pgrecia.te your remembering me and inquiring in your letter
to Mr, Jessup, and if I can be of any service to you at any time, I am yours
to commnand.

Yours very truly




DR.RALPH W.PAYNE
GREENFIELD, MASSACHUSETTS

Mr. Stanley 3. Ashbrook Teb=-27-1947

Fort Thomas

Ky.

Dear Stan:

Made a rather interesting find last
week. 1 call it "The Higginson" find.

Stephen Higginson of Boston was the
Grandfather and the letters were addressed to
him and to his family,Frank,later the Admiral,
Louis and Ammss.

Among the letters 1 found one that
may interest you. 1t is a block of four lec 61
margin copy,sent from Springfield Mass %o
Boston., Three of the four covered the rate and
4 the forth is a carrier. The bloek is on the
4 back of the cover and so is the Postmark and
is beautifully tied with straight Paids.

Your artiele in the Stamp Specialist
made me think you might be interested.

Dont think there are many blocks of
four le 69s known on small covers,

Too bad that Mr., Lichtenstein had to
go,he did a lot for Philately.Elliot Perry has
lost a grand friend.

If you want to see the cover let

incere
Delres

me know.



THE TRAVELERS

o Doc Pa yne HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT

TO Stan Ashbrook CITY
Greenfield Mass o

SUBJECT: \ ’ Mar-3d-194%7

Dear Stan:

Hereis the cover., Of course this cover
originated in Springfield. Notice the Paids,they are
not Boston Paids as the other inclosed cover will show.

If you think you can use it or know of some
one that can 1 want $125,00 for it.

Am writing this in haste so as to get it off

M

The Travelers maintains in each branch office in the United States, under the jurisdicgfion of the Cashier, a

WAR SERVICE BUREAU to furnish information and render such assistance as may be posgfble in matters affecting

the interests of our policyholders, employees and friends in military service, and their dependents at home.
*

For COMMUNICATIONS BETWEEN HOME OFFICE, BRANCHES AND AGENTS ONLY.

to-night.
Sincer
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March 10, 1947,

Dr. Ralph W, Payhe,
Creenfield, Wass,

Dear Doc:

Please pardon the delay in returning these two
coveras to you. Both are extremely interesting. I suppose
that some might claim that the 4¢ was a prepald Way Into
Springfield but I feel sure that it was a prepaid gelivery
in Boston.

Do you know whether the Royal Ins, Co. had an office
in Springfield in 1862 or 1863°' If so, it would be good
evidence that the letter originated there.

I am sorry but I do not know of anyone at present
who might be interested in acquiring this item. 7You are
quite right, blocks of four used thus are very scarce.

Regarding the other cover - have you any idea where
this originated?

It is quite odd and instead of being a 3¢ plus 1¢ I
gm wondering if it was not a 2¢ plus 2¢, that is, a prepaid

8Ship Drop? Origin unknown but brought into Boston by a
ngvaEe ship with the 2¢ ship fee and Drop rate prepaid,

ooks very much like such an item anéd if so 1t 1s far
more rare than a 3¢ plus 1l¢.

With regards -
Cordially yours,

£



XXXXXXXXXXXX 33 Ne Ft, Thomas Ave.,

Sept. 19, 1946,

Mr. Winthrop S. Boggs,
4 The Philatelic Foundation,
22 East 55th St.,
Hew Yor’k, NeXe

Dear Win:

I have been studying your new bLook on Canada and I wish
to sincerely congratulate you on such & fine plece of work, I
can fully appreciate what an enormous amount of work this re-
quired and you have given the collectors of B.N.A. a truly wone ¢
derful book,

I would like further light on several subjects, hence
please consider the following remarks as such and in no manner a
eriticisnm,

I believe that I am right in my conclusions and if I am
wrong perhaps you can set me right.

Pirst - Note Figures 15 and 16 in Volume #1 of your book,
pages 67 and 68, What is the difference between these two? Why
no stanmp on one and a 10¢ 47 on the other? If a faker put two
104 stamps on cover #15 would it not be the same as cover #16%?
Pigure /16 was a White cover and I always suspected the 10¢ stamp
had been added and I 8till am of that opinion, I have a large
photo of this particular cover and the 10¢ stamp is not tileds I
also have a photo of an almost exact duplicate with @te ol use
Sep. 10, 1847. This cover has a 10¢ 1847 in the upper right corner
EEEAIE t5 also not tied. The cancel is a grid, evidently a U, S,
:ﬂarkmg ° -

On the White cover, the cancel is a 17 bar grid - 193 M
with 1 M spacing. I note that you state "1¥ Iinos grid," Karl
Burroughs was the last person that I now of who owned the "White"
cover. He wrote me back in 1942 that he thought 1t was genuine
and that he had never seen a Dorwin (Box 160) that did not have
10¢ 1847 stamps., Your cover 15 is a Dorwin Box, but its date was
June &, 1847, :

I have heard it stated in the past that 1t was Negren who
~_had the Kennedy covers and it was Negren who was suspected of add-
# ing 10¢ 1887 staups to a lot of them, :

= Have you ever seen a Box 160 cover with use after July 15,
1847 that did not have 10¢ 1847 stamps?
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#20 Mr, Winthrop 8. Bog{;s’ Septt 19’ 1946.

~In Vols 2 - page 4 - D under #5 - in referring to the
Ue«S.=British Treaty you stated that the articles arranging the details
of the treaty were signed by the Farl of Clanrilcarde, (the British
Minister), H. Bourne and Hobbie, etcs The fact is that Clanricarde
was not the British Minister but rather the Postmaster General of
Great Britain., 8.R.Hobbile was the Flrst Asst. P.M.G, of the U. S,
and no doubt "H. Bourne" was the British Minister at Washington.
The details for carrying the 1848 treaty into effect were signed by
Hobble and Bourne at Washington on May 14, 1849 and the agreement was
"approved" by J. Collamer, the P.M«G. of the U. S. :

The articles were ratified at London on May 51, 1849 and
gigned by "Clanricarde, Postmaster General," In this ratification it
was stated that "Henry Bourne Esq" represented the British P.0.D. and
gigned the 24 additional articles on llay 14, 1849, It is possible he
was not a diplomat but merely a representative of the British Post
0ffice Department.

In this connection you indicate that the articles XIII and
XIV of the U.S.=British Treaty did not go into effeect until "May 14,
1849" and I am wondering if you were under the impression that the
treaty itself did not go into effect until that date., The fact 1s
the treatz itself went into effect on February 15, 1849, and Article
XXIII of the May 14, 1849 "Detalls" certainly did not carry into
effect Articles XIII and XIV of the original 1849 treaty but on the
contrary "postponed" the carrying into effect of these articles. You
will find a notation in the official text of the "Details" opposite
Article XXIII which reads:

"Articles XIII and XIV of the Convention of Dec. 15, 1848

postponed. "

In my opinion these articles were postponed, and as far as I
am aware were never actually put into effect, @Haf is, in the exact
intent of the original treaty. The reason was, because Canada's rates
at that time were according to distance and if each country was en-
titled to the postage within its own borders, it was found impractica=-
ble to even attempt to put the articles in the original treaty into ef-
fect.

: On page 52 - under Fifth, I think that you gilve the impression
that Articles XIII and XIV were put into effect, whereas they actually
were nots You stated, "Fifth, If between May 15, 1849 and April 5,

1851, inclusive, the letTer could be prepald through or not at all, ete,”

Please note your second paraggeaph on page48. I know of no
arrangement whereby a person, for example, could have fully prepaid a
letter to Montreal with

109‘.’ Us S plus
4y pence Canadian.

I know of no provision or exchange marking whereby the 4}
Canadian payment at New York could have been credited to the Canadian
PO OOD.
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#3¢ Mr. Winthrop S, Boggs, Sept. lgkh. 1946,

I suppose it would have reguired entirely too much book-
keeping to figure out the credits on fully paild letters to all the
post offices in Canada, hence the Articles XIII and XIV were never
put into effect. It is true that a letter at that period from
Montreal (for example) to the U, S. could have been fully prepaid
by the use of a U. S. 10¢ 1847 staup,

Further, I fall to note a single cover in your 1llustrations
which shows a letter to Canada that was fully prepaild from the U, S.
to destination in accordance with articles XIII and XIV of the 1849
U. Ss = British Treaty.

One more point. Please note cover #34 on page 77. This cover
changed hands thru me a year ago and the price was §1,350,00, For
thils reason 1 was rather chagrined to note the valuation that you

laced on its The owner of this cover informed me that he paid

$1,000 for the cover many years agos It 1s true that the cover was
supposed to have sold in a Bartels sale some three or four years ago
but it was a wash sale and the cover did not change hands, I consider
this cover one of the rarest and most desirable of 5¢ 1847 covers and
consider that as such 1t is not worth a penny less than $2,500. :
sure would like to buy a dozen or two at your appraisal,

I will appreciate comments on the above, Incidentally I
noted your remarks about the 1847 steel plates. I dare say that I
have far more evidence on this subject than The guess work expressed
by your friend "Doctor" Brazer. Why a book on Canada should discuss
a very controversial subject on 19th U. 8. 1s rather beyond com=
prehension, but I suppose your remarks will please the great "Doctor.,”

S8incerely yours,
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Septs 25, 19464

Mr. Winthl‘op Bo E.gs i

% The Philatelic Foundation,
Collectors Club,
New York, N.Y.

Dear Win:

T am sure that you will not mind if 1 make
notes to call fto your attention on your book. from time
to time, In fact, 1 am sure that you will welcome
gsuchs.

Note the last m ragraph on page 43 of your Vol, s i
X note that you were of the opinlon that the Stayner order
of Oct. 25, 1847 was the direct result of our issuance of
the 1847 stamps, whereas such a suggestion is in error, 88
our 1847 stanps had no relation to that order, In your
Vol. 2 = page 2 = D you quoted the ordeor of 26 Qets 1847 -
(#4), You'will note that Stayner was issulng the in-
structions on "orders" received from the British P.l:Gs

T have searched your two books f or the real explana=-
tion as to why the P.MuG. issued the order but haye failed
to f£ind same. Perhaps I have overlooked 1t and if 'so will
you be so kind as to give me the reference?

I am enjoying your book very rmach, as I .am sure
a1l are who have so far been fortunate enough to obtain
coples.

Sincerely yours,



aF e A
PP W S

th st

New: York
Wew York,

3
N

v ."‘..f.

q -
y £ ‘
. N ? 3 — A
S L0 5
0 T P,
! 3
% IS
3 Y A
"‘ r '.‘J L e ’ .
Vv - L4

Foundation,

yours

3

et

ol




THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION

220 EAST S5 TH STREET .
ALFRED F. LICHTENSTEIN NEW YORK 16, N.Y.
CHAIRMAN . S
THEODORE E. STEINWAY MURRAY HILL 3-0388
“TREASURER. 5667
ROBERT L. GRAHAM, JR. . e
SECRETARY

: November 4,1946.
Mr.Stanley B. Ashbrook,
33 North Fort Thomas Ave.,
Fort Thomas,Ky.

Dear Stan:-

Many thahkks for your kind remarks concerning my work
on Canada. You are one of the few people who appreciate what a
difficult task it is to write a serious study of any phildtelic
problem,and how endless the subject seems to be.

As soon as I have a moment I will answer your letters
in detail. In the meantime I want to assure you that I appreci-
ate your questionings,as it is only by such discussion thgt we
can eventually arrive at a true plcture of the events of those

by gone times.

Enclosed is a cover which the Bxpert Comnmittee would
appreciate having your valued opinion on. Would it be possible
to get this back to me by lMonday the 1llth,Special Delivery if
necessary? g

If you know of anyone who would like a copy of my
book would you let me know so that I might contact him to
see, 1f he 18 still interested.

Looking forward to hearing from you soon,I am

Sincerely yours,

wsb /b
encl.
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Mr. Winthrop S. Boggs,
22 Bast . 35FEh St.,
New York 16 » MeXs :

Dear Win:

I am returning herewith the 24¢ 1869 cover to Peru.

- Naturally I:cannot express any opinlon on 1t one way or the
other, and ‘if you or the Comuibtieas desire Lo know why, I am
sure that NFele conld expilain, Without his permission' I could
not 'do 80, ' : : , :

. However, pleansé do met’consizue the.nboye #s having: . .
anything to do with whethor the cover is ‘good or is bade = If 4t
would rot betray any confidence on.your part, who may.I enqulre;
does the Comrittes consider perfectly competent to pass on
itenis ‘'such ag thig? : 5%

1f anyone expressedian opinion on a cover suth as this,
the opinion should be backed up with facts. Tt should not be
‘based on whethor the cover "looked" good or "looked" bad. Such
‘ opihions are dbavlutely worthless in uany cages.. . £
4

Regarding your new book. 1 wrote you yesterday regarding
my letters of last geptember and I would greatly appreciate an
expreasion from you regarding the various points that I brought
up.  There are several other points that I would like to dis=-
cuss with you later on.

(& one point I have in mind ie the "Ferriage rate." .On ;
/ page 456 you stated that the speclal Ferriage rate (of 1851) was }’
& continuation of a practice that had been in use for nany years
~— Would it not be befter to state that it was a re-introductlion of|
; (j- an o0ld practice that was dropped in 183717 And didn't the old i
rate apply only to Upper Canada? : :

I am wondering if you ever saw a cover showing the 1851
rate of 249 Rither to Canada or from Canadae, I have one and

I value 1t very highly - I was delighted to find in your book

that the 2¢ rate went back to 1851, I had no idea of such & thing.
I found two covers some years ago showing the rate and I was at a
loss to account for sueh odd payments, and only by chance did I

run across mention of such a rate in & Covernment publication of
1873. T figured that the rate dated from 1868 and was, thorefore,
greatly surprised at the data contained §n your book.



flftz.
A Mr. Winthrop S. Boggs, Nov. 6, 1946.

I sure would love to see such a cover with a pair of
14 1851,

Sincerely yours,
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Wirrthrop = Bogqs
Philatelist

December 10, 1946 ;)
Dear Stan:

At last I have ecleared up enough of the backlog of
material that had accumulated on my desk to sit down and
answer your letters of September 18th, 23rd and November 6th
respectively, congerning some of the questions you raised
in reading my Canada book,

First, let me say that criticisms from you are always
in order as I know of no one who has a wider or more compre- .
hensive knowledge of these rates and thelir lmportance to
philately. I am sure that you and I are going to have many
interesting discussions and I am quite certaln that wherever
we disagree it will be in the most friendly manner. My sole
purpose is to find out the facts and to place them before
students so that they may use them advantageously or go on
to future studies which will clarify many obscure points and,
in t he long run, help the grand, old hobby that means so
mueh to us.

In regard to the specific criticisms, let me take them
up as nearly in order as you discuss them, as possible:

On pages 67 and 68 your question is - If a stamp was
placed on cover, illustrated in figure 15, what would be the
difference between that and figure 16°?

Of course, a stamp on the cover illustrated in figure
15 would be an obvious anachronism because, as you know, the
1847 United States stamps were not in existence in June of
that year. You mention that the White cover had a 17 bar
grid and I said 16. Since I worked from a photograph I may
have miscounted the bars. While I have heard it stated that
Negreen was suspected of adding 1847 stamps to some of the
Kennedy covers, I am of the opinion that many of the 1847 stamps
on Canada covers have been unjustly condemned as being bad. In
view of the fact that we know that certain postmasters in
Canada were also postmasters for the United States post office,
it seems quite logieal that the use of 10¢ '47 stamps in Canada
was well understood at that time.

You asked me if I have ever seen a Box 160 cover used

.
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Philatelist

No. 2

after July 15, 1847, that did not have an 1847 stamp. It 1s
quite possible that the box owner had 10¢ 1847s and used them
on his correspondence. I may be obtuse, but Ican't quite
follow your line of reasoning in regard to the Box 160 covers.

In regard to Vol. 2, page 4D, #5, referring to the
United States British Treaty, I may say that I am glad to
know that articles 13 and 14 of the Convention of December 15,
1848, were postponed and I quite agree with you that because
Canada rates were aceoording to distance, the bookkeeping
problem would have been colossal. As a matter of fact, even
from the Canadian side the bookkeeping problem was extremely
complex. On page 52 under the "Fifth" where I said a letter «
could be prepaid through or not at all, I was thinking of the
mail from Canada to the United States. You will not find a
letter from the United States to Canada prepaid to its
destination because there were no Canadian offices in the United
States, whereas the United States did have agents in Canada.
This was a matter which annoyed our Canadian friends considerably.
In regard to the cover illustrated on page 77 figure 34, may
I say that if you were chagrined to see my price of $500, I was
equally chagrined to see that the typographical error got by
when I had it down for $1500. If Chambers ever finishes
printing the addenda and corrigenda you will find that cover
corrected to $1500,

In your letter of September 23rd, you refer to the
last paragraph on page 43, of Volume 1, I am of the opinion
that Stayner's order of October 25, 1847, was the direct result
of our issulng the 1847 stamps. You refer me to my quotation on
Vol. 2, page 2D, where I say that Stayner issued instructions
on orders received from the British Post Master General.
Mr. Stayner was practically autonomous and his issuance of the
Instructions on orders received from the Post Master General
in London was a mere formality. When the 1847 stamps were issued
Stayner immediately realized the importance of this situation and
communicated with the Post Master General, in London, as to the
steps that he deemed advisable to take to meet this situation
and all the Post Master General did was to confirm Mr, Stayner's
ideas and issue the necessary orders.

g S In your letter of November 6, you refer to the fact
{ that on page 45 I state that the special Ferriage rate of 1851
was a continuation of a practice that had been in use for many

L% years. I am still of that opinion because in a report of the
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| of Ferriage rates and the fact that it varied with the
{ different offices. While your idea that it applied only
' to upper Canada 1is probably correct,f atbheugir the offieial

Wir)tl')rop 3 Boqqs
Philatelist

No. 3
Royal Commission, issued in 1346, there is a discussion

documents say that it applied west of Montreal. For instance,
Kingston Ferriage was 3 pence in 1846 while the other

border towns the rate was 2 pence. I have never seen a United
States cover showing the 2¢ Ferriage rate and if you have a /
_photo of one I certainly would appreciate seeing it,[~&s far

as having a palr of 17 1851s on cover paying the Ferrilage rate,

I would say that it makes a very pleasant dream but I doubt

if either you or I will live long enough to see such a thing. ¢
Of course, if you really want the impossible it would be to

have the 2¢ rate paild by a palr of 1¢ 1§51s one of which would be
7RIE}

e ———————r——"

I have just had a discussion with a gentleman who
showed me a number of covers from Montreal to Vermont where the
rate was 6 pence prior to 1837 and became 4% pence thereafter.
He calls attention to my cover illustrated on page 60 figure
3, where he points out the rate on that cover is 6 pence not
4% as it appears tobe. This is a point that we are investi-
gating, and the explanation will no doubt be comparatively
simple if we can but hit the right answer.

As far as my making remarks about steel plates being
used for the 1847 stamps, in my Appendlx H, I would say that
they are expressions of my opinion and since Rawden, Wright,
Hatch & Edson produced the 13847 stamps and also all the Canadian
stamps from 1851 to 1868, any correspondence or documents which
shows how that firm operated is of tremendous interest to
United States students. As for pleasing Clarence Brazer or
not pleasing him, is merely incidental. I e¢an assure you there
were a number of things in the book that do not please Mr. Brazer
and there are a number of things in the book that probably do
not please you.

If you will refer to my preface, page vil, you will
find therein a sentence, "As we do not collect, no¥ have any
personal interest in the stamps of Cgnada beyond the study of
them, our approach has been without any preconceived theories
or notions to defend. We have been motivated solely by a desire
to examine the facts as we have found them and to present these
facts, with such conclusions as can be reasonably drawn from
them. Where we conflict with other students such disagreement is
based solely on the evidence and is in no way influenced by
personal feelings."
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I note in your letter about the 1869 cover which
appeared before the Committee and suspected from its con-
struction that it was your cover. May I say in my humble
opinion that I thought the cover was good, partly on the
reasoning that you gave Mr. Lichtenstein and partly because
of certain other factors which Mr. Kershner brought out in
his report. I don't think much of the covers appearance
but I do know that the question of rates is extremely complex
and because a table says that a rate is effective on a
certain date does not necessarily mean that sueh is actually
the case. Here again is a case of where I feel that covers
have been unjustly condemned because they don't look right.
If you will recall there was another 24¢ cover which had
been before the Royal and which they sent to Mr. Caspary to
examine and which I had the pleasure of looking at. This
cover was addressed to Spain and had "4 R1ls" in red on it
and the stamp was tied by a red New York cancellation. That
cover in my opinion and in the opinion of several well-known
men, was a stampless cover from Brazil to Spain which had
never passed through a United States postoffice, the 24¢
stamp applied and a fake New York cancel struck on it. I
might say that the answer to that one was easy and, no doubt,
you have a photo of it.

Are you by any chance coming to New York in the
near future? If so, I would feel hurt if you did not at least
have luneh with me while you are here and we can talk over

" many of the points that interest us so greatly.

I was delighted to hear that Mr. Newbgrxy purchased
the 1847 literature from the Coopersmith Collection and placed
it at your disposal to use in your forthecoming work on the
1847 stamp. Needless to say, I am anxious to secure a copy
when it comes out and I most certainly want your autograph on
it.

I hope this finds you in good health and with every
wish for a pleasant Christmas and a Happy New Year, I am

Sincerely yours,

Director

o ~,

wsb/1




Dec. 16, 1946,

Mr. Winthrop S. Boggs,
% The Philatelic Foundation,
22 Rast 35th St.,
New York, N.Y.

Dear Win:

1 was pleased to receive yours of the 10th, and to
learn that you were agreeable to a discussion of some of
the problems concerning U.S.=Canadlan mail of the period of
the late forties and early fifties, I believe that we can
discuss certain subjects to our mutual advantage.

Re = Pigures 15 and 16, pages 67 and 68, I should
have been more specific, for example, suppose the date on
#15 was July or August, then wouldn't #15 be the same as #16
go far as all markings are concerned? In my opinion #16 was
a stampless exactly the same as #15 and that the 10¢ did not
originate on the cover, -

Consider #16. If the 10¢ stemp was actually used on
this cover then there was no necessity for the marking, "U,
States Postage Paid," The writer put "Pd to New York chg Box
160." I Eeiieve that there was no intention here to prepay
the U, S. postage by a U. 8. stamp but rather to prepay it by
charging same to "Box 160." The notation is very plain, viz:
Paid to New York with the entire thru postage to be charged to
Box 160. 1The P.M. used the big eircular handstamp, "U,STATES=-
POSTAGE=PAID." Was that not sufficient evidence that the U.o.
postage had been paid? Surely the P,M. would not have wasted
a 10¢ stamp when the handstemp answered the same purpose. In
addition had he done so would he not have sacrificed his 207
commission? I firmly belleve that the handstamp, "U,.STATES=-
POSTAGE-PAID" was used only on uall such as cover #I5, that is,
where the U. S« postage was pald in Canada by a charge account,
This marking is scarce and the reason is, that it was not used
after Nov. 16, 1847,

The markings on #16 are placed in the same positions as
on #15, and had #15 been dated during the 1ife of the 1847
stamps, then there was a nice blank space down in the lower left
corner for some faker = years after - to affix a 10¢ stamp.
Had #16 been fixed up abroad they would have gone to a bit more
trouble, that 18, he would have tied the stamp to #16. You
know, of course, that American collectors prefer to have stamps
tied, and well tied, to covers and the foreign fakers go to
great pains to do that very thing in a most artistic and effi-
cient manner, :



#2. |
Mr. Winthrop S. Boggs, Dec. 16, 1946,

Your #16 shows a Montreal date of Sep. 3, 1847. I
have a photograph of a mate to this - same rate - etc. - with
Montreal date of Sep. 10, 1847. It has a 10¢ 1847 in upper
right corner - not tied - canceled with a red grid., The nota=
tion is a bit différent and reads,

lar Montreal postumark,

Again re - the marking "U,STATES-POSTAGE-PAID." I re-
peat, that I do not believe that this marking was used on letters
which actually had the U, S. postage paid by U. S. postage stanmps,.
Why should it have been? I asked the question if you ever saw a
"Box 160 cover" with use after July 15, 1847 that did not have 10¢
1847 stamps?

I'1l admit the query was terrible but no doubt you can
realize what I had in mind, viz: the combination of charging the
U. S. postage to Box 160 and then prepaying same by 10¢ 1847
stamps, What I meant was this: Did you ever see a cover be-
tween July 15, 1847 and Nov. 16, 1847 with "charge Box 160," that
did not have a 10¢ 1847 stamp? In other words, did they rix all
the gémuine Kennedy covers of this period? Yes, my query as
worded was terrible.

I insist and I can assure ¥ou that the lissuance of our
1847 stamps had nothing to do with the Stayner order of Oct. 25,
1847, I think this is a very important point and I suggest that
we scttle it with direct evidence. You stated: "When the 1847
stamps were issued Stayner immediately realized the importance of
this s tuatlion and communicated with the PostmMaser General, in
London, as to the steps that he deemed advisable to take to meet
this situation and all the Postmaster General did was to confirm
Mpr, Styyner's ideas and issue the necessary orders."

"To N.Y. - pd Chg. Rox 160"
This cover doeés not have the "money-letter" marking,
: The "fixer" was compelled to put his stamp in a crowded spot in
upper right corner because the lower left corner had a clrcu-

Have you any evidence or facts that prove the above or
is the statement just merely a conclusion that you reached? It
really 1s a very important point and one that I believe that you
overlooked, It 1s important because prior to the Stayner order,
it was possible to prepay the U, 8. postage on mail to the U.S.,
but afte that date, it was not possible. Why? November 1847
was an important mile stone in the postal relations between
Ceanada and the U,S. and it is a date to remember, Does it seem
reasonable to suppose that because we 1issued adhesive stamps in
July 1847, that our adoption of these labels as evidence of postage
prepayment, would have caused Stayner to issue his order? His
; order, in effect prohibited Canadian postmasters acting as agents
] of the U.S. Pl0.D.

Re - Ferriage rates. 1 have noted very carefully your re=
marks and I will discuss this subject with you later on,
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Mr. Winthrop S. Boggs, Dec. 16, 1946,

I am enclosing herewith two photos of covers from
Houlton, Me, to Woodstoeck, N.B. Will you kindly return these?
I own the cover dated "Apr 30" and the other one was in a
friend's collection, I think 1t has since been sold and I do
not know where it 1s at the present time. Inasmuch as this rate
dates back to 1851, a cover with a pailr of 1¢ 1851's is possi
ble, I sure would like to locate one, ~

I am elso enclosing a photo of a cover with a 1¢ 1857
from New York in 1859, @A circular rate, such as this paid with

“a 1¢ 1851 or a 1¢ 1857, must be very, very rare, ‘1 have seen

very, very few,

Again regarding your reference to steel plates for our
1847 stamps. I bhink that your reference on page 9-H was not
only uncalled for but was very unfair. For example, I quote:

"Students of United States stamps should also refer to
letters #1, #22 and #36, and study this contract. We feel that
it contains gome evidence that The 1847 issueé ol the United

States was also printed from ote6l Plates..

-

: Before discussing this subject permlt me to state that I
have no desire to prove that the 1847 plates were copper, but
rather to try and solve thils problem and give the collecting
public the truth. Only a dam jackass and a louse would prefer
to jadn some theory of his own down the throats of collectors
rather than to establish the truth., Therefore, Belbiditevét or not,
I am not wedded to copper plates for the 1847's, but I am not fool
enough to dlscard all the evidence that points to copper and
adopt steel just because an egotisticsl ass (Brazer) claims that
the plhates were steel., The funny part 1s that Brazer considers
himself competent to express himself as an authority on the subject.

¥ou have listened to your friend’Brazer and he has evidently
convinced you that the 1847 plates were steel, hence, no doubt you
thought you were making & contribution to American philatelic re~

search work by inserting your opinion on this highly controversial

subject in a study of Canada,

I might add that I have made more progress in the plating
of the 5¢ 1847 than any other person, past or present, That is

_far from & boasgt, but a simple statement of facts In this re-

spect I have announeed publicly that after 25 years of plating
work on the 5¢ 1847 I have never been able to find more than 8
corner positions, Naturally this points to only one plate. We
know there were 22,000 impressions., Would one copper plate produce
22,000 impressions? The Great Brazer would say, "No." Hence,

in his opinion, the plates could not have been copper. But did he

ever produce any such evidence to prove his assertion as the

above? For all he knew from his own research work there might
have been two or a dozen 5¢ 1847 plates, but from what he had read,
he was told there were two plates and in his egotistical opinion,
two copper plates would not have produced 22,000 impressions.

a
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Mr. Winthrop S. Boggs, Dec. 16, 1946,

No one questions the fact that the 3 pence Beaver was
printed from a steel plate, but do you think that any 5¢ 1847
that you ever saw or examined looks anything like a Beaver, so
far as the impression is concerned? The engraved lines of a
Beaver are razor sharp, perfectly typlcal of steel engraving -
cold and hard lines. In comparison, the 5¢ 1847 engraved lines
are fuzzy - not sharp -'the impressions are soft and warm and
quite similar to the first issue of Belgium, which no one will
deny came from copper plates,. -

Bgotlstlcal asses like Brazer jump to conclusions, and
make positive statements which are based solely on thelr personal
opinions, and with no actual proof to back up their claims, And
if anyone differs with them they do their utmost to damm them in
every way possible,

As to whether the 1847 plates were copper or steel I am sure
I do not know - I only wish that I did - but with all the study that
I have devoted to thls subject, and I have endeavored to weigh
carefully all the bits of evldence pro and con, I do have to laugh at
those who have not made any serious sbtudy of the subject, yet notwith-
standing, feel themselves competent to express an authoritative

+ opinion.

The "evidence" that you presented bears dates of 1851s The
1847 plates were made four years previous - in 1847. You called
attention to Letter /1 on page 1=H of your Vol, 2 = Whereity may I
inquire, does the wording, "on the same conditions as we have fur-
nished United States Post 0ffice staups,’ have any relerence to

copper or steel plates? ' 1 do not get the connection.

You referred to Letter #12 on page 5-H as evidence of steel
plates for the 1847's - I think that you ecertainly assumed too much
in reading into this letter any et¥idence whatsoever that the 1847
plates were steel, This letter referred to furnishing dies and
plates without charge for same, and also to the charge to be made for
furnishing stamps at the rate of 1000« It was specified that the
Canacdian stamps were to be printed from steel plates but all re=-
ferences in the two letters #1 and #12 could very easily have re-
ferred to copper plates for the U. S. 1847's and steel plates for the
Canadian stamps,

Regarding /#16. Can you point out one bit of evidence in
this contract that indicates that the 1847 plates were steel? 1Is
there any reason to suppose that because the Canadlan plates were
specified in the contract to bo steel, that the 1847 plates were
also steel? There is not one bit of evidence 1n this contract that
our 1847 stamps were printed from steel plates, You stated that
you "feel that it contains some evidence that the 1847 1ssue xxxxx
was also printed from steel plates". And I asked the very simple
question - WHERE?

You couldn't possibly be half as much interested as I am in
proving the truth of this very controversial problem, and believe it
or not, all I want to prove is the truth, not whether I was right,
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Mr. Winthrop S. Boggs, Dec. 16, 194€.
r Braéer was wrongs. Someday I hope to do that very thing.
everal years ago word came to me from several sources that you
had discovered some evidence which proved that the 1847 stamps

were printed from steel plates, In fact, I was told that
Brazer was gloating over your discovery.

Re - your Fig. 25, page 72. You may wish to correct -
the statement, that from May 15, 1849 lettefs could Le prepaid
through, etc. They could by stamps, but only by stamps, as you
are aware,

Re - your Fig. 52 = Jan. 14, 1851, . Is your analpsis wrong?
Pald to the lines Box 13 referred only to the payment of the Canadian
postage. The "1l0" was the sum due from Kennedy at New York.

Re = your Fig. 33. Your analysis is correct but to be
more explicit the Beaver paid the Canadian postage to the lines and
the 1847 paid the 24¢ rate from the U., S. to London - a l¢ overpay
(not mentioned). What about the "3?"

: “Re - Fig, 34 - This ‘is one of the finest combinations that

I have ever seen. In my opinion, 1t ranks second only to Fig. 353,
“which is tops., One from Canada - the other to Canada., Incldentally
the #33 was in Senator Ackerman's collection for many years and
went from Ackerman to Gilbsone

Sincerely yours,
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Sept. 18, 1946,

Mr. L. G. Brookmany
121 Loeb Apéide,
Minneapolls, Minn,

Dear Les:
Re = the Boggs book - see Vol. 2 = page 9H,

l the top of the page, with reference to steel plates f or the
18471's,

Please bear in mind that Boggs 1is & wery close:
friend to "Dr" Bragzer - in fact a pal, hence he would
"vyes" Brazer on every point as all his pals do - such as
Rich, Perry and others, :

I have studied all the Boggs evidence on the
Rawdon plates and to be perfectly fair, I wonder if he
‘had any right to insert in his book on Canada a controver=
sial subject on U.S.? V¥While I am inclined now to believe
that the 1847 plates were steel and who can deny that I
have more evidence on that subject than anyone else, even
* including "Dr" Brazer and his stooges and yes-men, Boggs,
Rich and Perry, do you think that Boggs instoduced any
» new and workhwhile evidence that the 1847 plates were
steel? Bear in mind, that in 1851 they could have charged
Canada as much for postage stgmps from steel plates as
they charged the U.S, for stamps from copper plates (2)
in 1847,

His /35 on page 14H is perhaps the best bit of
evidence but it is by no means conclusive, I want to be
alr and to give Boggs all the credit possible in spite
of the fact 1 think that he is a dad,

Regards =

Yours ete.,

i &
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Sept. 19, 1946,

Mr. Winthrop S. Boggs,
% The Philatelic Foundation,
. 22 Tast 35th St.,
Hew York, H.Ye.

Dear Win:

I have been studying your new book on Canada and I wish
to sincerely congratulate you on such a fine piece of work, I
can fully appreciate what an enormous amount of work this re-
quired and you have given the collectors of B.N.,A. a truly won-
derful book,

I would like further light on several subjects, hence
please consider the following remarks as such and in no manner a
criticism,

1 believe that I am right in my conclusions and if I an
wrong perhaps you can set me right,.

First - Note Pigures 15 and 16 in Volume #1 of your book,
pages 67 and 68, What is the difference between these two? Why
no stamp on one and a 10¢ 47 on the other? If a faker put two
107/ stamps on cover #15 would it not be the same as cover #16°%
Pigure #16 was a White cover and I always suspected the 10¢ stamp
had been added and I 8till am of that opinion, I have a large
photo of this particular cover and the 10¢ stamp is not tiled. I
also have a photo of an almost exact duplicate with date ol use
Sep, 10, 1847. This cover has a 10¢ 1847 in the upper right corner

ut It is also not tled. The cancel 1s a grid, evidently a U. S,

marking.
, On the White cover, the cancel is a 17 bar grid - 19} MM
~ with 1 Vi spacing, I note that you state "1T lines grid,"” Karl
Burroughs was the last person that I know of who owned the "White"
’ cover, He wrote me back in 1942 that he thought it was gemuine

and that he had never seen a Dorwin (Box 160) that did not have
104 1847 stamps, Your cover 15 is a Dorwin Box, but its date was
June 4, 1847,

% I have heard it stated‘in the past that 1t was Negren who
had the Kennedy covers and it was Negren who was suspected of add-
ing 10¢ 1887 stamps to a lot of them,

Have yoﬁ ever seen a Box 160 cover with use after July 15,
1847 that did not have 10¢ 1847 stamps?




]
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One nmore point. Please note cover #34 on page 77. This cover
changed hands thru me a year ago and the price was §1,350,00, For
this reason I was rather chagrined to note the wvaluation that you
placed on it. The owner of this cover informed me that he paid
$1,000 for the cover many years agos. It is true that the cover was
supposed to have sold in a Bartels sale some three or four years ago
but it was a wash sale and the cover did not change hands, I consider
this cover one of the rarest and nost desirable of 5¢ 1847 covers and
consider that as such it is not worth a penny less than {$2,500. I
sure would llke to buy a dozen or two at your appraisal,

I will appreciate comments on the above, Incildentally I
noted your remarks about the 1847 steel plates. I dare say that I
have far mora evidernce on this subject than the guess work expressed
by your friend "Doctor" Brazer., Why a book on Canada should discuss
a very controversial subject on 19th U. S. is rather beyond conm=
prehension, but I suppose your remarks will please the great "Doctor,"

Sincerely yours,



H1LINDOUIST

PUBLECATIONS
2 WEST 46th STREET, NEW YORK 19,'N. Y.

September 24, 1946

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 N, Ft. Thomas Avenue
Ft. Thomas, Kye.

Dear Stan:
You brought out a lot of interesting information in
your letter to Boggs, and 1'll be interested in his reply for

T douwbt if he can give the answers to any of thequestions that
you have proposed.

Just why he would want to drag in the subject of steel plates
in a book on Canada is beyond me. Boggs is a lightweight in
many ways and doesn't always use the best of judgment.

I have only seen an unbound copy of his first volume and the
regular editions haven't reached us as yet, although I have had
orders in for a quantity of them for some time.

Sincerely,

HLL/g f

Phone: MEdallion 3-3715 Cable Address: LINDPUBS



L. G. BROOKMAN BRIDGEPORT 2969

Brookman »-Stamp Company Stamps and Philatelic Supplies
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121 LOEB ARCADE
FIFTH ST. AND HENNEPIN AVE.

MINNEAPOLIS 2, MINN.

October 2, 1946

Dear Stan:

et _
3 The Caenada books finally arrived and I have
hagtily skimmed thru them. Boggs seems to have
done a good job although the going mey be too heavy
for most collectors. 5
F:47
T consider that his information about the'plates
f to belong in the Canadian book but -I never will forgive
%k«J his witholding this information from you. If he was a
gentleman he would have immediately communicated this
information to you as soon as he found it. Furthermore,
we know that he has had this information a long time as
it is unquestionably what Brazer hinted to me at the
time of the West Sale. BRrazer said he had beensworn
to secrecy and never told me just whht the information
was except that Boggs had some information about the
plates.which indicated that they were of stesl.

I started this letter at 9.50A.M. and it is now
9.30 PeMs and I'm still at the office. Swamped with
work but will soon get out of here and go home.

I enclose a letter just received from Lidman---

haven't answered it yet and won't until I hear from you.
Please return it. There is absolutely no question in my

) mind but that you should write this for Lidman and f£f
you will give me permission I will suggest this to him
and make him aware of the fact that you are working on
‘a real '47 book. If he knew that he undoubtedly would
have written you instead of me for you have forgotten
more about them than I ever will knew.

Too dammed tired to write another line tapight.

Best regards,




33 No Fto Thomas Ave,

Oct. 4, 1946,

Mr., Harry L. Lindquist,
2 W, 46th 5t.,
NG\!I York’ NQYO

Dear Harry:

' I am enclosing copy of a letter from Lidman to Brookman,
which I thought would be of interest to you. Please treat this
as strictly conflidential,

If you have a copy of the Bogge book, please turn to
Vol. 2, page 9 - H - top of page and then read letters #1, #12
and /35, See whether you think that the evidence set forth is
proof conclusive that the 1847 plates were of steel, I would like
an unbiased opinion from you and know that that is what you would
give ne, : ' ;

I always did think that Bogges was a louse, Heo intimated
on several occasions to me that he had proof that the 1847 plates
were steel and that he would produce the proof when his book on
Canada was published, Well here is his proof =

' Here is Brookman's reaction, quote from his letter of
Oct. 2nd:

1 "I consider that his information about the 1847 plates to
belong in the Canadian book but I never will forgive his withholding
this information from you. If he was a gentleman he would have
immediately communicated this information to you as soon as he'found
it. PFurthermore, we know that he has had this information a long
time as it is unquestionably what Brager hinted to me at the time

of the West Sale, Brazer sald he had been sworn to secrecy and
never told me just what the iInformation was except that Boggs hed
some information about the plates, which indicated that they were of
steel," (end) - :

What do you think?
So far T have had no reply to my two letters to Boggs.

| I have just re-read the "proof" as presented by Boggs on

. the 1847 plates. I consider that it is not conclusive because
Rawdon Wright could have charged Canada the same as they charged

the U. 8., viz., "20¢ per 1000," and the U, 8, stamps could have come
from other than steel plates, :

Letter #1 specifies at the rate of 20¢ per 1000 stamps, and
(quote); "on the same conditions as we have furnished the United
States Post Office stamps.”



#2+ Mr. Harry L. Lindquist, Oct. 4, 1946.

Would you construe the above as proof that the 1847
plates were steel?

Letter #12 - There is nothing here to prove steel plates
for the 1847's, "The same terms" could have peferred to the price
per 1000 without reference to whether the 1847 plates were copper
or steel.

Letter /35 - was written in 1854 and there is no proof here
that the 1847 plates were steel.

With regards =

Cordially yours,




-

AL LINDQUIST

PUBLICATIONS
ZWEST 46th STREET, NEW YORK 19 Nz Y.

Sept. 18, 1946, i

Dear Stan,-

I think your idea to go through the Souren Photos at the club
will be the best way to get what you want., They have no relation to the sales
but Souren attempted to copy the Knapp collection exactly as he had mounted it
and all of the books are the same sizes and shapes that Knapp had used, Mitzi
says there are probably more than I said but the weight is not as much and they
could be packed in a large carton or two., You ought to have a reason to come to
New York before long, maybe when the Emeson stuff is sold and can go over it .

then,

Too bad Les had such a cold when he visited you but I am glad that
he got the material he required. From his letters he apparantly has made good
progress in getting the material together so we can begin to get some action on it.
Johl has the copy for his Commemorative wolume practically completed but it was
fairly easy as it is mostly a condensation of his eariler books,

Saul has been having quite a cough in Atlantic City and is already
fed up on the place., He returns to Chicago on Friday but no doubt he has written you
about this himself, Mike was out to lunch with me yesterday on his way back from
New England, '

Boggs brought me in a copy of the first volume of his book = unbound - |
for review purposes, However, I am getting the review from a group of the BNA ‘
boys who are doing it for their own journal. That $12,50 is a stiff price

but I dougtif they will cover all expenses even at that. The edition is small

though so they ought to be absorbed. I've taken 300 myself and have about 100

sold before even starting to advertise it. Thoee that want them order without

effort but once this demand is filled the others go very slowly.

I agree with you about the poor taste in many instences but
the boy is really a rank amateur.

Best wishes,

S arg

Phone: MEdallion 3-3715 Cable Address: LINDPUBS



Tebs 2, 1947.

Mre Winthrop Doggs,
% The Phild 11 Foun)atlon,

22 Eust 35th Sty

New York, N.Y.

(“‘r";

Dear Winn:

The enclosed cover came in yegterday
1 thought you would like to see it.. Inasmuch as
it ‘does not Delong to me will you please send it
back by return mail,

k:
=4
o
<r
Lo f
]
(0]

vhat s your analysis of this nift
item?

¥ay I remind you thiat I wrote [ ¢
length under ‘date of Dec, 16th lacst but so far I
have not received any replye.. To you wis
gore?

7 @
1 i L8 RO COMER R e N Al A




THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION
22 EAST 35TH STREET
ALFRED F. LICHTEEISI'EI:N NEW YORK 16, N.Y.

THEODORE E. STEINWAY MURRAY HILL 3-0559 5667
‘TREASURER

ROBERT L. GRAHAM, JR.
SECRETARY

February 6, 1947

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 N. Ft. Thomas Avenue
Ft. Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan:

I return herewith the cover you so kindly sent
me together with the photographs you enclosed in your
letter of December 16th. Would it be possible for me to :
have a copy of the 1¢ 1857 photo with the 4 struck on it. :

You should know by now not to get sore at my
tardy answers as I really am under considerable pr essure
to keep Foundation affairs moving.

To return to the cover you enclosgd, I think it
most interesting as apparently the fe}lowﬁﬁﬁggyfhe 1¢
stamp as carrier fee to the New York post office from
whence it was sent to Canada unpaid, and being over half
an ounce, postage was collected. This probably went
through Buffalo as it is similar to my Type IA on page 48.
I would appreciate a photostat or photograph of this
cover as I am filing materialaway in my Canada files in
case I ever revise my llttle brochure.

Are you by any chance coming to town before
the Exhibition? It would be a pleasure to see you. In
any event be sure of my kindest personal regards and I

am always glad to hear from you with your %Eggzzzft;)t\
comments.
Sincerely yours,

THE PHFLAYELIC FOUNDATION

wsb/1 Dirgctor
encl.

P.S. Your letter of December 16t
a little later.

I will try to answer



Feb. 11, 1947.

¥r. Winthrop S. Boggs,
7 The Philatelie Foundation,
22 Eﬂst 35th Sto.
' Hew York 16, N.Yo

Dear Win:

Herewith I am sending you a print of the
17 circular rate cover to Canada., This 1s the only
1¢ 1857 cover in this class that I have ever seen,

. I am also enclosing & cover with a 10¢ 1847 V
that was in the Brown sale, I have no doubt whate
soever but what this cover is perfectly O.K.

I am also enclosing two covers of 1862-1863"
with per Express Mail, which I judge sinply meant
that both of these were instructed to go via ral
from Boston. .

I thought maybe that I would fool you on that
17 cover that I sent you but you surprised me. It is
the only one I have ever seen and as & carrler T think
1t 18 a peach, I have seen 247 plus 1¢ to England
and 10¢ plus 1¢ to California and even an unpald plus
1/ to Prussia as well as & 307 plus 1l¢, but never an
"unpaid plus 1¢" teo Canada, Later when I make some
prints I will send you one. : ;

e I doubt very much if I will get down east
anytime soon, but if I do I will pay you & call,

Under date.of Dec. 16th I wrote you about the
Kershner photos and report on a 34¢ cover.to Peru =
no reply = anything doing? '

Yourg ete.,



THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION
22 EAST 35T# STREET

ALFRED F. LICHTENSTEIN NEW YORK 16, N.Y,

CHAIRMAN 5667
THEODORE E. STEINWAY MURRAY HILL 3-0850

‘TREASURER

ROBERT L. GCRAHAM,JR.
SECRETARY

March 17, 1947

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 N. Ft. Thomas Avenue
Ft. Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan:

Thank you for your card of the 12th and I wish to »
say that we do appreciate your sending us prints of wvarious
prize items for our files and also your assistance and
comments on the various items which we have occasion to
discuss.

As you can readily realize, the death of our friend,
Alfred Lichtenstein, is a grievous loss to philately and,
naturally, it will be difficult to fill his place as he
was one of the last of the great men of the old school who
had a magnificent knowledge of all the world's stamps.

I have your letter of December 2nd to Mr. Lichtenstein
concerning that cover from Mr. Richey and I think that you
are correct in your conclusions. Nevertheless, the Committee
bases its oplinions on the evidence before it and it depends
upon men of your standing and knowledge to assist it. The
committee turned the cover down on the grounds that the
postmark was fraudulent, however, it was turned down by two
or three other consultants. Of course, if in time, sufficient
evidence can be produced to prove that it is good, the
committee will consider such evidence.

The work of the Foundation 1s continuing to increase
and as the show is approaching, the next months are likely
to be rather hectic. I expect to have two exhibits myself,
and I am in charge of the Lecture Hall in addition to handling
material for the Expert Committee and my class in philately.
Furthermore, I do like, once in a while to do something other
than stamp collecting.

I would suggest that you line up any questions you may
have on the Canada material for your next visit and thenwe
can sit down and talk matters over personally and cover a
great deal more ground, quickly, than by correspondence, at the
present moment. I am quite sure you appreciate the position
I am inat the time and, later when the picture clears and



THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION
22 EAST 35TH STREET

ALFRED F. LICHTENSTEIN NEW YORK 16, N.Y.
CHAIRMAN
THEODORE E. STEINWAY MURRAY HILL 3-0559
‘TREASURER
ROBERT L. GRAHAM, JR. a

SECRETARY

(o)

- -

the show is over, we hope things will resume a more
placid and even tenor.

