Scrapbook No. 22 October 1951 — March 1952

1. James A. Duncan Re: Prepaid Ship fee into Portland Maine
2: Wulfekehler Re: Fincastle, Va

33 Frank W. Campbell Re: Canadian-U.S. combination covers
4, Y. Souren Re: 90¢ 1861 cover

5. Daniel F. Kelleher Re: 30¢ 1860 on cover

6. Philip Ward Re: Premieres

7/ J.G. Fleckstein

8. Carl E. Pelander Re: encircled grid, NY to France
9. Marcel Levy Re: Way

10. | Sherman E. Rogers Re: 30¢ 1861 Fake

11. | E.J. Huber Re: 5¢ August

12. | Jack Molesworth Re: 1861 10¢ Type | earliest
13. | Morris Fortgang Re: Covers 1857 and 1861

14. | Dr. Carroll Chase Re: Zareski Fake

15. | Jack Molesworth Re: 25¢ rate S.F. to England
16. | Harold W. Stark Re: “Too Late” to France

17. | Dr. Carroll Chase Re: 2¢ 1869 bisect

18. | The Philatelic Foundation Re: Knapp Shift

19. | H.E. Harris & Co. Re: Confederate Frame line strip
20. | Jack Molesworth

21. | E.J. Huber re: 90¢ Premier Gravure

22. | Henry Heyburn

23. | Harold Duckworth, Chase Re: Sitka Alaska

24. | Morris Fortgang Re: 1¢ 1851 strip of 3

25. | G.L. Habbert Re: cover to California from Vienna
26. | Murl Kimmel Re: Covers

27. | W.L.L. Peltz Re: Unpaid covers

28. | Van Dyk Mac Bride Re: Prison Hospital

29. | C.M. Phillips Jr. Re: Syracuse “PAID”

30. | Maurice C. Blake Re: U.S.-British Postal treaty
31. | John A. Fox Re: 90¢ 1860 red grid, repaired

32. | Paul Rohloff, six covers

33. | Jack M. Schwartz

34. | Van Dyk Mac Bride Re: Charleston S.C. Large “2”
35. | Dr. W. Scott Polland Re: 36¢ to England

36. | Phillip Ward Re: Painted pair 85L4 — 86L4

37. | Dr. W. Scott Polland: 85¢ cover to Switzerland
38. | Harmer Rooke Re: 30¢ 1869 fake cover

39. | Francis E. Stern Re: 1¢ 1857

40. | John A. Fox Re: 2 covers

41. | ).G. Fleckstein Re: 5 covers

42. | Arthur J. Reed

43. | Jack Molesworth

44. | Ezra Cole Re: 5¢ 1847 orange pair




45. | The Philatelic Foundation Re: 30¢ 1869 cover to England
46. | Maurice Jamet Re: 30¢ 1869 cover

47. | Ezra Cole

48. | Jack Molesworth

49. | Ezra Cole Re: 3¢ Green combination cover

50. | Frank Campbell Re: 3¢ 1857 cover from Victoria VI
51. | The Philatelic Foundation

52. | Mortimer Neinken

53. | L.L. Shenfield Re: Confederate Express Mail

54. | J. David Baker Re: 3¢ rate via Overland Mail

55. | Harold W. Stark

56. | Harold W. Stark

57. | Ezra Cole Re: 5¢ 1847 orange

58. | Nelson P. LaGanke Re: 3¢ 1861 pink cover

i



October 20, 1951

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
3> N. Fort Thomas Ave.

Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Col. Ashbrook:

The other day, when I spotted the enclosed cover in a dealer
stock, I thought that I had something. At the firet chance

I found in my file of clippinge of many of your articles

in Stamps one under date of July 19, 1941 that deals with
the Carrier Rate. Imagine my diesapointment when I saw that

neither Portland, Me. or Chester, Pa. listed ae places
having this carrier service.

I er taking the liberty of sending this cover on to you,
nevertheless, in the hope that since 1941 something has
turned up that will shed some light on thie cover,

Could it be a double Carrier item, that is, one cent for
taking to the Post Office at Portland, and the other cent
for making delivery to the B. S. Army Hospital? '

The date is not clear as you can see, but under a glaes
the lest figure seems to be a 3. If this is right the daye
Jan. 30, 1863 makes the cover come within the Cerrier Periodl

I sincerely hope that you are not to buey to give this cover
the once over. Am enclosing a stamped, self addressed enkelope
for your comvience.

Sincerely,
6? ,kZ)Lvu/ChaVVu,
James A. Duncan

323 Viest Ostrander Ave.
Syracuse, New York




Oct. 24, 1951.

Mr, James A. Dunean,
323 W, Ostrander Ave.,
SYI‘&OHFG, N.Y-

Dear Mr. Duncan:

Hwth the 1861 cover as per yours of the 20th.

This#s quite a nlee cover - a prepeid Ship Letter into Portland,
1—

Maine, thot %. & latter thet origineted at some undieclosed origin ~ was
brought into

ortland by a private ship (mon-contract mail), which en-
titled the%ptain to a "Ship" fee of 2¢. The addressor prepaid this fee
80 that it would not be collected from the sddressee. I believe this is

the first sueh cover into Portland that I have seen.

Sincerely yours,

haat



By

.)r‘r:, A j'uv‘v({\m
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e *()‘?'ﬁ Van Dyk Mac Bride

744 Brocd Street

Newark 2, N. &

May 11th, 1949.

dr. L. L. Shenfield,
350 Fifth Ave.,
New York, N. Y.

Dear Larry:

When Gene Costales bought the Needham Confederate

collection this Fincastle, Va. Postmaster's Provisional envelope
was in it. Gene tells me that he took up the matter of getting it
listed in the Scott Catalog with Gordon Harmer, who suggested that
jﬁbfirst be submitted for an opinion to Stanley Ashbrook, you, and

/ He then turned the envelope, and the accompanylng items over to
me, and asked me to take it up with you and Stanley. I &m now send-
ing the material to you for that purpose.

You will note that it includes not only the discovery
cover, which originally came from the Ferrary collection, but {ive
other covers having some collateral reference value. Also enclosed
is a clipping from the“New Southern Philatelist’of March 1941 with
an article by August Dietz describing the cover, and quoting some
affidavits which apparently accompanied the cover at that time.
Where the original affidavits are now, I do not know,

These affidavits seem to quite definitely establish
th: genuineness of the cover, as one of them is by the person to
whom the cover was addressed, a Reverend, and his wife, while the
other is by the man who was the Confederate postmaster at Fincastle,
Va. These affidavits were dated some 35 years after the end of the
War, and I do note that the contents of the one by the postmaster
are somewhat confusing.

I think the five additional covers enclosed are par-
ticularly interesting. Four of them bear Confederate stamps and
carry the same Fincastle, Va. postmark as appears on the Provisional
envelope. One of the latter, and also the fifth cover which bears
& U.,8., 3¢ 1861 issue stamp used from Indianapolis, Ind., are addressed
to the same person in the same handwriting as on the Provisional en-
velope.




o

L All this is perhaps better evidence as to genuine-
p) ness than we usually have to work with in endeavoring to establish
" & the authenticity of a Postmaster's Provisional item. One point
s ‘} which occurs to me would be to establish whether the Fincastle - 10 -
- Paid "stamp™ is under the Fincastle, Va. postmark on the Provisional
o cover. If it can be determined that it is, - I would then be in
i favor of recommending that it be listed in the Scott Catalogs.

Will you please examine all the enclosed, and then

give me your opinion on it in a letter? Please then send it all on

¢ to Stanley Ashbrook, together with a copy of your letter, for his

‘ examination. I hope that Stanley will consider the copy of this
letter which I am sending him today, as a request to write me his
comments, with a copy to you, and to then return the covers to me.
I will then return everything to Gene Costales, with the various
comments, and he will then be in a position to take it up further
with Gordon Harumer.

Sincera;y,

« //)/'? f ﬂ,’ ‘ P ' m&ﬁ?#;y&w:' :

S ’
V‘

MacB/HK M“M

.C,: Stanley B. Ashbrook.
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CJ J’ o lUy e P BIIE
744 Brocd Sireed

Wewamk 4, N. &

May 17th, 1949.

Mr. Bugene N. Lostales,
99 Nassau Street,
New Yorik, N, Y.

Dear Gene:

I submitted these Fincastle covers to Shenfield, to-
gether with a letter dated May 1llth, of which I now enclose a copy .
I also sent a copy of this letter to Stanley Ashbrook, but because
of a telephone talk I subseguently had with S8henfield about the mat-
ter, I am returning the covers to you rather than sending them to
Ashbrook at the present time.

Shenfield agrees with me that probably the most impor-
tant point to establish, is whether the Fincastle, Va., postmark on
the cover bearing the impression of the Provisional "stamp®, is defi-
nitely over, - or on top of, - the "stamp®. If it is, it would thus
indicate that the "stamp" was printed on the envelope before usage,
and this fact would of course be substantial indication that the en-
velope was provisionally prepared and sold prior to use.

It was Shenfield's thought, - in which I ooncur, - that

you submit this cover along with the other supporting items, to the

., Philatelic Foundation, for examination on this point. If this is

- -~done, and the photographs and other exauination determines that the
"stamp®™ is under the postmark, then I should personally feel that the
Fincastle marking guaslifies for listing as a Postmaster's Provisional, -
especially in view of the other covers, the reported affidavits, ete.
The fact will however still remain, that this is the only known copy, -
and there is a definite amount of reluctance to list anything of which
only a single copy is known to be in existence. '

I suggest, however, that you do submit it to the Phila-
telic Foundation, and if you care to let me know the results of their
examination I will be glad to discuss what further might then be done
with 1t.

Cordially yours,

G A

o<

> i

MacB/BK

0.0.8 S.B. "herOk ' & »
L.L, Shenfield

g
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June 15, 1950,

Mr, Bugene Wulfekuhler, Jr.,
Pe 0. Box 5401,
Daytona Beach, Fla,

Dear Gene:

Herewith the FPincastle cover and I must confess that this
seems to be genuines I do not place much confidence in opinions
regarding one ink over another, so I was not influenced by the
Kershner report or pPHOLO vaphse rerhaps the best advice that I can
give you issthis - Should you declde to purchase it - do so only on
the condition that it be accompanied by a cwrtificate of genmuine-
ness of the Philatelic Foundation. This, for your protection and not
because I would be influenced one bit whether that bunch of "Ex%r‘lrz_s_"
declared it good or bad, Of course, I am not including Caspary ]
even he is not always right any more than I am,

If this 1s genuine I wonder why it is not listed in the
S,UsS.? Perhaps old-timers know the history of this cover but the
fact 1t belonged to Needham is offset by the fact it went to him from
FPerrary, lowever, there is not a question of a doubt that covers
were mamufactured to sell to Ferrary.

What impressed me to considerable extent is the simidarity
of the postmark on the cover and the strikes on the cheap covers, but
I am not wanindful that a very clever faker could make imitations of
cheap covers as well as fakes of a rare cover with the purpose of
using the former to authenticate the latter.

Please don't take my opinion as final on this cover. It
may be as good ag gold and it may be a very clever feke.

As far as the postrmark over E&g tamp 1s concerned, there
is a slight indication that the outer of the postmark may have
been retouched with black ink to give that "over all" appearance.
That 1ittle trick is rather common and a rsal artist can do a wondere
ful bit of artistie faking along that line.

' An opinion by Cus Dietz on this cover wouldn't mean &
darn thing to me, neither would one by Costales or MacBride. I would
1isten to one by Larry Shenfield because I have great respect for his
knowledge and ability.

I will not discleose to 'a.nyone that you sent any of the ene
closed to me., Incidentally the envelope arrived in damaged condi=-
tion as you will note. Is anything missing?

Since writing tho above I located two coples of letters




-

#2, lir. Bugene Walfekuhler, Jr,, June 15, 1950,

sent to me by MacBride in lay 1949,

It seemsg that Costales submitted the cover and abhor
evidence to liacBride for an opinion, lMaec, sent the mat;ezgal (May
11, 1949) to Shenfield and in his letter roquested him to send

the material to me, It seems that the two of them discussed the
matter over the phone and decided not to bother me, Larry returned
the items to Mac and under date of lley 17th, 1949, lMac returned them
to Cestales, and in his letter he advised Costales to submit the
cover to the P,F, and to try and determine whether the postmark was
over the "Provisional." From these two let-ers I Judge that Larry
and Mac were not dispesed to question the cover, but I think there
might have beén a sli ght suspicion on their par&, that all was not
exactly right,

With best wishes «

Cordially yours,




- Frncastle
TR

June 15, 1950,

Mre. L,L.Shenfield,
g 350 Fifth Ave.
- New York i, Ne¥Yo

Dear Larry:
Yours of the 7th re&‘eived.

Tt is possible that you mislald the Britannica report
.Y and that it may turn up. If so, just send it to me, Thore
2. would not be any expense attach to obtaining a duplicate but
1 won't bother to do s0.
W A year ago last month Mac sent me coples of two of
his letters re - the Fineastle Va - P.M.P. « which Costales had
for sale. Noting those two coples today, I see that lac advised
Costales to submit the cover to the P.F. I am wondering if Gene
did so? Do you know? Surely he would not attempt to sell such

I can hardly blame him, I am wondering if Caspary ever saw the
cover? If so, why didn't he buy it? Mac evidently thought the
cover was genuine. Did you? Was any effort ever made to have it
1isted in the S.U.S.? If not, I wonder why? GOus Dietz okayed
it as gemuines Do you know anything that 1s not generally lmown?

A Regards =
=g

7 } Yours otc.,

an item without a certificate. Was he afraid to submit it? If so,










Oct. 26, 1951.

Mr. Bugene Wulfekuhler, Jr.,
Be 0% Box 5401. :
Daytona Beaeh, Fla, -

Dear Gene:

Thanks for your cheek for $3.00. I made photographs of the "
Fincastle and the lMobile and I will send prints to you later.

I believe that I wrote you that at Toronto John Hall and I
discussed your Fincastle cover and I told him that I would have you
send it to me and I would make a photograph of it. I would like to
send him a print end a copy of the letter herewith regarding it. As
you know John is a member of the P.F. Expert Committee and he is well
aware of the fact that I greatly deplore some of the serious blunders
that the Cormittee has made, probably none have been worse than their
certificate authenticating a stampless cover used at Portsmouth, Ohio
as a "genuine P.M.Provisional." '

If you have any objection to the above reouest please let me
know andIIw#illl sbide by your wishes in the matter.

Your Mobile cover is as good as gold. Prints will be forwarded
later-

With regards -

Sincerely yours,




Oect, 26. 1951.

" Mr. Bugene Wulfekuhler, Jr.,
\ P. 0. Box 5401,
Daytona Beach, Fla,

Dear Gene:
3
o> Yours of the 25%th received.

Herewith I am returning your Fincastle, Va., and the Mobile June 1,

1861, I suggest that you send the Fineastle to the Expert Committee of the
Philatelic Foundation. You did not request my comment on this but I am
going %o give you a bit of advice. Before you purchasel this I think you
should have played safe and informed Costales thet you would buy it pro-
vided the Philatelic Foundation would authentica‘e it. You are in the real
estate business in Daytona Beach, I am wondering if you would buy & plece
of property without having the title examined? Would you purchase a track
of land without any assurance that the title was clear?

I don't know anything about this Fincastle item and I don'$ $hink
anyone slse does, but I do know a little bit ebout fakers and a little bit

Provisional and what constitutes a handstemped “PAID." Things like this
Fincastle were manufactured to sell to Ferrary, who incidentelly was a noted
fall-guy for such stuff, FHe was no doubt more insane than sane, a sort of
wealthy moron. I am not stating this cover is a faeke but 1'1l be darmed if

I believe that this is enythins more than a "handstemped Paid.” To go on the

theory that a postmaster in a small villege like Fincastle, went to the
trouble of making homemade envelopes, printing the PAID in upper right and
then selling these homemade things to the publie is too farfetched for me to
believe, The fact is that I wouldn't believe such rot even &f the Expert

d this cover, was in their opinion, a “genuine Postmaster Provisional." Kow-
ever, if you hed such & certificate, it might afford you some excuse for
having this thing in your eclleection, I, therefore, advise you to make the
attempt.

You didn't ask for the above, but I em giving it to you without any
charge, so teke it for what it is worth.

Wus Dietz has this Fincastle listed in his catalogue as a "Postmaster

Provisional” and he lists it as "10¢ bladk on orange - ¥here is the orange?

I do not believe that the Editor of the 5.,U.8., Mr. Cordon Harmer,
would be foolish enough to 1list a thing like this., There is no question but
vhat many Dietz listings are incorrect,

George Linn of Sidney, Ohio., This Portsmouth thing is nothing in the world
but & stampless cover huk marked Paid with a fancy design in the upper right
I eorner. The FP.F. Committee issued a certificate stating the item was a
i "gen' Pos ter P «" In spite of this ridiculous certificats,

sbout covers., 1 also have an idea as to what really constitutes a Fostmaster

Committee of the Philatelie Foundation wounld issue s certificate stating that

A "handstamped PAID" used from Portsmouth, Ohlo, in the late eighieen
forties was submitted to the Expert Committee of the Philatelie Foundation by

P




#2 - lr, Bugene Wulfekuhler, Jr., Oct. 26, 1951.

a

Mr, Hamer has, so far, not scen fit to list this Portsmouth thing in the
S.Ue5, and let us hope that he will never do so.

Further referring to the Fipcastle in the Dietz catalogue, under
Virginia "Handstamped Paids" - page 70, is listed a Finecastle "PAID 5" but
no “PAID 10." Why? Under "Postm ster's Provisionals on page 94 is listed
this 10¢, but no 5¢ value - Why? This leads to but one conelusion - Dictz
must have gone on the theory that all mail requiring a 5¢ rate was hand-
stamped as "Paid,” whereas for all meil requiring a 10¢ rate, special
Postmaster Provisionals were prepared and sold to the publie.

¥hy make fish of one and fowl of the other? Does a faney design
marking make a cover a "Postmaster "rovisional?"

Sincerely yours,



Jan. 13, 1952,

Mr, Gordon Harmor,
% Scott Publications, Inc.,
1 West 47th St.,
New York 36, N.Y,
Dear Gordon:
Re « Confederate listing of a cover of

FINCABELE, VA,

I am enclosing & .copy herewith of a letter that I wrote to Mr. Eugene

Wulfekuhler, Jr». of Daytone Beach, Fla, on Oct, 26, 1951, Mr. Wulfekuhler
informed me that he purchased this cover from Fugene Costales several years
ago on the assurance that it would be listed in the 5.U.S,

I feel the same way about this cover that I do about the
Portsméuth, Ohio stampless cover which is owned by George linn of Sidney,
Ohio, and in my opinion, it would be ill advised to 1ist either one in the
S.U.S.

Wiith kindest regards -

Cordially yours,



y
]

Moo, T aabdoah e
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STANLEY B. ASHBROOK
P. O. Box 31
FORT THOMAS, KY. Nov. 1, 1951.

lMr, Eugene Wulfekuhler, Jr.,
P, 0. Box 5401,
Daytona Beach, Fla.

Dear Gene:

Further referring to thé Confed "Fincastle" cover. I have a copy
of the letter that I wrote you under date of June 15, 1950. In that letter
I stated: "I must confess that this seems to be genuine" - also - "I do not
place much confidence in opinions regarding one ink over another, so I was
not influenced by the Kershner report." I also stated: "Perhaps the best
advice that I can give you is this - Should you decide to purchase it, do so
only on the condition that it be accompanied by a certificate of genuineness
of the Philatelie Foundation." This was your protection and not because I would
be influenced one bit whether that bunch of "Expert8" declared it good or bad.
Of course, I am not including Caspary bui even he is not always right any
more than I am.," (and)

You surely have this letter. Look it up for the balance of my remarks.
;
In my letter of Oct. 26th last, I stated: "I don't know anything about
this Fincastle item and I don't think anyone else does, etc." I must have
held the same opinion when I wrote you om June 15, 1950.

I also have ehher correspondence regarding this cover. For example,
a copy of a lestter dated Hay 11, 1949 from MacBrids to Shenfield. 1In \hat
letter Mac stated, quote: "Gene (Costales) that he took up the matter of
getting it listed in the Scott Catalogue with Gordon Harmer, who auggesﬁed that
it first be submitted to Stanley Ashbrook, you and me. He then turned*tpe en=
velope, and the accompanying items over to me, and asked me to take it up with
you and Stanley. I am now sending the material to you for that purpose.“(end)

You will note that this letter was dated May 11, 1949. I have no re-
cord that Shenfield submitted the cover to me, but evidently he returned it to
MacBride. No doubt he was of the opinion that I was not especially 1ntere£ted
and did not care to be bothered.

Under date of May 17th, 1949, MacBride wrote Costales - I quote in ;
part as follows: "I submitted these Fincastle covers to Shenfield, togethef
with a letter dated May llth, of which I now enclose a copy. XL also sent &
copy of this letter to Stanley Ashbrook, but because of a telephone talk I |
subsequently had with Shenfield about this matter, I am returning the covera to
you rather than sending them to Ashbrook at the present time.” \

In this letter MacBride alsoc stated, quote: "It was Shenriald'é‘thonght,
in which I concur, that you submit this cover along with the other supporting
items to the Philatelic Foundation, etc.”



al'.'rr

72, Mr. Eugene Wulfékuhler, Jr., Nov. 1, 1951.

Under date of June 15th, 1950, I wrote Shenfield as follows. This
was the same date I wrote you, quote: "A year ago last month Mac sent me
copies of two letters re - the Fincastle, Va. - P.M,P. - which Costales had
for sale. Noting these two copies today, I see that llac advised Costales to
submit the cover to the P.F. - I am wondering if Gene did so? Do you know?
Surely he would not attempt to sell such an item without a certificate.

Was he afraid to submit it? If so I can hardly blame him. I am wondering if
Caspary ever saw the cover? If so, why didn't he buy it? Mac evidently
thought the cover was genuine. Did you? Was any effort ever made to have

it 1isted in the S.U.S.? If mot, I wonder why? Gus Dietz okayed it as
genuine., Do you know anything that is not generally known?" (end)

I have no reply in my Fincastle file to the above letter.

e ok % e ok ok e e e ke

I return herewith the article by Dietz in the New Southern FPhilatelist,
I don't think the affidavits prove a thing that is worth while. I also return
Kershner's photo-prints. Regarding the latter. These photographs are trick
photosraphy - Last July at Philadelphia I had a long talk with Kershner and I
asked him to explain to me how he made such prints, and he did. I can tell you
this - I will never resort to trick photography to prove that one ink was
applied over enother. By the method he uses it is my opinion that trick photos
could be made to show either one is over the other. Any thick ink will appear
to be over a thinner ink regardless of which one was applied first.

Kershner made similar photos of the Linn Portsmouth thing and I have a
suspicion that his trick prints influenced the Committee in issuing their
certificate. If they issued one on the Portsmouth I can't imagine why they
would refuse to issue one on your Fincastle,

I will give further thought to sending a copy of the letter that I
wrote you under recent date, to John Hall., I don't want to do anything that
would destroy the value of your investment, but I would go out of my way to
do anything I could to prevent this Fincastle from being listed in the 5.U.S.
The reason is obvious. I do not believe that this is a genuine Postmaster
Provisional,

With regards.

Sincerely yours,

=N



A.?’O'. 1. 1951.

¥re Lelofhenfield,
Eapire State Bldg.,
Hew York 1, W.¥.

Daar larry:

A%t the “"Gapex" I noted the "Fineastle™ in the Tulfekuhler exhibit and
I discussed it oasually with John Hall while the two of us were looking at
this portienlar exhibit. Upon my return I requested Wulfekuhler to sond it
to me 80 thet I eould examine end photograph it, which he did.

I bave in my Fincastle file eoples of the Macliride lotters of lay 1949,
Perhaps you will reesll that Mac stated that Costales hed advised Yec that the
matter of listing this thing in the 5,U.%, hod been taken up with Gordon Harmer
and thet Gordon suggested it be submitted to Shenfield, Naciride end Ashbrook
for opinions. It scems that Mac sulmitted it to yon and that you returned it
to lse., I wrote you @ year later -~ viz -~ in June 1950 meking inquiry reogsrding
your opinion, etec. I don't seem to have any reply to thst letter,

From Fae's lotter of May 1949 I assume he was of the opinion that the
cover was a genuine Confed F.¥,”. 1 don't know what your opinion was or is st
prosent, but lest week, ! advised Wulfekuhler thet it was my opini-n that this
sover was not and never was a Fostmaster I'rovisional, I don't know whethsr the
thing is gemuine or not, perhaps the latter and made to sell that nutty moron
the Count Von Ferrary. At any rete, if it wes setually used in March 1862, or
leter, then in my opinion, 4% is nothing more then a handstemped "Paid.,” I
beliove it would be an extremely bad poliey to 1ist this unicys item in the
Sellelie and I would oppose such setion in eny way that I could, I gather from a
letter that Mac wrote Costales in late May 1949 that both you and Mae were of
the opinion thet the cover be sabmitted to the 7.7, before being offured for sale.

Hg = tho Ksrshner photorraphs. /Any expert photographer will confirm my
statenent the' these sre trick photographs and don't mesn & thing. If one stops
end uses a little common sense they will realize that it would be impossible to
photograph two rother thin inks such as these and be able to show one ink over
the other, Trick photo raphs ean be made to show that aither one is over the other.

