Scrapbook No. 11 April 1943 to April 1946

0. Daniel F. Kelleher Re: Why did 2 covers have high realizations?
il Alfred E. Fritz Re: 90¢ 1861 cover $1.03 rate to France

2. Percy G. Doane Re: Possible fake grid

3 Raymond H. Weill Re: 24¢ 1869 cover

4. Edson J. Fifield Re: strip of 3 1¢ 1851

57 J. Murray Bartels Re: 90¢ 1869 cover

6. Emerson C. Krug Re: 12¢ 1851 Bisect

7. E.F. Gore Re: 30¢ 1869 cover

8. Sidney D. Harris Re: 24¢ 1861

S). Robert Laurence Re: 5¢ strip of 3 with one stamp removed
10. | L.R. Garrison Re: Problems of the Confederate POD

11. | Eugene Klein Re: 13¢ blue paper

12. | Herman Herst, Jr. Re: Hawaii cover

13. | Y.Souren Re: 90¢ 1861 cover

14. | Morrison re: 30¢ 1869 cover

15. | Frederick R. Harris, John Heard re: Hawaii covers

16. | W.M. Lester Re: covers

17. | Harold C. Brooks Re: 90¢ 1861 to West Africa

18. | Dr. Antrim Re: 3¢+ 1€ cover

19. | Dr. Carroll Chase Re: Cover from Canada, Nova Scotia

20. | Dr. William B. Lamb Re: 2¢ Bisect, Venezuela to N.Y. cover
21. | Herman Herst Jr. Re: Steamship cover

22. | G.V. Luerssen Re: 1869 cover to Hong Kong

23. | Earl Antrim Re: Between the lines

24. | Carroll Chase Re: The R.S. Platt correspondence

25. | Grace Jorjorian Re: 3 covers to France, 1 to London

26. | Alfred F. Lichtenstein Re: cover to Canada

27. | G. Moerz Re: two 15¢ 1869 covers

28. | Re: Confederate cover

29. | Maurice C. Blake Re: 3¢ +1¢ + 1¢ to Italy

30. | W.L. Moody, Ill Re: First Day U.S. City Despatch Post cover
31. | L.L. Shenfield Re: “mail suspended” and “sent back to England”
32. | George C. Hahn re: cover to Holland

33. | Re: 5¢ rate to Australia

34. | Dr. Edward L. Fernald Re: covers to South Africa

35. | Charles G. Taylor Re: Confederacy

36. | W.L. Moody, IIl Re: 1869 covers

37. | Blank

38. | C.C. Hart Re: 1847 covers from Canada

39. | Maurice C. Blake Re: Mail to Hawaii

40. | Major Wm. H. Tapp Re: British F.R.H.

41. | Major Wm. H. Tapp

42. | Dr. Carroll Chase re:5¢ 1847 pre-cancel cover

43. | Maurice F. Cole Re: 4¢ rates, 2 black jacks




44. | Dr. Carroll Chase Re: 3¢ 1861 + 1¢ 1867 + Blood'’s local
45. | W.H. Semsrott re: 90¢ 1861 cover to Leipsig

46. | Charles F. Meroni re: 10¢ + 2¢

47. | Re: 24¢ 1861

48. | F.C. Alispaw

49. | S. Newbury

50. | Garry Shenfield Re: 1861 cover

51. | H.P. Gaston Re: Pony cover

52. | Re: 90¢ 1869

53. | Philatelic Foundation, Re: 90¢ 1869

54. | Donald MacGregor Re: 20¢ rate registered to England
55. | Re: Appraisal of Alvin Filstrup Jr. collection
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454 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

April 15, 1943,

¥re Dant'l ¥, Kelleher,
7 Viater ct.,
Boston, lass,

Dear Dan:

In your sale of Jan, 50th last, Ezra Cole purechased Lotes
109 ($22,00) and 136 ($21.50) for v, Newbury, For the
life of mwe 1 can't figure why these two covers sold at
any such ridiculous prices. Jould you mind telling me
who entered them in this sale, and can you give me any
explanation as to why these two ordinary items could
possibly be worth the prices that Ezra BHaid?

I will be down to the VWest sale and trust you will be
present as I would like very mueh to see you,

With best regards,

~ Cordially yours,
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?;Iay 27’ 1944,

Mr. Alfred E. Fritz,
549 W, Randolph St.,
Room 508,

Chicago (6) Ills.

Dear Mr. Fritz:

I have just returned from a week's trip to Chicago, hence
the delay in replying to your letter of the Z2lst,

I am returning herewith the cover which you enclosed, and
regret to state that the 90¢ stamp did not originate on

this cover. The markings prove that the original rate was
only 15¢. I have a record of this fake cover in my files
together with photographs of the front and back. While I
could not prove it I am almost certain that this item was the
product of Paulson of your city.

I am sure that Kirkland can give you some further informa-~
tion regarding 1t, but please do not mention my name,

My fee for the above is {3.50.

Sincerely yours,
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434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Feb, 17, 1943,

Mr, Robt Laurence,
7 E. 42nd Sto’
New York, N.Y.

Dear Bobg

Herewith the "90¢ 1861" 'cover., This cover is a fake,

The original rate was 15¢ as evidenced by the New York
postmark,

There was no such a rate to France of {1,03,

Regarding the S,Fe COG killer, There were three types

of this handstamp used at different periods in the

sixties., On these staumps are two different types, This
alone proves that these stamps were not thus used, and lastly
the "ties" of these markings are very poorly executed.

Thanks for the look at this cover,

Sincerely yours,



434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky,

April 15, 1943,

{

Mr. Perey G. Doane,
Tribune Bldg.,
New York, N.Y.

Deer Perey:

In your saie of Jan, 26th, Lot 75 weas purchased by my
friend Krug for #75,00 thru Cole,

In my opinion this ecopy has & felke red grid, I advised
Erug to return it but Cole refused teo rafund his $75+004

Have you any objection to telling me who entered this
copy in your sale? I dontt imagine that you will object
becanse T am quite sure voun would not countenance a fake
being s0ld in a Doane Sale and the buyer belng refused

a refund of his money.

‘With kindest regards,
: Cordially yours,

) : | ‘\~



434 South CGrand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

March &, 1943,

Dear FEm:

You stated you were going to send me Cole's letter but it
failed to arrive,

I had in mind to write Doane about a refund on the 5¢

1857 orange brown because Perey is a darn good friend of
mine, I am sure Ezra did not even ask Doane for a refund
because I think the stamp belonged to Ezra. I may be wrong,
u ou . ou shou ve a refund on the 1847
pair, Ez has the swell head and from now on, if he asks any
favors of me he is going to pay the regular retail rate and

it is going to be stiff. No more frse expert opinions for
Mrs Cole,

I had a letter from him yesterday enclosing & cover but I
sent it back to him minus any comment.

I have an ldea he needs me a damm sight more than I need him,

Yours etc.,



434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Feb, 9, 1943,

Reymond H, Weill Co.,

407 Royal St.,

New Orleans, La.

- Gentlemen:.

‘Herewlth the 24¢ 1869 cover as per yourg of the 5th, I

have exariined this cover very carefully and subjected it to

‘quite a test under my Hanovia laup.

Firigg;egarding the rate, It hardly seems possible that an
envelope of this size would require an 8 X 3¢ rate. The
registration fee at this time (April 1870 2) was 15¢ hence this
may have heen, if genuine, a 3 X 3 plus 15¢, but there 1s no
evidence on face or baeck that it was a registered cover, It

was the custom at this time in many large citles to attach by
gun the receipt to the bagk of the cover, also to place a number
on face, gt '

My lamp shows that there was a stamp of this size on the cover
and the perforations of the 247 seem to match the traces of the

perforations 1sft by the stamp vhich was originally on this cover,
This test was very inconclusive as I could only left the upper
left part of the stamp from the cover, A better test could pro=

‘bably be made by removing the stamp very carefully Irom the

cover in order to determline whether certain gum staine on the back
ofy the stamp mateh and made an-impression on the cover, ‘

Tt 18 quite poseible that a 37 1869 was originally used on this
cover and that some faker removed the 5¢ and substituted this 24,
I really do not know whether St, Louils used a postmark of this

" type with a killer attached or if a killer such as is_on,thevstamp

was used at the St. Louls P.0e in 1870, The postmark on the 3¢

 Green is sgimilar as you state, but it was a different handstamp,

"It would be iﬁposeible;for me to state“poaitively.whether‘the cover

is genuine or a fekes If it had evidence of registretion it would
be more convincings I remember this cover quite well., It was Lot
#84 in the Laurence sale of Nov, 15, 1940 and sold at §25,00, I

didnt't examine it at the time and later when I sew the price at whieh
4%t sold I concluded that it rmust have been bad because a genuine ‘

cover with a 24¢ 1869 is a very rare item indeed, far more scarce
in fact than the 30¢ on cover,

If you care t0o return the cover, with your permission for me to
remove the stamp for further examination, I'1l be glad to do so.




#2, Reymond H, Weill Co., Febs, 9, 1943,

For the above my fee is $2.50.
With kindest regards,

Cordiaily yours,



Glasgow, Bro. & Co.
SAINT LOUIS,
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POSTAGE STAMPS OF THE WORLD FOR COLLECTORS
500 FIFTH AVENUE - - - NEW YORK CITY
PENNSYLYANIA 6-6885

July 30, 1943

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook,
434 S, Grand Ave.,
Ft. Thomas, Kentucky.

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

A couple fellows here in New York have
advised me that you would classify a strip of three 1¢ 'S5ls
for me, but none of them knew whether or not you charged a
fee for this service., It is rather embarrassing to put it
this way, but it is the only way I know how to mention it.

I am perfectly willing to pay whatever fee you may charge, if
you charge a fee, for such service.

I would like to have the three stamps
plated. There seems to be quite a difference of opinion on
the classification by twe or three of these "experts" as
to whether or not the center stamp is No. 1B.

I thank you in advance for your courtesy.

Sincerely your.
EJF:GM ? /M

Enc. Stamp
Return envelope




434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Xy,

Aug. 3 » 1943.

Mr, Edson J, Fifield,
600 Fifth Ave., :
New York, N,Y, ; . *

Dear lr, Fifleld:
Herewith the One Cent 1851 cover as per yours of the 30th,

This strip comees from Plate 4 and all three eccpiles classify
as Type IIIA, The reason is this, the "bottom ornaments”

are not sufficiently complste to justify any classification
in the type I class (IA - IB or IC), therefore, the type
claggification is, "top line broken, bettom line not bpoken,"
" thus Type IIIA,

As mentioned above, the strip comes from Plate 4, and the
Plate Relief was the "E," The "E" Relief was used only on the

fifth and ninth rows of this plate, and the full design of

- thie particular relief is what I call the Type IC !unf%sted).
Due to plate erasures, very few of the 40 "E" positions show

the full rellel design, hence do not classify as IC, but as
III or I1i1A, :

In Volume I of nmy book on the One Cent you will find & complete
deseription of all of the above in the "Plate 4" chapter,

Type IB, comes only from the top row of Plate One EFarly, and
this type hes the full die deslign at top.

I didn't take the trouble to plate the enclosed strip as I did

not consider such information would be of any particular value

to you, Besides the impression of this strip is extremely poor
hence the plating would not be easy,. . :

There is no fee for the above,

I would certainiy appreciate sceing any fine to superb items that
you can offer at any time, especlally very fine covers,

Whenever you have any early items that bother you send them on
and meybe I can dig up &n 1idea or two,

One more thought on the One Cent types, 1 never classify a IIIA
as a III 4if the break in the bottom line iz very small, for ex=
ample, a millimeter or even twos, The break should be at least
2% to 3 millimeters to justify a type IIL rating,

With kindest regards,

Cordielly yours,



(copY)
J . MURRAY BARTELS
17 John St.
NEW YORK 17, N.Y.

Auge. 25, 1944,

Mr. G. V. Lusrssen,
Reading, Pa.

My dear Mr. Luerssen:

i was vory pleased to hear thet you now own the 1869 - 90¢ cover
which I still consider the only one so far known. There is not much that I
can add to the history which was enclosed in this cover. The collector from
whom I obtained it was nemed Grant Squires who lived then in this city.

Senator Ackerman had e standing offer of $1000.00 for a 90¢ of
1869 on the cover but never could get one. I sold him this one for $400.00
and he wes glad to get it, including it in one or more Internstional Exhibitions.

I did not know what had become of it after the dispersal of the
Scott Co., after his death,

When I sew this cover loose in the back of Squireb album, I was
naturally surprised. Being %orn into two pieces he stated it was not much good.
I offered him $50.00 as it was which seemed to surprise him and he accepted. I
showed it to several collectors and all I heard was, "What a shame." /iAfter it
had been repaired by a skilled repairer, the verdict was: "Wonderful piece even
if it is repaired."

This is the story and I am pleased to know it to be in good Hands, one
who enjoys its possession.

I appreciate your kind remerks sbout my writings in “Stemps." Shall
continue Trom time to ti e,

Very sincerely,

(signed) J. Murray Bartels




COPY

U.5.,1869 - 90¢ on cover,

In March 19, 1926, the undersigned called on an old friend
and stamp collector in New York City at the latter's request.
This collector has been known to me for about 30 years., He
has spent much time in travelling and about 12 years ago
visited India, where he secured this cover among a few other
stamps not on cover, '

| He had not taken much interest in it due to the fact that the

. stamp had been torn in opening the envelope, severing the upper
- left part of the stamp completely., After conferring with

| gseveral well known collectors I decided to have the stamp and
envelope repaired, When I secured this cover I discovered that
a 10¢ stamp had fallen off, The former owner thought he would
be able to find it among the little lot of loose stamps mentioned
above, but was unsuccessful. I knew from other covers that the
. rate for a heavy cover of this kind to India was $1l.12.

. Fortunately, I found among my stock a 10¢ which matched the
cancellation to a very remarkable extent., This has been added
to the cover and it is now a very wonderful piece.