Looking forward to seeing you and thanking you again
for any photographs that you may care to send us, and
with kindest regards, I am

Sincerely yours,

THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION
’.,-"’ l v/ 4 ///
/i M‘W[ 4
inthrop S4 Boggs

Directo

wsb/1




1337 KONWISER-CAMPBELL, Canada & Newfoundland stampless cover

‘ catalogue, 1946 edition. Retail  2.00

[ 1338 Specialized catalogue of Canadian Airmails by Ian C. Morgan. —

‘ 1339 Catalogue of Canadian Railroad cancellations by T.P.G. Shaw. —

| 1340 Catalogue of Revenue stamps of Canada. Canada Revenue Society. -
_ 1341 Boggs Postage Stamps & Postal History of Canada ,some original

information. S

END OF SESSION

THANK YOU

NEXT SESSION THIS AFTERNOON AT 1:30 P. M.

. 55[*&. B), DissenN S g ’\/\/Qc?al
Vlav- aF i~ e .= \ﬁf+7
#0 | o ron o C’?m ada
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1313 O — 5c red, May 10, 1860 registered & “T0OO0 LATE” pmks, slight crease,
(EN1) E 10.00

fine. ,
1314 % — 10c black brown, superb, mint, entire. (EN2) E17.50
1315 %  1877-99. 12 mint entires, complete, very fine. E 6.00
1316 %  1893-99. 10 letter cards complete, very fine ,mint. E 7.00

1317 %  1899. Letter cards normal surcharge & “Capital C” variety. (L9, L9) 10.00

1318 %  1875-98. 6 Victoria wrappers, complete, very fine mint. (W1-6) ES5.00
1319 % 1903. 1c, 2¢c & lc on 2c wrappers, very fine. (W7,8, &10) H7.50
1320 % — lc on 3¢, very fine mint. (W11) H 15.00

SEMI OFFICIAL AIRS

1321 %M 1926, Elliot Fairchild 25 red, very fine block. (San 311) 6.00

1322 %M@ — Elliot Fairchild 25c blue ,fine block. (San 312) 5.00

1323 % — 25c blue, tete-beche block, very fine. (San 314) 4.00

1324 % Commercial Airways, 10c air fee, very fine block. (San 342) 5.00

1325 % Canadian Airways orange & blue, very fine block. (San 34%) 4.00

1326 % Canada collection 16 different sem-official airmails. E 20.00
COLLECTIONS

1327 %O CANADA, 185 used, 146 mint, 22 used blocks, 1 2mint blocks ; 76 Rhodesia,

206 South Africa, 61 miscellaneous colonies, mostly mint. C85.00
1328 120 Canada Revenues & cut-squares. E 3.00
1329 O Canada collection over 800 different pre-cancels. Over 100.00

CANADA PRESENTATION BOOKLETS

1330 %  1926. Booklet bound in red Morocco, includes Geo. V Ic, Zé, 3¢, 4c, 5¢,
7c, 8¢, 10c, 20c, 50c & $1, postage dues Ic, 2c & 5c. Special delivery 20c.,
scarce. e

1331 %  1940. American Airmail Society booklet includes Geo. VI & pictorials

to $1, Airmail, Special Delivery & Postage Dues. E 7.50
LITERATURE
1332 =~ JARRETT, Standard B. N. A. Catalogue, 1929 edition scarce. E 30.00
1333 JARRETT, 1926 edition, brown cover, scarce. E 10.00
1334 HOLMES, Canada & B.N. A, 1945 Edition. E 6.00
1335 GEO. A. LOWE, Standard Catalogue of the stamps of British North
America, 1925 edition. g R
1336 Canadian stamps by Patrick Hamilton. cLakih
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AL LINDQUIST

PUBLECATIONS
2 WEST 46th STREET, NEW YORK 19, N Y.

April L, 1947

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 N. Ft. Thomas Avenue
Ft. Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Stan:

That certainly was a rather direct slam at Boggs in the Sissons
& Wegg catalog, and I am returning the page that you sent me herewith.

The boys on the Expert Committee seem to feel that Boggs is doing an in-
dispensable job for them for he does gather together all the information
very effectively, and relieves the committee of all detail work. How-
ever, he certainly made a mistake in getting out his book with the lack
of credits. I'1]1 show your letter to Theodore Steinway and one or two
others so it will at least put them wise to what is going on.



As you have probably heard by this time, Admiral Frederic R. Harris has
been elected the President of the Foundation, and has accepted., Alfred
Caspary has been named as head of the Expert Committee, but up to the
present time, this has not been accepted, although there has not been
time for him to do so, Weé also elected some additional trustees for

we have quite ambitious plans for publications during the coming year,
Admiral harrls has donated $5000 for the publication of a handbook on
Hawaii, which is one of our projects.,

Sincerely yours,

At

HLL/G

Phone: MEdallion 3-3715 Cable Address: LINDPUBS



C. S. HITCHINS, M. D.
59 TRUMBULL STREET

New HAVEN 10, CONN.

November 27, 1946

Mr. Stenley B. Ashbrook
33 N. Fort Thomas foad
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

Enclosed please find a photograph of a cover that I
recently acquired. Harry Keffer thinks that you might
like this photo for your files.

Harry Konwiser intends to illustrate and discuss this
cover in one of the journals in the near future. He
gives the following as a possible explanation for the
3¢ stamp:

1¢ to ship's captain for delivery to the
post office

1¢ local rate

1¢ carrier

I hope that this will be of some slight interest to you.

CSH2mlk



WL

EXXXXXXXXXX 33 Ne Fta Thomas Ave.,

Wov. 29, 1946,

Drc G- S, HitChi’nS’ :
~. 259 Trumbull 3t.,
: New Haven 20y Conn

Dear Dector

Thanks very much for your &indnese in senaing me’ :
the photograph of the éf 1857 cover. with the New York Carrier

‘pOetmark, L

| In iy opinion this is an overpaid 1oea1 delivery rate

Jand a One Cent 1857 :would have accomplished the same purpo«e.

I qo not know ‘M., Lopwiser but 1f he publishes his

fkexplanatien that you: mentloned B believe that he Will make
himself rather ridiculous. .

unile overpays guch as this are uncommon, I _doubt: if ,
they can be congidered as rare, bub nevertheless they are. quite‘
1nteresting and aesiraole. : .

- of: course, I have no idea as to what Mr. Konwiser could

8 wriie about thils cover but there are certain features which could
~be*brought out in an article which would no. doubt be quite in-'
‘terestlnb and whlch would not do the COVer any harm.'

Will you be so kind as to thank my good friene Harry

f“Kerfer fer me and to convey to him my. regurds. &

aincerely yours,i°




Feb, 1, 1947,

Dl". Cc S’ Hi‘bchins,
59 TruMbnll 8%y
- Ner uaven 10, Conn.

 : Dear Doctar'~ o,

Referring to our correspondence of laqt

November I noted the Konwiser article in Mekeel's
- of Jane. 13th, regarding your cover. The illus=
~tration was miserable and as 1 expected, Konwiser.

failed to bring out the inter sting feature re-

Ty gardinp the cover.

' May I 1nqu1re 1f vou would be willing to

' trade or sell this cover to me as I would like to
s s add it to. oy raference collection.

Sincerel" yours,-




NEW HAVEN PHILATELIC SOCIETY

4

FOST OFFICE]
« BAVE),

& )

President
C. S. HITCHINS, M.D.

Vice-President
CARL J. KRACHENFELS

Secretary
BENJAMIN FINMAN

Treasurer

17 Broadway, New Haven, Conn.

Meets Every Tuesday at 8 P.M.

JAMES SEARLES February 4, 1947

Auctioneer
ARTHUR HEAD

Mr. Stenley B. Ashbrook,
33 N. Ft. Thomas Ave.,
Ft. Thomas, Ky.

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:-
Thank you for your letter of February 1l.

I regret that the cover referred to in Konwiser's article
in Mekeel's of Jan. 12 is not for sele since I am keeping it in
my collection,

Covers of this period are of extreme interest to me and i1 am
always anxious to augment my poor fund of knowledge. Any information
) that you would care to give me or any reference to current or past
philatelic literature would be greatly appreciated. (I have read
carefully all of your books and articles -~ at least, all I have
been able to obtain).

Sincerely,

C.S.Hitchins, M,.D.,
59 Trumbull Street,

- New Haven 10, Conn, ///////







- G S, HI'MCGHINS, N, #D.
59 TRUMBULL STREET

NeEw HAVEN 10, CONN.

February 11, 1947

Mr. Stenley B. Ashbrook
33 N. Ft. Thomas Avenue
o Ft. Thomss, Kentucky

| Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

Thank you for your letter of the 7th. You
have my permission to write about my cover and use the
cut for illustration any way that you choose. I would
appreciate your crediting the photograph to the photo-
grapher, whose name is on the back of the picture.

I would be pleased to see any of the covers
that you have for sale.

C. S. Hitchins, ¥, D,




Feb, 17, 1947.

v I G . . S . nitchinﬂ 9
: A1 mrum.bull Stu,
T New Haven 10, Conn.

Dear Doctor'

: oS Thankq very mich for your kind letter of the llth. I
am preparing an article on your cover which I will have

- published in "Stamps.” I will. be plna sod to mve credit to
Mr. Kravitt for the photo aphy. .

YA Incidentally your covnr wag Biluply an QOverpaid Drop Rate.
In other words, rate of 1Z was paild with a 3¢ stampes The ine
tercsting part about your cover was the notation et the end
‘which of course tells us the story. The notation indicates that
the letter was brought into llew York by the "Baltic” and wae

© mailed as & Dpop on April 27, . 1861. The Baltlc was a very lamous

ship of the Gies. and we L8 Orlglnally @' Colling liners” When the
Collins. Company went ‘into receivership in 1858 the ship was lald
.ap and remained tied up until the apohroach of the Civil War. She
wede taken over by the T. 8. Navy to be used st a Lpaﬁaport early
‘An 1881y In-the sgping of 1861 the Baltic wag sent from Tiew York
together with the "Pawneey” "Pocehontas' and "Harriet Lane" with re-
enforcements .and provislons for Major Anderson's small garrison at
Fort Sumter, The fleet “rrived just in time bto wibtness' the bombards-
‘ment and surrendeér of ‘the Fort and it was theé Baltic./thut carried
< Major Anderson and garrison back to lNew York after the surrender on
JApril 14, 1861, I have little doubt that your cover traveled back

L to New York on that very voyage. e y :

g Thus . in my opinion, the interest in your covar lsg not

: especially in the fact that a 5» sbanp was used when . a 1¢ v @41d
“+have been sufﬁiciant but rather ‘its historical connection. This
~ feature was entirely overlooked by the indiv;dual who wrote the-
: artiele in ”ekeel'a. _

o I am. encloaing a little’ batch of govers nerewith along
Whiuh is & similar overpaid. D#op on a LP 1361 onvulope. At one -
 time I had a number of these as Lowag: inl the habit of hunting for
them but I do net seem to bLe able to find but: this one.: I.am alse
enclosing some carriers and soame~unpusual lt“ﬂs, which I thought
perhaps you would 1ike to 866, : i

Sincwrely yours,

‘ : "..-;;,) :
Eneloaed~ g X
Liat herewith. o




“#B.L

#1041 - New York Overpaid Drop - 3¢ 1861 Pink envelope -
‘canceled with carrier rarking in red "Paid lot" - Price $7.50.

*‘fﬁi"A

#85 = 3¢ 1861 plus 1¢ 1861 - tied by the scarce N.,Y. carrier in
red - this marking on a 3¢ plus 1¢ is most unusual - Price 15,00

#1066 - 34 1851 plus 17 1851 Type IT used at Cnarleston, S.C. =
" to Waghington - Probably a Prepaid WAY but a use that is very
rare - Price $17.50. s :

#1068 - 3¢ 1857 plus Ea{ o Carrier used at Cincinnati - Late use =
very umusual - Price (20,00 ‘ :

oY1l - B¢ plog 1 - double rate - two 54 1861 plus 1¢ 1861 to
ﬁasﬁ!ngton - a collection fee or a prepald delivery fee? Price $l5.00.

' #1072 - 3¢ plushzﬁ'-,PrepaidLShip Rate into Hew York to Caldwell,
Nudy A véry rare use - of 1861 plus 2¢ BiJack.  Price $50.,00, '

#1075 = 3¢ Plus 8¢ = Prepaid Ship Fee into New York to Paterson,
N.J. = rare use ~ 3¢ 18cl plus two 1¢ 1861 - Price $35.00,

#1074 - 3¢ with the Carrisr Collection Fee Due =~ Here is a cover

that was-dropped in & box with the carrier Tee unpaid - Boston

forwarded and rated as Due 1 Cent. Evidently this was contrary to

Repulations and was ordered to stop - very rare with three 1¢ 1857 =
. ‘ ‘ ; ‘ 2rice 1':'{)0.00«

1075 = 3¢ Plus 2¢ - 57 1861 plus two 1¢ 1861 ~ from Rulland, Vt..
to Providence, “,I, Why 542 - & rare use = Price 35,00,

#1003 - 34 1857 ~ plus 1¢ 1857 - collection fee at New York =
: Price 07+50.

#1004 f 34 1861 plus 1¢ 1861 = collection fee at New York =
G , g e R e e A Price 7,504

A,

1007 < ,3¢ 185) = Way covér -~ to Baltimore =~ Price {6,50,



C. S. HITCHINS, M. D.
59 TRUMBULL STREET

NEw HAVEN 10, CONN.

February 21, 1847

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
%33 N. Ft. Thomes Avenue
Ft. Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

Thank you for the interesting lot of covers
that you sent me. It is a pleasure to have had the
privilege of inspecting them. No. 1072 is particularly
interesting to me, but I am afraid it is a little too
rich for my blood.

C. S. Hitchins, M. D.

CSH/mk




New York Carrier Marked Cover

The act of Congress approved on
April 8, 1860, removed the One-
Cent drop letter rate—that is on
drop letters delivered by carriers.
A section of the act of Congress,
June 15, 1860, created the One-Cent
carrier fee, and this act apparently
vacated the discretionary powers
given on carrier service by the 1836
legislation on carriers and their fees.

Cover collectors, hobbyists inter-
ested in markings, and postal history
minded philatelists know of course
that the United States Post Office is-
sued the Franklin Carrier in 1851,
as well as the Eagle Carrier stamp.
No doubt, someday, someone will
suggest that stamp catalogues should
really list stamps in chronological
order, whereupon the carrier stamps,
(issued Hy the U. S. P. O:) will at-
tain proper placement. Perhaps
most of us “don’t care” since the
Franklin Carrier stamp is in the
higher brackets, insofar as the great
majority of stamp collectors are con-
cerned.

These ‘“regular stamps” - quite
properly eligible for listing under
“General Issues” were presumed to
be used up to 1863. Not many of
the Franklin Carriers were, seeming-
ly, used at New York, and while the
record indicates the Franklin Car-
rier stamp was sent to Boston, Cin-
cinnati, New Orleans, and Philadel-
phia, those that were used have not
mad® their appearance in large num-
bers among collectors.

On the other hand, the Eagle Car-
rvier, on and off cover, used princi-
pally in Philadelphia, according to
the record, had a more extensive
usage, judging from their rating in
the philatelic market place. In-
cidently, reprints of the
Carrier stamps were made for the
Centennial Exposition of 1876.

The cover illustrated herewith from
the collection of Dr. C. S. Hitchins
of New Haven, President of the
New Haven Philatelic Society,
shows the New York Carrier Hand-
stamp, as found used from May 29,
1860 to Sept. 30, 1861, according to

original

* the erudite Elliott Perry, on 1857

and 1861 issue stamps, likewise on
U. S. stamped
mark is known to Larry Mason on a

envelopes. The

January 138, 1947

BY HARRY M. KONWISER

2. /
oy o e ~ D
Rl #7 Y

3-cent adhesive on cover, and this
is rated as “overpayment.”

Collectors who have seen the
Hitchins cover (illustrated) believe
the letter, originally in the envelope,
was written aboard ship (the Bal-
tic, per notation) and the writer
had a U. S. stamp which he placed
on the envelope, which in due time
was placed in the City Delivery
Division of the New York Post Of-
fice. In one word: Overpayment.

One cover collector offered an
opinion on this cover that might send
students of shipmarks to the library.
He opined it might have been
the proper postage fee, three cents,
broken down to two-cents fee be-
cause it was a Ship Letter and the
remaining value in the stamp paid
for the carrier service.

The 1866 Post Office Regulations,
Chapter XXI, defines Ship and

Steamboat Letters as those brought
into the United States from foreign
One section of this chap-
ter on ship letters reads, “If the
letters be delivered to the post offce
by a passenger or sailor, and not in
behalf of the master, nothing is to
be paid for them; they are, neverthe-
less, to be charged with the ship
letter postage.”

countries.

So, was the Hitchins cover with
its three-cent adhesive paying the
ship fee and the carrier fee? The
1856 regulations might be construed
as indicating that possibility, since
letters brought by ships were sub-
ject to various fees, the least of which
was two cents on letters delivered
in port of delivery. (There was a
6-cent ship rate at this time, and
this with the added domestic fee of
two cents, created an eight cent
handstamp, known best employed in
Southern waters, in the 1856-66
period).

The two-cent ship letter rate, that
is for service in port of entry, was
effected by the act of Congress, Feb.
27, 1861, as can be seen by reference
to the George S. Hill compilation in
Scott’s Monthly Journal for May
1937.

Have you an opinion? Is it based
on some postal law of the period?
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Belgium—=Scarce Provisionals— —A 2,00 cruzeiros bicolor light blue

{ Accumulations. Etc. when the Belgian Government order with slate blue frame honors the
' 10 ug;‘”““ ed to reduce the postage rate of 10% Fifth Congress of the Postal Union
s 9 e 2 5 ) : : 3
[eowl —(Minus 10% issue), some of the of the Americas.

W APPROVALS

from
TIN AMERICA

nost complete

‘w;‘vnm.s of (IA 4menms

were overprinted with the
exact reduced denomination instead
of the overprint “Minus 10%—the
quantity issued of the following 3
as shown in the official re-
cords of the Postmaster, is less than
10.000: We the 1.85 on
1.50fr, Leopold Victory-Sct. 335,

stamps

chronicle

Brazil—Commemorative Postage
—A 40c blue postage value commem-
orates the 50th Anniversary of the
Brazilian Literary Academy.

China—Northeastern Provinces
The recently issued National Assemb-

ly commemoratives have been sur-
charged for use in the Northeastern

Provinces: $2 on $20, $3 on $30,
$5 on $50, $10 on $100.

Formosa — The same set has
been surcharged for use in Formosa

$20. 81 on $30, $2 on

$100. N, Y.
33)

70 cents on
$50, $3 on Times

(Continued on Page

Your Stamp Service

MINT ONLY

Austria, Cathedrs II N s (10) 1.10
Grand Price, 5 (5) 55
Bulgaria, Partisans aT) .38

Finland Comm., 5, 8, 8mk (3) 13

Guatemala, Ind. Ann. airpost(4) .60

Italy, Pol. Leg. Roosev’t ovr.(5) 42

Luxembourg, John the Blind
sP .. (4)

Monaco, Roosevelt compl. 9)

North Borneo, BMA overpt.(12) 5
Compl. set incl. $5.00 (15) 42.50

Sarawak BMA overprt. (13) 7.50
Compl, set incl. $10.00 (20) 58.50
Limited supply only.

Switzerland, 1946 Pro Juven.(4) .38

Mail Orders Only
Postage Ex. for Orders Under

YOUR STAMP SERVICE
2540 Hudson Blvd., City4, N.J.

$1.00

Jersey

January 18, 1947
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Beverly Hills, Celif.
Dec. 22nd, 1947.

Degr lire. Ashbrook;-

Recently,
I came across your article of
Nove 15th in a friend's copy
of "Stgmps" and am reminded
that I never acknowledged
your letter of June 1l6th. For
this, I owe you an apology.

The facts are that I have been post-
poning this until I submitted my ChooChoo cover
to Mr. Jessup, regarding which we corresponded.
I wrote him in August, but he was away in the
spring and all summers Finally he wroje me and



now has several of my covers. He said he
thought there is one of these covers mailed
from San Francisco. When I get his fingl re-
ply, I will write you again.

Relative to your article which is
most interesting, I have a lulready envelope
which is of the same form as that illustrat-
ed in Fig. 1. It is cut to shape all around
and the flaps are held by a wax seal (no gum)
stamped "Cam Vicarage", probably from a min-
ister and his wife named "Harriet & George"
per 1/S notation. Red postmark on the back
states "Dursley Au 21. 1840". I have seen
another Mulready which is a letter sheet,
maybe they were made to use either way. The
killer on the front is red.

The late Jerome Kern had a little
white envelope in his collection sent by the
poet Longfellow to his mother in Portland, le.
It has a beautiful copy of the 5¢ 1847 tied
in red’with "Cambridge, Mass¥ postmark.

My wife is very fond of cats of
which we have two. I have taken the liberty
of using her paper at this Holiday Season
and extend to you and yours our best wishes
for both Christmas and the New Year.

Sincerely yours,

%
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STANLEY B. ASHERO
33 N. I't, Thomas Ave.

Fort Thomss, Ky.
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GEORGE A. WEILER
ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAWwW
180 EAST 79 STREET
NEw YorRkK 21, N. Y.

BU rrERFIBLD S8-6662

November 22, 1947

My Dear Mr. Ashbrook,

Your article in STAMPS of November 15th was so
interestingly presented that I found it impossible to lay
it aslide without examining my odd acecumulation of old U,S.
covers and stampless.

Naturally I suppose that you have read the articles in
AMERICAN PHILATELIST OF Jesnuary =znd December 1936. These were
~ettten by Thomas D. Perry, then of 361 West Second St.,
Moorestown, New Jersey. "Early envelooes postally used".

3 T have only the latter issue myself. Have you taken over
his then-expressed reasearch?
= For your examination - and return to me, when

you are finished - no rush - I am forwarding:
l - N.Y.City to Pittsford Vt - UNDATED -
Certainly this seems a nandmade.
2 - Annapolis to Princs George,Md. 1848
3 - Unknown to "Orizaba,llexico"
This came in a large lot of covers
at = Barr auction about 10 yrs ago.
Could be fzke zx but I doubt it.
Raynolds was the first man to record
an ascent of Mt. Orizaba in 1848,
He was a Major in the Union Army
(Bretet B.G.) in 1865, So I doubt
fakery. (All the Army was out of
Mexico by May 1848)
4 . Boston to N.Y.City - to ship Cleopatra
Date Unknown yet Interesting since
the only early type envelop I have seen
with a Manufacturer's name embossed
thereon. See "MARION" at lower left.
Appears next to"27 South St"
All the other early envelopes are of 1350 ff.
dates =nd without makers names.
Sorry I eouldn't be of more help. I'm sure that
Af collectors cooperate with you you can amass an lupressive
~ amount of data/ I awalt with interest another article mn this

gubject by you.

Very truly yours,
%W

APS 14091




“'ﬂv‘ Dec. 8, 1947,

Mr., George A, Weller,
180 Bast 79th St.,
Hew York 21, N.Y.
Dear Mr. Weiler:

Thanks for your card of the 2nd,

the Third Philastelic Congress

read it at the time it appeared,

planation.

occurred to me before,

Sincerely yours,

I have copies of the A.F. for January and
Decenmber 1956 and managed to find the two Perry
articles, Since my letter to you I have received
- one from Thos. Perry in which he called my attention

to his artiecle on the same subject in the book of

21967). This I have
now read with much interest. I evidently did not

in I wondered why the American public was so
slow/adopting the use of envelopes before 1846, Perry,
in his A.P, article of Deceuber 1856 gives the ex-

Perhaps the penalty for the use of envelopes
may have had something to do with the revision of
sour postal lawg in 1845, That thought had never




W12.20.4-?

Ran across some data in Collsctors Club Philatel
jst that may interest you op -your envelope article.
The CCP of July 1947 - article ot E. Tudor Gross-
cit=s = "Stattling Discovery" thru courtesy ot
Dr. Corroll Chsse of an early window envelope 1849
(France) and then research-data 1s given, 1t seenms
that Marlon of Paris(remember the makers nsame on my
/Orizeba, cover ?) patented the window feature 1in 1846
ond o d%e to hold his envelopes in Dec. 1844. Thus

.me can conclude that envelopes aere popular in France
in 1844 or Betore. Much can De done in tals direct-
~ion. If I tind more on t:iis Th Lk writes,

i HOLIDAY GR“EPINéo &

180 East 79th~St,NY2l
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STANLEY B. ASHBROOK
335 North Ft. Thomas Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Kentucky
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Jan. 23, 1948,

L Mp. W, C Peterman,
.80 Cranberry St.,
Brooklyn 2, N.Y.

-~ Dear lr. Peterman;:

: . Thanks'very ruch for youf kind lett
19th. P i

‘postage

. the use of envelopes. The reason_-,‘ ;
8 realize

penalty. 'I belleve that VPrY few colly
this feature. T

article, but if it is not

“ : i1l try and
. have 1t inserted, giving }

it for same.,

P A 1athab,




80 Cranberry St.,

Brooklyn 2, N.Y,
January 19, 1948.

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook,
55 D | D 7S Thomus Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:-

In reference to your article on "Envelopes"

in the November 15th 1lssue of STAMPS, I theought that you might be
interested the follc*inﬂ from +ne New York Herald Tribune of June e
1945 under the heading "One hundred years ago in the New York Tribune"
Thls was taken from the Tribune as near as possible to the same date
in 1845,
2
"ENVELOPES FOR LETTERS- the subscribers have just received
a larce upply of buff-colored envelopes to enclose letters,
suitable to be ed under the new Post Office Law, whereby
seversl letters can be forwarded under one cover, and
conslderable postage saved. Jansen & Bell, 158 Nassa
Tribune Bldg.- Advt.™

n
(= e
w
ct

Evlidently, Jensen % Bell were alert to the business possibilities
of the law of March 3rd which went into effect on July let ;

b
]
§ox
¥

I have an envelope, evidently hand-cut ae there are slipht
lrregularities in the cutting and folding, which was used in England
between London and somewhere in Exeter in 1835. It ie postmarkead
with a crowned double circle - FREE - 2 JU 2 - 1835, The "form"

is shown 1in the sketch below. The flaps B C and D were glued
together only at the point where thegmet. The envelope was closed

» by sealing with a wax wafer., Sincefthls was a '"free" letter the
cost of two sheet®s was of no consideration.

Very truly vours,
W 4 % ArsTIet57

f/ 4y
o W.C. Peterman
7,/
r'."
‘w.f"
o
y
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"Stonehaven"
West Bay
Bridport (Dorset)

Decembexr 3.

Stanley B.Ashbrook
53 N,Ft.Thomas Ave,
Fort Thomas Kentucky.

Lear Mr, Ashbrook,

' First of all, I'm at last a civilian; but
too late, because I'm out of the frying pan snd into the fire,
after my release leave is up (next March/ I'm due for 'directed
labour' and must work at what I'm ordered to do!! God, what
a2 couptry. S0 all my schemes about my own business are out,
snd I d be better offin the army after all!

And now, about envelopes. I've collected
envelopes 23 a sideline for many years and find them fascinating.
The earliest menufsctured ones come from ¥rence dating back to
the 17th, cent. 18th cent ones are frequently met with, The
envelope was not used much in Englamd until 1832 , because the
use of san envelope would have incurred doubled postage right away -
postage being charged per sheet. I have several Englesik ones
dating from 1832 =~ also a few delightful ornamental coloured
ones ?postally used) from the continent dating from 1832.

Enclosed is & duplicate I have - French which
dates from 1741 - 1743 the period in which the postmark was used,
Unfortunately the marking is very indistinet. It is the fleur-de -
lis, with P.P and & small crown. (My own copy is clear) I can
offer you this cover at $2,00 - becawge such early made envelopes
are dafficult to come Dby, .

The origin of 'eaweerte' is ‘ue to the large
seals in use on the Coantinent dating from the 16th cent and getting
bigger throughout the years, These seals were imprinted on a large
square piece of parchment s0 that when the letter was feolded, this
square enveloped the whole, snd wss waxed on the back. I have a
few to spare , entire letters written by people of importance
(demi-Royalties) besutful to look at and in good condgtion, dating
from the early 17th cent, I'm asking £2.guineas each for them
(810 about) esccording to their importance, I've also a few dated
1544 with smaller seals 'envelopingu from Italy in good condition
which I can offer at $5 esach, Shall be very pleased to offer
you & selection,




Once when I was in New York, I showed my envelope collection
to the Collectors Club, and it caused great interest, becasue few
had ever seen saeh early examples. At that time however I had

none of theo early Continental ones.

Anyway, congratulations on a most interesting article,

' Yours siiEZi::ikdjL\- é/L6JvZ

boih = P frihot O G L dt
o Aad et nvelife-
[ o 4 ey i PG




Jan. 5, 1948,

Capt. Frank W, Staff,
"Stonehaven"
West Bay,
Bridgeport (Dorset)
England.

Dear Captain:

Thanks very much for your kind letter of December 3rd,
Congratulations on being in civilian life once more, but I
regret to hear that you will be unable to lead the sort of
1life that you would prefer., Wars are supposed to correct evils
but they seldom accomplish that end, How can the world ever
forgive the Germans for what they started in 1914 and 1939,

In my article in "Stamps" I should have emphasized one
very important point - The explanation as to why G.B, was slow
to adopt the manufactured envelope and likewise why we were so
slow in doing so over here. Not until after my article appeared
did I realize the cause - double postage.

I am returning the item that you sent me as I really
haven't any use for 1t, Thanks just the same,

Several friends mentioned the Dendy Marshall book, but
I have never seen a copy. Do you suppose you could obtain one
for me?

In a former letter you mentioned that you had some stampless
covers of the "U,S,Express Mail" of 1836-1339., If you have any
that you will sell, I would be very glad to acquire them. Also
any covers showing the Reprisal Rate of 1847-1848 ~ either to G.B.
or to the U.S,

Wishing you a Very Prosperous and Happy New Year, I am

Cordially yours,




Dec. 1, 1947.

Mr. Prescott He. Thorp,
Netcong, WeJe

.

Dear Prescott:

In "Stamps" issue of Nowember 15th, I had an article
" on early useés of envelopes, Fernapg jou noticed 1it.

T understand that envelopes became very popular in
England in 1840 and 1841. 1If one asked the question - Why?
I auppose the answer would be = becanse of the Mulready - but
t is not the real answer, Being very much interested in

elopes no doubt you will agree.

3 If envelopes were used to a large extent in England
in the early forties why were we, in this country, so slow to
adopt them? I never realized until recently the correct answer
to that questiom, I am sure that you know the correct answer
but may I ingquire if you know whether or not it was every em=
phasized in any philatelie article published within the past

decade?

Vou will doubtless recall that a few yoars ago 1 raised
the question as to "Why Stamped Envelopes ere Pirst Used,"
It appeared to be a point that had been completely overlooked by
specialists in U, S. Hntires, It was quite interesting, I think
the question - Why, was the adoption of envelopes in the U. S,
so slow prior to the late or middle eighteen forties, is well

worth considering.

I am also writing Tom Perry & brief note on this subject,

Sincerely yours,




PRESCOTT HOLDEN THORP

NETCONG., NEW JERSEY
v

Dear Stanley;

I did note your artical in Stamps
and had set it aside to read carefully only to
have this issue mislaid.

However, I am not well aquainted with
early use of envelopes and could probably not
contribute much to your own knowledge of the subject.
Its my understanding, (rather casual, to be sure)
that envelopes first came to this country along
about 1842 as the"new idea from France." I do not
think the Mulready, so-called, envelope contributed
much to the popularity of using envelopes for, as
I understand it, the Mulready itself proved so
unpopular that it was withdrawn from issue during
the first year of its advent. Beleive it lasted only
nine monthse.

However, if one wants to go back to the
very first envelope I have recollection of running
ross a reference to Sargon I, which was some
3300 years B.C. This reference indicated that
messages carved on stone were wrapped in clay that
was baked around them and the whole thing impressed
with a clay seal to indicate its private character.

That, of course, even i1f true, has little
if any relation to the paper envelope as we know it
today.

As to why envelopes were adopted in this
country I have some recollection of a reference that
indicated envelopes proved popular because they were
an added advantage in preventing people from spying
into the mail. is you know spying was quite prevelent
in the forties and fifties and most people didn't
trust thelir private affiars to the post. The art of
removing wax seals had been developed to a fine degree
and the seals were of littke use in preventing spying.
Just why a gummed envelope should prevent opening
seems obtuse to me so I've never put much stock in
the "spying" story. There may, however, be something
to it. :

___You flatter me when you say that you are

Keep yowr friends, both new and old - the first are silver, the last are gold.




PRESCOTT HOLDEN THORP

NETCONG, NEW JERSEY
v

sure that I know the correct answer as to why envelopes
became so popular. 4And I am. sure that any artical

you might write on the subject would prove very
interesting and would t row much light on an otherwise
dark subject.

Incidentally, it would be a lot easier to explain
why government envelopes have to this day been
frowned upon as incorrect for personal correspondence.
Obvioulsy this aversion has been propagandised by
envelope manufacturers who figured they might loose
much of their business if everyone started using
government stamped envelopes.

Strangely enough they might have spared their
fears. Few people think of buying a supply of
stamped envelopes for their correspondence and the
surprising feature (to me, at least) i1s that so many
stamped envelopes are used. Even I, who should
certainly use government stampe envelopes, never seem
to have the required cash to buy them by the box -
which, of course, I should do. When I have a large
mailing I undertske to purchase a couple of boxes,
but even then I often refrain as there is not sufficient
time to get them imprinted with my name and address.

In any event you will gather from this letter
how poverty stricken my knowledge 1s concerning the
subject you have brought up.

PHT/h

Keep your friends, both new and old - the first are silver, the last are gold.




Mr, Preacott Holden Thorp,
Neteong, N,J.

Dear Prescott:

Thanks very much ‘for your interesting letter, When I
wrote you I thought. that I had a new idea, but I have eince
found out that my good friend Tom Perry mentioned the subject ten
years ago in a paper . that he prepared for the Philatelic Congress
of 1937, on the subject of early uses of envelopes,

I do not recall that I read the article at the time, He
alspo had an article.on the game subject in the December 1036 issue
of the American Phllatelist., . I doubt if I read 1%, but if 1 did,
the facts therein dldn't register with me, 2

What I thought might be.a new idea was that the reason
why the use of envelopes was not adopted in this country prior to
July 1, 1845 was because the use of same¢ doubled the Postage rate,
As you will reeall, rates of postage prior Lo that date, were
based on, (1) distance and (25 the number of sheets of paper come
prising the letter, A letter for a distance of over 400 miles was
taxed 256¢, but if enclosed in an envelope the rate was 50¢, No
wonder the envelopes used in this country prior to July 1, 1845 are
practically unknown to those who have made a long study of the
subject., MNo doubt you have a copy of Tom Yerry's article f'or the
Third Philatelic Congress, If sojy may I call it to your attention.

Before making mention of the above interesting point in
print, I wanged to give due credit to anyone who had heretofore
mentioned it, and that is the reason why I wrote you. The average
collector really doesn't pay much attention to rates, hence 1
thought it possible that the point may have been overlooked.

It does seem possible that the wide spread use of envelopes
in Great “ritain in the early forties might have had some influence
in the change in our Postal Laws as per the Act of March 3, 1840,
That is, to rate letters by weight, as per the British systen,
rather than the old system which had been in vogue here for so many
years.

I believe that you are right about the Mulready, but I
suppose there is 1little question but what it paved the way for the
later adoption of envelopes because I have seen 1t stated that by
1942 nearly one-half of the letters passing thru the British Post
Office were encleosed in envelopes, and that by 1850 the rate had
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increased to about 90%., What a con:rast this is to conditions in
the U.S.

Yes, 1t 1s strange that stamped envelopes are not used
more extensively for private correspondence as well as by business
concerns. ~

Regarding stamped envelopes., The 8.U.S. states that our
first envelopes were issued July 1, 1853. Do you know whether there
is any authority for that statement? lNr. Bartels wrote me in 1939
that the earliest use he had ever seen was July 7, 18563, Back in the
old Philatelic Gazette Dr. Berthold ran an article in 1915 in whieh
he illustrated a cover and the letter which was enclosed., The 3¢
entire was postmarked "Boston Jun 17" and the letter was dated "Boston
June 16th, 1853.," This envelope did not have the Nesbit secal. I am
wondering 1if 1t was later proved that this envelope was a fake, or
was not actually used in 18539

The S5.U.8. gives practically no information on the dates of
issue of' B.S. envelopes, for example, the "Star Dies" are simply
listed "1860-6l." I wonder why aspecialists in "lnvelopes" do not
Insist that the catalogue furnish such worthwhile information®

In the Thorp catalogue, it is stated that the Star Dies (3¢ -
6f - 10¢) were issued in October 1860, 1In 1939, lMr. Bartels wrote
me that the earliest 3¢ Star Die he had seen was Sep. 7, 1860, and a
use of Sep. 15, 1350 was reported in the Philatelic Press some years
later. I have a record of a use of the 8¢ Star Die on Sep. 14, 1860.

Regarding the 10¢ Star Die. MNay I inguire if you have any re=
cord of a use in September or October of 1860? 1In my time I have not
seen many used 10¢/ covers but I suppose the majority that sre in ex=
istence were 1l0¢ rates to and from California. Quite a bit of mail in
those days went to Havana, requiring a 10¢ rate but I have never run
across such a 10¢ Star Die. I mm wondering if you have any record of
unusual uses of this envelope.

The ‘earliest use that I have ssen of a compound was in Feb,
1861, Have you any record of an earlier use? The compound is a very
wonderful item in my opinion and I wonder if used entires are not
very much more rare than generally supposed., NIvidently supplies were
only sent to a comparatively few large post offices. And this reumindse
me of the 5¢ Star Die used with a 1¢ 1857. 8Such covers are not commuon
and I think the only uses that I have seen were at Boston, New York
-and Philadelphia., Apparently the latter is very rare,

May 1 apologize for the length of this letter.
With kindest regards =~

Cordially yours,
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Dear Stanley;

Thanks for calling to my attention an
interesting fact concerning the use of stamped envelopes.
If I had known about the rates of postage being based
on sheets of paper and later changed to a base of
weights - I had failed to connect it with the issue
of stamped envelopes. I suspose I had known these
facts but Just hadn't connected the two things together.
You are, of course, gbsolutely right.

Regarding the earliest use of a government
stamped envelopes; There are, so far as I am aware,
no known facts on the subject. Tiffany, Bogert and Rechert
go into the matter quite extensively and it is from
their work that the date of July 1lst, 1853 has been
taken. This, despite the fact that TB&R go to much
length to point out that the July lst date is entirely
problematical. In fact, they introduce evidence that
envelopes, a considerable quantity of them, were
distributed to Postmasters "in June" of 1853%. I do
not know of the "Boston Jun 17" envelope and the fact that
it was without the Nesbitt Crest is difficult to
understand. Berthold was unquestionably a great student of
stamped envelopes but I am inclined to think he was
on occasion inclined to be over enthusiastic. Ag
witness his own hand notes on envelope bands stating
only copy known" on items that have become quite
prevelent and, often, common. He wrote such notes when
he was first shown an envelope he had not previously
seen - I think these notes were sales talk for benifit
of Worthington and, of course, GW would not destroy the
band with Berthold's writing on it and the darn things
stick around to this day to plague us. Apparantly
Berghold's interest would drop as soon as others were
discovered and he would not attempt to correct his
written records. Thus, I beleive, he often "thought
out loud" in print about things 1in an effort to scare
up information on a subject in which he was interested.
Occasionally, when the information he sought had been
forth coming he would write a follow-up artical that
would be published. Often, as not, I beleive, he would
satisfy himself on the subject and neglect to correct
the printed recozd.

However, this is not to say that we can blithly

Keeb your friends, both new and old - the first ave silver, the last are gold.
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overloolg anything the lste T'r. V. B. wrote on envelopes.
If there is one thing I have learned these padt
twenty-five years it is that the older I grow the less

I know about stamps. I have great respect fpr these
masters of the past and if, oceasionaly, I discover
where they have errd it only cautions me that the
masters were human and could make mistakes so Thorp
better be doubly carefully for he is far from being

a master or even = good student.

Your =eference to a used 6¢ star Die is interesting -
this is a howling rarity - I doubt that more than

a half-dozen or so could be located. I know of only
one - at least I beleive that Yarcus White hzas one

in his collection.

Strangely en ugh envelope collectors have shown
very little interest in used coverse. Probably this is
because the used 1is, very often, so extremely difficult
to obtain. 4lso, I suspect, the arly collectors became
interested in the Die varieties and these could best be
see on the unused. In any event the use of envelopes
is an interesting and strange thing.

For instance, Dies 1, 2, &, and 4, of the Nesbitt
issue are quite common when used but 211 of them are
extremely rare unused. The Dle 5 1s on the other hzand
common enough in either condition. Now when I say
"rare" 1 mean just that. I would go so far as to say that
fine unused entires (without address on the face) of
the first 4 Dies are damn near impossible!l

Now tske the 64 Nexbitts (1lst issue) The 6¢ green
is guite common used but the 6¢ red is again one of
those very scarce items used. The 10¢ are very coomon
used but "difficult” to ''rare” when unused.

48 for the "CStar Niet' issue the 6¢ either unused or
used is one of the most difficult of all stamped envelopes
with the used being infinately the rarer. s for the
10 centers the used is by far the most common.

These inconsistances probably can be explalned by
rates of postage - there being (?) a greater demand
for the 10¢ than the 6¢. But this would not explain
the phenomen regarding the 6¢ greens and the 6¢ reds
of the 1lst issue.

Keep your friends, both nzw and old - the first are silver, the last are gold.
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I must admit my ignorance as to dates of use of any
envelopes - have only the vaguest ideas on the subject.
Compounds were used from several cities but how early
I do not know. Beleive these to have been use in
New York, Charlestown (?), Chicago (M.W. has one) and
Baltimore. Ward has been looking for one used from
Philadelphia but I do not know that he has ever
turned one up. Don't recall why I think Charlestown
was one of the cities of use and even as I wrote the
name of this city I wondered sbout it because compounds
were never demonitize and were used for a considerable time
during the Civil War. My impression for this was that
none of the compounds had been distribured to Confed
post offices so it was not thought necessary to
withdraw them. If this is so then how come Charlestown?
I'm probably wrong about it. Beleive Boston shculd be
inclided in the list also but am not sure.

I have never heard of any of rhese letters going
to Havana under a 10c stamped envelope nor do I recall
ever hav@ng seen any early Nesbitt so used. im sure
that I would have noticed such a cover if one had
ever come my way.

Sorry that I can not give more concrete information
but I am happy indeed that ycu have taken up the subject.

~—

Reg;lds

e

P A) :

- e

Keep your friends, both new and old - the first are silver, the last are gold.




Jan. 5, 1948,

Mr. Prescott H. Thorp,
Netcong, N.J.

Dear Prescott:

Thanks very much for your recent letter which I assure
you was most welcome, Due to the holidays this is the first
opportunity that I have had to acknowledge it.

Regarding the early envelope that Berthold reported in
the old Philatelic Gazette., I am at a loss to account for the
fact that apparently no recognition has ever been accorded this
items I cannot see from the illustrations why it should be
questioned. He illustrated the cover and also half of the letter
which 1s very plainly written:

Boston June 1l6th, 1853

The envelope is pOStmarked -

BOSTON
UUN
:

* RBerthold stated:

"It will certainly interest the envelope collector to hear
that this buff envelope does not bear a Nesbitt tress on the point
of the flap."

In this article Berthold gave a list of the ten earliest
uses known to himyg and of the ten only three had the seal, His list
follows:

1l - June 16, 1853 - - = = no seal
2 - July 22, " = = - = geal

N 3- " 30, " =~ - ~geal
4 « Aug, 1, " - - - - Tn0O seal
o 8, " Ale ity SR 1"
6 - Sep., 6, " e« - "
7 - Nov. 9, " = = - = geal
8- " 10, " = ~ - = To seal
9 -« Dec. =1, " Pl S i Tl "
10 S " 29’ " P A "

He gave descriptions of each of the envelopes. I am wonder-
ing if the above is of special interest to you and if so perhaps his
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entire article might be worth your attention, It appeared in the
June 15th Philatelic Gazette - Vol. V - No. 6. No doubt the C.C.
Livrary has a copy, but if not, I will be glad to loan you mine,

Re - the 6¢ Star Die. Marcus White wrote me back in 1943
that he had one used from Oxford, N.Y. on "Sep. 14." This would
have been quite late for 1l8¢cl, so no doubt e use was 1860,

« What about Barkhausen? He must own several of the 64, I
spent an hour or so with him in his office when I was in Chicago last
October, but I did not think to ask him about the 6¢.

‘ He has some nice things in used envelopes and he acquired from
me several very desirable "Westerns," including a "Fort Bridger, U.T."
(straight line), which some of the precancel lunatics call a "Precancel,"”
Rich for example. Also another unrecognized envelope rarity - a frank
of the Central Overland California and Plkes Peak Express Co. - east-
bound, Barkhausen is a darn nice chap. I suppose you know him quite
well.

It is too bad that more collectors don't go in for used
envelopes,

Do you run across many 3¢ plus 1¢? I don't mean the compound but
3¢ envelopes with 1¢ 1857 or 186l. If you have any 3¢ Star Die plus
1¢ 1857 for sale will vou please submit. I am also interested in 3¢
Star Dies which show "Old Stamps Not Recognized."

I do not doubt that fine early unused entires are very rare.,
et I imagine there is more satisfaction in owning such items than unused
early adhesives with "0.G."

It seems odd to me that an unused entire €¢ Star is apparently
so very much more rare than the compound. One would imagine it would
'‘be the reverse because southern post offices were surely stocked with
the 64 but none had any compounds, I have long had an ambition to turn
up a 6¢ used in the south after June 1, 1861, showing Confederate usage,
(postage paild in cash or stamps).

J Re = the compound., I have records of uses at:

Rew York
Boston
Baltimore
Chicago

I have heard that supplies were also sent to Philadelphia and
Washington, but I have no record of any covers from these two offices.
I never heard of a use at Charleston, S.C.

Again the 3¢ Star Die. Tom Perry has a cover used from New York on
Aug. 29, 1860
which is the earliest known use in my record. Tom also has a 3¢ 1853
which was apparently used from Philadelphia on

July 6, 1853
which is a day earlier than the Bartels records
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Again re - the Compound. Perhaps the use you mentioned was
"GHARLESTOWN MASS." It could have been used there as 3¢ plus 1l¢
uses are known from that office. I never saw a 3¢ plus 1¢ "ecarrier"
use at Charleston, S.C., but I have seen "Prepald Way" uses of 3¢
plus 1¢ into that office.

I am very anxious to see all and any 3¢ plus 1¢ uses on
Stamped Envelopes.

I am preparing an article for "sPAMPS" and I'1ll probably men-
tion some of the apove mentioned items.

With best wishes for the Newhgear -
Cordially yours,
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Jan 8, 1948

Dear Stanley;
Your interesting letter of the 5th at hand.

First let me hasten to explain that when
we discuss dates of use of envelopes I am getting into
deep water. Somehow I am of the opinion that I had seen
a compound - either entire or cut - that had been used
at Charlestown, S.C. Prehaps not, but one thing is sure
my testimony in this instance is so unsound as to be
of 11ttle use for an artical. Charlestown, S.C. is common
enough on the Star Die 3 centers and is often encountered
on early envelopes - that much I do know. In fact I inclose
a 8¢ star die so postmarked.

Now as to the ©c star die. The only used

copy I know of is the one you mention that Marcus White

has. This comes pretty close to being a unique item. If,

as suggested in your letter,the 6¢ star die was distribute
in the South then surely the supply was very meager. In
addition to the used entire owned by Marcus here is the
total 1list of all the 6¢ star dies I have any knowledge

of;

on buff - unused corner (poor) Raymond Weil stock
Entires

Marcus White - pair unused - buff used

We Parsons Todd pair unused

Boston Collector - palr unused

Barkhausen - pair unused (prehaps he also has a
used copy but I doubt it.)

ilso, there was a pair unused in the Arthur Well
collection.

No doubt there are others but beleive me they are
few and far between. They are among the rarest of U.S.
postage issues either adhesive or envelope.

Keep your friends, both new and old - the first ave silver, the last are gold.
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I have a complete set of the Philatelic Gazzette and
now that you mention it I vaguely recall reading the
Berthold artical you mention. At the time I complied my
catalogue I did a prodigious amount of research but,
of course, noted down only the facts that I though might
fit into the work I was preparing.