Unless the legitimascy of en item is clearly proved, & cuesti-nable tiing
should not be listed in e catalorue. It is criminal to do so. Ysors ago it was
possible to ot all sorts of sucker stuff listed, but once such stuff g=ts "in"

a catalopue it is virtuslly ispossible %o get 1t out. The so-called ,

Sravures” is e glaring exemple. The "ritish Gibhons catalogue removed these ,
labels from their catalogue in 1949 but they still coccupy @ prominent place in the
Jeots, providing a pitfall for a eolleotor with plenty of money but no philatelie
knowledse

Sincerely yours,
Copy %o
Vsn Dyk MacPride
Xugene ‘ostales
e MIA.MIQT. Jr,.
John Hall



TELEPHONE
CORTLANDT 7-5536

EUGENE N. COSTALES

AMERICAN PHILATELIC SOCIETY

ASSOC. STAMP EXHIBITIONS

MEMBER POSTAGE STAMPS FOR COLLECTORS
AMERICAN AIR MAIL SOCIETY
99 NASSAUSSTREET
AMERICAN STAMP DEALERS ASSN. NEW YORK X. N. Y.
SOC. PHILATELIC AMERICANS November 14 s 1951

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

Mr., Stanley B. Ashbrook
P.0.Box 31
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan:

Several days ago I received a copy of
a letter you sent to Larry Shenfield on November
1, 1951 in regard to the "Fincastle™ I sold to
Gene Wulfekuhler.

As I am not an expert photographer, I
wrote immediately to Mr., Kershner, who made the
photographs for me in 1949, and enclose a copy
of that letter for your attention.

Also enclosed is a copy of the reply
from Mr. Kershner, dated November 10, 1951l. He
goes to great length to support his contention
that the cancellation is over the indicia. 1In
the next to the last paragraph he states: "I
would like to have this philatelist have one of
his expert photographers, by using the bas-relief
process, show opposite results than I have given

you."

I think that is a fair challenge in view
of your statement that "trick photographs can be
mede to show that either one is over the other,"
As stated above, I am not an expert in the art of
photography, so I am always anxious to learn, and
therefore await the "trick photos"™ you claim can
be made.

With kindest regards,
Yours very truly,
EUGENE N. COSTALES
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Fov,. 19. 1951.

Mr. Dugene K. Costales,
99 Nassau 5ty
New York 7, N.¥.

haar (ene:

I have yours of the l4th together with the correspondence with
our mutusl friend Ray Kershmer which I return herewith., He has been of
grest assistance to me in the pest few years and I have great respect
for his knowledge of photography end I regerd him ss quite a good
friend, However, I deem i% my privilege to disagree with him, with you
or with anyone else with whom 1 cannot sce eye %o eye.

Georgs Linn has a handstamped Paid cover of Portsmouth, Ohio.
He sent this thing to the lixpert Committee of the P.F, -~ They sent it to
EKershner and he made one of his photogrophs and gave them a report that one
ink was over snother, ete. It is my understanding that on the strength
of his report and his photographs that the "Experts” issued a cortificate
statin: that the thing was a "genuine Postmaster Provisionsl,” which, in my
opinion is perfectly absurd. That kind of expertizing mekes a regular joke
out of serious philatelic research work.

In my opinion, the Fincastle thing is in the same class - "a hand-
stamped paid," not a P.M.Provisional and 1 think it is equally absurd to
claim that it is end equally absurd to claim that the black ink of the post-
mork is over the black ink of the rate, If perchance this is actually the
case (which I doubt) then the thing is,in my opinion, & rank fake and was
made to order to sell that half-insane nut who called himself th? Count Ferrary.

In your letfer you stated that you would await the trick photographs
that I clained could be mede, Thanks Cene, but I am not sufficiently inter-
ested to follow the matter further nor to take time out to meke trick photo-
grephs, Personally, I do not think thet the Fincastle should have been sold to
Wulfekuhler without a certificate from some "Expert Committee” or some recog-
nized authority on Confederate Provisionals. My only interest in the matter is
to do whatever thet L can to prevent such highly cuestionable items from being
listed in stamp catelogues, and I believe that every honest and honorable
dealer and collector should teke the same attitude.

Sincorely yours,

Co[v\/ Sent Shen - el

" Walte Kuhlerm—m

0 " h/lar Bv-tcle_/-



0 November 9, 1951.

Mr. Raymond D. Kershner
1311 St Vincent St.
Philadelphia 11, Pa,.

Dear Raymond:

On May 29th of last year I sent you a Confederate Local; namely, a
5¢ Fincastle, and asked you at that time to let me know whether or not the
cancellation was impressed on top of the printed indicia.

You answered me on June 3rd, 1950 as follows:

"Examination by means of the steroscopic microscope refeals that
the cancellation is ON TOP OF THE PRINTED DESIGN, This is confimmed by the
enlarged photograph of the cancellation and printed design portion of the
cover and by the photo-micrograph of the small portion where the cancellation
touches the designe The third-dimension micrograph gives definite wisual
proof of the faet that the cancellation is on top of the printed design."

I agreed with your findings as I have always considered the Fincastle
to be a genuine Confederate Local, but within the past week an eminent
philatelist has questioned the use of a steroscepic microscope photo to re-
veal the relatige positions of the indicia and the cancellation, 3

I gquote a section of his letter:

"Re - the Kershner photographs, Any expert photographer will confimm
my statement that these are trick photographs and don't mean a thing. If
one stops and uses a little common sense they will realize that it would be
impossible to photograph two rather thin inks suech as these and be able to
show one ink over the other. Trick photographs can be made to show that gither
one is over the other," :

You will see, therefore, thet some question has been raised as to the
accuracy of the method. I do not wish you to believe that I do not heartily
concur with your findings, but I wish you would be kind enough to write me
stating the scientific and positive results of your find ingss

With kindest regards,

Yours very truly,

EUGENE N. COSTALES

ENC:fk
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C RAYMOND D. KERSHNER
P l}li St. Vincent Street - Philadelphia 11, Pa,

November 10th, 1951

Eugene N, Costales, Esq.,
99 Nassau Street
New York 38, N.Y.

Dear Eugene:

Your letter November 9th regarding my examination of the 3¢ Fincastle and the
remark by an eminent philatelist that "any expert photographer will confirm my statement
that these are trick photographs and don't mean a thing,"

I have never used "trick" photograph or "retouching in any of my photographic
examination, whether they were of a philatelic nature or otherwise., This is easy to
understand when you realize that the findings I mede, one way or the other, mean nothing
whatever to me personally as my fees are based on the amount of work involved and I re-
ceive my payment whether such findings are beneficial to my client or not., Unlike some
lawyers I get paid whether my client wins or loses his point ... therefore, I am entirely
neutral in the matter. Furthermore, there are very many expert photographers who could
quickly discover any trickery of a photographic nature. ’

Regarding the thi rd-dimension photographs; whaet they are, how they are made, and
the effect one gets from them. This type of photograph is not something new - it has
been used almost from the beginning of photography but is not widely understood because
it is done by photographers who have complete mastery of darkroom technique as well as
the taking of pictures with a camera, Such pictures are usually used in a pictorial
sense or for advertising and was discovered by some unknown distant photographer who
played around in the darkroom, experimenting in an effort to get away from the humdrum
effect of the flat, non=steroscopic picture, The method in photographic parlance is called
"bas~relief" and the effect is obtained by taking a negative and from it making a positive
and film positive ¥=x¥wam on film (a photograph is a positive made on paper). The nega-
tive and film positive is then placed together so that they are very slightly out of
register and the photograph is made from negative and positive rather than from just a
negative as is a normal photograph. The out of register effect causes "shadow" lines
in the finished photograppk which give the appearance of depth or third-dimension.

For example - take two small strips of paper say about 1/4 inch by 1/2 inch long
and place one on top of the other to form a cross, Now place a piece of glass on top of
the cross to press them tightly together. Carefully illuminate the cross so that the
lighting is perfectly even from all four sides, If you will look directlydown on the
mx evenly illuminated cross it will be most difficult to tell which piece of paper is
on top of the other, Now extinguish the lights on one side and the lights from the other
side will immediately cause a shadow from the uppermost paper to fall on the bottom piece,
thus enabling you to tell at once which piece is on top of the other, Naturally, ink
strokes do not have the thickness of a piece of paper but slight as it is when two ink
lines cross there is a difference in height or thickness at t his point and the bas-relief
téchnique will artifically exaggerate this thickness to enable one to tell which of two

lines is uppermost,

As your eminent philatelist states, "Trick photographs can be made to show that
either one is over the other,™ I would like to have this philatelist have ome of his
expert photographers, by using the bas-relief process show opposite results than I have
given yous This technique, because it is made from the original negative can not show Y
other than what is pictured.s In other words, one cannot by this method show in the
finished picture an opposite effect; one cannot show a line that is actually on top as




appearing to be underneath, The process is a "trick" one only to the uninitiated
in thet it shows depth whereas the ordinary photograph is on a flat plane, One
might just as well term as a triek the use of a binocular microscope as compared
to the ordinary single eyepiece microscope because the binocular microscope shows
depth which is not the cese when viewing through the single erepiece microscope

as it permits viewing only on a flat plane, Quite some time ago one of the members
of the Exwert Committee of the Foundation questioned me if it was possibde through
the use of these third-dimension photographs to actually show an opposite effdct
and I informed him at that tige, as I now state, that such pictures only show a
reproduction of the original and that I cannot by twisting and turning and
changing the register between the negative and positive, make it appear otherwise.

While the above explanation of the third-dimension photograph has been
somewhat long-winded I want to make it as clear to you as I can and I trust it will
clarify the matter to the satisfaction of everyone conc erned.

Cordielly,

/s/ Kershner
RIK=k






From the desk of
MR. VAN DYK MAC BRIDE

To S.B.Ashbrook

This is briefly on the matter of the
Fincastle cover about which you wrote
under date of Nov. lst.

A fairly careful search of my files
fails to turn up my correspondence on
the subject, much to my surprise. Al-
so I appear to have no photograph of
the cover. I did locate a letter of
yours to me of May 23, 1949, in which
you acknowledged receipt of copies of
letters regarding the Fincastle and
. Pine Level covers, and you say that
you placed it all in your scrapbook.
I just don't recall now the subject
matter of this correspondence with
Shenfield and others, but I would be
glad to review it if you want to
loan me your file and a print of the
photograph of Wulfekuhler's cover.

I wholly agree that the legitimacy
of an item should be clearly estab-
lished before listing it in the cata-
logs.

Sincerel

A SUn o

Nov.5,1951
c.c.:L.L.Shenfield
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Oct. 26, 1951.

Mr, Iugene Wulfekuhler, Jr.,
P. O Box 5401,
Daytona Beach, Fla,

Dear Gene:
Yours of the 25th received.

Herewith I am returning your Fincastle, Va, and the Mobile June 4
1861. I suggest that you send the Fincastle to the Expert Committee of the
Philatelie Foundation. You did not request my comment on this but I am
going to give you a bit of advice. Before you purchasel this I think you
should have played safe and informed Costales that you would buy it pro-
vided the Philateliec Foundation would anthenticate it, You are in the real
estate business in Daytona Beach., I am wondering if you would buy & piece
of property without having the title examined? Would you purchase a track
of land without any assurance that the title was clear?

I don't know anything about this Fincastle item and I don't think
anyone else does, but I do know a little bit about fakers and a little bit
about covers, I also have an idea as to what really constitutes a Postmaster
Provisional and what comstitutes a handstamped "PAID." Things like this
Fincastle were manufactured to cell to Ferrary, who incidentally was a noted
fall-guy for such stuff. He was no doubt more insane than sane, a sort of
wealthy moron. I am not stating this cover is a fake but 1'11l be darned if
I believe that this is enything more than a "handstemped Paid." To go on the
theory that a postmaster in a small village like Fincastle, went to the
trouble of making homemade envelopes, printing the PAID inm upper right and
then selling these homemade things to the public is too farfetched for me %o
believe. The fact is thet I wouldn't believe such rot even &f the Expert
Committee of the Philatelic Foundation would issue a eertificate stating that
this cover, was in their opinion, a "genuine Postmaster Provisional.” FHow-
ever, if you had such e certificate, it might afford you some excuse for
having this thing in your ecollection. I, therefore, advise you to make the
attempt.

You didn't ask for the above, but I am giving it to you without any
charge, so take it for what it is worth,

Wus Dietz has this Fincastle listed in his catalogue as a "Postmaster
Provisional"™ and he lists it as "10¢ blaék on orange -~ Where is the orange?

I do not ﬁliove that the Editor of the S5.U.S., lir. Gordon Harmer,
would be foolish enough to list a thing like this, There is no gquestion but
vhat many Dietz listings are incorrect,.

A "handstamped PAID" used from Portsmouth, Ohio, in the late eighteen
forties was submitteéd to the Expert Committee of the Philatelie Foundation by
George Linn of Sidney, Ohio. This Portsmouth thing is nothing in the world
but a stampless cover ¥mk marked Paid with a faney design in the upper right
corner, The P.F. Committee issued a certificate stating the item was a

"genuine Postmaster Provisional.® In spite of this ridieulous certificate,

L e
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#2 - ¥r. Bugene Wulfekuhler, Jr., Oct. 26, 1951,

lr. Hamer has, so far, not seen fit to list this Portsmouth thing in the
SeUsS, and let us hope that he will never do 80.

Further referring to the Fincastle in the Dietz catalogue, under
Virginia "Bandséamped Paids" - page 70, is listed a Fincastle "PAID 5" but
no "PAID 10." Why? Under "Postm ster's Provisionals on page 94 is listed
this 10¢, but no 5¢ value - Why? This leads to but one conclusion - Dictz
must have gone on the theory that all mail reqiiring a 5¢ rate was hand-
stamped as "Paid," whereas for all mail requiring a 10¢ rate, special
Postmaster Provisionals wers prepared and sold to the publiec.

Why make fish of one and fowl of the other? Does a faney design
marking make a cover a "Fostmaster Provisional?"

Sincerely yours,




Oot. 26, 1951,

¥r, Tugene ¥ulfekuhler, Jr.,
Fe O Box 5401,
laytona Beach, Fla,

Dear Gene:
You:e of the 25%h received.

Herewith I am returning your Fincastle, Va, and the ¥obile June 1,
1861, I suggest that you send the Fincastle to the Expert Committee of the
Philatelic Foundation. You did not request my comment on this but I am
going to give you a bit of advice. Before you purchasel this I think you
should have played safe and informed Costales that you would buy it pro-
vided the Philatelie Foundation would authenticate it. You sre in the resl
estate business in Daytona Peach. I am wondering if you would buy & piece
of property without having the title examined? ¥ould you pumhau & track
of land without any assurance that the title was clear?

; I don't know anything about this Fincastle item and I don't think
snyone else does, but I do know a little bit about fakers and a little bit
asbout covers, I also have an idea a8 to what really constitutes e Fostmester
Provisional snd what constitutes a handstamped "FAID,” Things like this
Fincastle were manufactured to sell to Ferrary, who incidentally was a noted
fall-guy for such stuff. He was nc doubt more insane than sene, & sort of
wealthy moron. I &am not stating this cover is a fake but 1I'1ll be darned if
I believe that this is anythin: more than & "handstemped Peid." To go on the
theory that a postmaster in & small village like Fincastle, went to the
trouble of making homemade envelopes, printing the FAID im upper right and
then selling these homemede things to the public is too farfetched for me %o
beliove, The fact is thet I wouldn't believe such rot even 6f the HExpert
Committee of the Philateliec Foundation wwuld issue a certificate stating that
this covor, was in their opinion, a "genuine Postmaster Provisional.” FHow-
ever, if you had such e certificate, it might afford you some excuse for
having this thing in your cclleetion. I, therefore, advise you to make the

attempt,

You didn't ast for the above, but I am giving it to you without eny
charge, so take it for what it is worth.

%us Netz has this Fincastle listed in his catalogue @s & "Postmaster
Provisional” and he lists it es "10¢ black on orengs - “here is the orange?

I do not believe that the Fditor of the S5,U.38., ¥r. Cordon Harmer,
would be foolish enough to 1ist a thing like this. There is no questi-n but
+hat many Dietz listings sre incorrect.

A "handstamped PAID" used from Portsmouth, Ohio, in the late eighteen
forties was submitted to the Expert Committee of the Fhilatelie Fowmdaticon by
George lLinn of Sidney, Ohio., This Portsmouth thing is nothing in the world
but a stampless cover Mmk marked Paid with a feney design in the upper right
corner. The F.'s Committee issued a certificate stating the item was a

“genuine Postmaster rovisional.”™ In spite of this ridiculous certificate,
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#2 - tir, Rugene Wulfekuhler, Jr., Oct. 26, 1951,

Mr, Hamer haes, so far, not scen fit to list this Portamouth thing in the
SeUes and let us hope that he will never do so.

Further referring to the Fincastle in the Dietz catalogue, under
Virginia “Handstamped Paids” - page 70, is listed a Fincastle “PAID 5" but
no “PAID 10." ¥hy? Under "Fostre ster's Provisionals on page 94 is listed
this 10¢, but no 5¢ value - Why? This leads to but one conclusion - Distz
must have gone on the theory that all mail reqiiring & 5¢ rate wes hand-
stamped as "Paid," whereas for all mail requiring e 10¢ rate, speeial
Postmaster Provisionals were prepared end sold to the public.

¥hy make fish of one and fowl of the other? Does a faney design
marking make a cover a "Postmaster "rovisional?"

Sineerely yours,
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N . November 9, 1951.

Mr. Raymond D. Kershner
1311 St. Vincent St.
Philadelphia 11, Pa,

Dear Raymond:

On May 29th of last year I sent you a Confederate local; namely, a
5¢ Fincastle, and asked you at that time to let me know whether or not the
cancellation was impressed on top of the printed indicia.

You answered me on June 3rd, 1950 as follows:

"Examination by means of the steroscopic microscope refeals that
the cancellation is ON TOP OF THE PRINTED DESIGN., This is confirmed by the
enlarged photograph of the cancellation and printed design portion of the
cover and by the photo-micrograph of the small portion where the cancellation
touches the design. The third-dimension micrograph gives definite visual
proof of the fact that the cancellation is on top of the printed design."

I agreed with your findings as I have always considered the Fincastle
to be a genuine Confederate Local, but within the past week en eminent
philatelist has questioned the use of a steroscopic microscope photo to re-
veal the relatiwe positions of the indicia and the cancellation.

I quote a section of his letter:

"Re - the Kershner photographs. Any expert photographer will confimm
my statement that these are trick photographs and don't mean a thing. If
one stops and uses a little common sense they will realize thet it would be
impossible to photograph two rather thin in“s such as these and be able to
show one ink over the other. Trick photographs can be made to show that &ither
one is over the other."

You will see, therefore, thet some question has been raised as to the
accuracy of the method. I do not wish you to believe that I do not heartily
concur with your findings, but I wish you would be kind enough to write me
stating the scientific and positive results of your find ings.

With kindest regards,

Yours very truly,
EUGENE N, COSTALES

ENC:fk
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C RAYMOND D. KERSHNER
P 1311 St. Vincent Street - Philadelphia 11, Pa.
November 10th, 1951

Bugene N. Costales, Esq.,
99 Nassau Street
New York 38, N.Y.

)
Dear Eugene:

Your letter November 9th regarding my examination of the 3¢ Fincastle and the
remark by an eminent philatelist that "any expert photographer will confirm my statement
thet these are trick photographs and don't mean a thing."

I have never used "trick" photograph or "retouching in any of my photographic
examination, whether they were of a philatelic nature or otherwise. This is easy to
understand when you realize that the findings I me de, one way or the other, mean nothing
whatever to me personally as my fees are based on the amount of work involved and I re-
ceive my payment whether such findings are beneficial to my client or not. Unlike some
lawyers I get paid whether my client wins or lcses his point ... therefore, I am entirely
neutral in the metter. Furthermore, there are very many expert photographers who could
quickly discover any trickery of a photographic nature,

Regarding the thi rd-dimension photographs; whet they are, how they are mede, and
the effect one gets from them. This type of photograph is not something new - it has
been used almost from the beginning of photography but is not widely understood because
it is done by photographers who have complete maste¥y of darkroom technique as well as
the taking of pictures with a camera. Such pictures are usually used in a pictorial
sense or for advertising and was discovered by some unknown distant photographer who
played arcund in the darkroom, experimenting in an effort to get away from the humdrum
effect of the flat, non-steroscopic picture. The method in photographic parlance is called
"bas-relief" and the effect is obtained by taking a negative and from it meking a positive
and film positive kxxkham on film (a photograph is a positive made on paper). The nega-
tive and film positive is then placed together so that they are very slightly out of
register and the photograph is made from negative and positive rather than from just a
negative as is a nommal photograph. The out of register effect causes "shadow" lines
in the finished photograph which give the appearance of depth or third-dimension.

For example - take two small strips of paper say about 1/4 inch by 1/2 inch long
and place one on top of the other to form a cross. Now place a piece of glass on top of
the cross to press them tightly together. Carefully illuminate the cross so that the
lighting is perfectly even from all four sides. If you will look directlydown on the
smx evenly illumineted cross it will be most difficult to tell which piece of paper is
on top of the other. Now extinguish the lights on one side and the lights from the other
side will immediately cause a shadow from the uppermost paper to fall on the bottom piece,
thus enabling you to tell at once which piece is on top of the other. Naturally, ink
strokes do not have the thickness of a piece of paper but slight as it is when two ink
lines cross there is a difference in height or thickness at t his point and the bas-relief
téchnique will artifically exaggerate this thickness to enable one to tell which of two
lines is uppermost.

As your eminent philatelist states, "Trick photopgraphs can be made to show that
either one is over the other." I would like to have this philatelist have one of his
expert photographers, by using the bas-relief process show opposite results than I have
given you, This technique, because it is made from the original negative can not show
other than what is pictured. In other words, one cannot by this method show in the
finished picture an opposite effect; one cannot show a line that is actually on top as




appearing to be underneath. The process is a "trick" one only to the uninitiated
in thet it shows depth whereas the ordinary photograph is on a flat plane. One
might just as well term as a trick the use of a binocular microscope as compared
to the ordinary single eyepiece microscope because the binocular microscope shows
depth which is not the case when viewing through the single eyepiece microscope

as it permits viewing only on a flat plane. Cuite some time ago one of the members
of the Exp ert Committee of the Foundation questioned me if it was possibde through
the use of these third-dimension photographs to actually show an opposite effdct
and I informed him at that tigle, as I now state, that such pictures only show a
reproduction of the original and that I cannot by twisting and turning and
changing the register between the negative and positive, make it appear otherwise.

While the above explanation of the third-dimension photograph has been

somewhat long-winded I want to make it a&s clear to you as I can and I trust it will
clarify the matter to the satisfaction of everyone concerned.

Cordially,

/8/ Kershner
RIK=k
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0 November 9, 1951.

Mr., Raymond D, Kershner
1311 St. Vincent St.
Philadelphia 11, Pa.

Dear Raymond:

On May 29th of last year I sent you a Confederate Local; namely, a
5¢ Fincastle, and asked you at that time to let me know whether or not the
cancellation was impressed on top of the printed indicia.

You answered me on June 3rd, 1950 as follows:

"Examination by means of the steroscopic microscope refeals that
the cancellation is ON TOP OF THE PRINTED DESIGN. This is confirmed by the
enlarged photograph of the cancellation and printed design portion of the
cover and by the photo-micrograph of the small portion where the cancellation
touches the designe The third-dimension micrograph gives definite visual
proof of the fact that the cancellation is on top of the printed design.”

I agreed with your findings as I have always considered the Fincastle
to be a genuine Confederate lLocal, but within the past week en eminent
philatelist has questioned the use of a steroscopic microscope photo to re-
veal the relatime positions of the indicia and the cancellation.

I quote a section of his letter:

"Re - the Kershner photographs. Any expert photographer will confirm
my statement that these are trick photographs and don't mean a thing. If
one stops and uses a little common sense they will realize that it would be
impossible to photograph two rather thin inks such as these and be able to
show one ink over the other. Trick photographs can be made to show that &ither
one is over the other.”

You will see, therefore, thet some question has been raised as to the
accuracy of the method., I do not wish you to believe that I do not heartily
concur with your findings, but I wish you would be kind enough to write me
stating the scientific and positive results of your find ings.

With kindest regards,

Yours very trmly,

EUGENE N. COSTALES

ENC:fk



C RAYMOND D. KERSHNER
P 1311 St, Vincent Street - Philadelphia 11, Pa.
November 10th, 1951

BEugene N. Costales, Esq.,
99 Nassau Street
New York 38, N.Y.

Dear Eugene:

Your letter November 9th regarding my examination of the 3¢ Fincastle and the
remark by an eminent philatelist that "any expert photographer will confimm my statement
that these are trick photographs and don't mean a thing."

I have never used "trick" photograph or "retouching in any of my photographic
examination, whether they were of a philatelic nature or otherwise. This is easy to
understand when you realize that the findings I me de, one way or the other, mean nothing
whatever to me personally as my fees are based on the amount of work involved and I re-
celve my payment whether such findings are beneficial to my client or not. Unlike some
lawyers I get paid whether my client wins or loses his point ... therefore, I am entirely
neutral in the metter. Furthermore, there are very many expert photographers who could
quickly discover any trickery of a photographic nature.

Regarding the thi rd-dimension photographs; whaet they are, how they are made, and
the effect one gets from them. This type of photograph is not something new - it has
been used almost from the beginning of photography but is not widely understond because
it is done by photographers who have complete mastery of darkroom technique as well as
the taking of pictures with a camera. Such pictures are usually used in a pictorial
sense or for advertising and was discovered by some unknown distant photographer who
played around in the darkroom, experimenting in an effort to get away from the humdrum
effect of the flat, non-steroscopic picture. The method in photographic parlance is called
"bas-relief" and the effect is obtained by taking a negative and from it making a positive
and film positive kxxikham on film (a photograph is a positive made on paper). The nega-
tive and film positive is then placed together so that they are very slightly out of
register and the photograph is made from negative and positive rather than from just s
negative as is a normal photograph. The out of register effect causes "shadow" lines
in the finished photograpi which give the appearance of depth or third-dimension.