Specialists in covers for many years have tried to locate the
1869 90¢ on an original envelope but so far this is the only one
known,

John Murray Bartels

New York, 116 Nassau St.
March 26, 1926,






454 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky,

Wpril lst, 1943,

Dear Em:

The 90¢ 1869 cover came in this A,M. I immediately made photo
and shipped it back., 1 enclose cowy of a letter that came
with it. It seems that the 10¢ stamp was missing and that
Barteéls plcked one from his stock and put it on the cover, It
is a clever plece of substitution and demonstrates how easily
this can be done,

The date of use was Aug ~ Sept 1873 -« rather late for an 1869,

but I seriouvsly doubt if the 90¢ 1869 iz a substitution for a :
90¢ Bark Note, I forgot to mention that the cover has a 90¢ :

1869, a 10¢ and 12¢ Bank Note,

Bartels states that he had the cover repaired and Serphos wrote
me that Bartels got the cover from Senator Ackerman, All of
which don't mean a thing, No statement is made that Ackerman
acquired the cover o ne of his trips abroad or to Indis,
Ackerman was thoroughly honest but he had fake covers in his
collection,

I had forgotten sbout this cover but I have a faint recollection
that Ackerman had a 907 cover and that I saw it in his collece
tion over 25 years ago, I am sure 1 have geen a writeeup of
this cover in either the A.P., or Mekeel's years ago,

It was quite & coincidence that in the same mell was & letter
from Chase registering a kick against the descriptions in this
JeCeMs sales I qguote from his letter as follows:

"There is another matter I want to talk to you about. Do you
suppose there is anything at all that decent collectors ecan do to
stop some of the dirty Jewish methods of certain men in selling
stemps st avetion? I am really afraid it is going to hurt the
game if nothing 1s done, I suppose you have the auction catalogue
for the April Sale of Morganthau & Coe I don't know who wrote

it but it sounds like Konwisery Just look at a few lots, No. 1
and No, 2 =~ ESTIMATED AT $180 AND £125, Perhaps however these

are typographical errors and the periods shculd have been two
points to the left., I judge 5 apiece would be dear for them,

Of course they are using Arnold's method, putting down fifty times
what anything 1s worth, hoping to cateh a sucker, LOT NO., 23 =
"POSSIBLY TOUCHED AT BOTTOM." See the illustrationl I love the
"POSSIBLY," LOT 32A and 32B -~ Thess of course are just mutilated
3¢ 1851s and worth about a dollar apiece as curiosities, and they
have them down at $1500 each} PLEASE NOTE THE ILLUSTRATION OF



#2., ¥r. Emmerson C, Krug, April lst, 1943.

LOT 217, Each of the two stamps hes a different cat;ollationl
Obviously someone was trying out sowe cancellations on waste
material, LOT 802 - "ALL SUPERB COPIES," Look at No. 42 in the
plate, for example. And there are plenty wore that aren't superb,
And the same thing goes for the other reconstructions they offer,

I could keep this up for pages but won't bother, All the same, isn't
it a shame to let the Kykes get away with this sort of thing? 0 yesl
there 1s one more description that I want you to note, LOT NO, 323
"BLOCK OF FOUR WITH SEVERAL STAMPS DEFECTIVE AND REPAIRED." Neat?"

I have no recollection of any other 90/ 1889 cover so no doubt this
is unicue. If you can acquire 1t right I think 1t might be well to
go after it, but I wouldn't A If I were going to try and
buy i1t I would pick out someone 1 reit I could trust and I have such
a person in mind in ¢ase you are interested,

The cover is a large legal size and would take up a full album page.
The only thing is this = While not fine, the owner can show a 90¢
1869 cover which, in my opinion, may be genuine.

Guotation from Chaset!s letter:

"Morgenthau is a Ysupposedly'! respectable concern, You expect this
kind of thing from Arnold, Siegel, et al, but not from a Scott Co.
tsubsidiaryl! And did you see the 1869 ad in Wekeel's? Talk
about getting away with murderl

The 90¢ cover (Lot 175) is all right 4isn't it? I think I remember
when Rartels turned it up. I have a vague recollection that the 90¢
stamp was badly defective - although thls may have been another cover,"

Yours ete,,
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434 South Grand Ave,, "'  /A
Fort Thomas, Ky. iy
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g5 A
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EMERSON C. KRUG ‘

3201 STERLING ROAD Jan. 3, 1944 =~ Honday A.Ms —
BIRMINGHAM, ALA.

Dear Em:

It is too bad that Ezra put such a terrific price on the 2
bisect cover but maybe he will relent and accept a reasonable
profit, The bisect was tied but the tie was very light, The
markings show that 107 was paid on this letter and the only

other way it could have been paid would have been with more

1/ and 3¢/ stamps, The cover does not show any evidence that

gsuch was the case.

In the West sale Lot 434 was a cover to New Brunswick with the

U., S.Express Mail postmerk, The stamps were, a 12¢ bisect, a

3¢ 51 0,B, and a 1¢ Plate One Early, the use "Oct, 23 185i."

All these are tightly tied by black grids. 1In ract the Disect ¢
is beautifully tied, This cover sold in the West sale 2 £90,00,
but in the Chase sale it was Lot 1049 and went to Ward @ $350,00,

In the Babecock sale Lot 227 was a cover to Kingston Canada from
Brooklyn May 25, 1852, This cover has a 12¢ bisect (corner torn)

a 3¢ 1851 and a 1¢ 1851, All the stamps are tied (nicely) by

the well known Hudson River marking in two Llines, "STEAM" - "BOAT."
This cover sold for {71.,00. So by what right has Ezra To put a
price of $225,00 on the Brandebury cover?

I am giving you the above facts so0 that you can use them if yom
wish, It is well to remember that every buyer in the country had
a chance to buy the Brandebury cover and no one was willing to

pay as much as Cole, That is the reason he got it for $120.00.

I suppose Ez figures that he was doing you a great favor by buying
for you the covers in the Deoane Sale instead of buying them for
himself, He sure is a cocky little rascal but the present abnormal
times makes such things possible, In a wild bull market in the
stock market it doesn't require any brains to keep on predicting
every day that prices will go higher, Likewise in a declining
market it doesn't require any brains to daily predict the reverse,
Ez reminds me of a& rampant bull in a bull market, They get =so
blinded they forget that a bear market is possible. :

You are quite right about the fact that some people would objedt
to the fact that the bisect 1s not tied tights ¥z disregarded
this fact, I'1l not mention the cover to EIE, trusting that he
might mention it to me, I am glad you did not covet any of the
covers he sent yous You are not the one who is spoiled - he is, -
Confidentially Ireton 1s fed up on Ezra and don't like his coeky
attitude a bit.

I'return Dan's bill, He couldn't have written other than he did
because he realized that the Michaels stuff was lousy, Dan
hasn't been getting many nice sales in recent years ani I guess



#2s = Nr, E, Cs Krug, Jan, 3, 1944,

he was a bit hungry when he took on the Michaels lot. I
think Chase was more to blame than Dan, but hiring Doc was not
Dan's idea but Michaels and at the latter's expense,

Re - the Ward deal, He wouldn't raise his offer and I refused
to have anything to do with the sale, = everything is off, 1In
these times perhaps he is right as evidenced by the Brandebury
-sale, There are some wonderful things in the sale that Ward is
X} to sell (the Gibson collection), so I am rather sure I'1l attend,
vd and you must go down with me. No date has been set at present,
¥ go far as I am aware,

Thanks Em for sending me the list of covers (and prices) which
you returned to Ezra, 1 looked these up and the prices he paid

were high enough without adding any profit,

»

Yours of the 30th with return of check, You shouldn't have done
this but I certainly appreciate the cover which I am going to

?ount"and put into my collection with "Compliments of Em on Xmas
243,

Re - binding your catalogues, Send them up and I will have Bill
Smith bind them for mes It would have to be this way as he has
such work done as a favor to me., Don't worry about the cost, it
will be very modest, I can't ask him in advance,

. Ward has never mentioned a word (in his létters) about that lost
registered letter., He should write you and advise you regarding
it, also he should apologize for his lousy letter, but don't expect
such a thing from him, I doubt if he realizes that he offered
you an insult., Some people are that ways, Do you suppose that
Eleanor Roosevelt realizes what a perfect ass she really is? I
doubt it, because if she did she would hide her face in shame at
the way in whieh she has disgraced the White House,.

We were so glad you heard from the soldier boy and can well
appreciate the joy the letter brought to you both.

Best of regards.

Yours etc.,

PeSe¢ I think I have cover&d all points in your various letters
except the gquery re - Mildred's blocks. She likes corner blocks

of four unused with the name of the country. In checking these

over ghe finds she only has the following: Dlenmark, Albania,
France, Belgium and Greece, If you have any of the missing, it will
save me the trouble of getting them for her at the agency.

Se



R. H. GORE, President PHONE STATE 9369

R. HL GORE COMPANY

4

209 SOUTH LA SALLE STREET
CHICAGO

My 5, 1943

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
434 South Grand Avenue
Ft. Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Stan:

As you know, Jake bought in the West Sale the 30¢
'69 on cover. This was bought for me, and when Jake brought
the cover back I was quite surprised at the low price at
which he had obtained it.

Jake has related to me the whole story of the variaus
discussions in New York between him and you and others relative
to this cover. As I understand it, all the markings on the
cover and the rate are in good order, and that the primary

’ objection was that the stamp was not creased where the letter
had been folded and that the stamp was not tied on the right-
hand side by the black design cancellation. Jake, of course,
has given me his theory of the above.

I am herewith enclosing copy of letter which I have
today sent to Phil Ward. Under the circumstances, with ques-
tions being raised by various people in New York, I believe
you will understand why I do not wish to keep the cover unless
I have the guarantee from you, as the person universally
recognized as the one best fitted to give such a guarantee.
You will undoubtedly be hearing from Ward.

Very cordially yours,
— 7 {

oy DA

; E. F. Gore
g &

EFG/mh
Enc.




My 5, 1943

Mr. Philip H, Ward, Jr.
1616 Walnut Street
Philadelphia, Pa,

Dear Mr. Ward:

May I congratulate you on the West Sale. As
you know, E. R. Jacobs was handling bids for me and I
am quite delighted with the items he brought back.

I was much surprised that Jacobs bought the
30¢ '69 on cover for the price of §150,00, The bid
which I gave to him was considerably higher, and when
he told me what he had obtained it for I asked whether
this cover had been guaranteed by Ashbrook, Jacobs then
told me that he had raised the same cguestion with you
and related that upon his questioning you had stated
such guarantee was given in the catalog. The only thing
I see in the catalog is a message of thanks to Stanley
Ashbrook for his cooperation in making up the catalog.

With a cover of this type I would like to have
a written guarantee of the authenticity of this cover
from Mr. Ashbrook. Would you be sc kind as to obtain
this for me?

Thanking you for your cooperation, I am

Very sincerely yours,

E. F. Gore

EF G/mh




454 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

May 7, 1943,

Nry s Fo Gﬁrf,
209 South LaSalle St.,
Chicago, Ills,

Dear Fritaz:

I am in receipt of yours of the 5th., My services were

engaged by the West Estate to collaborate with ¥Mr, Ward in
writing the West Sale Catalogue, but this did not mean that
each lot in the sale had my personal guarantee, For ex=-
ample, I am no suthority on grills, in fact, I never collected,
nor studied them as I always detested them, To assume that I
guaranteed the genuineness of the 50¢ 1889 ecover would be the
same as assuming that I guaranteed all the 1867 grills and all
the Bank lote grills in the sale,

I did not make a thorough examination of the 30¢ 1869 cover,
therefore, 1 cannot condemn 1t nor can I guarantee it, When
I was writing this lot Mr, Vard and I discussed the cover and
Mr, Ward steted he thought it was genuine but that if I was
positive beyond any question of a doubt that the cover was
guestionable that he would not include it in the sale,

If you doubt that the cover is genmuine I suggest that you send
it to the Philatelic Research Laboratories, 394 Park Ave,, New
York and get an opinion from them, Their equipment is very
complete and if the 30¢ stamp now on the cover has been substi-
tuted for any other, their tests will positively disclose such
a substitution, '

With kindest regards,
‘ Cordially yours,
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December 31, 1943

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
434 5. Grand Ave.
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear lMr. Ashbrook:

The enclosed 24¢ 1861 issue is submitted for
your inspection.

I am sorry that it is not on cover. Mr. Ward
mentioned that it had been on s cover.

I had originally been of the opinion that the
date of October listed in the Scott's Catalrg
was & record from the Post Office Department,

or the date of the printing of the stamp. I

had not realized it was the earliest known use.
It confused me considerably when I found the
enclosed stamp with a September 20th date, since
the shade was very much unlike the August shade
and I had been resdy to assume tnat this was a
shade of the August issue.

With Best Wishes for the New Year.

Cordially,

"

A Fzesy -

= O
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434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Jano 5' : 19440

Mre S, D. Harris,
780 St., Marks Ave.,
Brooklyn, NeY,

Dear Mr., Harris:
Many thanks for your kindness in sending me the £4¢7 1861

with the date of "Sep 20 186l." I agree that the town was
probably "Spriggfiefﬁ. Til8."

In my opinion, this stamp was originally a "Violet" Scott's
4/60, and was never a "Red Lilac," My earliest record of the
"Violst" is Aug. 20, 1861, Pther records of use are:

Sepe 6, 1861
Sep. 9, 1861
Sep.17, 1861
Sep.256, 1861
Octs 3, 1861

The 8,U.5. gives the earliest record of use of the red lilac

as Qct, 8, 1881, but in my opinion, this is an error, Where

the cataloguc ot this date I do not krnow but I imsgine the

date referred to & Steel Blue rather than a red lilac, I have
searched for over 25 years ror early uses of the red lilac and
the earliest in my record is Jan. ? 1862, (Day date not legible)
I have never seen a single use in 1861, hence you can imagine

my surprise when I read MNr, Ward's remarks, The light must
have been bad when lir, Ward lookcd at this stamp, because I am
positive he knows a violet when he sees one and also a red lilac,

The "Violet" was a tricky color and we have many "changelings”
of the shade, many of which are sold as "Steel Blues."

You will note that this copy is not on "thin paper" which proges
the fallacy of the myth that all used 247 "Augusts” were issued
on the so-called "thin paper of the Premieres Gravures,”

Sincerely yours,

Copy to Philip H, Ward, Jr,
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434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Kye.

Jan, 3, 1944,

Mr, Philip He Ward, Jr.,
1616 Walnut St.,
Philadelphia, Pa,

Dear Phil:

I read your notes in Mekeels about the early date on a
247 red 1ilac so I had Farris send me the stamp.

I am enclosing a copy of my letter to Harris. You

will note that the stamp is not a2 Red Lilac but is in

fect a faded and stained copy of the violet, #60s In my
opinion, you nor I nor anyone else will ever find a 24d —
Red Lilac that was gernuinely used in September 1861, for
the siﬁpzﬁﬁfeason Eﬁaf T am positive that the red lilac
color wasy, ged that early.