As to the Nesbltt seals, or "tresses" these we know
were discontinued almost immediately after the envelopes
ahd been introduced. My cata states the date as probably
July 7th. (Ref. 7,B & R). So, in my opinion, the finding
of an early usage of a Nesbitt without the seal, while
interesting, would not be anything more than a novelty.
If Berthold's Jun 16th date is 1853 (and not 1854) then
the none tress envelope used would be conclusive proof
that the seals had been discontinued much earlier than
was suspected. - Or would it? - Prehaps the addition of
the Crest was an inspiration Nesbitt had after he had
manufactured some of the envelopes? Does Tom Perry's
3c used July 6, 1853 have the tress?

It is a damnable shame that the early envelope
specialists - of which there were many (Harrison, Tiffany,
Bogart, Durbin, -even Berthold - paid so little attention
to usage. They merely had the Acts of Congress and did
little to investigate further. Mostly they were interested
in envelopes , a starnge twist for a philatelist - and
gave great importance to the reshaping of a "knife!" letting
historical philatelic data slide as of little interest.

In fact the early catalogues were made up according to
envelopes and even the stam s were relegated to a

secondary consideration. Now the great stocks and
collections have been dissapated so there are many many facts
we probably never shall learn.

One thing is certain, up to this very day the envelope
collector cares little for the used item and it would
almost seem that envelope collectors are a thing apart from
philately for we almost never run across worthwhile
used material in the collections and lots we purchase. Used
items with Western Franks have long since been carefully
segregated for the WF collector. Combination stamped
envelopes (those with adhesives attached) have likewise be
relegated to the "cover" collector who, in turn, spurns
used envelopes as being something out of his field even as
the envelope collector spurns the combination cover sas

something unacceptable to him. It is, indeed—a strange——

Keep your friends, both new and old - the first are silver, the last are gold.
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situation. The highlights of each field are denied

to each group of collectors as being "out of their
territory." Hence you will not find any "envelope™
collection containg anything but occasionzal used items -
and you will not find any adhesive collection containing
any but occasional unused items. Even the great
Barkhausen collection (he is indeed a "peech') contains
unused envelopes - and his Western Frank collection

is a thing apart from the envelope collection. AFL's
Western Franks were just that and he never bothered his
head about collecting envelopes. Of course he took

some outstanding used item but the rest of the lot was
of no interest to him. I recall having two handsome
Bobddsmmm Bloods with the first lssue Nesbitt stamps
on the opposite corners. These were really "gems" and
were beautifully cancelled, a2 thing to treasure. But of
course they went to an adhesive collector for I knew of
no envelope collector who would be interested.

Incidentally youmask me for combination star dies (
adhesives plus envelopes) sorry non have come my way. I
do inclose an unused combination 1¢ (Scott's 63) plus a 1lc
star Die envelope. This is last of a lot that turned up
in the Bogart Durbin sale. As I recall there were some
thory or more of these clearly indicating that the Post
Ooffice clerks had attached the adhesives in order to use up
an over supply, or an obsolete, envelope in stock. Even
as 1s often done to this day.

Anyhow I written a lot about nothing.

New Year Greetimgs.

Keep your friends, both new and old - the first are silver, the last are gold.




Jane 17, 1948.

Mr. Prescott Holden Thorp,
Netcong, H.J..

Dear Prescott:

Your letter of the 8th was read with much interest.
Herewith I am returning the two Star Die covers,

I note that the Charleston is an "Independent State",
that is, used in South Carolina after esecession, but before
formation of the CeS«sAs No doubt you are aware that Confed
collectors go after much items but they seldom pay much of a
premium for the features I have seen a lot of 3¢ Star Die uses
from Charleston, 8.Ce. Rvidently a big supply was sent there and
it appears that stamped envelopes were popular in that citys In
. this respect, I recall that the Ce.8.As Congress authorized the
P,M.G. to issue stamped envelopes but he was never able to do sos

Regarding the combination covers The rate on local
letters at offices with carrier delivery was raised to 2¢ on July
1, 1863, and eircular mail was also raised to 2¢+ Thus there
were two uses for a 2¢ rates It is possible, of course, that P,0.
¢lerks may have prepared combinations such as yours but I doubt
it.» It secms more probable that 1y stamps were added by the
public to supplies of 1¢ envelopns on hand,

The 1¢ star die and the coupound were never demonetized
80 the supplies in southern post offices must have been very small,
Perhaps very few of the former and none of the latter.

Please pardon the repetition of what you are fully aware,

Regarding the 6¢ Star Dies While I knew that it was quite
rare, I had no idea that it was as rare as you stateds 1 certainly
wag glad to get the data.

Re - Tom Perry's early use of July 6, 1853, Yes, this has
tho Nesbitt seal on the back flap.

$ I am preparing & follow-up article for "Stamps" on my en-
velope notes of last November. Vould you have any objection if I
made reference to several points regarding stamped envelopes as
contained in your letter?

With kindest regards - Cordially yoursy




Jan. 25, 1948,

Mr. "Presecott H. Thorp,
Hetecong, Nad,

Dear Prescott:

SR My thanks for the additional data on the 6¢
- " gtar die. It 1s all most interesting. Also thanks
for your permission to make reference in a forth
article to various interesting points contal
your recent 1etters.

: By the way, regarding that 1¢ s die 8 velope
of yours with the 1¢. 1851. I really b ok

across 1t yesterday., See pagé 83 in NN book/gfad his

quote from an article in the "Stamp Collestighs

for Auguat 1867, :

wrep' in
rel\y ad’! value

, 80 the postal clerks

_advance envelopes like yourg

) to your cover,
L

I had a loang letter
. days ago, the most
» in many monthe.

Wiﬁh'be regards -

Cprdially yours,




Nove 24, 1947,

Mr, L., H, Barkhausen,
251 S, La Salle 8%.,
Chicago 4, Ills.
My dear Mr, Barkhausen:

Here 1 am to bother you once again, Would it Dbe
too mach trouble to ask you to look over your

10¢ Star covers,

and see if by any chance you have any real early uses? I think
that the 10¢ was issued as early as September 1860, but I have

no record of such a use, or, in fact, of a use even in October

1860.

Further, will you please give me a list of any 3¢ Star
Die covers showing carrier usage - that is, a 3¢ plus 1¢, the 1¢
a 1¢ 1857, Type V. Recently I heard of a 3¢ star die with a 1¢
1861, (3¢ plus 1¢) and I am trying to trace it. The envelope
was being demonetized at the same time the l¢ stamp came into uss,
g0 such & combination is mpst unusual,

Most of the 3¢ star die plus 1¢ 1857 that I have seen
were used at Boston,

I have two 10¢ star dle ~ entires = both Wells FPargo franks =
one is a "paste-up”" =« no address on face -~ with two strikes of
the large H T & Co. Sen Francisco marking (blue) of "1 Mar (1861%7)."
The cover 1s a buff with & brown-red frank. The other is addrossed
to New York and has the 8an Francisco W.F. & Co., blue marking of
"10 Aug" (1861). The stamp is canceled by this and elso a2 black
grid, but there is no New York or other postmark, The cover is a

buff with a carmnine frank,

I'11 be glad to =send these to you if you would care to see
them,

My best regards to you.

Cordially yours,




THOMAS DOANE PERRY
ENGINEER IN WOOD WORK
801 EAST MAIN STREET
MOORESTOWN, NEW JERSEY
TELEPHONE S9-0613

DecemBeEr 2nD, | 9 ) 7
STaANLEY B. ASHBROOK, EsQ., ;

%% NORTH ST. THOMAS AVENUVE,
FOorRT THOMAS, KENTUCKY

DEAR STANLEY;

| HAVE YOURS OF THE 29TH REGARDING EARLY ENVELOPES. | sTuDlED
THI1S RATHER CAREFULLY WHEN | PREPARED MY AM.PHIL.CONGRESS PAPER FOR
CHicaco IN 1937, WHICH WAS PRINTED. | HAVE AN EXTRA COPY | GAN LOAN
MOU IF YOU HAVEN'T ONE. | ALSO HAVE A PHOTOSTAT OF THE DEnDY MaRrR=
SHALL ARTICLE IN GieBONs, SEPTEMBER 193%, THAT YOU MAY BORROW IF YOU
DO NOT HAVE IT AVAILABLE. :

My A.P.C., ARTICLE WAS RATHER BRIEF, AN INTRODUCTION TO -AN APFPEAL
FOR COLLECTING STAMPED ENVELOPES, AND WAS NOT IN YOUR THOROUGH STYLE,
BUT | FOUND ORIGINAL DATA ON ENVELOPES MOST ELUSIVE EVEN IN THE NYC
PUBLIC LIBRARY. | HAVE TRIED TO LOCATE ENVELOPES POSTALLY USED BE-
FORE JuLy |, 1845, AND HAVE NEVER TURNED UP ANY, EXCEPT AS USED FOR
OFFICIAL MAIL, "FREE" ETC., WHERE THE ADDED SHEET OF PAPER INVOLVED
NO EXTRA POSTAGE PAYMENT. IF You CAN TURN UP ANY |'LL BE DELIGHTED
TO HAVE PHOTOSTATS AND DESCRIPTIONS.

| pio NOT FOLLOW UP THE ENGLISH USE OF ENVELOPES, WHERE THEY BE=-
CAME NOT TOO UNUSUAL AFTER THE MULREADY, ALTHOUGH THAT WAS HARDLY A

REAL ENVELOPE, SINGE SO FAR AS | KNOW IT HAD NO GUMMED FLAPS AND RE=
QUIRED A WAX OR GUMMED SEAL FOR BLOSURE. IT WAS UNDOUBTEDLY THE FORE-
RUNNER. | HAVE AN 1839 EncLiIsH ENVELOPE, A "PiP"™, WHICH | ENCLOSE.

NOTE IT HAS NO GUM ON THE FLAPS, ANY OF THEM. AM SENDING A BROCHURE
, OF THE U.S,EnNvELOPE CO., UNFORTUNATELY NOT DATED, BUT PROEABLY AROUND
1910 10 20. UNDER SEPARATE CPVER, PLEASE RETURN.

ALsO | HAVE A FISTFULL OF EARLY HAND MADE ENVELOPES, 1845-1853,
WHICH | HAD LAID BY FOR A POSSIBLE ENVELOPE ARTICLE SOMEDAY, MAYBE.
THERE 1S NO CHANGCE THAT | CAN GET AT IT FOR MONTHS OR YEARS AHEAD,
AND IF YOU WANT TO GO AHEAD AND WRITE IT UP, YOU HAVE MY BLESSING,
AND |'LL GLADLY LOAN YOU WHAT CORRESPONDENCE AND ARTICLES THAT |
HAVE. THIS OFFER IS SINCERE AND | WOULD BE GLAD TO HAVE IT DONE
IN YOUR THOROUGH STLYE, AS IT ALL ADDS ZEST TO ENVELOPE COLLECTING.

CORDIALLY,
| TOM
¢c PHT




Nov., 20, 1947,

Hre. Thos. D. Perry,
301 E, Main St.,
Moorestown, N.J.

Dear Tom:

In "Staups" issue of November 15th, I had an
article on early uses of envelopes. A friend wrote me that
you published an article on the same subject several yoars
ago. Will you please inform me where your article appeared?

I understand that envelopes became very popular
in England in 1840 and 1841, If I asked the guest ion -
Why? I suppose the answer would be =~ because of the Mulready -
but that is not the real answer.

If envelopes were used to a large extent in England
in the early forties why were we so slow to adopt them in
this country? I never realized until recently the correct
answer to that question, I am sure that you know the correct
answer but may I inquire if you know whether or not it was
ever emphasized in any philutelic artiecle published within
the past decade?

With regarde -

Sincerely yours,




Dec. 6, 1947.

Mr. Thomas D. Perry,
301 E. Main Sto,
Yoorestown, N.J.

Dear Tom:

Thanks very immch for your kind letter and also for the loan
of the little booklet which I am returning herewith,s A copy of
this same booklet was sent to me several weeks ago by a man in
Springfield, !Mass,, who is with the U, S, Envelope Co. I made
copious notes from it before I beturned it to him.

‘ I have a copy of the 1957 Congress and I have read your fine
article with much interest, I note that you brought out the idea
that I had in mind, It seemed strange to me that the American
public was so slow to adopt the use of envelopes and then it occurred
to me that the real reason was the way in which mail was rated prior
to July 1, 1845, You explained this fully in your article but I
doubt if the point has been emphasized in the past. I recall that
Konwiser has written quite a lot in the past on the earliest uses
of envelopes but I do not recall that he ever mentioned why they are
so scarce prior to July 1, 1845,

I certainly appreciate your offer of coe-operation in case I
would decide to write at length on the subject, but I have no ine-
tentionssalong that line, as my knowledge is very meager and I
haven't the time to devote to the research work that would be required.

I am also returning the English envelope of 1839, It sure 1is
a fine 1tem and it 1s earlier than anything like it that I have ever
866N,

I was surprised at the interest that was shown in my Tecent
article in "Staumps" and if I can find the time I intend to follow it
up, with emphasis laid on, "why we were slow in adopting envelopes,"
I will not fail to especially mentlion your Congress paper,.

Perhaps you can glve me some information on the following:

Filret « The 8.,U.5. states that our [irst envelopes were lssued
July 1, I853. Do you know whether there is any authority for that
statement? Mr. Bartels wrote me in 1959 that the earliest use he had
ever seen was July 7, 1855, Back in the old Philatelic Gazette Lr,
Berthold ran an articlé in 1916 in which he illustrated a cover and
the antlomedaietter, The 3¢ entire was postmarked "Boston Jun 17" and
the letter was dated "Boston June 1l6th, 1855," This envelope éid not
have the Nesbit seal. I am wondering if it was later proved that this
envelope was a fake, or was not actually used in 1853% :



#2. ¥r. Thomes D. Perry, Dec. &, 1947,

The S.,U.S. gives practically rno information on the dates of
issue of U. 8. envelopes, for example, the "Star Dies" are simply
listed "1860-61," I wonder why specialists in "Envelopes" do not
insist that the catalogue furnish such worthwhile information?

In the Thorp Bartels catalogue, it is stated that the Star
Dies (3¢ - 6¢ = 10¢) were issued in October 1860, Can it be possible
that the compiler never heard of uses in September, In 1939, Mr,
Bartels wrote me that the earliest 3¢ Star Die he had seen was Sept.
7, 1860, and a use of Sep. 13, 1860 was reported in the Philatelic
Press some years later,

Regarding the 10¢ Star Die. May I inquire if you have any
record of a use in September or October of 1860% In my time I have not
seon many used 10¢ covers but I suppose the majority that are in ex-
istence were 10¢ rates to and from California, Quite & bit of mail
in those days went to Havana, requiring a 10¢ rate but I have never run
across such a 10¢ Star Die. I am wondering if you have any record of
wnusual uses of this envelope.

The earliest use that I have seen of a compound was in Feb,1861.
Have you any record of an earlier use?

I am wondering if the collecting of U. S. envelopes would not be
helped if more information, such as the above, was included in the
catalogue,

Several years ago Marcus White of Worcester, Mass, was guite
active in envelopes. Is he still around?

With kindest regards =

Cordially yours,




=

[ én%gﬁ{- The S.U.S. states that our first envelopesv
. were lssue

Nov. 2, 1947.

Mr, Marcus W, White,
15 Sherburne Ave.,
Wercester, lass,

Dear Mr., White:

Several years ago you were kind enough to give me
some information regarding U. S. envelopes and here I am back 4
once more asking several more questions:

ly 1, 1853. Do you know whether there is any
authority for that statement? Mr. Bartels wrote me in 1939 :
that the earliest use he had ever seen was July 7, 1853. Back
in the old Philatellc Gazette Dr. Berthold ran an article in ejk(ﬁﬂw
1915 in which he illustrated a cover and the enelesed 1etterpu{Lt

| The 3¢ entire was postmarked "Boston Jun 17" and the letter was
‘dated "Boston June 16th 1853." This envelope did not have the

Nesbit seal. I am wondering if it was later proved that this
envelope was a fake, or was not actually used in 18537

The S.U.S. gives practically no informttion on the
dates of issue of U. S. envelopes, for example, the "Star Dies"
are simply listed "1860-61." I wonder why specialists in
"Envelopes" do not insist that the catalogue furnish such worth-
while information? _

In the Thorp Bartsls catalogue, it is stated that the
Star Dies (3¢ - 6¢ - 10¢) were issued in October 1860, <Een—it
be—-possible~that—the cempiler never-heard of uses-in-September, ‘
In 1939, Mr, Dartels wrote me that the earliest 3¢ Star Die he ; !
had seen was Sep. 7, 1860, and a use of Sep. 13, 1860 was re= s

ported in the Philatelic Press some years later. / You were kind

enough to advise me that the earliest 6¢ you had seen was Sep.
14, 1860,

Regarding the 10¢ Star Die. May I ingquire if you have
any record of a use in September or October of 18€0? In my time
I have not seen many used 10¢ covers but I suppose the majority that
are in existence were 1l0¢ rates to and from California. Quite a
bit of mail in those days went to Havana, requiring a 10¢ rate but
I have never run across such a 10¢ Star Die. I am wordering if
you have any record of umusual uses of this envelope.

The earliest use that I have seen of a compound was in Feb.
1861, Have you any record of an earlier use? /‘,



42, Vr. Marcus W, White, Nov. 2, 1947,

I never collécted U. S. envelopes, hence my knowledge
of them is very, very limited, but they are a very important
part of our postal history and I am very much interested in such
subjects as I have mentioned above.

I was up to Chicago several weeks ago to the exhibit and
clebration of the Chicago Philatellc Soclety and while there I

paid lr,., Barkhausen a visit and spent a very enjoyable hour with
him,

I note that you are a member of the S.P.A.,, but not of
the A.P.S., and I wondered if there was any reason for the latter.

With apologies for this lengthy letter, I am

Sincerely yours,



~,

Sept. 30, 1947.

Mr. L. H. Barkhausen,
231 8, LaSalle 8t.,
Chicago 4, Ill.

Dear lMr., Barkhausen:

I have two very rare and unmsual "Westerns" and
I am wondering if you would be inupreeted in them. They
are covers carried by the stage from Denver City - the
"Central Overland Californie % Pikes Peak Fxpress Co." The
unusual part about them is that they are Fpranks, chat is,
3¢ Us S. stanped envelopes which were prepared in advance
and sold to the publie, such ffanked envelopes prepaying
the U. S. postage and the Express Co. fee for carriage to
Saint Joseph. .

or example, the Company advertised in the "Rocky
Mountain News" of Nov. 15, 1860 = (in part):

"Letters taken through from any point in the mountains
to 5t. Joseph and Leavenworth for ten (10) cents each, News-
papers five (5) cents each. Government stamped envelopes,

earing our express stamp, for sale at our of'fices in Denver
a e mountainsgs, en 1

I have never seen these franks written up or even
ment ioned in the philatellc press or auction catalogues and I
really doubt if more than a half a dozen are known, I doubt if
more than several collectors are aware of their importance.

The usual run of express covers from Denver bear 3¢
1857 stamps - U.,S.Entires are rare and ExXpress Fpanks are
very rare,

The owner wants 200,00 for the two, subjedt to prior
gale. Would you be 1nterested? If so, I will be glad %o
forward them to you.

Sincerely yours,




I1..H. Barkhausen

23| SO. LASALLE STREET

Chicaﬂoéb

October 1, 1947

Mr, Stanley B. Ashbrook
23 North Fort Thomas Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Mr, Ashbrook:

I have yours of the 30th, and would naturally like to see the
items you mention, If you will send them to me; I will return
them promptly, if I can not use them,

I do not recall seeing snything in writing on Western Franks,

This whole period, pre-railway, is the most interesting epoch

in gtamp covers to me, There is certainly a shortage of knowledge,
or record on the entire subject,

I understood some one to say that you would be in Chicsgo at the
time of the Chicago Philatelic Society Exhibit on the 17th instance.
If so I would be very glad to have you get in touch with me,

I would value your opinion on certsin things, and I would like to
go over them with you,

Very truly yours,

LEB:LC




Oct. 2nd, 1947.

Mr. L. 5. Barkhausen,
231 8. La S8Salle St"
Chicago 4, Ill.

My dear lir. Barkhausen:

Thanks wvery muoh for your prompt reply to my lectter
of the 50th. I am enclesing herewith the two covers men-
tioned in my letters You will note that both have the
"Ixpress stamp,” (wentloned in the advertisement) on the
back flap, One 1s without date and the other has simply
"JAN." There 1s practically no doubt whatsoever that this
back stamping was the Company's frank. For example, the one
with "JAN" was received by the Express Co, at Denver on
Feb, 14, The buff envelope has a blank and this is the way

ese Iranks usually oceur, that 1s, that is the way I think
they usually occur, based on the few that I have seen,

My o0ld friend Ned Knapp had two of these franks but I
de not believe that he ever was aware of the significance of
the back stampings If he did, he left no memo explaining same
when he passed awayes I must confess that the great importance
of the stamps on the back did not occur to me until recently
when this important discovery was called to my sttention by
the owner of these two covers,

The Company advertised that they would carry letters
for ten cents, whiech sum was in addition to the U. S. postage,
(originally the fee was 25¢ plus Covernment postage).

The buff envelope .sghows a pencill memo on the back of
"Nov. 28 to 30 - 61, but I¥@Bubt i1f this is correct as I think
that the use of this cover wus Dec, 1860, not 186le I think
that the use of the white cover was Feb, 1861 rather than a
possible 1l8CZ usees

% You will note that both are marked "Due 3," which in my

opinion indicates that both were double rates, paild as singles,

I considered the possibility of uses late in 1861 and 1862 after
these stamped envelopes had become invalid but 1 am rather posie-
tive such a supposition is wrong.

You will note that both eovers were from the saume person
and addressed to the same street address in Yew York. The white
envelope is signed "Walker" on the back=I am wondering if this was
the ArxfarxaexXxam Lxpress Agent at Denver?



ﬂz‘ Mr. L. He Barkh&ueen, Octo 2nd. 19470

As far as I am aware, nothing has ever appeared in the
philatellc press regarding a C,0.C. & P.,P,E. CO. franked en=-
velope in splte of the fact that the company advertised that
they had sueh iteme for sale, It is strange how we overlook
such points but turning up new things all the time in research
work is what makes the avecation so fascinating.

With these two covers I am enclosing a 3¢ 1853 Entire =~
Fort Bridﬁer. As you are aware this well known rarity has been
called a '"precancel" by the precancel crowd, tut in my opinion
it is an army cancelation, that was used on an important Express
that left for the east on March 1, 1858, Oovers are known with
this same marking tying singles of the 3¢ 1857 and one cover is
known bearing a horizontal pair of the 3¢ 1857,

My theory is that the Army carriled a small printing press
on which army orders were printed and that this small press was
used to cancel the mail going east by the military express of
March 1, 1858, It seems most unlikely that envelopes for that
maill were prepared in advange and sold to the soldlers. Only in
that way could these straight line Fort Brildgers be classed as
"precancels,"” :

l The priee on this cover is $200 and vwhile I may be wrong I
believe that this cover is unique., That 48, it is the only such
entire known.

. 'I agree with you that western covers of the whole pree
railway perilod are among the most interesting of Philatelic
Americana. In addition, there is no better investment. They
haven't made any such iteus since pre«Civil War days and being
part and parcel of the history of our great nation they are bound
to become more and more valuable as the years 8lip by.

I have a reservation at the Norrison to attend the C,.P.S.
show on the 17th - 18th and 19th and I will certainly make it a
point to meet you personally if possible.

Sircerely yours,



1..H Barkhausen

231 SO. LASALLE STREET

Chicaﬂ'o <k
October 3, 1947

Mr, Stanley B, Ashbrook
33 North Fort Thomas Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Friend Ashbrook:

I received today three items that you sent me under date of the
2nd, I must confess that it never occurred to me what the express
stamps without the date meant on the back flap,

I have two of these Westerns you spesk of from Knapp., They are both
with blank dates, Undoubtedly your explanstion is correct, I doubt
whether they would be remsinder envelopes after 1861, because in both
instances they are stamped with the month only, =nd not the date of
the month,

I am enclosing you my check for 3200,00, to cover the two items that
you sent me, as I would like to add these to my collection,

In reference to the Fort Bridger item, I would like to know a little
more sbout this, It is a very interesting piece, but I do not feel
like paying such = price, if there is sny question of its being dsted
at some later date, It would seem easy enough to over print this
Nesbitt envelope, I have never seen an example of like printing,

I shsll hold the piece for s few days, awaiting your further reply,
I agree with you that it could not possibly be a pre cancel, . Some
such explanation as you make could fit it,

I shall be very 2lad to see you the week of the 17th,

am, very truly yours,

o///%mm

LHB:LC
e, (1)




Octs 6, 1947.

Mr. L. He Barkhausen,
231 8. La 8alle 38t.,
Chicago 4, Ill.

My dear Mr, Barkhausen:

Thanks very much for yours of the 3rd with check for
the two Express covers., Hore on the subject of them later,
but first regarding the "Fort Bridger" cover. I thought per-
haps you were probably familiar with the marking, as it has
been written up in the philatelic press at various times in
the past twenty-five years. For years it has been argued pro
and con that it was a precancel, and of course the precancel
fans were over-eager to adopt it as one of their own. From
what facts we have I am of the opinlon that there 1s little
doubt of the fact that it was an army postmark and only applied
on mail from the army that went east by an "Express" on March 1,
1868, I belleve that such army maills were always referred to

ose days as an Expresa.

As you will recall, those were the days of the "Mormon

War" when Gen'l Albert Sidney Johnston's army was sent to Utah
in 1857 scon after the infamous Mountain Meadows Massacre,
Johnston's army left Fort Leavenworth about the middle of July
1857 and headed for Salt Lake City.

: Fort Bridger was occupied, and later Salt Lake City,
but the army of occupation later made their headquarters at

"Camp Floyd." 1Incidentally this Camp was no doubt named for the
then Secretary of War who was mixed up with ¥Wm, H. Russell in the
disappearance of a million dollars worth of bonds and who, at the
outbreak of the Civil War, became a general in the Confederate
Amy .

One of the officers stationed at Fort Bridger was a Capt.
J. A, QGove of Concord, N.H. and fortunately his letters to his
wife were preserved and are today the property of the lNew Hampe
shire Historical Soclety. I am enclosing a photograph of a cover
from Capt. Gove to his wife. This cover has been owned for many
years by D, A. Brosnan and Brosnan has written several intereste
ing articles regerding Capt. Gove and the Utah Expedition. This
was the only cover in the Gove correspondence with tnis straight-
line marking and this cover, in my opinion, proves that 1t was a
cancelation as well as a postmark and was not, as claimed. a
precancel.

Capt. Gove served in the Mexican War and in 1857 was a
member of the 1l0th Infantry. At the outbreak of the Civil War he
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#2. Mr. L. H. Barkhausen, Oct. 6, 1947.

was placed in command of the 22nd Massachusetts Volunteers. He
was shot thru the heart at the Battle of (Gaines' Mills on June
27, 1862,

Several years ago & small lot of the correspondence of
Gen'l Fitz Porter was placed on the market and in the lot was one
cover (and one only) with this rare straight-line marking. I am
enclosing a photograph of this cover., It is in the collection of
Emmerson C. Krug of Birmingham,

Gen'l Pitz-John Porter was a captain in Johnston's army
and in the spring of 1858 he was stationed at Fort Bridger. This
envelope contained a letter from him to his wife and it traveled
east by the army "Express" of March 1, 1858, Porter was a great
friend of MeClellan, but in splte of this he was charged with
disobeying orders at the second battle of Bull Run, was court-
martialed and cashiered from the army in January 1863, After Fort
Bridger he was stationed at Camp Floyd and the lot of Porter
covers contained a number from that post.

I was under the impression that only one U. S. Entire was
known showing this Fort Bridger marking but in going thru my
records I found an old letter from Mr, Brosnan from which I quote
as follows:

"In 1924 a 3¢ 1857 stamped envelope was reported to me,
Two years later the owner reported it was stolen from him, He sent
a drawing of the postmark as he remembered it which was falrly
accurate., He wrote that the cover was addressed to -
BRICADIER GEN'L H.,D, BARTO
Trumansburg, N.Y."

2 Incidentally the above 18 the ony record that I have of
a second entire.

Regarding Brosnan, He is now quite an old man -~ past
eighty I believe. He was a dealer in Boston for many years and way
bagk in the nineteens he acquired some of the Gove covers direct
from the Historical Society for work that he did on the collection,
He collected and compiled a great deal of data concerning the
history of Fort Bridger, the Utah Expedition and the 1ife story of
Captain Cove.

4 Regarding the cover now in your possession. Mr, Brosnan
gave me the history of this cover as far back as his record goes.
When he first learned of its existence in the early nineteen
twenties it belonged to taewigmee Fred Schmalzriedt of Detroit., In
1929 (?) it passed to Mr, H. S. Ackerman and from Ackerman to

* Allan R, Brown. I acquired it from lr, Brown.

Three or four years ago I wrote an article for "STAMPS"
about the Porter cover, and illustrated it. I requested informa-
tion regarding the existende of other covers but no advice was
forthcoming, '




#5. Mr. Le He Barkhausen. Oct. 6. 19047,

: Regarding the other photographs which I am enclosing -
You will note two Porter covers from Camg Floz% - the #68 1s
dated April 1, which was 1859, as the was Feb. 11, 1859.

The one marked #35 1s dated June 27, 1858, so It was probably
carried by some messenger over to Fort Laramie and placed in the
U. S, Mail at that post.

The "Squire Gove" cover is dated Sep. 2, 1859 and was
from Capt. Gove to his father, This circular marking was pro=
bably put into use after the establishment of a regular civ@lian
post office at the post. The Price cover shows a much later use
of 1tn

After Porter was dismissed from the army he went out west
and spent several years in Colorado as there were covers in the
correspondence of that period from him to Mrs. Porter from various
Colorado post offices.

The Gove cover with the pair of 3¢ 1851 has in the upper
left "Ree'd April 8." This Express could have been timed so as to
connect up with the regular mail leaving Fort Laramie, but I am
inclined to belleve that 1t was sent by a regular Milltary Express
direct to Fort Leavenworth where it went east by the regular U.S.
Mail.

In the event you decide to retain the Fort Bridger cover,
kinddy accept the enclosed prints with my compliments,

Now regarding the C.0.C. & PeP,Ex, franks, I note from
your letter that you own two of these that came from Knapp, so I
Judge that t hese are the two that were in the Knapp sale. Lots 1561 and
1562 were listed as addressed to Milwaukee. I suppose both went to
"Mrs., P.C.Hale." I would like very much to make photographs of
these two covers, front and back, and if you will loan them to me,
I will greatly appreciate the favor., I will return them the same day
of receipt.

Regarding the C.0.C. & P.Ps Exe Cos The finest history that
has ever been written about the Pikes Peak Express Companies appeared
serially in the Journal of the Kansas State Historical Soclety
several years ago. It was by CGeorge A, Root and R.,K., Hickman and
was a gem of research work, If you have never seen it, 1 will be
glad to loan you my copy. '

I find that a very fine article by Brosnan appeared in "STAMPS"
Issue of August 21, 1943, entitled: "The Utah Expedition - 1857-1858."

I trust that you will pardon the length of this letter.
Cordially yours,



Mr. Pred R. Schmalzreidt,
1442 Majestiec Bldg.,
Detroit 26, Mich.

My dear Fred:

I am wondering if you can give me a bit
of information., I own a 3¢ 1853 envelope poste-
marked with the straight-line "IFORT BRIDGER -
Warch 1, 1858.," It is addressed to Richmond, Va.

My old friend D. A« Brosnan informed me
several years ago that he knew something of the
history of this particular cover and that he believed
that at one time it belonged to you and that from
K m it passed to Herbert Ackerman down in Ridgewood,
{«Je¢ back in about 1929.

All that I would like to know is this =-
Did you ever own such a cover and 1f 80 have you
any recollection where and when you obtained 1it?
With kindest regards =

Cordially yours,



1. H. Barkhausen

231 SO. LASALLE STREET

Chicago 4

October 7, 1947

Mr, Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 North Fort Thomas Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Friend Ashbrook:

I acknowledge receipt of yours of the 6th, I am enclosing herewith
my check to your order for $200,00, to cover the Fort Bridger item,

Your explanation was exceedingly interesting, I am very glad to have
it so in detail, As I sse it from your letter, this Fort Bridger
item is one of a possible two that exist on envelopes,

I also am enclosing you the two items that you asked for, I believe,
only one of them, however, is from the Knapp collection, I am not
certain what suction yielded the other one,

At any rate any time you would like to look at certain items that
may be in my collection, I shall be very pleased to submit them
to you.

I am very glad to have the photographic copies, which you sent me,
of the Fort Bridger items,

Very truly yours,
/,
y%/%.

LHB3LC
mc, (3)




1.. H. Barkhausen

231 SO. LASALLE STREET

Chicago ke

November 25, 1947

Mr, Stanley B, Ashbrook

33 North Fort Thomas Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Friend Ashbrook:

I have your letter of the 24th, which came in just as I
wag leaving for a weeks trip,

I will be unable to answer you until I return about the
5th or 6th of December,

Very truly yours,

Al

LHB:LC
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46 Langdon Ave.,,
Watertown 72, lMass.,
Sept. 18, 1947,

Mr, Stanley B. Ashbrook,
33 N. Ft. Ave.,
Pt. Thomas, Ky.

Dear MNr, Ashbrook:

: I have never seen the Dot in "U" plate proof.
That is the proof 1llustrated by Brookman,

In so far as my observations go I could not
check, out from stamps, any constant Dot in "U" variety.

Often the plate proofs have superfluous ink not due
to any mark on the plate. This is a frequent occurrence on
the brown plate proofs.

I recall having discussed the alleged variety
with the late Percy Doane, who was most emphatic and stated
"That you will not be able to prove the Dot in "U" a con=-
stant variety."

There are stamps with marks in the left leg of "U"
but they do not coincide on the staups or with those on the
> pair which you photographed or with the mark in the "U" seen
on Brazer's 4 block black "SPECIMEN" proofs.

All that I can eay 1s that if such a variety existe
I have utterly failed to locate or determine it.

Witia best regards, I remain,
: Yours sincerely,

(signed) Karl Burrougks.



Septe 11, 1947,

" Mr, Dane, F. Kelleher,
7 Water St,,
Boston, Mass,

Dear Dan:

Re <= the S.U«S. listing of the 5¢ 1847
variety, the "Dot in U." This was first listed
in the first ‘edition of ‘the S,U.S, and I judge it

. was taken from the Chase article of 1916 in the
old Philatelic Gagette.

Have .you any data on this variety? Do you
er recall seeing a copy? The reason I inqulre is
cause I doubt if you will find that such a stamp
wag offered in any of the following prominent sales:

Euersén, Rust, Knapp, Vest, Gibson-and Sweet.

further - I never owned 8 copy that I'can
recall.

1 2m preparing a special article on the 5¢
1847 in which' I am making ‘special mention of this
listed varilety, and I will appreciate any information
that you can give me.

; I an also writling to Stern, Hatcher, Cole,
Bad Ward regarding the "variety."

‘(fith I‘Fvgﬂl’ (g -

Cordially yours,

Wl i Tt B i rors
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sylvester COlL
‘I 505 FIFTH AVENUE - NEW YORK 17

Il"lb STATES STAMPS-COVERS-DEPARTMENTS - REVENUES -ACCESSORIES- AUCTIONS - PHILATELIC LITERATURE - APPRAISALS - DEPARTMENTS-COVERS - UNITED STATES STAMFS

¢
The New KONWISER AMERICAN PHILATELIC Dictionary
. Now Ready - $£2.75 ;
22 September 1947
Stanley B. Asbrook, Esq.
33 N. Ft. Thomas Avenue
Ft. Thomas
Kentucky
Dear Stan:
3%31s This may seem to be 2 tardy answer to your
‘ letter of 31 August but I was avay for a belated
B vacation and am only now getting around to answering

you., I will do what I can to see if I can meke
any progress in securing express mail covers, Of
course you know that the fact that you have been
advertising for them so steadily will create a
suspicion, However, I will see what I can do,

It may take time.

33's Best regards.

Sincerely,

SC:dbr SYLVEJTER COLBY




o Gl

Sept. 24, 1947,

Mr. Sy. Colby,
505 Pifth Ave.,
New York 17, N,Y.

Dear Sy:
Thanks for yours of the 22nd,

No doubt my advertising would be a tip-off
but of course I am not the only one who collects
such things. At any rate, do the best that you
can and I assure you in advance that he will never
know that anything from him went into my collection.

By the way, your friend Coopersmith was
quite a student of the 1847's but he never got in
touch with me, Can you tell me if he thought the
plates were copper? Did he think that there were
two plates? If he thought the plates were steel how
did he account for the worn plate copies of 1850?%
Also did he ever see the 5.U.S. listed variety -
*"Dot in U" = or did you ever see one?

Sincerely yours,




sylvester C(Dllﬂ
\I 500 FIFTH AVENUE - NEW YORH [7

‘ITED STATES STAMPS - COVERS-DEPARTMENTS - REVENUES - ACCESSORIES- AUCTIONS - PRILATELIC LITERATURE - APPRAISALS - DEPARTMENTS-COVERS - UNITED STATES STAMPS

The New KONWISER AMERICAN PHILATELIC Dictionary

Now Ready - $<.75

29 september 1947

Stenley B. Ashbrook,Esq.
33 N. Ft. Thomas Avenue
Ft. Thomas

Kentucky

Dear Stan:
‘ 33's  Thank you for your letter. With reference
to your last paragraph I have sent a copy of
it to Doc Coopersmith who incidentally has just
moved to Texas to take up a professorship at
the University. I feel sure he will get around
to answering you some time soon.

33's Best regards.

Sincerely,

~ SC:br SYLVEYTER COLBY



Sept. 11, 1647.

My, 8. Hewbury,
38 South Dearborn 8t.,
Chicago 3, Ill.

My dear Mr. Newbury:

The 8,U.S. has for years listed a variety
of the 5¢ 1847 known as the "Dot in U." As near
as I can recall, Chase was the Tirst to mention
this "variety" and he did so in his artlcle on the
1847 Tssue in the old "Philatelic Cazette” back
in 1916. T furnished Les with a photograph of a
plate proof copy of the 5¢ which was supposed to
be the varlety..

I do not believe that you have such a
stamp in your collection - to be perfectly frank -
T do not know of anyone who has a copy. If not
too much trouble will you look thru your 5¢ 1847's
and see if you have a "Dot in U" copy? If so,
will you please send 1t down so that I can make a
photos.

My best regards =

Ag ever yours,



-

S. NEWBURY
38 SOUTH DEARBORN STREET
CHICAGO 3

Sept ° 12. 191“7 .

‘My dear Stan:

Am at the moment in receipt of yours
of Sept. 1llth in which you give yourself a worry
about the dot inm U on the 5¢ 47. I have looked
up my holdings in the collection and I find that
I am the possessor of about 27 5¢ stamps that have
some kind of a dot in the U. If it isn't a dot in
the U it is something else. Would suggest that
when you cane up to Chicago you sit in the corner
with that album and have all the fun you want find-
ing dots or anything else that you miss. In the
meantime I will keep the list here and turn it over
to you when you come up, so at least you won't have
much trouble in finding what I think might be different
kinds of dots or fly specks.

Have a line from E.ReJe notifying me that
they will leave the lake on the 19th.

It does not look at all probable that
Harry will want to come out for the exhibition, as
he is figuring on a trip later on down to Central
Americas I think you will like the space that will
be allotted to you at the Morrison, as the manager is
giving this his personal attention.

Sincerely,

Mre Stanley B. Ashbrook,
33 Ne Ft0 'Ihmnas Aveo'
Ft_. 'momas 9 mc

SN*MH



Septe 16, 1947.

¥r. S. Newbury,
&8 South Dearborn st.,
" Chicago 3, Ill.

My dear lir. Hewbury:
Thanks so much for vours of the 1l2th.

I thought perhaps you could run thru your 5¢
1847's and if you had such a variety that Ernie would
have it labeled "Dot in U." I didn't want you to go
hunting with a glass for any pin-point dots. If you
have a copy of the Brookman book, note page 31, fig. 31.
Here is an i1llustration of what is supposed to be the
variety that is listed in the 8.U.S. 8ince I wrote you I
have come to the conclusion that it is almost a cinch
that you don't own such a stamp, that 1s, as per the plate
proof illustration, Filg. 31 (above), for the simple reason
that I doubt if such a variety actually exists.n Now
wouldn't it be a joke if I was right? That variety has
been listed in the 8.U.8, since 1923 and the listing aevidently
came from the Chase article which was published in 1916, Fig,
31 is an illustration of part of a horizontal pair of a plate
proof, and said pair belonged to Chase when he wrote his 1916
article. '

I

I am expecting Les Weinesday night at 8 P.M,, and no
doubt he will spend some time in Chicago tomorrow., If go,
please tell him to get his dinner on the plane and that we
will meet him at the airport. I made a reservation for him .
at the Notel Sinton for Vednesday night onlys Nothing obe
tainable at the Plaza. Iif Les has the time I wish he would
glance thru your 5¢ 1847's and see if by any chance you have
a "Dot in the U," stamps Also ask him to pick out the finest
example In your collection of an early impression -~ preferably
a single copy = off cover - lightly canceled « Bring it down
with him so that I can meke an enlarged photograph -« I want
the earliest print you have - one that shows razor sharp lines,

I hope all of the above is not too mmeh trouble to you.

With best of wishes - A8 ever yours,




-

Eept. 11, 1947 °

M'L" ° Philip E. "Fi’ard. J.T' L
: 1616 Walnut St.,
Philadelphia 3, Pa,

Dear Thil:

Re = the S.,U,S. listing of the 5¢ 1847
variety, the "Dot in Us" This wes first listed
in the Ffirst edition ol the S.U.S. and I judge it
was taken from the Chase article of -1916 in the
0ld Philatelic Cazette.

_ Havg you any data on this variety? Do you
ever recall seeing & copy? The reason I inguire is
hecause 1 doubt "I you will find that such & stamp

~was offered in any of the following prominent sales:

amerson, Rust, Knapp, West, Gibson and Sweet.

. Further - I never owned a copy that I can
recall.

) I am preparing a special article on the 5¢
1847 in which I am making special mention of this
listed variety, and I will appreciate any infermation
that you can ‘give nme,

I am also writing to Stern, Hatcher, Cole,
and Kelleher regarding the "veariety."

With regards -

Cordiplly yours,




PHILIP H. WARD, JR.
1616 WALNUT STREET
PHILADELPHIA 3

September 12, 1947

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 N. Ft. Thomas Avenue
Ft. Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan:

In reply to your letter of the 1lth would advise that I
have possibly looked over a thousand 5¢ 1847 and have never seen the
Dot in U". I purchased 400 or 500 at one time and in mounting and
pricing these I looked at every one for every variety mentioned in the
catalogue. I believe you saw one of these booklets later on at the time
you were after cormner copies. Why not write Dr. Chase and he will pos-
sibly tell you why he listed the variety.

If you are writing an article on the 5¢ 1847 I trust my
block of 16 will be illustrated. ,rThis kind of publicity, I think, helps
my collection so that when I pass'the great beyond, either up or down,
most of my outstanding items will be philatelically well known. I am in-
deed glad to learn you are preparing an article on this stamp and certain-
ly hope you will follow with the 10¢. I am sure that through Harry, the
Collectors Club, Admiral Harris and one or two others that you will be able
tc obtain the loan of the Miller Reconstruction. A further book of yours
on our first two stamps would certainly be a welcomed edition to our early
literature and I know of no other iu?jlication I would rather have.

I have gotten severel copies of the 5¢ New York for Gibson
to plate this stamp and I believe he is going to write a boocklet illustrating
each sfamp with a full page illustration. He states that the Hatfield book
does not show the variations sufficiently clear for one to simply plate from
the book of illustrations. I have asked him two or three times about the
photographs of the 10¢ 1847, which he had tsken in Perry's behalf, and states
he has hunted high and low-znd cannot find them.

Thanks greatly for the Norona article on Express Mails. I do
not know why I missed this but am very gled to have it for my files.

I would like to see the stampless cover from the Pacific to the
Atlantic states as early as November 16, 1847. It indeed must be interesting,
almost as interesting as that letter,of which you sent me a photostat copy,
written by some miner on his way East travelling on a ship around the Horn
with the "lovely lady". =

Sincer urs,
PHILIP H. WARD, JR.

PHW,JR: rmw



Sept. 11, 1947,

My, Tzra D. Cole,
Nyack, N.Y.

A

Dear Hg@:

Re = the 8,U.S. listing of the &5¢ 1847
variety, the "Dot in U." This was first listed
in the first edItion of the 5,U,8: and I judge it
‘was taken from the Chase article of 1916 in the
- 0ld Philatelic Gazettes . itk

fiave you a&ny data on this wariety? Do you
ever recall svelng a copy? The Peason I inquire is
because I doubt i1f you will find that such a stamp
was offered in any of the following prominent sales:

‘Emerson, Rust, Knapp, West, Gibson and Sweet.

Farther - I never owned & copy that T can
recall, g '

I am preparing a special article on the 5¢
1847 in which I am making special mention of this
1isted variety, and I .will appreciate any information
that you can give me,

_ oo I am also writihg to Stern, Hatcher, Cole,
Kelleher and Ward regafding the "varilety."

- With regards -

Cordially yours,




AMERICAN PHILATELIC SOCIETY
COLLECTORS CLUB

" COMMISSIONS EXECUTED
APPRAISALS

EZRA D. COLE RrRARE POSTAGE STAMPS

NYACK, N.Y. - - - Telephone Nyack 964
‘ September 16, 1947

Mr. Stanley Be. Ashbrook
; ¥ Ae.P.S. 2497

33 Ne Ft. Thomas Avenue

Ft. Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Stan:

Your letter of September 1lth, I hope it has
cooled off in Cincinmnati, it has here and maybe I will
be able to get some work done now,

That "Dot in U™ in the 5¢ 1847 is a peculiar
variety.

I have a recollection of seeing two or three
copies I know that I have i bought one or two at auctiong,
but all of them as "Sleepers", In all the catalogs I have
here at hand I could‘ggg locate any listed with this variety.

I am not sure that it is a real variety either,
There are lots of marks which appear on this stamp and it
is possible to find spots of ink almost anywhere. They are
» not constant, so it is more than likely that the variety I
thought I had was just ink or rust sports.

I am quite sure I sold Earl Hamilton one that I
thought was correct but where the others went to I cannot telle.

: Sunday I examined a collection of 1847's, The man
t has about 150 both on and off covers. He has three with the
"Dot in S" and one which he thought was the "Bot in U™ but on
careful examination this is just a rust spot and no plate variety.

_Let me know what you find out for I am curious about .
this and if I can diz up anything else I will shoot it along.

A

EZRA D. yz/
EDC :r ~

>
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Septe. 22, 1947.

Wr, Ezra D, Cole,
Nyack, N.Y.

Dear Ezra:

Thanks for yours of the 1l6th relative
to the Dot in U, 5¢ 1847.

I am practically positive - say 997 -
that there never was a stamp like the plate proof =-
FPig, 3h thethe Brookman BooE. I think that I
have conclusive proof that the listing was made
from the plate proof. Lots of people think they
have had Dot in U stamps but I cannot believe that
the items Eﬁey had were from the proof position.

You are quite right - no Dot in U stamp was
offered in any of the Emerson sales, the Brown,
Rust or Knapp sales, This fact alone is very odd
to say the least,

T will write Earl Bamilton.

Thanks - bear it in mind, Please get busy
on that PHILA 15CTS =

Yours etc,,




Sept « O 9 1947,

¥r. M, H, Judd,
Dalton, Gas

Dear Judge Judd:

I am wondering if you will dome & 1little
favor? : :

I want to borrow a 5¢ 1847 cover that was
uvsed at any time in the lagt six months. of 1849
with the stamp exhiblting a fine example of the
‘"worn state" of the plate. Can you loan me such a
cover?

The 8.U.8, lists a 5¢ variety - "Dot in U."

Have you a copy in your collection either on or
off-cover? If so, will you loan it to mre?

It was nice to meet you personally at the
Show and I trust to have the pleasure of seeing you
again in the future,
§ With kindest regards =

Sincerely yours,










“a b

Septy 11, 1947,

Mp, M, Hubert Judd,
Drawer 255,
Dalton, Ga.