For example - take two small sirips of paper say about 1/4 inch by 1/2 inch long
and place one on top of the other to form a cross. Now place a piece of glass on top of
the cross to press them tightly together. Carefully illuminate the cross so that the
lighting is perfectly even from all four sides. If you will look directlydown on the
amx evenly illuminated cross it will be most difficult to tell which piece of paper is
on top of the other. Now extinguish the lights on one side and the lights from the other
side will immediately cause a shadow from the uppermost paper to fall on the bottom piece,
thus enabling you to tell at once which piece is on top of the other. Naturally, ink
strokes do not have the thickness of a piece of paper but slight as it is when two ink
lines cross there is a difference in height or thickness at t his point and the bas-relief
téchnique will artifically exaggerate this thickness to enable one to tell which of two
lines is uppermost.

As your eminent philatelist states, "Trick photographs can be made to show that
either one is over the other." I would like to have this philatelist have one of his
expert photographers, by using the bas-relief process show opposite results than I have
given you. This technique, because it is made from the original negative can not show .
other than what is pietured. In other words, one cannot by this method show in the !
finished picture an opposite effect; one cannot show a line that is actually on top as



appearing to be underneath. The process is a "trick" one only to the uninitiated
in that it shows depth whereas the ordinary photograph is on a flat plane. One
migzht just as well term as a trick the use of a binocular microscope as compared
to the ordinary single eyepiece microscope because the binocular microscope shows
depth which is not the case when viewing through the single gyepiece microscope

as it permits viewing only on a flat plane. Quite some time ago one of the members
of the Expert Committee of the Foundation questioned me if it was possibde through
the use of these third-dimension photographs to actually show an opposite effdct
and I informed him at that tige, as I now state, that such pictures only show a
reproduction of the original and that I cannot by twisting and turaning and
changing the register between the negative and positive, make it appear otherwise.

While the above explanation of the third-dimension photograph has been
somewhat long-winded I want to make it as clear to you as I can and I trust it will
clarify the matter to the satisfaction of everyone coneerned.

Cordially,

/8/ Kershner
RIK=k

-~
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PLAZA 7-4883-4-5 GORDON R.HARMER, President & Treasurer

January 17, 1952

Mr, Stanley B, Ashbrook
P,0, Box 31
Ft, Thomas, Ky«

Dear Stan:

Many thanks for your kind
letter of the 13th of January.

Note what you say as to the
Fincastle, Va. Confederate cover and while
GCene Costales is a good friend of mine whose
opinion I value, he is not in a position to
say what will or will not be listed by us
in the Catalogue.

We do not intend to list this
item and appreciate your writing us on the

matter,
With kind regards, I remain
Yours sincerely,
/]
SCOTT 1’[7LICI{TIONS, INC.
GORggz);) HARMER
GRH : JK t 7

(0

PUBLISHERS OF SCOTT'S MONTHLY JOURNAL
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Mareh 17, 1952.

Mr. Rugene Wulfekuhler, Jr.,
P, O, Box 5401,
Daytona Beach, Fla,.
Dear Gene:
In my letter of Jan. 19th, I enclosed a letter which
I requested you to return. I never received the letter and if you
failed to send it to me, will you please do so.

Singerely yours,

>



Jan, 19, 1952,

kr. Eugene Wulfekuhler, Jr.,
Y. Q. Box 5401.
Daytona Beach, Fla.

Dear Gene:

Please note the enclosed and return to me at your convedience.

b |
One thing is absolutely sure - Without any authentication,
? :.' L
Gbstal@s had no right to charge you $500 for that cover and he cer-

fainly had no right to state it would be listed unless he had‘been &

.
.,

assured that it would be by Gordon Harmer.

L4

This incident has certainly shaken my confidence to the boné “in

"y

Costales. In this game there is no half-way stuff - a thing is either

right or it is wrong.

Sincerely yours,

MAR 15 1952 7/\ma/€»/ M‘/WOL \pDM

>



Jan. 23, 1952.

Mr. Gordon R, Harmer,
% Scott Publications, Inc.,
580 Fifth Ave.,
New York 19, N.Y,
Dear Gordon:

Thanks very much for yours of the 17th, re - the Confederate
"Fincastle, Va,"

I received a letter from the owner todasy stating that he mEb-
mitted the cover to the Expert Committee of the F.F. and that they
returned it to him without giving any opinion, That certainly is =
policy that they should pursus instead of doﬁng a lot of guess-work
and issuing silly certificastes sigred b; & loé of NITWITS,

With regards -

Cordially yours,

-
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STANLEY B. ASHBROOK
P. 0. Box 31
33 N. Ft. Thomas Ave.,
FORT THOMAS, KY.

Photograph No, 29, Here we have a very unusual cover - one that preobably

originated in Caneda - was transmitted thru the United States to London,
Englands There is a red pnstmark which ties the Canadian and U, S.

stemps but it is not legible other than apparently having an "APR" date

in the center thus "APR 1%?", Whether this is Canadian or U, S. is not
evidenccd, The solution of this cover seems tn be that the two 3¢
Canadian stamps paid the postage to the U, S, and the pair of 3¢ 1869 paid
the U, S, rate of 6¢ to London, The Canadian stamps are the "DULL RID" of
1870, Scott's /:36,

Last month, at Toronto, I shrwed this cover t» Mr, Gerald E, VWellburn, re-
cngnized authority on the stamps 2nd pnstal history of British North
America. IMr, Wellburn stated that he wes familiar with such a 8fic and
that the origin was probably from some town in Vestern Cansda. Whatever
the enrrect explanatinn, the cnver is an exceedingly nice U, S, = Canadian
combinetion and quite an unususl postal history item,.



Nov, 4, 1951

TDear NMr. Ashbrook :

Enclosed circle postmark is not Canadian, I am 99% certain,

No marking with a true circle so far is 25mm, unless it is from
some of the little known Maritime provinces who had odd things., After
1867 every postmark ordered was 22mm or less if a true circle.

; Month dating in 3 letters is uncommon in Canada except a few 1842
S0mm wide\}Nf{/ design and about 1895 in a few 22 Or 21 mm, full circles,

Red markings from Canada about 1870 era are not common, but can be,

If the original is available it would be interesting (but not
conclusive) to see if the circle is under the "cork,"

It was no doubt, though, mailed in Canada., I have seen several
such usages from Manitoha before the Canada PO took it over--before 1870,

You may have seen frame 244 at CATEX with the early Manitoba covers,
1853-65 era. Well, I had all that correspondence here two years ago, and
several letters had Canada and USA stamps on, mailed at Pembina or St., Paul.
0dd that I could tell just where to expect the Canada marking each year, as they
were carried to the end of the railway as it approached Windsor, Ont. in 1854,

As to printing from steel or copper plates--I have carefglly thought
over several theories on this as seen in print, and can't accept any

- S~ . way as being usable.

I have no facilities, but believe in trying "rays" of different kinds to
see if copper from the wiping that wears copper so fast might aprear in the ink,
It might appear just at the edge of the wider lines., In early days, before
aniline dyes, prussian blue, black and vermillion were the cheapest inks and
- = most early issues were confined to them or their mixtures, and copper counld
4 C be recognized -- POSSIBLY -- from the wiping. Steel less tellable, of course,

\
N VVED:

\J g~

¥ },\1}/_)
¥
an /\"m“ﬁ, y

A0

? . I find a broad knowledge of postmark designs increasingly valuable, as in
‘ Canada they can be separated almost to a year by different groupings. I have
found a few fakes, markings used too early, Such are evidently wood cut

replicas, supposedly from Europe on Maritime province remainders.

1!
' oy

I think etching, or part etching, of early b dies was more com:only
done, than is realized, The Canada 1897 Jubilees were very strongly etched,
is my opinion, but I have never tried to prove it by looking up records,

A il ey
AR
)

>t

Again--the photo. ‘hat is first year the small cents used, and
they are rare mint, so the cover is not made-to-order.

Yours sincerely

. C“‘"ﬁgm s R
1\9» a&;‘ y,w* W

-l
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Oet., 29, 1951,

Mre Gerald Z. Wellbur,
Desrholme
Duncan R
British uolunbh. Canada.

Desr Hr. Fellbuyn:

I em enclosing herewith some photo=-printes of several covers

v that I showed %o you last month at Toronto.

Regarding the cover with the peir of the Cenada 3¢ 1870 and the
U8, pair 3¢ 1869. You will perhaps recall that we wore puzzled & bit
regarding the small red circular merking. Upon close exanination, I

found that this was a faint strike of & postmark with a date in the

center of "APR 1 7" - measurement being 74 MM, It is my opinion that &
this was applied at Hew York., I believe the explanation of this cover is
that it originated in Vestern Canada - no doubt in British CGolumbia -
was not deposited in any Cansadian Post Office but was carried by an Ex-
press messenger all the way to New York where it first entered the mail -
the black cork cancels being applied there as vell as $the faint red New
York postmark.

I enclose a print of a similar cover - a use in March 1873 - the
red New York postmark with a oross at bottom, also messures 24 WM, "Via
Olympia" indicates that this originated in British Columbia and was
carried "outside of the mail™ by a "ells Fargo messenger all the way to
New York - possibly "Via Paname™ - It ig my guess that the rather indis-
tinet marking "For Great Britain and Irelend” was applied by the kpuu Co.

I will eppreciate your comment on the above.

Sincerely yours,

d i



Oct. 29, 1951.

Mr, W, E. D, Halliday,
420 Lisgar Road,
Rockeliffe Park,
Near Ottawa, On‘t,
Canadas |
Dear Mr, Halliday:
I am taking the liberty of sending you a copy of a letter
I have today addressed to Mr., Wellburn and with it I am enclosing
two photo-prints whith you are at liberty to retain if you wish.
I assure you that it was a pleasure to meet ybu personally
et Toronto.
With regards -

Singerely yours,



Oct. 29, 1951.

Mr., L. G. Brookman,
121 Loeb Arcade,
Minneapolis, Minn,
Dear Les:
Re - that Canadian/U.S. combination cover - note the enclosed
photograph. In the center is a New York foreign postmark - the type
used on mail to Great Britain. It measures 24 MM, In both cases, the

6¢ Canadian paid the postage to the U. S. and the 6¢ U. S. paid the

rate to England. I suppose the marking at left "For Great Britain etc." was

applied by the Express Company. At any rate the two covers make an ex-
tremely nice pair, as both are undoubtedly in the same class,

Note the "Via Olympia" on the enclosed. Keep this print - put
it with the other one.

With regards -

Yours etec.,



L. G. BROOKMAN BRIDGEPORT 2969

AE;;17¢héﬂﬂﬂllll <§;t¢111@,7 ‘CLTI'Q’?C!’&Q’ Stamps and Philatelic Supplies

. MEMBER OF: CUCUNOYS . T. M. P. S. - T. C. P.S. ° S. P. A. . AJPUST e W e

121 LOEB ARCADE
FIFTH ST. AND HENNEPIN AVE.
MINNEAPOLIS 2, MINN.

Octo 30, 1951

Dear Stan:

I had expected to write you about my conclusions
regarding the Canadian/U.5. combination cover before this
but have been so extemmely busy that I could not get my
ideas down on paper. Now your letter of the 29th comes
along with almost exactly my own conclusions being stated
by you.

In the first place, it %s certain that the cover
originated in Canada for while the 6 cents U,S. would carry
the cover to England from the U.S.s the 6 cents Canadian
would not carry the cover from Canada to England.

The fact that one of the Canadian stamps %¥s not cancelled
in any manner makes it almost certain that the cover was
carried out of the mails from Canada to the U.,S. for the pair
almost certainly would have been hit bv the Canadian Postal
Clerk. The fact that the circular cancel hit the single
Canadian and the U.S, stamp was entieely accidentalf for of
course it was not intended as a cancel but as a postal marking--
the cancel being the cork killer.

I presume that there is no possible way to tell where the
cover originated--it could have been from any place in Canada.
The only possible tip on this would be the elapsed time IF the
circular marking was applied in Canada which it almost certainly
was not. The cover must have been carried apross the lines by
the sender, or, as is more likely, by Express messenger as you
have stated in your letter., This last is actuaddy the only
explanation known to me (that makes any sense), which seems to
apply. I presume the 6¢ Canadian postage was necessary, from

auiegal point of view, if tge letter was carried by an Express
Messenger, just as it wasfnecessary for the &xpress companies

to carry letters mailed by stamped stationery in this country.
The postal rates applying in Canada at the time this
letter was mailed made it possible for a Canadian to use this

' combination nostage deal at a savings over his regular rate
3 if he wanted the letter to go by N.Y. Packet. It was almost
| a cinch that if the letter got into the U.S. that it would go
by N.Y. Packet at a total cost of 124 against a 15¢ Canadian
rate if it was mailed in Canada and routed "Via N.Y. Packet”.
So maybe these ;#ﬁiéfg combination deals were all mailed by
Scotchmen!

Sincere regaﬁgs,

&/4

(>



Oct. 29, 1951.

Mr., W. S. Boggs,
% The Philstelic Foundation,
22 East 35th St.,
New York 16, N.Y.
Dear Win:

I am enclosing copy of a letter that I have today
written to Gerald Wellburn - also two photo-prints. KXeep these
if you wish.

Also - a memo re - the abolition of the 15¢ rate.

Any comment?

Yours etec.,



- ® g

OFFICERS AND TRUSTEES
JOHN H. HALL
CHAIRMAN

MRS. JOHN D. DALE
VICE;CHAIRMAN

THEODORE E. STEINWAY
TREASURER

JOHN R. BOKER, JR.
ASST. TREASURER

HENRY M. GOODKIND
SECRETARY

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook

THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION
22 EAST 35TH STREET

NEW YORK 16, N. Y.

MURRAY HILL 3.5667
WINTHROP S. BOGGS, DIRECTOR

Ps0.Box 31
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan:

a copy of your letter to Mr. Wellburn.

TRUSTEES

HENRY E. ABT

RICHARD S. BOHN
GEORGE E. BURGHARD
ALFRED H. CASPARY
HUGH M. CLARK
WILLIAM A. EDGAR
GEORGE R. M. EWING
SOL GLASS

ROBERT L. GRAHAM, JR.
DR. CLARENCE W. HENNAN
EDGAR B. JESSUP
MALCOLM JOHNSON
OSCAR R. LICHTENSTEIN
A. H. WILHELM

November 9, 1951

Thank you for your letter of October 29th enclosing

I think you are perfectly

correct in your solution of the palr of 3¢ 1869s and the 3¢

dull red, Canadas.

The only other thought I had in back of my
mind was that some letters came down on the Northwest Territories-

now Alberta, Saskatchewan and Manitoba by way of Pembina, North
Dakota, and I was thinking of that possible explanation when you
showed me the cover.

early as 1864 and, of course, I am glad to see the official announce-

ment concerning it. You can understand, of course, that when

I would be very pleased to keep the two photo prints for
my file end also, I presume, I may keep the extracts from some
memeographed sheets which you sent me.

I did not know that the 15¢ rate was discontinued as

writing the Canada book I had to go to press some time and I put

in it what facts I could.

There is no doubt that in another few

years a revised edition would be desirable but it would be a
colossal task.

that we had so little time to talk things over. The Exhibition was

I was very glad to see you again in Toronto and regret

wonderful but the attendance deplorable.

mentioned that the Knapp Shift had been placed before the Committee
for an opinion. Have you any comments you wish to make concerning

it now?

wsb/1
€ncle.

You may recall while talking to you at Toronto that I

With kindest regards, I am

P
Sincerely ydurs,




STANLEY B. ASHBROOK
P. O. Box 31 \
FORT THOMAS, KY.

Oct, 29, 1951,

§ Mre Gerald &, Wellburnm,
Desrholne
Dumcan
British Columbia, Ganada.

Dear Mr. Wellburn:

I am encloming herewith some photo-prints of several covers
that I showed o you last month at Toronto.

Regarding the cover with the pair of the Canada 3¢ 1870 and the
UuS, pair 3¢ 1869, You will perhaps recall that we were puzzled & bit
regarding the amall red circular marking. Upon close examimation, I
found that this was a faint strike of a postmark with a date in the
center of "APR 1 ?" -~ measurement being 24 MM. It is my opinion that
this was applied at New York. I believe the explanstion of this cover is
that it originated in Western Cansda - no doubt in British Columbia -
was not deposited in any Canadian Fost Office but was carried by an Ex-
press messenger all the way to New York where it first entered the mail -
the black cork cancels being applied there as well es the “aint red New

York postmark,

I enclose a print of a similar cover - a use in Harch 1873 - the
red New York postmark with a c¢ross at bottom, also messures 24 MM, "Via
Olympia" indicates that this originsted in British Columbia and was
carried “outside of the mail" by a Wells Fargo messénger all the way to
New York - possibly "Via Panama® - It is my guess that the rather indis-
tinct marking “For Great Britain and Ireland” was applied by the Express Co.

I will appreciate your comment the above,

(8 ‘ youl'l. f’ AL
£ / =

i
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Nov. 19, 1951.

Mr, Frank W, Campbell,
1132 Pinehurst,
Royal Oak, Mich,

Dear Mr. Campbell:

Please pardon the delay in acknowledging receipt of your interesting
and welcome letter of the 4th.

Don MacGregor and his wife Leona were very close friends of Mrs,
Ashbrook and me and their tragic passing was quite a blow. My good friend
Harold Stark, sent me a telegram about the sad affair, What a terrible thing
to happen to their daughter Louise - to have both parents taken and in addi-
tion a grandmother. Don and I kept in close touch on s2ll subjects relating
to our Registration System and sad to relate I received a letter from him the
Monday morning of his funeral. It bore a Detroit postmark of the previous
Friday of 5 P.M., showing that he mailed it only 2 few hours before the tragic
event, I will miss Don very much. He was a fine chap in every way. In-
cidentally we saw quite a bit of them at Toronto, The terrible toll on our
highways at present almost makes one hesitate to go any place by automobile.
The atory is the same in this territory as in other pectiona ot the country.

. 2R A M)
" “Rggarding the photograph thet I sent yoz and whioh I return in case
sh to retain it. I have e i the red postmark on the two
stamps as that of New York, It is a typa that was used on mail to Great Britain
in the early eighteen seventies. In my opinion, this cover originated in
Western Canada and was transmitted by private carrier - possibly an express
messenger - to New York City where it entered the mail for the first time. The
Canadian 6¢ paid the rate to the U. S. and the pair of 3¢ 1869 paid the rate to
England. Thus in paying the Canadian rate the express company complied with the
law to a certain extent, by which I mean that letters carried "outside of the
mail” were recuired to be enclosed in Government stamped envelopes. Did Canada
have a simidar law? I never investigasted such a possibility.

I certainly appreciste your interesting remarks on copper versus steel
impressions. Many thanks.

With kindest regards -

Cordially yours,

P
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__STANLEY B. ASHBROOK
_ , P. O. Box 31
S e FORT THOMAS, KY.

Gy~ Oets 25, 1951,

Mr., Bernsrd D, Hammer,
% H- R. Hamer & GOQ' Ino.,
32 “ast 57th 5t.,
New York 22, N,Y.

Dear Mr, Hamer:

T am onclosing the $0¢ 1861 cover herswith as per yours of the 22nd.
1 have no recollection whatscever that I ever questioned this cover, in

fact, I do not note a thing abaut the eover that is questionable. Yes, this
cover was in the Knepp First Sale, and was Lot ?873, I sent Tor the cover at
that time and photographed it snd there i# no memo in my files that 1 ques=-
tioned it in the slightesi dsgres. I am aware that it was withdrawn from
the Knanp sale but I am sure that I had nothing to do with that sebtion by

Souren.

The following is an exchange of correspondence thet I had with Y,
Souren in 1943: .

®Stanley B. Ashbrook, #Zsq.
434 South Grand Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentueky.

Dear HMr. Ashbrools

¥hile I was goipg through some ¢ld things the other day, 1 ryan
across the endlosed cover with a 90¢ 1861 which was Lot 2873

in the first Enapp sale.

%hen Lr. Behr returned from showing the lots at that time, he
had made the notation that you suggested that the cover should
be withdrawn from the sale as it was not what it should be.

I recall thet he gave me some notations made et the time you saw
the cover, but I can't find them, &nd i'd eppreciate it, if you
would look over the cover again and write me why you condemned 1i%.
Take your time sbout it, I am in no hurry. I encloee & stomped
envelope for its rfeturn, when you have the time.

-Bincerely yours,

(signed) Y. Souren”

My reply to the above was as follows:




2
Mr. Bernard D. Harmer, Oct. 25, 1951.

"ﬂr. Yo Souren. Jnl’ 19’ 1945.
394 Park Ave.,
New York, N.Y,

Dear Mr., Souren:

Yours of the 16th received. I am returning herewith the 90¢
cover %o China. I have no recollection of finding any fault
with the enclosed cover when Teddy was here with the Knapp
sale in April 1941, nor have I any memo in my catalogue that
I had any doubt about the cover at that time. After examin-
ing the cover carefully, I fail to see where I might have
found something suspicious. However, I am not doubting
Teddy's word in the least and if he says thet I didn't like
the cover, them it is quite possible he is right.

I note the cover was withdrawn from the sale but I can hardly
imagine that 1t wos withdrawn simply because I might have ex-
8 pressed some suspicion of it.

While the postmark is not legible I judge it is the red for-
eign mall merking of Philadelphia. The grids confirm this.

The use was May 1863 and the rate to Shanghai at this time, by
British Mail, Via Southampton, was 45¢ per half ounce. The
large penciled '2' in lower right shows the letter was over %
ounce, hence a double rate of 90¢. It was carried to England
Via American Packet, (doubtless by '"The City of Manchester' of
the Inmen Line - from N.Y. on May 9, 1863). On such a letter
the U.S, P.0.D, would be entitled to 2 x 21¢ (16¢ sea plus 5¢
internal) and the British 2 x 24y, total 90¢.

The latter credit of 48¢ to the British is in red ink above
the double rate credit '2,' Thus everything secems to be in
order so far as I cen see and I can't imagine why I would have
found any fault with the cover back in 1941.

Ky present opinion is thet the cover is perfectly genuine. If
you disagree I will welcome your comment.

If Teddy's statement is correct perhaps he can rccallvwhy I
guestioned the cover.

With best wishes, I am
Sincerely yours,"
.S’/qneaé STANLEY B. ASHBHOOK
Inasmuch as I have no copy of any reply to the above letter it is possible
that the matter was dropped.

I velieve that this cover is perfectly genuine end I have signed it on
the back as such. My fee for the sbove is $5.00 plus return postage.

outls; 7 2

With kindest regards -
Sincere
Copy to

Ezra D.Cole.
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Oet. 31, 1951.

¥Mr. Daniel F, Kelleher,
7 Water St.,
Boston 9, Mass.
& e -

Dear Dan:

Nice %o hear from you and I trust that you are okay in every way
and that everything is fine.

I had'a nice little session at Toronto - several cocktails with *
Leland Powerssand I requested him to give you my best regards. GQuite a
fine chap in gy opinion, especially around a table in a bar after the sun

h
as gone dgun, &

Herewith the 30¢ 1860 cover. I examined it carefully under my
binoeular microscope and I failed to detect any repair work at the bottom -
in faet, I shink the stamp was used originally on this cover and the cover
is verfectly okay - There might have been a erecase thru the upper right
portion of the stamp and someone probably ironed it out. The top right
corner of the stamp is & bit damaged due to the crease and a perf is missing.
This is fairly good evidence that the stamp was used as we see it. The rate
is correct and thé New York postmark with the "24" credit is correct. This
shows that the letter was over Z ounce but not over 3 ounce and that it was
carried across the Atlantic to England by a Cunard Mail Ship. Bonfimmation
of this is by the French postmark which has the "Serv Br" - In other words,
"From the U.S, to England by British Packet" - also by the "Per Steamer Canada."
Further, sailings by the Cunard ships in 1860 were on alternate Wednesdays
from Boston and New York. The pmcords show that the Canada sailed from Bosten
with the mail on Wednesday, Sept. 19, 1860, This letter was posted at New York
the day before and was sent to Bostorn to catech the sailing of the Canada the
next day. One more point - Mew York used a ringless grid on foreign mail at
this particular period, though the one on this cover seems unusually large -
Everything considered, I think the cover is okay.

Yes Dan, I would love to have anything in the way of photographs of the
5¢ and 10¢ 1847, and I would love to be able to photograph all the positions
on the 10¢ plate. Is there no way that you could persuade Sweet to let me
do this?

My best of wishes to you.

Cordially yours,

cwin









PHILIP He. WARD, JR.
1616 Walnut Street
PHILADELPHIA 3, PA,

August 27, 1951

Stanley Gibbons, Ltd,
391 Strand
London, WeCo24, England.