I would be terribly surprised to find a use even in
December 1861, still I think such & thing might be possible,
with a use in November highly improbable, an October use im-
‘vossible and a September use out of the question.

I think you should follow up your remarks in "Nekeels" with
this additional information, so as to set the record
straight,

Cordially yours,
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February 9, 1944,

Stamley B, Ashbrook, Esq,

434 South Grand Avenue

Fort Thomas, Kentucky.

REPORT ON: U.S., 244 1861, with dated postmark "Sep. 20, 1861",

QUESTION: What is the correct classification of this stamp,

The attached photograph shows the date of the postmark clearly, esteblishing it
definitely es being used just a month after it was first issued.

The peper has been established as that of the earliest printings of the issue,
through comparison and microscopic examination of the fibre structure.

The’color of the stemp is not presently the seame eas when issued. It has been
modified by atmospheric or other conditions to an extent where it is no longer
a criterion by which its classification can be determined.

CONCLUDED: The subject of this examination would be correctly classified as
Scott #60,

Regnectfully submitted,

PHILATELIC RESEARCH LABORATORIE

5 By, 5] W

FAM2-94

o E0e,










Mr. Gecrge B Sloane,v,

Phoy 16, A6 0

116 Rassau St.,

! 'New York, W Y.

'“eu?»ﬁecrge-'

I have psuentlj Had ”Q ld’ge oollcctions pl&ced in my

hends to =ell so T have been busy as the very devil and’

haven't had 4 chance to do anything furthey on that very V_~”ff:

U unasual CTPan & San! cover. I made gome notés and ‘hoped
“befors ;_is %o flxisn then qn and pefurn the meteriiasl to

Fou.  IH11 try end et avound to this qho“tly which I E L B

4‘v tPUSu htll be savtsfacno“y to youe

o T c“closing herowith a 24y 18614 Here ‘ig another i
oicgygament mimilarito the b brick reds . Phil Ward had some
. venarks rvegarding the enclosed sia up in Mekools ‘several
iweeke pgo,  He stated that it was a "Red Lilae” with the

Borlicst uBg he hatl ever seen, Vius, Sep. 20, 1861: I

»NW1th best of wi;hes, I,am

borrowed the stanp, then wrote ' Phil and told Him he wes in
error, that the stemp was not s Red Lilac, that regardless

o the U, 5. no Red Lilat was 6Ver issued in ]Bél.ﬂ ie ca;e‘f’

back and told mé that he examined the stamp car efully audw
that 1in nis opinion thd Etamp was a Red Lilsc, I then ¢ skpd

‘him 1f the Fact that I have searched for "gdply nses" fo“

over ‘25 yen"q meant anything to him, that This stemp was: rothing

- 1ikeé a Red Lilac but on the contrary was. a faded snd @ Changeling
of the 8,U.8, /60s etill insists that ho is right and that -

&l wrongs ,kaybe I au but 1f o then it 19 HquLly nice to be
wz*ong "h>"€ Lk :

]

You soe George I may be v““ug on Frax 's brick red cover but

i can't get arcimd the fact that it ig a nee eix months eaplier
than any thak T have *eep Ebie po locate and I have mace »athenr
g ‘thorough searchs "I adult suech & thing is oqmlale bvt 1 conw.
vend 1t is hardlb li&ely.‘(lf you know phec I een;.' - b

As this - 4¢ 18 In B way simlilar €o the brick red dif”brence of f:r
apinion I thought perbaps you wonld 1ike to ses it, Ko GO”ﬂ@nt 2

“%s necessary because if you disagreed with.me on this £4¢ qtamp:

b would still be positive it wau o:iginally a'rbO. 1 am &
stubborn cuss I suppose.

chdially yours,

PQS.—Stampsd envelope for return herewith.
» Gaie | ey
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434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Jan. 3. 1944,

Mr, Hugh Clark,

% Scott Publications Inc.,
1 West 47th St.,

New York, N.Y,

Dear Hugh:

Perhaps you read Phil Ward's remarks in Mekeels recently
on a use of the 247 186% "Red Lilac.," The use "Sep, 20, 1861."

Please note copy of my letter to the owner of this copy,
Sidney D. Harris of Brooklyn,

Phil must have been cocke-eyed as the stamp in question is

no more like a Red Lllac than red is like blue, The fact is,
that the copy is faded end the paper stained, Further the
paper is not thin but rather thick proving the fallacy of the
smyth of the thin papers of the "Augusts,"”

Sincerely yours,



"‘> 454 South Grend Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky,

Feb, 2, 1943,

> Mr, Robert Laurence,
p 7 East 42nd St,,
’ New York, N,Y,

Dear Bob:
} Herewith the two covers as per yours of the 28th,

Hanovia lamp you will see that originally there wes a strip of
three on this cover and thaet the top stamp was removed. This
was originally a 15¢ rate to France and left New York by the
Cunard Line, hence we kept our 3¢ internal and credited 12¢ to
France, Noge the early date of use of this cover, from New
Orleans Sept. 6, 1857, The record is August 28, 1857, I looked
up my uarIEesf uses end found in my record that L, B, Mason sube
mitted this same cover to me on Oct, 31, 1921 at which time it
had a vertical strip of three, the top stamp with a horiz,

} First - the cover to Paris, If you will put this under a

L‘ créase,

- Re =« the other cover, Harold Brooks has a cover to Germany with
a 24¢ and e pair of Black Jacks from Cincinnetl in April 1864,
The 24¢ on his cover is very simllsr if not identical with the
247 on this cover, The two covers are to different addresses and
in different handwriting,

Likewise his stamp 1s a gorgeous deep shade, His cover stumped

me because I never saw a 247 Violet used so late, I doubt very muech
" 4f this supply of 247 at Cincinnatl was printed in 1861 but rather
that the stamps came from a bateh in a shade very similar to the
18€1 printings. I think the paper of your stamp is identical with
the paper of Harold!s stamp, and differs from the 1861 paper in
not being near as white nor near as thin, The real 24¢ Violets,
found on covers dated in August and September of 1861, run more
to blue, these "1863+1864 Cincinnati Violets" run more to red., I
don't know which "Violet shade" is the rarest, but there aTe
perhaps half a dozen very similar colors that are classified as
the Violet, The violet is a diffdcult color and was very apt to
deteriorate and change if exposed to dampness,

. When I first examined the Brooks cover I was inclined to believe

it was a "hold over" from 1861, but since then I have changed my
mind as the color 1s a little %oo red in mz opinion for an 1861
printing, I sent the cover down to Elliott Perry and the following
is what Elliott bhought about 1it; : ;

"I think it is doubtful if any violet that may have been printed
in 1863-64 would exactly mateh the violet of 1861, elthough 1t is
possible, The chances therefore, seem to favor your idea that the
24¢ with Black Jacks on the Brooks cover is a hold over,"

“To show you what I mean by running to Blue, I am enclosing you a



#2+. Mr, Robert Laurence, Feb, 2, 1943,

cover with a 24¢ Violet used on Sep. 6, 1861 to England, This
cover belongs to Harold Brooks and I have it for sale @ {150.,00,
If interested I can sllow you 10% off, This cover is the second
earliest known use, It came to Harold in one of his original
finds, hence has never been in the hands of any dealer, This
stamp 1s the real 24¢ Violet, no mistake sbout that, So far as
we Ikmow, and I do think I know, the Violet was the first color

' used for the 24¢, I have never seen any other color used before
Sept. 24, 1861,

This "Cineinnati Violet," as I call it, is indeed a gorgeous

color but I am just e trifle doubtful that 1t was an 1861 printing,
' although I have in ny reference lot a 244 used from New York in late
¢ November 1861 which runs somewhat to red but not as much as the
f'Cincinnati,"” It is, however, much more red than this “real Violet"
of Sep., 6, 1861, :

I might add that a "real 24¢ Violet" on the original cover is a
mighty rare item, especially a use in August or early September
1861, I forgot to mention that Harold's "Cincinnati Violet" came
to him from the Brown sale, lot 1004, and cost him 160,00, I
would rather have the enclosed "Sept., 6, 181" item,

With best regards,

Cordially yours, "

5

f Enclosed
Brooks #281 «§150,00 less 10%.

PeSer If not too much trouble, I would greatly appreciete a priced
catalogue of your January sale (the 12l1st), also Bob if you have
no use for the films of the covers I could use same in my record,

Sebole
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QUOTED FROM3
*PROBLEME OF THE COMFEDERATE POST OFF ICE DEPARTMENT®.

8Y L. R, GARRISON

SOUTHWESTERN HISTORICAL QUARTERLY
OCTORER 1915 « JAMUARY 1916

YOoLe XiX= NOB, 243= PAQE 243

6. THE EXPRESS COMPANIES A8 COMPETITORS OF THE POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT,
(QUOTATIONS ARE FROM POSTMASTER-GENCRAL REAQAN'S REPORTS, OFFiICIAL
LETTERS, CONFEDCRATE ACTS, £70.,) V. D. WAGB/

IN THESE DAYS WHEN A GREAT FEDERAL PARCELS POST GERVICE 18 ACTUALLY DRIVe
IHG EXPRESS COMPANIES INTO THE WANDS OF RECEIVERS, IT EEEMS ALMOST INCREDIBLE THAT
ANY GOVERNMENT HMONOPOLY 80 GENERALLY ACQUIESCED IN A8 A POGTAL MONOPOLY BMOULD EVER
HAVE MAD YO COMPLAIN OF COMPETITION IN ITS BUSINESS OF CARRYING LETYERS. BUT FROM
THE VERY INCEPTION OF THE CONFEDERATE POSTAL BERVICE, T8 MONOPOLY RIGMTE WERE Vie
OLATED CONTINUALLY ANR WITH IMPUNITY BY THE EXPRESS COMPANIES OF THE SOUTHM, THE
CHIEF OFFENDER BEING THAT KNOWN AS THE SOUTHERN EXPRESS COMPANY, (l? THE OUTBREAK
OF THE GIVIL WAR THE ADAME EXPRESS COMPANY TURNED 178 ROUTES IN THE SOUTHERN STATES,
IN BHICH 1T HAD ENJOYED A COMPLETE MONOPOLY, OVER TO THE ADAMS-SOUTHERN EXPRESS COMe
PANY, CREATED BY THE GEORGIA COURTS FOR THME PURPOBE OF ABSUMING THIS BUSINESS, THE
ADANMS EXPRESS COMPANY MWAS HELD TO THE PRESENT DAY A DOMINANTY INTEREST INM THIS ASS00H-
ATION, WHICH IT CREATED TO FACILITATE BUSINESS DURING THE IAﬂ-)

THE COMFEDERATE CONGRESBS, IN THE FIRSY SEY OF LAWS PREGCRIBED FOR THE NEW
POST OFFICE DEPARTHMENT, ENDEAVORED TO SAFEGUARD IT BY A CLAUSE PRONIBITING "EXPRESS
AND OTHER CHARTERED COMPANIES® FROM CARRYING ANY LETTERS UNLESE THEY WERE PREPAID
BY BEING ENCLOSED (N A STAMPED ENVELOPE OF THE CONFEDERACY. A VIOLATION OF TNE ACT
WAS PUNISHABLE WITH A FIVE WUNORED DOLLAR FINE. BEING REMINDED THAT REITHER STAUPS
NOR STAMPED ENVELOPES OF THE CONFEDERACY WERE YET OBTAINABLE, CONGRESS RENCWED AND
ENLARGED TME ACT OF FEGRUARY 23, @IVING THE EXPRESS COMPANIES GREATER PRIVILEGES
AND AT THE BAME TIME IMPOSING GREATER RESTRICTIONE AND PENALTIES TO PREVENT VIOLATION,
IT wAS MADE "LAWFUL FOR THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL TO ALLO¥ EXPRESS AND OTHER CHARTERED
COMPANIES TO CARRY LETTERS, AND ALL MAIL WATTER OF EVERY DESCRIPTION, WHETHER THE
SAME BE ENCLOSED IN STAMPED ENVELOPES OR PREPAID IN STAMPS, OR MONEY.® BY THE mAIL
MATTER, WITH THE MONEY COLLECTED FOR POSTAGE, WAS TO BE TURNED IN TO SOME POSTMASTER
TO BE STAMPED PAID. CANCELLATION OF STAMPS ON LETTERS AND PACKAGES PREPAID WAS ENe
JOINED ON THE COMPANY, “UNDER THE PENALTY OF FIVE MUNDRED DOLLARS FOR EACH FAILURE.®
BATTER GIVEN THE COMPANY TO MAIL AND NOT TO DELIVER WAD TO BE PREPAID AT THE REGe
VLAR POSTAL RATES FROM THE PLACE WHERE THE COMPAMY RECEIVED IT YO ITS DESTINATION,
THE STAMPS BEING CANCELLED AT THE POINT OF MAILING, THE SAME ACT REQUIRED EACH AQENT
OF EXPRESS COMPANIES TO TAKE OATH TO COMPLY FAITHFULLY WITH THE LAWS RELATING TO
CARRYING OF MAIL AND OBLITERATING POSTAGE STAMPS, IN CASE THE PUBTHASTER-GENERAL
SHOULD REFUSBE TO ALLOW AN EXPRESS COMPANY TO CARRY LETTERS, 17 ®AS PROBABLY INTENDED
THAT HE BHOULD FALL BACK ON THE OLD UNITED STATES LAWE, WHICH MADE IT AN OFFENSE,
FINABLE AT £150 FOR A PRIVATE CXPRESS COMPANY TO CARRY MAILABLE MATERIAL, "EXCEPT
NEWSPAPERS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES ANO PERIODICALS.®