Dear Golonel Judd:

ffThépks 80 muchAfor your cordial letter of the 7th,

“ ‘Regarding the Dot in "U" varisty. The first 8.U.S.
came out in 1923, and 1t listed this varlety. It had not
been listed in the catalogue before that date.

st Chase in. his fine article on the 1l847!'s published in
1918 recorded thé variety as "a very plain dot near the top
of the left half of the U of U,S.," and stated further:

"Phis 15 the varioty usually referred $o as with "Dot in U" =
Thus the variety must have been known: prior to 191C.

When Les Brookman published his 1847 book several years
ago I furnished him with a photosraph of a plate proof showing
the supposed variety. As far as I can recall 1 never saw an
actual stamp with the variety, though Steve Brown had & photo~
graph of a stamp that had a sort of smudge slmllar to the plate
proofs IHowever, the two came [rom different plate positions
and T doubt 1f the stamp itsell was anconsistent varictys

The: stamp on your cover has two short lines in the pight
i ao

arm of the "U" and 1t is what I call the "E" shift - though

not think it is a double trazsfers. I furnished Brookman with a

drawing of this varlety - see his book =~ page 339, figure 48,-

I noted this copy in your collection some years ago eand
made a photograph of it, You will find that in Brookmen's de-
peription he mentioned that 1 had seen a usé of this stamp in 1848,
That referred to this cover of yours as my hotes show, . However,

-gince that timé I discovered a cover with this "E" variety used

on July 23, 1847, showing that the varlety came from the earliest
stete of the plate.

1 wonder who put the notation on the back of your cover,

"vizZ.s "Black Brown Shade - Variety Dot in U?" It looks somewhat .
s

like the printing of our mutual friend Lrnie Jacobss

Further - If you will go thru the catalogues of the Zmerson,
Brown, Knapp, West and Rust sales, I doubt if you will find a 5¢
47 listed as the Dot in "U" variety.




-

#2 = Nr. M. Pubert,Jiéidd, Sept. 11, 1947,

In the late ninettens, I had over 1200 of the 5¢ 1847,
(on and off cover) in my collection but I never owned & "Dot
in U", so far as I can recall at this lete date,

So much for that. I intend to follow up this investi-
gation and publish an article in "Stamps,"

In my letter of the 5th, I mentioned that T would like
to borrow a cover used at anytime in the last six months of 1849
which had a fine example of a "worn plate.," If you haven't such

‘an ltem will you send me the best exariple that you have ef a 5¢

1847 worn plate - in fact, several, 1if not too much trouble. I
want examples showing the greatest wear.

I certainly appreciate your kind co=operation,

th best wishes -

[

B
it

Cordiall s yours,

. Py W,=-1t was nice of you to offer to stand the
postage both ways but when one asks a favor the drinks should
be on hia,
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Sept. 11, 1947,

Mry E. N, Costales,
99 Nassau S5t.,
New York, N.Y.

Dear Gene:

Re ~ the S,:U.s. listing of the 57 1847
variety, the "Dot in U." This was first listed
in the irst edition of the S.U.&. and I judge 1t
was Laken from the Chase article of 1916 in the
0ld Philatelic Gazette.

Have you any data-on this variety? Do you
ever recall seeing a copy? The reason I inguire is
because 1.doubt if you will find that such a stamp
was offered in any of the following prominent sales:

Emerson, Rust, Knapp, West, Gibson and Sweet.

Further - I never owned a copy that 1 can
recall, ;

1 am preparing a special article on the 5¢
1847 in which I am making special mention of this
listed variety, and I will appreciate any information
that you can give mes

I am also writing to Stern, Matecher, Cole,
EKelleher and Ward regarding the "variety."

With regards -

Cordially yours,



TELEPHONE

CORTLANDT 7-5536

EUGENE N. COSTALES

MEMBE R POSTAGE STAMPS FOR COLLECTORS
AMERICAN AIR MAIL SOCIETY 99 NASSAU STREET
AMERICAN PHILATELIC SOCIETY
AMERICAN STAMP DEALERS ASSN. NEW YORK 7, N. Y.

ASSOC. STAMP EXHIBITIONS
SOC. PHILATELIC AMERICANS
BROOKLYN STAMP SOCIETY Sept ember 15’ 1947

BUREAU ISSUES ASSN.
COLLECTORS CLUB, N. Y.
N. Y. PHILATELIC SOCIETY

Mr, Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 N. Ft. Thomes Ave.
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan:

I have your letter of September 1llth in 5
regard to the variety of the S5¢ 1847 "Dot in U".

All of my material perteaining to the ori-
ginal issue of the U.S. Specialized Catalog was filed
away in the attic of my garage. It has been so hot
thet I hesitated to go up there and pore through the
numerous records to ascertain if I had eny definite
information about this variety. As soon as the wea-
ther cools a bit, I shall be very glad to search my
records,

I do, however, recollect having a copy of
this variety many years ago, but I do not recall to
whom 1t was sold. It was a long time ago, prdebly in
the early 1920's,

I am sorry I cannot at this time give you
eny more information about the variety, but I assure
you I will check through the records at the first op-
portunity.

With kindest regerds,

Yours very truly,
At
EUGENE /N. COSTALES




Sept, 17, 1947.

» Ns Costales,
ity 99 Nassau St.,
New York 7, NoYs

Dear Gene:
Thanks very much for yours of the 15th,

I believe that tha first listing (1923) in
the 5,U,5, came from the Chase 1916 article, Pig,
31 - page 31 - Brookman book - shows the left
position of a horizontal pair of plate prools., At
the time Doc wrote his article this pair was in his
collections Doc recently wrote me that he surely
mugt have had, or had seen, & stamp like the plate
proof - to be exact from the saue position, but that
he was not sure. Inasmuch as I do not recall ever
seoing a "Dot in U" stamp I wonder if Doc did not list
the varilety Trom nis proof pair??

If such a stamp exists, that is, from this

roof position, then it must have occurred only om a
gew(?! ol the very first impressions, It could have
been noted and corrected (that i1s, burnished out)y on
the plates The plate was either a copper alloy or
unhardened steel so such a "defect”" could easily have
been correcteds If such a variety exists, it i1s an
extremely rare stamp because so far, I have not been
able to locate anybody who is faniliar with it.

If you can find any data on it in your records
1 surely wlll appreciate advice., If no such a variety
exists, then it should be dellsteds We have anough
minor varieties listed in the 5,U.S, without including
eny that do not exist,

With best regards -

Cordially yours,




Sept. 11, 1947.

Mr. John A+ -Pox, -
116 Nassgu Ste 9
New York 7 9 N, Y.

)
-

Dear John:

Re =the 5.U.S. llsting of the oJ 1847 variety,
the "Dot in .U." This was first listed in the first
ddition oF the S.U.S¢ and I judge it was taken Irom

. 4. %the Chase article of 1916 in the old Philatelic
¥ Gazette.

Have you any data on this varlety? Do you
ever recall seeing @ copy? The reason I dinquire is

¢~ because I Goubt if you will £ind that such a stamp
i was offered in any of the following prominent sales:
Emerson, Rust, Knapp, Vest, Gibson and Sweet.
Further ~ I never owned a copy that I can recall,
) I am preparing a speclal article on the 5¢ 1847
in which I am faking special mention of this listed
variety, and I will appreciate any information that you
can give mes

I am alszo writing to Hqtchpr, Cole, Costales
Kelleher and Ward regarding the "variety."

With regards =

. Cordially youré,

04 (Lo Prack wwelie ol




STAMPS

JOHN A. FOX SRR
116 NASSAU STREET o
NEW YOoRK 7, N.Y. RETAIL
WHOLESALE
AUCTIONS

BEEKMAN 3-5443

APPRAISALS

September 15th, 1947

Mr., Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 Ne Ft, Thomas Ave.
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Stan:

Thank you for your letter of September 1lth. Regarding the listing
of the 5¢ 1847 variety ®"Dot in U™, I am not familiar with this
variety., To the best of my knowledge I have never seen a copy nor
have I any recollection of seeing a copy listed in any of the large
auction sales, I have inquired as to this variety and mentioned

it to Don Malcolm and several of the other boys and none of them
recall ever having seen a copy. If further questioning brings to
light any information I will communicate with you immediately,

With kind personal regards,

Sincerely,

JAF:ff




UNITED STATES AND FOREIGN
PoYTAGE STAMPS FOR COLLECTIONS

STAMP Co., INC. | oo e

,_j CABLE ADDRESS ECONOMIST, NEW YORK || e e

EDWARD $STERN , PregioenT.
SIDNEY F BARRETT, Treasuret. EIGHTY—S$EVEN NASAU §TREET
NEW:- YORK 7 N.Y

Sept. 22, 1947

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 N. Ft. Thomas Ave.
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stanley:

I have just returned and finmd your
letter under date of the 1llth instant and that
was the day I left and the reason why it has not
been answered sooner.

In regard to the S5¢ 1847 dot in "U"
variety, I believe I remember when it was put in
the catalog, about the same time the dot in the
"sS® appeared. They are slight varieties, and of

! course, the "S" is more prominent than the "U".
I am enclosing herewith a copy that I happen to
find in stock and thought you would like to see it.
It may be better if you eliminated it as it is so
insignificant.

Again apologizing for the delay and
with kindest regards, I am,

, S%ncéiely yours,
- &

ES:RP EDWARD STERN
ENC.




Septe 25, 1947,

Mr, Edw, Stérn,
g7 Nassau St.,
New York 7, N.Y,.

My dear Ed:
Thanks for your welcome letter of the 22nd.

I am sorry Ed that your copy is not the mythical
variety as your copy shows a fine pin-dot in the right arm
of the "U," whereas the supposed variety should show a rather
big dot In the upper part of the left arm of the "U," As
near as I can learn the first mentlon that was made of this
"variety" was in the Chase article in the old Philatelie
@azette back in 1916, Uhen Clsrk published the first S5.U.S.
in 1925, he listed the variety from the Chase article. Now
the question arises, where did Chase get the idea? Well, at
that time, he had a H.P« of plate proofs, and the left stamp
shows a Dot in "U." As near as I can figure it all out, Doc
thought the variety was consistent and so listed it, that is,
from the plate proofe He has no recollection of ever szeeing an
actual stamps That damn variety has bLeen in the ~,U.,S, ever
sinces Can you beat it?

You can go thru all the auction catalogues - Emerson,
Krapp, Brown, Kust, Gilbbon, etc. etc, etcs and you will not
find & single Dot in "U" stamp offered,

I have photographs of the original Chase plate proof
pair and I loaned one to Brookman when he wrote his 1847 book =
Look it up - on page 31 - Fig, 51l I had to send him a proof
because 1 had never sgeen such a stamp,

The only way in which I could be wronp is that an actual
stamp exists (or several) which are exactly like the above Fig.
31, that is, from the same proof position on the plate. Such a
possibilitpyvwohdd mean that the proof marking was consistent.

But this I doubt., If perchance, it was consistent, then probably
only a few impressions were struck and the flaw was corrected

on the plate, But I cannot belleve thils theory is true, Ycu and
I have seen a lot of 5¢ 1847's in our time but neither one of ue
* has ever seen a stamp like Brookman's Pig, 31, Needless to state
it should be delisted. The copy you sent to me, I am holdings
What is the price? I would like to buy it. '

Cordially yours,



UNITED STATES AND FOREIGN
POSTAGE STAMPS FOR COLLECTIONS
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# sept. 25, 1947

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 N. Ft. Thomas Ave.
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stanley:

I have yours of the 23rd instant to
hand and have carefully noted. I likewise do not
recall any collection that has been dispersed within
recent years that had this dot in "U" variety in-
cluded. I have looked over a number of recent auction
catalogs, and the illustrations do not show it. Never-
theless, it must exist if the plate proofs show 1it.
If I learn anymore about it, I shall surely let you

know.

' As to the copy submitted, I had this
priced at $65.00, being an orange brown, and it 1is
a fairly nice copy. If you would like to have 1it,
the price to you would be $50.00. I trust this
will be satisfactory.

With kindest regards, I am

cerely yours,

ES:RP EDWARD STERN




Sopt . 29' 1947,

Mr. Edw, Stern,
7 REconomist Stamp Co.,
87 Nassau 8t.,
New York' NeXos

Dear EQQQ

Re - yours of the 25the T have a friend
wvho wants a fine 5¢ '47 so I'll subuilt your copy
to him., Will advise later.

As I recaly there was an old saying in the
stock market to the effect that those who looked
back would die of remorses That could as well
apply to prices for Us Se¢

The other day I ran across & short article
that I ran in Mekeel's in 1920. I stated that I
had 1600 of the 1847's in my collection = divided
1200 of the 5¢ and 400 of the 10¢. FPerhaps among uy
1200 there were few that were superbk. I suppose
they came mostly from the Lord corners I recall
what Chase got for nis 1847 collection after he re=-
turned from France., It would be worth a nice sun
today.

Re = the "Dot in U." I am convinced that the
listing was originally made from a plate proof =
further - no actual stamp is known like the proof =-
hence the only conclusion is that the proof variety
was not consistent.

With best wishes =~

Cordially yours,




AL LINDQUIST

PUBLICATIONS
2 WEST 46¢h STREET. NEW. YORK e

O T

October 2, 1947

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 N, Ft. Thomas Avenue
Ft. Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Stan:

I'm glad that article by Fergus met with your approval, and as desired,
I am sending you two extra copies of the September 20 issue under separate cover,
I met Lee Fergus at some of the meetings in Chicago, and he seeamns to be a nice fel-
low, as well as a thorough student. Outside of that, I have practically no other
information concerning him, although he is quite active in local affairs in Chicago,
and X :umgine that Ernie would know hm very well lf you want further information,
( I had forgotten all about that effort to plate the 5¢ '47, back in 1911, but was
Just looking up my old copies of the Collector's Journal concerning the proposition.
Following the announcement that you mention, there was one in a later issue, advis-
A ing that we had secured a lot of cooperation, including two large panes, one con=
taining seventy-seven stamps, and another containing fifty-eight. We stated at
that time that this proved conclusively that the two plates at least existed, al-
though John Luff had stated that only one plate had been made.

o — s e 4

I fear we did not get very far with the work for nothlng was ever definitely pub-
lished on it, and I had forgotten all the details., I am under the impression t hat
the specialist referred to is William L. Stevenson, who was very much interested
in the issue at that time,

Saul and I were to the two World Series on Tuesday and Wednesday, and he seemed
to enjoy them very much. We were all out to the theatre last night, following
his presentation of the Indian Hunter at the Collectors Club, He made a swell
showing of his Bull's Eye stamps, and everyone got quite a kick out of them,

In fact, he just called me up to tell me that Caspary wanted to look over them to=-
day, and he has granted him that permission.

I know you are going to have a good time at the C.P.S. in October, but I fear that
my own trip to Guatemala is coming so shortly after that that I won't be able to

get away for it,.

+ With best personal wishes, I am

Sincerely yours,

Phone: MEdalllon 3-3715 Cable Address: LINDPUBS

HLL/G




Oct. 7, 1947,

Mr. Harry L. Lindquist,
2 W, 46th St.,
New York, H.Y,.

Dear Harry:

Thanks for yours of the 2nds I was indeed interested
in your reference to the 5y '47 panes of 77 and 58, Of
ecourse, you referred to plate proof panes and if you ecan, I
would like to have further detalls., Would it be too much
trouble to have a copy made for me?

I never heard of any plate proof blocks that bi%.

There 1s no record of such in Doc's file, He listed a "recon~
structed bloek" of fifty which he thought came from the Dottom

of a pane and he made a record of each of the supposed
positions of 51 to 100, but his plating was wrong. I Jjudge
that there was something wrong with the reconstruction. Does
your editorial give any detalils as to color, shape of the
blocks etc.? I'll greatly appreclate further details,

Here 1is rather an absurd situation. The first =,U.S,
was published in 1923 and it was edited by Gene Costales. In
the first edition was listed for the first time a 5¢ 1847
variety - "DOT IN U." Por years I have wondered about such a
variety as T have never seen such a stamp., When Les wrote his
1847 book and wanted a photograph of the variety the best I could
do was to send him a photograph of a plate proof. Recent investi-
gation on my part has been rather extensive with the following
result:

(1) Costales listed such a varilety in 1923 from a re=-
ference to same made in the Chase article of 1916,

(2) The only item showing such a variety that Chase can
recall was. a palr of plate proofs. He thought the variety was
consistent.

(3) I do not believe that the variety on the proof was
a consistent plate variety, hence:

(4) Por 24 years the 5.U.8, has listed year in and year
out a variety that actually never existed. Can you imagine such

a thing?
I intend to write this up and you shall have the story for




' 42, Wr, Harry L. Lindquist, Oct. 7, 1947.

"STAMPS, "

Thanks for the information on Fergus. I wrote him a
letter of appreciation and I'll try and meet him at the C.P.S.
Show,.

With best regards -

Cordially yours,




Sopt. 3, 1947,

Mr., L, 8. Brookman, .
121 Loeb Arcade,
. Minneapolis, Minn,

Dear TLes:

- Yours of the 28th with photo prints received. The
P package arrived in bad condition but I doubt if any were lost.
o If you ueed ‘all the illustrations you-sure will have a4 swell
booke I Delieve that in most-any kind o0f a philatelic study
that "pictures”" are almost important as the text. Do you get any
word as to how soon the book will appear? I suppose Vol. 1 will
come- out long before Vol. 2 = correct?

Re - your 1847 book., I believe that we pulled a slight
boner, and I am more to blame than you. For example, the 8.,U.S,
has long listed a "Dot in U" variety. On page 31, Figs 31, (odd
31 on 31) you illustrated & plate proof copye You huve this
labeled "Photo by Ashbrook." As I recall, I didn't make this
photo, but it 1ls one that was -in a batch I got from Steve Brown.
He had 1t labeled "Dot in 8" variety,.

. Hags you ever seen an actual starip like this? I haven't,
cor at least I have no such & variety in my record. The variety
haes been listed for many, many ;«ars in the catalogue, and it has
Just oceurred to me that it did not originally refer to Fig, 51
but rather to Fig, 48, page 39« It 15 too bad I didn't catch this
before so that the correction could have been made in your new bOoOKs
. Steve Brown sent me a photo of & stamp that was supposed
to be like your Figs 39 and I simply assumed that both came - from
the same position. Brown's steamp may not have been even a cone
sistent varilety as I have never gound a duplicates: ‘

At eny rate( I am positlive the catalogue llsting refers to
~Pig. 48 as the "dot" on this position is very strong = in fact, two
- strong horizontal lines close togetheres I now doubt 1if Fig. 48 1s

any sort of a D.T, = If it was a D,T. where did the lineg in "U"
and "T" come from? Actuelly, they secem to be foreign to any part
of the design.

Why not write Perry and ask him if he thinks your Fig. 39
illustrates the listed variety. Inquire if he ever saw a stamp like
#39« Don't suggest that #48 is the correct variety because I have
a faint recollection that he wrote me at the time that I discovered
#48 that it was new to him, %

Also enlighten me on the following:



J72. Mr., L, G. Brookman, Sept. 3, 1947,

Sl) You and I both ngree 1007 (correct?) that the 57 1847

worn plates coples of 1849 are not worn plate examples but

are dirty plate examples. In other words, the ink was a pasty
substance like putty and it filled up the plate and produced
very poor impressions. These look ecXactly like worn impressions.
Is that correct? Who originated this solution? Was it you or
wag it me? I think that you first suggested i -« Am I right?

Do you recall that anyone else ever suggested 1t? For exauple,
‘Brazer = Perry? I think Brazer is too damn dumb,

Did you ever ask Perry how he accounted for the worn plato
copies of 1849%? If not, why not ask him if he thinks a steel
plate would have shown such.wear. (as the 1849 copiles exhibit).

I note your further remarks on the 24¢ 1861l. I can borrow
the Brooks violet cover at any time, also his cover (used in Oct.
1861) with a very fine steel blue, His violet is not a fine
color -but it is poslitively the violet - it ie a bit dull - the
bloom 1s missing - but it is no changeli ing, nor does it show any
trace of gray.or blue = that is, as near as 1 can remember,

Rather than a "violet” showing traces-of a "steel blue,"
I believe that most any, (if not all?%?) steel blues will show
traces of the violet.

A friend of mine down here has a collection which is for
gale - U,S5, and foreign, e says he was offered {400 for it,
I told him that I would get in touch with him the next time you
come downe

With regards. -

Yours etc.,



Septe 4, 1947,

Mr, L. G. Brookman,
121 Loeb Apcade,
Kinneapodls, Minn.

Dear Les:

I guess’'I was wrong about that "Dot in U"
variety. V'hen I wrote you I had forgotten that
Chase described it in-his 1916 article, It was
evidently known before that time, perhaps catalogned,
as Chase describes 1t as a dot in the upper part of
the left-hand side of the "U,3 and "known as the
Dot in U variety."

Maybe Perry can give you some dope,

I am enclosing you a. little batch of U,S,
Can you make me a decent bid on the lot?

¥ours etc,,
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Dear Stan:

I doubt if we have pulled a boner on the
"Dot in U" variety because it seems to me that
the photo you sent proves that such a variety
exists. Now there is no doubt, if I read the
photograph correctly, but that the stamp you
have photogdaphed is frem a different plate
poeition than the "Specimen® that shows the
"Dot in the U"., I believe you will find a
trace of the left frame line of the stamp to
the AffdAi4Lé right of the stamp pictured and
you can see that this stamp was entered higher
on the plate than the stamp to, the left of the
“Specimen" stamp. Further, asjou have of course
notieced, the position dot is different on these
two items. Ae to the dot itself, there is a
great similarity to the dot in the U of each of
these items and I think we have a parellel between
this and the "Dot in the S" variety. Just as one
illustration will suffice to illustrate the "Dot
in the 3" variety, since it 1s 80 nearly identical
on each of the positions on which it occurs, so
probably does the illustration of the position of
the "Specimen" stamp illustrate quite fairly the
"Dot in the U" variety.

In my ovn mind I am satiefied that this is

& ("bé the "Dot in the U" wariety as listed in the
catalog becauss ##®y would have been more inclined,
I believe, to have listed your "U" variety ae
"Linee thru the "U" and "T". By the way, these
lines appear to possibly have come from a very
poorly positioned original entry=-the lines thru
the U from the top of the U and the lines thru the
T from the freme line. I am more inclined to
guess that they are justdf accidental seratches
on the plate.
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Z/ 1 & the photo of the "Specimen" from you
end assumed that you shot it. '

I don't want to write Perry about anything
as T think he is a bit"8wly" (ep?) about my writing
a 19th Century book. I spoke to him at the Centenary
and told him that T would send him a copy of my book
when it was ready and he snapped back that he could
write a better one with his eyes closed., Well-=I
will agree with him on that point but the remark was
completely uncalled for. I figmred, and still figure,
that I owe him a book for the help he gave me in the
past (I never asked him a thing during the witting of
my fortheoming books and that may be what gripped him).
Frankly, I expect him to land on the books with both
feet but I don't much care because Perry has certainly
lost 90% of his stature with the New York erowd--his
actions before the Centenary juet about cooked his goose.
He has done much for me and I appreciate it but.7 don't
have to take a dose of his Irish temper in the bargain!
All of this strietly between you and I. '

I don't Mnow where I got the idea about the pigment
of the 5¢ plugging up theplate but I believe I suggested
it to you. I think if we would check back in our old
correspondence that it would be found that I mentioned
this some ysars ago. Brazer once suggested to me that
the poor impressions were due to poor presswork--by that
T think he indicated & poor degree of tension between
the plate and the paper. I don't recall that he ever
brought the poor ink deal into the picture and I feel
certain that I never diseussed this with Perry or that
Perry ever suggested it to me. Should you ever write
along this line T hope you will let me see your mns.
before you go to press.

We will try to knoek off that eollection. T1f I
go to N.Y. in the next couple of weeks, whiech T may do,
T will ses if T can't go by the way of Cincinnati. I
think I'11 drop ¥Mr., Newbury a line telling him that you
want to 8ee me and that I'd like to drop in on him for
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a day on the way down. Maybe I could borrow one or
two of his best "3tsel Blue" copies for our examination.

I haven't heard anything more about the book. AS
far as I know everything is all set and ready and T
shouldn't have to touch it again. I wrote to Stowell
yesterday asking him to please let me know the status
quo and hope to hear from him in a few days. It doesn' t
seem to me that Harry is pushing very hard but maybe he
knows best how to handle this whole mattere I've just
about AfFfA¢ quit fighting on this deale If by any
chance Stowell might have a few copiss of Volume One off
the press by the 18th or 19th of the momth I would like
to go down to N.Ye to sse Harry. He has written me
regarding running a short artiecle in the Specialist that
would merely be a condensation of some part of the nsw
booke This would be an advertising deal for the new
booke I haven't committed myself on this as yet but have
todd him that I definitely would not even consider this
until Volume One is in my hands. It would meesely be a
pastepot and scissors deal on some one 19th century iesue
a8 discussed in the book,

The U.Se lot is worth $6.50 to me. Most of it,
as you know, is junk. Advise me,

I really hope I ecan 8se you Soon.

Best regards,




.

Bepte. 9, 1047,

Mr. L. Gs Brookman,
121 Loeb Arcade,
Minneapolis, Winn.

Dear Les:
‘ Yours of the Sth received.

I really was amszed at the story about Perry, He surely
mast be off his nut and no mistake, I can hardly imagine a pere
son making such a lousy remark, Some people think that they can
do a better job than somecone.else but very frequently they are
sorely ulstakenes I am sure that in this case Perry is mistaken.
Why? The answer is very simple, Perry cannot write anything
any more without injecting a lot of sour stuff = smart-Aleck - and
wisecracks, Perry has the deluded notion that in 19th U, S. he
is tops, hence if anything is to be written, he should write ‘it,
To which I say NUTS. Well Les, forget his lousy remark and re-
member that it was very milld Iin comparison to all the bricks that
he hurled my ways And lastly, don't present him with any copies
of your new book, If he wants one, make him buy a copys And ask
Harry to do the same, Perry 1s abso)utely wrong in supposing he
could have produced & better boulz - even with his eyes open = and
*that I can easily prove, viz,, where would he have been able to
obtain such illustrations? You know darn well he could not have
gotten them foom me for any price, Just iagine me, permitting
Perry to use any of my photographs, Well I sppke to the poor
fellow at Cipex but I only did it to be a DLit decents After all,

he hurt himself {ar more than he did me. I may be kidding myselfl
but I believe that the collecting public - 19th U,8+ = would
prefer an Ashbrook opinion to one by Perrye

“Re =~ the Dot in "U" varietye. That Brown photo came to me
several years after Stevels death, He had it labeled Dot in "U."

. Be had the photo made. 1 never saw the stamps, I judge that the
mark in the "U" is consistent but how can one tell from & photo?
Steve evidently borrowsd this copy, because there was no Dot in
"U" copy in his sale. Also there was no "Dot in U" copy In the
Knapp sale. How come? In the Emerson sale last lNovember there was

@& big lot of 57 47 but no Dot in "U" variety. What is the answer?
I am sure that I do not knows Perhaps Chase can give me some dope.
I will write hims

You have a good eye Les - congratulations, I didn't men=-
tion that the position to right proves that the stamp does not
come from the "Specimen" position, Steve Brown was too keen not
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#2+ Mr. L, @, Broolman, Sept. 9, 1947,

to have noticed this and I wondered at the time why he had both
prints labeled "Dot in U." Chase dildn't attempt to illustrate the
variety in his 1916 article.

‘Hugh Clark had very little knowledge of varieties, hence
I rfeel sure that he did not know the actual stamp to which his
B.UeS. listing referred. '

_ Ré - 54 worn plates, I agree with you that it was you
who first suggested the theory that the plates were dirty instead
of worne. It seems to be the correct answer to some very puzzling
problems,. o

: If Bragzer is so darn sure that the 5¢ plate was steel I
wonld like to asgk hlm how he can account for the worn plate copiles

- go fully described by Chase in his 1916 article,. ave you read the
- Chase article recently? ' : :

Re = the 1ittle lot of U. S. that I sent youes: I am sorry
but the owner thinks they are worth more so please return,

With regards = .

Yours etce,

PeSy==If I write anything additional on Copper Vs Steel I

- will send you copy before publicatlior,

@ -
e




Sept. 22, 1947,

Mr. L. G. Brookman,
121 Loeb -Arcade,
Minneapolis, linn.

Dear Les:

After you left we decided not to dis=-
appoint the Starks so we left early Friday.
®ad a nice trip and beat the storm back. Had
guite a blow last night and this A.M. 1t
dropped to 56. Fine, Hope you didn't feel the
blow returning to Chicago but no doubt you did.
It blew hard all the way home yesterday - exactly -
300 miles and a hard trip (800 miles round trip).

I enclose reply from Karl Burroughs,
also copy of mine in reply. In my opinion his
letter just about settles the argument. I have
great respect for Burroughs as a very keen philatelic
student. Further, he is a scholar and a gentleman -
no mill-hand with an exaggerated ego and a polson

pén.
Regards -
Hastily,
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Tuesday, Sept. 23rd, 1947

Dear Stan:

Your letter from Burroughe was most interesting
and appears to eclinch your case on the "Dot in the 8",

You are a regular bloodhound.

Just on the chance that Stowell would still be
akle to get it in the book I phoned him a moment ago
and requested him to place the following in the books

"There is now good reason to doubt that
the "Dot in the U" is an actual plate variety.

Ashbrook has informed uséd that he as well as

Karl Burroughs, Percy Doane, and other students

of note have been unable to find any trace of a

stamp with this variety."

I am certain that you will be glad that the
abowe statement has been included and that you will
not Beel that T am trying to " steal your thunder"’
since I have stated that "Ashbrook has informed us"
and no doubt you will have this in print long before
the book will come out. I am very happy that we
have been able (thru you) to keep this error out of
the book.

Stowell told me that the book is on the press
and that they were printing the second signature
now. I have a scheme in mind to have one especially
bound to give to Mr. N. at the time of the Chiecago
show (I'll ese you there) and Stowell has just told
me that he will, even if he has to put the forms on
the press just to run half a dozen copies, get me
e completed volume in time to have a copy bound for
Mr. N. Of eourse I want this as a surprise for him.

You eertainly hit it on the head when you
wondered if I hit the storm Sunday night. I GERTAINLY
DID. We ran into a terrible storm between Youngstown

NERLELEY ) 5. 1 Al =t I s =l R el . £ . o) s A d P 1



and Cleveland and had to turn around and run ahead of

the stom back te Pittshurgh where we were grounded

4% hours. When we hit the storm we rose at a truly

frightful speed--the plane was literdly thrown straight

up in the air at the rate of 4,000 feet per minute and

then we would fall equally f’ast. It was the worst the

pilot (one of the best on the system) had ever seen and

the stewardesses were plenty scared. I really expected

the wings to break right off under the terrifie strain

but it is now obvious that they can stand almost any

conceivable pressure.s We got back to Pittsburgh at

about 7.30:and left about Midnight. Quite rough most H
of the way baeck to Minneapolis but nothing unsual. |
Despite the above experience I will of course eontinue ;
to fly for 1 am now eertain that 99% of any weather that

I ‘will run into will be better than that of last Sunday

night! Ae a mattier of faect I may fly back to N.Y. in

about & week as I have a possible deal on with John Fox.

If the Cleveland storm couldn't make me sick I guess I

must have a cast iron stamdeh! Peshaps Mildred's biscuite

put me in good condition.

T felt OeK. in N,Y, ==no cold or headaches at all,
Reautiful flying from Cineinnatti to N,.Y.

Had a niee visit with Harry--he is a prince of a host.

One last thing about the s torm=-the Co-pilot's belt
broke under the strain and he was thrown right out of his
seat. One of the passengers was trying to get to his seat
from the men's room and he literally flew thru the air and
hit his head on the ceiling. S0 you c¢an see we really had
fun for a time.

Best regards,

b




1916 article.

Sept. 11. 1947,

Dr, Carroll Chase,
RePuD. 1,
Milford, N.H.

Dear Doc:

Re = 5¢ 1847 - variety "Dot in U" - (S,U.8.).
Can you give me any information on this variety? The first
mention that I can find of it was in your 1916 article and
you stated that it was a dot near the top of the left arm of
the "U," You also stated that the variety was known as the
Dot in U from which I judge that it was known before your

Although I had over 1200 of the 5¢ 1847 in my collec-

tion in the late nineteens, I never owned a "Dot in U" stamp.

It was first listed in the first edition of the S,U.3, - 1923,

-and the listing was undoubtedly taken from your article., In

the sales of the following collections no such a variety was
offered, viz., Emerson sales in 1937 - 1938 - Emerson Deluxe
recent sales - Brown sale - Rust sale - Knapp sale - VWiest sale -
Cibson sale,

When Les Brookman wrote hls book on the 1847's, I
supplied a photograph of a plate proof showing the alleged
"Dot in U" - see Fig. 31 - page 31, This photograph came to
me from Steve DBrown and it is the only example of this position
that I have ever seen, Stevé also had a photograph of a stamp -
not from this position - which showed a "smudge" near the top

. of the left arm of the Us One could hardly call it a "dot."

I do not know 8f this was a consistent variety, as I never saw
other than the photograph.

I am wondering, considering all of the above evidence,
if the original listing of this variety came from the plate
proof? (fig. 31, Brookman book). Have you still got your
original card index file on the 1847's? If so perhaps you
have definite data on the variety.

Best regards -

Cordially yours,




DR. CARROLL CHASE
R F.D.1, MILFORD,
NEW HAMPSHIRE
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Sept. 16, 1947.

Dr. Carroll Chase,
R.FeDs #1,
Milford’ HeHe

Dear Doc:

Thanks for yours of the 1lith re - the 5¢ 1347
"Dot in U.," The photograph that Steve Brown had of the
plate proof was a horizontal pair with the stamp to left
showing a Dot in "U." I suppose there is little doubt
but what this 1s a photograph of the pair that you owned
and my guess is that you probably listed the varlety from
this proof. If you had a duplicate of the proof position
in an actual stamp then my guess would be that the stamp
came from one of the earllest of impressions and that
the defect(?) was notieed and corrected on the plate, If
this variety actually exists in a stamp, that is, a stamp
from the proof positlon then it is certainly an extremely
rare items

I have examined the photograph (fig. 31 - page 31 -
Brookman book) of the proof under my binocular microscope
and I have some doubt that the "dot" was actually a consis-
tent plate varlety.

Al

I surely would like to have a look at all your re=
cords on the 1847's, and I'1l1l take excellent care of same
and return the material to you. 8Send it to me by express,
with the charges collect.

There is a chap down east by the name of Dr, Coopersmith
who compiled quite a bit of data on the 1847 issue -~ His
collection last winter was sold by Colby and Mr. Newbury pur-
chased for me all the Coopersmith data - It was quite a mass =
auction catalogues, photographs, etc,, etcs, etcsy I doubt if
there 1s much in the lot that I didn't have, FProbably the
most valuable item was actual photographs, page by page of the
0ld record book:iat Washington showing all the deliveries of
the 1847's, Thies 1s really nice. From this record, the
Doctor made up a card index by states showing the deliveries,
dates, etc., to each post office, ‘

Did you ever meet the Doctor? I never did, nor have
I ever had any correspondence with him,.

A handbook by Chase on the 1847's would go over big
and if you ever change your mind, you can have anything that




#2+ PUr. Carroll Chase, Sept. 16, 1947.

you want from my files., I have enough material to write
a two volume book, and while such a job is just about as
delightful a way to starve to death that I can imagine, I
don't especially care about such a slow way to pass out.

It was down to 50 here this A.li, so I guess it is
even more delightfully cool up your way.

,With best wishes -

Yours etc.,



-

Sept. 22, 1947,

Dr. Carroll Chase,
R.F.Ds #1,-
Milford, N.H.

Dear Doc:

Please note and return enclosed. Did you
ever meet Burroughs? HNe has done some fine work
on the 1847's and is really a very keen student,
though I unferstand he has given up his philatelic
work on account of some trouble with his eyee.

I have been unable go far to locate anyone
who has ever seen & Dot in U stamp. I cannad help
but suspect that you must have listed 1t from your
plate proof pair, and I now have reason to doubt
that the marking on the proof was actually consistent.

In a bunch of photos you sent me was one of
your old photo prints of the proof pair.

With regards -

Yours etec,,

Pos. It was 56 here this A'M.




Sept. 11, 1947.

Mr, Edw, Stern,
87 Nassau St.,
Hew York, N.Y.
Iy dear Ed:

Re = the S.U:8., listing of the 5¢ 1847

a variety, the "Dot in U." This was first listed
44 in the first edition of the 5,UsSs and I Judge 1t
L] wae taken from the Chase article of 1916 in the

old Philatellc  QGazettes

Have you any data on this variety? Do you
-ever recall seeing a copy? The reason I inguire is
because I doubt' if you will find that such &- stamp
was offered in any of the following prominent sales:

Bmerson, Rust, Knapp, West, Gibson and Sweet,

: Further - I never owned a copy that I can
recall.

i am preparing a special article on the 5¢

' 1847 in wnich I am making special mention of this
l1isted " variety, and I will appreciabte any information
that you can give me,

I am also writing to Hatoherr Cole, Costales,
and Kelleher regarding the "variety."

With regards =
#

Cordially yours, : §

| | ‘ | ’/:] . :

,“*4

:
\
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Sept. 11, 1947,

Mre Jag. B. fatcher,
% Scott Publications; Inc.,
1 West 47th St.,
New York 19, N.Y.

Dear Nr. Haetcher:

Re = 8,U«3, listing "Dot in U in upper left
1 T3 » o v ) 75, g 23 > T

corner, . This was first listed 1n the first edition

o1 Eal{l« DeUesOe

1 am wondering if you have any records on
file regarding this iist¢ng? I judge it came from
the Chase article of 1916 < in the old Philatelic
Gazetue.

any chance do you recall ever having seen
:’

When do you expect (Qordon back from England,

Sincerely ‘yours,
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One West Jorty-seventh Street
New Cork 19N Y.

POSTAGE STtamP CATALOGUES
ALBUMS AND BoOKksS

GORDON R. HARMER, President & Treasurer
GREGORY F. NOONAN, . . . . Secretary
BRYANT 9-1277 ARTHUR C. ZIMMERMANN, Assistant Treasurer

September 17, 1947

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 N, Ft. Thomas Ave.
Ft. Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan:

Your letter of September 11th
has been referred to me for answer.

Regarding the listing of "Dot
in U in upper left corner", I have talked to
our Mr. Thatcher who has seen it and believes
we have sold them though not absolutely certain.

However, Gene Costales was the
compiler of the 1lst edition of the Specialized
and he might recall the full facts.

Got back from England the day
after Labor Day.

With kind regards, I remain

Sincerely yours,

SCOTT /PPBLICATIONS, Inc.

/7 GoRDON
l

GRH:JK




Sept « 82 9 1947,

Mr. Gordon Farmer,
% Scott Publications, Inc.,
1l W. 47th Sst.,
New York, N.Y.

Dear Gordon:
Thanks for yours of the 17th.

Is it too late to remove the listing
of the "Dot in U" from the 1848 8,U.8.? I
really think that this should be done because
I am almest positive that no such a stamp
exists, 1 do not doubt that Mr. Hatcher has
seen or handled a stamp that he thought was the
Dot in U but I am sure it was not a copy of
the IIsted variety. You see the listed variety
is as per Fig. 31 in the Brookman book and this
marking is unknown on an actual stamp - in my

opinion.
With regards -

Cordially yours,



SO B AT S

POSTAGE STAMP CATALOGUES !:ﬂlﬂ One Wes t Jorty-seventh Street

ALBUMS AND BOOKS New Tork 19N Y.
> 74
"M
GORDON R. HARMER, President & Treasurer
GREGORY F. NOONAN, . . . . Secretary
BRYANT 9~1277 ARTHUR C. ZIMMERMANN, Assistant Treasurer

September 29, 1947

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 N, Ft. Thomas Ave.
Ft. Thomas, Ky.

3 Dear Stan:

Thanks for your letter of the 22nd.
Note what you say regarding "Dot in 'U'™ but I
want to say very definitely that I am much
averse to removing anything from the Catalogue
unless I am 100% convinced that it is an error
in listing. If it can be proved to me satis-
factorily that it does not exist, I will be only
too glad to make the correction, but an opinion
is not sufficient. I believe Hugh was very par-
ticular in only listing items he had seen, a policy
which I follow with very rare exceptions.

I have referred to the first edition

» of the Specialized Catalogue, published in 1923, and
find this variety listed so obviously this was an

item which Costales had approved. As I said before,

you might be able to get information on it from him.

With kind regards, I remain

Very truly yours,
SCOTIT LICATIONS, Inc.

GRH:JK
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Oct. 6, 1947,

lMre @ordon Iarmer, :
% Scott Publications, Inc.,
1 W, 47th St.,
Hew York 19, N.Y.

Dear Gordon:
I am in receipt of yours of the 29th,

I wish to assure you that it is absolutely -lmmaterisl
to me what you put into the S,U.S. or what you take out., I
am fully aware that the "Dot in U" variety was first listed
by Costales back in 1923 and in those days both Clark and
Costeles did rely a great deal on Chase, as well as nmysell as
to what was listed in the 19th section of the catalogue. I
was not responsible for the "Dot in U" but I am sure that Chase
was, and I am praectically certain that the listing was made
from a plate proof copy on which the variety was not consistent.
Here we have an absurd situation, a "varlety” that never did
exist, which has boen listed 1n the S5.U.S. for 24 years,

The only: reason that I mentioned the matter to you was
becaunse I thought it was about time that the listing was called
»to the attention of the Zditor, because 1t is zo ridiculous,
However,. it is not any more so than a number of iteums that are
inciuded in the S5.U.S., as for exauple, the "1860 Imperforates,”
the "18¢l Prenleres Cravures," the "3y¢ 18¢l Luke," the "3/ 1862
Searlet” and many other items which have been totally discredited.
What eould: be more absurd than #66% The catalogue states that
#66 "was not regularly issued.” That is a positive stateuent.
Could you prove that it was never regularly issued? Could I
prove that it was not? Of course I cannot, and neither could you
or anyone else, I could no pore prove that /66 was not issued
than I could prove that the 5¢ 1847 was not issued in a blue

~ color, or that the 104 1847 was not 1ssued perforated. "he fact

is, that we are quite positive thut /66 was never regularly
issued, hence #6¢ has no legitimate right to be listed in eny
stamp catalogue, much less in the 5,U.8., which should be conside
ered as honest and unbiased. :

I have no axe to grind as to what is listed in the O5,U.S,
My only interest 1s that collectors be given the truth, belileve
it or not. I wouldn't profit to the extent of a penny if you re-
moved the "Dot in U 1isting, because there is no way that I know
of to sell Buch items short,

Perhaps 1t would be absolutely impossible to prove that




#2. Mr, Gordon Harmer, Oct. 6kh, 1947,

there never was a "Dot in U" stamp, but my idea of such a listing
is, that before such an item should ever be listed, it should be
proved that it actually existed. I am sure that Costales would
admit that he listed it from the Chase article, and there is little
doubt, as Chase will admit, that the only such item that he ever
gsaw was a plate proof. I am positive that no person living or
dead could prove that there was such a variety.

In this respect I might add that Luff or no one else ever
produced any proof that the Premieres Gravures" were ever "regu-
larly issued." For years I have challenged anyone to produce any
proof That They were.

I believe that stamp catalogues should give the public facts
and should not 1list any "sucker items" or any items that are
questionable, Yor example, the "Premieres" - Today no serious
student of our postal history believes for one instant that these
"essays" were issued to the publie. If they were not, they certainly
have no right to be included in the section that they now occupy in
the S.U.Se They should be removed, and if it could ever be proved
that they are not'"éesays” but actual stamps, then they could
legitimately be listed.

Sincerely yours,
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ScoiT PUBLICARARS. e

POSTAGE STAMP CATALOGUES %a One West Jorty-seventh Street
ALBUMS AND BOOKS . New UYork 19N Y.

n GORDON R. HARMER, President & Treasurer
GREGORY F. NOONAN, . . . . Secretary
B RYANT 9-1277 5 ARTHUR C. ZIMMERMANN, Assistont Treasurer

October 9, 1947

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 N. Ft. Thomas Ave.
Ft. Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan:

Many thanks for your letter of the 6th. The matters you raise
are hardly those that really can be dealt with satisfactorily
by correspondence. I am hesitant in removing anything from

the Catalogue that has been in the book unless I am absolutely
certaln that is the wisest course and that I am entirely justi-
fied in withdrawing same.

In regard to the "Dot in 'U'" variety, you, yourself, will only
state that it is your opinion and I would want more than an
opinion., I agree that it is difficult to be proved. I honestly

- don't think that the listing is ridiculous because normally it

would be very fair to assume that the variety on the plate
occurred on the actual issued stamp.

There are just a few points that occur to me as I write and in
regard to the August issue, the note following the issue is pretty
plain. Then, again, what could be more to the point than the note
following #72 regarding stamps 66 and 66a?

As I say, the points raised in your letter really constitute a
question of policy and that is a thing that has to be decided .
Without going into the matter very carefully, I do not see the
harm in perpetuating them in the Catalogue with the proper notes.
As far as I am concerned, I have no axes to grind and certainly
want to do what is best for the hobby in general and I prefer my
policy to be a constructive one.

With best personal wishes, I remain

Sincerely yours,

SCOTT PUBLICATIONS, Inc.

fiingd

GRH:JK




Oct. 7, 1947,

Nr. L, G. Brookman,
121 Loeb Arcade,
Minneapolis, Minn.

Dear Les:

My local friend turned me down on the U.3, colledtion
‘ but at the same time my out of town friend wrote me that he
’ would take it @ $90.00, so I'll get it baek to him today or to=-
morrow. .

I sent you a copy of my letter to Gordon., I fully
intended not to make any reply but I couldn't resist the teumpta=-
tion. I haven't the slightest hope that I will get anywhere,
anytime soon. OSomeday all the crap will drop out of the 8.U.8.

| and I will be windicated. I doubt if I will live to see it

| though. I am going to write an article on the "Dot in U" end

| of course I'll not fail to mention my pet-pceves. I'1l just keep

’ hammerlng away and if I can use a bit of sweetened ridicule I'11
do so0.

I thought Gordon Harmer would make a fine editor but I

» guess he is just another damn Dritisher. Damn them all anyway -
they want us to support them -« they get on thelr knees and beg
for food and clothes - not to dman proud to beg money from us
but too daan proud to even associate with an American "Duchess."
Not that I have any use for "Wally" but at least the heels could
invite her to thd marriage this fall of the "Princess." What a
lot of damn foolishness it 1s to have Dukes, and Princes in this
day and age. I boil over every tiie my thoughts wander to Sir
John Wilson,

1 guess we can thank the great Lichtenstein for having a
. Britlsher the editor of our catalogge. He was one of those
Amerlcans who thought it marvelous to even associate with the
"Pellows" of the Royal. Do you recall the CIPEX dinner and all
the ecrap that was passed out about Alfred - and there at the table
next to S.N,'s was Alfred's widow alongside of "8ir John.,"

Yes, I'1ll keep plugging away on the "Premieres” and
eventually they will be quietly dropped. I thought that they
1ld be dropped when Luff died but now it seems that we will have
wait until Clark dies. I wonder if the Harmer policy was
ot dictated by Clark?

Yours ete.,




L. G. BROOKMAN BRIDGEPORT 2869

£’100kman Stamp Company Stamps and Philatelic Supplies
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121 LOEB ARCADE
FIFTH ST. AND HENNEPIN AVE.

MINNEAPOLIS 2, MINN.

Oct. 3, 1947

Dear Stan:

GOOD GOD! We apparantly are doomed to stay
in the DARK AGES so far as the catalog is concerned
for it appears that the old theory of "Prove that
it never existed" 1s still with us, .

I propose that we ecome out and cleim that we
have found a tete beche pair of the 5¢ '47 and
challenge Gordon to prove that it doesn't exist.

Sinece this theory is s0 utterly stupid it is
wide open to one of the most powerful weapons of
all=—and that is the weapon of RIDICULE. It should
be possible to laugh this theory out of court.

Go to it on the small U.S. lot=—any deal you
make is 0.K. with mee

Don't let this "Dot in the U" deal get under

your hide—-just say a few prayers for Gordon and
hope that he gete religion!