Dentlemen,

Mey I take this opportunity of calling your attention to Scott's
new Volume I catalogue published by Gordon Harmer, which has just been
distributed. I especially would like to have you note the listing of
stemps 755 - 762 which, unfortunately, you omitted from recent copies
of your publication., These stamps were issued by the Government at the
outbreak of the War between the States and I produced documents from
Washington to show that they were prepared and most of them were distri-
buted to the foreign Governments to show them the type of stamps that would
be aceeptable in payment of U. S. postage, These stemps have even a better
standing than many of the early British Colonial perf. 12 1/2 varieties
which you have listed and which never left London, Dozens of other stamps
could be pointed out in your catalogues of a similar type. This 1861
first design is worthy of listing as a separate issue and I sincerely trust
that your mew publication when it appeasrs a year or two hence will show this
change. Students of these stamps have accepted them for years and Clark only
made the change because he was not friendly with a certain dealer who had
sold them and was greatly influenced by a dealor in proofs and a student of
other issues who knew little about the 1861 series,

Mr, Hammer has only made this change after due consideration of all
facts. Will you be so good as to look into the matter seriously and give
it further consideration? I believe your own Sir Nicholas Waterhouse,
possibly the greatest student of our issues among the English collectors,
will feel somewhat the same waye

Sincerely yours

(signed) PHILIP H. WARD, JR,

P.S., Have sent copy to Sir Nicholas,

i






PHILIP H. WARD, JR.
1616 Walnut Street
PHILADELPHIA 3, PA,

August 27, 1951

Stanley Gibbons, Ltd.
391 Strand
London, W.C.2., England.

Dentlemen,

May I take this opportunity of calling your attention to Scott's
new Volume I catalogue published by Gordon Harmer, which has just been
distributed, I especially would like to have you note the listing of
stamps j'55 - ;62 which, unfortunately, you omitted from recent copies
of your publication. These stamps were issued by the Government at the
outbreak of the War between the States and I produced documents from :
Washington to show that they were prepered and most of them were distri-
buted to the foreign Governments to show them the type of stamps that would
be acceptable in payment of U, S. postage. These stamps have even a better
standing than meny of the early British Colonial perf. 12 1/2 varieties
which you have listed end which mever left London. Dozens of other stamps
could be pointed out in your catalogues of a similar type. This 1861
first design is worthy of listing as a separate issue and I sincerely trust
that your new publieation when it appears a year or two hence will show this
change. Students of these stamps have aceepted them for years and Cdark only
made the change because he was not friendly with a gertain dealer who had
sold them and was greatly influenced by a dealor in rroofs and a student of
other issues who know little about the 1861 series.

Hr, Hammer has only made this change after due consideration of all
facts. Will you be so good as to look into the matter seriously and sive
it further eonsideration? I believe your own Sir Nicholas Waterhouse,
possibly the greatest student of our issuss emong the English collectors,
will feel somewhat the same way.

Sincorely yours
(signed) PHILIP H. WARD, JR.

Pe3. Have sent copy to Sir Nicholas.
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PHILIP H, WARD, JR.
1616 Yalnut Street
PHILADELPEIA 3, PA,

August 27, 1951

Stanley Gibbons, Ltd.
391 Strand
Jondon, W.(.2., An;land,

Dentlemen,

May I teke this opportunity of calling your attention to Scott's
new Volume I ecatalogue published by Gordon Harmer, which has just been
distributed, I especially would like to have you note the listing of
stamps ;55 - (62 which, unfortunately, you omitted from recent coples
of your publication. These stemps were issued by the Government at the

‘outbreak of the Yar between the States and I produced documents from :
¥ashington %o show tha* they were prepered and most of them were distri-
buted to the foreign Governments to show them the type of stamps that would
be acceptable in payment of U. 5, postage. Thess stamps have even a better
standin: then meny of the early Pritish Colonial perf. 12 1/2 varieties
which you have listed and which mever left London. Dozens of other stamps
could be pointed out in your catalogues of a similer type. This 1861

first desirn is worthy of listing as a separate issue and I sincerely truct
that your new publicetion when it appears & year or two hence will show this
change., Students of these stemps have sccepted them for years and Cdark only
made the change because he wes not friendly with a gertain dealer who had
sold them and was greatly influenced by a dealor in rroofs and a student of
other issues who know liitle about the 1861 series.

¥r, Hamer s only made this change after due consideration of sll
facts. Will you be so good as to look into the matter seriously and give
it further eonasideration? I believe your own Sir Nicholas “eterhouse,
possibly the greatest student of our issues among the English collectors,
will fesl somewhat the same way.

Sincerely yours
{signed) PHILIP H., WARD, JR.
P.,5, Have sent copy to 3ir Nicholas,

sin




Oct. 31, 1951.

Mr., Harry L. Lindquist,
153 Waverly Place,
New York 14. N.Yo

Dear Harry:

This is very confidential. Phil Ward has been moving heaven and
earth to get Phillips of Gibbons to again list the Premieres in the
Gibbons catalogue. Here is a copy of a letter that he wrote to Phillips
last August. This was sent to me from a London man and Phil is unaware
thet I am being kept informed regarding his "crusade." He has addressed
letters to a number of London dealers (so I am informed) urging them to
use their influence in having Phillips re-instate the Premieres in the
Cibbons catalogge - He has written several letters to Waterhouse, but I
am informed that Sir Nicholas does not agree that the labels should be
listed. I also understand that he is in hearty agreement with my published
articles on the bits of paper. However, this is not first-hand and I should
not quote him in any waye.

There is no doubt in my mind that Phil was responsible for the
action taken by Gordon Harmer in re-pricing the Premieres in the 1952
catalogue. I intend to wait until the 1952 8;U.S. is published then I am-
tend to publish an article deploring the effort being made to re-establish
these "sample labels" and the mistake that Gordon made in the 1925 catalogues.

Please note Phil's reference to Hugh Clark - to Colson - to Brazer and
also to me - the "student" who has little knowledge of the 1861 issue. Well
perhaps he is right but I doubt it. I keep on friendly terms with Phil but
I have his number. I doubt if he would hesitate to double~cross anyone not
@ven his own flesh and blood - if there was a few dollars involved.

Gordon should be told that he is very foolish to permit Ward and
Colson to make a sucker out of him.

Regards.

Yours etec.,
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November 2, 1951

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

Dear Stan:

The effort that Ward is making to have the 1861 August
issues reinstated in Gibbons, is indeed interesting.

You are fortunate in having friends who keep you informed of this

crusade, but I can't see how it would be effective, for aside from
the merits of the case, it doesn't seem to me that a controversial
issue of this kind has any place in any catalcg issued in England,

I don't see Bordon very often these days, but some time when we

get together I'1l bring the matter up and see if he has any comments
to make on what influence was brought to bear. He has never been
too close to Ward, but of course, he is also influenced by the fin-
ancial end of the business, and may have been sold a bill of goods,
If I get any information I'll pass it right on to you.

Sincerely yours,

J

HLL/G

i



EZRA D. COLE

Rare Postage Stamps
NYACK . NEW YORK

Commissions . Appraisals

TELEPHONE NYACK 7-0964 November 26, 1951

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

Dear Stan:

Thanks for sending me the copy of Ward's letter, which
I am returning, and I think it is a good letter. Even
though he may not like it, this is all you can do and
you certainly are serving him fair warning and not go-
ing into personalities, even in this letter, which 1is
of course private. If, as you say, he continues to dig
at you in print, your only recourse is to do likewise.

Did you send him the photograph of the 1little
cover of the 18,7 re-issues I sent you? That might
disturb him a 1little bit.

Don't forget to write me about anything in the
Kelleher sale. I expect prices will be high endugh.

Ezra Cole




\ PHILIP H. WARD, JR.
\ 1616 Walnut Street
\ Philadelphia 3

November 20, 1951

Br. Stanley B, /Ashbrook
33 N. Ft, Thomas Avenue
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan:

1 heve your letter of the 18th and note that you sre
going on a further campaign in regards to the August issue. Of course, this
is your privilege but I cannot possibly see what you are driving at. You
have had your say the way the rest of us had and people know the way you think.
What is the object of a rehash of the old story? I read your notes in this
month's "Service" and you are telling us nothing but what you have told us
months before. I think you are unfair in not reproducing the letter of
Montgomery Blair in which he ordered "stamps" and not proofs or esseys. You
know you were wrong on the steel plates of 1847 and you can be wrong in this
case. 1 hate to see you publish a further article in a stamp journal or
booklet for if you do I will sigply have to come out and call attention %o
when you had been wrong before and that you are wrong again. You will find
something published within the next year that is going to surprise you.

If you come out with a nasty dig and mention my name I am

coming out in the same manner, which I certainly dislike to do. The issue

was definitely ordered by the Postmastcr General end were distributed. You

say they were not used for postage. How about the %X reissues of 1847 and 1851
which were definitely not used for poctage? In fact, it was distinctly stated
at the time that they were not good for poctage. There are dozens of British
Colonies that have been listed for years and they never left Great PEritain al-
though they are recognized by specialists throughout. You certainly seem to be
going out of your way and don't let the August issue affect you the way the
Needham collection affected Perry and the Grimnell stamps affected John Klemann,

I note your remsrks that we can go through with this difference
of opinion without marring our friendship in the slightest degree. I sineerely
yrust his is so but if you come out in print and lambaste me and 1 come out and
answer your letter and lambaste you, I cannot see how thie is going to make
either of us enthusiastie. I had thought you were through and g regret to find
this is not the case. ~

Sincerely yours,
(signed) PHILIP H. WARD,JR,

i
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I;‘f_ Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook, Ionia, Michigan.
Ft Thomas, Ky. October 29, 1951.
Dear Stan:

Tharks for yours of the 17th and pardon delay in replying - Rene and I have
been hunting and she is still up in the northern part of the state. I have
to be in Chicago the latter half this week and first of next at the annual
API (American Petroleum Institute) Convention and I note the Philatelic
Congress is also in session the last of this week so will drop in on it too.

Re the vertical strip of three I sent you — I have in mind serding this on
to Mort Neinken for his opinion - he is awfully good on plating, you know.
What I can't figure out is WHY what you and I think is position 21I1E (the
top stamp in strip) has position dot in a different place than the same dot
is located on 21I1L? Can you figure this out, Stan? Maybe Mort can help.

Have your note about my extra set of the One cent Vol's I and II which I
bought from the Newbury Estate at $20.00 when Lindquist offered them for

sale. What I would prefer to do is to send you my old original set at say
$15.00 and keep the new set for my own use. My Vol I is sort of used looking
but Vol II is almost like new and in the Deluxe edition. Would this be OK,
Stan? Let me know which you prefer and will send them along, but would prefer
to keep the new set myself.

Molesworth sent me a batch of covers which arrived today. Am enclosing five
that I am primarily interested in. Please look them over and tell me which

of these I ought to keep, and those I ought to pass up. Please mention
especially the "Payen" cover with the vertical pair of the 30¢ 1860 - is this
a good item to acquire or has it been monkeyed with too much? The cover with
the hor pair of the 10¢ green Type II amd the single 1¢ Type II imperf intrigues
me - I am "almost" sure this 1¢ is from Plate Three - what do you think? Note
the series of dots in upper right corner - the scratches plainly showing in the
"ON" of "ONE". I know you will want to look this over and perhaps you can
plate it - seems to be a "B" Relief and has tiny scratches across whole bottom
of stamp. Should I take this item? It sort of appeals to me provided it is

a Plate Three stamp and can be plated. If so and you agree on it being Plate
Three, please sign it for me as such and will reimburse you for same, Stan.

Regards. (In case you get to Chicago, I will be at Stevens Hotel from Thursday
night on of this week and through till Monday).

Sincerely,
JGF/k G. [leckenstein.
Enc:REG: (e

P

ALL AGREEMENTS ARE CONTINGENT UPON STRIKES. ACCIDENTS. ABILITY TO OBTAIN CRUDE AT POSTED PRICE. OR OTHER CAUSES BEYOND OUR cgNTRoL QUOTATIONS ARE FOR IMMEDIATE ACCEPT-
ANCE AND SUBJECT TO PRIOR SALE OR CHANGE WITHOUT NOTICE. THE PURCHASER AGREES TO PAY AMOUNT OF ANY FEDERAL. STATE OR LOCAL TAX. FEE OR CHARGE. ON THE PRICE OF OR ON
THE MERCHANDISE COVERED HEREBY. TO BE ADDED TO THE INVOICE. PRICES QUOTED UPON PRESENT FREIGHT RATES. ANY INCREASE THEREIN IS TO BE BORNE BY PURCHASER

|



Oct. 31, 1951.

K¥r., J. G. Fleckenstein,
419 Union St.,
Ionia, Kich.

Dear Jack:

Herewith the five (5) covers as per yours of the 29th. Bere are
some comments:

30¢ 1860 - Vertical peir on cover - A vertical on cover of this stamp is
a very rare item, This is & center line pair from the left pane and it
has been reperfed, but I feel certain it originated on this cover, At a
price of $100 I think this cover is a good purchase. :

24¢ 1860 - to Dublin - stamp has been reperfed. I would rather pay more -
say 385 to $100 for a fine cover with this stamp.

Two 12¢ 1857 - to England - These stamps are from Plate 3 and they are fine
examples of stamps from that plate. Stamp to left is a nice double line
variety, I think this cover is worth the price of $30.00.

217 rate to France - in 1856 - The pair of 10¢ is a little close =t left
but this is & nice cover - probably worth $45.00,

6g 1869 cover - The Stevens marking is not scarce - the 6¢ stemp is not fine -
cover, therefore, is overpriced @ §17.50.

I regret to state that I will not be able to get up to Chicago this
week-end for the Congress and this in spite of the fact I have a paper on
the 90¢ 1860.

Yes Jack, why not send the Plate One Farly vertical to Mort - Don't
tell him that I saw it or that we suspect it to be 21L1E. Don't give Mort
any information, not even that you think it is a Plate One Early - Let him
struggle with it and see what he can do. While in Chicago why not look up
Mike - Ask him to loan you any multiples that he has with 21L1E - Tell him you
want to borrow any he has and have me photograph - Go right after him and
insist he grant this fevor to you. No reason why he shouldn't - Tell him you
will go down to the safe deposit box - Also tell him you would like to borrow
his Plate One Early and have me photograph each position. See what you can do.

Okay Jack - send me your old set of my One Cent book and keep the new.
I will be glad to pay you §15 for them. It will help me.

Again re - the Molesworth 21¢ rate to France -~ The l¢ 1851 single is
29R2 - not a Plate 3 stamp. In my volume 2 I wrote quite a bit of data on the
21¢ rate to France - Look it up in foreign rates. Harold will tell you a
nice cover like this is not common.

SN



#2. Mr. J. G. Fleckenstein - Oct. 31, 1951.

- 9

I am sending a copy of this letter to you in care of the
Stevens - Chicago.
Best of regards.

e Cordially yours,
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Oct. 17’ 19510

Mr, Carl Pelander,
545 Fifth Ave.,
New York 17, N.Y.

Dear Carl:

Re - your sale of Nov. 2nd=3rd next, I would like to‘seo
the following lots: ;7 Vs

Vo SV v v

Nos. 5, 14, 46, 86, 276 and 277.

I will return without any delaye.

My kindest regards -

Cordially yours,

76
. ek
o 7.8
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POSTAGE STAMPS FOR COLLECTORS ° U. S. AND SCANDINAVIA OUR SPECIALTY

545 FIFTH AVENUE « NEW YORK 17
TELEPHONE MURRAY HILL 2-2545

October 19, 1951

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
Ps O. Box 31
33 N. Ft. Thomas Ave.
Ft. Thomas, Ky.
Dear 3Sir:
Thank you very much for your letter of October 17.
I am sorry to inform you that Lots 5, 14, 46, 276 and 277
are out on inspection at the present time.
I am enclosing lot #86 for your inspection. The insurance
value is $35.00.
If the time element warrants it, we will be glad to send
the remaining lots to you on thelr return.

Thank you for this opportunity of serving you.

Very truly yours,

CARL E. PELANDER

By A b

—/_DO.SA(;g Vﬁ_ .09



Oet. 20, 1951,

Mr. Carl E, Pelander,
545 Fifth Ave.,
New York 17, N.Y.

Dear Carl:

Herewith Lot 86 in your sale of Nov., 2-3 next. Thanks very
much.

I am very suspicious of this cover and perhaps it would be
best to offer it as is. I am not aware that New York ever used a
grid such as is on the revenue stamp, but I have seen covers that I
am sure are fraudulent with this same type of encircled grid,

Examine the black ink of the New York postmark with that of
the grid - Do they seem the seme to you? I am asking - not suggest-
ing a8 I had little time to examine this cover carefully.

With regards -

Cordially yours,

e



Oct. 29, 1951.

Mr. Edgar B. Jessup,
% MARCHANT
1475 Powell St.,
Qakland, Calif,
Dear Edgar:
Note this photo-nrint and copy of letter to Maurice
Ce Blake.
Again we run into the faked @neireled grid and this

time the fake is very, very clever. Any comment?

Yours etc,
?




Nov. 6, 1951,

Mr. Edgar B, Jessup,
% MARCHANT
1475 Powell St.,
Oakland, Calif.

Dear Hdgar:

Re - yours of the 4th and the cover to France with the encircled
grid. I really don't know what actually happened but I feel sure that the
cover is a fake. No, I would not state that the grid was painted but rather
that it was handstamped. I have no example of this particular New York post-
mark, so I don't know whether it is good or bad - nothing for comparison -
but it looks bad to me.

I wrote Pelander before the sale that I had my suspicion of this
cover but he never even acknowledged receipt of my letter. The majority of
dealers do not want to be told that items in their sales are bad, preferring
to shut their eyes and let the buyers get gyped. Damn little honesty among
the shole bunch.

I think the grid is a fake stamper used by some French faker and I
can imagine no better candidate than M. Zareski. Yes, the one on Bill's
cover was in red and a fake - no doubt about that. I think this strike came
from the same one used on Bill's cover. The New York and the grid are both
in black as they should be if the rate was "short paid." My lamp failed to
disclose any pen removed marks on the 10¢.

Yes, the S.F. and Oakland are genuine beyond any question of a doubt
but in my opinion some faker copied the S.F,

It is strange that I cannot locate a 10¢ rate from the west coast
to Canada in 1864 - 1865 - 1866 or 1867. I may be wrong but my impression
is that B.N.A. "experts" know their stamps but very little about their postal
history - rates and covers.

. Re - the 1861 Premieres. Our friend Phil Ward has been carrying on
quite a campaign for several years past to get the Premieres re-established
in the catalogues. You have probably noticed that he persuaded Gordon to
price them in the 1952 Scott. Last year he had Gordon delete a part of the
note that heads the listing. For months he has been writing Phillips, the
Editor of Gibbons trying to persuade him to again list them in the Gibbons
U.S. catalouge. I am enclosing a copy of a letter that he wrote Phillips -
Please keep this strictly confidential. What do you think of it?

With regards =
Cordially yours,




Oct. ?9. 19510

Kr, HMaurice C, Blake,
11 iason Sta.,

Brookliine, Hass.
Dear Maurics;
Hare is a cover in Pelander's sale for next Nov, 2, Lot B6.
In my opinion, the revenue stanp did not originate but the
10¢ was used by itself. The faker applied the revenue stamp and the
fake encirelad grid. The New York postmark is in black, hence the
"12" was a égg;g on a short-paid (10¢) lstter.
I will value your comment.

Sincerely yours,

et



11 Mason Street
Brookline 46, Mass.

November 2, 1951
_ﬁf; Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 N. Fort Thomas Awvenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky
Dear Stanley:

The Pelander Sale 11/2/1951 Lot 86 is a vpuzzler
so far as your photo (herewith returned) reveals.

The ll-bar grid in black suggests the grid in red
on 1869 stamps with Boston postmark of 1860-1865 in Costales Sale,
Is it the same grid stamper ¢

Debit 12 would seem to imply an unpaid (taken as such)
letter of £ - loz. via Br, Pkt. to France. Front of cover in photo
shows no decimes. Were they erased or did Britain take care of the
U.S. debit 2 TLack of any trans-channel marking on face suggests the
letter went direct, but if so,how and why debit 12 9%

What postal markings appear on reverse ¢

Sincerely yours,

i



Nov. 8, 1951.

Er. K. C. Blake,
11 Mason St.,
Brookline 46, Mass.

Dear Maurice:

Re - the cover, Pelander sale, with 5¢ revenue stamp and the fake
encircled grid. Yes, this grid seemed to be from the same stamper that
made the 1869 Boston cover and the former West cover with the 5¢ 1861
buff and 10¢ 1861. I really don't know what happened to the Pelander cover
but I ‘suspect that both markings are fraudulent. I have no record of a
New York marking with "12" at the top like this strike, so find it impossible
to make a comparison.

If this cover was genuine and of the 1lO¢ 1861 period, it would have
been transmitted in the regular channels and would have been rated accord-
ingly. Such a N.Y. marking as this, and applied in black would have meant
a rate of not over 2 ounce - 15¢ U.S, Dus - (8 Decimes), by American Packet
direct to France with a debit of 12¢. Thus, if this revenue stamp originated
on the cover and was not recognized at New York, then the letter could have
been rated as entirely unpaid with 15¢ or "8" decimes due in France. But
there is no "8" decimes due marking, nor any transit markings. Further, New
York should have marked it, "SHORT PAID."

The whole thing looks to me like something that Zareski might have
made - He is an expert in artistic work and in many cases he(?) endeavors to
imitate an original.

Note my tracing of the New York postmark and the position of the "12."
It is not in the top center, but to the right., I do not recall any such a
"queer" looking marking as this.

There is no denying the fact that if the 5¢ stamp was intended to make
up a 15¢ rate and it was not recognized, and if the letter went by direct
steamer, (American Packet) to France - our sheare of the rate Would have been
12¢.

I return the prints. Keep them if you wish,

With regards.

Sincerely yours,

i
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Nov. 3,1951,

Mr. Marcel Levy,
8 rue Lagarde,
Paris, France.
Dear Mr. Levy:

I am in receipt of yours of the 30th with the four photo-prints, which
I will hold pending further discussion of these two items. The cover to
Germany was prepaid ?4¢ and apparently no other payment was made, hence the
letter was "SHORT PAID" and consequently was rated as entirely unpaid. "Per
Steamer via England” meant "Via Prussian Closed Mail," and the rate on such
mail in the 1850's was 30¢. The New York postmark with "23" is in black, hence
is a debit to the Prussian Post Office Department rather than a eredit. Debits
were black, credits wereé red. The "BLOODS" stamp and marking indicates the
letter was dropped in one of Blood's letter-boxes in Philadelphia to be carried
to the Post Cffice for mailing. If you have my "Serviée Report" No. 6, dated
Septe. 20bh, pleass note phocto-print No. 22, This shows a short-paid letter
of 3¢ and rated as entirely unpaid. No part payments were permitted under the
Treaty - It was a case of all or none., The "13" is a Gemman me rking. Re -
the "83" on the back. I do not know the meaning of this but I doubt if it had
any postal significance.

Regarding the 3¢ 1851 cover. I have a memo of this identicale
my files and a deseription of it. It was submitted to me by a dealer in 1944
at a price of $25.00. I have this marking listed in my files as being applied
at Richmond, Va. It was used back in the 1845-1851 period on stampless mail -
also in the 1851-1855 period on unpaid stampless mail. Examples are known both
on and off cover and applied in both blue (as on ydpur cover), and black. There
is no evidence that the 3¢ stamp on your cover was used originally on the cover
but I believe that it was, and the "Way 6" had no significance other than a
cancelation. Your analysis was quite correct, viz., "only a killer without any
meaning.” There was a similar cover in the 'West Sale, (Apr. 26, 1943) - Lot
569 - Sale price $34.00 - this a 3¢ '51 orange brown on a bill of lading addressed
1o Richmond. One can take their choice as to where the marking was applied - at
Richmond? At Lynchburg? Or by a Route Agent? I doubt if any postal student
knows the correct answer. ¥t is my recollection that I had never seen an example
of this marking when my One Cent Book was published in 1938.

The "James River Canal" extended from Richmond to Lynchburg,VA. - a dis-
tance of 147 miles and it appears that this cover, which was a Bill of Lading did
accompany the shipment of goods. It seems doubtful that it passed through the
Post 0ffices of Richmond or Lynchburg, hence it seems possible that the stamp
might have been canceled by an Agent of the Post Office. I intend to make
further investigation and will advise you.

With best wishes -

Cordially yours,

yh



Nov. 5, 1951.

Dro Wo Scott POlland,
Albert Bldg.,
San Rafael, Calif.

Dear Doctor:

Ky good friend over in Paris, Marcel Levy, sent me the photos of
a 3¢ 1851 0.B. cover thet you sold hig recently - This was a B/L from
Richmond to Lynehburg, Va. and the stamp was canceled with a blue encir-
cled "HAY 6". I recognized the cover as one that a dealer submitted to
me in 1944, I had this merking listed as applied at Richmond but the B/L
indicates that it was probably applied at Lynchburg. I suppose this item
was carried outside the mail and by canal boat - In‘fact, was never in a
U, S, P.0. or in the U.,S.Mail, I suppose the "Way"6" was applied by a
P.0.Agent at Lynchburg. Would that be your guess? I kever knew there was
a canal between Richmond and Lynchburg but I found thet there was one be-
tween the two cities and its length was 116 miles. I was under the im-
pression thet letters or B/L relating to cargo were not subject to postage.
I have a r=cord of a similar item - a 3¢ 1851,

Lot 569 in the Vest sale was a 3¢ '51 0.B. with this same marking
in black but it was also not tied - This was a B/L to Richmond.

It seems odd thet the stamps were not tied on the two covers. Back
in the Chase Sale in 1925 there was a single 0.B. with this same marking in

blﬂc °

What bothers me is thet letters relating to cargo did not require
payments of postage when carried out of the mail and second, the stamps
on both covers were not tied. I am not suggesting anything but I couldn't
help but wonder.

If you have any comment it will be most welcome.

With Best Wishes

Cordially yours,

i



Nov. 10, 1951.

Dr. W. Scott Polland,
Albert Bldg.,
San Rafael, Calif.

Dear Doctor:
Thanks for the photo-prints of the Canal Boat cover.