MR. REAGAN QUOTER THESE LAWES FULLY (N HIB FIRBY OFFICIAL COMPLAINT AGAINST
THE COURSE BEING PURSUED BY THE SOUTHERN EXPRESS COMPANY, THE ONLY GOMPANY THEN KNOWN
TO CARRY MAILABLE MATTER., MHE DECLARED THAT NUMEROUS FRAUDS WERE BEING PERPETRATED
BY THE COMPANY'S AGENYS UPON THE REVENUES OF THE DEPARTMENT, THAT THE FRAUDS, IN
THE AGGREGAYE, AMOUNTED TO A VERY LARGE SUM, WAS REVEALED BY A SPECIAL INVESTIGATION,
THE EXPRESS COMPANY'S RENDERINGS 7O SUCM POST OFFICES A8 THOSBE AT SAVANNAH, CHARLESTON,
COLUMBIA, AND TILMIKGTON, MAD DECREABED FROM ABOUT §200 EACH PER MONTM TO BUMS RANGING
FROM $1.30 TO FIVE AND TEN CENTS., THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL ORDERED PROSECUTIONS BROUGHT
AGAINST THE COMPANY, BUT IT WAS FOUND THAT THE LAWS SERE INADEQUATE, THE SOUTHERN
EXPRESS COMPANY WAS NOT CHARTERED IN EVERY STATE WHERE IV OPERATED) THEREFORE PROSw
ECUTION COULD NOT BE SUSTAINED AGAINGT ITe THE ONLY PENALTY PROVIDED WAS A FINE
AGAINST FAILURE 70 “OBLITERATE POSTAGE STAMPE®™ ON LETTERS PREPAID BY BTAMPE; AND THIS
WAS TO BE ASSEGBED AGAINST THME COMPANY IVBELF AND MOY AGAINEY ANY PERSON CONNECTED
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WITH, OR EMPLOYED BY T ACCORDINGLY, THE POSTUMASTER-GENERAL REFUSED 70 ALLOW THE
SOUTHERN EXPRESS COMPANY TO CARRY ANY MAILABLE MATTER NOT BEARING STAMPS, AND LOGT

NO TIME IN RECOMMENDING AN ADEQUATE REVIBION OF THE POSTAL LAWS ON THIS BUBJECT.,

THIS RECOMMENDATION WAS GIVEN BY THE PRESIDENY TO CONGRESE FOR ITS “CAREFUL ATTENTION®,
AND 1T RESULTED IN THE PASSBAGE OF THE ACY OF APRIL 19, 1862, :

THIS ACT SIMPLY BTRUCK OUT OF THE STATUTES SUCHM PARTS OF THE CONFEDERATE
ENACTMENTS CONCERMING THME CARRYING OF THE MAILS BY CXPRESS COMPANIES AS MAD BEEN
ADDED TO THE UNITED SYATES LAWSE ON THE GAME BUBJECT. THAT 18, NOTHING BUT THE OLD
PROHIBITORY LAW OF THE UNITED STATES WAS LEFTY IN EFFECY. THE ACTY EXPLICITLY SAID
THAT THE LAWE REPEALED HAD BEEN NO MORE THAN ADDITIONS OR CXCEPTIONS TO THE OLD LAW,
WHICH HAD 1N NOWISE DEEN ABROGATED OR REPEALED BY THEM, IT WAS ALGO EXPRESSLY PROe
VIDED THAT FRAUDS UPON THE REVENUES OF THE POSY OFFICE DEPARYMENT AND VIOLATIONS
OF THE LAWS JUST REPEALED MIGHY BE PROCEEDED AGAINST AND PUNIGHED UNDER THE LAWS
EXISTING AT THE TIME THE FRAUD OR VIOLATION WAS COMMITTED. IT 18 EVIDENT THAT EVERY
EFFORT WAS MADE TO CLOSE ALL POSSIBLE LOOPHOLES THROUGH WHIGH THE SOUTHERN EXPRESS
COMPANY MIGHT ENDEAVOR TO ESCAPE FROM ITS LEGAL ENTANGLEMENTS.

BUT “"NEITHER LAW NOR SOLEMN OATHE®™ GOULD BIND THE SOUTHERN EXPRESE COMPANY,
WHICH CONY INUED YO VIOLATE TRE LAW WITH “AUDACIOUS BOLDNEBS.® HOREOVER, THE POSTe
MABTER=GENERAL, IN THE GPRING OF IB63, DECLARED THAT PERSISTENT EFFORTS WERE BEING
MADE *T0 GET A PUBLIC OPINION IN FAVOR OF THE SOUTHERN EXPRESES COMPANY svecees AND
THAT, TOO, BY UNJUBYT COMPARISONS OF (T8 FACILITIES AND UBEFULNESS WITH THOBE OF THE
, POST OFFIGE DEPARTMENT"., HE WAS AMAZED “THAT THEY SHOULD HAVE THE BRAZEN EFFRONTERY
L 7O PROVOKE BUUH COMPARISONE™ IN THE FACE OF THEIR LAWLESS ACTS. BUT THE TRUTH BEENS
”fro BE THAT THEIR SERVICES WERE 80 DEGIRABLE THAY PEOPLE FURNISHED TMEW LARGE NUMBERS
' oF LETTERS AND PAGCKAGES Y0 CARRY OVER LINES THAY WERE ALSO MAIL ROUTES. IT BEGAN TO
CUBE MINTED THAT THE SOUTHERN EXPRESS COMPANY COULD DELIVER MORE QUICKLY THAN THE POST
/QFFICE COULD, « EVEN THAY THE GOVERNMENT HAD NO FUNDAMENTAL RIGMT TO THE POSTAL MONe
OPOLY: AND THE POSTMABTER=GENERAL WAS INCENSED YO FIND THAT THE COMPANY MAD "ADOPTED
THE BUBTERFUSE™ OF ADVISING THATY ALL NAIL TO BE CARRIED BY THEM BNOULD BE WARKED AS
THOUGH |IT CONTAINED MONEY, THE COMPANY ACTING ON THE SUPPOSITION THAT THEY HAD THE
RIGHY TO CARRY WONEY PACKAGES, THUS THE COMPANY HOPED TO AGCOMPLISH "THE DOUBLE PUR=
POSE OF EVADING THE LAW, AND GF EXTORTING A LARGER PRICE FOR THE CONVEYANCE OF SUCH
LETTERB." N SPITE OF ALL THIS, THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL WAS RELUCTANT TO PROCEED AGAINST
THE GOMPANY OR ANY OF 178 EMPLOVEES, HE HELD BACK BECAUSE THE COMPANY WAS NOT IN=
CORPORATED, AND INTIMATED, 80 REAGAN NEARD, THAT THE LAW WAS UNCONGTITUTIONAL. R,
REAGAN FOUND IT IMPOBGIBLE TO UNDERSTAND SUGH AN ATTVITUDE. IF THE LAW WAS DEFECTIVE,
HE BANTED TO KNOW 1T, IN GRDER THAT HE MIGHY THEN BRING THE MATTER BEFORE CONGRESS
AND HAVE A REMEDY PROVIDED., TO THIG END HE ORDERED A PROGECUTION AGAINST THE BOUTHe
ERN EXPRESS COMPANY "IN A NUMBER OF CASES WHERE THEY MAD BEEN DETECTED IN VIOLATION
OF THE LAW®, BUT THE REGULTS OF THESE PROSECUTIONS DU NOT APPEAR,

EXPERIENCE SHOWED "THAT NOTHING SHORT OF VTHE MOST STRINGENT AND THOROUGM
LEGIBLATION, EXCLUDING ALL DOUSTS AND GQUARDING AGAINET EVASION,” wWOULD SERVE 10
GORRECY THE EViLe THE POSTHMAGTER-GENERAL WANTED A LAW THAT WOULD PROVIDE ADEQUATE
PENALTIES AND PUNISHMENTS FOR VIOLATIONE OF THE LANe WE WANTED THE LAW TO REAGN ALL
COMPANIES, WHETHER CORPORATE OR NOT, AND EACH OF THEIR EMPLOYEES, A8 WELL AS EVERY
PERGON MO BHOULD PATROMIZE, ENCOURAGE, OR AGSIST THEM IN THEIR VIOLATION OF THE LAW. (%)

(#) FROM REPORYT OF POSTMASTER GENERAL, NOVEMBER 7, I864. AT THIS LATE DATE
IN THE LIFE OF THE CONFEGERACY IV APPCARG THAT NOTMING FURTHER WAS DONE TO CORRECY
THE SITUATION. V. D. #acs/

Van Dyk Meo Bride
744 Broad 8%
N&Wﬁrii, N. o
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CABLE ADDRESS TELEPHONE
KLEINSTAMP" “PENYPAKR 0769"

EUGENE KLEIN
RARE POSTAGE STAMPS
212 SOUTH I3TH STREET

PHILADELPHIA PA. April 3, 1943

MEMBER OF THE JURIES OF THE CHICAGO 91,
NeEw YORK 1913 . WIEN 1923 . MONTREAL 1925,
WIEN 1933 AND LONDON 1934

PHILATELIC EXHIBITIONS

Mr, J.G, Fleckenstein
419 Unlon Street
Ionia

Michigan

Dear Mr. Fleckenstein:

I acknowledge the receipt of your letter of: March 15
returning lot No. 106, the perforations of which
have been questioned. I examined the stamp and be-
lieve that one side has been reperforated. I am,
therefore, accepting its return pnd have credited

5 you with the full amount.

The fact that the stamp had a good name on its back
caused 1ts inclusion in the sale without any further
examination. Judge Rosen purchased this stamp
several years ago as a perfect speclmen.

Sincerely yours,

EUGENE KLEIN

EK:FBS
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YOU HAVE A FRIEND IN THE BUSINESS !

A MEMO FROM—

116 Nassau St.
NEW YORK CITY

Tel. BEekman 3-3524
4 January 1944.

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

Hope vou don't mind my sending
you interesting covers now and then that come to
my attention. T know that vou like to see them,
and T also know that you are busy, so someiimes
I «m torn between ftwo ideas as to whether to
bother you or not.

The enclosed three plus one
has brought forth some interesting theories from
local collectors, Your own comments would be
appreclated.

A stamped envelope 1is enclosed

for your convenilence in replying. With kindest
though belated greetings for 1944, I am

’ Sincerely,

'/%;%;iaaycxzﬁn/ :E A /f/
«/(/C{/ /

® Downtown New York's Largest Personal Service Stamp Dealer @
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434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Jan., 10, 1943,

Mre. Herman Herst J!‘.,
116 Nassau St.,
New YOl‘k, N.Ys

Dear lir, Herst:

Herewith the cover you were kind enough to enclose in
yours of the 4th, I am always glad to see any cover that
is umusual so I assure you I am always pleased to hear
from you,

I suppose this use was in 1868 or 1869, probably the former,

T haven't a P,0. list of these two years but I have lists

of 1867 -and 1870 and in both, offices at Magee's Corners

and Seneca Falls are listed, If you will refer to a map I think
you will find that the former is only about four or five miles
from the latter, ;

1 think that what happened was this, When the letter arrived
at Magee's Corners, the addressee was visiting (?) at Senecsa
Falls., The letter was carried privately over to that tovn and
re-mailed as = Drop Letter, This accountsfor the Seneca Falls
postmark and the absence of a postmark at Magee's Corners, Had
the letter been "forwarded" and remailed at Magee's @Gorners, it
would have been postmarked at that offlice and the postage would
have been 3¢, By carrying the letter over to Senmeca Falls and
remailing it as a Drop, the sum of 2¢ was saved,

Do you not agree that the above is probably the correct
solution? v

Sincerely yours,




434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dec. 23, 1942,

Mr. Lambert W, Gerber,
Tamaqua, Penna,

Dear NMr. Gerber:

Herewith the 30¢ 1869 face of cover. I believe this
cover is perfectly good and I cannot find anything

wrong with it, I see nothing queer about the "year" in
the French marking, hence I believe the use was actually
from New York on July 6, 1869, The combination of the
French p.m. and the red New York prove that the rate on
the letter was actually 30¢, hence the only supposition
that all might not be right would be to suppose that the
30¢ 1869 was substituted for a 30¢ of the prévious issue,
I cannot find a bit of evidence after a careful examina- .
tion under my Hanovia lamp that thils was done,

This was a Seybold cover and while I have seen several
fakes from his collection, I have every reason to believe
this item 1s 0.K.

In addition, I have seen other covers from this same

correspondence which I had no cause to question, and I

have also seen several covers from the same correspondence |
which I considered were bad.

For example, have you a copy of Souren's, |

"Philately of Tomorrow"
Vol. 1 #2°2

If so trun to pages 46 and 47 etc, Here was a "Seybold"

cover from the same "Cotter" correspondence, a use from |
New York on Aug., 21, 1869, Warren Colson attémpted to sell |
this cover (with a 30¢ 1869) to Bradley Martin for the sum |
of $275.00, Souren pronounced the cover a fake, and I think

his opinion was correct, as the stamp originally used was un-

doubtedly a 15¢ 1869.

There is no charge for the above because I am only too glad
to get a record of such items,




PHONE PLAZA 3-6077

Y. SOUREN

POSTAGE STAMPS FOR COLLECTORS
324 PARK AVENUE
BET. S3RD AND S4TH STS.
NEwW YORK, N. Y.

Nig g

July 16, 1943,

Stanley B, Ashbrook, Esq.
434 South Grand Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky,

Dear Mr, Ashbrook:

While I was going through some old things the other day, I ran
across the enclosed cover with a 90¢ 1861 which was Lot #2873
in the first Knapp sale,

When Mr., 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 noteations made at the time you saw
the cover, but I can't find them, and I'd appreciate it, if you
would look over the cover again and write me why you condemned
it.

Take your time ebout it, I am in no hurry. I enclose a stamped
envelope for its return, when you have the time,

Sincerely yours,

: {/ {:>1244/%3z\_\\\\_
Y. Souren

Vv




434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

July 19, 1943.

Mrs Y. Souren,
394 Park Ave.,
New York, N.Y. o

Dear Mr., Souren:

Yours of the 16th received: I am returning herewith the 90¢

cover to China, I havelrecollection 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 ak that times After examining the cover
carefully, I fail to see where I might have found something 5
sugplcious, However, I am not doubting Teddy's word in the

least and if he says that I didn't like the cover, then it is
quite possible he 1is right, :

I note the cover was withdrawn from the sale but I can hardly
imagine that it was withdrawn simply because I might have ex~
pressed some suspicion of it. ‘

While the postmark is not legible I jJudge it is the red foreign
mail marking of Philadelphia, The grids confirm this,

The use wes Nay 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 907, It was carried to England Vie American
Packet, (doubtless by "The City of Menchester" of the Inman Line -
from NeY, on May 9, 1863). On such a letter the U.,8. P,0,D. would
be entitled to 2 X 21¢ (16¢ sea plus 5¢ internal) end the British

2 X 24¢, total 907,

The latter credit of 48¢ to the British is in red ink above the

double rate credit "2," Thus everything seems to be in order so
far as I can see and I cen't imegine why I would have found any

fault with the cover back in 194l,

My present opinion is that the cover is perfectly genuine, If
you dgpegree I will welcome your comments

If Teddy's statement is correct perhaps he cen recall why 1
questioned the cover,

With.ﬁgst wishes, I am
k Sincerely yours,




B H-R-HARMER, I~c.