Best regards,

7
e
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to me: "I underatend that you handled & nice 107 © = °

;A@uﬁ block =~ why didn'f‘lou show 1t £o SN." My
reply was, that Think that he would have

been intaranted and that Ernie felt:the same way,
I do not kn ou‘who told like but 3 euppOQa it was

e W&r’d. dab

Harold tark agread to buy it provided.I

_eould make a comnission, Wﬂrd agreod to pay me 10%.:
- Therefore, I had Stark make a chéek to Ward for-

¢1,500.00 so that he wonld-know I' waen't selling to.

Y Newbury and was ot gotbing over £1,500.00. Hard

)
I
b

i i

b paid ne Qlo0.00. "here 48 the whole story.

Stark sent the block to me this week and I .
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PHONE UNIVERSITY 1-4399

H. W. STARK & CO.
18652 BIRCHCREST DRIVE
DETROIT 21, MICH.

June 8, 1947,

Dear Stan,

Received both your letters. Too busy during
the week to answer either. Plan to contact N.A. Wood-
worth. I know quite a bit about hime but have never
seen his stamp collection. Understand he has a nice
collection,

Jack was over during the week and he is not
completely convinced of your interpretation of the 1/
block, which you said was from plate 12. I would not
know anything about it, thus I am on the side lines,

When you get around to it send the dope on
the Pony Express cover to Scotland. You mentioned you
had written an article on this cover,

Still have the block of 10 of the 10¢ stamps.
Whenever you are ready for it, let me know and I will
send same, You mentioned you wanted to photograph it.
The other offer still stands also; namely, if you can
sell it to Newbury for 2500,00, it is OK by me, Have
Newbury write the check to me and I will pay you $1000
commission, Hope he dont want it as I have got a bit
attached to it. You should write a short article about it.

All we hawe been having is rain and more rain,
Got a nice cold and still have it.

Sonny comes home from Culver next Tuesday.
Ruth is in a jitter and plans mountains of things to do
for him, I tell her to mind her own business and let
him paddle his own canoe.

Expect to see you folks at the cottage soon.
Let me know when. You are always welcome. '

Best of wishes to you and yours,

Sincerely,



June 11, 1947. : 1 X0 .

‘Mr. Harold W. Stark,
18652 Birchereat Drive,
Detroit 21, Mich,

Dear Harold:
Wag pleased to receive yours of the 8th,

Re - your l0¢ block, Stamp collectors are a gossipy
lot and news travels fast. For example, Ward had to tell ‘ .
everyone that he sold the 107 block to me and of course he ;
wanted it known what I pald him, He even had to give all the
details to Mr., Newbury and Mike., At the banquet Friday night
Mike put me on the spot by remarking that he heard that I got
an exceptional plece from Ward and furned it over to you -
"Why didn't you show it to S.N.?" g

Some people in this game wlll never learn anything about
‘stamps even if they live to be a couple of hundred, . Bob Bmerson
was that way and so 1s Ward, Just imagine a person like Ward
in this game since 1910 and even today cannot spot a 10¢ 1855
“Pype I - darn stranges I really would feel terribly ashamed to
ever teke that block away from you - so don't worry - I'1ll not
‘make any effort unless you get tired of it and request me to
find a buyer. I hope Jack don't feel bad because I d4id not
absolutely 1nsist that he purchase 1t, :

Jack is sure & eard and he amuses me at tlmes. T do not
. pvecall that I ever gave him any information on the One Cent
1851«57 which was wrong, but I suppose anyone has a right to
gquestion a 9person?!s opinion if they have reason to differ., How=-
ever in this case, T plated Jack'!s block by the big Newbury plece
-and there 128 no questlon but what the platinr is corrects .

Regarding the article on the Pony lxpress cover. Back in

1936 I had a column in the A,P. under the heading of "The Specialist" 4

I cut the short series of articles out at the time and Bovnd them
togethers I thought I had a duplicate copy that I could give you
but find that I haven't except in my regular A.P. file, I am today
malling to you under separate cover the series of articles which
please return at your convenience, The notes on this Pony cover
ran in the June 1936 mumber and if you would like a copy of this
mumber it is barely possible that I could obtain one for you from
Ralph Kimble., Let me know, '

I note that I failled to explain at the time that the letter
was sent by an American Packet and that the "21" was our debit to



#2. Mr, Harold W. Skark, June 11, 1947,

the British and that the sum due in Glasgow was "one shilling"

as marked in pen on face, Pony covers that were carried by the
original company are far rarer and more desirable than those which
were carried by the Company after it fell under the Wells PFargo &
Co. managements See my chapter on the "Pony Express" in my Vol., 2.

Whenever 1t is convenient to you I wish that you would send
me the 10¢ 1855 block. I want to photograph it and write an article -
about it. Back in the late nineteens I would have given my eye=-
tooth for just a look at this block. It would have saved me counte
less hours of wowk when I was reconstructing the plate. I do not.
know who owned 1t at that time. ; :

We have also been having nothing but rain for months. Mildred
and I often remark that we have had nothing but disagreeable weather
since the day we all left Fort Thomas for Florida. Last Saturday night
we had the most severe electrical storm that I ever experienced, To=
day it is hot as the very devil, and especially so up in my sky-parlor,

- By the Way Harold, I wonder if Hutch would be interested in
buying my colléction of the "U.S.,Express Mail of 1836-18597" Will

- you ask him? It is Dbeautifully mounted, handelettered and desecribed -
and is in two volumes. In all there are 82 covers, some very rare,

I want §850.00 net for it. It makes a beautiful showing and is in
shape to be exhibited any time at any stamp exhibitions Some of the
eovers in the lot are very rare and valuable « 1ln fact - I figure that =
three are very outstanding and are alone worth from $150.00 to $200,00:
These old Hxpress Mall covers aré very rare and so far as 'I am aware

I have more than anyone else, Whoover acquires this collection should
use it as a foundation on which to build it up and he should run an
ad in "Staups" to buy additional covers, The only reason I am selling
i1s because I have to have the moneys If Hutch would like to see it

I will ship it up by express, It really makes a fine showing.

1 guess Ruth is no different from Mildred. MWNothers have a
way of treating grown boys like babies, Always mothering them -
babying them and watching over them like an old hen over a bunch of
young chicks,. .

Sten Jre. will be out of school tomorrow - says he is going to
get a job and go to work - but first he would like to spend a day
with Harold at Clear Lake - so we may drop in on you:sometime before
the end of the monthe.

b Gosh what a long letter =

Regards to all the Stark family.

Cordially yours,







W Enqlond Trom Gaafova 1959

July 18, 1947.

Mr. Harold W, Stark, .
18652 Birchcrest Drive,
Detroit, Mich.

Dear Harold:

3

Here are two covers that were sent to me by my
friend Dres Bacher of Londons They are qulte interesting
and before returning them I thought you would like to
see them. DBacher wants $140.00 for the pair which of
course is much too much.

= ol " Note the one from San Frandéisco in Qctober 1859, ‘\

It shows the 29¢ rate from Californie to IEngland and the \
combination is nices This traveled by the Overland Mall
Stage and the "3" shows it went by "American Packet," I
always thought that thils large "3" was applied at Boston,
but I camnot recall any sailing of American packets out
of Boston in the latter part of 1859. - It should show p
postmark of the port of departure but this was frequently
omitted, Note the imperf 34 1851.

Note the other cover, This originated at San Andreas, '
Calif. (Calaveras Co.), and was prepald at the 29¢ rate from
California, (1¢ overpay). It was carried east by Wells Fargo
messenger and mailed at New York. It was flrst rated as.a
Binﬁle (19 cr.), then as a double, wlth "SHORT PAID," with a
"10" debilt. In London it should have been rated at 587 due
(2 x 29), or two shillings four pence, because the rate from
California was 29¢ not 24¢. It looks like Wew York disregarded
the proper rate when it made the debit 10¢.

Should we méke Dacher an offer for these two items?
It 18 too bad the condition is not bettere.

How are you and what 1is new?
Best of regards =

Cordially yours,



PHONE UNIVERSITY 1-4399

H. W. STARK & CO.
18652 BIRCHCREST DRIVE
DETROIT 21, MICH.

July 21, 1947.

Dear Stan,

Enclosed are the two Wells~Fargo covers to
Englend. They are interesting covers, but are valued
terribly high for their condition. I really believe
$40.00 plenty for the two. I have that one from British
Columbia, thru San Francisco with our stamps on and
thence to England. Face only but the complete story on
the face and I only paid $20.00 for it,.

/ markings are correct. The cover evidently was a double
rate letter. However the 30¢ in stamps on it should be
treated then as having paid the 10¢ rate from Californis
to New York with the other 10¢ as overpayment. It would

/\ then be leaving New York strictly as a double rate unpaid

/54— letter with 48¢ due. This explanation is further borne
out by the Pony Express cover I bought from you during the
show in New York, It bears a 10¢ stamp carrying it to
New York and as a unpaid letter from there to Glasgow.
The letter evidently was intended to prepay the single
( rate all the way thru to England and when found to be ,
\_a_double rate. was handled very fairly by the post office./

Dont you think this is correct?

Have been busy on a proposition with Jack
Fleckenstein and Sherson to take over a corporation in
Adrian, We might go thru with it. Dont know yet. My new
small Electro Arc Mfg. Co. is coming along pretty good.
That has taken some time also. Have that pretty well
under control now and on its way to make some money.
Have been out to the cottage during the week ends and
have looked in vain for you. Perhaps things will.change
shortly and you will make the visit.

Was over to N.A. Woodworth's house and saw some
of his collection. He is OK and I like him. We are going
to see more of each other and I intend to introduce him
to the gang. Will put his name in for the D.P.S., altho
the ranks are filled at present. That will put him in line
if some one resigns or otherwise, He is seriously studying
his stamps and I believe will naturally go into covers,
He will if he hangs around me much. I showed him some of
my covers and his interest sure mounted. Said he had never
seen covers like that. You should do your best to start him
on covers and in that way along the real line of Postal
Americana. In the future I believe he is going to have more
time for his and our hobby.

Best of wishes g ill fromfll.




July 25, 1947,

Mr. Harold W, Stark,
18652 Bircherest Drive,
Detroit 21, Mich.

Dear Harold:
Yours of the 2lat received.

I am enclosing herewith a photograph of one of those
Bacher ‘lells Pargo covers (SHORT PAID). It looks as though
both of us muffed this cover, Well, I guess that is why the
study of covers is so darn interesting, much more so than
working crossword puzzles or playing hearts.
/ In my former letter I assumed that New York should
[ have rated it as a "double" with 2 x 20¢ due, but instead,
they rated it as a "double" with 2 x 24¢ due., The "10" debit
gshows that the New York oifice rated it as a double letter re-
quiring 48¢ in postage from New York. As it only contained
30¢ it was marked "SHORT PAID" and the 30¢ pald was disregarded.
-The British also rated it as a double with two shillings due.
I am wondering if the real solution 1s not as follows:

First -« the cover did not show any year date., DBecauce
of the 30¢ payment I assumed that the writer thought it was a
single, hence required 29¢ from California. Perhapas the only
mistake he made was that 1t was a double rate not a single.
Hote the month datesi%! Perhaps it originated in California in
June 1863, at which time the single rate was 297, But it was
mailed in New York on July 3 (1863 ?) at which time the rate to
England was 24¢, both from California and New York.

This is different from your Pony cover., The latter was
carried east "outside of the mail" and the law required the
. Zxpress Company to accept only mail that had the U.S,postage
prepaid, : e ——————————————————— s

s

The Pony cover first entered the U. S, Mall at Saint
Joseph, Mo., and the rate from there to Scotland was 24¢. You
see 1f the writer of your Pony cover had paid the entire rate it
would only have been 29¢., But he chose to pay only the rate re-
quired for a letter carriled by the Express Co, O0f course the
10¢ stamp carried the letter to New York, but from there it was
rated as an unpald to Scotland, It is this point, among others
that makes your Pony cover so interesting. In fact, gnique, so
far as I am aware. The total rate was 34¢ on the Pony cover, but
if it had been prepaid, it would have been only 29¢.




#2, Mp, Harold W, Stark, July 25, 1947.

I suppose you saw Harry's mention of "Mildred and Stan"
in the current "STAMPS." It would appear that we have been
visiting but such is not the case, I talked with Brooks today
and Purves is due there tonight. Harold wanted me to come up
but we cannot leave at present., I wish that you could meet
Purves. laybe I can persuade Harold to drive him over to Clear
Lake, He 18 a real student and you would like him immensely,

I note that the new E.A.M. Co. 18 coming along fine.
Here 1s wishing it all the success possible.

I was also pleased to learn that you had paid Woodworth a
visit., He seeméd like an awful nice chap and we must try and get
him interested in covers,

Hutch sent me a check from Boston for that Cole cover.

Mildred joins me in regards to Ruth, you and all the
fﬂmi.ly-

Cordially yours,

P.3s On second thouﬁht I am enclosing a print of the other
Bacher cover. lNote that "3" credit. Have you any covers with
this big "3?" I doubt it. I suppose it was used at New York but
I am wondering if it could have been Boston,




July 25, 1947..

Mr. Harold W, Stark, i
18652 Birchcrest Drive,
Detrolt 21, Nich.
Dear Harold:

Youre of the 2lst received.

I am enclosing herewith a photograph of one of those
Bacher lelle Pargo covers (SHORT PAID)es It looks as though
both of us muffed this cover, Well, I guess that is why the
study of covers is so darn interestingy much more so than -
working crossword puszzles or playing hearts.

T,

In my former letter I assumed that New York should N\
have rated it as a "double" with 2 x R29¢ due, but instead,

they rated it as a "double' with 2 x 24¢ due, The "10" debit
shows that the New York oifice rated it as a double letter re- \
quiring 484 in postage from New York, As it only contained !
30¢ 1t was marked "SHORT PAID" and the 30¢ paild was disregarded.
The Britiski also rated it &8 & double with two shillings due, /
I em wondeping 1f the real solution is not as follows: ; ’

|
FPirst - the cover did not show any year date, Because ' |
of the 307 payment I assumed that the writer thought 1t was a {
single, hence required 20¢ from California. Perhaps the only ‘
mistake he made was that it was a double rate not a single,. \
Hote the month dates}i! Perhaps it originated in California in

June 1863, at which time the single rate was 20¢¢ But it was 1
mailed in New York on July 3 (1863 ?) at which time the rate to |
England was 24y, both from California and New York,: #)

it
s R RS U A AR

e ——

s e

This is different from your Pony coyer, The latter was
carried east "outside of the wmail" and the law required the
Express Coupany to accept only ail that had the U.S.postace
prepaid, PR

i
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; : The Pony cover first entered the U, 5. Maill at Salnt
] Joseph, 0., and the rate from there to Scotland was 24¢. You
see if the writer of your Pony cover had paid the entire rate it \
f would only have been 29¢. But he chose to pay only the rate re- ‘

| quired for a letter carried by the LExpress Co. Of course the

-—— 10¢ stamp cearried the letter to New York, but from there it was \
tij rated as an unpaid to Scotland, It i1s this point, among others i
that makes your Pony cover so interesting. In fact, gnlque, o i
fer as I am aware, The total rate was 34¢ on the Pony cover, but i
‘ if it had been prepaid, it would have been only 29¢. ' )




#2, Mr. Harold W, Stark, July 25, 1947.

I suppose you saw Harry's mention of "Mildred and Stan"
in the current "STAMPS." It would appear that we have beeéen
visiting but such is not the case, I talked with Brooks today
- and Purves is due there tonight., Harold wanted me to come up
but we cannot leave at present. I wish that you could meet
Purves, I!aybe I can persuade Harold to drive him over to Clear
Lgke, He is a real student and you would like him immensely.

« I note that the new E,A,M. Co. 1s coming along fine,
Here is wishing it all the success possible,

I was also pleased to learn that you had paid Woodworth a
visit., He neeméd like sn avful nice chap and we must try and get
him interested in covers,

futch sent mé a check from Boston for that Cole cover,

Mildred joins me in regards to Ruth, you and all the
fanily. . ,

Cordially. yours,

P«3: On second thouﬁht 1 am enclosing a2 print of the other
Bacher cover. Note that "3" credit. Have you any covers with
this big "3?" I doubt 1t. I suppose it was used at New York but
I am wondering if it could have been Boston,



Sept. 23, 1947.

Mr. Barold W, Stark,
15652 Bircherest Drive,
Detroit, Mich,

Dear Farold:

I guess we must have gone thru the center of that
Florida storm as the wind almost blew us off the road at ¢
times, It blew all the way down, and in addition, it was darn
hot, We got home at 4:50, in plenty of time to beat a big
storm which broke here around 8 P.M., with hard rain and high
wind, which did a lot of damage to some of the Cincinnati suburbs,

We had an enjoyable visit and Mildred joins me in thanks
to Ruth and you for such a good time.. Your party was & success
from every angle.

I am returning herewith your 1847 cover with the vertical
pair. I opened it up and found that the use was in 1851, This
color is the typical 1850 color, hence I judge that THIs pair
surely came from the second plate of the plate. The color is some=-
what off - partly oxidized - what should be done is to remove the
palr from the cover and give it a bath in peroxide - and replace
it - It would look far more beautiful - and it would show what the
original color was like. I enclose a photo of it so that you can
see the plating marks. This was the first piece that snabled me to
tie 20R to 10R., I was almost sure that my 20R plating was correct
but this proved ites Therefore, I was more than glad to add this to
my record. -

I had a letter from Carroll Chase today stating that he was
shipping me all his records, data, etc., etcs, on the 1847 issue,
His study dates back to 1909, I am to keep the entire lot, hence
the Chase-Ashbrook racords will be consolidated, Is this not a fine
thing for my old pal to do?

I am enclosing a photo of a stampless cover. This cover
is dated inside 8an Franecisco July 31, 18560, It is quite a study
and if you can figure 1t out, you are certainly good., Foreign
rate stampless covers are very interesting - many provide diffie
cult problems., This cover belongs to Jessup and it is nice.

If you have a catalogue of the Harmer Rooke sale of next
Oct., 15-16 = note Lot 17 - a 5¢ 1847 cover with the Madison &
I. R.R. :



#2. Mr. Harold W. Stark, Sept. 25, 1947.

Re - your cover with a big corner copy of the 5¢ 1847
with pen marks - this is the stamp I marked as 1l0Ll - It has a
dot in the margin over the "S." Just above the U.R. corner
there are two diagonal dots on 1l0Ll. A pen stroke covers up
these dots on your copy. I found that I have a fipe enlarged
photo of your stamp. The cover was sent to me by .Eugene Klein
on Aug. 8, 1942, The letter 1s dated Washingtor Aug. 1, 1849,
The sheet at top measures l4 MM which is quite large. Chase
stated in his 1916 article that he had seen a bottom sheet of «
16 M, but that 95 MM was the widest top he had run across.

You doubtless have Brookman'!s book on the 1847 issue.
If so, refer to page 20, Here you will find the Chase list of
year colors, The only inaccurate part of this list is that Doc
listed some "changeling" colors, oxidizedccopies, etc.

Told the photo enclosed (stampless) and write me your
golut ion.

Mildred joins me in best wishes to all the family. N

Cordially yours,












c/zn,
W

.1171‘»;7_112’?{1[?‘, AN

M7

/&C wé




MADISoN // :
WS e d . z

ocT 1871,




« LeoAnen

SEP € _ Blaerc
FAct
GAAN




/\éf/lﬂ//l/ 2 .'}

lodlis G e

‘ﬂ / x - ¥ ; i n France ence
(/é/{‘f—///ZéJ //,%77%// /lloi Do ni U.S.
F 4

— By M-S




N v U IY 2
18T - Geor
By H.W.S




poa

B
on BAcIK Led
(i, O W i
By H.W.O:




on BAcIc -LON Do
APR 30 -7 -







P

e

;h“) I)i'[}‘)F‘yl 1/:1r~3




on Dacle

[/] lenden MNMy2=<T70




"y

FAR S o B

PHONE UNIVERSITY 1.4399

H. W. STARK . & €0
18652 BIRCHCREST DRIVE

DETROIT 21, MICH. March 31, 1947.

Dear Stan,

; The $17.50 refund for the bad Swedish cover is 0K
with me, Apply this money to the Research group.

Am enclosing some additional covers to and from
France from 1870 on, This is an interesting study and I
believe you should write an article covering this phase of
foreign mail usage. I am getting interested in this phase
and believe I will make & separate book on it. It is so
unusual. I certainly would like to get a registered cover
used when registry was permissable,

Among the enclosures are four cogers showing the
"GB 40c? By the way, was this put on in England and is it
a control marking of some kind or is it a due amount to
England. 40 centimes should be around 8¢ and this seems
high for England's share, or was the French currency depre-
ciated due to the Franco-Prussian war, What do you know about
this specific marking. I believe I have a cover some place
that shows a multiple of this marking. Cant find it now but
will run across it one of these days. Perhaps the cover does
not come within this period and would have no connection.,
Getting back to the covers---two of the covers (pair 2¢ 1869
and pair 2¢ 1870 have the same relative markings and show a
5 decimes due, on delivery. This should be approx. 10¢ and
is for 1/40z. I believe. These covers are Am. Pkt. so why
so much to France? Was it a question of currency depreciation?
The third cover in this group is evidently a double 4¢ rate.
(2¢ 1869 and 6¢ 1870). This letter must have been over 1/4oz
but under 1/2 oz. since the British marking is still "GB40Oc".
However the French marking appears to be 15 decimes, which
would mean 1/2--3/4 oz. to be consistent. If this is so, then
the letter would have been based on 4¢ per 1/20z. prepaid
and the British marking of "GB40c¢" would not necessarily be
a British due marking per letter, but might be a general bulk
rate marking. In fact this is what I would like to know more
about. Now the fourth cover of this group shows 10¢ paid, with
the same "GB40c" and French xmmm due marking of 10 decimes.
10 decimes was 1lFr and equivalent to 20¢ our money. Cover
shows 1Fr paid by Drexel Harjes & Co., Paris. Would this be
classed as double 4¢ rate with 2¢ overpaid. Dont believe this
is the 10¢ per 1/30z. rate. Note it is in 1873 and appears to
be a late use of the 4¢ rate.

Now we go into the 10¢ per 1/3 oz. rates. There are
three covers that show 6 decimes,X Changed my mind on that--
the 6 are in red and should mean a credit to France of 6¢.
This would make it conform to the 4¢ rate to England or 10¢
rate per 1/3 oz. fully paid to France. The only difference is
one (4¢ rate) is based on 1/40z. and 10¢ rate based on 1/30z.




PHONE UNIVERSITY 1.4393

H. W. STARK & CO.
18652 BIRCHCREST DRIVE
DETROIT 21, MICH.

2.

Am & right on this? Am writing this letter as I go along and
maybe I am rambling around todmuch. Now note the 10/ 1869 used
in 1870 and with a blue "8". This is direct to Cherbourg. I am
stumped on this one. Why blue "8". It did not go to England, so
no channel charge. The cover with the 3¢, 7¢ and 10¢ shows the
20¢ rate, but why no credit to France ratings as on the previous
covers, The cover with three 10¢ is in 1872 and according to
the markings was a 20¢ rate with 10¢ overpayment. Perhaps the
person put on double the o0ld 15¢ rate, not knowing it had been
obsoleted.

The last cover is one from France and I believe might
be clessed as rare. The stamps were evidently put on in France
and paid the French plus U.S. amounts. 50 centimes would be 10¢
and our 10¢ would make 20¢. Would this be classed as a 20¢ rate.

Well now you have seen all the covers I can find in
my collect pertaining to the 1870 period French rates., I might
have some more and if further interested will send them along.
Also if you want the ones I have sent, will send them also.

The weather here has been beastly. No doubt you have
been having a taste of it. We sure have been snow bound. Family
have been getting over the Flu. Ruth was in bed for around a
week. Luckily I did not catch anything.

Wont be long, I hope, before I wend my way to the
cottage and get it in shape for the summer, when I expect you
to spend some time with your family.

Guess I have pestered you enough for this time.
Best of wishes to all from all,.

Sincerely,




April 16, 1947.

Mr. Harold W. Btark,
18652 Bircherest Drive,
Detroit 21, Mich.

Dear Harold:

As. I wrote you in my ldet I have been working on the.
Brooks Xxhibit for Cipex and 1t has been.guite a big ‘job.
I have ‘been anxious to get it finished in plernty of time,
hence have 1aid aside everything else that was not urgent.

Re = U,S5,;French ~ mall after January l, 1870, You
are quite right - thils is e most interesting subject and I have
devoted quite a lot of study to ft. As you are awdre, the
UJiS.=French Ireaty expired as of Dec. 31, 1869 and & new one
did not geo into effect until August 1, 1874, During that period
we had & treaty with G.B. and G.B. had a treaty with France,
A hence it was possible to eend mail prepaid thru England, that
' is, via the Franco = British Treaty. I realize that you are
fully aware of all this but wmention same/nevertheless,

There are a number of probleus which I have never been
able to solve, For example, an arrangement was made with
England to send prepaid mail thru England, I have never been

- able to find out 1f thils arransement was made by the Pi0O.D, or
the State Dept,, and this in spite of the fact that I hired a

: ; person in Washington at & cost of {70.00 teo try and get the in-
' formation for me, v y »

v ~ Qur rate to England was 6¢ and this was supposed to be =
2¢ U.Ss = 24 sea and 24 G.B, - Thus a letter sent to France with
4¢ via England only prepaid it to the British frontier.

: Rates of 10¢ with a 6¢ credit to G.RB. are quite common
after 1870 - but we find credits of 8¢ early in 1870, When did
the 10¢ rate with 6¢ credit go into effect? As near as I can
figure it was on July 1, 1870. 1 have never noted an 8¢ credit
after July 1, 1870, i :

Evlidently the rate from England to France was cut from
four pence to three pence early in 1870 and our "arrangement” with
England must have been made early in 1870 whedeby the & pence
rate from England to France could be prepaid in this country =- :
hence the 6¢ credit, But as stated I have been unable to find any
record of such "arrangement" or whetbfer it was made by the P.0.D.

~or the State Dept.




-

#2. Mr, Harold W. Stark, April 16, 1947.

Naturally the 10¢ rate wdth c¢redit of 6¢ was 1/3
ounce (10 grammes),

Re - the marking "G.B. 40c."” This and similar ones

were applied in England on mail to France. Similar markings

were applied in France with F,R. instead of G.B. on mail from .
France, Hendy stated in his book published Tn 1909 that such
markings were applied in G.B. to "show the rate at which the dis-
atching office shall have dellvered those letters toc the other
0 ce. e rleo stated tnat this provision was part ol Article XXXIT
ol the I'ranco British Postal Treaty of Sep. 24, 1856. He further
stated that an "agreement with France" went into eifect on Jan,l,1855,
whereby the minimum postage rate was reduced to a uniform one of Hur
pence, if prepaid, a double rate belng levied upon unpaid letters.
This arrangement zhe stated) was eventually embodied En a postal Con-
vention between the two countries, dated Sep. 24, 1856 (as above). -

Agalin referring to Artiecle XXXIT of this treaty, Hendy stated,
guote: "It was agreed that all ordinary unpaid correspondence, ‘charged
with transit or sea rates, which ghould be exchanged in the maills
between the two countries shall receive, in some consplecuous part
of ‘the address,. the impression in black ink-of a stamp iIntended to
show the rate at which the dispatching office shall have dellvered
trose letters to the other office." (as above). :

I have never seen a ¢opy of the above postal treaty, in fact,
1 have practically no data on the postal arrangements between kngland
and France,

Hendy stated above that double * postage was charged on unpaid
mail, Whether this provision was in force in the 1860's and 1870's
I really do not know,

Re - Repistered Mail, The 1873 P.L. & R. guoted the "Via
British Mail'" patés a8 Tollows (as you are aware):

10:= 16 - 20 - 2€
It also quotes the registered rates to France as follows:
16 - 28 - 32 - 44,
I have no record of such a ?egistered letter.

Regarding your covers herewith in envelope #1 = here we have
ell marked with the "G.Bs 40e" and the French Due markings are:

5 decimes = 10¢ (U.S+Paid 4¢).
¢ 1 w20 N0 R 1Y)
15 L e 30¢ ( " 1" 8¢) 2

I cannot explain these covers., In the Knapp sale (2nd) Lot
1686 had a 3¢ and l¢f 1861 - from New York on Apr. 13, 1870 - It was
marked "Insufficiently Paid" and the French Due was 16" decimes =
Your cover with "15" due 1s dated N.Y. Apr. 21, 1870. Why 16 and 157




eorrect rates ‘

‘%8 Mr. Harold W. Stark, April 16, 1947.

Please note

Tnasmich as we had no treaty with France, the credits
were to England,

~ Re - the combination cover - No, this could not be classed
as the 20¢ rate because it was Direct mail - not thru England, I
have noted:covers coming to the U, S. in this class - Direct, with

- 50 centimes paid, also with 100 centimes paid - and both w

"Steamship 10," so I Judge the 50 centimes rate was not over 10
grammes (1/3 0%.).

< Prom thé above it appears that the difference in prepaid
50 centimes (10) and "8" decimes due (15¢) was because the former
was prepald, whereas the latter was not - that is, Due, I doubt if
there was any "4" deciues due rate. If smo, I never saw one so I
doubt if it was welight but rather the 50% penalty on unpaid mail.

gueation

v While I have no direet proof I think that the first "arrange-
ment"”. might have been a 127 rate with 8¢ credit = this when the
Franco - British rate was B¢, It ssems that thie supposed 12¢ rate
of mine was generally paild by 15¢ in tha U, 8, but I believe that all
15¢ rates (Jan. 1, 1870 = July 1, 1870) were “¢ overpays. My reason
1s this - If we credited 8¢ on 15¢ we had left 7¢ = Why 7¢ when all

we were entitled to was 24 plus 2742

_ -Indidentally'l doubt 1f you ever saw one of the 15¢ Paid
with 8¢ credif "thru Ingland" covers. They are very scarce, I am .

.enclosing a photo of one from Bufaula, ATa, Ney 18, 1870 - thru

London on June €, 1870, They always have the big red "8" of New York,
I have seen covers paid by the 15/ 1866 and by 12¢ 1869 plus 3¢ Green.
If the latter was an overpay, the writer perhaps was not aware of the

1 wish I had all the answers to the problems of this period

‘but I haven't -

_With best regards -

Youre etc.,
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April 18, 1947.

Mr. Harold W. Stark,
18652 Birchcrest Drive,
Detroit 21, Mich.

Dear Harold:

Herewith the "Treaty" cover of 1875 - Here is some
data, I call the Treaty - Apr. 28 = 1874, it went into
effect on Aug. 1, 1874. The rate 9¢ per i ounce (15 grammes).
The French rate wags 50 centimes per 10 grammes. U.S.Regls-
tered 10¢ (9¢ plus 10¢) PFrench Registered 50 centimes (50c
plus 50¢).

The U.P.U. became effective July 1, 1875, but France
held back and was not ready to join until Jan. 1, 1876, Thus
the Treaty rate was only in effect from Aug. 1, 1874 to Jan. 1,

My guess is that the 9¢ rate covers are not common,
but are rather scarce, :

The full text of the Treaty is in the P.M.G.Report dated
1874, I will loan you my copy if you wish to see it. ' By the
way, let me know if you have a P.M.G. Report of 1863. I am
offered "a nicely bound copy @ £5.00." Perhaps Hutch might be
interested 1f you have a copy.

I am also enclosing a 3¢ Green which came in to me
several days ago. The owner thinks that it 1s a rare plate
variety but in my opinion it is simply an ink variety and 1is not
consistent., However, you know this stamp far better than I do so
I will appreciate your opinioen. ;

Regarding the Brooks cover. In mounting this, I made no
mention of the error and inasmuch as so very few people have any
knowedge of this subject I doubt if anyone will notice 1t. .For
example - you could show this cover to Elliott Perry and inquire -
What is wrong? He wouldn't know.  If you doubt this you can try
it at the Cipex. Chasewould not know - neither would Jacobs and
most anyone you could name. A chap in Boston by the name of Blake
would know.

I rather imagine that the fine weather recently pulled
you out to the Lake. After all the bad weather since Jan. 1l3th,
we should have a little warmth and sunshine from now on.



#2. Mr. Harold W. Stark, April 18, 1947.

By the way, Mrs., Alispaw of Fort Pierce got all her
$400,00 back from that pair of crooks. I rather imagine that
I helped quite a bit in the recovery.

Thanks for the check for the 1847 cover -

With regards =

Cordially yours,




April 28, 1947.

Mpe Harold W, Stark,
18652 Birchcrest Drive,
Detroit 21, Milch,

Dear Harold:

Yours of the 25th received with return of the 3¢
Green - thanks.

You made no mention of my letter of the 18th re- - .
- garding the French mail, Have you any comments?

I wrote Chase for a translation of the reference to
the "G.B." markings in a French publication listing postal
markings., Here was the wording, quote: "Postmarks used to
ald in keeping the accounts made necessary by letters sent
unpaid from abroad and coming by the way of Great Britain
(or rance). These markings are rarely found on the letters
themselves," (end of quote).

Chasge commented as follows:

"The French say that eometimes these markings are for
indieidual letters but more often for package of letters -
sometimes so much per kilogramme, PK - Per Kilogramme, G.B. -
Grande Bretagne., Again I understand - or rather have been told
that the top letter only in a package may sometimes have shéwn
this markingl Sounds darned complicated to me,

I don't know how to find the text of the postal treaty
between France & England 1858-1856., That is I wouldn't know
where to look for it or whom to ask in France to find it. I
think the best bet is Fpom the English end. There 1s a man
named E.F.Hurt (who writes for the A.P,) who might be able to
help you. I know him slightly by correspondence but I do not
like him at all = so if you write him 1t might be better not
to mention my name. If you don't get anywhere in England 1711
see what I can do in Prance."  (end)

Every 4¢ rate cover that I have seen (to France) had a
"G B - 40c" marking on it, While this class of markings may have
been applied to top letters in a bundle on certain classes of mail -
the "G.B. - 40¢" marking was evidently applied to all 4¢ rates to
France via England from the U,.S.

Chase sent me four covers with several types of these



#2. Mr. Harold W. Stark, April 28, 1947.

markings and I am enclosing them herewlth for your inspection.

I do not recall that I ever saw the marking on the cover
from India, Nice 1little item - Chase marked 1t on back as a

"Due,” but the due was "18" decimes., It looks like N1 Fp. - 68/«
4/10 c.

We have had few warm days so far - in fact it was down to
38 this A.M., but warmer weather is promised, I am hoping that

* . all the bad weather that we have had will bring some nice weather

in New York during Cipex.

I had a letter from Jack last week stating that he might
bundle the family in the car and drive down.

Best regards =

Yours etec.,
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PHONE UNIVERSITY 1.4399

H. W. STARK & CO.
18652 BIRCHCREST DRIVE
DETROIT 21, MICH.

May 6, 1947.

Dear Stan.

To begin with, enclosed is 2¢ Cont. Issue.
Believe the Pre-Paid. is a British type marking. Note
the JY (July) has the date ahead of the Month. There
appears to have been a slight indistinct previous
cancellation. In other words the Pre-Paid is not the
original. Appears to be a modern cancel of some kind.
Dont think much of it.

Am still studying up on the French rates of
the 1870 period., Havent got all the markings quite
settled in my mind., Your letter of the 18th cleared
up some points., Am taking a little rest from it to
let things clear up, besides have been busy on a new
project. Bought an interest in a Tool Co. and am getting
it re-organized.

I have not seen a 4¢ cover to France without
the G.B. - 40c¢ marking. In fact I have a cover with 2¢
1869 and 6¢ Bank Note, paying double 4¢ rate, which also
has G.B. - 40c. Dont get the crayon markings, which I
assume are French. Will tasbulate these and give you the
picture shortly.

Plan to fly to N.Y. Sunday afternoon. Maec,
Hutch, Fred, etc. are taking the train either Sat. or
Sunday. Give me a ring at the Roosevelt. All but Hutch

are at the Roosevelt., Thanks for information on the

stampless covers, Am returning Chase's., Have made notes
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PHONE UNIVERSITY 1-4399

H. W. STARK & CO.
18652 BIRCHCREST DRIVE
DETROIT 21, MICH.

of them and their markings.

Be seeing you at the show. Weather rainy
and chilly here.

Best of wishes to all,

Singerely,




April 28, 1947.

Dr. Carroll Chuasey
ReFeDe 1,
Milford, N+He

Dear Doc:
Yours of the 22nd recoelved.

¥ : Thanks very much for the translation, . It seens
\ fairly certain that the markings refer to bulk mail rather
~' than to individual letters. On the other hand, the one
with "G.B. 40C" is common on 4¢ rates t o France = thru
England - from the U, 8. after Jan., 1, 1870. I have a re-
cord of guite a number of such covers and that marking is
on every one, A payment in this country of 4¢ simply paild
he letter to the British frontier and in the early part of
870 I believe that the British rate te France was four
ence (prepaid). On such mail the French due was 5 decimes
perhaps a penalty for unpaid). We also find 4¢ covers with
10 decimes due, but I suppose those with "8" due wore not
over i ounce whereas those of "10" due were over % but not

over ounce.,

I have never had any correspondence with Hurt but
I will take a chance and write him.

Several months ago I asked Godden to get some data for
"me on some British markings and he sent me & letter regarding
same that he had reeeived from a Ceorge Brumell of Bournemouth.
This man seemed to know his stuff, Did you ever hear of him,

Today I received a letter from a U, 8. collsctor named
T. HI Wilcox of Liverpool., Did you ever hear of h#m? Last
October I 1llustrated a New York marking (with "19") in "Stamps"
iy and this man Hopkine loaned me six covers with different exaumples,
% From his letter he seems like quite & nlce ¢hap, ¢
Thanks for sending me the four covers, I have sent them
p to my friend Stark for a looke. I really haven't any use for
em but he might 1ike to have them, I will advise you later.

All I know about the Cipex publicity quarrel is what 5 4

read in "PHILATELY." I have been so busy for a month I haven't
looked at Linn's or the W.S.C. Perhaps Linn started the fuss,

Not a word from Harry on the subject. .

Here is some dope that 1s very confidential = Back in



#2. Dr, Carroll Chase, April 28, 1947.

January when A,F,L. decided to go to Haitl he hired Perry to

take charge of the "Court of Honor" I think Perry worked like a
dog -~ did a devil of a lot of work - then A.F.L. died before he
paid Perry a cent - Perry put in his claim with the Estate and
they told him to go roll his hoop - that they didn't know anything
about it and wouldn't pay him, He made a claim on the Cipex and
they informed him that they were all giving thelr services free
and had no money to pay him and couldn't - so Perry got into a

big row and has pulled out - and withdrawn from all participation
in the Show, My opinion is that if the damn fool had had any
brains he wouldn't have had anything to do with it in the first
places It is odd that Mrs. L. refused to pay his claim - maybe
ghe never did like him, Keep this strictly confidential as few in
N.Ys know about it., If Perry never comes near the Show 1t will
suit me fine. ‘

I have never used any F.D.R. stamps on my mail unless it
was some that were sent in for return postage. I'll not buy any
of the Puliltzer.

When will you arrive in New York? W1ll Jean come down
with you?

Regards -

Yours etc.,




FOR
EARLY ATTENTION

\

R ot 30 gou CHUNE of this
"STEAM SHIP cover from US.S.
Lancaster., " Note New York Packet
marking. '

H. STARK




FOR
| EARLY ATTENTION

What do you think of this strip
. of 8, Supposed to be the Brown-
. Violet shade.

What do you think i is worth?

Féllow asked me to make a bid.

H. STARK
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Hove 14, 1047,

Mr. Harold W. Stark,
18652 Birchcrest Drive,
Detroit, Mich.

Dear Harold:

In the current number of the S.PJh. Journal
is an article by a writer by the name of John Latta
on the 10/ 1879. I am wondering if you read it. If
so, what 18 your opinion? 1 suppose you &re familiar
with what Perry has written on this subject, alseo

Brookman.

1 had a note today from Hutch who was ab the
Roney Plaza in Miami Beach.

Regards =

Yours etcC.,



PHONE UNIVERSITY 1-4399

H. W. STARK & CO.
18652 BIRCHCREST DRIVE
DETROIT 21, MICH. .

Nov. 19, 1947.

Dear Stan,

Was getting ready to answer your letter regarding
whe article on the 10¢ with and without secret marks, when
your post card arrived. Was going to send you what I had any-
way. I have never seen anything like the strip of five I am
enclosing. It shows the marking as follows from left to right:?
faint secret mark; faint secret merk; no secret mark; no secret
mark and faint secret mark,

I just dont know what to comment on his article.
One finds the secret mark on singles and no secret mark on ¢
singles, all on the soft paper. There seems to be not enough
pairs or strips that show both. I have not seen a pair or
strip that shows the "no secret mark" and at the same time
shows the "secret mark" pronouncely. It always appears to be
showing as a faint fine mark, It could be that the transfer
roll broke, however I am inclined to believe that one of the
plates got mighty dirty and this mark was filled up or partisally
filled up.

I have noted this condition on some of the American
issue 3¢ greens. The secret mark in the lower left ribbon
either got filled up with ink or dirt or something and thus
produced what some call a National issue on soft paper. Dont
believe National ever issued any soft paper varieties. I have
these so-called National soft papers on cover and they are always
in the 1880's when American was producing the 3¢ stamps on
soft paper. We do know Continental was experimenting with
soft paper before the Americen took over. I have some soft paper
Continentals on cover before the American took over,

Neé&ther the Continental or Ammerican produced the
fine printing that the National did. I believe National kept
their plates sharp and nice by re-entering the transfer roll
ever so often. Believe the plates were soft. National issue
is full of double transfers, some huge and others slight.
Continental and American appear to be hardened plates that
were occasionally cleaned by acid. Under the micro they are
crummy compared to National, There are few real double transfers
in the Continental issue and even less in the American issue.

That is my theory of the thing and perhaps is not
worth a damn, but whats the difference.

Another theory that might enter someones head is
the fact that National put these secret marks on their own
die to protect themselves before they surrendered them. Since



PHONE UNIVERSITY 1-4399

H. W. STARK & CO.
18652 BIRCHCREST DRIVE
DETROIT 21, MICH.

the die was hard they evidently etched these secret

marks in with acid. They ¢ d but not necessarily
deep., Not like when originally engraving. € transier

roll would not show these high like from engraving and
consequently they could be shallow on the plate. If the
plate wore much these secret marks would disappear quickly,

. Now you choose what you like best for a theory.
Perhaps worn plates and dirty plates is the explanation,
in combination for causes.

I believe Bookman wrong when he mentions possible
use of National plates. I believe all plates and transfer
rolls were destroyed by National. They turned over the
Die after etching a secret mark. That would be just good
business., What you had printed was yours and what the
other fellow did was to be his,--thus secret mark.

Hutch is back in town. Have a date with him at the
University Club tomorrow noon for lunch. Jack just called
and is on his way up. .7

]

Showed. the 10¢Apover to Sheirson and told him that
should be in his collection. He will re-imburse you direct.
He should have more old U.S. covers, He is a very fine
fellow and personal friend. He is also interested in
Electro Arc Mfg. Co. with me.

Will close for present. If you can make anything
out of my rambling relative to the 10¢ you are lucky.

Best wishes to all,

Sineerely,




NOV L 24’ 1947 ®

Mr. Harold W. Stark, _ i
186562 Birehcrest Drive,
Detrolit 21, Mich,

Dear Harold:

. Thanks for yours of the 19th, enclosing your combination
strip of five of the 187-188., As you are well aware, I am no
authority in any way, shape or form on the Bank Notes. They were
always a little too late for me to get around to. The fact is
that about all that I know is "what I have read in the papers,

The combinations of 187-188 form a very interesting study g
and I have an 1ldea that the solution of the broblem is rather

aimple,

Your strip of five is indeed nice and I am returning it
herewith, together with the following:

{1) A Richey strip of four
three
(3) A pair belonging to Lzra Cole.

Regarding #1 = Note the stamp to right - here is a very dis-
tinct secret mark, This strip from right to left shows:

(lg A strong mark

Trace of left half of mark
(3) No trace of the mark

(4) Trace of left half of marl,

The mogt desirable and surely the rarest combination is:

(1) A very strong mark, like any fine copy of the #161
(2) No trace of the mpr&, like any fine copy of #150.

Among coples of #188 we find three outstanding varieties:

gl) A strong mark ’
2) A faint hair-line mark
(3) Left half only of nary and faint.

Regarding the latter. My theory is that this part of the
mark was cut deeper on the die than the right side.

Re = the Richey strip of three - This showsg from right to
left:

(1) = Hair-line mark




#2. Mr. Harold W. Stark, Nov, 24, 1947,

2) = Hair-line mark
3) = Hailr-line mark - right side fainter than left,

Re - the Cole pair - This shows from right to left:

(1) Only part of left side of mark
(2) Paint hair-line mark,

) Here is my theory to account for the combinations from the %
same plate.

One or both of the Continental plates was re-entered by the
AB.N.Co0., with the National design. Some would state that an old
National roller was used, but a new roll could have been made with
the National design. However, the point is lmmaterial - The maln
point being that the roller used for the re-entering did not have
the secret mark, All positions were not re-entered - thus these cone
tinued to show the secret mark, Postitions that were re-entered
furnished the stamps that show ne traces of the mark and various hair-
line traces. In other words, the re-entry of the relief obliterated
the mark on re-entered positions, The degree of the obliteration de- *
pended on two main factors, viz:

1 - Depth of the re-entry
2 « Deree of hardness ol the plate surface at point of mark.

I mentioned above that the left side of the mark was cut
deeper than the right, thus many of the re=-entries show only half of
the mark,

I think that the Richey strip of four furnishes excellent
proof of my theory - for example - the stamp to right which has & strong
mark looks different from the stamp to its left, the reason being that
the former position was not re-entered whereas the latter was, Note
the vertical background lines at upper right and left in the design -
these are much more clearly defined on the re-entered position than ene
the position with the strong unark.

Consider your strip of five., Every one of these stamps show
e¥idence of re-entry - each one shows & minor double transfer,

The re-entry of the relief did not entirely eliminate the
secret mark, but rather jJust the surface of the plate, the mark still
remifned as little pockets beneath the surface., The degree to which
the walls of these pockets were brought together at the surface account
for the hair-lines. In fact Harold, if you figure all this out very
carefully, there is no other theory that could accurately account for
the fine hairelines., A worn plate or a dirty plate is entirely out and
as for a broken relief - well that 1s too 8illy to even consider.

In the early life of the re-entered plate certain positions
did not show any trace of even a hair-line but as the plate was used
and the surface was worn the little pockets opened up - at first just
hair-lines, later - more distinct lines,

Would you like to acquire the two Richey strips? If so, what
do you think they are worth? What are they worth to you?
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#3, Mr. Harold W, Stark, Nov. 24, 1947.

Cole sent his pair to me priced @ $20.00. I think this is
too high but if you want it let me know what you think it is worth
and I'11l try to obtain it for you. Of course, if you are not in-
terested in any of the three just shoot them back to me.

Regarding the broken rellef theory. It 1s silly for these
reasons: (1) While the mark was cut deep on the die it was not cut as
deep as other parts of the deslign - hence why should it break off =-
when other deep lines - (high on relief) did not break? Why should
the only break on the pelief occur at the point of the secret mark?

If it broke off - why do we find complete hair-line secret marks -

the hair-line marks themselves prove that such a theory 1s absurd.

Re - the dirty plate theory - consider the two right hand
stamps in the Richey strip. I think that this combination disproves
the two theories of (1) dirty plate

(2) worn plate.

Dirty plates are dirty all over - not just at one and the same
place on & nuuber of positions on a plate., As to worn plate theory
why should the only worn place on the Richey second stanp from right
be at the point of the secret mark? This whole staup is a sharper
impression than the stamp to its right. It shows scarcely any evidenfe
of a worn plate so surely the faintness of the secret mark on this
copy eannot be attributed to a worn plate.

Re - dies, rolls and plates, All the stamp contracts after
the 1847 with Rawdon stipilated that all dies, transfer rolls, plates,
ete. etec,, be turned over to the Government, I believe that this was
done and that all the Hational énd Continental diles, rolls and plates
eventually came into the possession of the American when they took over
the contract, They (A.B.N.) could have used the old National roller
when they made Plates 377 and 378 in 1881, These plates had National
designs « no traces of thé secret mark. They could have nmade a new
roller from a National design. Such could have come from a National
lay down, (duplicate die).