I agree thast the date on face is no doubt the arrival date and
indicated that the Canal Boat Eagle was approximately 6 days enroute,
which would bhe about 19 miles a day. That seems awfully slow progress
to me but perhaps they only traveled in daylight.

No, I don't think this B/L was sent by a special agent but rather
thet it acecompanied the shipment and that the Master of the Boat had to
comply with P.O. Regulations. Doubtless the same regulations applied to
canal boats as to any other water vessels - viz - that any mail carried
by the vessel had to be handed over to an agent of the P,0.Dept. before the
vessel was permitted to "break bulk." Please note the following:

P.0.Regulations - 1852 Edition - P.L. & R. - Page 40 - Sec. 159 -
"All letters conveyed by steamboats, packets, or other vessels, relating
to the cargo, must be left unsealed; =nd if sealed, must be delivered into
the post office and charged with postage; but if upon being opened in the
presence of the postmaster, and found to relate to the cargo, the postage
may be remitted. The law relating to this subject is often violated.
Postmasters will use diligence to correct the evil, and prosecute for the
penalty, in every case where they can obtain testimony." (end)

I believe that quite a bit of comment on canal boat mail has appeared
in the past in print but the material was never of much interest to me. I
suppose mail was carried by canal boats for short distances or in remote
sections but their progress was so much slower than a mail coach that I
doubted if any but some local mail was carried by the boats which were after
all, intended for slow freight.

I may use this cover as a subject in my next Service issue. If you
have any objection please let me know.

Sincerely yours,

)

wih



MATTHEW E. HAZELTINE, M. D.
W. SCOTT POLLAND, M. D.
HOWARD HAMMOND JR., M. D.
ARNOLD A. NUTTING, M. D.
GRACE DICKSON KLEISER, M. D.
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SHERMAN E. ROGERS
Classic ‘-Sl:am/u and Covens

ST1 " FIFTH AVENUE
NEW YORK 17, N. Y.

TELEPHONE MURRAY HILL 7-B968

November 13, 1951

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

Dear Mr., Ashbrook;

I understand that you have been recording items of
Zareski manufacture. The enclosed looks like one of his
products and I thought you might like to see it just for
the record.

It was purchased from a "reputable" auction house
here in New York to whom it will be returned after you
have completed your examination.

Jack Fleckenstein, by the way, & great friend of
mine, thinks very highly of you. i

Cordially yours

%%

Shermen E. Rogers
SER:KR



Reb, 15, 1951

Mr, Sherman E. Rogers,
511 Fifth Ave.,
New York 17, N.Y,
Dear Mr. Rogers:

Thanks very much for your kindness in sending the enclosed
cover to me. I thoroughly agree that this does look like the work
attributed to Zareski, because there is no question but what he
does turn out some very clever work. This cover, while it contradicts
itself, is rather ¢lever. What do you think really happened? What
was the item originally? I would like to see if our ideas agrée. ? §
did not examine the stamp under my lamp but it appears to have been
cleaned. |

Thanks also for your reference to Jack Fleckenstein. Jack is
a great chap and I count him as one of my closest of friends.

Sincerely yours,






Kef35)

Nov. 19%h, 1951.

Dr. W. Scott Polland,
Albert Bldg.,
San Rafael, Calif.

Dear Doctor:
Yours of the l4th received,

The S,F. cover with the 30¢ 1861 was sent to me by Sherman Rogers
of New York. He stated it was from a New York auction, that he suspected
it was a Zareski and thought I would like to see it. I wrote him that the
cover was a fake and thanked him, It would be difficult to guess just
what did actually happen as there are several possibilities. If one could
remove the 30¢ stamp one could get some idea as to whether this was a
stampless or had a stamp of lower value - 10¢ for example - hence a "Short
Paid" - My guess is that it was a stampless and the encircled "30" was on
the cover. San Francisco used an encircled "30" but the lower part of the
"3" was different from the one on this 30¢ stamp., I noticed how the stamp
had been rubbed and had a washed out appearance but I thought 'so little of
the cover that I didn't examine the stamp under my lamp.

Re - the Nevada City cover. It is my guess that the oval "PAID"
was applied by an express company - The carrier who carried the letter from
its origin into Nevada City and mailed it there as a "Paid" letter. The
postmark shows # PAID and corrected to "10.," Jessup should know what express
companies ran into Nevada City in May 1855. I judge that was the date of
use.

I return the prints herewith, and thank you for the look. I believe
that I made a photograph of the "30" cover.

With best wishes -

Cordially yours,




- el

SHERMAN E. ROGERS
Classie 5ta.mP5 and Covers

511 FIFTH AVENUE
NEW YORK 17, N. Y.

TELEPHONE MURRAY HiLL 7-B968

November 19, 1961

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

Dear Mr. Ashbrook;

My guess is that it was a stampless cover to which the
cleaned stamp was added and the postmark "30"™ painted in.
The only date which is contradictory is that of the French
marking on the front of the cover which shows July as opposed
to the one on the reverse which shows an August arrival.
However, the receiving mark on the face may have just been an
accident, the clerk having forgotten to change the month from
July to August.

Thanks so much for your courtesy.

,ﬁiull \P[

Sherman E. Rogers
SER:KR




Nov. 25, 1951.

Mr. Sherman K, Rogers,
511 Fifth Ave.,
New York 17, N.Y.

-~

T*he g
Dear Mr, Rogers:
Thanks for yours of the 19th.

I am enclosing herewith a photograph of the cover. I agree that
this was probsbly a stampless cover, and if it was, it wes surely “"rated"-
Therefore, the stamp must be over the lower part of the encircled "30"
marking, The July date in the French postmerk was undoubtedly an error,
and incidentally the kind of an error that I have very seldom noted on
covers to France, This is the sort of work thet one would attribute to
the French faker, Zareski.

Several months ago I sent him a photograph of a fake 1847 cover that I
suspected that he had "fixed" and inquired if he had done the "fixing." In
reply he emphatically denied and was insnlted at my letter, Can you imagine
such nerve. The reason I msde the inomiry was because the Philatelic Founda-
tion issued a certificate stating the fake cover was genuine in all respects.

Sinesrely yours,

tin
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HEAIING LURP

TELEPHONE 7800 ¢« JOLIET, ILLINDOIS

Nove.l2,1951.

Mr. Stanley B.Ashbrook,
Fte. Thomas,Kye.

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

Thank you for your letters of the
10th and your reference to the stamps still on my
want liste

Somewhere along the line I failed
to add the #6 to my list and if you have any leads on
this ask that you add it to the 21-99R2 for condsiderations

According to you booklet "The Premieres
Gravures of 1861" I have in my possession numbers 55--
56-=58--60 and 6le The enclosed 57 is offered me as
a cancelled 1tem.

Your booklet states that this stamp
was never issued to the public and was never used for
postage,hoever is passed by the Philatelic Foundation
under the opinion of being genuine.

Will appreciate your comments on
this particular stamp before I add it toc my collection
and will gladly pay for your time in this endeavore

Inclidently, the items in paragraph three

are at the Philatelic Foundation for opinionse.

8 truly,
Huber

e



——

Nov. 15, 1951.

Mr., E, J. Huber,
P, 0. Box 905,
Joliet, Ill.

Dear Mr. Huber:

Herewith I am returning the 5¢ Premiere Gravure of 1861,
together with certificate No. 3039 of the Philatelic Foundation. It
is my opinion that the cancelation on this copy hss no postal signi-
ficance for the simply reason that this 5¢ Essay, or as I call it
"a printers' sample" was not issued to the public for postal use.

If perchence a collector desired to add one or more of these
"Egsays® to his collection, it is my belief that he should obtain an
unused copy with full original gum.

In my files I have no record of a "ganceled copy" of the 5¢
value, though several copies of other values exist with questionable
markings.

It seems to me that the Expert Committee of the P.F. should have

.been required to answer two queries, viz: First - Is this a genuine copy

of the 5¢ 1861 Egsay? Secwnd - Is the cancelation on this stamp a genuine
postal markéng of the period?

I have in my re’erence collection a cover with a 3¢ 1861 cardboard
proof which actually passed thru the mail and is tied to the cover with a
genuine postmark. This, I regard as a "freak" becasse no one would suggest
that the U.S. P.0.D. issued to the public 3¢ 1861 cardboard proofs for
postal use.

Under separate cover, I am today forwarding to you a sample copy
of my latest "Service Issue" which goes at intervals to e small circle of
advanced collectors. It so happens that this "Issue", dated today, con-
tains a further discussion of the "Premieres.”

There is no fee for the above.

Sincerely yours,



TR A R O May 7....19.51..

THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION
22 EAST 35TH STREET
NEW YORK 16, N.Y.

EXPERT COMMITTEE

submitted by ==Mr..Robert. A.. Siegel
of which a photograph is attached .PelOW. = =n==mnma=s

Chatrman













J4.8. Xo. 19844 0. S.A. No. 483 S.H.A. Mo. 12627

Jark £. Molesmorth
Dhilatelic  Broker
102 TRBearon |
Boston 16, SMassachusetts  Fayred To Destinuation
By Toston Irarance Co.

November 12, 1951

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
Box 31
Ft. Thomas, Kentucky.

Dear Stan,

I am enclosing a cover with a #58, #67, and a pair of
#71 which I purchased in a recent H, R. Harmer auction.
Tt was described MAS IS" since apparently there was
some doubt about it, though I am not sure in what re-
gard.

I would greatly appreciate your opinion on it and your
signature on .the back should you feel that it is G,
Advise your fee and I shall remit promptly as usual.

With bgst wishes,

44-4gx
E. Moldsworth

JEM/ecf
Encl.




Nov. 15, 1951.

Mr. Jack E. Molesworth,
102 Beacon St.,
Boston 16, Mass.
Dear Jack:

Herewith the Payen cover with the 75¢ rate to France. I don't
know why anyone would question it. This cover is well known to me as it
shows the earliest known use of a 10¢ Type I -~ See the date in the S.U.S.
which I gave to Editor Clark years ago.

This is really a nice cover. There is also another cover known
with a use of this 10¢ Type I on the same day - Sep. 17, 1861 from
Rochester, N.Y,

This was mailed from New York on Tuesdyy, Sep. 17, 1861, to catch
the seiling of the Cunard Mail S.S, "Arabia" from Boston on VWednesday the
18th.

I have endorsed the cover on the back.

My ree is $5.00.

Hegards.

Sincera}y yours,

P,S.~-1I would like to buy this cover if you will sell it to me but domn't

feel obligated to do so.




A\ .J3.S. No. 19844 C.S.A. ¥Ho. 483 SHEA. Mo, 12627

Jark £. Molesmorth

Dlwi'ate'ic Brol{e'n
102z gzaum

Boston 16, Massachusetts
November 28, 1951

Funured To
JMir. Stanley B. Ashbrook i ‘ ik
Box 31 4 Lonton Jenurance G
Ft. Thomas, Kentucky.

Dear Stan,

I was pleasantly surprised to learn that the 10¢ August cover
is such a nice item. Though I have several men in mind, I
have not obligated or mentioned the cover to anyone else so

I am glad to give you first crack. I have frankly had a very
difficult time deciding on a fair price and waited until I
could check with Dan Kelleher to see what he might have to say.
I saw him yesterday and he suggested a retail price of $300,00
to $350.00, ©Since Dan is customarily a bit on the high side
gnd sigce I picked it up for a song, I am setting a price of
$250.00.

I hope that you will consider this a fair figure and that it
will give you enough room to make at least $100.00., However,
if you feel it is not fair, I shall greatly appreciate your
comments and shall give them serious consideration as I do not
claim to have sufficient knowledge to back up any prices that
might be set on the cover,

I am also enclosing #38 pair on cover which I wcould appreciate
your checking and endorsing if you feel it is all right as I
am sure it is. Fleckenstein had this cover and apparently
showed it to Stark who was interested but questioned it in
view of the tiny red dot on theitip of one of the perfs of the
lower stamp. It is priced at $100.00 if you have any interest
in it.

Please deduct what I owe you on the past two lots plus your
fee on this from any remittance you may make to me, or I shall
send you a check if we do not get together on the #58 cover.

JEM/ecf
Encl.




Nov. 30, 1951.

Mr, Jack E. Molesworth,
102 Beacon St,,
Boston 16, Mass.

Dear Jack:
Herewith the two covers as per yours of the 28th.

I really don't know what the Payen cover with the 10¢ August is
worth but =fter it sold so cheap in a recent sale I simply couldn't offer
it to a friend @ $250.,00 plus. No doubt it is worth that figure but any
profit that I might be able to make would probably cost me the friendship
of a good friend, PFerhaps you are in a different position and wouldn't
be criticised. Sometimes a good friend and a Bood buyer is more valuable
than a profit on a single cover. I thoroughly appreciate the fact that you
invested your money in this cover and have a perfect right to charge any
price you choose but unfortunately the other fellow don't take thet into
consideration. 1 am sure you understand. Go ahead and try to get all you
can for the cover and in the event you fail to place it, you can send it
to me and I will buy it if the price is in line with what I can ask for it.
Naturally the date of use is what makes the value.

- Re - the other cover. I think that it is good beyond any question
of a doubt and it seems to me that the dot you mention is orangs not red,
but whether this is pert of the stamp below I do not know, At any rate, the
postage that was paid on this letter was 60¢ - as the markings prove and I
see no reason to suppose this was a paid stampless. If I endorsed it on
the back I would charge you a fee for my name and inasmuch as the cover is
perfectly good I see no reason to put you to thet expense.

With kindest regards -

Cordially yours,

“a




A S. No. 19844 C.S.A. No. 483 S.J.A. Xo. 12627

Jack £. Molesmnrth
D]\ilatehc Brolter

102 TBeacon
Boston 16, Massachusetts

March 5, 1953

Mr, Stanley B. Ashbrock
P. 0. Box 31

33 N. Ft. T homas Ave.
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan,

My t hanks for your two letters of March 2nd and
especially your reference on the 2¢ - 1869 cover, I did
not recall this section in your special service until you
called it to my attention. Apparently the cover is a
rather rare and valuable one! Do you think I would be
unreasonable in asking $50 for it?

1 agree that Ezra Cole was probably misquoted by the
Foundation, but do believe his question: "Is the gum
original when it has been disturbed?" a rather ridiculous
one.if he does not call it regummed and still doesn't con-
sider it original I am¥Wondering what he woulld call it
but do not wish to d.éiuss the matter with him as I fear
he would take any comme@ts.sl would make to be in an argu-
pentative vein rather t*lﬁ?il.equest for enlightenment and

\ . @l basis for his comments,

Please enlighten me as to the other M"September 17th
1861" cover with a 10¢ type 1 that you believe I once owned
as I have no recollection of it. The United Stamp Company
is run by a man named Vincént ,‘ ‘anEdropean refugeé& of
Hebrew vintage who I gather is a rather large talker with
little ability to back it up. Lot #34 in the sale brought
$230. I had bid $160 on it myself., What was your opinion

on it?
With best wishes,
<o J
‘;/' M‘ 3
J ack E. Mole}orth
JEM/mm

x ‘0!-] 0%’%:1:0\- —-2 towld be udrov-a’
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Mr. Morris Fortgang
114 East 84th Street

NEW YORK (28) N.Y, 114 Eest & th St.,
New Yprk- Nov.1l2, 1951.

Deaz BSten: .. 8

Your letter of Nov. % is & collector's item end I shell plece
it smong my "Collected Works of Stenley B.Ashbrook". I am determined
to reed end, if possible, to acqguire everything sveilesble that you heve
written. There mey heve been (?) greater philatelists then SBA, but none
heg ever made his subject #s interesting &nd presented his thoughts &g
cleerly snd lucidly. When in doubt sbout e theory, SBA never tried to
confound the reeder by employing sesquipedalien words. And, in my humble:,
opinion, your "Wer Rete Covers of 1£15-1€16 in the current issue of Stamps
renks with the best that snyone hss come up with this yeer.

Until the opportunity comes to purchezee & set of the Collectors
Club Philetelist, I have asked Mort to sponsor me &g & member of the
Collectors Club end so have access to their library.

I em gled you liked that 3RIL-4RIL item; but I wes keenly dis-
eppointed to lose in the Souren sele thet gorgeous block of 12 of 1lc 'K7,
42-44 to 72-74 L 12. This block, unusuelly well centered, could be pleted
merely by the listing of the types, end contezined, of course,, 621 eme o
nice DT end 63L the big DT of the left pane. Estimeted &t %300. by the
suctioneers, I placed & bid with them of $400. =snd it went for $425. Hed

I been eble to sttend the sele, I probably would not have lost thie besutiful
block.

: Yes Sten, I would be delighted to meet Mr.Emerson Krug. Mrs.
Fortgeng end I would 1ike to have him end Mrs.Krug,if she comes to New York
with him, to & Yenkee dinner &t our home. And now that we have broached
the subject, would it be possible to wring & promise from Mr.& Mrs.Ashbrook
to come to dinner the next time they come to New York?

Regarding John Luff; I am gled to note thet you célled him &
"ringlesder". This confirmed a notion I entertained for & long time---
that Luff would deviete from the truth if he thought such deviestion would
be beneficiel to his purse, or to his fame (&t the time), or would help out
g ceteloguer who heppened to have 'on hand certein dubious or spurious
items. I would teke Bertel's word esgeinst his enytime. Regerding the
20c imperf.cover, I believe Luff wes cornered snd haed no choice but “to change
his mind". Still, he wes one of the most cepsble students of his_ time end
his eerly deye were lived in & period of rugged individualism when,medicine

could cure a cenker, the ague or what heve you, end such 4. mey have
influenced his ethics. AT S

I heve never met Frank Hellowbush' of Allenhurst,N.J. He must
heve & febulous collection, for I heve noticed time after time references to
items in his collection, in various philetelic articles.

1 I bought thet collection of Issue Combination covers, 1&57s
used with 61s. I peid $475. for the twelve items end I don't think I
overpeid. Such items mey not be new to you, but in the brief period 1

heve been collecting the lc stemps, I heve never seen anywhere the '57-'61
combinetions.

The University of New York cover was, spparently, in & Voorhees
sele ebout 1929. The Suffield cover bears the Hertford postemark of Aue.22,
1861, probebly the ezrliest known use on cover of the lc '61. The Boston to



Providence cover may heve been in the Chase sele in 1925. The Philadelphie
combinstion, not tied, seems genuine end en eerly use of the 3¢ '61. And
then there is that Parms cover, which, eccording to notetion on heck wes

in & Morgenthesu sale in 1924. The 2lic rate cover to Liverpoo}l is from
Ashley Fells, Mess. I heve sterted to reed your Ten Cent work and from

the 1ittle time I heve devoted to it, I heve plated the first 1Cc stamp

from the E E imprint as 60 R2, end the second stsmp &8s 59 R2. The Psrsippery
cover is postmerked 1863; either the clerk wes lax or the P.C. Dept: wesn't
strict senymore. : -

The Welden cover bears the New York postmark end gride (Bid
this combination postmark end grid go out of use &t sbout this time?) The
illuminsted double rete school cover to Chicego besrs the Chicego receiving
marking on back snd espparently ceme from the Spregue collection. The New York
to New London double rete cover beers the New York merking previously used on
cerrier covers. Is this possibly en overpeid cerrier cover? Gendor, N.¥Y.
still used stamps of the o0ld style, while Vérna eslready hed the new issue
stemps on this forwerded cover. These two towns must heve been situsted
close by, since both postmerks sre deted Oct. 1. And, finelly, Hsverhill,
Mess. still had the old style stemps on Aug. 19, 1&61, while these stemps
were slreedy demonetized 2t Portlend, Me. &t the eerly date of Aug. 20,° 1861.
ind thet's that! I hope you like this collection.

Heve you noticed how collecting one stemp inevitably leesds to
enother? For the present, &t lesst, I shell stick to the One Cent stamp
exclusively and shell only purchase such other denominations of this issue
or other issues &s cen be used &s collateral meterial. These twelve items,
however, are & collection in themselves.

And now, just one more thought end I shell be through with
thie long-winded epistle. In your letter you sey: "If I had to write the
One Cent Book over egein, I am positive I could do & fer better job". This
gives me &n opportunity to express e thought I had for & long time. Then
the present Speciel Service is completed, why not inaugurate & new Service,
in which you would give @11 the new discoveries, etc., thet have been mede
since the Work wes published. This Service would be & supplement to the
One Cent Work and would be gobbled up elive by the incorrigible One Centers.
Whet do you think?

With kindest recards from s8ll the Fortgengs to &ll the
Ashbrooks,

Sincerely yours,

) .

st
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Nov. 16, 1951.

Mr. Morris Fortgang,
114 East 84th St.,
New York 28, N.Y'

Dear Morris:

Herewith the interesting lot of covers as per yours of the 12th,
I enjoyed looking these over, I can assure you, Such items have always been
of much interest to me. Here are some comments:

University of New York. This appears to be okay but I doubt if the use was
Nov. 18, 1861, My guess is that the actual use was Nov. 18, 1862, I doubt

if this type of postmark was used as early as Nov. 1861, Further, in 1861
they were on fthe lookout for "old stamps” but a year later they were a bit lax.
I judge the 1¢ "got by." Had the clerk noticed this use and adhered to "Re-
gulations” - he would have had to advise the addressee they were holding a
letter and if k¢ was sent, they would forward the letter. My guess is that the
clerk thought - "What's the use" - then shut his eyes and let it go thru.

Hartford, Conn - Aug, 22, 1861 - This is a rather early use of the 1¢ 1861, TYhe
earliest known is & use at Baltimore on Aug. 17, 1861 - See S.U.S. 7#63. (This
listing from my records). Aug. 17 was a Saturday in 1861. The 22nd was the
following Thursday. I have several records of uses on the 21st and several on
the 22nd. Both the old and new were legal at Hartford at that time.

Boston &0 Providence. The red Boston is so faint it is very hard to read but

the use may have been Aug. 16 or 18 - 1862 as noted by "W.B.S." whom I assume

was ¥Wm., B. Sprague. I never knew him but he was a close friend to Chase along
about 1912-1913. Cuite a keen student of those days. I have a scrap book

which Sprague started in 1910 and it has a lot of valuable data. He died in 1942,
Mrs. Sprague gave the book to Van Dyk MacBride and Mac passed it on to me. I
note that this ecover was Lot 699 in the Chase sale of May 1925 - It sold @ $10.25
and E. Perry was the buyer. The use was listed by Chase as Aug. 16, 1862.

Philadelphia Aug. 20, 1861, Yes, very nice - I enclose photo-print - The Phila,
Office used various killers on the stamps at that period - also several different
types of postmarks.

54¢ to Parma. Morris, just a word of advice. Please be a bit careful of this
class of covers as the French fakers turn out some very clever faked covers.

This has been "monkeyed” with but it is okay. The single %+ oz. rate to Parma

"By French Mail™ at that time in Sep., Oct., 1861 was 27¢ - this was over 3 oz.
but not over E 0Z., hence required 2 x 27¢. Our share of a 27¢ rate was 9¢ and
the French share was 18¢, thus the pen "36" our credit to France (2 x 18¢) - leav-
ing us 2 x 18¢. This cover was carried to England by an American Packet - thence
by British Mail to France and French Mail to Italy. The "old stamps™ were still
good at the New York P.O. on Sep. 21, 1861. In fact, the new stamps were placed
on sale there oh Sep. 15, 1861 and the public was given 6 days to exchange the
old for the new, but, the advertisement was again run on Sep. 23rd with 6 days to
exchange,

Ashley Falls, Ms. This is indeed odd - Surely the old stamps were not legal at
that office as late as Nov. 12, 1861, so my guess is that this is one of those
things that "got by." It went out of the New York Office (Foreign Division) by an
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Mr, Morris Fortgang - Nov. 16, 1951.

American Packet and inasmuch as the P.0. of origin had recognized the two 10¢
‘ stamps as legal, I suppose New York had no right to refuse recognition., This is °
‘ a very unusual cover. Your plating of the two stamps shows a very keen eye.

3¢ '57 plus 1¢ '61. New York - 1863(?). The year does appear to be 1863. My
guess is that the clerk let it go "as is." This is certainly a very unusual item
and scarcée.

3¢ 1857 plus 1¢ '61 - New York Sep. 20 - It is my guess that this use was undoubtedly
& 1861. The grid was attached to the postmark. I really do not know when this type
F was discontinued but I doubt if it was in 1861. This is quite a nice cover.

Aurora, N.Y. The use looks like Oct. 2 (1861 ?) It is too bad the strike is not
legible. '

New York Oct. 3, 1861 - It is possible that the 3¢'57 was used first, but the letter
was returned and the 3¢ '61 put on. Perhaps the New York Office knew the firm that
mailed the letter. This is rather a farfetched theory but better(?) perhaps than
the suggestion that this was a double rate. I have no evidence that the "old stamp"®
was legal at the New York office as late as Oct. 3, 1861, It could be one of those
things that "got by."

<

Candor -~ Varna - N,¥., - I suppose that the old stamps were still good at Candor
as late as Oct. lst. It was not possibletto supply @ll the small offices with the
new stamps and many small offices were advised to use up the supplies they had on
hand.

3 Haverhill - Portland - Yes, quite a nice cover - the fomer using the old -~ the
, latter using the new. The ?20th was Tuesday. I believe that E., Perry reported this
cover to me in 1936, ;

So much for the covers - now for your letter.