FlLAP SR e INTERNATIONAL STAMP AUCTIONEERS HARMERSALE, NEWNORIK
RERB s FORSALE, 32 EAST 57TH STREET WEEKLY PUBLIC AUCTIONS OF
- PSR B IRV S URAN CE - RARE POSTAGE STAMPS
i NEW YORK 22,N.Y.
DIRECTORS

H.R.HARMER B.D.HAR AUCTIONEERS OF THE
F.T.BUCK A ALSE AT 39-42 NEW BONDISTREET, LONDON,W.1. "PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT” COLLECTION

M. H. MAHONEY ESTABLISHED OVER 50 YEARS

22nd
October
1951

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 Ne Fto. Thomas Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

I am enclosing cover which 1s to be lot #123
of the Souren sale if it is genuine.

£ Apparently, this was in the Knapp sale and was
withdrawn.

2

Your early advice and assistance will be appreciated.

Very truly yours,

? He. R. HARMER, INC.

Dipééﬁbf
BDH:1s 3
enclosure cover

cc: Mr. Ezra D.Cole

ALL STAMPS ON OUR PREMISES INSURED AGAINST ALL RISKS -+ =+ + ALL EMPLOYEES BONDED




Oct. 25, 1951.

¥r., Bernsrd D, Hammer,
% H’ R. Hamor & cO.. Ino..
32 Fast 57th St.,
New York 22, N.Y.

Dear lr. Hamer:

1 am enclosing the 90¢ 1861 cover herewith as per yours of the 22nd.
1 have no recollsction whatsoever that I ever questioned this cover, in
fact, I do not note a thing about the cover that is questionable. Yes, this'
cover was in the Knapp First Sale, and was Lot 2873, I sent for the cover at
that time and photographed it and there is no memo in my files that I ques- ~
tioned it in the slightest degree. I am aware that it was withdrewn from
the Knapp sale but I am sure that I had nothing to do with that action by
Souren,

The following is an exchange of correspondence that I bad with Y.
Souren in 1943:

"Stanlsy B. Ashbrook, ZEsq.
434 South Grand Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky.

Dear Hr. Ashbrook:

While I was going through some old things the other day, 1 ran
 across the enclosed cover with a 90¢ 1861 which was Lot 72873

in the first Xnapp sale.

%hen Mr. Behr retumed from showing the lots at thet time, he

hed msde 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 at the time you saw

the cover, but I can't find them, and 1'd appreciate it, if you

would look over the cover agein and write me why you condemned it.

Take your time sbout it, I am in no hurzy. I enclose & stomped

envelope for its return, when you have the time.

Sineerely yours,
(signed) Y. Souren”

My reply to the above was as follows:
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¥r. Bernard D. Harmer, Oct. 25, 1951.

"Mr. X son“n, July 19' 19430
394 Park Ave., _
New York, N.Y,

Dear lr. 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 1 might have
found something suspicious. However, I am not doubting
Teddy's word in the least and if he says that I didn't like
the cover, then it is quite possible he is right.

I note the cover was withdrawn from the sale but I can haerdly
imagine that it wes withdrawn simply because I might have ex- %
pressed some suspicion of it.

¥hile 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 end 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 3
ounce, hence a double rate of 90¢. It was carried to FEngland
Via American Packet, (doubtless by '"The City of Manchester' of
the Inman Line - from N.Y. on May 9, 1863). On such a letter
the U,8, P.0.0, would be entitled to 2 x 21¢ (16¢ sea plus 5¢
internal) and the British 2 x 24¢, total 90¢.

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

¥y present opinion is thst the cover is perfectly genmuine. If
you disagree I will welcome your comment.

If Teddy's statement is correct perhaps he can recallvhy I
questioned the cover.

With best wishes, 1 am
Sincerely yours,"”

Inasmuch as I have no copy of any reply to the above letter it is possible
that the matter was dropped. '

LI believe that this cover is perfectly genuine and I have signed it on
the back as such. My fee for the above is $5.00 plus return postage.

With kindest regards -
Sincerely yours,
Copy to
Ezm D=GOL..
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MORRISON CAFETERIA COMPANY

INCORPORATED

April 13, 1943.
New Orleans, La.

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook,
434 8o. Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky. i

Dear 8tan,

I have just come from Raymend Welll's where I got
my first glimpse of the West catalog. I hope mine i1s at home
when I get there Saturday.

He had some 1869 covers which he offered me. The
prices seem very high and I think they are entirely too much
even 1f they are good. I asked him to send them to you to look
at for me, The same he is doing today and the information you
give me 1s understood to be for me alone. That's the deal. I am
not to be put on the position of getting free advice for others.
He understands that.

In the first place the 30¢ and 15¢ type I on cover
is an 1tem I knew you wanted to see i1f it 1is real. You note the
year date of 69 did not get on the 30¢ cover but did on the rest
No doubt you will note the early date of use after 1ssue. The
French "Viva-andos" or whatever it is means to see the back. Theee
you will find the new address. I send the other covers to show the
other correspondence. Welll says he knows this family here in
New Orleans. I dont know what that means. But 1t 1s a shame the
69 missed the best cover. Note the Insufficiently Paid on the
poor type I 15¢ cover. Note the 37 on the back of all these covers.
I am sure you will enjoy the many markings on these. He asks ( and
may take a little less) for the 30-15 cover $550; for the best
15¢ type I cover $100; for the poorer one with the "Insufficlently
Paid" 565; the two 30¢ grilled 1867s at $28 and $15; the 1lttle
cover with the 3¢ 1s simply to show more of the same correspondence.
Of course the only one of i-:terest would be the two best ones and
more explicitly, the 30-15 one. But isn't that out of all reason
for this cover.?

He says you may hold them until I have either seen you
or hear from you. So you may get a chance to write me at home. If
they are fakes Jjust send them back to him in New Orleans right
away and that much will be behind me.

I may call you Sunday although it 1s very hard to get -
calls thru these days.

(&mwﬁyﬁ,x:\\'o =
et chsdes s
Mogdd.




434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

April 16, 1943 - Friday A.M.
Dear Em: -

The 1869 covers came in this morning, Here is a l1list 1n case \
you want it for reference:

(A) 30¢ plus 15¢ Type I « NeCe June 14 (1869)
Red N.Y. Jun 19 with 18 (187 credit).

(B) 156¢ Type I = N.O. June 15 (1869) = red '
Ne¥e June 19 with © (6¢ credit)., The blue French shows "69"

I might add that the above are absolutely 0.K. in every respect
and are good as gold, Note that both these left New York by the
game ship on June 19, 1869+ My record shows that there was a
mail to France on June 19, 1869, Amer, Packet to G.B., hence by
such a ship we were entitled to 9¢ out of each 15¢, same being 3¢
U, S, internal plus 6¢ sea, Thus on each rate there should be

a credit of 67 to France,

The "A" cover, a triple, shows 18/ credit or 3 X 6, The "B" shows
the single or 8¢, I have A record of another genuine 15¢ cover
that went by this same mail with Red N.Y, June 19 and "6" credit,.
These twe covers should be kept together, as one (A) is from New
Orleans on June 14, 1869, the other cn June 15, 1869 and beth from
N.Y., on June 19, 1869,

So far, your 304 1869 cover is the earliest known use of the 30¢
stamp, It is from N,0, on June 11, 1869, and the catalogue date
is teken from your cover, Did you know this? '

(C) 154 1869 - Type I from N.O., on June 21, 1869 « From N,Y., on
June 26, 1869 by French Packet, "26 Juin 69" "Insufficiently Paid.”
This is quite nice as a cover, though the stamp is off center and
you should buy it cheap. This letter was over 1/4 ounce, hence
was rated as entirely unpaid., By French Packet we were only ene
titled to 3¢ per single, hence the French collected 30¢ apd this
letter or "16" decimes and we debited them €¢, thus the black New
York of June 26 with this "6" debit,

Again regarding the "A" cover, I think the killer (struck twice)

is the same as on your 30¢ 1869 cover of June 11, I think a
cardful comparison will confirm this, hence this "A" cover confirms
the genuineness of your 30¢ cover, -

(E) 30¢ Grill from N,0. on June 28, 1869 by Amer, Packet. This is
a double rate, hence the credit should be 2 X 6 (as above)s The
red N.Y. is July 3 and the credit is 12, The blue French is "16
Juil 69",

(F) 304 Grill from N,0. the next day or June 22, 1869, also by Amer,
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‘42, ¥r, B, C. Krug, April 16, 1943,

Packet from N,Y, b? seme ship as ébove on July 3. The credit
is correct, viz., "12,"

The stamp on "BE" is clore at left and bottom and you should

get this cover at a reasonable price., The stamp on "F" 4s not .
bad but the cancel is heavy, As there 1s no question about the
grill on both you should acquire these two if you purchase the
above three. :

(¢) 3/ 1869 =~ A neat little cover and should go with the above.

If Weill has any more items from this correspondence why not buy
the entire lot? A correspondence like this mounted in order of
mailing makes a very fine showing and eliminates all question of
monkey business.

Re - Knapp sale - Lots 1786 and 1787 were fakes so these prices
don't mean a thing, I ¢an say this, a genuine 50¢ plus 15/ 1869
cover is mizhty rare, While $500,00 looks awivlly high, I may
be all wrong, end 1 would hate to risk offering this cover te
iir, Newbury at $500,00 if I didn't want him to buy 1it,. ¢

Em the best advice I can give you is this, See what you can do
with Weill., See 1f you can't get him to listen to reason and let
you have all the covers from this correspondence at a reasonagig
fiture., Put think twice before you turn any of them down. Thgse
is a terrific demand for 1869 covers and il this 397 plus 15¢ was
put up at euction there sure would be some competition for if.

If 7eill knows this family I suggest you do this, Get him to give
you a letter stating whet he lmows about them and that the
correspondence camé direct to him from the familys, This letter

is not necessary but it is nice to have such a things Come people
might value it more than my guarantee of genuineéness,

The avetion 1oté (aé follows) also came in from Rheinhardt:

431 - A Pl, € copy &ll right., Cover not much and stamp should be
taken off and mounted as a single, I suggest you bid (4.60.

477 - Close at top, but a sheet and worth §13.,75, if you bid.

#127 ¥,Yes, this is superb, with board walk margins, Worth a bid
of @16;&90

#128 - An old'pair of mine which I sold Jacobs, Not good enough
for you.

#129 - Described as Type 2. This is a ITIA from Plate Eleven,

I suggest a bid of $9.80 as it is a good example of an unwiped plate

eleven copys A little close at top, hence type is not distinct.

#130 - 1 don't think you want this because the crack copy 23L2 is
cut by perfs at left. 1If you want to chance a bid of (35,00 you
might get a bargain,

150 - Not a pigeon nor even any relation to a Pink, 1t ne'more
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* - ¥r. E. C. Krug, April 16, 1943,

resembles a gﬁxeon than black resembles white,

jot #171 - Sont 5N KR6vE © B0 relERien WsEteir S8 the violet.
ot 172 - Paper is yellow, hence far from superb - not for you.
Lot 188 - not bud; but neot worth over $2,00.

Lot 189 - The green is a fake.

I am returning the catalogue pages herewith so that you can bid
-on any of the above lots if you care to. :

Qut of the postage you sent me I pald the postage both ways on
these Rheinhardt lots. It looks to me like a lot of the things
in this sale came from Jacobs,

I had a letter from Jessup this AsM. &nd he will meet my train in
Cleveland the night of the 23rd and go dowm with me.

I also had a letter from Walter Scott accepting my invitation teo
have lunch with me on Saturday., I want you and Jessup to join us,
I know you will be greatly interested in meeting Scott and hearing
some interesting stuffs It is possible that Harold Brooks will

elso be with us.
This should reach you Saturday night.
With best fegards,

Yours etc.,

PeSe==1 will hold the Weill covers pending further instructions and
in case you acquire them I will go to work on them at once to

put them in proper shape and will, (if agreeable) take them down

to New York so that you can show the boys some fine items.

Se



TeLepHONE HAaNOVER 2~0680

H.R. HARMER

Dale

May 11 1943
Lo\‘;l)_

FREDERIC R. HARRIS
CONSULTING ENGINEER
27 WiLLram STREET
NEW YorK

CAaBLE ADDRESS: HARKOB

May 27, 1943.

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook,
434 South Grand Avenue,
Fort Thomas, Kentucky.

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

It is a source of great satisfaction to have met you person- ¢
ally on your recent brief trip to New York and I only regret that I saw
so little of you. I hope the future will afford an opportunity of
correcting this.

Ezra Cole bought some of the Hawaiian covers for me at the
West sale. One of them, with deep regret, I returned. It was described
as having a 5¢ thick paper, Scott's No. 5, which, on examination, it
isn't. It was not the thin white paper, Scott's No. 8. Therefore, it
could only have been Scott's No. 9a which could not have belonged to
this cover which was dated several years before 9a was available. I
wrote to Phil Ward about it and returned it to him. He shouldn't feel
go badly as my purchases were quite large, running in excess of $1600.00.

I have just secured a very interesting and philatelically val-
uable cover at the Powers sale by Kelleher and I am letting you know
because you may want to make note of it. It is franked with a 5¢ Hawaiian
thin paper, Scott's No. 8, and a 12¢ U. S. 1851. It was postmarked in
Honolulu on September 8, 1857. This is nearly a month earlier than Luff's
reported earliest date of October 6 and is the earliest I have ever seen
or heard of. It helps me considerably in the explanation of the 5¢ sur-
charge on the 13 red as the seven known covers with the surcharge on, of
which I have record, run from February to August 1857. Use of the sur-
charge was evidently discontinued when the new 5¢, Scott's No. 8, arrived
and were distributed.