So Huteh is back from Florida. I wrote him, directing same to
the Roney Plaga. I wanted him to drop in and meet my brother,

Thanke very nmuch for turning cver the 1847 cover to Sheirson.
Yes, 1 agree with you that he is fine., I liked him ever so much. I
hope that he becomes very much intercsted in early U. S. = I am sure
that you and Jack can influvence him in that direction. I'1l certainly
not forget to send up anything attractive that comes along.

Let me know what you think of my solution of the combination
187-88. »

Read my chapter on the 1¢ 1851 Inverted Transfers in mny Volume
l, There 1s a great siullarity. Don't you agree?

I am also enclosing a neat little cover that just came in from
my friend over in "Kobenhavn" Denmark. He wants me to obtain {20.00
for 1t. The 5¢ stamp is especially nice = don't you think so? Perhpas
this would be a neat little item for Sheirson - All the way Irom Sgn
Francisco to France in March 1861.

With regards - Cordially yours,
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STANLEY B. ASHBROOK
A.P.S. 2497
100 HENRY COURT
FT. THOMAS, KY.




Hove 28. 19470

Mr. Harold W. Stark,
18652 Blrcherest Drive,
Detroit, Mich.

Dear Harold:

I suppose you are familiar with the history of the
Vs Se City l‘,espatch Yost -~ see S.U.S. 1947 - Cal"l'i.el"s -
page 236 - the 3¢ 6LBl.

As explalned, Greig's City Despatch Post was taken
over by the U.S. P.0.D. as of Aug. 16, 1842, and Greig was eme
ployed as a letter-carrier., AL TIrst, Greig'8 stamps with
"CITY DESPATCH POST" were used = continued in use - until they
were superceded by stamps with "Unilted States City Despateh Post,”
The first are, therefore, Provisionals used by the U.85. P.0.D.
They are in fact the first U. S. postage staups,

I have a cover for sale which was used on the first da
of operation by the U.8., viz., Aug. 16, 1842, It is, Therefore,
the tops of all first day U.8. covers, and I am wondering if it
is something that might well it into your collection,

I don't profess to be an expert of any sort on such
material so I wouldn't let this cover go thru my hands without
a certificate of the Expert Committee of the Philaflelic Foundation,

You might let me know 1f you would be interested, that is,
if the price was within reason., The owner so far has not set a
price. .

This cover has been known for many years, In-the nineties,
there was a very prominent eollector (and student) in New York bw
the name of Funter., His collection was scld along about 1900 and
this cover was in that sale, It bears his signature on the back,

I am enclosing another 10¢ 1847 cover which belongs to
Cs L. Huntley of Chicago. Hls price 1= 200,00 and he advises ne
that the cover 1s so desirable that he can only allow me 15%. This
cover has the black postmark and black grid of Tallahassee, Fla.
Pdorida uses of the 1847's are scarce -~ the above office received
400 of the 10¢ on Oct. 13, 1847 - 500 on Jan. 1, 1849 and 500 on
Nov. 1, 1850, so covers from that office can't be very comion, I
think Huntley's price is high so send the cover back if you agree
with me. Tell Mr. S. if he will send me a check Bor the other
cover I'll appreciate same as I imagine that Funtley is wondering
why I don't pay him,



#2. Mr. Harold W, Stark, Nov. 28, 1947,

1 am also enclosing two 5¢ 1847 covers which I believe

are unique. Never before have I ever seen & 8¢ 1847 tied by a
black New York postmark and I sure have seen a lot of 1847 covers

my time, These covers are good as geld and while there is no
year date on either I think the explanation of black 1s quite
obvious - don't you? I have to get a whale of & price for these
two 5¢/. By any chance would you be interested? The owner tells
me they came out of an original find that he made and I have no
reason to doubt his word.

I am enclosing a photograph of the first day cover which
please return,

With best wishes -

Cordlally yours,



PHONE UNIVERSITY 1-4399

H. W, STARK & CO.
18652 BIRCHCREST DRIVE
DETROIT 21, MICH.

Dec. 4, 1947.

Dear Stan,

Will reply to both your letters in one typing.
Hutch took the cover from your Denmark friend and will
send you the $20 or return the cover.

" Am very much interested in the City Despatch -
cover if he does not want too much. Certainly would want
it expertized as suggested by you. I know nothing about
this stamp.

The two 5¢ from (black) New York are interesting
but I do not think they are worth anymore than a 5¢ 1847
on cover is worth. The stamps are not very good, in fact
one is in very bad shape. Dont know too much about this black
marking but could hazard three guesses, The first one and I
do not think it correct is:-If used up to July 1lst, 1851
the rate to Ohio would have been 10¢. Could have been paid
half in money and half in stamps or it could have been part
paid and part due. But why no due markings. Second guess |
and I believe the best would be that it was used after the
3¢ rate was in effect. The obsolete stamps should have been
caught. I have the black New York marking on 3¢ 1851 covers.
Now, if this is so and the postmaster had stamped "Obsolete
stamp not recognized" or something similar and let the cover
go thru with Due 5¢ or better yet had a 3¢ stamp attached,
one would have a very, very interesting and probably unique
cover, My third guess and I believe it could happen, would
(8 be if it was a 3¢ rate and a 2¢ ship letter. Of course the
: stamp would be illegally used but might have slipped by.
=1 el In other words a prepaid ship letter from some close by
island such as Long Island. What is your theory.

I believe the 10¢ 1847 on cover too high.

Now as to your theory regarding the secret marking

on the 10¢ Amer. issue., I believe you are on the right track

/ absolutely. They certainly were re-entered. However, if a

‘ national transfer roll was used I do not believe the original

continental or #merican plate with the secret mark would lose
the secret mark or partially lose it e by re-entering. There
would be no reason for the metal to squeeze in and obliterate
this mark and I do not believe the plate was hammered from the

s underside to obliterate this secret mark, Also if National
Bank Note put the secret mark on the original die any transfer
roll or plate made smbsequently would show this mark. Now
since these plates were the last ones before the new KeEngraved
plates would it not be logical if there was one or two old
National plates in fair condition to remove the National Imprint
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Nemee PP 12705—=106
The Concordia
Fire Insurance Company
of Milwaukee

In consideration of the premium hereinafter
named, and other conditions stipulated in the
Policy from which this certificate has been
detached, hereby insures the property contain-
ed in the package or described in the invoice,
with which this certificate is mailed, against loss
or damage, including theft, pilferage and breakage,
as provided in the Policy. Loss, if any, payable to

Insured named in the above mentioned Policy. 2

Nmte PP 12705—107
The Concordia

Fire Insurance Company
of Milwaukee

In consideration of the premium hereinafter
named, and other conditions stipulated in the
Policy from which this certificate has been
detached, hereby insures the property contain-
ed in the package or described in the invoice,
with which this certificate is mailed, against loss
or damage, including theft, pilferage and breakage,
as provided in the Policy. Loss, if any, payable to
Insured named in the above mentioned Policy.

Nmee PP 12705=108
The Concordia

Fire Insurance Company
of Milwaukee

In consideration of the premium hereinafter
named, and other conditions stipulated in the
Policy from which this certificate has been
detached, hereby insures the property contain-
ed in the package or described in the invoice,
with which this certificate is mailed, against loss
or damage, including theft, pilferage and breakage,
as provided in the Policy. Loss, if any, payable to
Insured named in the above mentioned Pohcy

nemey PP 12705- 109
The Concordia

Fire Insurance Company
of Milwaukee

In consideration of the premium hereinafter
named, and other conditions stipulated in the
Policy from which this certificate has been
detached, hereby insures the property contain-
ed in the package or described in the invoice,
with which this certificate is mailed, against loss
or damage, including theft, pilferage and breakage,
as provided in the Policy. Loss, if any, payable to

Nmse PP 12705—110
The Concordia

Fire Insurance Company
of Milwaukee

In consideration of the premium hereinafter
named, and other conditions stipulated in the
Policy from which this certificate has been
detached, herebyinsures the property contain-
ed in the package or described in the invoice,
with which this certificate is mailed, against loss
or damage, including theft, pilferage and breakage,
as provided in the Policy. Loss, if any, payable to
Insured named in the above mentioned Policy.
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HAZARDS
INSURED AGAINST

Fire Tornado
Earthquake Explosion
’ Automobile All Risks
‘ Sprinkler Leakage Tourist Baggage
Riot and Civil Commotion Aircraft
Ocean & Inland Marine

Fidelity & Surety Bonds
Casualty
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PHONE UNIVERSITY 1-4399

H. W. STARK & CO.
18652 BIRCHCREST DRIVE
DETROIT 21, MICH.

and put the American Imprint together with a new number, Use this
plate until it showed too much.wear and then re-enter some positions
with a roll that obviously would show the secret mark, The steel
under pressure would allow some of the secret mark to be impressed
and if the plate was not uniformly hard to allow variations in the
depth of this secret mark even up to the point of showing it complete.
How does this strike you.

The Congress Show starts tomorrow. Are you coming up to
see it. Always room at the house for you and Mildred.

Did Sheirson send you the #200. Told me he was going to.

Well, enough for now. Say, almost forgot; that strip of
five of 10¢ showing secret mark and not showings I bought for
$2.50. However, man did not know about the secret marks. I bought
it for the Territorial cancel. Seriously, I do not believe these
pairs or strips are so rare. If pains were taken I believe plenty
would show up. Might be wrong though. Believe your two strips to
be worth aroung $10.00 and Cole's $2.00. Could use yours but do
not care for Cole's pair.

Best of wishes to all from all.,

Sincerely,




Dec. 10, 1947,

¥Mr, Harold W, Stark,
Detroit, Miche. ,

Dear Farold:

Herewlith by return mail the strip and cover as per
yoursg of the 9th, The strip s the 70A, the brown lilac. It
is 0.X. perhaps to also call it a brown violet. At any rate ¢
this color is darn scarce and I think it came Into use late
in 1861 or in January 1862, It 1s really scarce on cover,

The earliest record of a use thet I have 1s February 1862.

If this strip belonged to me and I was pricing 1t, I would tap
it @ §75.00, The condition is not altogether desirable but a
large multiple of the stamp is quite rare., I never saw a

plece this large. If you don't want it to get away from you I
think you wonld be safe in paying up to $100, but I wouldn't
put any more into it. Why make m bid on 1t? Request the owner
to name his price, Lots of times, such bids are used to dbtein
a better price.

Re = the cover, I judge that this was plecked up by a
Us &, maill ship at Panama or Cubes It was probably brought there
(k) by some private ship and placed in the U.S. mail, The N.Y.
packet marking was struck thru error, as this p.m, was used on
mall from Purope, and I feel sure this cover didn't come from
acroas the Atlantle.

With regards -

Yours ete.,



Decs 10, 1947,

s

Mr. Harold W. Stark,
18652 Birchcrest Drive,
Detroit 21, Mich.

Dear Harold:

Yours-of the 4th duly received with enclosures,
Also Hutch sent me a check for the 157 cover to I'rance,
Thanks very much for your kindness,

Re - the "City Despatch Post,” The description in
the catalogue is very good, but il you would like a coumplete
history of the FPost I'll send you. & copy of the A.’.5. handbook
by Elllott Perry, entitled,

"100 Years Ago =
Pebruary, 1842, August
Centenary
of the - :
I"irst Adhesive Postage Staups
in the
United States."

The story 18 intensely interesting and it is a chapter in
our postal history of which few philatelists have much knowledge.
Incidentally the Brooks cover is 1llustrated in this booklet, If
you have never seen this study T will send you a copy with umy
compliments. Hutch would also enjoy reading it, I am sure,

Regarding the two 5¢ 1847 covers tied by black postmarks,
I am satisfied that the solution is that they were used after July
1, 1851, at a time when the rate to Ohio was 3¢ dnstead ©of 10¢,
(incidentally - this was some reduction).. As you are awasre, the
P.M.G. announced that the 1847 stamps would not be valid for sue
after June 30, 1851, It is very'doubtful if he had the legal
anthority to issue such a ruling. Perhaps the New York postmaster
doubted that the P.M.(G. had any such authority and hence permitted
mail franked with 1847 stamps to go thru 0,K. after June 30, 1831l

These two covers are outstanding because the stamps are
tied in black with New York postmarks, a feature that seems to make
them unique, Chase advised me that he had never seen such an item,
and other prominent specialists are students have likewise adviced
me,

Further - here are two covers which show B¢ogates to QOhio
from New York, etc., whereas such & rete never exlsted - (prepaid
ship 3¢ plus 2¢ alfter June 50, 1851, excepted)., One can take their
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#2 - Mr, Barold W, Stark, Dec. 10, 1847.

coice - viz:

(1) an underpaid rate prior to July 1, 1851 that went thru
in error =

(2) an overpaid rate after June 30, 1851, the payment by a
stamp that was not valid for postage (according to a
?.I\’i‘.G. I‘uling).

If the use wes before July 1, 1851, and each was a case of
half-paid in cash and half in stamps I believe that the New York
offlce would have made some notation on the covers of the cash
payment, 3

£ the use was after June 30, 1351 {which is doubtless
correct), it 1ls odd that both the New York and Chillicothe ofiices
recognized the use of "invalid" staups.

I think that it is the "umusual" that gives added value to
covers in this class.

I doubt if these were "prepaid ship" of 3¢ plus 2¢, i.e.,
paid by "invalid" stamps.

Re - the 1879 conbinations., I believe that the correct ex-~
planation 1s, & partial re-entry of the National design on Continental
designs. I think that 1t could he easily proved thal such a re-entry
wou eliminate or partially eliminate the secret mark, I bLelieve
that this is the only process which could have produced the thin hair
lines of the secret mark., The re-entry of a National relief closed
up the mark at the surface of the plate. As the plate wore down (after
the re-entry) traces of the secret marks again gradually re-appeared,
Thus we can explain all the varietiles that we find in these combinae-
tidn staups, vlz., half arcs, hair lines, ete. If one denies the
above process then one cannot accept the explanation that I gave of the
1¢ 1851 Inverted Transfers of 71Ll - 81L1 and 91L1,

I suggoest that you read those chapters in my One Cent book,
Vol. 1, very carefully. I certainly do not believe that the Cone
tinental put the secret mark on the original die of the National,
but rather on a duplicate die or "laydown." Transfer rolls to enter
plates are not made direct from original dies but from "laydowns,"

No, Harold, I do not believe that the American used any of
the old National plates, but that when they took over the Continental
contract, they continued in use the Continental plates 302 - 303
(one or Loth). As these Conténenal plates became worn they re-en=-
tered them (or partially re-entered) with a relief without the
secret mark. It could have been the old and original National roller,

*or 1t could have been a new roller without mark made for the purpose,

Re - the searcity of pairs, strips, or blocks showing the two
stamps, I am sure that I don't know how scarce such items are but
from inquirles I have made among eastern dealers, it appears that
multiples are really rare. For exauple, Eddie Stern is one of the
oldest dealers in Nassau 8t. He wrote me recently that he had seen
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#3. Mr. Harold W, Stark, Dec. 10, 1947.

very few multiples in his time, and that as far back as he can
remember, palirs and strips were recognized as desirable, but that
they were scarce.

I am going to write my old fridnds the Burger Bros., about
this feature,

I think that the most desirable pairs are thorse that show -
one stamp with a very plain mark, and the other stamp with no trace
of the mark at alle

I am enclosing herewith a photograph of such a palr, This
palr is sure wonderful,

With best wishes «

Cordially yours,
(3 v

PeiS5e T am getting in awfully bad with Huntley on that 10¢
1847 cover., Will you please renlnd our good Ifriend Shierson, I

am afrald that Huntley will not send we any other items to =ell







XXXXXAXXXRXKLXEX 100 Henry Court

Dec. 12, 1944.

Mr, Harold W, S8tark,
18625 Bircherest Drive,
Detroit 21, Mich,

Dear lr, Stark: |

Herewith the 12¢ 1857 covers. The date of "Auge. 24, 1857" in
the catalogne is from my recerds, It does not mean the date of
issue but rather the earliest use that I have ever been able
to locate of a 12¢ perforated stamp, Thus you can appreciate
that we are liable to find earlier uses at any time. TFrom a
rather superficial examlnation of this cover I hardly know what
to say nbout it, as there are several featurcs whleh arce very
peculiar,

For example, the letter is muarked "SHORT PAID." If the use was
actually in August 1857 then the rate would have been according
to the U.Ss=French Treasty which went into effect on April 1, 1857,
Had 63¢ been paid and this payuent was "Short” then the actual
rate must have been 757 or higher - (single % oz. wss 15{),

?ad the rate been 75/ then the French due would have been 39

or 40) decimes. The French figures to left of the New York poct=
mark are "24" or 24 decimes, This was approximately 45/ in our
money and agrees with the 45 marked in conjunction with the

"Short Paid." This raises & question eg to whether the staups

- mere actually used on this cover., If you will examine the post=-
marks tying the stamps you will note that these have at least been
retouched with a red ink or paint. The town was apparently
"Plainfield Mass," This covld have been & stampless cover with the
stemps added, but I must admit that in spite of the painting"

the stamps do look like they originated on this cover,

There were no such rates as 21¢, 427 or €3¢ to France in July and
August of 1857 and surely the postmaster at Plainfisld must have
been aware of the correct rate which was 15¢ per 1 ounce, Previous
to April 1, 1857, there had been a rate of 21¢ por § ounce by
American packet zCollins Line) to Imgland, but such a rate only
represented payment to the Britieh frontlier, On such mail, 8
decimes was due in France, or 24 decimes on a triple rate is X 21)s
The 63¢ pald and the "84" due Tn France seem to be 0,K, but they
are not in agreement with an August 1857 use, and if the vee was
during the pre-treaty period the psrforated stamps could not have
been used at such an early date,

The cover is marked "Steamer Atlantic," which was a Collins Liner,
(American Packet).




#2. Mr. Harold W, Stﬂrk, Dec. 12. 1944,

Please note my Vol. 2 - page 339, Fig. 56W illustrates a single 21¢
rate with "8 decimes due, On page 341, Pige. S56AA illustrates a
double rate with "16" decimes due., Several more points. (1) The
"atlantic" was in service as a mail ship in 1857 but not in August of
1868, (2) Under the treaty, a "short paid" rate was treated as "en-
tirely unpaid," and no part payments were recognized, the full treaty
rate being due on delivery regardless of any sum paid by cash or
stamps, Therefore, if this use was In July ~ August of 1857, the
"24" decltes could have represented an unpaid triple rate of 3 X 15¢,
_The "Short Paid" and "44" eould have meant a payment in this country,
either in cash or ctampse, of less than 45¢, the "48"in such a case
representing the actual rate. DBut such an analysis eould only mean
that the stamps were not used as we see them,

I would greatly appreclate your comments on the above, as the cover
certainly has me baffleds. If not too much trouble could you return
the cover to me as I would like to show 1t to my good friend Doctor
Cha.'.‘-c.

Sincerely yours,

STANLEY B, ASHBROOK ;

FORT THOMAS, KY,



XXXXXXXXXXxXX 100 Henry Court

Jan, 2, 1945,

Mr, Harold W. Stark,
18625 Bircherest Drive,
Detroit 21, Mich.

Dear Mr., Stark:

Herewith your 12¢ 1857 cover, which I sent to Doctor Chase for a
look., The following 1s an extract from hie reply:

"Now in regard to that 12¢ cover dated July 30, 1857, Of course
.you know a good deal more about the rates than I do but I am very
mach inclined to think it is 0,K., I believe the stamps grew on

' the cover and I do not believe they have been added, The rod in
the town postmark may or may not have been added and it seems to

me it makes ve little difference one way or the other, Unless

I am mistaken, the pair of 12¢ at the left makes a bloek of four
with the pair next to it going above 1t, Of course one thing you
must figure on 1a that one end of the envelope is gone -~ 1 judge
perhaps an inch and one half of 1t - so I suppore there is a possi-
bility there was something on that end of the envelope which might
have helped had it been present., I note what you say regarding the
ratessand I cannot help wondering if the man who sent the letter
didnt't think that the single rate was still 21le¢ and that the post-
master in the Massachusetts town might not have thought the same or
taken his word for it, July 30, 1857 doesn't sound like an im-
possivle date to me for a perforated 12¢ stamp. Personally I would
be tempted to list it as the record early date of use, I hardly
know what more I can say about it." (end of guote),.

I must confess that I cannot figure thies cover, but it 1is quite
possible that the cut-off end might have contained the answer,

Will you please take another look at those three postmirks with your
binocular micrescope. I enclose a diagram of the cover, and suggest
that you especinlly note the lines at ." Here we have doubled
lines and I do not believe that these were handstamped., They have,
in my opinion, been retouched, Also note the red line at "B,"

Surly this is not a "stamped" line but one that was painted. Also
note at "C" where the lines look drawn instead of stamped,

If the stamps originated on this cover as we now see them, I be-
lieve that someone retouched the three postmarks, I agree with
Chase that a July 30, 1857 use of the 12¢ perforated would not be at
all out of 1ine, We have July 1857 uses of the 1¢ - 3¢ and 10¢ and
an August use of the 5¢,
As stated in my letter of the 12th, the French due on this letter
was "24" decimes or approximately 45¢, There is no way in which I
can reconcile this with the 63¢ paid in stamps. I will be interested
in hearing if you can turn up anything futher after an examination
with your glasses. ;

Sincerely yours,



EXXXXXXXXXxxX 100 Henry Court

Mr, Harold W. Stark,
186256 Birchecrest Drive,
Detrolt 21, Mich.

Dear Mr., Stark:

Herewith your 12¢ 1857 cover, which I sent to Doctor Chase for a
look, The following is an extract from his reply:

"Now in regard to that 12¢ cover dated July 30, 1857. O0Of course
you know a good deal more about the rates than I do but I am very
mach inclined to think it is 0,XK., I belleve the stamps grew on

the cover and I do not believe they have been added. The red in
the town postmark may or may not have been added and 1t seenms to
me it mekes very little difference one way or the other, Unless

I am mistaken, the pair of 12¢ at the left makes a block of four
with the palr next to it going above it. Of course one thing you
must figure on 18 that one end of the envelope is gone -~ I judge
perhaps an inch and one half of 1t - so I suppose there 18 a possi-
bllity there was something on that end of the envelope which might
have helped had it been present. I note what you say regarding the
ratescand I cannot help wondering if the man who sent the lotter
didntt think that the single rate was still 2lc¢ and that the post-
master in the Massachusetts town might not have thought the same or
taken his word for it. July 30, 1857 doesn't sound like an im-
possible date to me for a perforated 1l2¢ stamps Personally I would
be tempted to 1list it as the record early date of use, I hardly
know what more I can say about it." (end of quote),

I'must confess that I cannot figure this cover, but it is quite
possible that the cut-off end might have contained the answer,

Will you please take another look at those three postmarks with your
binceular microscope. I enclose a diagram of the cover, and suggest
that you especially note the lines at "A," Here we have doubled
lines and I do not believe that these were handstamped. They have,
in my opinion, been retouched, Also note the red line at "B.,"

Suply this is not a "stamped" line but one that was painted. Also
note at "C" where the lines look dpawn instead of stamped,

If the stamps originated on this cover as we now see them, I be-
lieve that someone retouched the three postmearks, I agree with
Chase that & July 30, 1057 use of the 12¢ perforated would not be at
all out of line., We have July 1857 uses of the 1¢ - 3¢ and 10¢ and
an August use of the 54,

As stated in my letter of the 12th, the French due on this letter
was "24" decimes or approximately 45¢. There is no way in which I
can reconcile this with the 63¢ paid in stemps, I will be interested
in hearing if you can turn up anything futher after an examination
with your glasses.

Sincerely yours,




PHONE UNIVERSITY 1-4399

H. W. STARK & CO.
18652 BIRCHCREST DRIVE
DETROIT 21, MICH.

Jan. 4, 1945,

Stanley B. Ashbrook,
Pt. Thomas, Ky.

Dear Mr. Ashbrook,

Received the cover this morning and
have re-inspected it as you suggested both with the
binocular microscope at 5, 15 and 25 mag. and with
the large inverted at 100 mag. and some spots at 500 mag.
Here are the results: The red appears to be consistant
on all three town strikes. Its shows up more on some
strikes than on others. There is red in the town name
and also the date. Now where red shows in one cancel,
it will show in some degree in the other two. Where there
is no red it will show no red in all three cancels. This
is especially noticable under high power thru out the town
and date portion. It appears that the outside circle was
at one time a thin double circle and has broken down with
use. The red appears to be located between these two lines
as 1f the stamper had been used for a long time with red
ink., The stamper was probably wiped off and black ink used
or it could be that black ink had been used for some time
and the red gradually coming out and mixing in. There
appears to be more total red in the right hand cancel,
decreasing as the canceller moved to the céghte left.

Under the high power the manscript
"24" and "16" appear to have been from the same ink.
Also "Short Paid" and "45" appear to be from the same
ink, Thus two distinct inks for these markings. What
does Sthe "16" mean?

All the pertinent markings appear to be
concentrated in a close area so I do not believe the portion
of the cover that is missing was important, however, one
g never sure,

The cover has me stumped with the little
knowledge I have of these markings, mostly obtained from
you. If you care to examine the cover further, let me
know and I will send it along.

Sincerely, /Q%



STANLEY B. ASHBROOK
A.P.S. 2497
100 HENRY COURT
FT. THOMAS, KY.

Aug. 11, 1945,

Mr. Harold W. Stark,
18652 Birchcrest Drive,
Detroit, Mich.

Dear Harold:

Under separate cover, by first-class mail,
I am sending you a photo of a large block of the
12¢ 1857 from the scarce Plate 3, Doubtless you
will recall that this plate was not made until 1860.
This block is unused and without gum as I myself
removed it in order to prevent the old gum from
damaging such a rare block.

The owner of this piece has put a price on
it of $1,000.00, but I have reason to believe that
he would accept a bid of $750.00, provided I re-
commend same, It has not been offered to anyone else,

I thought perhaps that this superb bleck of
42 might appeal to you.

I haven't the piece on hand but if you desire
to see it, I will obtain it and forward it to you.

Will you be so kind as to return the
photograph?

With kindest regards -

Enclosed is Check for $750.00., Forward same
if you obtain it a thls price,

%ﬁﬁzﬁ%‘:«




“

PHONE UNIVERSITY 1-4399

H. W. STARK & CO.,
18652 BIRCHCREST DRIVE
DETROIT 21, MICH.

August 10, 1945,

Stanley B. Ashbrook,
Ft. Thomas, Ky.

Dear Mr. Ashbrook,

Referring back to your letter of Dec. 12,
1944 regarding the cover with the 12¢ perforated and dated
Aug 1, New York and Plainfield, Mass. July 30, 1857.

I have been puzzling over this cover and
recently I purchased a cover that might throw some light
on this earlier cover with the 12¢ perforated stamps. This
recent cover is to Germany from Bristol, R.I. May 3, 1861.
It was first marked in manuscript - red "30" (evidently
as a stampless). However a 1857 30¢ stamp was affixed and
the manuscript 30 pen scratched out and a "Paid" hand stamp
cancelling this manuscript "30". The stamp is tied to the
cover by the red New York, 7 Paid.

Now getting back to the 12¢ cover. Couldnt
the "Short Paid 45 (in manuscript) have been put on by the
post master and couldnt the mailer have come back and put
the necessary stamps on, in this case the o0ld 21¢ rate of
a few months previous and could not the postmaster have
sent the letter thru, unintentionally omitting to scratch
out the short paid marking. The French post office, noting
the "Short paid" notation might have charged the full 24
z&rR decimes.,

It appears to me that New York would have
naturally put a credit charge when it pasSnd thru their
hands. Perhaps noting the stamps they paid no attention to
the manuscript "Short Paid 45", Also above and touching the
"Short Paid" is the manuscript word "Paid." Maybe the
postmaster put this on after the stamps had been put on.
This would make it similar to the 30 cover to Germany.

If you care to see these two covers
or either of them again, let me know along with your’comments.

Best wishes and pay us a visit anytime
you are around this part of the country.

Sincerely, 7 f



- s

August 15, 19408.

Mr, Harold W, Stark, '
18652 Bircherest Drive,
Detroit, Hich.

Dear Harold:

Yours with check for {750.00 received, The block
referred to belongs to my good friend Emmerson C, Krug of
Birminghanm, I wired him this morning to please forward the
block and I am mailing him my letter to you and have endorsed
over to him your check. In addition, I have recomuended
that he asecept the price and I have reason to believe that

" he will rély on my judgements It will be 0.K, with me for

you to retain the photograph that I sent you as I have the
negatives and can make new prints,

Negarding yours of the 10th, if not too much trouble
I would like to see your 307 1860 cover to Germany. After
looking it over I will be glad to give you my reaction,

Please bear in mind that 1 am not "Hpr," to you.

, Give my regards to the family and here is hoping that
we may get together in the near future, It 1s not far to
Cineinnati so why not put the family in the ecar and come down
in the near future - when gas is obtalnable?

Cordially yours,
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Dec. 15, 1947,

lir, Oscar P, lNoe,
20176 Briarcliff Road,
Detrolt 21, Mich.

Dear lr. Noe:

Thanks very much for yours of the 12th with
check for $1QQ00 for the Cincinnatl Registered cover,

I will try to locate some further Cincinnati
items for you just as soon as I can find time to
locate them.

Re = your Express Mail cover. Mr. Albert C,.
Hutchingon of your city owns the finest colleetion of
"U.8.Express Mail" covers in the country. He has the
largest number in one lot that I know of,

If you do not know him I am sure that our
mutual friend Donald WacGregor will be glad to put you
in touch with him., I believe that you would be inter-
ested in seeing his collection.

? I judge a cover such as youpmention is worth
from $6.00 to $10.00 according to condition.

Sincerely yours,



PENINSULAR MACHINERY COMPANY
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Dec. 9, 1947

Mr. Oscar P, Noe,
20176 Rriarcliff Ave.,
Detroit 21, Wich.

Dear Mr, MNoe:

As per your card of the 8th, I am
encloging herewith the Cincinnatl Registered
cover as mentioned in my letter of the Z8th.
Price $10.00.

Sincerely yours,



Zor 76 Mf-%ﬂq
AL lrnt, > 1, dewcek



STANLEY B. ASHBROOK
33 N. Ft. Thomas Ave.
Fort Thomas, Ky.



Nov. 28, 1947,

Mr. Osear P, Noe,
20176 Briarecliff Ave.,
Detroit 21, Mich.

Dear Hr. Noe:

I recently showed my good friend Don

MacGroegor a folded cover - Regilstered - fron
Cincinnati Auge. 10, 1857. 7Tt Is dated inside
"Covington, Ky. Aug. 9, 1857," showing that

it was taken "across the river" and registered.
It has the large red "R" of the Cincinnati
office, also the reglstered number etc. and is
addressed to New York City. A 3¢ 1851 is tied
by a blue Cineinnati postmark.

Don thought that you nmight be' interested
in acquiring this cover and if so I will be
glad to submit it to you. The price is $10.00.
If you wish you can advise me by return magd.

Sincerely yours,




GERALD E. WELLBURN
DEERHOLME, DUNCAN. B.C.

April 19, 1947.

lir Stanley B.Ashbrook,
33 N. Ft. Thomas Ave.,
Ft. Thomas, Ky.

Dear M; Ashbrook:

I was pleased to receive your letter
of April 10th which was forwarded to me by Nr lMcCready.
My interest in early U.S. postal markings is due,
in no smell degree, to the reading and study of many
of your fine articles.

No one else has written me regarding
the covers you mentioned, but local Vancouver and
Victoria collectors like to discuss them with me.

I would be greatly interested 8 hear@g from you
in regards to the 1858 cover from Victoria, and
learn what additional information you can supply.

I might add that on lMay 8th I shall
be leaving for the east and shall stay in New York
(Shelton Hotel, Lexington Ave & 49th) between
May 13th and 27th, and I am wondering if tH&# might
be a poesibility of meeting you in New York?

With kindest refards,




April 23, 1947. -

Mr, Gerald E. Wellburn,
Deerholue,
Duncan, B.C,
Canada,

Dear Mr. Wellburn:
‘Thanks very much for your kind letter. of the 19th,

Regarding the cover that you illustrated in the
December issue of "Popular Stamps,” I am wondering 1if the
solution of this item 1s somewhat as follows: 1€ was &
"short paild" U.S. rate, hence when it reached Canada it was
rated as unpaid with "9" pence due (15¢).

The U.S, rate to Canada from the Pacific Coast was
15¢, ‘as .you ére aware, but this l- tter only had 15¢.

: A8 I recall, it was provided in the treaty of 1851
that partial pmyments were not to be recognized. In other
words, a short payment of the full rate was to be treated as
wholly unpaid. : .

; 1 believe that we find quite a few covers used in the
1850ts, to Canada, with a single U, 8. 3¢ 1851 or 3¢ 1857,
Perhaps you will recall that such covers are rated In Canada

as wholly unpaid with 6 pence due - (10 cents).

It seems to me that your cover must be in the same
clags because I doubt 1f a large partial payment was any better
thean a sxall one, by which I mean that your cover would have
been rated just the same even if it had had only the 3/ 1857
or in fact, no U. 8. staups at all, Prepayunentowsasopblonsal,
with each eountry retaining all the postages collected. :

You will note that the San Francilsco postmaerk had a
"15" at the bottom. This was a marking used on unpaild mail,
and it was a combination postmark and rate marking, That is,
its use indicated that 15¢ was due, 2

| I feel sure that 1ts use did not indicate that 15¢
had been paid, in fact, on mail that had been prepeid, & similar
marking was used at this time, which read "15 P8ID."

T plan to be in New York from the 16th to 25th inclusive
and have a reservation at the Biltmore. The chences are that I




. #2. Mr. Gerald E, Wellburn, April 23, 1947,

will make my headquarters at the booth of Philip H., Ward, Jr.
I will be pleased to meet you personallw. I recall that I -
stopped at the Shelton during the 1938 "Tipex."

Sincerely yours,




Auge. 15, 1947.

Mr. Gerald E, Wellburn,
Deerholue,
Duncan, B.C.,
Canada.

Dear Mr, Wegllburne:

I note that I have had no reply from
you to a letter that I wrote you under date of
Apr. 25, last. I am wondering if you received
it?

I am enclosing herewith a photograph of
a cover from Houlton, Maine to Vioodstock N.B«,
which kindly return.

I am wondering if you are familiar with
this 2¢ rate and if so, have you scen other covers
from Canada to this countrye I have consulted a
number of collectors of B,N.A, and they were totally
ignorant of it.

I a. indeed sorry that I falled to mest you
at Cipex.

Sincerely yours,




April 10, 1947.

Mr. Gerald E. Wellburn,
fg Ae. Lie MCC?eady,
Cobden,
Ontario, Canada.

Dear Mr. Wellburn:

My attention has been called to your two
articles in "Popular Stanmps" of ‘December 1946
and March 1947. I read both of these articles
with mich interest and my compliments are. yours
on these two fine studies.

Regarding the cover that you discussed in
the lecember issue, the one from Victoria in October
1858, I am wondering if any reader wrote you re=-
garding this cover and gave you any additional in-
formation. I am very much interested in early U.,S.=
Canadian mail and postal history and if agreeable to
you I would like to discuss the above mentioned
cover with you,

Sincerely yours,



DR. CARROLL CHASE
R.F.D. 1, MILFORD,

NEW HAMPSHIRE
Jenuary 24,1948

Dear Stan:

Thanks for your letter of the 22nd, It is a queer thing but
at first we couldn't sell any of the post office lists and now £kxm six
out of ten are gone., Mr, Blinn took two of them for $18,22 and $18.36
and now Mr, Putnam asks for 1822,1828,1831,1832 and 1843, What is more
all of them are paid for, The only trouble is that one ordered by
Mr, Blinn and already sent to him was also ordered by My, Putnam, Under
the circumstsnces I am sending him the 1825 list with a check for $2.50,
being the difference in the pirce of these two volumes, However, I made
it very clear if this was not satisfactory for him that he was to send
back the 1825 title and I was to repey him both for the book and the
postage, It has certainly been very kind of you to arrange these sales
for me, I am really very glad to be able to turn these back into cash,

I enclose a brief note on Canadian postal rates which was in the
Emco monthly jourgal which you may not see., I don't suppose this asmounts
to anything but it will do no harm to send it. Tear it up if it is of no
use,

So you are getting a little snow yourself. We can sympa thize
wigh you slightly as we have three or four feet on the ground with another
promised for tonight,

With best

As ever,

OZ.




Jan. 22, 1948,

3

Dr. Carroll Chase,
R.PuDe 1,
" Milford, N.H.

. Dear Doc:

Here is a check from my friend Charley
Putnam for the following items in your P.0

1822 -~ 1828 - 1831 -~ 1832 & 184

$23 /50

Will you please [
address is (as you are awe

and cold weather &nd I

We
se, it must be much worse

don't like
up your way.
Regar

Yours etc.,



1808, A list of post.offices in the United States; their names ,counties and states,
their distance from Washington City, rates of postage and distance from New York City, e
wibh the laws and regulations of the establishment .... by Calvin F, Stevens, Clerk of

e the Post Office, New York City,

/1822, Teble of the post offices in the United States, with the names of the postmasters, oo
§< the counties and states in which they are situated, etc,e.By direction of the Postmaster 7-
@General, Wgshington City.

1825, Same title as the preceding, also printed in Washingtohe

I

><1828. Same title as the preceding,also printed in Washington,

7(\1881. " " plus an index to the whole..... By direction of the Postmaster General, -
printed in Washingtone

1831 (Mer ch 31) Letter from the Postmester General transmitting a statement of the 2
amount of postage accruing at each post office in each state and territory for ;S
the year ending the 3lst of March,1831, (This is an extract from a larger book).

)(1832 (March 31) Exaectly the same title for the year ending the 31st of March,1832, » =

1836, Table of the post offices in the United States on July 1,1836, arranged in g
alphabetical order, etce Printed in Washington,1836,

1837. Exactly the same title, dated July 15,1837. Also printed in Washington,
v/ 1843, A gazetteer containing a general view of the United States, etc, etc, to which y 0
N\ is added a table of all the post offices in the United States and their net Y
F A

proceeds in 1841, The whole compiled from public documents, Published in
Akron, Ohio,
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DR. CARROLL CHASE
R.F.D. 1, MILFORD,
NEW HAMPSHIRE

November 15,1947

Dear Stan:

i Yours of the 8th and 13th safely at hand, Many thanks for the
nice dope on the express rates, I shall pass along the information which
you give to my friend excepting that I shall say nothing about the Jones &
Russell & Hinckley franks,

I return herewith the photographs you kindly sent,

In regard to the 5c 1847 with Tellahassee postmark, I don't know
what more you can say than what you did., I wonder if Hardy still owns the
cover or whether he has sold it,

I am glad that the bound auction catalogues are beginning to arrive,
Many thanks for the check in payment for them, I trust you will get some
little information out of the lot. By the way, one of the liorganthau sales
containing the two very large blocks of 1847 plate prcofe should be somewhere
in one of the volumes,

On a separate sheet I give a more detailed list of the post office
lists already mentioned, I think you were wise to ask for this, My own idea
is that these are pretty readily saleable - at any rate good prices are asked
for them., When you have gone over the list, do whatever you think best, If
you wish I shall of course send the books themselves to you. hey aren't
very heavye.

With best regards,

As ever,

QR .

\

¢s. 2 I
Sde uS Ay T LA Silateles QJ.»LM.? Qoo ,




DR. CARROLL CHASE
R.F.D. 1, MILFORD,
NEW HAMPSHIRE

‘ January 17,1948

Dear Stan:

Just a line to thank you for yours of the 13th, I had
a letter from My, Putnam of Peoria but he said nothing about the
post office lists, I shall write him and ask him if he is
interested. I have no Illinois stampless at all, I also had a
letter from Mr. Blinn asking about two of the lists and I have sent
him the details,

Nothing else particularly new,
With best

As ever,

@I

.



Jan, 13, 1948,

4

Dr, Carroll Chase,
R.F.De #1,
Milford, N.H.

-

Dear Doe:

A friend of mine who noticed the "ad" requested me to
submit the following: 1808 - 1822 ~ 1828 - 1831 and 1843, I am
writing him that they belong to you and that you will not sub-
mit on approval, but that he can have same at your price to me,
If agreeable, send his check to me and I will have you ship
direct, I doubt if he will take all, perhaps only one or two.
However, he has money. His name is Chas, Putnem, Jr, of Peoria,
Il1l1s, and T sell him JIllinois stampless coversy If you have any-
thin in the way of Illinois stampless, please send them to me and
maybe 1 can pass them on te Charley., Have you anything in
stamplese?

Thanks for ealling my attention to the "1789" by Konwiwer,
Surely the louse is not so dumb as to imagine that Cthere was a
PeOe at Tulsa in 1789 Or is he? At any rate, I will call Harry's
attention to the "error." (?)

After reading his remarks, the second time, maybe there
is some catch. I'll investigate,

Glad your grippe is bettor.

With regards -

Yours ete.,







HOBBY INTERESTS PHILATELIC LINES
Michigan Postal History Michigan Postal Markings

Stamp Collecting jylcmaé "zD gs&nn Private Perforations

Member: Michigan Stamp Club . Civil War Patriotic’s
NnrthaWest Stapmp Society REGISTERED CIVIL ENGINEER ol U8 6
Dearborn Stamp Club Residence: DAL
V.A.M.P.S.. S.P.A. 13288 Lauder Avenue U. S. General
A.P.S. ps’pé ’ Telephone: VErmont 7-3871 Denmark
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State Historical Society of Michigan Bt 0257];9. onigan Canada

Detroit Historical Society ! 13716 Michigan Avenue Newfoundland

-The Engineering Society of Detroit Dearborn, Michigan

DETROIT ,MICHIGAN.,
DEC.,2I,I947.

Mr.Stanley B.,Ashbrook,
P.0. Box 3I,
Fort Thomas,Ky.

Dear Mr.Ashbrook,

Your Ad in Stamps,Dec.20,
listing U.S.Post Offices List I836 for sale with price on
application,believe this list of the year I836 will list
MICHIGAN TERRITORIALS,or towns in existence at that time.
Will you let me know the price of same and describe it with

reference to MICHIGAN,as I am of the opinion it may be useful
to us+in this period of time.

sincerely

W,

THOMAS W. BLINN, '




DR. CARROLL CHASE
R.F.D. 1, MILFORD,

NEVWLHAMESHIRE November 24,1947

Dear S¢an:

, Many thanks for yours of the 19th, I am glad that the
last of the auction catalogues arrived safely. I am rather surprised
that you did not find the Morganthau blocks. They may possibly be in
a 1916 or 1917 catalogue but more likely in an earlier one. If you
can get them from the Collectors Club, you may find what you are
looking for., -

I am certainly very much obliged for the ad which you are
going to run in STHMPS, I rather think you will get some serious
replies, Let me know what to do with the 1list and I shall try to
follow your instructions carefully, A little later, after I have
finished the installments of the territcrial article for Utah and
New Mexico, I shall have a few more of these lists for sale, However,
at the rate at which the installments eare appreering in the American
Philatelist, both Cabeen and I will be old,old men before it is
finisghed,

Nothing else particul :xly new, Winter has started though
the weather has not yet been very severe,

With best regerds,

As ever,

O .




Nove 19, 1947,

Dr. Carroll Chase,
R.F.D,s 1,
Milford, H.H.

Dear Doc:
Yours of the 15th received.

I enclose copy for an advertisement that I have
sent to "Stamps" with instructions to run it three
times in The cEaaslfied gection under "Publications,"

I doubt if it will appear before the middle of December
as 1t generally takes about a month,

Re -« the Tallahassee, As far as 1 am aware,
Jim Hardy still owns it. I doubt if he would rigk send=-
ing it to the P.F. or would pay a fee, hence my guess is
that he has some sucker who 1s considering buying it and
gent it to the Committee,

I sent you a postal card yesterday that I had re-
ceived four of the auction books but that the fifth had
not arrived. The first three came in good time, I just
wanged to keep you advised, The nissing one is 1916-17-18.
I went thru the four that I have very carefully looking
for listing of the 1847 plate proof blocks but was unable
to find any mention., I think that I will write Mitzi to
send me the Morgenthau auction catalogues for 1912. There
was no memo in your 1847 records as to the year the block
was sold, Can you give me any lead?

With regards -

YOUJ‘B etc. ]

P.8+==8ince writing the above the 1916«18 auction
book arrived safe and sound.

Se



Nov. 19¢h, 1947,

lilss Charlotte Downs,
? "Stamps"
1 W, 46th St
New York, N.Y.

-

My dear Miss Down: %

5]

Will you please run the enclosed co
for me in the eclassified section of "Stamps
under the heading of Publications., 1 W
like to have it appear 1n three editions.

With my kindest regards =

Sincerely yours,




For Sale - Lists of U. S. Post Offices. An 1808 REdition,

offices, Laws & Regulations, rare, 1822, 1825, 1828, 1831,1831 (different)
1832, 1856, 18357 and an 1843, Gazetteer with list of offices and

P.0, data, Desv.(ription of each and prices on application., A

valuable lot for the student of our postal history.

Address Stanley B. Ashbrook, P.0O. Box 51, Fort Thomas, Kentucky,
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DR. CARROLL CHASE
R.F.D. 1, MILFORD;
NEW HAMPSHIRE

November 10,1947

Dear Stan:

Many thanks for yours of the 5th, I have already sent you fo
of the bound volumes of auction catalogues anq&ill try to get the other
off tomorrow, I haven't much idea what these are worth, If I am not
mistaken, I paid at least $3 apiece for having them bound but I don't kn
whether they are worth that to any one, However, if $15 for the lot sui
you, it suits me very nicely, While I think of it, look at Lot 3 in the

ur
one

ow
ts

first sale in one of the books, dated March 5,1912, Sort of a sweet cover,

Don't you think so? At any rate, I hope you get someting out of these,
If you think they aren't worth $15., send me whatever you think is right,

I, too, had correspondence with Tracy Simpson regarding the
double transfers you mention., I think you and I feel about the same
regarding his explanation., You ask if I have any very fine early

impressions, The ones of which you made photographs were the best I had

and I have found no better since then., So I doubt if I have anything
that would help, ;

Regarding the post of fice guides, Perhaps this is the wrong

description, perhaps they had better be called post office lists as only

some of them are official - the others being private, Here is a little
list of what I have with, as far as I can fizure out and remember, what
I paid for each one,

1808. ver defective., Contents complete. I believe it is rare..... $1
1822. Good condition o o

1825, Contents good condition, Back cover missing °

1828, Good condition . o

b Vv s Lo

1831 (March), A list which seems to be part of a Postmaster General's

R report, UnBound .
1832. Exactly the same as the March,1831 except for the date .
1836, Good condition - -
1837. Very fine. Nicely bound o o

1841, Cover defective., Contents complete

5.00
7.50
5,00
5,00
5.00

2,50
2,50
3.00
4,50
3.00

I think this makes a total of $53. It seems to me as though I should get

at least this much for them and perhaps somewhat mores I do not belong
the Philatelic Library Association, You suggest putting an ad in STAMPS
in your owmn name. If you want to do this, I will either ship them out

to

myself or send them to you, Under these circumstances I would want to pay

you a commission for your bother, Perhaps you will want some of them
yourself, If so, cost price is all right with me,

I see I failed to answer one or two questions regarding thos
Plate 10 shifts, All the copies I have seen excepting one were used, I

suppose I have seen perhaps a dozen of each position adl together, ey stindg ™ @.

0! e 10"
Please believe,Stan,that I mch appreciate your kind;:;;‘fﬁ\\\\\\

offering to look after these post of fice lists,

With Dbest regards,

E

)

J

i



Nov. 135, 1947,

Dr. Carroll Chase,
ReFeDe 1,
Milford, N.H.

Dear Doo:
Yours of the 10th received.

Three of the auction booke arrived 0.K. and I am
handing you check herewith for the lot. I think your price
was very fair and I was pleased to get these.

Re - the other books. If they are simply listes of
post offices do you think that there would be much of a de-
mand for them? I really do not know - that is why I inquire.
Do many people go in for such thinge? !Ny guess is that
Konwiser would kiiow.

1 was surprised to learn that you were not a member
of Philatelic Library issociation. A chap by the name of
Dan'l W, Vooys rune it. If you wish I'll write him and ask
him if he thinks your l1list of items would sell readlily., Can
you give me a more detalled description? Are they of the
following characdter:

"Mat amount of postage accpning at each post
office in each state and territory for the
year ending etc. etc."”