Thanks Morris for your kind words on my articles. Your remarks reminded
ne of the trouble I had years ago trying to figure out the articles written by
Stevenson on the 1l¢ '51 and the 10¢ '55, The more I rcad, the more perplexed I was
and I msde up my mind if I ever got to the point of writing articles on stamps 1
would make a desperate effort to convey my message in ABC simple language even if
I had to consume twice the space and repeat over and over the message. I was
greatly pleased that you liked my article in "Stamps"™ on VWar Rate covers,

I believe that you will find the C.C.Library will be very helpful to you.
I am sorry that you failed to land the 1¢ '57 - (Pl. 12) block in the Souren szle,
It is quite a nice piece. I suppose I have a record of it somewhere but offhand
I do not recall it.

I certainly will convey your message to Mr. Zrug and I know that he will
appreciate it. I doubt if the Ashbrooks will get down to New York any time soon
but we do thank you for your kind invitation and of course we will be delighted
to accept whenever possible,

Yes, Mr., Luff was a great philatelic student but he lived in an age that
was different. I believe that John was thoroughly honest but he simply couldn't
bear to be accused of making an error. I believe that he realized his error on
the "Premieres" many years before his death but he didn't dare admit his misteke 3
because of the fear of law-suits ageainst both the Scott Co. and himself, but people

vt
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Mr. Morris Fortgang - Nov. 16, 1951.

who had purchased the things on the guarantee thet they were regular postage
stamps. In other words, as the saying goes, they had a bear by the tail and
couldn't let go. Now it appears that Gordon Harmer is attempting to re-instate
these bits of paper in the Catdlogue. See my latest Service Issue. One wonders
if there is such a thing as "honesty" in philately?

In my very humble opinion, an Editor of a2 Catalogue should not list or
include in a catalogue any items that are questionable. If he does, then he must
have some ulterior motive. A thing is either right or it is wrong - and there is
no half-way. To be quite frank, the only reason that the "Premiercs" are kept in
the Catalogue is to enable certain dealers to sell them to unsuspecting suckers.

Thanks for the suggest on regarding new meterial for the One Cent Bodk.
There are so many angles I doubt if I could discuss the subject in a letter.
Someday, perhaps, we can discuss the matter.

¥ith kindest regards from Mrs. Ashbrook and & to Mrs. Forggang and you,
I am 7

Cordially yoursk

o
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A . S. No. 19844 4. S.A. No. 483 s S.JE.A. No. 12627

Jack £. Molesmorth
D‘\ilatelic ‘Bm'&e‘r'

102 Beacom
Boston 16, Massachusetts

November 14, 1951

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
Box 31
Ft. Thomas, Kentucky.

Dear Stan,

I am enclosing two covers and would appreciate your
opinion as to whether or not the stamps are actually
the ones originally used on these covers. I believe
the 5¢ '47 pair is o.k. and would appreciate your
comments on the back of the cover. I do not like the
Patriotic at all, :

Advise your fee and I shall remit promptly as usual.

ind regards,

JEM/ecf
Encl.

P.S: My thank for your prompt remittance of the 1¢
1851 Valentine,

Q}' o, Also0 H6S b e O 3
DY Jele Vaun anyseA-
25 ¢ b-aYe

|




Nov. 16, 1951.

Mr, Jack E. Molesworth,
102 Beacon St.,
Boston 16, Mass.

Dear Jack:
Herewith the three covers as per yours of the l4th,

Patriotic - In my opinion, this is a fake, that is, the stamp
did not originate - This was an unused envelope (plenty exist) to which
someone attached a used 3¢ '61 and put an address on the envelope.

e,

5¢ 1847 to Canada. I see no reason to doubt this. It was from
New York and stamps were used as thefe is no handstamping to indicate
otherwise. The use was late - Sept. 1850 - and the shade and impression
of the pair is okay for a late use. In addition, the pair has the
N.Y. square grid common to that period. The U.S. rate required was 10¢ -
to the Line at Lewiston, N.¥l opposite GQueenston, Ont. I suppose the
Canadian pen due, is "4," or 4 pénce sterling which was the equivalent to
4% pence currency. That was the rate in 1850 for a distance of 60 miles
or less. Oskville is less than 60 miles from Cueenston. (On Lake Ontario
between Hamilton and Toronto). I have endorsed the cover on the back.

25¢ tover to England. I wouldn't care to pass on this cover. It
might be good and it might be bad. I suppose it could be a 1l¢ overpay -
the rate was 24¢ in 1865 - 29¢ up to June 30, 1863 inc. There is a
crease at the bottom that fails to show in the 10¢ pair and the "cog"” on
the 5¢ appears to be a different type than the cog om the 10¢ pair. In all
probability someone removed a poor 24¢ 1861 and substituted this pair and
single, Whoever did it was aware that S.F. used a "cog" but it is possible
they were not aware that thers were several different types of the cog
stampers. I believe that a ?4¢ may have been tied by a target killer rather
than a cog.

My fee for the abové is £3,.50.

Sincerely yours,
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Especially on cover of postal history.
q%%—znd OZ page. Eet?er close

PHONE UNIVERSITY 1.4399

H. W. STARK & CO.
18652 BIRCHCREST DRIVE
DETROIT 21, MICH.

Nov. 12, 1951.

Dear Stan,

Have not done much for the last three weeks. Got
the Flu bug again and that kept me confined for over a week.
Then I get a megn head'cold and darm near cough my head off
all the time. Am getting back on my feet now. Still have the
head cold and coughing spells. Coing to Mac funeral, especially
at the cemetzmery, where you uncover your head, did not do me
any good. Anyway I am still alive and kicking.

It certainly was a shock to me to hear of Mac's
passing. Dont seem right yet, especlally to take the Mrs.
and his mother also, and in addition, even thelr dog. Here
1s how I have finally pieced the tragiély out----Mac had
left the shop ard gone home for supper. They must have finally
decided to go to their cottage in Canada that evening, since they
had a dinner date in Canada the following day. Mac evidently
pulled over a llttle to see if there was anyone coming, he was
behind another car. As he did he must have seen this car just
in front of him in its proper lane. He must have jerked the wheel
sharply to get back into line and 1t would have to be the first
snow and ice of the season. Anyway the car skidded sideways
right in front of the oncoming car. The oncoming car was not at
fault. Just another of these very tragic accidents,

I am enclosing a cover thut I believe to be very
interesting. I have never seen the "T00 LATE" marking in 1855.
ILetter out of New Orlegns to Bordeau, Frence, via New York and
steamer direct to Harve, France. Pair 10¢ type III (Very fine)
paylng all charges to Harve. Must have missec the boat and the
P.0, cherk let it go via Am. Pkt. Calais (should have been 21¢.
with 1¢ due) figuring the sender had paid the proper amount--
(note the blue "20")., 8 decimes due in France on delivery.

I kind of like this cover as 1t shows quite of bit of history
and how the P.C. operated.

Perhaps you are right on the Charlestown Retailitory
cover. Lets think it over a blit more.

Hutch wants to join the members getting your report.
I have talked to him and convinced him he needs it. Maybe it
would like to hear from you direct. Send him your cormments and
I am sure he will subscribe.

Jack was here the other night and belleve it or not
I feel he in weakening and will become a general cover collector.
]




Nov. 17, 1951.

Mr, Harold W. Stark,
P, 0, Box 288,
Ann Arbor, Mich.

Dear Harold:

Yours of the 12th received, and I was sorry to learn that you
have been under the weather with a bad cold but trust that you have
fully recovered by this time,

Thanks for the account of Don's passing. It certainly was
terrible. I am wondering if they were all killed instantly and were
spared from suffering from injuries. With whom will Louise make her
home? 1 cannot realize that Don is gone and I will miss him greatly.
And I know that you will,

Yes, your 10¢ 1855 cover is very interesting, It was prepaid to
go by the Havre Line but got to New York too late so was evidently sent
by the Collins Line with a short payment of 1l¢. Inasmuch as the U.S. P.0.D.
was the only loser I suppose it was permitted to go that way. This cover
is a nice companion to one that I have and enclose herewith. This was
routed by the “Collins Line" bu%t reached New York "Too Late," and was sent
by a Cunard steamer. In this case, a 5¢ pay would have been sufficient,
hence an overpay of 16¢, There is no credit to G.B. for the sea, so the
addressee had to pay carriage from the U. S. frontier to French destimation.
This cover has a 12¢ with a niece out of the corner and evidently the piece
was missing when the stamp was originally put on. See my Vol. 2 - pages
337 - 341 on French ratss and covers., This cover is for sale @ $15.00.

I am enclosing two very rare U, 3. Canadian covers herswith. The
small one is the one that I wrote up in my Oct. 20th Service Issue. I showed
this to Shierson at To#onto and told him I wanted to offer it to you as it
would doubtless fit nicely with you# 5¢ '47 - Beaver combination.

In my next Issue I will write up the second cover and furnish photo-
graphs. Both of these covers originated in Western Canada and were carried
into the U, S, by Express. Neither one in my opinion were ever in a
Canadian Post Office. On the ¥Wells Fargo cover is the familiar red New York
foreign mail postmark and this same marking is on the small cover with only
the date legible. Incidentally the pair of Canadian stamps are the rare
1870 issue. I showed this cover to various B.N.A. specialists at Toronto and
they were all quite enthusiastic over it. I want $100 for the 1870 cover and
$75 for the 1873 (Wells Fargo). If not interested will you please return as
soon as possible. However, if you think that Charlie Shierson or Hutch might
be interested, hold them over and show them to each,

I wrote Hutch yesterday about the "Service." I would like to have
him as a subscriber.

I note your remarks about Jack and hope that he sees the light and



2. Mr. Harold W..Sterk, Nov. 17, 1951.

starts to collect covers. However, Jack simply can't get around to making
up his mind.

Do hope you are feeling better.
With best wishes -

Cordially yours

Enclosed:
Your cover with pair 10¢ 1755 - "Too Late"

(A) cover with 12¢ '51 - 3¢ '51 - Price $15.00
(B) U.8;/Canadien 1870 " 100.00
00 e 3 1873 75400
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Nov. 17, 1951.

Hr, Henry Kuhlman,
Suite 331-336,
127 B, Dearborn St.,
Chicago 2, Ill.

Dear Henry:

: Herewith the 2¢ 1869 cover as per yours of the 15th. I regret
to state that I camot give you any definite opinion on this cover
because the evidence is too meager. The cover mightbbe good and it
micht be bad end in my opinion a cover such as this should be sold only
“as is." 1 have urged the Philatelic Foundation Expert Committee to
pursue the same course and not to authenticate an item as genuine or
condemn one unless they are reasonably sure. It is far better to refuse
an opinicn then to do a lot of silly guessing. The French fakers turn
out some extremely clever work and for them to meke an item like the
enclosed cover would be a perfect cinch.

I don't secem to have any record of a Colorado City postmark or
what they used as a killer.

Regarding the postmark. You will note this is a territorisl
marking - "COLORADO CITY OC.T." - Colorado became = state on Feb. 28, 1861.
I doubt if they were still using this postgark as late as 1869 or later.

I note that Mort Sampson sent me this cover within the past twelve
months but unfortunately I cannot lay hands on the letter that I wrote him
about 1%, all I seem to have is a photograph that I made at the time.

If you want my unofficial and personal opinion 1 would, yalue the
cover beyond the price of a single off cover and damaged 2¢ 1869.

There is no fee on the above but I will charge you on any items
you send me in cases where the date I furnish will be worth while.

Ky kindest regards.

Cordially yours,

s




STANLEY B. ASHBROOR

% P. 0. Box 31
33 N, Ft. Thomas Ave,,
FORT THOMAS, KY.

Nov. 18, 1951.

Mr. H. E. Johnson,

% The United States Bank

'
F
3
3
y

Grand Junction, Colo.
Dear Mr, Johnson: 3
I am enclosing herewith a photograph of a cover that has
been submitted to me twice in the past year. You will note the
territorial postmark of Colorado 01ty. By any chance do you
think that this postmark could have been used as late as 1869 or
: later? I rgfused to give an opinion on thiscover but personally I
think it is a fake. Do you khow 4f Colorado City used a target
killer in 1869 or later?

I enclose stamped envelope for return.
7 \ //, e
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Dec. 18, 1951.

Mr. H, Parker Johnson,
%4 The United States Bank
Grand Junction, Colo. 3

Dear Mr, Johnson:
I hate to bother you agein about that 2¢ 1869 Bisect
cover but you will recall thet the postmark has "C.T" = Could it be

pozsible thet Colorado City used the territorial postmark as lete as
1869%

Edgar Jessup wrote me that you had paid a visit to
San Francisco. I am glad you managed to see a part of his collection,

The illustration of the "C,T" postmark in the Chase
book does not show a dot after the T, but the two uses listed are 1864
or earlier.

Congratulations on your recent awards.
Withetbeellmpliments of the Season -

Sincerely yours,

i~



DeO. 18. 19510

Dr. Carroll Chase,
RoFcD. l,
Milford, N.Y.

Dear Doci

Here is a letter from Harry re - the proposed book, I
think if we can assure Harry of a lot of advance orders that he will
be in favor of getting the book up in grand shape. I would like to see
this book something they would talk about for a long tim@ to come. I
believe that Harry could ballyhoo itgin such a manner as to ins
advance sale. Return his letter agiyous, convenience. i

Thanks for your cohﬁéi Binte NS
send you a photo, \ A Q‘\
Last month I had a cover submitted to me with a 2¢ 1869
plus a diagonal half tied by a target killer. The postmark was Colorado
City C.T. (no period after T ), and as per your tracing on page 103 ~#39 -

your book ( Territorials) Do you think it possible that this old Terri-
torial stamper was used as late as 18692

Best of regards.

Yours etc.,

it



DR. CARROLL CHASE
R.F.D. 1, MILFORD,
NEW HAMPSHIRE
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STANLEY B. ASHBROOK
P. 0. Box 31
33 N. Ft. Thomas Ave.,
FORT THOMAS, KY.

Dec., 18, 1951,

Mr, H, Parker Johnson,
, % The United States Bank
ﬁ Grand Junetion, Colo.

Dear Mr, Johnson:

I hate to bother you again about that 2¢ 1869 Bisect
cover but you will recall thet the postmark has "C,T" - Could it be
possible that Colorado City used the territorial postmark as late as
18697

Edgar Jessup wrote me that you had paid a visit to
San Francisco., I am glad you menaged to see a part of his collection.

The illustration of the "C.,T" postmark in the Chase
book does not show a dot after the T, but the two uses listed are 1864
or earlier.

Congratulations on your recent awards.

Withothe-Compliments of the Season -

sincerely you;%
s (S
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Nov. 19;1.

E:‘II‘. ‘:'4. IQ.‘. Boggs,
% The Philatelic Foundation,
22 East 35th St.,
New York 16, N.Y,

Dear Win:

Yours of the 9th received. I appreciate the faet that no
book is always the last word on a subject and this certainly applies
t0 articles on sach subject to which I have devoted attention.

Your two-volume study of B.N.A. is outstanding in my opinion, and a

most valuable contributioh to serious philately, If I have been

able to add a bit of data to the study I can assure you that it has
Lg*%qk been a pleasure.

w
iﬁﬁgh I note thet the P.F'. Expert Committee has the "Knapp Shift"

g under consideration. I believe thet I know more about that stamp than
anyone else but I refuse to be drawn into any further discussion of it.
H.R.Hammer examined it for ten minutes and pronounced it a painting.
E. Perry, Bsq. examined it for hours and stated it was not a "shift"
but an error of printing - positively not a fake, positively not a

¥paint job - Years ago I stated the 10¢ 1847 was printed from a copper

nlate - Brazer poohooed the sugrestion and stated positively the plate

-x was steel. Souren made sn examination in his laboratory and stated the

copy was genuine. You will still find experts who are sure it is a
fake and other experts who will swear it is genuine. There you are.

My kindest regards.

Sincerely yours,




EZRA D. COLE

Rare Postage Stamps
NYACK . NEW YORK

Commissions . Appraisals

TELEPHONE NYACK 7-0964

November 8, 1951

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
Ps 0. Box 31
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Stan:

Crazy sale up in Boston. The more I go to
auctions the less sure I am about prices. Some of
these are queer. I think my agent paid too much for
some of them and probably too little for others.

I will try and get you the 1list of the prices
realized on the other lots you were interested in, as.
well as all of the prices realized.

Latest re Knapp shift: Three or four of those
jerks down there still think that stamp is genuine,
including Clarence Brazer, and Eugene Costales. How-
ever, several of us are of the opposite opinion quite
decidedly, and by asking some questions and doing some
explaining I have finally convinced a couple of them
that T know what I am talking about, and the stamp
can't possibly be good. I will keep you posted, but
boy, is this a battle.

Sincerely

o
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Cable AddressHARRISCOBOSTON
Telephone: KEnmoRE 6-8173

08T MIARSEERA CRHBUNS  EET'TS AN ENUE @ B-OUS T 0NN T 75 M A S S Us 8k

POSTAGE STAMPS AnD
PHILATELIC SUPPLIES

July 25, 1951

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
Fort Thomas
Kentucky

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

We have had offered to us recently a vertical strip
of 5, uncancelled, of the 10¢ "Frame Line" variety of Confeder-
ate States.

Some years ago we recall that you were plating this
variety and it 1s our understanding that the reconstruction
was not quite complete. Would you like to examine this strip,
which unfortunately has many defects, to either confirm or add
to your studiees of the variety? 1If so, we will be glad to send
it along for your examinatlion on receiving your request.

We look forwerd to your reply and a stamped return enve-
lope ie enclosed for your convenience.

Sincerely yours,

H. E. HARRIS & CO.

AT Tralll

G.Tarallo/ns Appralsal Department
Enclosure
Alrmgil

o

® Please mark your reply for the atfention of the person signing this letter ®




July 27, 1951.

Mr. Bugens Wulfekuhler, Jr.,
P, 0. Box 5401,
Daytona Beach, Fla.
Dear Gene:

I have just besn advised of a nmew find - & vertical
strip of five of the Confed, Frame Line - unused- condition?
I have been ofiered a loan for pleting purposes - This seems
incredible - but of course such a thing is possible. leasa
keep this eonfidential, as 1 have not tcld snyone cbout it.

Fore iater.

Sincerely yours,




Cable Address HARRISCO BOSTON
Telephone:KEnmoRre 6-8173
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POSTAGE STAMPS AND
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August 28, 1951

Mr. Stanley B. Aghbrook
Fort Thomas
Kentucky

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

We have not heard from you in reply to
our letter of July 25, regarding the vertical strip
of five, uncancelled, of the 10¢ "Frame Line" varlety
of the Confederate States.

We felt at the time that you might be
interested in examining this plece in connection with
your efforts at reconstruction of the plate positicns.

An early reply will be appreciated because
the property is not our own. A stamped return envelope
is enclosed for your convenience.

Sincerely yours,

H. E. HARRIS & CO.

G Tkl

G.Tarallo/ns Appraisal Department
Enclosure

e Please mark your reply for the offention of the person signing this letter @



Cable Address HARRISCO"BOSTON
Telephone: KEnmoRE 6-8173
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POSTAGE STAMPS AND
PHILATELIC SUPPLIES

August 31, 1951

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
P, 0. Box 31

33 N. Fort Thomas Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

Thank you for your prompt reply to my letter of
August 28. It is unfortunate that your earlier letter went
astray in the mails.

The vertical strip of 5 of the Confederate Frame
Line stamp is enclosed for your examination. We sincerely
hope that it will be of assistance to you in your studies
of this variety. '

We do not own this plece and, therefore, cannot
give you e price on it. If you wish to submit an offer
for the strip we will be glad to contact the owner to
see 1f she 1s willing to sell. Her correspondence does not
glve any indlication of what she may expect but you may be
interested in her comments, and we quote, "You have my full
permlssion to show them to anyone you wish. I am not in any
haste to dispose of them, nor particular about selling them
a8 I am not finencially in need but I will be glad to enter-
tain an offer for something may happen to them. They were
lost for many years and only recently I found them!

We will be glad to have your commente and opinion
after inepecting the item.

Sincerely yours,

H. E. HARRIS & CO.

AT el

G.Terallo/ns Appreisal Department
Enclosure

R

® Please mark your reply for the citention of the person signing this letter e



Sept. 6, 1951,

Mr, G, Tarallo,
% H.E.Barris & Cos,
108 fassachusetts Ave,,
Boston 17,cMacs.
Dear Kr, Tarallo:

Thanks very much for your kind letter of the 31st enclosing
the V,8, of five (5) of the Confederate Frame Line, which 1 am re-
turning herewith.

When I was in in the sarly stages of reconstructing the plate,
I experienced a lot or.trouble determining the horizontal rows due
to the extreme scarcity of vertical multiples. This strip failed to
tie in any of my three problem positions but it did confirm my plat-
ing of each of the positions in the strip.

I would like very much to acouire this item but I make it a
rule not to make offers on other people's propsriy.

My sincere thanks to you for your kindness in giving me the
opportunity to inspect this strip and if I can return the favor at
any time I trust you will call upon me.

Sincerely yours,

h




Cable Address HARRISCO"BOSTON
Telephone: KENMORE 6-8173
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POSTAGE STAMPS AND
PHILATELIC SUPPLIES

September 14, 1951

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
P. 0. Box 3l

33 N. Fort Thomas Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

Thank you for the return of the piece of
the Confederate Frame lLine variety. We are sorry that
1t did not help to further your plating knowledge
of this issue other than confirm what you already
knew.

If we can come to some price understanding
with the owner we will be glad to let you know at what
price 1t can be offered. However, if we cannot get

the owner to commit herself, quite likely we will have
to return the item to her.

Sincerely yours,

H. E. HARRIS & (CO.

T Toratls

G.Tarallo/ns Appraisal Department

® Please mark your reply for the attention of the person signing this letter e

M AS S.

U. S. A.

i



Nov. 29, 1951.

¥r. G, Tarallo,
% H, B, Harris & Co.,
108 Massachusetts Ave.,
Boston 17, Mass.
Dear Mr, Tarallo:
I thought that you might be interested to know that I receatly
purchased the vertical strip of five of the Confederate Frame Line
from an Eastern dealer. I assume that the owner must have sold the
item thru that fimm rather than have ‘given you the opportunity to acguire
VoAb,

Sineerely yours,




Cable Address HARRISCO'BOSTON
Telephone: KEnmoRE 6-8173
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POSTAGE STAMPS AnD
PHILATELIC SUPPLIES

December 7, 1951

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

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

Thank you for your letter of November 29,
regarding the Confederate Frame Line strip. We are
pleased that you have been able to acquire it.

The client for whom we had previously
handled the item requested its return and for this
reason we were not able to quote you a price at the
time of our earlier correspondence.

Your interest in writing ie apprecliated
and should we later have anything that we feel might
be of interest to you, we will gladly let you know.

Sincerely yours,

H. E. HARRIS & CO.

G, el

G.Tarallo/ns

s

® Please mark your reply for the aftention of the person signing this letter e
/ {; ! .‘l 7
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Nov. 29,1951.

Mr. Stanley BeAshbrook,
Ft. Thomas,Ky.

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:?

I have taken up the matter of stabling
with the local Post OFFice and they stae they never
use stapling but attach the Return Cards with a rubber
band and passed 1t off as having happened at the other
end or in transite. At least it was brough to their
attentione.

I am enclosing a #108 and #62 and
will appreciate seperate letters of authentication on
these and ask that you submit a bill for same as I
do not want you doing this for nothing.

v Thanking you for your attention
to these and your commentse :




«tar

DOO. l' 1951‘

Mr, E, J. Huber,
P.OCBOX 905’
Joliet, Ill,
Dear lir. Huber:

Herewith the two stamps as per yours of the 29th.
You will find a separate letter on the 90¢ 1861 "August."

Regarding the 15¢ Lincoln. Frankly I amnnot an authority

‘on the "ke-issues,"™ hence would not care to express an opinion on this

particular copy. It is a rather common practice I+believe for uninformed
dealers to sell coppes of the regular issues as the "Re-issues." There-
fore when such items are offersd to you I think it would be advisable

to demand.that a certificate of the Philatelic Foundation accompany the
stamp.

1 am charging you a fee of $5.00 on the 90¢ 1861, but of
courze no fee on the 15¢. Also the return postage of $1.08 or a total
of ? .03.

Thanks for celling the attention of your local post office
to the envelope with the at&p&iﬁﬁ»

ﬁ Sincerely yours,




Dec. 1, 1951.

Mr, E. J. Huber,
P. 0. Box 905,
Joliet, Ill,

Dear Mr, Huber:

Herewith the 90¢ 1861 as per yours of the 29th, This
stamp is the Scoit No. 62, listed under the heading of First De-
signs and known as the :

"90¢ Premiere Gravure"

I examined thiz copy very carefully under my binocular
microscope and noted a small circular spot in the "N" of Ninety, also
several line depressions thru the "TY" of ninety. What the nature
of these two cre I was not ahble to determine but thought best to call
them to vour attention.

May I also call your attention to the fact that this
¢opy is without original gum. Perhaps the following might also be of
interest to you. In a sale by Fifield held in April 1946 a copy very
similar to this sold at $200. It was deseribed, "a fine copy without

gum, "

The enclosed stamp came from the c¢ollection of Col. E.H.R.
Green and was Lot 169 in the Green sale by Harmer, Rooke & Co. on May
26-27-28th, 1943, The sale price was $410,00 and the catalogue price
at thet time was listed in the auetion catalogue as $1500. The stamp
was described: "90¢ dull blue, fine well centered copy. Signed by Luff,
A rere stamp.” It was illustrated on page 169 of the sale catalogue.

I note the pencil memo on the back of the stamp and in my
very humble opinion, this is not a pencil notation by the late John L.
Lurf,

Sincerely yours,

i
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ARTHUR PETER
JOHN G.HEYBURN
g RMARS S RUA L ST LOUISVILLE 2, KY.
WM. H.CRUTCHER ,JR.