I am enclosing herewith three covers which I recently obtained.
I would appreciate your exsmining and expressing your opinion on these. I
am enclosing a stamped, addressed envelope for your reply. Ny analysis
is, of course, subject to free criticism and expression of opinion by you.
They are as follows:

(1) Cover with 10¢ Yellow-Green 1861 U. S., postmarked Honolulu,
Ua S Postage Paid, November 23, 1864, San Francisco, December 8. During



Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook -2~ 5/27/43

3.5,
this period, namely, from about July 1, 1863 to October.1867, the U. S.
postage rate was 3¢ + 2¢ ship letter, or 5¢ for a single rate, 8¢ for a
double rate, and so on, so this was mailed in Honolulu nearly a year
after the U. S. postage rate of 10¢ for single rate had been abandoned
and the lower rate in effect. It seems to me that this could either
have been a stampless letter on which the Hawaiian postage rate of 5¢
was paid in cash and the 5¢ for single rate and ship letter was paid in
cash and this 10¢ does not belong on this letter. You will notice it is
not tied but, again, even when the U. S. stamp is legitimastely on the
letter, it is frequently not tied by the circular cogwheel cancellation.
Could it be possible that this letter was written in one of the outlying
Islands and that someone not familiar with the rate change thought it was
still 10¢ and paid 17¢ at his local branch postoffice for the Hawaiian
5¢, ship 2¢, and 10¢ U. S.? Or could it be possible that the 10¢ charge,
nemely, Hawaiian 5¢, ship 2¢ and U. S. 3¢, or 10¢ in all, were thought
to be covered by the 10¢ U.S.? This latter does not seem possible be-
cause the Hawaiian postoffice would not have secured their 5¢. I am
therefore inclined to believe that either the sender was not familiar
with the change in postage rate, had a 10¢ U. S. stamp which he placed
on it and paid the Hawaiian rate and the ship letter rate in cash or
that the 10¢ stamp does not belong on this cover.

(2) Cover with 5¢ 1861, postmaerked Honolulu December 2, 1867,
postmarked San Francisco January 4, 1868. There was evidently collected
from the addressee 8¢, namely, it was treated as a "collect" letter, not
prepaid - 2¢ ship fee and double 3¢, or 6¢,-as not prepaid. If this
were the case, the 5¢ does not'belong on the cover. Again, it has the
San Francisco circular cogwheel and is not tied to the cover. Could it
be possible that this letter was in excess of single rate and the 5¢
placed on it was not sufficient for full pre-payment and that for the
additional charge they doubled the U, S. rate and added 2¢ for ship fee?
This seems extremely unlikely to me because the sender had prepaid the
3¢ U. S. rate and the 2¢ ship fee and if it was a double rate letter
was only liable for 3¢ which, at most, as it was not prepaid, could have
been 6¢ and not 8¢. Or is the explanation that this letter ran into the
Hawaiian Steam Service contract period where the rate was changed to 10¢
including any ship service and that this letter was mailed from Hawaii,
the sender not knowing about the new contract mail service and thinking
he had prepaid the U. S. charges of 5¢, but that when it reached San
Francisco, since it only bore a 5¢ U. S. stamp and the new rate was 10¢,
they stamped it 8¢ ship and collected 8¢? One of the arguments against
this is that it does not bear the Honolulu postmark "U.S.Postage Paid".

I noted Mr. Meyer's article in the Collectors Club Philatelist
about his "Mystery Period" and also his comments that during the time of
the contract mail, if a letter were given to the Captain of a ship other
then the Hawaiian Steam Service, it probably could have been sent at the
0ld rate of 5¢, namely, the Captain of the ship would have collected his
2¢ ship letter fee from the San Francisco postmaster in spite of the new
contract with the Hawaiian Steam Service. Mr. Meyer's explanation looks
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to me unlikely to be true because if this could have been done, knowing
the Island people of today, I am quite sure many of them would have
elected to get by by avoiding the Hawaiian Steam Service which cost them
10¢ U.S. and had the mail carried by outside vessels which would only

have cost them 5¢, and undoubtedly the U.S. postoffice must have in-
structed the San Francisco postmaster to discourage this, such discourage-
ment to take the form of charging what amounted to a double rate, namely,
in addition to the 5¢, to have collected from the addressee the ship fee
plus double U.S. postage charges, or 8¢.

Perhaps I have gone to entirely too much trouble to explain all
this and, again, the 5¢ '61 does not belong on this cover.

(3) The third cover is even more interesting. It is franked

with a split of the Hawaiian 2¢ - 1864 and 2 copies of the U. S. 3¢ - 1869,

e total of 7¢ in Hawaiian and U.S. postege, and is postmarked Honolulu
"Paid All" and San Francisco "7 Paid" and was a letter sent by an officer
or man of H.M.S. Scylla to England. I guess the year date as '70 or '71
and, therefore, during the period of the first Postal Interchange Agree-
ment between the United States and Hawaii, under which they acknowledged
each others postage stamps. The split of this 2¢, while rare, is not in
any way wmique. I have two covers which I consider all right with this
split on them, namely, a 5¢ Hawaiian, Scott's No. 32, and this split,
Scott's No. 31, which combination seems to have been used presumably on
account of a shortage of the 6¢, Scott's No. 33. This split is quite
different from the splits of the later Kings Head Series which seem to
have been used, at least in most cases, as freaks or courtesies without
much rhyme or reason for their use. These latter splits were undoubtedly
largely philatelically inspired by old collectors such as Mr. Stolz,
Wolters and Brown. They were, comparatively speaking, prominent men in
the Islands and must have known the postmaster or even the Postmaster
General quite intimately and he either did them a favor or the subordi-
nates in the office let them go by. You will note that this last cover
has lost its upper lefthand corner and it occurred to me that this corner
might have borne a 5¢, Scott's No. 32, for the 6¢ rate to the U.S. but

in that case it would only have required a 5¢ U.S. to carry it to
England, not 6¢. This explanation is in confliet with the Honolulu
"Peid Al11" postmark and in conflict with the San Francisco "7 Paid".

I am, however, confused about the 7¢ rate. Is it possible that 7¢ would
pay charges from Honolulu to England as there was no postal agreement
between Hawaii and England that I know of? This last cover came from
the Hawaiian Collection of Charles Wilson of Aberdeen, Scotland.

I am waiting eagerly for your analysis and opinion as to these
three covers, especially the last.

Sine ours,

FRH:V F. R. Harris
Encls.3.

P.S. See next page

H.R.
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P. S. In sending you these covers and asking for your help, I feel
I am imposing on you to a great extent and would feel much more free to
call on you in the future if you would make some charge for your time.
In the meantime, you have seen my Hawaiian collection and have a pretty
good idea of what I have and what would improve the collection. I trust
that should you come across any Hawaiian covers you think would be of
interest to me and would improve my collection, that you will submit
them to me.

F. R. H.



434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

June lst, 1943,
Admival Frederic R. Harris,

27 William St., : '
New York, N.,Y. , \ , |

My dear Admiral: i S
I was much pleased to receive your interesting letter of the
27th and to examine the three covers you enclosed and which I

am returning herewith, Since my return from New York, I have
been intending teo drop you a line to express my appreciation

of & most enjoyable evening spent with yous I am sorry that

my time was so occupied with the West Sale that I didn't have
the opportunity of enjoying more of your good company,

Philip Werd advised me several weeks ego that you had returned
one of the Weet covers and I simply was at a loss to understand ,
how both of ue could have made an error on that item, Of course,
I do not even pretend to know Hawaiian stamps, but I thought

that Phil did, The cover itself looked perfectly good to me,

The 12¢ 1851 was so placed on the cover that there must have been
enother stamp to left and if it was not & 5¢ Hawaiian then I can~-
not imagine whet stemp ‘was to the left of the 12¢, We listed the
5¢ as #5, This seems very improbable as the use was in 1861
therefore ik it not possible that the cover is perfectly gooa and
that the stamp is Scott's #8% If so, then the error in the West
catalogue of #5 instead of #8 is no 3oubt mine,

I note you obtained a similar cover in the Xelleher Sale of May
8th last, No doubt Lot #165, I am indeed pleased to get the

’ ' early date of use of the 8 on this cover (Honolulu Sept. 8, 1857).
Wiould it not be 2 good thing to have the date of issue in the
Scott catalogue corrvected?

Now for a discussion of the three covers which you enclosed,

(1) Cover with 10¢ U, S. 1861, The year date in the San Francisco
postmark appears to be 1864 and I believe this was the actual year
of use of this letter, "I doubt that this was a stampless cover,
a8 the markinges indicate the use of a U, S, stamp, The location
of the two markings indicete that there was a stamp in the upper
right corner, and that there was only one, not two stamps, such as a
37 1861 and 2¢ 1868, There might have been a 5¢ 1861 brown, but

I doubt if enyone would have cheapened the value of the cover by a
substitution of a 10¢ for a 5¢ unless,of course, the latter was
badly damaged, I,therefore, belleve %his 10/ was actually used on
this ecover,

I have made some study end a record of uses of the San Francisco
"cog" cancels, There were three distinct types of this marking

and the latest of the three to be placed in wse is the type on this _
10¢ green, and what I call "type III", Iiy earliest record of use

of this type III is June 15, 1864, but no doubt it was placed in
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) :
use several months earlier, At any rate, the use on this 10¢
is correct for Dec, 8, 1864, If this was a single rate letter,
the postage that was required was 5¢ Hawailen and &6f U,S, I
think that your theory is probably correct, 1.0., that the writer
thought she could pay the total rate with tne 10¢ U.,8. There was
no way, of which I have any lknowledge, es to how the Hawalian G
office could have obtained their 5¢ out of this 10¢ prepayment,

If the letter did originate at some interior post office, do you :
not suprese it would have a local postmark? If it was mailed at /o eludn
2F% and the Hawaiian 5¢ was paid in cash, it seems strange that -
the unused 10¢ was permitted to remain on the cever after the writer

‘ was informed that there was 57 too much U, S,

We might also speculate that the letter was a double rate and only
overpaid 2¢4 U, 8, poastages On second thought perhaps.this 1s the
real solutlon, S :

(2) Cover with 5¢ 1861, postmarked Honolulu, Dec, 2 (1867), This
cover has every indieation that it wae sent as a "ship letter" with
no prépayment of the U, S, postage, "Ship 8" meant that 8/ was
collected from the addressee, (Double rate, 2 X 3¢ plus 2¢), Note
how the 5¢ stamp is placed on this coveres It certainly looks as
though 1t was crowded into that space, The cancel is also the S,F,
cog, type III, I canqgot belleve that this type was in use at San
Frangisco on Jan, 4, 18¢8, I have never found a cog on any grilled
gtampy and the latest nse I have ever been able to find of any of
the "cogs" was Jen, 3, 1867,

I think that if this hed been more than & single rate with a 5¢ U,8,.
payment that the sum due would have eredited the 5¢ payment. It

~would not have been dilsregarded except in the case of ignorance or
error, A triple ratéd would have been 117 with a 5¢ credit and &¢
due, or a quad. of 1l4¢ with a 5¢ credit or 9¢ due,

’ (3) Cover with a split of the Hawaii 2¢ red of 1864, This cover @pes
not make sense and in my oginion 1t 1s bady I never saw this San
Francisco postmark with "7" PAID, but it is well known with just the
plein "PAID" and no "7,"

The "7" is not handstamped but was applied with a paint brush, hence
"peinted in." This wes done to make the "rate" of 77 appear as
gemine‘

The 6¢ U, 8¢ & use after Jan, 1, 1870, hence it might have been
March 1870 or 1871 or even later, but this I doubt, I don't know ex=
actly how late this particular postmark was used at San Francisco

but I really-doubt that it was used even as late as 1871, Perhaps
you have some covers showing its use, If the use was in VMarch 1870
then the total rate should have heen 5¢ Hawaii, 167 U, S. (10 V.S,
"stemnship" plus the 6¢ rate to England)a

Perhaps the miésing stamp from upper left, was a U, 8; 107 1869
with the Hawaii paid in cash, I see no proof that the split
originated on the cover,

If the use was in 1871, then the missing stamp could have been a 5¢
Hawall, this with the split,making the 8¢ treaty rate with the 64
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U, :- to England. In such an event the split could have been
o | .

Perhaps we could determine the year of use if we knew when this
Honolulu postmark first came into use, It is pessible that it was
not in use as early as March 1870, Perhaps it came into use after
the 1870 Treaty went into effect ( July 1, 1870). What is the
earliest use that you have of it?

The rate to England (1/2 ounce) was 24¢ teo Jan, 1, 1868, then 12¢

to Jan, 1, 1870, and then 6¢ to July 1, 1875,

I will be very much intercsted in your comuents on this letter.

-With kindest regards,

Cordially yours,

PeSe==5ince writing the above I am in receipt of a letter from
Philip Ward, stating that in tne oplnion of lir. Hows the 5¢

on the West cover was Scotil!s /& I trust your re-examination of
the stamp will confirm ir, iow's opinicn, and will await further
word on this cover with much interest.

O-BQA'



JOHN HEARD
56--STATE-STREEF 107 Irving Street
BosTon-MAssAcHUsEFFs-  Cambridge 38, Mass.

July 12, 1943

Mr. Stanley Ashbrook
¢/o Mr. H. L. Lindquist
2 West 46th St.

New York City

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

Sometime back, Mr. Daniel F. Kelleher of this city sold a
number of covers of mine in one of his auctions. In due
course, the purchaser of one of them returned it, stating
that he had submitted it to an expert, who reported (a) that
the stamp had been affixed at a later period, and (b) that

the cancellation on the cover was not in use at San Francisco
as of the allegeditime of the cover. I did not at that time
know that you were the expert referred to, but I wrote to

Mr. Kelleher, as per enclosed copy, but I do not think he ever
forwarded my letter to you.

I write you now, not so much with any desire to clear myself

or to suggest that the buyer should keep the cover. I write
merely because the facts which I state in my letter, to my
mind, so clearly prove that the cover was authentic and un-
tampered with that it would seem to prove that the cancellation
in question was used as of that date and that the same applied
to the stamp. All of this will perhaps add a trifle to your
already extensive knowledge.

Sincerely yours,

”

JHshe J Heard




CorPY

107 Irving Street
Cambridge 38, Mass.

June 11, 1943

My Daniel F. Kelleher
38 Avon Hill Street
Cambridge, Mass.

Dear Dan:

I am sorry that the Honolulu cover which you sold for me in your recent
auction should have been returned, especially for the reasons alleged.

Such criticism intimates that I had doctored the cover. This is one case
where the expert to whom it was submitted, in spite of all his wisdom,
happened to be wrong, as I think can be established by giving you the history
of the particular item.

The Bullard and Rotche families had extensive shipping interests - their
headquarters in New Bedford. They preserved the records of their ships in
wooden boxes, each one bearing a name of the particular vessel. Of these
boxes, there were elewen, and they were distributed recently to the five
Bullard grandchildren, two boxes to each of four, and three to one. Each

box contained crew lists, detail of stores, rigging, etc., cargo invoices,
loge, and a few small bundles of letters. Of the letters, about two-thirds

had been removed from their original covers. The cover in question came

from one of the two boxes belonging to Mrs. BRobert C. Cobb of Littleton,
Massachusetts. Early in April I went to Littleton for the purpose of examining
these boxes. I found about a dozen covers, all of which I left at your house
on my return from Littleton. In other words, the cover was not in my possession
over two hours. Each of the covers I found contained the original letter. The
letters I left in the box.