Al

It was customary Sor the P.M.0. to submit such a
special report bo Congress each year. I have some of these,
my earliest being 1328,

Cive me some more information and then we can decilde
what to do.

Re - that auction lot « a strip of the 10f 1847 fronm
San Francisco to Tepic, Mexico. That town 1s quite a place in

western lMexico and is in Nayarit state about 18 miles cast of the

old coastal town of San Blas., The latter town 1s south -« not
a great distence from Mazatlan. The mail steamers between San
Francisco and Paname ueed to stop at lazatlans I don't under-
stand the rute as 1t was only 20¢ from 8,7, to Panamas It
should have been the same to lMazatlan or Acapuleco, where the
mall steamers also stopped, It was 50¢ from Panama Clty to
New York. Perhaps the auction cover was an overpay. The only
use that I have ever seen of 1847's from Californie is the
Jessup cover with H.8., of four of the 10¢. I refer to uses




during the life of the stamps., I sure would like to sce
the auction cover.

Thanks very much for sending me the little batech
of tragings. I1'll put them in my files.

With regards =

Yours etc.,






DR. CARROLL CHASE
R.F.D. 1, MILFORD,
NEW HAMPSHIRE

November 2,1947

Dear Stan:

I have been doing a little work recently on the books in .
my library and find that I no longer need my real early post office I'STSo"
guides, Here are those which I have up to 1850:

1808,1822,1825,1828,1831 (2 different), 1832,1836,1837 and
1841. 3

I thought you might like to buy these for your own
library or at any rate such of them as you lack, If you do not, I
think I shall ship them down to Gene Costales to sell at auction,
I am frank to say that I haven't much idea as to what these are worth
but I know what I paid for some of them,

oI find that I also have and no longer need five bound
volumes of auction catalogues covering the following dates:

1906+1911, . ©1912-1913, 1914-1915, 1916-1918,
1919-1920,

I had these bound at my own expense and think the bender
did a pretty good job, Do you want them at a reasonable figure? I

think they cover an interesting period - when much rare material was
being offered,

Please let me know what you think sbout all this,
Nothing else new up this way,
With best regards,

As ever,

(26




Nov. 5, 1947.

Doctor Carroll Chase,
R.,F.,D. '#1,
Mllfor'd’ NiFe

Dear Doc:

Re - yours of the 2nd. I sure would like to
have all the iteme mentioned in your letter but at the
present time I couldn't efford to buy them all, but I
would like to have the bound aunction catalogues, so
ship them to me and charge me whatever you think they
are worth. In other words, don't think you have to
make me a special price but charge me with whatever
price you think anyone else would pay you. 1 don't
know what. your set of Post Office Guldes are worth but
why not advertise them for sale in "Stampe" in a classi-
fled advertisement. Put a top price on each one and see
if someone is not willing to pay the price. If you don't
gsell them, then put them in a Costales sale, but put a
1imit on each one 8o that they won't be sacrificed.

Do you belong to the Philatelie Library Association?
It might be a good 1dea to offer the "Guides” in their
publication.s I don't think it would cost you anything to
list them. Here is another suggestion, I could put an
ad in "Stamps" and 1t wouldn't cost me anything. I could
advertise them in my name and you could ship them.

A

I have had some correspondence recently with Tracy

Simpson ragurdin% the 5¢ 1857 - double transfers 61R10 - 88 R10.
W

Way back in the twentles I made enlarged photos for you of parts
of a pane that had these two positions, Was it a pane or a
plece of a pane and did it belong to you? I never ran across
any used copies of these two positions. Have you seen very many?

. Have you any fine early impressions? If so, will you loan

them to me so that I can photograph them. Tracy has a very
complicated explanmation. I suppose it is 0.K. but it is a
1ittle deep for me,

Regards - :
Yours etec.,



Nov. 2, 1947,

Mr. Arthur P, Black,
144 Providence Road,
Charlotte, N.C.

Dear Mr. Black:

It was nice to hear from you again, but I was indeed
gsorry to learn that you hagebbemn having trouble with your
eyes, _

Thanks so much for your kindness in sending me the 3¢
Star Die plus 1¢ 1857, 1In former years I did not attempt to
make a photo record of such items but I will try to record
those that I can locate in the future, I doubt if very many
actually exist.,

Regarding the "Star Dle.," You wrote me about your
Sep. 15, 1860 cover back in 1959, in fact, I believe that you
loaned it to me. I also have a memo in my records of the
mention of it in Perry's "PATS." Mr. Bartels wrote me in 1939
that his earliest record of a 3¢ was Sep. 7th, 1860, and that
he had seen several that were used in the latter part of that
month, Mr. Marcus White has a 6¢ used on Sep. 14, 1860, In-
cidentally’ I note that Thorp in his recent book states that the
"Star Dies" we-e issued in October,

The "S.U.8." fails to give any date other than "1860-1861."
I may write something for "Stamps" on this subject. I have no
record of an early use of the 10¢ but I suppose that they were also
issued in September 1860, We sce miphty few of the 10¢ used to
and from California to pay the 10¢ rate, and I suppose a 10¢ to
pay any other rate 1s exceedingly rare., For example, a 1l0¢ Star
to Cuba,

You mentioned that you had two 3¢ plus 1l¢ and that you
gave one to a local friend, I do not want to put you to a lot
of trouble but if you could borrow it for me I certainly would
appreciate the favor,

With kindest regards =

Cozdially yours,




Nove. 26, 1947.

¥r. E, C. Krug,
3201 Sterling Rd.,
Birmingham 5, Ala,

Dear Em:

Horewigh the two 15¢ 1869 covers from the Fifleld sale.
Thenks very much for the look at these. You sure did pick up
two bargains - Lot 150 is a wonderful color - and superbly
centered, This use was Nov. 12, 1870. ' g

Re = Lot 152 - As soon ag I looked at this I thought
the 10¢ was a grill - hold it to a strong light and look to right
of head - there 1s sure a trace of a grill -« I note that Fifleld
had this listed as 119 plus something he rubbed out which
must have been #139" so he must have originally thought it was a
grill., About the only way to be zure would be to take the stamp
of f the cover. The ugestion arises - why 154 on a use of Nov,
12, 1870 and 25¢ on a use of Oct 3 (1870?) - I judge this cover
was 1870, The only explanation that I can give 1s that it was a
registered letter of 15¢ plus 8¢ with 2¢ overpay - or - that the
use was not 1870, but 1871 at which time the rate was 104, If
so, then perhaps this 15¢ stamp did not originate on this cover,
but my guess 1s that it did and that the cover is 0.K. = I have
no record of a sailing of the "Thuringa" in October 1870 - Note
inside of this cover - some of the black ink was "oily" other
strikes were not,

My friend down in Dallas, Dr. Aronson advises me that he
does not own your 90¢ 1860 (Ex-West) but that he will try and find
out who does. :

-

I want to get this registered off this afternoon so I'll
write more tomorrow.

Regards = *

Yours etec.,



Sept. 11, 1947,

Mr, ¥dson J, Fifieldq,
500 Fifth Ave.,
New York, N.Y.

Dear ldson:

Re = the £.U.2. listing of the 5¢ 1847 variety,
the "Dot in U." This was first listed in the first
edition ol the S.U«S. end I judge it was. taken from
the Chase article of 1916 in tkh old Philatelic
Gagettes

Have you any data on t“l" variety?  Po. you
ever recall seeing a copy? . The rsason I inguire is
becaute I doubt if you will find that such & stamp

~wag offered 1In any of the following prominent sales:

Emsrson, Rust, Enapp, West, Gibson ‘and Sweet,

Purther = I never owned a copy that I can recall,

1 am preparing a special articleon the 5¢ 1847
in which T am making special mention.of this listed
variety, and I will appreciate ‘any information that you
can give me,

o Hatcher, Cole, Costales,

I am al Jrltilg to
1rding <the "var mty.

Kelleher and | wu reg:
With regards -

Cordially yours,

6 i P el

g




~Oct, 15, 1947,

Mr., Arthur D. Norcross,
216 E. 18th 8t.,
New York 3, N.Y.

Dear Mr. Norcross:

Back in 1936 you were kind enough to loan me
a 5¢ 1847 plate proof block of 16, I made a photo=
graph of 1t at that time and this block has been
of much assistance to me in my woik cn the 5¢. Six
or seven years ago I suspected that I had discovered
the key to the plate positions of your block and re-
eently I discovered evidence that proved that my
original plating was undoubtedly correct,

Perhaps you would be interested to learn that
your block comes from the left pane and that the
positions are S1lLl1l, etc.

At the time I borrowed your block I failed to
make a careful record on diagram cards of all the
plating marks and the exact locatlons of the guide
dots. My photograph though quite good fails to show
up the latter, May I inguire if you would be kind
enough to again loan me the block for study, sometime
later on this winter?

May I also inguire if you have acquired any
further items in plate proefs and il so, would you be
80 kind as to loan them to nee.

Sincerely yours,



-
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POSTAGE STAMPS OF THE WORLD FOR COLLECTORS

500 FIFTH AVENUE - - - NEW YORK 18, N. Y.
PENNSYLVANIA 6-6885

October 25, 1947

Mr., Stanley B. Ashbrook,
33 N. Ft. Thomas Ave.,
Ft. Thomas, Ky.

Dear Sten:

Mr. Norcross asked if I would reply to your letter of the 15th, as a
matter of fact he ususlly refers letters written directly to him to me.

lir, Norcross is a very peculiar gentleman. He really wishes to remain
anonymous in the stamp field, and sometimes he is rather annoyed in receiving letters,
although he is most cooperative. He has made a strict rule that such material as he has
in his collection is not for display purposes in any way, and should any item be loaned
to me that his name will not appear. VWith some effort, however, I can procure such
items for research., I have done this for Mr. Brazer in the case of proofs, as a
matter of fact I have assumed entire responsibility as to whom will receive material.
Should you desire the block which you mention, LI shall be very glad to et it for you, or
any other items that may be in his collection.

I wonder if you would care to let me know just what your decision was

on Type 1, lc imperforate? 1 was the one who submitted it to the Foundation back in |
WJuly for a certificate, as L wished to include it in my coming sale of next week. Due!
to various ifg,ands, etc., I withdrew it from the Foundation before their Expert :
Committee meeting. As you know, it ig the Chase copy, the one pictured in your book.
It is now owned by lir. Lawrence of Sterling, 111, I assure you your reply will be
treated in the utmost confidence.

77T did go over my customer's '47 collection for the dot in the "U" variety,
which you mentioned & month or so ago, and must apologize for not answering your letter
sooner, but I have been up to my neck in preparing suctlions and have not had a chance
to do anything. However, I found nothing a2long the line mentioned by you.

lr. Norcross has added nothing to his proof material in quite some time,

™ and he is quite complete along that line as far as he wiglies to go. Should you have

anything you believe wauld be interesting for his collection, I wauld be awfully glad
to have you get in touch with me.

Best regesrds.

Sincerely,

EJF:Gll W



Oct. 27, 1947,

¥r. Edson J. Fifield,
500 Fifth Ave.,
New York 18, N.Y,

Dear Hdson:
Yours of the 25th received,

First regarding the 7R1E, one cent 1881 copys 1
find that this was sent to me Dy Bogge under date of August
11th last, with this request, quote: "The Committee would
appreciate your opinion on thjs stamp, particularly, asto
whether it is an unused copy.

I recall that I thought that this request was rather
strange because they surely had plenty of equipment in the Luff
room to determine whether such a copy was used or unuseds '“hy
should they ask me? Especially when I am expected not to uake
any charge for such an examination, The lattez does require an

expenditure of valuable tiue.

I made a pencil notation on the slip accompanying the
stamp but I did not keep a copy., I recall that I ignored the
request for my opinion as to whether the stamp was used or unused.
In acknowledging the return of the stamp Boggs wrote ; "I notice
that you do not say that it is used or unused.”

Tn my very '‘mmble opinion, I think that a copy such as
thig, without the original gum, should not be referred to as
"unused” but rather - "without cancelation.” I did put the stamp
under my Hanovia lamp (no cheap type) and though my examination
was brief, 1 did not note any sign of a removed cencel. I didn't
make a note, but I seem to recall that the stamp had a bad thin
spot, but my memory may be at fault on this point.

I have an idea that the Committee depends to quite a
great extent on the Kershner photographs. ‘I may be wrong but I
think that this is a mistake, as many such tests are very niisleading.

I had some correspondénce with lpr, Horcross back in 1936
or 1937 and at that time he was kind enough to loan me his 5¢ 1847
plate proofs. VWhen I wrote him recently I had no intention of going
over your head in any way. If I transgressed in any manner I can
assure you thett same was not done intentionally. '

Yes, I would like to borrow any plate proofs that he has
in his collection, also if not requesting too much, all corner and




#2. Nr. Edson J. Fifield, Oct. 27, 1947.

sheet margin copies of the 5¢. I really am doing some very ime
portant work on the 5¢ and have no hesitancy in stating that I
have made far more progress than any other student,

My only reward for such work, is the privilege of passing
the information on to future stucents and collectors, therefore,
I do feel that I am entitled to all the assistance and co=-opera-
tion that present day collectors can give me.

Regarding the Dot in "U" variety. Did it not occur to
you as strange that this listed varlety was not represented in the
Norcross collection? DBelieve it or not, no such a variety exists,
though 1t has been listed in the 35.,U.S8. since the first edition
in 1923, Rather odd don't you think?

Sincerely yours,




Nov. 7, 1947

Mr. Edson J. Fifield,
500 Fifth Ave.,
New York 18, N.Y.

Dear ldson:

Lagst December we had some correspondence
re - the Newport, R.I. ultramarine on a 10¢ 1847.
I have such a cover before me, It is a blue
folded letter dated inside Newport, R.I. Aug., 14,
1850, It has a superb copy - four full margins -
of the 10¢ tied by an ultramarine grid in upper
rights In upper left is the postmark of Newport
Aug. 14 R.T, also in ultramarine,

The owner of this cover paid Ernie Jacobs
geoo.oo for 1t and he has offered 1t to me @
200,00 net, Would your friend be interested?

If so, I'll be gled to turn it over to yous I
will hold it until I hear from you.

: Re = your sale of Nov. 20th. Will you
please send me cover #207. I will return it sanme
day of receipt,

With regards -

S8incerely yours,



Phone PEnnsvlvania 6-6885
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Nov. 24, 1947,

500 Fifth Ave.,
New York 18, W.Y.

Dear Edson:

Did you ever see a 5¢ 1847 tied to cover by
a8 black New York postmark? I am sure that I never
saw or heard of such & thing - yet I have just ac-
quired two such covers, both from the same person
to the same address, and mailed within a week.

Both are genuine and from an original find.
Inasmuch as there is no such an item in the Noreross
collection, I thought you might be interested.

Did I mention to you several weeks ago that
I had a cover with the 10¢ 1847 (superb) tied by the
extremely rare Newport, R.I. ultramarine grid®?

With regards =

Yours etc.,



Nov. 2, 1947,

Mr. Harry Veiss,
% Gossip,
Holton, Kansas.

Dear Harry:

I have been following the recent Cole articles on 19th
Century U. 5. in (Gossip, and I note that he has been qulte
brazen in using material from my books with absolutely no credit
to the author, I am wondering if he is aware of the fact that
4t is only decent and falr to give some credit to the original
source for material that is literally 1ifted from the works of
others and brazenly published as his very own,

In all my years in Philately I never heard of this fellow
Cole, never had any correspondence with him, hence I Jjudge that
his only knowledge of our stamps that he possesses was derived
from the studles of various students.

In the current "Gossip" of November lst, he used material
on the One Cent 1857-1860 that has never been published outside
of my books on this stamp, yet there is not a word of credit. I
think that such an unethieal bit of pilfering is simply outrageous
and I am disgusted with such a brazen display of bad taste.
Never before have I had occasion to enter such a protest as this,

8incerely yours,




Nov. 9, 1947.

Mr, HEzra D, Cole,
Nyack, MHeYo

Dear Iz:

Do you know Clifford C. Cole, Jr. of
Atlanta, Ga, = A4P«be 8725%2

In recent weeks he has been running a column
in "Gossip" on 19th and 20th U.8. He has used
material from my books as his very own and without a bit

of credit to original source. I understand that he

also lifted material from the Johl books, almost word
for word, without a bit of credit.

I have never had any correspondence with this
chap, in fact, never heard of him until his articles
appeared in Oossip. If he is the great student of U.8,
19th and 20th that he would have the readers of Gosslp
believe then hg certainly has kept his talents hidden
for many years,

Have you ever had any dealings with him?

1f you have any "Retaliatory” rate covers will
you please soend them to me with lowest net prices -
also any "Express Mall of 1836-1839" or anything un=-
usual in stampless [loreign rate covers.

Regards = g

Yours ctc.,



Hov. 9, 19047,

Mr. L. G. Brookman,
- 121 Loeb Arcade,
Minneapolis, Minn.

Dear Les:

I suppose you are a subseriber to Gossip.
If so, have you noted the rescent articles on 19th
by & chap name Cole? Did you note how he used
my stuff as his very own and without one word of
creddt? Harry wrote me that he also lifted material
almost word for word from the Johl books., Do you
know anything about this fellow?

I note thet he is A.P.8. 8725 and resides
in Atlanta, Ca, He is listed as a collector of
"General 20th."

By the way, my last number of Perry's "Pats"
is #49. Has there been any copies published reeently?

Yours etec.,
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Mr,Stanley B.Ashbrook

HOLTON, KANSAS

Friend Stanley:

Seeing that you gave a fellow a lift
when a 1lift was needed on hort Lienken 8 article,per
haps you would be interested in having the cut we used
with that article,

If so,a line requesting it,will have this
cut on 1ts way to you but quick,with the compliments of
our firm,

That was a swell job of plating and the
illustration practically tells its own story.

With kind personal regards to you,
Sincerely

\ A
e,
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Mr.Stanley B.Ashbrook

PUBLISHERS
and x 33No ,Ft.Thomas Ave.
PRINTERS Ft.Thomas, i
HOLTON, KANSAS Kye

Dear Stanley:

Funny how things happen,here 1 wrote you
yesterday about the Neinken plate and mall the letter
and in the same moment along comes your letter,

Clifford C.Cole Jr.,is not an amatuer
at writing.Where he gets his information from,I do
not know.However as we know this man,he is not the
kind of a fellow who would intentionally 1lift mater-
ial without a credit line.

Recently on a Russian article I was blamed
for writing,what the author thought,was a 1lift of his
material ,iihen the smoke cleared up,it came to light that
we both got our information from the notes made by a
party giving us both the same notes of his,never think=-
ing either one would use it beyond their own colle~ction.

As I know Mr.Cole,there 1s only one way to
handle this matter.l am sending your letter and a copy
of my letter to Mr.Cole.l am of the candid opinion that
Mr.Cole can explain to you,either an oversight or the
reason why,you were not gouted.

Mr.Cole has proven to be very versatile in his
writings.l have respect for youk both-a lot of it Stanley
and I think it only fair that we hear Mr.Coles side of the
story.l know you agree with me on this.

With kindest regards and best wishes
Sincerely

hw mm 3 (%gﬁik—\\\\




Nov. 9, 1947.

Mr, Mortimer L. Neinken,
49 West 23rd St.,
New York 10, N.Y.

Dear Mort:

I have just read jour article in the
current issue of "Gossip." Congratulations.

In contrast is the article by Cole on page
2908, It is quite evident that this chap obtained
all the informetion contained in his article from
my book yet he endeavors to gilve the impression
that it 1s presented first hand.

I dare say that the only thing that he
¥nows about the One Cent is what he has read.

I note that he thinks that the 12¢ 1860,
Plate & staups should be given a separate listing.
How perfectly absurd. To make a comparlson with
the 1¢ III and IIIA demonstrates hie lack of
practical knowledge. His comparison to the 5¢ 1857
colors 1s even more absurd, Have you ever had any
contact with thie chap?

Yours etcs,



Nov. 7, 1947.

Mr. Harry Welss,
% Gossaip,
Holton, Kansas,

Dear Harry:
Your two letters received.

' Re - the Neinken cut. Thanks very mach for your
kindneas but I really do not know what I would do with the
cut. I certainly appreciate the thought.

Re <« the Cole matter. Before Mort Neinken wrote
his articles for Gossip he inquired if I had any objection to
his use of materiel from my various books. I gladly told him
to go ahead and use anything he wished. I didn't think 1t
was even necessary to ask him to give credit where credilt was
due,s, I figure that a chap who plays the game on the square
does not need to be reminded of such things. God only “nows
I am not touchy on the use of my materiel by my friends or
people who are known to me, but I never had any correspondence
with Cole,in fact, never even heard of him that I reeallﬁ
until his recent series of articles appeared in "Gossip.

To simply 1ift material from my One Cent Book, as he
did in the last number of Gossip, and never give a bit of credit
for the source is about as brazen a bit of placiarism as I have
seen in a long while. The only way I can figure this unethical
act 1s that he simply did not know any better. I am positive
that you do not approve of such tactics.

- Ve have too damm many writers in philately, and most of
the stuff that is dished out is just pure bunk. ¥or example,
that greasy kyke Konwiser. He has the idea that he should

have an article in each humber of every philatelic journal
published. And did you ever read any of his stuff that was worth
a damn., Then there is his yiddish pal Rie}l, who attempts to
write on subjects of which he has no first-hand knowledge what=
soever, He 18 one of those lunatics who thinks he can read what
others have written on a controversial subject and then come up
with the 1007 correct solution.

Consider this last article by Cole. He gives the im-
pression that he is familiar with the various plates of the One
Cent 1857, yet I doubt if he could even identify the types of a
great many stamps much less the plates from which they originate,
It has been my experience that "coumpilers" are generally that way.



#2. #tr. Harry Weiss, Nov. 7, 1947.

I wish someone would be 80 kind as to inform me as to just
what is the object of such people. Why do they feel the urge to
write? Why do "compilers" believe that they can tell a story better
than the original sources of theilr material?

With regards -

Cordially yours,




A

Nov., 12, 1947.

Mr., Harry Welss,
%7 cossipy
Holton, Kansas.

Dear Harry:

T didn't think that I could be wrong
about Cole., A person who would be brazen enough
to steal materisl as he did without proper credit
would be capable of writing a nasty letter like
this.

It sort of reminds me of the stuff turned
out by Steve Rich and Konwiser.

Naturally I will make no reply but please
return 1it.

Sincerely yours,




~X

11/15/47

GOSSIP
Mr.Stanley B.Ashbrook
b ;\‘\ 3% N.Ft.Thomas Ave
PUBLISHERS Ft.Thomas,
and Ky.
PRINTERS

HOLTON, KANSAS

Dear Stanley:
Thank you for your letter with enclosure from
Clifford C.Cole Jr.,to which I am making no comment.

I would be glad to have an article from you
on that point,so well expressed by you in your recent letters
and it could be entitled"Credit where Credit is due".

It could be impersonal-put over the thoughte
and land where it would do the most good.

Foreign journals need very little staffing-
they just cop on to what appears in our publications and
call it an issue.Great business we are 1n.

Best wishes to you
Sincerely

e

hw mm 2
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Nov. 19, 1947,

-7

Mr. Harry Welss,
o Gossip,
Holton, Kansas.

My dear Harry:
Your two letters of the llth and 15th received.

I will not make any reply to Mr, Cole as 1life is
too short to get into arguments with his type. Ve have a
lot of S+0.Befs in this game and I try my best to steer clear
of them. If he made any reference to my studies of the
1851-1857 issues then I failed to see the number, I mede
inquiry down East about lr. Cole and the reports that I re-
ceived were anything but flattering., Let us hope that the
protest that I mdée will bLe a timely werning to him.

Thanks very mch for your invitation to write an
article as suggested, but I think it best that I staéck to my
knitting and aveid all subjects other than philntelic studies.

As iditor of Gosseip, I think that you could write a
far better "Credit where Credit is Due" than I eould. You
could avold reference to the Cole mdtter but you could sound a
timely warning to Philatelic plagrarism and that how utterly
dishonorable such practices really are., I certainly wouldn't
even mention Americen Phillately in the same breath with Forelgn
Philately. On the Contimant it 1s and always has been about
90% a regular gyp gauc.

Regarding those two gutter-snipes down Hust. One 1s
a mental case = just a fool - with a head shaped exactly like
an egge The other is not crazy by any means but vicious -« just
as vicious as his type can be. The Stern Gang for instance.
Vicious in an underhanded sneaking way. He wouldn't dare to say
to a man's face what he puts on papers That pair is a dis-
grace to all that is fine and decent in American Philately.

Cordially yours,
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33 North Ft.Thomas Ave,
Fort Thomas,

HOLTON, KANSAS Ky.

Dear Stanley:

Ll am in receipt of a letter from Clifford
C.Cole,Jr.,which is rather short.The enclosed carbon
copy of the letter to you,however,has bean carefully
noted,

Am inclined to think that in that partic-
ular case,he overlooked giving the credit to you,the
source of his information.He has given you and others
credit often,as you no doubf have noted.

I do hope you take Cole at his word.An over-
sight can easilly be made- and all collectors would know
your finding,if they were translated in Hindustan!

The two Pigeons you mention(pardon the express=-
ion,Gentlemen is not a fitting word) have also gotten under
my hide and have given me the itch {But I hold back,why
work oneslf up into a lathergflLife is too short!

Regarding your question as to why some people
love to write when they know nothing about what they are
writing about?Why is it that some people talk about some
thing that they do not know what they are talking about?

I nominate for the head of the class the two of"™Gods chosen
people'whom we have mentioned for some time past.

Why not do a script for us on the subject
"It pays to be ignorant"Get a good mad on first to get :
yourself in the mood {Thats what 1 do to get a little local
color=then give out.Sure we will run it}

And my kindest regards and best wishes to you
Stanley.l have always admired your book,your writings and
yourself ,Philately needs men like you,
Cordially

i

k\%OLAfvv;
hw mm 2 g ;




CLIFFORD C. COLE, JR.
2835 ARDEN ROAD, N. W.
ATLANTA, GEORGIA

Nov. 9, 1947.

VMr. Stanley B. Ashbrook,
33 North Ft. Thomas ALve.,
Ft. Thomas, Kentucky.

P
Dear Sir;

lir. Harry Weiss, Editor of "Weekly Philatelic Gossip"
informs me that you have written him in regard to alleged use
of some of your material on the 1¢ 1857-61 Issue without sult-
able acknowledgment. He encloses to me your letter and a copy
of his answer to you.

T don't know the specific point that you accuse me of
1ifting, but I believe you are wrong in accusing me of failing
to acknowledge you as a recognized afuthority on these issues,
for I have done so specifically on seven occasions, &as follows:
The issue of "Gossip" for Aug. 9, 1947; Sept. 13, 1947; Sept.
o7, 1947 (twice in the same article; Oct. 11, 1947 (twice in the
same article); and the seventh time just to hand in the Nov. 8,
1947 issue.

You apparently have lost sight of the fact that my ar-
ticles are continued from week to week, and if in discussing
say the 1¢f 1851-57 I mention certain things in the first part
of the article as coming from your research, I do not believe I
should have to repeat this in the continuation of the article &
week or two later.

That you have never heard of me and thus judge that i §
must get my information from the writings of other students 1is
unfair as it implies that no one can study U. S. stamps without
your hearing of him.

You specifically mention the Nov. 1, 1947 article, and
T have painstekingly gone over this to identify my sources. Not
that I feel in any way obliged to disclose these to you, I will
nevertheless 8o so. The data on perforating came from the Stan-
ley Gibbons, Lbd. Catalog. The data on Toppan, Carpenter & Coe.
regarding perforating is partly from ILuff, partly from the word-
ing of the contract between the Post Office Department and that
company, and partly of study of the actual stamps in relation to
the efforts of that engraving concern to overcome their diffi-
culties with perforating. The pint about a new transfer roll
for the manufacture of Plate IV was from lMortimer Neinken's ar-
tigle which I duly acknowledged in the issue of Sept 13, 1947.
The date on Plate IL, II and IV being issued perforated is from
my own observations and the use of the Scott Catalog. The plate
positions of the various types perforated is from the Scott U-
nited States Stamp Catalog. The data on the perforating wheels
being spaced differently on the early perforating of Plate IV was




Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook Page 2.

from observation of the write-up of Mr. Saul Newbury's collection
containing the famous 1¢ Type IA and IC, positions 94, 95 and 96
from the right pane of Plate IV (and which informatlon T also

!' separately acknowledged), plus discussion of this stamp with Mr.
B M. Hubert Judd who also owns a superb copy of Type IA perforated
with_yide spacing, which stamp I have very carefully examined.

| Thus there is nothing in the article of Nov. 1, 1947
which as far as I can see even requires acknowledgment to you.

‘ Your statement. that I have without proper credit "lifted
| fpom the works of others and bsazenly published as his very own"
is totally without justification, as in addition to you and MNr.
Neinken I have repeatedly mentioned the works of Ward, Johl, Kon~-
wiser, Chase, Perry, Bartels, Luff, Brookman and others.

Whether you care to apologize to me is of little conse-
quence as I am big enough to overlock small matters. But I believe
you owe lir. Welss an apology for inferring that he would condone

the writings of an associate editor as brazen and pilfering as you
acuse me of being.

Yours very truly,

cc to Mr. Harry Welss.

A, P. .S, 8725
Regional Governor. .




Nov. 9, 1947.

Mre. Max G. JOhl,
Trails Corner,
Grpton, Conn,

Dear Max:

For the past month or so, a chap by the
name of Clifford C. Cole, Jr. has been publishilng
a page in "Gossip" each week on 19th and 20th U.S.

This chap has hased about 95% of his pube
lished notes on material 1lifted from my various
books and published articles, without any per-
mission from me or without a word of credlt to the
source of vast knowledge of United States stamps,
I understand that he also 1lifted material pracfically
word for word from your books and writings but I
fail to note any credit to you, or for that matter to
anyone else,

I am wondering if you know this chap? Hils
pleture in "Cossip" shows quite a pretty boy, in
fact, one pretty enough to wear lace on his panties.

With regards =

Sincerely yours,




*

MAX G. JOHL
Treasurer
: P. 0. Box 203
4 Groton, Conn.

INTERNATIONAL}?
PHILATELIC
» EXHIBITIO'N » :

N\ S

(@]
.

*
HEADQUARTERS

COLLECTORS CLUB BLDG. .
22 EAST 35TH STREET
NEW YORK,I6, N. Y.

TEL. MURRAY HILL 3-0559
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Nov. 29, 1947.

Mr. Max G, Johl,
Trails Corner,
Groton, Conn.

Dear Max:
Yours received.

I seldom pay any attention to the chaps who are
petty theives, and we have plenty of them, but when a
fellow 1like Clifford Cole, Jr. takes it upon himself to
simply help himself without any epblogy, or credit, I
think he ghould be called down. From the brazen manner
in which this fellow helped himself I assumed that he was
simply a louse and, of course, I was 1007 right. I
wrote a strong protest to Harry Welss, the Editor of
"Gossip" and he sent my letter to Cole,

Instead of writing me an apology for his deteste-
able plagarism he wrote me a nasty letter and had the
nerve to demand an apologye. His picture in "Gossip" is
the pretty boy type, and pretty boys from Fairyland gener-
ally have detestable dispositions, write nasty letters,
and have polson tongues. For example, the old poison-
tongue crimson rambler from Boston, I always was leary of
her,

Maybe the protest I made to Weiss will have some
effect -~ We will see.

I note that I have written quite & lengthy note,
but the gist of it is this - We, you and I, really should
not let these pretty boys get away with such stuff,

Our regards and best wishes to the Johl family,

Cordially yours,

#
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'Feb., 7, 1947.

Mr. Arthur R. Davis,
76 Brooks Tt.y
West Medford, Mass,

Dear Arthnné

Yours of the 3rd received and carefully noted.
‘How is this I'or a thought to combat some of the doubts ex-
pressed in vour letter, :

Suppose for example, the P«0.D, at Washington 1in
the sixtles wished to provide the public with means to enable’
them to prepay a delivery fee on a letter, don’t you suppose
they wou ld huve found a way to do g0? :

; N one g0 far has been aole to produce a bit of evidence
that the P O«Ds stated to the_ﬂuolic

. "You can prepay a collection . (box) fee - in cact Fou .
+must do so, but don't you dare to try to prepay a delivery fea,
And- further, would it have been too mueh trouble for the post-
. master at: Freeport, I11, to have put a memo on thoseé two 3¢
- plus 1f letters that wers mniled at his office to this effect'

"To the P.M. at Phllaaelphia. '
Please note this letter - thiq 1¢ stampwas pht on to
pay tha delivery 1ee in your ecity.! ;

2 - WQ find no such a memo on covers, but, there ‘was ev1ueﬂtly
LR ‘regulation requiring postmasters to mark on letters that "the

o one cent shanp prepaid a delivery fec.

4% Do Jou helteve thit the Pabeby did qon want the pablie
to prepay edrrler delivery fees? I 8o, then It would e rather
‘hard to change your op¢nion. But 1f prepayment. of postage was
highly desirable why was it undesirable to have thé tarrier de=
livery fee also prepaid? I think that that is the big point and

' ~surely if it was desirable to have the delivory fee prepaid Shen

my guess 1s that there were enough brains in the Department to
- prdvide ways and means that this could be dones 1 will appreciate
_your further comments.,

Cordially Jours,
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Jan. 10, 1947,

Mr. Robert Fa Chambers,
: 3 254 Irving Ave., 7
Pfovidence 6, ‘R, I.’

-

Dear Bob-5”

: Tha'lks so it for your }riné lftter of the 8th. .

: I need hot tell Jov how much I value your opinlon on
; &ny effort of mmne for. 1 have ”“oat respect _Io" your philauelic
knowltdpe. o3 N

i I also had a nice 1o+ter fromn udor and I have just
nrittln hin- ghite a long letter,. s copy of ‘which I.am enelosing
herewith. As I ment loned to Tudor I will welcome criticism of /'’

any thoughts expressed’in the letter. You both hqve been of much
~assistance to me on thie 3¢ - plus 1¢ subject and I feel wery.

L . strongly that we have ‘the situation rather well in hand, My
‘-,.f ‘ thanks to you both. Fa ! v

g
|

.‘ B AT 1 was so pleased Lo 866 the coven vou. enclosed aﬂd mrich
RS I am returning herewith,. My fuess 18 that rather than argue . -
"’ about tré 17 1857 they let it go as is, andé thereby avoided the
trouble of trying Lo collect another penny for Uncle Sam, After
uall,‘he had already been-paid for this stamp so why let a few
..days make any particular difference. In additlon it was addressed
%o a Minister. of the Gospel and as it developed later it was from
~one, so in tho@e dark days of 1?61 why bother about a penny,

i this was . pvt in a box in New York, tnen the 1¢ paid
the collection fee, but on the other hand, what if. 1t was taken to the
Hew York FP«Os and mailed like any. ordinary 3¢ letter, In such an
event, it ‘doubtlese would have paid the delive: feey as T wrote
Tudor. However, the chances are many to one (2?0 that it was a New
York box 1atter, because there is no Ealtimofe street address,

o BT Ra = the second paragraph on page 103. I believe that the !
Hennan cover (Pig. 1ll1) wae a prepaid collection fee - and aleo that
the Chlcago "Compound" wae in the sane class.

Do you consider that the. "a" an@ "B" explanatlon in my letter
to Tudor might answer your query? As far as I imow, I do not believe
“that 1¢ stamps were permitted to pay carrier fees 1n L0well, but
why, I cannot answer. .

W;ﬁh,best wishas for 1947, I am ‘ :
: . Cordilally yours,
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of the points ralaed‘*n your 1€tter.

Jan, 10, 1947,

)

‘Mr. B, Tudor Gross;'

46 Angell £%.,
-~ Providence 6, Rels

Thanks vﬁry mpdhaPar your walcome note of the 7th.

~wh1ch I hasten to answer as I an laav1nc for. the soubth to cee

my eldest brother who is not in good healt} I will only be

‘vgone about tnn dajs or two weeks,

First "Sat me. whank you for your kind words abbut my

"‘artlcle. This wag written over a year uago and 1 really had to
‘road it over to see whal I thought sbouf such problems a year ago.

I found that I had not: turned up very mch additlonal evidence

. 'that was importunt._

Yes, I recollect that fbup a~ticle in Mekeels several

o years or unorg dild start quite ed.argusent. Perry became so pro-
. voked because I would not yes nim that he got a trifle rough in
‘print and as a result I simply cub hin off my list. There is"

nothing that irritates me ‘quite as much as.the habit ‘some people

have of Erying to belittle m personin.print who does not awree

with then, by the use of iqnuendos,‘wiae—vracrs and Smart-Lleck

.~ remarks. I do not know who is the worst offender of the trio of
~Bich, Perry andeOnwiuor. i

With theqn pnrqchal*tieﬂ off nmy ‘chesty here goes for some

2

L.

"I huve 2iven ‘quito m 16t of ‘thought to the 3¢ plug 1y sib-

“Ject sad the verious preéblems doncerning same, and.I believe thatb
‘the very neat: of the ‘sublect is 1n the ‘OIIOWLnb

Did the Poet 0ffice D Departiment wco%*bit the public fron

Lprcpaylnr the ca;rie" delivery fee?

' These Who apEree with Blliott Perpy wouvld have to answer '
as, while thoss who agree with e wonld. have to arswer nos  First,

'7rag&rding ‘the Perry theory. Propayment of the: collectitn fee was
4 Prequired, . If this wuas advantageous then why would 1% have been -
~'adVantageous to prohibit the peyment of the delivery fee? If it

‘wag more advantageous to have collsctions:of regular poptage made

on delivery of same then why did the F,0.D. shrugcle for years to

. educate the public to prépay meil? I believe that if it was ade
' ‘wvantageous to the Departunent to have ‘the public prepay rezular
7. postage that it was likewisme most agroeable to them to heve the
“’vpublic prepay the carrier delivery to domiele feo. K ;




#2. ¥Mr, Ey Tuder Gross;.Jén; 10, 1947,

. " With the above thoughts in mind I can answer your "A" and -
"R" example in this way. If the P.0.D. preferred to have both the
collection and delivery fees prepaild, then I judge they had some
‘system to identify such prepayments, . = o ¢ o

: I only wish I knew how such mail as you cite was actually "
handled but unfortunately we have no direct evidence at the present
time., Perhaps in the future we will turn up some such evidence that
will be conclusive and that hope is one reason why 1 try to keep
this subject before the collecting publiec, R e

, Believe me Tudor, I have no desire to prove that I .am right
or that Elliott ig wrong but rather to prove the truth, and if I can
help Elliott to prove the truth and prove that he was right and I
was wrong, 1 can honestly state that I would be delighted to do 50,
After all, it is no disgrace to be wrong, provided that one was honest
4n believing thut he was right. o Rt g Al ‘

4 It appears thet the ly¢ =bemup was only used in a few cities to -
gay carpler foes, For example, Cincinnati was a large city in b " SRR
ate Pifties and early sixties, and had carrier service, I cannot

- ‘undecstand why we do not see any Cincinnati covers with the &¢ plus
1¢s  Now 1 do not know the answer, T am sure, but there surely mst
“be one., I mention thies point because 1t mey have some lnportant
bearing on the subject as & whole, Tt would apnear that only In
eertain carrier cities that the 1l¢ poetage atamp was pernitted to
be wsed to pay the carrier fee., I wonder Wwhy? . S
e L Purther recarding your two Hew York residents, known as o
~and "B". . Both wrote to the shme person at the same strect address in
' Beston on the same days. UA" took hid letier to the main I.0, In New .
York and placed a 37 plus 1¢ staup on Lt. “In thls case 1t was de-
posited in the New York P,0. along with regular 3¢ mail to Boston, but
jperhaps the clerk noting that extra one cent reallzed, Or knew wery
well, that it was purposely placed on the letter to. prepey Boston .
earrier delivery, hence it was handled in such a vway as tO insure
that service. & 5 AL A ¢

As compared to the above, suppese "aA" had placed his Boston
letter in a latter-box with & &f plus 1ges When it was turned inbe the
Post Office it went along with the regular 3¢ mail to Boston. - Il -was
not put into 'a channel thet would have inforumed the Boston office that
the Boston carrier delivery had boen prepadid, 1 sure do think that
we always have to consider the human sloient, apd GO use some tomion
sense, When a’person advances blie Pheopy that while the collection
fee had to be prepaid, the delivery fee waa not pormitted to be pre-
paid, I think that said person is not using coftaon;senss and- 1t seems
sort of senseless to srgue with such, And further, L believe that 3£
the Department desired people to prepay both fees, (collection and
delivery) whenever possible, that they gertainly provided the mesns
whereby such service was carrled out,.

Regarding the two covers that you gent me and which I return
herewith, 1 doubt very much if the New Haven cover is 0., With :
neither stamp tied there is no way to judge how this covoer was when it
was mailed, 'Wouldn't it be nice if there was no snpch an animal as




‘ #3. ¥r. E. Tudor Gross, Jan. 10, 1947.

a philatelic faker? They really cause me a lot of hard work.

3¢ plus 1¢ Brooklyn iteéms are not exaotly scarce as I have
goen qulte a few, T suppose. At any rate, I have not taken the
trouble to photograph all that came under ny observation. Taxing
my memory, I suppose that Baltimore &¢ plus 1¢ are actually more
elusive than Brooklyn. See my One Cent PBook - Vol. & ~ page 156 =
Fig. 46 JJ« Your cover is perfeoctly good.

I am taking the liberty of sending Bob a copy of this
letter as I am leaving Vonday for a 1ittle vacation of ten days
or two weeks ond I am trying bo clesan my desk before I leave,

Needlegs to state I will gladly welcome crit%ulsm by you‘
both, of any thoughts expressed in this ‘oiter.

Thanks 8o much:for your kind words.
With every good wish «

Cordially -yours,
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Feb. 5, 19470.

NG ! A'

“Mre Es Tudor ‘Gross;
16 oouth Angell bt.,
Providence 6, Raly::

My dear Tudor.v

; I‘have read. your letter of the 3last over several
times and with much interest.

. L.am sure thet i1f we keep on plugging we will be able
to eventually establish the truthe Naturally I feel that I
have been right and Perry has been wrong but who is right or
wrong is entirely beside the points What we want 18 the truth -
the correct solution - and to me little else is of any concern,
I really do not kmow of anyone who agrees with Perry but that
is also immaterial., Inasmuch as the question was raised then
I believe that the truuh should be: established provided it is
possible.?”

o1 was 1npressed with one poivt in your letter - that
pertaining to the accounting, because we may be able to eventually
obtain some very valuable evidence in coples of quarterly reports
filed at Washington by postmasters of eities that had Carrler
pelivery Service, such as Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore

7 ‘and Washington. I am listing of f'lces whene one cent stamps were

permitted to pay Carpier fees,

: In the Annual Report of the Postmaster General for 1862
'(fiscal yoar end June 30th), a table is given which is headed,

N0.4

Stated of the number of letters,circulars, newspapers and pamphlets
. received and dellvered by oarriers,'ald the amount recelved and
Eald out for carriage, in cities named below for the yoar ending
e 30, 1862.

e ‘The'list of cities glven in this table ie as follows:

,(1; New. York N.Y1
(2 Philadelphia
(3) Boston

(4) Baltimore

(5)

Washington



#2. Mr, E, Tudor Gross, Feb. 5, 1947.

We have covers showing 3¢ plus 1¢ 1861 from all of the
above but I have never seen any from the balance of the list:

(6) 8t. Louis
(7) Kingston, Pa. (error for kensington, Pa.)
(8) Harrisburg, Pa.
(9) Lowell, Mass,
(10) Manchester, H.H.
(1) Providence, R.I.

I sure would like to see a 3¢ plus 1¢ 1861 cover from
6 -8 -9 - 10 and 11. I am not exactly sure whether I have
seen one (3¢ '61 plus 1¢) from #7, but I have seen a cover with a
3¢ '57 plus 1¢ '57 from Kensington. As you are aware this town
is now part of Philadelphila.

With best of wishes =

Cordlally yours,




140 BEACON STREET
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS
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Feb, 12, 1947,

Mr,. Heyliger de Windt,
140 Beacon ot.,
. Boston, Hass,

Dear Hey:

Yours offitihe 9th received.
Herewith check for $15.00. ‘Thanks for the favor,

. .1 am peturning 'the 37 plus 1¢ as it would not help
mes I note that it has a street address in Boston and this
. might be a bit of evidence that the 1l¢ was intended to pay
| .~ .the delivery fee, I believe that if a letter like this was
o deposited in the Wew York P.O. (not in a letter=box), that the
| clerks would not be so dumb astto not realize that the extra
penny was intended to prepay the delivery fee in Boston. This
‘was a freé¢ country in those days and if a person wnated to
@o such a thing there was no law - or Post Office order - or
reason, why he was not permitted to do &0. I do not know how
such mail wes handled ~ I only wish that I did - but if the
elerks at the N.Ys P.0. reallzed why the 1¢ stamp was attached
and they thought that the Boston clarka were 3o dumb as to not
‘realize the significence of the 1¢ prepayment, that they could
have written a note stating: "This 1¢ stamp prepays the delivery
fee,"

oA

-

There are & lot of dumb clucks in this game who do not
appreciate the fact that 1f a cerbain system was desirable that
ways and means could have been found to put such a system into
effect by the P,0.D., OSurely the prepayment of the delivery fee
was highly desirable to ‘the P.0.D. but there Was no law to com=-

- pell the public to do this,

S - = The Express Mail of 1863~1859 wag a "apecial service -
= that is a Fast Mail, and triple postage was charged, but the
Express Mall handstemps of the 1840's and 1850's referred to
railroad mail and it was not a special service, hence no extra
postage was charged, I suppose the term was used because the
early R.R. mall was a fast mail, Such handstamps were used ex-
clusively by postal clerks treveling certain R.R. mall routes, as
for example, between New York and Boston and Albany and Buffalo,

I never knew that a postmastor could frank an Express



#2. Mr. Heyliger de Windt, Peb. 12, 1947,

Mail (18356-1839) letter and 1 am not guite satisfied that he
was permitted to do sos. The only evidence that I have is the
cover that you sent me, The town where the cover originated
was -not on the E.M. route, hence it nad to go regular mail to
St. Louis, Therasfore, the guestion.can well be raised =< Did
St. Louis send it via the E.M.?

1

Regards to you both,

Cordially yours,




Mr. Heyliger de Windt,
. 140 Beacon 8t,,
: Boston, Mass,

" Dear Hey:

' I am returning the 1¢ 1857. Thanks but not
interested. . : ,

2 - Algo thanks for the photo which I will return
48 you wishs It seems to me that if a person had as

“'much as 51,000 to invest in a rare stamp that he

. wonld have enough brains to demand a copy that was not
damaged, that is, with the most important part of the
design missing. And one more comment. Perhaps I anm
full of prunes, (1 hed never thought of such a thing
before), but even if I em, 1 doudt if it 1s at all
welcome to be informed of the fact. In discussing the
3¢ plus 1¢ problem with you, I should have realized that
- X was discussing the matter with one who had really had

1ittle experience with the sub]ect. It is a nmistake
that I will not repaat. : : LB ;

P | Yours ste.,
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Dec. 28, 1046,

Mr. Edson Ji Bi 11016
' 500 Fifth Aver,
New York 18, Ns Y.

T)nnkc.forfvoﬁr’note*of tﬂe lJth.

B ‘Inithe I xanp First “ale‘— Lot ”284 wag
a 5¢ plug 10¢ 1047 coveres Do you reenll %t2.

Ianm %OGQCPlﬂg if you Mave. any 1dea there this.

cover ‘is at present. I an wondering if you
remenber the. cover und AL you thou"ht it Wi g
0,K. :

nxfn Holiday (x eet11gs, 1-am

¢
X

Cordially yours,




§ f a! . Z-
POSTAGE STAMPS OF THE WORLD FOR COLLECTORS

500 FIFTH AVENUE - - - NEW YORK CITY

PENNSYLVANIA 6-6885

Al

4 ’ 1946

shb
33 N. Ft. Thomag Ave.,
Ft. Thomss, Ky.
Stans

Dear ¥rxodkshrmwic:

Replying to your letter of the 23rd,
I have checked on Lot Ho. 2284 in the Knapp sale, and

frankly do not recall this item at sll, but it does
()

seem to me that some years back, right after the Erown
sale, a cover on this order was offered to me at about
$900. I am sorry my mind is not fresher as to the

aat hallddasy oreeting: o
pest noiLiaay greetingsSe.