GAVIN H. COCHRAN

LAW OFFICES

PETER,HEYBURN & MARSHALL

714-723 KENTUCKY HOME LIFE BLDG.

CARY TABB (I918-1934)

SAMUEL R.WELLS

HENRY R.HEYBURN A\ D November 193195].-
R/ P :

5‘ﬁﬁ”

fr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
P.0. 31,
Fort Thomas, Kentucky.
Dear Mr. Ashbrooki:-

At the suggestion of Colonel Hayman here in
Louisville and several other members of the Philatelic Club of
Louisville, I am enclosing for your inspection a Louisville to
France 10¢ 1869 Pictorial Cover. You will note that this was mailed
from Louisville August 5,1869, received the New York Paid marking
August 7th, and the French Packet marking the same day. It also
shows Paris arrival marking August 18th, and Paris!to Lyon Railway marking
of the same date, and an arrival marking of St. Nazairé—en—Royans of
August 19th.

I would very much appreciate your opinion as to
the authenticity of this cover. The comment I have from some members
of the glub, including Colonel Hayman, is that there is only 10¢ postage
paid, that the New York marking shows 12¢ paid, and that the actual rate
to France at that time was 15¢. If the 10¢ stamp has been affixed to the
cover, or if the cover has been manufactured, it is certainly a very
clever job. Of course, I hope you will have some very good explanation
for the apparent discrepancy in the rates displayed. Could you suggest
any good articles on U.S.-Europe rates of this period?
I enclose stamps to cover return registry fee,and

will be glad to pay any fee which you may charge for your inspection. I

-,

will certainly appreciaté @ your attention in this matter.

Very sincerely yours,

HRH:AST M/z@a&k- ;
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PETER,HEYBURN & MARSHALL 4 o W
e s CTATES
714-723 KENTUCKY HOME LIFE BLDG. ! ‘?1 FUSTAG%

EOUISVILLE , KY.

B cenis 8

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook,
P. 0. Box 31,
Ft. Thomas, Kentucky.






Nov. 26, 1951.

Mr. Henry R, aeyhurn'
712-723 Kentucky Home Life Bldg.,
Louisville 2, Ky.

Dear Mr., Heyburn:

Herewith the cover as per yours of the 19th., In my opinion the
10¢ 1869 stemp wes not used on this cover originally. The combination of
the various postal markings show that the letter was a single rate of not
over + ounce and that the postage was paid by a stamp. I, therefore, assume
that the stamp that was originally on this cover was a 15¢ bladk Lincoln of
1866, It is possible that it might have been a 15¢ 1867 grill and possibly
a demaged copy, hence the faker may have removed it and substituted this 10¢
1869. The New York postmark of "Aug 7" and the French marking of the same
date is perfectly regular because this letter was carried to France by a
French Packet, hence this merking was applied on board the French ship in the
New York harbor by the mail agent. The date represents the date the mail
ship sailed. The “12" in the New York pcstmark is not the rate of postage, but
on the contrary is the U. S, credit of 12¢ to the French Post Office Dept. The
15¢ single rate per + ounce was made up as follows:

3¢9 U, S, Domestic
9¢ Atlantic Sea Carriage
3¢ French Domestic.

Thus you will note that ouf of the 15¢ paid originally, the U, S, share was 3¢
and the French was 12¢.

I regret to state that there is no book thet I know of which is devoted
to U, S. foreign rates and markings. I suppose there is more data on the sub-
Ject in Volume 2 of my book, entitled - "The One Cent Stamp of 1751-1857." This
two-volume study was published in 1938 and has long been out of print. 1 really
do not know where you could obtain a copy. Perhaps Colonsl Heyman has & copy and
could show it to you.

The study of foreign rates and markings is, in my opinion, one of the
most fascinating branches of advenced philately but it is rather complicated
because the rates were constantly changing in the early days - mew postal conven-
tions were being entered into from time to time and the old ones revised.

I furnish a "Special Service" to advanced collectors for a rather stiff
annual fee. This "Service" is largely devoted to a study of foreign rate covers
&nd the clever faked items which are made in Europe for sale to U. Sl collectors.
Very fine photographs are fumished to subscribers. My fee for the analysis of
your cover is $3,.50. :




""“c

724
My, Henry R. Herburn - Nov. 26, 1951.

I note that John Marshall Jr. is a member of your law firm., In 1913
the Kentucky golf champifnship was held at the Fort Mitchell Country Club.
i1 believe that st that time I was a member of the Board of the Club and
Chairman of the grounds and hence had charge of the Championship Tournament.
As I recall, it was John Marshall, Jr. of Louisville Vs Bradford Eldridge inm
the finals and the match was a tie on the 36th with Eldridge winning the 37th.

Sincerely yours,



LAW OFFICES

PETER,HEYBURN & MARSHALL

CARY TABB (IQIS—I934)

ARTHUR PETER 714-723 KENTUCKY HOME LIFE BLDG.
JOHN G.HEYBURN
JOHN MARSHALL,JR. LOUISVILLE 2, KY.

WM. H.CRUTCHER,JR.
GAVIN H.COCHRAN

SAMUEL R.WELLS

HENRY R.HEYBURN December 3, 1951

Mr, Stanley B. Ashbrook
Post Office Box 31
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Mr, Ashbrook:

Thank you for your opinion with regard
to the 1869 10¢ cover which I submitted to you. Naturally
I was disappointed at your conclusion but was very much
interested in your reason therefor. I enclose my check
for $3.50 in payment of your fee.

The John Marshall whom you recall as being
in the finals of the State Golf Tournament at Fort Thomas
is indeed the same one who is a partner in this firm.

I might add that he is still a very enthusiastic golfer and
active in the State Golf Association.

With many thanks for your kind services,
I am

Sincerely yours,

oy A B lovins.

HRH:HH

Enc.

iim
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Dec. 8, 1951,

Mr, Harold G, Duckworth,
368 Long Hill St.,

Springfield 8, Mass,
Dear Mr, Duckworth:

Herewith the Alaska cover with the 3¢ 1867 as per yours of
the 6th. I note there is a pencil memo on the back, "Nov. 1867."
If this is correct, then this is indeed a very early use. I note
that Chase lists June 13, 1870 as the earliest use that he has been
of this marking., I doubt if anyone could authentidate this cover
because the seme postmark was used during the seventies and eighties,
and, of course, someone could have removed a 3¢ Bank Note or some
other stamp and substituted this 3¢ 1861. I suppose such monkey=-
business would have added value to the cover,

I note that Chase stated that a post office was established
at Sitka in July 1867, but if this stamper was new in July 1867 I
doubt if it would produce a strike like this several months later.
However, that is merely my opinion.

Sincerely yours,



Dec. 8, 1951.

Dr. Carroll Chase,

R.F.D. 1,

Milford, N.H.

Dear Doc:

Harold Duckworth sent me a cover for my opinion this
week. A cover with a 3¢ %61 - not tied - but with a black target -
postmarked "SITKA - NOV 6 - ALASKA T,.," - (black). He stated that
he peid $80.00 in a recent auction - It is addressed to Boston -
On back is a pencil "Nov, {EE;L" I remember seeing the illus-
tration of such a cover in some sale but I haven't been able to
locate the catalogue. Do you know anything about this cover?
Aside from the pencil "Nov. 1867" there is no actual indication of
year use, and, of course, someone might have removed a 3¢ green
and substituted the 3¢ '6l. If you would like a photo-print I will
send one to you.

Yours etc.,




..................................
nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE
...............................

UNITED STATES BANK OF GRAND JUNCTION

GRAND JUNCTION.COLORADO

/={7~S 2~

dele . %M s atintef 95 7”%@74«/%%{
@WIW%WW'W‘z
ﬂ&mvdylf/%hmm o s ) i it A

P, Vet
it gy,
2

M%,



¢ AbYYd 22 §g- }jgg\

N
°~
4
2
<)
o
3
~
w
\
3
>
74
1
.F
&
o
°




DR. CARROLL CHASE
R.F.D.1, MILFORD,
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. 114 Eest g4th St,
R New York 2%,N.Y.Dec.l4,1951.

i
Deer Stenley:

To receive & letter from you is like getting & lesson in
philately, every paregreph chuck-full of interesting informetion esveilsble
nowhere else,mesterial that strikes a responsive chord end makes one eppre-
ciate and love hig hobby &ll the more. No wonder Mort affectionately
refers to you ss "The Professor". I think the sppellstion extremely apt,
eltho it may be possible that you don't relish the gitlei "~ ' .

I refer, for example, to the Troy item. . You give me the
history of this stamp back to the twenties end such informetion adds to my

eppreciation of this item, makes it & more personel possession. One stete-
ment, however, puzzles me; you write "I heve f orgotten........ by whom wes
the merking epplied." I thought you answered this on pege 232. "Mail

cerried to Troy by non contrect meil steemboats was pleced in the repulsr
meil et Troy end wes hendstemped AT THE OFFICE 'Troy and New York Stesmboat'
together with the rate merking."

Referring to the 1¢ 1857 cover with red erid, I hed thet cover
for inspection and returned it. I am meking up & page, off cover, showing
the four types produced by the F relief 'IA';, 'IC', 'IIIA' end 'III's elgo
& couple of pages on cover, showing these seme types. While I heve severasl
nice examples of 'B' and 'C' reliefs of type III, I heve found it & not too
eesy essignment to track down en on-céver 'F' relief with a suitable breek
¢on the bottom line.

Re the 10¢ typelon cover to France. No, I hadn't over-
looked the merking on that stemp. As 8 matter of fegct, it wes this item
end a 10¢ peir on cover (31L1-32L1) that impelled me to reed your Ten Cent
Stemp of 1&55-57. Thie semi-circuler merking under the C intrigued me.

I dpdAt know whether it was & shift, & reentry, an sccidentel demege to
the bottom line on the relief, a recut mede while the workmen hed been
imbibing, or whether his tool hed slipped. Being & bottom corner stemp,
the printers desired quite naturelly to meke this stemp eppe&r &s perfect
es possible and so reentered it.

Re the 31L1 elso illustrated on page %2; I removed the

1¢ stemp which overlapped this D.T. in the hope of finding the imprint

(the margin sppeared quite large) but Zmm end more is quite & long stretch
to go end this mey be one of the reessons for the scercity of imprint copies.
At & Colby ssle the other day I bought & cover at §1.50 which bore three
single 1¢ '57s.  The end stemp overlapped the middle one, which eppeesred
to have unususlly wide margins. I removed the stamps from the cover end

my hunch proved correct -- there wes the 60R7 imprint &nd beneath it'0 7 P'.
.1 em trying to reconstruct the imprint positions of the verious 1¢ plates
end this item went directly to its proper place. Cf course, this would
heve been & more desireble item, had it come from the left psne, but then
whet do you expect to find for & doller end & half? .

Mr problem, Mr.Ashbrook, is to replece the 1¢ stamp. Should
it be hinged beck in place, would mucilege eventuelly harm the peper, or ]
what method do you employ?

Re plate kL. I em awere that your book conteins the only
published plsating meteriel. For thet reason, I thought it might be en idee
for you to insugurete & new Service wherein you cen show us, for exemple,
the curl on shoulder varieties s it eppears on 11RU end Z1RU4 etc. Cuts




are expensive to produce and teke time, but perheps other methods cen be
devised.

¥ I believe the'Souren estate still owns the perforeated left pene
and thet it will eventuelly come up in & Hermer,Rooke sele. Souren wes one
of the greetest showmen of #l1l time. P.T.Bernum was & sucker compered to
Souren. His confiding to Brookmen thet he hed informstion regerding certein
Benknotes (which he hadn't) wes typicel of him.

%

Re photogreph of 'A' relief with guide line 2t left. The
photogreph you sent me (thenks) seems to be thet of the stemp I have-~in mind.
I wes not & little surprised 2t your notetion thet "the stemp probably is
from the mysterious Pleste 5". Inasmuch &8s ornaments O, P, Q, R are complete,
I assumed it definitely ceme from Plate 6. The color end imprescion elso
seemed typicel of Plate 6. However, you mey be able to shed more light on
this stemp in ebout ten deys when I shell send you & peir of stemps composed
of this item (I'm sure) end the 2djoining stemp &t the right. The second
stemp elso hes the s&me ornements complete; that is, to the best of my re-
collection. Have you completed the reconstructicn of the top row of both
penes of Plate 6?

[///’/——“‘_—————I am enclosing & Missiseippi cover beering & strip of three

kg | ¢ '5l tied by the Centon Oddfellows merking. Your good friend end mine,
|\ Jeck Molesworth, outbid me for this item at & recent Sem Peige sele. In
. order to improve the eppeeresnce of this strip, Jack removed & rether neet,
" unob&trusive pen cencellation end used en oxidizing fluid thet specks well
“ﬁéﬁ“,for the menufecturer, for he not only removed the pen merking but the ink
"% from the stemp ee well. For this effort, Jeck added ebout 50% on toihis
purchese price end submitted this oover to me. Regerdless of the price, I
em not interested in the cover in its present condition, but I em interested
in pleting the strip. It is, of course, = T relief end eppeers to come
from Plate 3. A diegonel line sppeers (n ebout the middle of the 8 of
Postage in the third stemp end this identical marking is repeeted in exactly
the same plece in the middle stsmp, but the impression is fazinter. I swsit,
Sir, your pleesure.

———

: perr. In the Jefferys sele Lot #334 was & cover beering & very poor
copy of 4R1L,(very poor,despite fzct thet it wes described es "fine") end
two type IV stemps, perforsted, (2lso very poor). This cover sold for
$77.50. in the Kelleher sale of Noy.30, I obtained &' very fine copy of
UR1L Perf. et §26. This stemp is on a Boston drop letter end is neetly
tied by the Boston 'Peid'. Other beeutiful covers I obteined include &
"U.S.Dispstch Phile", & #Charleston 5.C.”"Way", & "Prov. & Stonington RR",
& "U.S.Express Meil, ‘M. York", en "Indienola, Iowae", etc.

I hed intended to sey & word or two about Ven Dyke MacBride's

‘ sensetionel telk at the Collectors Club on his Confederste Collection &nd
o how I hed never spent two and & helf hours more enjoyably, and what he seid

@ﬁg ebout the present triumvirate of Confederste Postzl History students that

¥;, consisted of Ashbrook, Shenfield end MacBride, but we will postpone this

»L .for the present, otherwise this letter will develop into & volume.

And so, with kindest -regards,
' Sincerely,




Dac. 10' 1951.

Mr, Morris Fortgang, il
114 Zast 84th St.,
New York 28, M.Y,

Dear Morris:

Yours of the 10th received and I was very much amused at the
* %itle conferred upon me by Mort. I have been called a lot of names -
some very nice, scme not so good, but Mort is the first to refer to
me as "The Professor." That really is good.

Regarding the "Troy & N,Y.Steamboat" mail. I did & lot of re-
search on this specialty back in the early nineteen thirties but little
if any since I wrote the chapter in my book. No wonder my statement

puzzled you.

Plate 4 - """ Relief -~ 6th Row. L am enclosing an imperf pair of
5314 - 5414 and a single Perf of 54L, so you can see what I think is a
good 6th row Type III - I pefer to the 5414, The single is rather nice
but of course the peir is just a plating item. On my chart of the Flate 4
types you will note that most of the 6th row consisted of Type IIIA.

The 10¢ 1855 cover - Herewith the cover with the peir of 31Ll-
32L1 plus the 1¢ - Typs Iv - which I replaced on the cover for you. Such
replacenent requires & bit of skill and someday when I see you I will have
to show you the correct method .- never use mucilege.

Re -~ the reconstruction of Plate 4. I doubt if positions could
be illustrated by half-tone cuts or by diagrams. Next to the stamps them-
selves would be fine photographs, and I do not possess my original nega-
tives of much of my plating data. Many negatives were made over 30 years
age and many have been broken or lost and I only have one original print,
One more point -~ one photograph of a position is not sufficient for a very
acourate record. The identifying plating marks might be covered up with a
heavy cancel,hence duplicate prints of a given position are required for

accuracy.,

- Yes, I suppose the Souren Estate still owns the left pane of Pl.4.
I doubt if he ever sold it. I never trusted Souren and I was afraid to
have very much to do with him. I never believed a word he said, I believe
that the only occasions on which he played the game on the square was when
t was to his advantaze to de sel I firmly believe that the man had some
otic power. No one was &ver able to figure him out and he is as much
of a mystery today &s he was when he was going big in New York years ago.

Rg - 1¢ 1857 - Top Row - Pogsible Plate 5. I note that you may i
send me a pair with the stamp with line down the left side. If your pair ¥
has a postmark of New Orleans JUL 28 or 23 don't bother to scnd it as I :
have a pheto of its, I have known this pair for many years., I have a re- -
construction of six positions which includes this pair and I have long had a




#2+ Mr, Morris Fortgang, Dec. 10, 1951.

suspieion that this reconstruction came from Plate 5, however, there is quite
a possibility that it is from the left pane of Plate 6. At present, just

pure guess-work - no evidence either way. The stamp to right is cut by the
perfs down the right side - I have a record of duplicates of both positions

/ and the stamp to right is not quite as complete as the stamp to left. If
this reconstruction is Plate 6 - then I have a reconstruction of six positions
from the left pane of that plate, I have plate seven positions in the top
row of the right pane of Plate 6 - viz - 1 - 23 = 7 = 8 = 9 - 10R6,

1lg 1851 cover - Canton, Miss. Herewith I am returning this cover. I
was shocked to learn that Molesworth removed the pencancel marks from this
cover. That is a most unethical thing to do and I would like to have your
pemission to write him regarding it. If Jack is doing tricks like this I
want no contact with him in any way. He is young and probably don't realize
how such monkey-business is frowned upon by honest collectors, I will not
mention it to him without your permission but I do think he should be warned.

Please treat the following as sirictly confidential and do not mention
it to Jack or anyone elss - You are quite right - this is a strip from Plate 3
and I think thet I know the positions. You are right about the plating marks.

Congratulations on the lots thet you purchased in the Kellsher Sale.
The 4R1L item was a great bargain., I also note the other items.

’ 80 you zttended the MecBride talk at the C.C. and I am glad you en-
‘ joyed it. Mac is a very gifted speaker in my opinion and quite a competent

and thorough student of Confederates, I keep in very close touch with
Shenfield and lMae,

With best wishes =

Cordially yours,

Enclosed:
1¢ 1851 - H.Pair - 5314 - 5414 - cut - §17.50

1¢ 1857 - single - Type III 40,00




EZRA D. COLE

Rare Postage Stamps
NYACK . NEW YORK

Commissions . Appraisals

TELEPHONE NYACK 7-0964 December 13, 1951

Mr, Stanley B. Ashbrook
P.0. Box 31
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Stan:
Yours of December 1llth.

Re Jack Molesworth., This is in confidence and for your own °
information and guidance. He is a young, ambitious stamp dealer
and you will remember that he was the man who Gerber referred to
in those editorials., Molesworth sued Gerber and collected.

Now I don't want to defend Gerber, for I think he is a first class
louse and certainly should not have written the things he did
about anybody in print, but he d4id have something on Molesworth.

Molesworth is careless, to give him every benefit of doubt,
and in some cases I think he is over the borderline. The reason
dealers do business with him is because he pays his bills. I
don't think that Dan thinks too highly of him, but of course he
buys in Dan's sales, which after all are public auctions.

Recently he paid some fantastic prices for some covers that
were in Dan's sales that could not have been for stock, unless
he had some prize saps. Beslides all the other errors, he doesn't
know anything about stamps and of course poses as an expert.
He does do some travelling and contacts members of the C.S.A., etc.,
and in brief, I don't trust him, although I guess he would pay
me if he owed me any money, but he certainly will sell anything
that anyone would buy.

Keep the Kelleher catalog. I don't need it now,

Re the photograph from your window. I don't have an enlarge-
" ment as big as this, but in some camera book there was a chapter
on enlargements, and there was some rule that this German scien-
tist worked out as to how big an enlargement could be made from
any negative, and I have forgotten whether it was eight times or
sixteen times. I believe it was based on some mechanical trouble
rather than any technique, though the grain of the film and the
grain of the paper also had to be considered. In my judgement

a negative enlargement as big as the one you sent is probably
big enough for any kind of a stamp job. Don't you think so? }



Mr, Stanley B. Ashbrook -D- December 13, 1951

Re 32. I am returning the photograph. Now I know the cover.

With reference to the photograph No. 33. I can't figure this
one out either. For some reason or other a 1¢ postage due was
collected on this. I note there 1s no street address given in
Albany. Why it was struck with two "Albany Received" postmarks,
one on the stamp and one on the lower left corner?

Re steel blue. I am not particularly interested in getting
in an argument with you, but I was trying to reconcils my views
with your opinions., I don't think there was a violent disagree-
ment. It was just to find out what the whole thing was all about.

Sincerely
Wt |
Ezra P. Cole

EDC :hk v
Ene.
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Dec. 11, 1951.

Mr. G. L, Habbert,
36 State St.,
Albany, N,Y,

Deardr. Habbert:

Regarding your cover with the British stamps and addressed to
"LILOYD MINTURN.," The following are my comments:

This is a folded letter of blue paper, inside the date line is
"VIENNA 13 OCT 1849." The letter contains British stamps of one shilling
green, twopence blue, and one penny red - total 15 pence or approximately
30¢ U, S. currency. On the back is & Liverpool postmark of Oct. 20, 1849 -
(LIVERPOOL -~ OC 20 - 1849 - J) in black. On the face of the cover is an
offset impression (in reverse) from the same marking on another letter.

I assume that this cover was sent under separaste cover from Vienna
to someone in Englend who probably attached the stamps pnd placed the letter
in the British Mail at Liverpool - routing it Via "Cunard Steamer." The
postage was not paid to California and was evidently overpaid by threepence
to New York. I know of no explsnation to account for the overpayment of
threepence, as the Treaty rate to the eastern part of the U. S, was a shilling
or 24¢., The stamps are tied to the cover by the Liverpool numeral cancel of
"466" (black) which was the number assigned to that office. (See Hendy Book -
p.159). On the face is the British marking in red "5 CENTS." This was the
credit of the British P.,0.D. to the U.3. P.0.D, for the U,S5., share of the
shilling (24¢) rate. (British share 3¢ domestic plus 16¢ sea).

This letter was evidently delivered at New York to the Wall Street
fimm of Méaturn & Co., who crossed out their name and address and pladed the
letter in the mail for California. On the back in red is the New York post-
mark of "Nov 6" and on the face is the curved "PAID" in red of the New York
P.0. I assume thet the postage to California was either paid in cash by the
firm of Minturn & Co. or was charged to their account at the N.Y. P.0, - The
sum that was paid on the letter for the postage to California is not in
e¥idence on the letter.

The single rate at that time was 40¢, hence I assume that 40¢ was paid.
The original Treaty between G.B. and the U, S. (Dec. 15, 1848) did not fix a
rate between G.B. and California and Oregon, but the "amended articles" to the
Treaty of May 1849 fixed the rate et 59¢, viz:
British Domestic 03
Atlantic Sea .16
U.S.,California=-Oregon .40
: «59




#2. Mr, G, L, Habbert - Dec. 11, 1951.

If a British ship conveyed the letter across the Atlantic the British
share was 19¢ of the total, but if an American Packet conveyed the letter
across the Atlantic the U. S. share was 56¢. I assume that the total postage
paid on this letter was equivalent to 70¢, whereas 59¢ or 2 shillings 5% pence
would have been sufficient had thé letter been addressed direct to California
instead of "care of" the New York Wall Street firm.

I believe that the above analysis is correct and if so, it leaves us
at a loss to account for the extra payment of the 3 pence British. This is
guite an interesting cover.

Regarding the New York postmark on the back with date of "Nov 6", I
assume that this was the date that the letter was re-mailed by Miaturn & Co.
There was no U, S. Mail forwarded from New York to California on that date ac-
cording to my records. The next mail was sent on November 13th, 1849,

In the issue of the N.Y,Herald for Oct. 17, 1849, the U, S. Mail S. S.
Co,., advertised the departure of their Mail Stesmship the "Ohio"™ on Nov. 13, 1849
at 1 P,M, It was st;ted~$!?“ship would stop at the Bar at Cherleston and
Savannah to land and receive mails and passengers, and quote: "The Ohio will
carry the Government mails for the Pacific, ete. to go by the December lst
steamer from Penams (City). Passengers will go by the 'S,5,Falcon' from Havana,
reaching Chagres in time for the California steamer of December lst. The voyage
is made in eleven days. Rates to Chagres are much reduced." (end)
This was at the heighgp of the gold rush.

I have gone into some detail in the analysis of this cover which I
would like to use in "Special Service" provided you have no objection. I
will be pleased to mention that the cover belongs to you.

e

Sincerely yours,

¢
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MURL KIMMEL

DEAN KIMMEL

Kimmel's Chevrolet Company, Inc. @

GARAGE AND SERVICE STATION
HARDWARE AND IMPLEMENTS

ROBINSON. KANSAS
June 19, 1952

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook J
P.Q. Box 31 Y A
33N, Fort Thomas Ave. \J
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear "Stan",

It will be perfectly alright for you to call me anything you
like; no doubt you already have but there is absolutely no

exfuse for my being the world's greatest procrastinator, time
just simply gets away from me. But I hope you will accept my
apologies in good grace and I will try and not let it happen
again. I want you to know that I sincerely appreciated your
diagnosis and dissertation on my eight covers which I sent for
your inspection last December. It gave me the information I have
sorely needed for so long but am just too stupid to learn it

for myself. ©Now, if and when I ever get around to mounting these
covers, 1 can give them an intelligent write-up; I have many
others which someday I would like to have you look at and tell

me the facts regarding them.