The chances are strong that the contents of these boxes had not been examined
for well over fifty years. The owners were not aware that the boxes contained
any material of philatelic value. Taking all these facts into consideration,
I think there is no guestion that the cover as sold in your auction is ab-
solutely authentic. I would appreciate it if these facts might be submitted
to the expert by way of refuting his opinien.

Sincerely yours,

JH:he John /Héard




4354 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky,

July 16, 1943,

107 Irving St,,
- Cambridge 38, lass,

Dear lir, Heard:

It was indeed kind of you to write me regarding the
‘cover mentloned in your letter because it is barely
possible that I am not the expert who examined the item,

I only wish that you would have given me more details
regarding the item, what sale it was in, ete,, etc,

I have no recollection of examining any sﬁch en item nor
can I find any correspondence in my files regarding any
queationable cover that was in a Kelleher sale,

The Kelleher sale of Nay 8th, 1943, included "Hewaiian
covers from the colledtion of Leland Powers, Esqge of Boston,
but I have no record of seeing a single item from this sale,
In your 1etter to lirsy EKelleher, dateg June 11, 1943, you .
mention the "Homolulu cover which you sold for me in your
recent sale, Thisg leads me to belleve you referred to the :
sale of May 8, 1943,

Will you please be so kind as to give me further details or
detter still can you send me the cover? If I did examine such

a cover and made an error in my o inien nothing would please me
more than to correct such a mist e. =2

Ianm indeed grateful to you for writing me, and I trust that
you will favor me with an early reply ta thi- letter, ‘

Sincerely yours,




DANIEL F. KELLEHER
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454 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomeas, Ky.

July 21, 1943,

Mre John Heard,
107 Irving St.,
Cembridge 38, Mass,

Dear Vr s Heard:

Mr, Kellaher was kind enaugh to sénd me the anclosed cover
also a letter from Admiral Herris, I had entirely forgotten
the cover when I received your letter, end I couldn't re=-
member having recently seen a cover from a Kelleher auction,

1 now reoall that Admiral Harris sent me the enclosed eover
‘some weeks ago, but I don't recall whether he stated that he
hed obtained 1& in a Kelleher Sale, If he did, the reference
- failed to make any 1mpreasion.

‘-I am absolutely positive that this stamp did nob originate on
this cover, in fact, ite presence on the cover does not meke

 sense, Originally, the cover was sent unpeid with 8 cent® due .

~at New Bedford. Everything about the cover shows that the letter

was not prepaid at Honolulu, Had prepayment been made there in
_December 1867, it would have been marked "Paid" st Honolulu,
Further, bad it been prepaid, either by stamp, stamps, or cash, :
it would not have been handstamped "SHIP" at San Franeiscoe, either
would 41t have been rated ss 8¢ due on delivery, That "8" certainly
was only used when a postage was due,

The stamp has a Sen Francisco ﬁcog” cancelation, So far as I am
aware thig particuvlar killer wag not used to cancel starps ag

- late as Januery 1868,  This evidence is not posltive but only tends
to confirm the evidence presented by the cover itself, to wit, that
- this stamp was certainly not used on this cover,

- did not state thet the cancelation on the cover was not in use
- at San Francisco as of the alleged time of the cover, Such a
‘gtatement eould perhaps be construed as referring to the. postmark,
the "Ship" or the encircled "8," T did state that I didn't bes
. 1ieve that [ his particular type of the "Cog" killer was used at San
Francisco "es late as January 1868 G

I can assure you my. dear Mr, Heard that I have no fdesire to pose
- as an expert or an authority,  Because my good friend, Admirel
Harris, asked my opinion of the cover, gave him the facts as I
saw them, - - e

I doubt very much if any serious student would dispute my opinion
on this 1tem, regardless of the evidence you ecite to the ccntrary




#2, Mr, John Heard, July 21, 1943

I am gincerely interested in turning up covers which have
béen tampered with and exposing them, I would, therefore,
like very much to illustrate this cover in an article and to .
publish all the correspondence relating to same, lay I have
your permission to do this?

Thanking you very mich for calling my attention to this
mattery, 1 remein

Very truly yours,




e

434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

July ‘21, 1943,

Vre Dan'l b Kelleher,
‘7 X"ater Ut.’

EBoston, Mass,

bear Dan; -

Many thenks. £on senddng ns the ‘Sover belonging te Nr.

_ Heard, which I have retwrned to him today,

There is no question but what the 5¢ stamp was not used

- on the cover originally,

I don't know where the ndmiral got the impresaion that

the 5¢ was a G¢ 1867 "gr111. I surely did not suggest

that it was.

Best of luck and & most enjoyable vacation.

-Sincerely yours,
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434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Aug, 3, 1943,

Mr, John Hef‘d,
107 Irving
Cambridge, Mass.

My dear Mr, Heard:
Your kind letter of the 24th received.,

May I assure you that it never occurred to me that you had

any idea . as to who put the 5¢ stamp on the stampless cover,

This thing we call philately is a fine and wholesome avoca=-

tion, and the most ardent of collectors are as a rule a :
fine lot of human beings,

On the fringe there are a lot of rats who prey on the unsus-
pectings I see an awful lot of the crooked work and it is
truly disgusting, I do what little I can to warn collectors
to beware of the fakers and crooks but many collectors have
a good opinion themselves to judge what is good and what is
bad,

I really was not intereésted in how the stamp got on the cover,
and to try and find out who put it on would be & hopeless job,

My good friend Admiral Harris bought this cover, believing it
was genuine and it cost him something like (24,00, The stamp
itself is probably not worth more than a dollar and the cover
as a stampless item, probably about $3.00s So you see if he
had put the cover in his collection without an opinion on 1it,
it would have cost him a twenty dollar bill,

I was positive the stamp was not used on the cover and wrote
him to that effect, When I first examined the cover, the stamp
was tight to the cover, but since then a corner has been lifted
and there are bits of white paper adhering to the stamp,

As to how this stamp got on this cover, I have no idea, but I
can say this, It looks like it was put on the cover by someone

~who had 1ittle knowledge of covers, Here was a stampless cover,

the face of which was well covered., About the only place to
stick the stamp was in the spot where it is, The fact that the
recipient of the letter made a notation across the top did not
deter the person from putting the stamp over this notation, On
the other hand, the person knew which stamp to use, what the pre-
Paid rate would have been, and also that a stamp with a S,F. cog
might" be 0,K, I state might, because I don't believe the "cog"
was used as a killer at the S.F. office as late as Jan, 1868,
However, that is merely my opinion based on my rather extensive
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#2+ Mr. John Heard, Aug. 3, 1943, -

study of the postal markings of the S.F. P,0.

Rather than my former suggestion that I write up this item,
may I suggest the following. Remove the 5/ stamp and send
the cover to Admiral Harris as a stampless cover and tell
him, if he would like to have it for his collection, to send
you a check for whatever it is worth to him. If you do this
you can state that you are doing so at my suggestion. He is
a prince of a fellow and I am sure he will pay you all that
the cover 1is worth provided it is of interest to him,

Regarding the other cover you mentioned with a 10¢ 1857, It

would be impossible for me to express an opinion without a look

at the cover,

If you run across any early covers I would be only too glad
to purchase anything that is fine, rare or attractive,

Sincerely yours,

Returned herewith

the cover discussed
in this letter,
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434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky. :

Mar, 1, 1943,

Mry W, M, Lester,
2010 Bancroft Way,
Berkeley, Calif,

Dear Mr. Lester:

Under separate cover I am returning to you the lot of covers
contained in vours of the 22nd, 1t was indeed very kind of
you to loan this lot to me and I want you to know that I
enjoyed going thru them and duly appreciate your kindness.

In envelope #20, that is sure some letter and it looks‘like
the Captain of the Brother Jonathan had a busy time on hils
trip down from San Franciscq to San Juan del Sur,

I have tracings and records of the great majority of the
markings but there were several in the lot that I had never
seen befcre, Someday, if I can ever find time, I want to
publish an article illustrating all the S.F. postal markings
in my record, because in this way I can probably add the rare
ones which are missing, Here are some comments on various
covers in the lot: . 1%

Envelo - : 4
#1 - Ne%ﬁher were mailed in 8,F, but sent"outside of the mail,"
One to Panama where it was placed in the British mail, the other
to New York,

#2 - I suppose the "56" (July 1, 1850) is 40¢ plus 6¢ sea ar.l
that the 22 (July 15, 1851) 1s 6¢ plus 16¢ sea, }

#4 - I never saw the straight line "Paid 26" before, It is nice.

#6 = I have seen several examples of the "30Q Paid" buf‘I never
before saw the marking with "30." I imagine this is quite
gcarsce, i

#9 « Re - the cover to Bordeaux, this has 35¢, There was no
such a rate, Don't you suppose the original rate was 30¢ and
that the 5¢ stamp has been added? The N.Y, pems with "12"

in combination with the type of French receiving shows that all
that was required was 30¢. :

#12 « This is indeed odd and the only one I have ever seen, It
i1s simply a case where a 3¢ stamp "got by." The Richmond is no
doubt Dec. 15, 1855, end the rate at this time was 6¢, It should
nave been marked "Due 5," that is, 5¢ due for a half rate unpaid,
(half paid, half unpaid). _
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#13 <« Uses in 1872 and 1873, At this time we had no actual
treaty with Prance, hence mail was sent via England., The
prepaid rate was 10¢ and we credited 6¢ out of each 10¢,
leaving us 4¢., Here, on unpaid, we debit G.B. our 4¢ on

each letter, On each letter France collected 12 decimes or
approximately 24¢, The "G.B. = 2F" is a marking that was used
between G.,B, and France and indicated & "bulk" debit of G.B.
to France, not a debit or en individual letter., This N.Y,
p.ms was new to me,

#14 - Very interesting, also a very interesting letter. A
“triple 40¢ rate.

e #lb -« On this the Hawail shore to ghip was paid in cash,

$ 42

" The 58¢ represents 2 X 28¢ plus 2¢ ship fee (at S.F.). In other
‘words, the prepaid rate from S.F., to Hamburg was 28¢ of which
. we credited ?amEErg with 7¢, this the red pencil 14¢ credit,

% , #16 = Very nice and I think this early marking is far from common,

#17 « The black "40" of Sep 1 must be very scarce, Jessup has
one, and the two are the only ones I have seen,

#19 = Very nice. This marking is known on pairs of the 3¢ 1851,
Naturally such items are rare, It is also known on a 12¢ 1851,
This, probably unique,

#20 = Written enroute to Nicaragua and brought back by the Bro,.
Jonathan, and mailed on Febs & at S,Fs The Jonathan arrived on
the 2nd, It was rated as an unpaid rate from S.,F. to Sacramento

" City whereas it should have been rated ag & "ship letter" with
7¢ dve (i.e."regular rate" unpaid) 5¢ plus 2¢ ship fee, Evident-
ly the Captain did not claim his ship fee of 2¢, Perhaps he was
too worn out to bother about pennies after his busy southern

‘ passage.

I never saw the other p.m, with "5," though it surely is not
scarce. :

#21 « Bhis is a late type and I had no record of this one,

I take pleasure in enclosing herewith postage to reimburse you
the forwarding postage.

Again many thanks,

Cordially yours,
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434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Nov, 16, 1942,
Dear Harold:
Regarding cover #382 - I showed this to Richey and while he

certainly did not like the condition he was rather attracted
to the rate and intimated that he might Le interested in it

“under two conditions:

First « If I could clean it up and make the condition more
attractive, :

Second ~ If you would consent to a price in line with condition,
In other words, to mske the price attractive enough to him to
warrant him acquiring a cover which was not in fine condition,
You will recall that the centering of the 90¢ pair leaves much

to be desired as the left vertical perfs., cut the whole left

sides of both stampse A further condition was that I would assure
him the cover was genuine, that the rate was correct,

Now here is what I suggest that you dos I think you sald that
Perry sold this cover to you. If so, I want you to send this cover
to Perry and t ell him that you recently had an unfavorable report
on this cover and to save him any guess work, that the unfavorable
report did not come from Ashbrook. In other worde, I certainly do
not want him to think that I even saw this cover nuch less found
any fault with it. I think you said you paid him $300,00 for it.
Suggest to him that if he agrees that the cover is questionable
would he be willing to refund the price you paid him,

Ask him these questions:

(A) Thy %264 on this letter. (B) What sort of a rate is this,

(C) what are the red pen marks and what do they mean, Tell him that
you read in one of my articles that sueh markings had & meaning and
in a way proved whether a rate was correct or not, Ask him the
probable year of use, and what sort of a marking there was on the
back, And further, ask him if he really thinks all of the stamps
were used on this cover and if so, why?

Now I am going to give you some information regarding this cover,
but I don't want you to breath a word of it to that fathead Perry.
He thinks he has all the answers to all philatelic questions put up
to him but I know damn well he hasn't, If you can sell this back
to him for {300, you won't have to pay me a commission to sell it
for you, Now maybe you didn't get this from Perry, but even if you
didn't be sure and get his opinion on it and make him answer the
questions I suggested, :

Now for the cover itself and I ask {ou to please treat thils informa=
tion confidential, Personally I belleve this cover 1s 0,K., but
there are several points I cennot explain, I think this use was in
March 1865 and I could prove this if I had a list of the 1865 saille
ings, This data I haven't got but I can get it if necessary,

The single rate to the West Coast of Africa was 33¢ up to Jah.l,lsaa,
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after which date it was 22¢, The pen marks in upper left are

"1.,92" and below "8", This 8 indicates that the use was prior

to Jan, 1, 1868 when the single rate was 337/, In other words,

this was an 8 times 33¢ rate or #2,64, This is the asmount of .
postage which is on the cover, 90¢ plus 90¢ plus 30¢ plus 30¢

plus 24¢, What I cannot explain i1s the 192 which is the credit

to Great Britain as her share in transmitting this letter from
England to destination, If we divide 8 into 192 we get 247 or a
credit of one shilling per single rate, This was the English ”
packet rate on certain clasess of mail and I suppose it is 0.K.