TTHe M
EJFs GM




PHILIP H. WARD, JR.
1616 WALNUT STREET
PHILADELPHIA 3

January 23, 1947

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 N. Ft. Thomas Avenue
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan:

I am writing Souren again
today regarding the photograph you want
and I hope to have a reply very soon. I
know he has been neglecting stamps entire-

ly here of late and I do not believe he is

doing much with his photograph business.

S%iiijjiy

PHILIP H. WARD, JR.

PHW,JR: rmw



‘ Eﬁb. 26’ d" 7.

Mr. Farwy Le Lindquist,
I8 Wy 4BEH. 8t
Hew York L9 U ¥a

Deaf HwPPV'b

w;ll VOu do me a favor? Will gou wmrite
your friend George S, Hill and inquire if he ever
saw a Phlladelphia postmarnk like the one on the

S Gover dn thes¥irst Knapp Sale, Lot #Z2ids This
i na¢king reuds, : R e

PHIL“ PA

will Tou lqo puallsh in yeour: 014 Slﬂuth
Column -~ tHat & “ender,of 1awps ras-written in -
vand made. the same .inguiry,. ' iention that YStamps”
will welcono any information on the uhgect.

o R Otk have & hnaﬂp (28t sale} catalogue,
ladk up the illustration - page 277 < This ecover was

g fake and the postmark was orig; 1lly: "Sete!" and was.

. .painted in as "lucts "oand a 107 1047 was added,

. The' fake.sold © 532 5 00, Just  faaginelt Enapp

newer ‘doubted that it wasg O.h. ;
All of the above is confidential.
_Thanka in advance.

- Cordially jours,




-y
T bt
:

March 4, 1947.

- M, Harry L. Lindquist,
2 W, 46th St.,
Hew York 19, H.Y,.

Dear Harry: ' : :
Youf two 1etters of the 27th received.

. I am enclosing an 111uqtrution of the Knapp cover,r

to which I peferred.  Originally this cover had a 5¢ 1847 =~

game being the regular 5¢ shore~to-ship fee. The Philadelpl '
peme Poad, "BCTS." Some crook added the 10¢ and painted a R
before the "BCTO" Gonverting it into "15CTS" ‘and the cover

(801d @ (325,00, I am positive thqt Nea fhought that this eover
‘was absolutely good. : it

Several months ago I dlscovered a similar item in the»
Wataphauqe collection but in thet case the crook took a stampless |
cover with the "Scps" postmark, added a 5¢ and 10¢ 1847 and put
“a 71" before the "DLTS."  Waterhouse ‘really got peeved when he
found out that I questloned his cover and at last acc0nnts I be=
lieve that he still clailms that it 15 0.K.. -

‘A8 yon are aware, all 19th U, S, ‘items sgent to the Royal
. are passed on to Sir- M and he 1s about as cagable to-pass on
some items as Tony Russo in Chicago or Ezra Uole in New York.
The “latter thinks heé is thoroughly competent but he 18 only
kidding himself,

No, I did net bring this "15CT8" postmark to the attens
tion of Konwiser in any way. I never refer anything to him even
in a most indirect manner, as I have no respect whatsoever for his
knowledge on any subject,

: I was pleased to learn that Admiral Harrls is takiﬁg over
the chairmanship of the Jury. No better choice c¢ould possibly
have been made, : - e

I nad a lot of correspondence with A.F.L. last summer and
fall and he rather amazed me on certain bits of data that he had,
Though he did not state where he had obtained his information I
was quite suspicious that he was consulting with Perry. I suppose
that he had that right but I thought he should have told me and
not to have tried to lead me to believe that he was well posted =
on certain obscure points. He was awfully hard to convince that
he was at tines vwrong in his opinions., How will his paesing affect
Boggs?



#2. Mr. Rarry L. Lindquist, March 4, 1947,

g I gent the Colson Bulletin to Ward. After thinking
" the matter over I have decided that I will take your advice and
not waste any time with a reply. ©Surely no one pays any atten-
tion to the old redhead any more, except possibly ta laugh at
“hin, ;

I ¥ould 1ike to enter a subsecription to the next four
numbers of the "STAMP SPECIALIST" for the following:

MR. H. 0. VENDELSKOV
Rolighedsve]j 22
Kobenhavn V
Denmarik.

: I do not know what the foreign rate 1s so let me know
and I will ‘remit. You can start the subscription with the India
Book, Will you please wrile him and advise him that you are
- sending him the copy and that his subﬁbription has been entered,
! :
Also mention DBrookman's new book and that I entered his
-order with you for a copy when publisheds Also mention the new
Johl book and esk him if he would like to enter his order for a

CODPYs
With best wishes -

Cordially yours,






March 3, 1947.

Mr. Philip He Ward, Jr.,
1616 Walnut oSt., !
Philadelphia 5, Pa.

Dear Phil; ‘

I f£ind that you have failed to.return my VELa b rg it o
Express lMall cover with the 77¢ rate which I encloged . [/ WU/ - "i W Hum
In my letter (insured) of Feb. 7th last., Perhaps you A
overlooked retuming it. I value this cover bgry highly MAR 10 4947
80 I hope you have not misplaced it. » 4 2

Yours of the 28th received.

oo lispte that H.L.Js did not give you the positions
of the Pl. & vertical but if you can get the data later
I would appreciate same., I think I know what they are but
I have so little material to check with. I was rather posi-
tive that he would welcome the item as it comes from the :
10th vertical row of the left pane and I imagine 1t tied in
some doubtful positions for him,
Re - the Philadelphia postwmark reading, "PHILA - 5CTS."
I have never seen what I consider to Le a genuine example of
this type, but reading "15CTS," such as the Knapp cover, Lot
2284, The latter was surely a fake with the "SCTS" chenged:
to "15CTS." I turned up another cover with a TI1BCTS" in the
WateThouse collection several wonths age, but I have not seen
the cover itself', only a rather poor photograph of it. 8ir
Nicholas was quite peeved at my opinion and does not believe
that his cover 1s bads However, I am rather positive that it is,
I do not believe that there was ever a "PHILA" postmark with
"15CTS," but I am searching high and low to try and prove my point.
No such an item is listed in the stampless catalogue.

i T will be more than pleased to exahine all the covers
that you can loan me with the "5CTS8" as I would like to find out
if there were more than one type.

I can use a "Jones & Russell" ‘cover if you have one for sale.

With regards - :
Yours etc.,



PHILIP H. WARD, JR.
1616 WALNUT STREET
PHILADELPHIA 3

February 28, 1947

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 N. Ft! Thomas Avenue
Ft. Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan: ¥y

Jefferys did not give me the plate position of the
strip but I will wait a little while and then ask him for I believe
he is coming in soon to see my early block collection. I was in-
deed glad to have his plating of my plate 3 block for I doubt whether
I will ever have a chance to get another one. You know he never
looked at the West stuff although he has made purchases in all of my
other sales. I believe it was due to his run-in with you and he did
not feel that he wanted to have any arguments on the early stamps. I
never could understand his attitude for I conducted the sale and if
there had been any dispute or argument, it would have been with me
and not with you. However, I am just as well pleased today for other-
wise T would have had to pay twice as much for my plate 3 block. I
am proud of my early blocks for with exception of certain plates of
the 3¢ I believe I have everything known. These 3¢ plates, such as
plate I early, plate zero and I think two or three others are all
still lacking but Doc Chase tells me he doubts whether unused blocks
exist. I do not want to take singles as is necessary with plate 5 and
6 of the 1¢ unless I have to do so.

Regarding the Philadelphia covers, you have never

asked me for this type although you did write me sbout the type with

the figure outside. I have checked up on these outside figures with
several and so far have seen two or three 10¢ and one 2¢. The owmer

told me that Hollowbush had checked on these and sent you the data. This
man has never Seen g 15¢, such as the one in the Knapp sale and the one
you found. He located a 5¢. He had one cover with the 10¢ with the
figure scratched out in menuscript and a figure "5" written with the

same ink, no doubt an error which was corrected before being sent through.

Of the other type with figures in the circle I have
s number of these in 5 cts. and 10 cts. and will send these to you. i
have never seen a 15 cts. altho judging from your remarks you evident-

1y have one.

PHILIP H. WARD, JR.

PHW,JR:rmw




Merech 2nd, 1950,

- Mr. Philip H, W&I’d. Jro’

T

1616 Walmat St.,
Philadelphia 3, Pa.

Dear Phil:
Yours of the 28th recelved,

Up to this writing the 1847 cover hag not been submitted
to me by the P,F., but I suppose you refer to the Enapp cover -
First Sale - Lot 2284, I think that the Comnmittee is n bit peoved
at me because of Some of my sarcastic remarks regarding some of
their "experts." I haventt hesitated to let them know in no une
certain terme that I think they are making an absolute joke of
philatelie research work, ‘

I have it on excellent anthority, though I cannet quote
rim, that the Linn Portsmouth cover wag declared not a Provisional
by (1) Caspary (2) Colson and (3) John Mall, and T might add (4)
Ashbrook, though I will admit that the latterts opinion is not
worth mich when 1t comes to P,M.P.?8., In spite of the three ad-
verse opinions they gave Limn an 0.X. certificate -« not only that
the cover is genuine (which 1t ig) Dut that 1t was & P,I.P,

a
I have/photogriph of the Waterhouse cover and it is entire-
ly different from the Knapp cover, I do not think there is the

‘slightest doubt that both are fakes, Further, I do not bellieve that

Philadelphia ever hadaa postre rk with "15" at the bottom. I have
gsearched high and low for such a marking but was never able to find
one., < suppose Bosﬁa will state that they put the Enapp cover under
their lamp and the "15" is genuine. I have exemples of other fakes
that they put under their lamp and delecared them to be gonuine,

Look at the illustration of the Knapg cover - It is quite
evident that the "1" was placed hefore the "5." I dontt duppose
it ever occurred to the Committee that the markings on the Knapp
cover show that there was no need of 16¢ on the cover. It certainly
was not & three times 5/ shore to ship but a single 5¢. The faker
had a 10/ 1847 with a grid at the top so he laid the staup hori-
gontally so that he could tie the grid to the 5¢,

Souren bought the cover in the Enapp sale and né doubt

{ J%sold it to ino. I don't think that Carhart ever owned it.
g“f% FrA I have been unable to find any stanpless cever collector

y

or dealer who can show such a Phlladelphla narking.

I fully expect the Commlittee to declare that the cover 1s
genuine,




#2. Hr. I’hilip n, Ward, JI'., March 22'1(1. 1950,

I belleve that Neinken intends to write you about the
Jefferys Plate 3 gollection, He has it in mind to railse saffind
to pay me to write up the plating - photograph all plate yarieties,

otc., ete. - all this, of course, dependent on yowr assistance.

‘ Pogpsonally I never thought much of Jefferys' plating
ability. It is one thial to plate eorrectly = but quite another
thing to do & lot of guessing,

Ecep me advised of your progress,
With best wishes =

Singerely vours,



AMERICAN PHILATELIC SOCIETY
COLLECTORS CLUB

COMMISSIONS EXECUTED
APPRAISALS

EZRA D. COLE RARE POSTAGE STAMPS
NYACK, N.Y. - - - e Nyack 964

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 Ne. Fort. Thomas Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Stan:

Enclosing a sheet of paper with some notes about the Knapp
cover. Perhaps this is not as complete as you would like, and
if you want any further information, let me know. I don't think
that we can get the cover so that we can photograph it, but 1
am tryinge.

A1l of this is confidential. I spent half an hour yester-
day looking at the cover under ultra violet light. The light
they have down there in the Collector's Club is not a good one,
maybe one of the reasons they don't do such good work down there,
but you can see with it if you take the time and patience.

There is no doubt now in my mind but that the cover is a
fake. The 1 has been painted in the postmark and shows clearly
enough. The 1 that ties the 5g 1847 on does not show very clearly

» but the 1 that is struck on the cover does.

The 5¢ 1847 grew on the cover and paid the rate from Phila-
delphia to New York, and it 1is the 10¢ stamp that is added. This
is what causes all the trouble. The 1 in front of the 5 that
ties the 5¢ stamp is not clear. It 1s not the same as the other
1 and hardly shows any tampering with at all. It makes it even
more difficult to detect. Personally, I think the faker took ad=-
vantage of this and maybe he did not have much to do, for it could
have been part of the slug or the rim of the postmark that shows
a little bit and appeared something like & 1 and he did not have

.- to touch it up, if any. The 10¢ stamp, though, is entirely added.

juite by accident I happened to see some of the other al-
leged experts' reports on this. While a couple of men thought
it was bad, two or three of them think the cover is all right,
. but they don't know anything about stamps or covers. It is a
pad situation. I left some notes down there with them, &nd 1
think they probably will turn it down now, but I can't be surec.
I will keep you posted as to what developsS .

Sincerely
EDC :hk /f¢/

&~
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Detroit Athletic Club
Detlroit

Detroit, Michigan.
May 26, 1947.

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook,

33 N, Pt Thomas Ave.

Ft Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan:

I have always hoped to run into something in way of an original find but

to date not much success. However, here is something that I believe you

have never seen before. Mort and I were looking around at various dealers
stocks and ran into this at Stanley Gibbons and I bought it from Usticke

for $140.00. Showed it to Philip Ward and he wanted me to sell it to him

for $200.00. Showed it to Ernie Jacobs and he said he had never seen anything
like it and would like to have it.

Today in Detroit, Harold Stark and I spent an hour examining it under Harold's
microscope and comparing it with the data in your book on Plate Eleven and

came to these conclusions. The dot in left side of frame around the medallion
proves it comes from either Plate Eleven or Plate Twelve (unless there is an
unknown Plate Thirteen). It can't fit into Plate Twelve as that has been
completely reconstructed but in your book, you state that you have made little
progress with Plate Eleven, and assume that on Plate Eleven, the top row is

all Relief "T" end Type II, whereas the balance of the Plate are ALL Type III-A
(with line broken at top) and made up of Relief "A" in second, fourth, sixth,
and eighth rows; and Relief "B" in third, fifth, seventh and ninth rows.

This mint block is obviously top row and second row, I believe and Harold

agrees with me on this, as does Ward. But the two lower stamps of this block
are NOT Relief "A" - - - and even tho they were Ralief "A" - how could they
result in a short transfer at bottom when Relief "A"™ and "B"™ were rocked in

at same time? I think, (assuming this is from Plate Eleven) that the two

bottom stamps of this block are Relief "B" that were short transferred, resulting
in the lower right corner stamp of this block being a Type III (the lower left
stamp being almost a Type III). If this deduction is correct, then Plate Eleven
had some misplaced transfer reliefs the same as the left pane of Plate Twelve.
But again studying the relief's, there seem to be differences in the reliefs of
this block and any of tThe reliefs used on Plate Eleven. Could there be a Plate
Thirteen? Probably not - I know the idea is fantastic but simply mention it

as this block is most puzzling and shows no signs of being tempered with - in
fact Usticke guaranteed to take it back if in your opinion someone had tried

to make a Type III out of it by erasure.

I know you-will be interested in seelng Ttiis ana pernaps you will want to
photograph it and write it up. I think an article on it would be most inter-
esting together with photo. After you are through with it, Stan, please send
to me at Ionia with your comments - would also like to know what you think the
block is worth. Ward told me that in case I did'nt want to sell it, he would
like to acquire it by trading me material from his stock that he has in dupli-
cate that I could use, as he says this piece should be in his collection of
mint blocks. Jacobs also thought it most interesting.

Rene and I will look for you and Mildred and Stan Jr up in Michigan this
summer. Regards!

Si ly

Enc:REG: J. . \Fleckenstein.




T-“."a)’ 28’ 1947.

Mr, Harold W, Stark,
18652 Bircherest Drive,
Detroit 21, Mich.

Dear Harold:

Jack sent me the 1 1857 bloek and
wrote me that you had examined it with him.
I thought that you would be interested in
my reply to Jack, so I am enclosing a copy
herewith,.

Later I will plate the pisce for him,
and send him photographs of other iteme from
the same positions.

I suppose I over-exerted my strenghh
last week as ‘I came home completely exhausted.
It sure was nice to see you even if our visits
were so short.

More later -

Yours etc.,




May 88, 10947.

we, Jo 0, Fletkenstein,
419 Tnion 5.,
Ionla, MNiche

Dear Jack:

Yours of the £6th with the 1¢ 1857 block eafe to
‘hand, This block comes from the top and second rows of :
Plete 12 and the reliefs are positively the "4" and "B,"
et you noted in the two "B," Type 1I stampe is due, not
only to a slight short transfer, Wt elso to "plate
-erasures” plus worn lmpressions, In fact, sll three of these
¢causes no doubt contrituted to the fainbness of the top and
botton linem of the two "B" stamps, , o -

iy photogruph of the top part of the right pane ia
an 0ld photostat and hardly good enough to plate frome I
' guspect that your block comes from the left pene and 1f 80,
T will be able to plste it for yous. I might add thet I have
noted sinller examples on both plates 4 and 12 and # few on ‘
Plate 11, That is, whore the top or bottom lineés are so feint ' -
that the stumps appeAr to be other than shat they were originally.
I mentioned ih my book thet a IIlA from Plate One Barly wes . -
‘due to & short tpansfer and orasure in the gutters.

L It is well to reuember that a short transfor can ocour

" any place on a plate, Iven though & roller had threo relisfs,

only one relisf 1s "rooked in" at & time end 1t is rocked

.baek and forthe If the particular relief is not fully rocked

at top or bottom, or both, a "short" is bound to occur, The

two bottom stemps in your bloock were from a full §

but the faintness of the top and bottom 1 8 due prir 2

tot::rnauro'," that is, in the "burnishing” of the horizontal
guitierd. ; /

I oxamined tate blook vory curefully wider my 1aup, but
I could not detect any evidence t anyone had tried to nake
Type III stamps out of Type II staaps.

I did not state in my book that we had ever entire :
reconstructed Plate 12, Ve know the distribution of the reilefes
from records that have been kept of large blocks that were in
existence years ago and large blocks that still exlst. From . =
most of these records I am able to plate wost any Plate 12 single,
pair, strip or block. .



#2+ Mr. Je G. Plookenstein, May 28, 1947,

1 am sonding a copy of this letler to Harold as I
know he must have been Iinterested in thie problem.

I intend to make enlarged photographe and these will
show definite traces of the erasures,

Will return the block later,
. Beat of regavds -

Yours #tc.,



Nay 28, 1947,

¥r. J. G. Pleckenstein,
419 Union 5t., '
- Tonim, Mich,

Dear Jaclk:

, Yours of the 26th with the 1¢ 1857 block safe to
‘hand, This block comes Irom the top and seeond rows of -
Plate 12 and the reliefs are positively the "A" and "B." °
What you noted in the two "B," Type II staups is due, not

only to a £light short transfer, but also to "plate i
erusures” plug worn impressions,  In fact, &ll three of these
causes no doubt contributed to the faintness of the top and
bottom lines of the two "B" stampe. e uTileh ey

My photograph of the top part of the right pane is
‘an old photostat and hardly good eénough to plate frome I
suspect that your block comes from the left pane snd Af Bo,
I will be able to plste it for yous, I might add that I have
noted similar examples on both plates 4 and 12 and & few on
_Plate 11, That is, where the top or bottom lines are go falnt -

that the stamps appear to be other than vhat they were originally.,

I mwentionsd in my book that a IIIA from Plate One Barly was
due to a short transfer and erdsure in the gutiers. s el

It is well to remember that a short tyansfer can oteur
any place on & plate, Bven though & roller had three reliefs,
only one relief ia "rocked In" at & time and it 1s rocked
back and forth, If the particular relief is not fully rocked .
at top or uottom, or both, a "short" is bound to occur, The
two bottom stamps in your block were from a tullvgﬁgg 1T rolie%,
but the faintness of the top and bLottom lines iz due princlipaily
to "erasures;” that is, in the "burnishing" of the horizontal
gutters, ; ’ 7

I examined this block very carefully wnder my lamp, but
I could not detect any evidence that anyone had tried to make
Type III staups out of Type II stauaps, ,

1 did not state in my book thet we had ever entirel
reconstructed Plate 12, Ve know the distribution of the reliefs
from records that have been kept of large blocks that were in
existence years ago and large blocks that still exlst, Fron

most of these records I am able to plate wost any Plate 12 single,
pair, strip or block,. - , 5 e



#2s ¥r., J. G, Fleckenstein, May 28, 1947,

I am sending a copy of this letter to Hareld as I
know he must have been interested in this problem,

I intend to make enlarged photoygraphs and these will
gshow définite traces of the erasures.

11l return the block later.
Best of regards -

Yours etc.,




ol
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.. May 28, 1947.

%

‘Mr. J. G, Fleckenstein,

419 Union St.,
. Toniky Michs

Do§r Ja§k=

| Yours of the 26th with the 1¢ 1857 block safe to
hand, This block comes from the top and recond rows of

”alnte 12 and the reliefs are positively the "A" and "B,"

t you noted in the two "B," Type II stamps is due, not
only to a slight short tramnsfer, but also to "plate :
erasures” plus worn impressions, In fact, all three of these
causes no doubt contributed to the faintness of the top and

.‘.bpttam lines of the two "B" stamps.

My photograph of the top part of the right pane is

' an old photostat and hardly good enough to plate from, I

suspect that your block comes from the left pane and if so,

1 will be able to plate it for you, I might add that T have
noted similar examples on both plates 4 and 12 snd a few on
‘Plate 1), That is, where the top or bottom lines are so faint

that the stamps appear to be other than what they were originally.

1 mentioned in my book thet a ILIA from Plate One Harly was
- due to a ghort transfer and erasure in the gutters, ,

1% 1s well to remember that a short transfer can occur
any place on & plate, Even though a roller had three rellefs,
only one relief is "rocked in" at a time and it is rocked

_bagk and forth, If the particular relief 1is not fully rocked

at top or bottom, or both, a "short" i1s bound to oceur, The

two bottom stamps in your block wore from a full 5%22 II relief,
" but the faintness of the top and bottom lines 1s due principally
‘to "erasures,” that 1s, in the "burnishing" of the horizontal

'guttars.;

' 1 examined this block very carefully under my lamp, but
I could not detect any evidence that anyone had tried to make
Type III stamps out of Type II stamps, g s

1 did not state in my beook that we had ever entirely
peconstructed Plate 12, We know the distribution of the reliefs
from records that have been kept of large blocks that were in :
existence years ago and large blocks that still exist. From

- most of these records I am able to plate most any Plate 12 single,
 pair, strip or block, : 2 . : . i



]

#2¢ Mr. J. G. Fleckenstein, May 28, 1947,

I an sending a copy of this letter to Earold as I
know he muet have been interested in this problem.

I intend to make enlarged photographs and these will
show definite traces of the erasures,

¥ill return the block later,
Bast of regards -

Yours ete.,




June 4, 1947,

Mr, J. G. Fleckenstein,
419" Union St ° 9
Ionla, Mich.

Dear Jack:

Just to be absolutely sure I had Mr., Newbury

send me his large plece from the left pane of Plate
12 as I was rather sure that your block came from that
pane., His plece came in yesterday and this block,
which I am returning herewith, is from the following
poaitions:

L 12 - 4 [ 12

1L 18 - 14T I8

His big piece 1s an earlier printing than yours
and while the top and bottom lines on 13 and 14 are
faint, they are not broken like on your block. At first
I was suspicious that someone might have rased the
lines on 13 and 14 in your block but my lamp fails to
disclose any monkey-business nor does my microscope.
Later on I will send you photographs of the same posl=-
tiong in the Newbury pilece.

Your block ies a very faded out print, hence it
was not a plece that could have been plated from any
photographe in my record, I had to plate by direct com-
parison, Did Jacobs think that it was from Plate 117

Re = the reliefs., Compare Fig. 28B = page 302

~with 29B page 314. There is quite a difference.  Also

compare 28C - page 502 with 29C page 514, I think you
can easily note the difference,

: Stan Jr. will not get out of school until the 13th.
What time after that will it suilt Rene and you for us to
ran up? -

- With regards =

Yours ete.,




“ down?

June 21, 1947.

MI'- Jo Go Fleckenstein’
419 Union 8t.,
Ionia, Mich.

Dear Jack"

; I haven't been feeling so good for the
past week and the Doctor states that I must ease wup,
so we will have to postpone the contemplated trip
to lMichigan to a luter date. Ve are indeed sorry
but ‘it cannot be helped. Stan Jr. went out and got
himself a job end started to work this morning.

Why don't you bring the family and drive

I have a sumons to appear' in Court next

Monday to serve on the Jury but I have a letter from

my physician stating that I should be excuseds I hope

.80.

| "!mnever acknowlédged receipt of you Pl, 12
block Or made any comment on my lotter,

' Mildred joinq me in regaros to you both.

| Cordially youz's,



June 25, 1947.

Mr, J. G, Fleckenstein,
419 Union St.,
Ionia, Mich.

Dear Jack

% 'I am enclosing herewith printe of your Plate 12
block and pdart of the ‘large Newbury bfock. The two top
stamps ‘in your block are 3L12 =~ 4112. The stamp at top to
left in the Newbury block is 4L %2. The stamp to left in
the second row of the Newbury ck-is 12L12.

A 1 also enclose gome cuts ahowing gome of the plating

. marks that are consistent on both pileces. Hote the 1l3L1l2 and
14112 in the Newbury block. The top line of 15 1s not broken

_ but it is rother faint over S+ Your 13L shows a distinct
break. Your 14L also shows a break 1n the top line but on the
Newbury this same line 1s continuous, and 1s not even faint,
-Note the bottom lines on 13 and 14 in the Newbury bloek. While
the lines are faint, they are not brokens

) - You 1nquipe as to how I would clugsify the 15 and 14
in your blocke I do not think that it would be falr to classify
them otherwise than as follows:

B . "fhese two . at amps wore both Type II befure the top and
}bottom 1ines fadod." : :

You see Jack, a faker could take a block of four like
the block 4 - 5 = 14 « 15 1n the Newbury shest and he could
erase the bottom lines in 4 - 5, and the top and bottom lines
in 14 = 156, and he would have & block of IIIA -~ IITA - ITI = III,
It would hardly be falr to call such a block of Type II stamps
as IITIA and III., The only difference between such a faked block
and your block would be that the "fade-out” in the faked block
was done deliberately to defraud, wherecas the fade-out in your
bloek came about naturally thru causes as set forth in my previe
out letters .

~As I wrote you previously there is nothing new about
such "freaks," I have been familiar with them for years,. I can
show you Type I coples from this plate which show a break in the
‘top llne, but these are not Type IA,

- 1 do not think that 1t would be wise to write an articla




e

#2. Mr. J. G. Pleckenstein, June 25, 1947.

on a block like yours, Too few would understand what 1t was all
about and it would only raise a question,

We are terribly sorry that we had to postpone the trip
for the present but it simply could not be helped. We had planned
to get an early start and drive direct to Ionia. e

With these prints I am also enclosing one of the top part
of the Newbury piece, also Mort's Pl. 2 crack plece, also a block

of 4 showing the crack, This is interesting as it shows the size
of the plate at tope. & ‘

‘ I regret that these photos are not better. I guess i& is
due to the paper that I used. ; ' 38

With regards =

Yours etc.,




GRAVER TANK & MFG. (0. [NC.

GENERAL STEEL PLATE CONSTRUCTION

J. G. FLECKENSTEIN EAST CHICAGO, INDIANA
SALES REPRESENTATIVE
IONIA, MICHIGAN
& TELEPHONES: IONIA 267 . .
DETROIT - TEMPLE 24581 or 10956 ) Ionla, Mi Chlgano

July 7, 1947.
-
| Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook,
33 N. Ft Thomas Ave.
Ft Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan: <

Pardon the delay in answering yours of June 2lst in which you enclosed the
photos. These are lovely and with the detailed notes about this Plate Twelve
block, they really make this block worthy of interest and study. However,
Stan, there is still one thing about this Plate Twelve block that I cannot
understand and it is this - did the top and bottom lines disappear because
of plate wear and if so, why did this Plate Twelve wear out so quickly when
it was in use only a few months? If not from plate wear, then what did
cause these lines to disappear? On page 117 of your Vol. I on the subject
of Type III-A (Plate One Early) you call attention to the fact that certain
stamps from Plate One Early might be Type II originally and then due to plate
i wear show up later as Type III-A, but in the case of Plate One Early, we
believe the plate was not hardened until after it was recut, whereas with
the later plates, we believe they were hardened before being sent to press.
Or was it possible that Plate Twelve was never hardened? You mention in your
letter of June 25th that a faker could take a block and erase the bottom and
top lines and thus make Type III out of Type II stamps but Harold Stark tells
me that he does not believe a faker could do this and actually fool anyone
equipped with a binocular microscope such as you and he enjoy.

Rene received Mildred's note of July 2nd and we were sure disappointed that
you had to postpone the trip to Michigan. Hope you are feeling better now
Stan, and that the doctor rated you as 100% again. If you could only arrange
to get up here by Next Friday night or Saturday morning, it would be awfully
nice as Rene is leaving Saturday for a week at Wolf Lake, Baldwin, Michigen,
where we have rented a huge cottage with meals furnished by Mrs. Rockwell so
she does'nt have to cook, and we would like to have you and the family up at
the lake with us. Rene leaves Saturday for one week but I won't be able to get
away until Sunday night so I will be in Ionia all day Sunday (am attending the
annual Hunting & Fishing Club picnic and skeet shoot at the Bertha Brock Park
¢ here in Ionia§ so if you could arrive Sunday July 13th, we could all drive up
to Baldwin together. Try and make it either Friday, Saturday or Sunday if
you feel able.

~ Under separate cover, we are sending Mildred a Mexican belt and bracelet set.
She admired the one Rene had in New York. The belt may be too large and if
so, any jeweller can remove one or more links to bring it down to the right
size. When it gets tarnished, it is easily cleaned by using a brush with
soap and water and plenty of baking soda and just scrubbing it lightly. Hope

. Mildred will be pleased with it. Regards!
Si
JGF/ J{ G. Fleckenstein.
RELGASNET Sii= CATASAUQUA,PA. « EAST CAGO, IND. « TULSA, OKLA.

EAST CHICA GO, INB, = TWLSA 0K LA,

O.FFICE S i—= NEW YORK, N.¥- » CATASAUQUA,PA. .« CHICAGO, I'LL.




July 10, 1947.

Mr. J. G, Fleckenstein,
419 Undon Sto,
Ionia, Mich.

‘Dear Jaeks "~
Yours oi the Vth received.

: Thanks again Jack for your cordial invitation but
I simply cannot make its¢ I haven't been feeling at all well
for the past ten days and it would be impossible for me to
attempt the trip at this time. I am hoping that with an end
to the disagrecable wet damp cool weather that I will feel
bettere We appreciate the fact that it would be most enjoy=~
able to join you all st Wolf Lake and we would love to do so

. but I cannot at present., I am sure that you will understand,
Brooks cannot understand why I haven't been up to Marshall and
the Starks have been expecting us to drop in at Clear Lake,

Regarding the Plate 12 blocks I doubt if one could
attribute much "plate wear" to Pl, 12, but if the top &nd bottom
‘lines on certain positions were orinlnally faint (lightly trans-
ferred) 1 suppose a certain amount of plate wear could account
for the failure for such top and bottom lines to fully register,

On so many of the Type II positione on this plate the
top and bottom lines were originally lightly transferred,
- Printings were made 87 years ago., In all that time I doubt 1f
it is strange that m certain amount of "fading out" occurred on
lightly inked iumpressions.

The 13L12 in your block shows the best example of breaks
in both the top and bottom lines, yet when this position was
transferred both top and bottom lines were sharply defined. The
'%uestion, therefore, arises = what caused the breaks 1n your

SLl12.

To prove the above I am enclosing herewith an early lme

ression from 13L12, Do you not agree that thils copy Shows both
EInes (Top and bottom) very sharply defined? Take the little
dash between the "0" and "N" of ONE. Note how sharp it is on
this single copy, but on your 13LIZ it is rather faint. Ny
single shlows a dot in the "U' of U. 8,, also & dot in the "T"
of Cent, and both of these dots are on the 13L12 in the Newbury
~bloek, but are missing on the 13L12 in your block. Did plate
wear or = fading of the ink cause them to disappear?

' I am also enclosing a strip of three of €7L12 - 68L1Z2 =
69L12, This 1s an early impression., Compare the top line of




#2. Mr. J. G. Fleckenstein, July 10, 1947.

687, (4 II) with the top lines of 68 and 69 (Type I).

There is no question but what the binocular miscroscope
1s wonderful and it shows up so many things that cannot be de=-
tected by the small magnifying glasses but I do believe that a

-faker could erase a faint top and bottom line (or both) in such
a way that- the B. M, would fail to detect the falt « I am
basing my belief on long experience, In the case of your block
I do not believe that the lines were artificlally erased.

Mildred was thrilled with the last paragraph of your
letter. The package has not arrived as yet, so more on this
later, ;

Again re - Pl, 12, I belleve that the plate was hardened
before 1t was put to press I don't suppose there can be any
doubt on this point. That 1s what caused the "grainy" surface -
which gave us the film-coated impressionss You will recall that
late impressions do not show the blue film,

Re - Pl. 1 B+ The best IIIA positions from this plate
were doubtless IIIA from the very beginning. For example, certain
i, positions in the second row of the right pane. I doubt if any .of
these were ever Type II, Gutter erasures undoubtedly broke some of
the top lines -~ some plate wear may have made the breaks a bit
more pronounced,

E

It has been puring down rain here all day - and it is
cold -~ Strange weather for July 1l0., Maybe it is the result of so
many flying gishes. :

Our best wishes to you both.

Yours ete.;

i

.b P+Se I may have several One Cent items to send you by the
end of the week. Please advise if I should send them or hold them
until later.

; | G e oy




GRAVER TANK & MFG. (0..[NC.

GENERAL STEEL PLATE CONSTRUCTION

J. G. FLECKENSTEIN EAST CHICAGO, INDIANA
SALES REPRESENTATIVE
IONIA, MICHIGAN
TELEPHONES: IONIA 267 ”
pereorr - IEgRRERIORIIXZENX Mad 5300 ' Ionia, Michigan,

July 17, 1947.
Mr., Stanley B. Ashbrook,
Ft Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan:

Thanks for your letter of the 10th and remarks about the block from Plate Twelve.
Also the copies from Plate Twelve you enclosed (13L12 and 67-88-69 L-12)

which I have studied carefully in line with your comments, and return here-
with. It seems to me that this block is 2 most interesting item, don't you
agree?

I spent all day yesterday with Harold Stark and Charles Shierson - we drove
from Detroit to Grand Rapids together and then I stopped off here in Ionia
for the night. Rene and the children are away this week up at Wolf Lake and
it is most lonely here at Ionia. I do wish you could just come up here for

& week or ten days and loaf and rest = I think it would do you worlds of good.

In the lest paragraph of your letter of the 10th, you mention you may have
several One Cent items to send by the end of the week and ask if you should
send them or hold them. I have'nt spent a dime for stamps since the CIPEX -
in fact have'nt even mounted the items I acquired at the New York show, - due
I suppose to two reasons - first the extremely hot weather, and secondly
because of the fact that I hawve been feeling as tho I should hold the brakes
on spending on the theory that I spent too much on the New York trip. This
last reason is probably foolish altho business has not been nearly as good
as it was a year ago - in fact I doubt if we will make much money at the
refinery this year and might even come out with a loss, as we have'nt hardly
any crude oil at all.

Also have your letter of July 8th enclosing the Krug covers. None appeal
to me altho I believe Harold Stark would like some of them at least and
suggest you send them to him.

Had a letter from Mort Neinken in which he reports that contrary to most
reports about a slump in stamp prices - that prices are higher than ever
in New York, and he indicates will go ewven highee this Fall.

Again we hope you and the family can make it up here this Summer. We don't
enter into social activities, you know, and you can rest to your heart's

content.
Regards!
Simcerely,
JGF/k Je [G. Fleckenstein.
Enc :REG:
PAESANNI TS S = CLATTA STA WQW A, PiA, = EAST CHECAGO, IINIDL ve TUHMYESIAL O WGILAL

OFFICES = NEW YORK,N.Y. = CATASAUQUA,6 PA. -« CHICAGO, ILL, < [EAST CHICAGO,IND. - TULSA OKLA.
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May 14, 1947.

Mr. G Brumell;
Bournemouth, Endland.

My dear Nr. Brumell:

Thanks very much for your kind letter
. of the 25rd of April.

2 I am leaving uoday for the International o
_Exhibition in New York and will write you on my '
return,

T. am abtaching to envelope one of the i
: souvonir sheets. : 5

1 am wondering if you can give ‘me any
further information than Hendy gave us on the
marking - Flge 343 - page 58 of his book?

Sincerely yours,
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August 27, 1947.

Mr. G. Brumell,
Maori,
86 Richmond Park Ave.,

Bournemouth, England,
My dear lMr, Brumell:

Thanks very much for your letter of the 2nd, I am inclined to
believe that your explanation of a fee for late posting is no doubt
correct but I am wondering if a further point might fully explain the
unusual rate? For example, could it be possible that the 1D and 6D
"fees" were payable in cash rather than in stamps - perhaps not on
domestic mail but on foreign mail? I believe that rates fixed by
Postal Conventions between countrles were supposed to confirm with
payments shown on individual letters, by which I mean, that if an ex-
tra fee was charged for a speclal service the payment was in cash,
not in stamps, Thus no confusion in the accounting office of the re-
ceiving country.

T will cite several U. S. examples, A "Supplementary Mail"
service was ostablished in 1853 at New York, (only) for foreign mail,
(Practically for mail to Britain), Letters could be posted at the
pier up to within 15 minutes of sailing and after the regular mall had
closed at the N.Y. P.0. For such service double Eostaﬁe wag charged,
but the extra rate was payable only in cash, pa stamps, the
payuent was not recognized., It was termed a fee - not a rate.

: Another "fee" example is our early Registered Mail Fee, From
July 1, 1855 until Jan. 1, 1867 our registered "fee" was payable only
in cash, not in stamps,

Perhaps those two covers, photo prints of which I sent you,
were very rare examples-of "cash fees" paid by stamps thru
ignorance of the writer tha% payments in stamps were hot recognized.
Could this be the proper explanation?

- Sincerely yours,




N. A. WoobpwortH COMPANY
FERNDALE , MICHIGAN

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
May 29, 19L7

Mr, Stanley B. Ashbrook,
A.P.S‘ 2)497,

33 N. Fte Thomas Ave.,
Ft. Thomas, Kentucky.

My dear Mr, Ashbrook:

Many thanks for your note of May 27th. It
was nice of you to write.

Please do not feel obligated for the pencil
you refered to because you have already paid in advance
for this by expertizing some 1¢ '51l's for me through
our mutual friend, Ezra Cole. OSome day I might ask
for a repetition, but you can be sure I will not im-
pose too much upon your good nature,

I did enjoy very much meeting you and your
charming wife. I had heard so much of Stanley B,
Ashbrook and it certainly was a real pleasure to meet
you personally.

If you are ever in Detroit and in need of
a hotel room or any other service that I can afford,
please give me a call.

With my very kindest regards, I am,

Sincerely ypurs,

27

N, A, Woodworth

NAW /b




June 22, 1947,

Mr. N.-A. Woogworth,
Ferndale, Mich.

Dear:Mr. Woodwofth:
If you haven't a copy of my book entitled,

The U, &, Issue of 1869 - Preceded by some Addi-
tional Wotos on "The Premicres Gravures of 18€l,

"

I would like to forwarded you a copy with
iy compliments.

If you will inform me what elass of U. S.
covers or stamps thet are of special Iinterest to you
the chances are that I can be of some assistance

at timee. a

Sincerely yours;




NEWTON AWOODWORTE
FERNDALE, MICHIGAN

June 25, 1947

My, Stanley B. Ashbrook,
A.P.S, 2h9¥, :

33 N. Ft. ‘homas 4Ave.,
Ft. Thomas, Ky.

My dear Mr. Ashbrook:

It certainly was mighty nice of you to write me as you
did on June 22, Indeed I would be very happy to receive a copy of
your book entitled "The U.S, Issue of 1869 - Preceded by som Addi-
tional Notes on "The Premieres Gravures of 1861".

In reply to your question as to my special interests in
the hobby, I will say, generally, it is the U.S. stamps off-cover
only. Specifically, first of all the 1847 and 1851 Imperf issues.
Next in line, the 1851 and then the 1869 issues. I am also inter-
ested in very fine to superb copies of all of the 19th century
issues,

During the war years and the reconversation period which
we are just immerging from, I have been so busy that I have had
very little time for the hobby and have been uneble to be much
other than an accumulator in a limited manner of items that I am
especially partial to.

When I talked with you in New York I mentioned having
read one of your books on the 1 'S5l and '57 issues, but I wes
wrong. It was the condensed edition put out by Scott a number of
years ago. Since the show, our mutual friend, Ezra Cole, has been
able to pick up for me both volumes of this very fine work on the
1¢ Blues. I hope eventually to get through these in detail., .I
have leafed through and find so many items of interest.

- "

I have read, I believe, most of your”specialist books
and have enjoyed them very much. Incidently, I was fooled, or
rether foolish enough to buy the block of four unused 5¢ 1847 with
the "D shift", as illustrated in one of your books. I gave this
to Ezra Cole to dispose of for me several years ago, but as yet
have been unsuccessfule. The condition os this block is such that
it nauseates me whenever I look at it. I really think I was uncon-
scious when I bought this from a Lambert Gerber Sale in 19,2,

Incidently, some chap living on Bircherest in Detroit
called me a couple of weeks ago and said you had mentioned to him
that I was interest in the hobby. Unfortunately, I do not recall
his name because at the time of his call, a group of guests were




Page #2 June 25, 1947

arriving at my home for Sunday dinner and I am afraid my atten-
tion was diverted too greatly. I would appreciate it no end if
you would pass this chap's name on to me.

If in your travels you ever come to Detroit, I would
love to have the pleasure of your company for an evening and
dinner, if convenient for you. 1 have heard so many fine things
of Stanley B. Ashbrook that it would be a great privilege and
pleasure to know you better.

With my very kindest personal regards always, I am

Most sincerely yours,

N- -Ao WOOdWOI"th

Nalt /b
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June 30, 1947.

T+ Mre Newton A. Woodworth,

- Ferndale, lNichigen.
Dear Mr, Woodworth:

I am in reeéipt of yours of the ZStﬁ and under
separate cover I am mailing you with my compliments a
copy of my 1869 book as mentioned in my letter of the 22nd.

v . ./The gentleman who called you several weeks ago was
no doubt my food friend Mr, Harold W. Stark of 18652
Bircherest Drive, Detroit, S8tark is a prince of a fellow,
a very ardent philatelist and a real student. He 1s one
of the leading members of the rather exelusive Detroit
Philatelic Socletye I make this distinction because I
think ‘that the Detroit Socisty has a class of membership
which farfar above that of the usual Philatelic Soclety. I

-suggested to lir, Stark that he get iIn touch with you,

Regarding ‘the 5¢ 1847 block with the "D" shift, Gerber

sent the block to me back iIn Dee, 1941 and T identified it for

hime In Auge 1942 at the S,P.A, Convention he held the auction

- sale and the bloek was in that sale., I often wondered what
became of 1t. The block is badlgtcut into but 4t is a wvery

rare item, and 1t 1s toobe regretted, in my opinion, that pre-
sent day collectors put "condition" above everything else. I
have no doubt whatsoever that the bleock is unique. I discovered
the "D" shift, as I recall, about thirty years ago. At least

I Judge it was about that time as it was goon after the Chase
article appeared in the old Philatellc Gazette (1916).

: T also discevered the "C," Tn all the intervening years
1 hdve seen very few duplicates of either varlety though the "A"
and "B" are rather common in comparison, : '

Thanks so mich for your kind invitation to pay you &

»iyiost on any future trip to Detrolt.

S;ncerely;ybure,




- ot

NEWTONAWOODWORTH
FERNDALE ’ MICHIGAN

July 3, 1947

Mr. Stanley B, Ashbrook,
BIF .S 21;9%,

33 N, Ft., *homas Ave.,
Ft. Thomas, Ky.

My dear Mr., Ashbrook:

Your complimentary copy of your book arrived
while I was in New York, hence my delay in writing you.
It certainly was swell of you to remember me in this
manner and you can be sure I will treasure this more
than if I had purchased this from some dealer. It was
especially nice of you to autograph the book as you
dide.

Also, many thanks for the information re-
garding Mr. Stark. I will endeavor to make contact
with him this evening and arrange for a date with him
at his convenience.

Your comments regarding the 5¢ 1847 block
with the "D" shift were noted with interest, also
your mention of the A-B-C varieties.

Again, my most sincere thanks for your in-
terest in me.

With my very kindest regards always, I am,

Most sincerely yours

NAW /b




Dot . 21’ 1947,

=

Mr. Sterling T. Dow,
197 Pine 8t.,
Porgland 4, laine,

My dear Mr. Dow:

; I thank you for your Interesting letter of the 1llth.
I am a mere novice when it comes to our early postal history,
various rates, etc. etc. The explanation of the rate on your
Portland cover of 1768 1s most interesting and I have no
doubt but what your analysis is perfectly correct but it does
seem odd that with a Springfield address, there would be a
notation that thd letter was to be left at Boston., Could it
" be possible that the writer wanted the letter to be mailled at
Boston instead of Portland? Perhaps the writer was aware that
the ship was golng to stop first at Portland and then proceed
to Boston, thus by instructing it to be mailed st Boston the
rate would have been less? This is just a suggestion on my
part.

How very odd. While writing this letter, my copy of
the current Mekeel!s came in with your article illustrating the
above cover,

A further guess on my part is that the "413" rating was
in error made at the Portland of fice, and was corrected there,
Perhaps the Boston notation confused the clerk.

Hegarding the Ship Fee of 4¢. This rate was established
by Act of Peb. 20, 1792, Seec., 10. I believe that you will find
that Sec. 15 of this same act provided that the P.M. paid the
ship 2¢ and retained the other 2¢.

I agree with you that your "16¢" rate of 1812 was a
double rate letter irom Portland to Bath, it was bLrought into
Portland and mailed there., At that time the 8hip Fee was 2¢,
but it could not Le paid to foreign vessels, so perhaps the ship
captain simply mailed the letter und saved the addressee the extra
expense of 2¢.

You certainly have accomplished a very fine piece of work
on the postal history of your state and I congratulate you.

By the way, I note 'that your middle name is Tucker, which
I judge is a family name, My mother's maiden neme was Tucker,
and her people were originally from Maryland, the first of the




#2, Mr. Sterling T. Dow, Oct. 21, 1947.

line came to Kentucky in 1786,
With regards =

Cordially yours,
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Jan, 7, 1948,

Dr., J.J. Van Keulen,
Waalstraat 65 II
Amgterdan -
Zuid -
Holland,

Dear Doctor: 3

Yours of the:
the information that®

!hﬁ received and I am pleased to give you
pu requested.

I - Territorial. States, before they were admitted to the
U.S5, union of states were known as territories. For exauple,
before Kensas was admitted to the Union it was known as Kansas
’ Territory, and a city was known as "TOPHKA ~ K.T." Today, Alaska,

Hawail and Puerto Rica are U.,8. territories, California was never
organized as a territory but after the U.S.-Mexican war it was
adnitted as a state (1850).

Your pair of #33 with Sacramento, Cal, represents the 6¢
rate (1851-1855), via Panama to the eastern section of the U,S8,
The term "Territorial" does not apply to stamps but rather to postal
parkings and different dates apply to each state, as for example:

Colorado, became a territory Feb. 28, 1861
state Aug. 1, 1876
territory Sep., 9, 1850
state Jan., 4, 1896.

= =

'

i1

ete. etec.

Perhaps the best book for such data would be the "Stampless
Cover Catalogue." I think the price is $3.00 per copy.

"Westerns? refer to certain "specialties" such as "Via
Panama" maII "Via Nicaragua" mail < "Pony Express Mail" - "California
Poe tmarks" etc. ete, Perhaps one of the best reference list of such
ls the auction catalogue of the Xnapp Sale - prorusely &llustrated.
This was held in 1940. I can supply & copy @ $5.00.

: ‘ A "Territorial™ could be in the "Western Class" as for ex=
ample, a "Nevada Territory" co