You mentioned in your letter that you might like to feature some
of my covers in one of your service issues. Please rest assured
I have no objection and do so at anytime you wish. I am only
too glad to help philately any way that I can. Did you by any
chance photograph my covers. I would love to have the pictures
and if permissable, would like to purchase them. For a long time
it has been my ambition to have the high-lites of my collection
phatographed, have always thought it would make a fine record
®. and inventory. Would you undertake the job and would it be per-
missable, the photographic work which you do is the best I have
ever seen, maybe the cost would be too exorbitant. I have no
idea what it might be. Would appreciate knowing your thoughts

on the idea.

I bought a great many Confederate covers in the Finney sale and
guite a few out of the last Fox sale but all fine covers, espec-
ially Oonfederates, are becoming so darn high I am wondering if
there can't be an end to it. I think it means one of two things,
either people are running for cover with their money or there is
greater interest then there has ever been in the history of
Philately. But I know one thing for certain, I am going to have
to drop vy the way-side as the pressure of high prices forces me

out, I just don't have unlimited income and business just ain't
what it used to be",

SALES AND SERVICE

A

¥




DEAN KIMMEL MURL KIMMEL

Kimmel’s Chevrolet Company, Inc.

GARAGE AND SERVICE STATION

HARDWARE AND IMPLEMENTS
PHONE 52 SALES AND SERVICE

ROBINSON, KANSAS

The flood here this spring was the most terrible in the history

of this country. Suppose you read some about it in the papers,
while I was not in the direct path of it, I am only a few miles
away from where it happened and it really affected business.

Just this week we have had the first train service into my little
town since the floods in April, also the highway going east into
8t. Joseph was opened for the first time last week. The Missouri
River changed its course and also changed the face of the whole
country side. In places around here it looks like the Grand
Canyon and part of Kansas is over in Missouri and part of Missouri
is over in Kansas. But this is a farm country and generally,
farmers got off to a good start this spring but now we are afflict-
ed with extreme heat and hot winds which is doing a great deal of
damage to the crops. Think we don't have troubles???? I'11l listen

to yours someday if you care to expound on them.

Inclosed is my check for $100.00 covering your Special Services

for the coming year. They are most interesting and I get a great

deal of good from them. I appreciate being on your list of recipients.
The other $20.00 check is a little extra for extra efforts put forth

in my behalf.

Kindest regards to Mildred, yourself and your son.

Sincerely yours,

A. Nurl Ximmel

By @/M

P




Dec. 14, 1951.

Mr., A, Murl Kimmel,
Robinson, Kans.

Dear Murl:

Herewith your eight covers and the following are some comments,
I have numbered the lot from ;1 to ;8 inclusive.

, - This is a wonderful cover and a very scarce use - from
Honolulu Via San Francisco - New York to Prussia and on to Demmark., I dare say thst
very few collections can show a cover to Demmark from Hewaii. In my Service lssue
No. 6, page 30, and the following pages, I discussed mail "Via Prussian Closed

i1" -~ This cover was routed from New York by that route - bhat is - in sealed bags
via Bngland, Belgium to Aschen. (See blue marking on your cover) - To Prussia and

~/ by Prussien mail to "Kobenhavmn." The through rate was 33¢ per half ounce

end 31¢ Palde The encircled "10" was applidd at New York and represented a gredit
of 107 to the Prussian P.0.D. = viz., 7¢ for Prussia (as per my “"article") plus 3¢
for transmission to Demmark. This total of 31¢ represented the U, £. postage only
from San Francisco. The sender paid 5¢ Hawaiil postage plus a 2¢ ship fee for sea
carriage to San Francisco. The pencil (faint) 1866 in lower left is no doubt the
correct year of use.

Cover /2 -~ Yes, I recognized this &t once as a fommer Knapp cover,
but this is a philatelic gem that has been known to philately for over half & century.
Way back in the nineties there was a very prominent student of Hawaiian postal issues
by the name of BErewster C. Kenyon - He lived in long Branch, Calif. In 1895 he
published a hendbook entitled, "History of the Postel lssues of Hawaii." In this
book he devoted a full page to an illustration of this remarkable cover. I note the
Enapp caralogue stated that this was Ex-Ackerman. The latter may have acquired it
from Kenyon. In the Knapp sale it went to Tows., This was a triple rate (per & oz.)
letter as follows:

3 x 5¢ Hawaii (internal) 15¢
Ship fee into Fortland, Oregon 2¢

U. S, postage 3 x 3¢ ¢
Thus lld in U, S y
(A use in Sept - Oct 1866).

Cover &g E - Thie is certainly @ wonderful cover - end in my
opinion the use wes in 1876, I mede a tracing in red to show the wrding of the
poorly struck Honolulu postmark. This was used exclusively on foreign mail in
1876 = 1877 ~ perhaps much later. The letter wes not "Registered" at Honolulu but
rether at Sen Francisco. The 6y Green Hawaii stamp merely paid the postage from
Hawaii to the U,5. - The 15¢ U. 5. orange - (Continental Print) - paid the 5¢ rate to
Englani plus the 10¢ U. 5. registration fee. The 10¢ fee became effective on Oct. 1,
'1875. The red Registered was applied at San Francisco amd thet office should have

postmerked this letter. In all probability both stamps were put on at Honolulu - the

6g canceled at that office and the 15¢ canceled et San Franciseco.

“Him



#2e Mr., A, Murl Kimmel - Dec. 14, 1951.

Cover No. 4 -~ Double rate. From Honolulu to Massachusetts. 10¢
was paid at Honolulu - cash - 2¢ is the Ship Fee into San Francisco and 20¢ the
double 10¢ rate from 5.F. to the EZast - This lettor went by the Ocean Mall via
Panema, Re - California rate to the Hast, It was 10¢ from April 1, 1855 to June
30, 1863 inclusive. Subsequently it was 3¢,

Covers 75 and 6. These make an exceedingly nice pair. Both
originated at Syracuse, N.Y. and are addressed to the same address in China - Both
show 53¢ paid in postage. DBoth show the pen routing "Via Marseilles" - One was
mailed May 16, 1865, the other Nov. 6, 1865. The May cover shows "32" and the
November letter shows "40". I imagine the "40" on the latter cover would prove
rather puzzling to the average student of foreign rate markings., Mail at this
period was forwarded to China by British,German end French mails but the most im-
portant was the British, The British rates were as follows:

By British Mall "Via Marseilles" - 53¢ per § oz.
By British Mail " Via Southampton" - 45¢ per % o

If the New York office - Foreign Division Department sent the letter to England

by an American Packet (from N.Y, to England) the U, S. ¢redit to the British

¥,0, was 32¢ as per the May letter. This letter was routed "Via Marseilles" and

it was sent by that route. This routing meant from New York to Englani - thence
across the Chaannel in sealed bags to Calais - then by rail via Parie to Marseilles,
France -~ There it was put aboard a British Mail Packet enroute to the Far Egst via
Sueg. In order to be dispatched from London in time to reach Marseilles in time
for the British Mail Ship the letter had to leave London on the 10th or 26th of
each month. On your May cover (No. 5) the New York date is May 20 (1865) - The London
date looks like "JU 1" but i1t was actually JUN 10 65 - this being the date it was
despatehed to France to catghi the British Mail Ship at Marseilles. Thus this cover

is correct in all respects,.

Now for cover No. 6 - with the November date. This shows that the
letter was despatched from London on Nov 20 1865 showing thet it did hot arrive in
time to be forwarded from London on the 10th for the Marseilles Mail Ship, hence was
routed "Via Southampton." Mail by this route to China anmd the Far Zast was despetched
from London on the 4th and 20th of each month, "Via Southampton" meant that mail
was sent from Southampton, England down the Atlantic past Gibraltar and via Suez to
the East. Thus this letter, though routed and peid to go "Via Marseilles," was
despatched from Fngland "Via Southampton" the rate by this route being 45¢. The
letter was thus overpaid by 8¢. The New York postmark reads "N.,York Br. Pkt" showing
thet the letter was sent by a British Packet - (Cunard Line) from New York to England.
All thet we were entitled to was 5¢, hence out of the proper rate of 45¢, the U.S,
P,0,D, credited Britain with "40" ~ thus the "40" on this cover. The reason that the
rate was higher "Via Marseilles" was because France was paid for transit across
France, but time was saved by the route. As stated above -~ these two covers make
quite an interesting pair as they are quite an intricate study in Routes and Markings

of the period of 1865,

Cover No. 7 - 24¢ rate to England in August 1861, with British
Penny red for the forwarding charge. This went Amer. Packet to England, hence the
British share of the rate was 3¢ - This eredit of "3" is shown in the Boston post-

" mark under "A.PKT" (American Packet). Incidentally this is a very late use for the

24¢ stamp as it was in process of being replaced by the new stamps of 1861, issued
in August.
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Cover No., 8 - To England -~ 24y rate in July 1861, The "19" in
red is the U, S. credit of 19¢ on this letter to the British 7.0.D, - because the
letter was conveyed from New York to Enghend by a Dritish Packet ~ The credit
being 16¢ sea plus British 3¢ internal. From Moravie N,¥, July 29 (1861) to
Liverpool - Patriotic envelope.

e o ok 6 oo e e o e ol ol o ke e

Later on I may feature some of the above covers in one of my
Service Issues provided you have no objection. I suppose Murl that I have featured
"Foreign Rate covers" to quite an extent in my "Service" but there seems to be a
tremendous interest in such covers and I think the interest will increase with the
yoars. 1 have made a very intensive study of all phases of the specialty for a
period extending back many years. This class of covers are very cleverk}y faked
by European crooks and the only safe wey to keep ahead of them is to possess knowledge
that they do not have. Thet is one rcason I refuse to pliblish articles dealing
minutely with "Rates and markings®" because I would be educating the crooks to make
their fakes more perfect,

I will be glad to i’ollou some of the good suggestions in your letter
and again I thank you for the menticn.

if any of my comments on your eovers are not perfectly clear, please

. advise me end I will be glad to explaih any point.

With all good wishes -

Cordially yours,

-



Dee., 14, 1951.

¥r, A, Murl Kimmel,
Robinson, Kans,

Dear Murl:

Herewith your eight covers and the following are some comments.,
I have numbered the lot from j1 to ;'8 inclusive.

Noe 1 - This is a wonderful cover and a very scarce use - from
Honolulu Via San Francisco - New York to Prussia and on to Demmark, I dare sey that
very few collections can show a cover to Denmark from Fawaii. In my Service Issue
No. 6, page ;30, and the following pages, I discussed mail "Via Prussian Closed
Mail" - This cover was routed from New York by that route - bhat is - in sealed bags
via England, Belgium to Aschen. (See blue marking on your cover) - To Prussia and
by Prussian meil to "Kobenhavm." The through rate was 33¢ per half ounce umpaid
and 31¢ Paide The encircled "10" was applisd at New York and represented a credit
of 10¢ to the Prussian P,0.D. = viz., 7¢ for Prussia (as per my "article") plus 3¢
for transmission to Demmark. This total of 31¢ represented the U, &, postage only
from San Francisco. The sender paid 5¢ Hawaii postage plus a 2¢ ship fee for sea
carriage to Sen Francisco. The pencil (faint) 1866 in lower left is no doubt the
correct year of use.

Cover /2 - Yes, I recognized this at once as a fommer Knapp cover,

but this is a philatelic gem that has been known to philately for over half a century.
Way back in the nineties there was a very prominent student of Hawaiian postal issues
by the name of Brewster C. Kenyon - He lived in long Branch, Calif. In 1895 he
published a handbook entitled, "History of the Fostal lssues of Hawaii." In this
book he devoted a full page to an illustration of this remarkable cover. I note the

Knapp catalogue stated that this was Ex-~Ackerman., The latter may have acguired it
from Kenyon. In the Knapp sale it went to Tows. This was a triple rate (per & oz.)
letter as follows:

3 x 5¢ Hawaii (internal) 15¢
Ship fee into Portland, Orsgon 2¢
U. S, postage 3 x 3¢ ¢

Thus 1l1l¢ in U, S.
(A use in Sept - Oct 1866).

Cover No - Thie is certainly a wonderful cover - and in my
opinion the use was in 1876, I mde a tracing in red to show the wrding of the
poorly struck Honolulu postmark. This was used exclusively on foreign mail in
1876 - 1877 - perhaps much later. The letter was not "Registered" at Honolulu but
rather at San Francisco. The 6¢ Green Hawaii stamp merely paid the postage from
Hawaii to the U.S. - The 15¢ U, S. orange - (Continental Print) - paid the 5¢ rate to
Englani plus the 10¢ U, S, registration fee. The 10¢ fee became effective on Oct. 1,
1875, The red Registered was applied at San Francisco and that office should have .
postmerked this letter, In all probability both stamps were put on at Honolulu - the'
6g canceled at that office and the 15¢ canceled at San Francisco. A
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Cover No. 4 - Double rate. From Honolulu to Massachusetts. 10¢
was paid at Honolulu - cash -~ 2¢ is the Ship Fee in%to San Francisco and 20¢ the
double 10¢ rate from S.F. to the Zast - This letter went by the Ocean Mail via
Panema, Re - California rate to the East. It was 10¢ from April 1, 1855 to June
30, 1863 inclusive. Subsequently it was 3¢,

Covers 75 and 6. These make an exceedingly nice pair. Both
originated at Syracuse, N.Y. and are addressed to the same address in Chins - Both
show 53¢ paid in postage. DBoth show the nen routing "Via Marseilles" - One was
meailed May 16, 1865, the other Nov. 6, 1865. The May cover shows "32" and the
November letter shows "40"., I imagine the "40" on the latter cover would prove
rather puzzling to the average student of foreign rate markings. Mail at this
period was forwarded to China by British,German end French mails but the most im-
portant was the British. The British rates were as follows:

By British Mail "Via Marseilles" - 534 per § oz.
By Brisish Mail " Via Southampton” - 45¢ per & oz.

If the New York office - Foreign Division Department sent the letter to Eangland

by an American Packet (from N.,Y. to England) the U, S. credit to the British

P,0. wes 32¢ as per the May letter. This letter was routed "Via Marseilles" and

it was sent by thet route. This routing meant from New York to England - thence
across the Channel in scaled bags to Calais -~ then by rail via Paris to larseilles,
France - There it was put aboard a British Mail Packet enroute to the Far Egst via
Sueg. In order to be dispatched from London in time to reach Marseilles in time

for the PBritish Mail Ship the letter had to leave London on the 10th or 26th of

each month, On your May cover (No. 5) the New York date is May 20 (1865) - The London
date looks like "JU 1" but it was actually JUN 10 65 - this being the date it was
despatched to France to cateh the British Mail Ship at Merseilles. Thus this cover
is correct in all respects.

i Now for cover No. 6 - with the November date. This shows that the
letter was despatched from London on Nov 20 1865 showing that it did hot arrive in
time to be forwarded from London on the 10th for the Marseilles Mail Ship, hence was
routed "Via Southampton." Meil by this route to China anl the Far East was despatched
from London on the 4th and 20th of each month., "Via Southampton" meant that mail

was sent from Southampton, England down the Atlantic past Gibraltar and via Suez to
the East. Thus this letter, though routed and peid to go "Via Marseilles," was
despatched from Hngland "Via Southampton" the rate by thies route being 45¢. The
letter was thus overpaid by 8¢. The New York postmark reads "N.York Br. Fkt" showing
that the letter was sent by a Bpitish Packet -~ (Cunard Line) from New York to England.
All thet we were entitled to was 5¢, hence out of the proper rate of 45¢, the U.S,
P6e.De credited Britain with "40" -~ thus the "40" on this cover. The reason that the
rate was higher "Via Marseilles" was because France was paid for transit across
France, but time was saved by the route, As stated above - these two covers make
quite an interesting peir as they are quite an intricate study in Routes and Markings
of the period of 1865.

Cover No. 7 -~ ?4¢ rate to England in August 1861, with British
Penny red for the forwarding charge. This went Amer,. Packet to Ingland, hence the
British share of the rate was 3¢ - This credit of "3" is shown in the Boston post-
mark under "APKT" (American Packet). Incidentally this is a very laete use for the
24¢ stemp es it was in process of being replaced by the new stamps of 1861, issued
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#3+ ¥r. A, Murl Kimmel - Dec. 14, 1951.

Cover No. 8 - To England - 24¢ rate in July 1861, The "19" in
red is the U. S. eredit of 19¢ on this letter to the British P.0.,D, - because the
letter was conveyed from New York to Enghand by a British Packet - The credit

Y being 16¢ sea plus Pritish 3¢ internel. From Morevia N.Y. July 29 (1861) to

P

Livorpool Patr iotie envelope.

e o b e s o e ok o b o o ok sk sk

: Later on I may feature some of the above covers in one of my’
Service Issues provided you have no objection. I suppose Murl that I have featured
"Foreign Rate covers" %o quite an extent in my "Service" but there seems to be a
tremendous interest in such covers and I think the interest will increase with the
years. 1 have made a very intensive study of all phases of the specialty for a
period extending back many years. This class of covers are very cleverdjyy faked
by European ¢rooks and the only safe way to keep ahead of them is to possess knowledge
that they do not have, That is one rvason I refuse to pliblish articles dealing
minutely with "Rates and markings® because I would be educating the crooks to make

their fekes more perfect,

1 will be glad to follow some of the good suggestions in your letter
and again I thank you for the mention.

if any of my comments on your covers are not perfectly clear, please
advise me and I will be glad to explaih any point.

With all good wishes -
Cordially yours,




A8 A. Murl Kimmel

: Robinson, Kansas.
%, Mr. A, MURL KIMMEL

ROBINSON, KANSAS

@& AMERICAN PHILATELIC SOCIETY

B’ INCORPORATED
! OFFICE OF REGIONAL GOVERNOR ADDRESS REPLY TO:

Sunday 12/9/51

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

Dear "Stan"
I am in receipt of Issue #9 of your "Special

Service" and your short letter. I have read every issue with a great deal o f
interest and have probally learned more regarding our Postal History from your
service than I ever have in all the years I've been at it from my own efforts,
first,-my own stupidity stands in my way, and second,-lack of time $o do the
research necessary to learn what I want to know. That combination creates a
void in my Philatelic life which is perfectly filled by your service, and 1811
bet I speak for many others who have to spend most of their time"kicking the
wolf off the doorstep! I appreciate having access to your service more than
I have words to tell. And you can "Cut another notch in your pistol®™ for the
great work you are doing,for the good of the cause.

You asked for a few suggestions and I¥ll tell you what I*d like to see. I've
noticed much of your work delves -into the more complicated phases of our Postal
History,--why not do a few short paragraphs now & then on the simpler things,
such as--Carriers, when city free delivery was started,--Way Letters,such as

the pick ups along our rivers in the edly days,--etc, etc. No doubt endless
words have been written regarding these and others but I still think a specific
item, shortly written with a picture would be well done. As the old Chinese
proverb says,"one picture is worth ten thousand words." It would be good for

the amateurs and the people. who can't sdt down and read endless words trying

to get some little point of information and beld#éve me I come in both categories,
Thats what I like about your service,-short, concise and compact.,  Perhaps

the minor things are not worth the time and effort it takes, especially pictures,
But many people cannot afford the high powered items. My suggestions are only
that and if they have no worth, skip 'em,

I am inclosing to you eight of my gems. Look them over and if you consider them
worthy I would be glad, and would appreciate having the™ photographed and dis-
cussed. Perhaps you might think enough has been said about the one ex-Knapp in
his catalog. But it is a beauty,don't you think? I em inclosing enough postage
for their return when you have finished with then.

Thought I'd get to Fort Thomas this winter but looks like I won't make it as of
now. I have many fine things7hs#ifneed you'help and guidance on;but not when a
hundred other guys are on your neck at the same time. Our little gal came down
with a sudden illness and our world nearly crashed around us, she is much better
now but I don't care to get too far from home for a while.

Was nice being with you at Capex and I hope we can all be together again before
too long. Klndest regards to you all. Sincere%z;ZZg?

-

el

— -7
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Dec. 12, 1951.

Kr. A, Murl Kimmel,
Robinson, Kansas,.

Dear Murl:

Just e line to acknowledge the safe receipt of yours
with the covers and %o express to you my sincere epprecia-
tion of your kind words regarding my "Service,” 1 also
went to thenk you for the helpful suggestions in your letter
end I will certainly carry them out. I try to explain
philetelic puzzles in ABC language and to rive the readsr a
clear conception of what I am driving at. I do appreciate
the fact thet at times I probably forget that the other
fellow may not be sufficiently posted to grasp it all.

You sent me & nice lot of covers end I know you prize
them highly. FPerhaps after I give them a little disoussion
you will like them even better. You know Murl, I think
every cover has its own story to tell but so few of us can
interpret the langusge they use to tell their story %o us.
When we cen understand their language, then they are really
a pleasure, Sounds a bit silly but it roally is a fact.

More later, but in the meantine, Mildred and I send
you and yours best wishes for a very Happy Holiday Season.
We do trust the little ledy hes fully recovered.

Cordially yours,
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June 28, 1952.

Mre. A. Murl Kimmel,
Robinson, Kans,

Dear Murl:

e It was nice to receive such a nice newsy letter fro@ you and I can assure
you that it was apprecisted. Thanks very much for the renewal of your subseription
to my Special Service and your check for $100 for same, also the extra check for
$20 which I will try and give you value received in the future. You c¢ertsinly did
not owe this to me,

May I apologize for the delay in adknowledging your letter? I had to
make the enclosed photo prints because 1 didn't have any duplicates made upe I
should have sent you a set last December but I suppose the Christmas Holidays came
on soon after and it slipped my mind, By referring to our correspondence of that time
I note that you sent me eight (8) covers which I numbered in my letter, I find I
did not photograph covers j£7 and /8 - These were two ?4¢ covers to England, Please
accept these six prints with my compliments - They are a partial apprecistion for that
extra check you enclosed. I fully intend to use some of your covers in one of my
Service Issues in the near future. Thanks for the permission,

Regarding photographs of covers in your collection. I furnish Fdgar Jessup
with quite a few prints of his covers and have been doing this for years. He pays me
$1.00 per print and while I don't solicit such work I will be glad to meke you the
same price. I charge others who only want a photograph occasionally, $2.00 a print.
I also photograph whole eollections by pages but such work is dome on microfilms and
of course is not near as fine as regular size as per the enclosed. The enclosed are
photographed on panchromatic plates thru color filters and frequently I make extra
‘plates to bring out certain features of a cover that should be shown.

Murl I was greatly pleased that you liked the analysis that I mede of your
elght covers.

and saw scenes of it on telévision and we realized what a disaster it really was,
This old Ohio breaks out ever so often and goes on a big rampage and so we are a bit
familiar with floods. We hmd a record bresker in Janusry 1937 that people who went
thru it will not forget very soon., The previous record was in 1884 when the Ohio hit
71 rfeet at Cincinnati. In 1937 it went 9 feet high@erto 80 feet. Just imagine. No
one thought such a stage possible, They have built a big flood wall around Newport

d are building one around Covington.

Yes, we read a gizat deal 2bout the flood last spring of the Missouri River

Re - the Finney Sale of Confederates. It is true that some items sold at
fantastie prices - much too high in my estimation - but a lot of items sold too
dheep., Confederates have lagged in the past twenty years and have been long over-
‘due for better pricess Finney had some nice things that a lot of Confed collectors
wanted, hence keen competition and high prices. I don't think that one can go wrong
by investing heavily in such historical U. S. material.

Again thanks for such a welcome letter. Mildred and Stan Jr. join me in
best wishes to Mrs, Kimmel and you and trust you will both pay us another visit in
the near future. Cordially yours,




July 2, 1952,

Mr. Murl Kimmel,
Robinson, Kans.
Dear Murl:
I am wondering if you would be interested in a Pony Express
cover that went from San Francisco to New York in July - August of

1861? This is a Wells Fargo frank on the scarce 10¢ Green Star Die

envelope with a dollar red Wells Fargo stamp. The price is $600 subject
to prior sale.
| I also have a C.0.C. & P,P., Express cover from Denver City
K.T. on April 18, 1860 thru St. Joseph, Mo. Lpr 25 to Illinois with two
3¢ 1857 - Price $150.00, subject to prior sale.
If interested in either one I will be pleased to submit.

Sincerely yours,




DEAN KIMMEL

PHONE 52

MURL KIMMEL

Kimmel’s Chevrolet Company, Inc. N .
/CHEVROLET

GARAGE AND SERVICE STATION
HARDWARE AND IMPLEMENTS

SALES AND SERVICE

ROBINSON, KANSAS
July 9, 19523

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
P.0. Box 31

33 N. Fort Thomas Ave.
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear "8tan',

Thanks for thinking of me and offering to me your
Pony Express cover and Pikes Peak Express cover in
your letter of July @nd but, = while I am very much
interested, I just am not financially able to have
these covers at the moment.

I have quite a few of these covers but am alweays
interested in one more which might be a little
different than what I have but they are all
getting so darn high that I am just about priced
out of the market.

Thanks again for your offering and try me again
sometime.

1 appreciated your letter of June 28th no end.
Thanks a million for the six prints of my covers
which you sent along. They are really fine. Just
exactly what I want to do with the other high-lites
of my collection and I am going to take advantage

of your offer to photograph them just as soon as I
can find the time to agein work with my stemps which
will probebly not be until sometime this winter.

Unless conditions around here change, doesn't look

like I'll make a stamp meeting this entire year but

I'm still hoping, business conditions are not good

and I want to keep my thumbs on everything as closely

as possible. Thanks for everything and kindest regards.
Yours very truly,

A. Murl Ximmel

By 452a20®4fi

o
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