The stumbling block is simply this: If we credited G,B., with

24¢ out of each 33¢, it left us only 94. Now note this 9¢ which
was left to the U.S. ' -

The New York postmark reads, "N,YORK « AM, PKT - PAID," This
meant that this letter was carried to Liverpool in an American
packet and for such a service, we were entitled to 21¢ out of
each 33¢. This 21¢ represented 16/ sea carriage plus 5¢ U,S.
internals These rates were fixed in the U.S.-Anglo Treaty in
effeet from 1848 until Jane. 1, 1868, . ~ ‘
Now 1f we were entitled to 21¢ out of each 33¢, why did we only get
97 per each single rate if the credit of $1.92 is correct?

Had this letter been sent "British packet" we would have only been

entitled to 5¢ (our internal) and the dredit would have been 8 X 2sﬁ
or $2,24, 80 you see that credit don't fit either an "American Pkt

or a Britlish packet,

It seems to me that the credit should have been 8 X 12¢ or 96¢, I
cannot figure why it is $1.92, : '

As an example, I am sending you photos of a couple of stampless covers
which were 352 rates to the Capes

I see no reason why there should be any difference in a 3¢¢ rate to
the Cape of Good Hope and a 33¢ rate to Corisco ~ Vest Africa, (Une
less for one reason as I will explain later).

Note these two covers.,

(A) From Boston = Dec 15 Pald., Note the "B,PKT" in this postmark,
meaning British Packet. 3You will note a brown pencil "1" meaning

a single rate - a black pencil "33" < the single rate paid, and &
red "28" the credit to England, Credits were always in red. This
was stipulated in the Treaty. S0 you see on this item, which went
by British Packet from Boston, all that we were entitled to was 5¢
(33 minus 28), This was our §¢ internal, Now note the other cover,

Here we have "New York - Nov 20 - Am, Pkt" - or "by American Packet,"”
thus we were entitled to 16¢ sea plus 5¢ internal or 21¢ per single
rate, This left 12¢ to the British and this "12" credit is in
mgenta.

The question that bothers me is this, If we got 21¢ on this "Amer,
Pkt," cover, why didn't we get 217 on each single rate on your
Corisco coverg Why wasn't the credit on the Corisco cover the same,
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that 1s 12¢ per single or 96¢ for an 8 times rate? Why $1.927
And further, if 24¢ per single rate was credited on your cover,
all we got was 9¢., If we take 5¢ out of this for our internal
(fixed by treaty) we only had left 4¢ for the sea and it should
have been 16¢.

Now here is a nice little puzzle, so see if you can figure it
out, I'd bet my shirt that ponter pigeon Perry would never be
able to figure it,

I am enclos a table of foreign rates as of April 1, 1863,
"Note Africa (West Coast) British Mail," This"‘L'T"""'B‘IEmean , "British

Mail" from Englands Note Cape of Good Hope. "By American Packet -
21¢," meant paid only to land (16¢ sea 5¢ U,S. internal). The
postage from England %o E%e Cepe could be collected at the Cape or Af
letter was fully paild to destination, the full rate was 334, By

British Mail to the Cape, the 5¢ meant that only the U, S. Internal ;
could be pald, balance 28¢ on del ivery,

There is only one "out" that I can see and that is this. The

Britlsh packet rate was 12¢ to a British Colony (Cape of Good Hope)
but to a non-British destination, it was a shilling - 244, Thus :
the credit to Corisco had to be 8 X 24¢ or $1.,92, but this seems silly
because we would have been the goats. In other words, why should

we have been penalized in recelving only 9¢ per single rate (Corisco
cover) instead of 21¢ on a single 33¢ rate to the Cape = "Via Amer,
Pkt" to England? In such cases, the total single rate would have
been 45¢ « tius 21¢ U.S. plus 24¢ British total 45¢, ,

But here again we are up against it becausge 8 X 4b6¢ is §$3.,60 and
there is only 2,64 on this cover, Now this loads to the question
as to whether this cover is genuine or nots It is possible (?) that
this was a stampless cover with (3,60 paid in ecash, a similar item
to the two Cape covers 1 enclose, DO you SuppoOse that this was
originally a stampless cover and that some faker put the stamps on
it and didn't know the correct sum he should apply or entirely dise
regarded this feature? I am not absolutely sure, but if 45¢ was the
correct rate to Corisco instead of 33¢, then my guess is that this was
a pald in cash($3,60) stampless item, in which event the "192" and
"8" would be perfectly correct. Very seldom do I find the credits
to be out of line with the total rates I might say, seldom if ever,
if' the cover is genuine,

From this llttle discussion, you will get a small conception of how
damn complicated this study of foreign rates and markings really is,
Now suppose we see what the Great Sage of the Peachless Orchard will
"have t0 say about this cover.

Yours etc,,

PeS. Please return photos at your convenience,

Se
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November 18, 1942,
Dear Elliott:

It has been ages since I have had time to loock over my accumulations
of covers, none of which are mounted, but the past few days I have
been runnaging, hoping to be able to lay out a®collection for at
least superficial mounting, which should afford me some fun,

Back in 1926 I bought from you a number of high rate covers, My
knowledge of foreign rates is very skimpy and although I have read
various articles on the subject I never had the heart to attempt
this study.

I know that at times there are discussions and disputes over the
genuineness of this or that cover, but none of those you sold me
were ever questioned, Of course, I have never shown them, and I
suppose if I did display them, along would come some gent who would
look at them with a quizzical eye., It seems as though high rate

covers are always objects of suspicion.

In sorting covers I found one bearing pairdref the 30¢ and 90¢, 1861,
with the 24¢, making a total of $2.64 to "Corisco, West Africa,"

At first I thought this was one of those you sold me, but all yours
bear a little apothecary label on the backs, So I pawed through a
pille of old check registers to see if I could trace its origin,
Usually I mark my covers with price paid amd source but with this one
I failed to make any notations.

I now find that I bought this on December 21, 1926, from Robert C.
Munroe, Kingsbury Lane, Longmeadow, Springfield, Mass. I paid him
$250,00 for ite. It must have been a correspondence deal as I don't
recall meeting Mr, Munroe, who is still living, his name appearing in
the last A.P.S. directory.

Perhaps you know him, but I not only do not, but I never heard his
name mentioned as a specialist or student, Therefore I take the
liberty of sending this cover to you for an opinien regarding its
genuineness, Regardless of what it may be I will not communicate it
to Munroe without your permission., If 1t is mot strictly 0.K. I
probably would try to get a refund from him, Of course I am throwing

no doubts or aspersions on him, Sometimes even the "experts" are fooled,

Just offhand it would seem to me that $2.,64 is a pile of postage for
a letter of this size, regardless of where it went to, but as I said
before, my ignorance is deep and profound.

How would this letter require 2,64 postage? I suppose it was

charged at so much per ounce but I have no reference data to

go to for satisfyin% my curiosity. The year date in the London post-
mark looks like "66" but the second numeral doesn't show up., If I
mount it I would like to make a notation as to year of use, What do
you make out, as to the year? On reverse is a marking which I suppose
is London, with the "L" in the center, but here again the year date is
indistinct.

There seem to be two London markings, or rather three., The circle on
face has "MR 17" while the triangle contains "MR 23," and the divided
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circle on the back also says "23-3,"

A couple of years or so ago, at some convention (probably Buffalo)

I listened to three or four men discussing foreign rates, in front

of one of the exhibits, Certain covers were being pointed at, and-

as I recall, there was quite an argument regarding certain pen or

pencil markings., They were debating these marks to try to prove

(or disprove) the reasons for the postage used. After listening wl
a while I was overcome with dryness and went out to the bar for a 3
beer,

On this cover I send you there are some red hieroglyphics at the
left which I suppose should be useful in proving something.,

Similar markings are on the foreign rate covers you seold me, and

I recall your explaining them to me - a lesson I now remember with
the same degree of vividness as the answers to the algebra problems
in high school.

I perhaps would not be so much interested in such markings right now

except to satisfy myself as to the genuineness of the cover. I have |
heard so many arguments after auction sales as to whether this or

that cover was "good," and how certain stamps had been added, etc.,
that I would like your opinion as to whether all of these stamps were
on this cover at the time of its use., You have seen and handled so
many prominent lots of correspondence that I thought possibly yon

knew of thils Mackey mail - and possibly had seen this same cover that
Munroe sold me, If you think the cover is a phony just say so, and you
may rest assured I will not take the matter up with Munroe without

your express permission, I hate to take up your time by bothering you
with these qguestions, but perhaps my efforts to cooperate with you on
the City Despatch Post will somewhat offset my being a pest at

this time, I enclose a stamped return envelope which bears

sufficient postage for a $300,00 valuation, Thanks very much for
poring over this lengthy letter, and for whatever information you

can give me.,

Sincerely
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November 21, 1942,

Dear Harold Brooks,

In my opinion the cover submitted in your letter of the 18th is
100% 0.K. I have known Bob Munroe a long time and he certainly
would sell nothing "Queer" knowingly. Ever since I have known
him he has been with the Merriam people who publish Webster's
Dictionary. His specialties are Hong Kong and St. Helena.

I am getting fed up with smart alecks who condemn any cover which
they don't know enough about to prove is correct, In some instances
there are sufficient markings to show exactly how a cover was handled
and who got how much of the postage, but unfortunately this is not
always true., On the Bissell covers most or all of the manuscript
markings show the amount due the British Post Office and below it

the number of rates if more than one, The postage being divisble by
22 or 28 according to the route by which the letter was carried,

In all probability the West Africa cover was an 8 rate letter at 33¢
per & 0z., so it weighed over 3% and not over 4 ounces - and the

cover looks it. I think the U.S. kept 40c (5c per rate), the British
Post got 8 shillings ($1.92) and Spain or somebody else got 32c.

If Uncle Sam's mail got less than 40c, Spain or somebody else got more
than 32c,

A good many thousand 90c stamps were sold and used, and they had to
be used for postage somewhere, Hence there had to be genuine high
value covers and exceptionally high postage on one piece of mail was
mentioned in the newspapers occasionally, There were many single
letter foreign rates (3 oz) of 30¢ and higher to sbout 75¢, and
letters weighing 1% plus 2 ounces to many foreign post offices took
more than 90c postage.

I well recall an instance where the stamps on a cover did not agree
vith any rate which has been noted in the philatelic press, yet there
was nothing wrong with the cover, Eventually it was learned that the
particular rate actually had been in effect for a short time - just
when the cover was mailed,

.I cannot be absolutely certain, but it is my opinion that the cover
of yours left New York by American Packet on March 4, 1866, arrived
at London on March 17, and the other marks on the front and back
indicate that it left London on March 23,

Perhaps Bob M., will recall something of the history of this missionary

wcover, You need have no hesitancy in asking him and may mention my
name, I do not recall ever having seen any Mackey correspondence and
doubt if Bob ever showed me this cover. I rarely see him altho I have
known him for twenty years or more,

The rarity of the 90c¢c stamps on covers todgy is not due to the small
aumber of such covers, but to the fact that there were many more stamp
collectors than cover collectors in the old days, and the stamps were
taken off and put in collections or dealer's stocks, I have no doubt
that several thousand 90c 1869 were used on letters to foreign countries,
but if a letter was saved, sooner or later the stamp was taken off by a
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collector who needed it for his own collection, or to swap.

Art Hall is coming today to help me finish the last copy and
illustrations (I hope) for the Centenary handbook, The first
galley proofs have come from Stowell and we want to get the

thing completed and off the press p.d. soon, if not sooner,

It is considerably more of a book than was originally contemplated
for issued last August, thanks to your help and that of some other
good scouts,

I'1l see if I can find any more data on West Africa mails and
send it when I return your cover next week,

Always glad to be of service,
Sincerely,

(signed) Elliott Perry




434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Nov, 25, 1942,

Dear Harold:

Herewith the Perry letter, Many thanks, I will keep this
strictly confidential, I was rather positive in my own mind

that Perry wouldn't know anything about this cover and his lettem
certainly bears that out, The fact is there are a lot of things
that Perry don't know anything about but it makes him as mad

as a hornet to have anyone imply that he hasn't all the answers.
As Chase says - Perry's brain rattles., I agree.

I think if I were you I would send the cover to Bob unroe and -
ask him if he can tell you anything about it, If you can get your
money back from him I would advise you to take it because

collectors of the present day are not buying expensive covers unleaa
they know something about them, In Perry's opinion the cover is
100% O.K, yet he can't tell you why it is genuine. What kind of an
opinion is that? There was a 907 1860 cover in the Green lot wiich
was turned over to Doane to sell, I advised Percy to obtain Perry's
opinion, ' Percy did and Perry charged him a stiff fee, Perry wrote
a four page opinien which was just a lot of silly twaddle like the
letter he wrote to you. He didn't know a darn thing about the Green
cover and I proved to Pevcy that he didn't. Result = Percy refused
to include the cover in the sale. Here you have the reason for the
wise-crack in Perry's letter, that he was getting fed up with a leot
of smart Alecks who condemn covers they don't know enough about to
prove corrects That smart Aleck stuff referred to me, Well If I am
getting this fellow'!s goat that is fine because he has been going
around pesing like the fellow who had all the answers for many many
years, 1I'll drive him nuts. before I get ihrough with him,

He stated in his letter that he can't be certain but that 1t 1s his
opinion that the letter leoft lNew York by American Pecket, He
evidently forgot that in the third paragraph of his letter he guessed
that the letter was an 8 X 33¢ rate and that the U, S, kept 407 or 5¢
per rate (8 X B¢), He did not realize the 1neonsiatency_of these two
statenents, i :

If the letter went by American packet then the U, S, received not

only 5¢ per single rate, but also 16¢ in addition for the sea carriage.
The treaty fixed those figures, I suppose Perry is just like all

the balance of the dealers, because in their opinion, all covers are
100% 04K, I, for one, am one of the smart Aleeks who wish to Dbe

shown, Mr, Zareski of Paris made some very clever fakes and it is
serious business when one pays $280 for a fake cover that 1s actually
worthless, That is what Mr, Newbury did in an Emerson sale and I'll
bet ten to one that Perrg would pronounce this particular fake cover
(307 1869) as "100% 0.K." He isn't smart enough to know what is '

Now if you don't want to send the cover to Munroe,send it back to me
and I will remove the stamps (very carefully) and’ under ny qunrtz .
lamp I will see Af I can find any evidence of faking,



#2+ Mr, Harold C, Brooka, Nove 25, 1942,

I could probably sell this cover te¢ Richey but to do s0 I would
have to tell him I think it is O,K., That would be enough for
Sam, Now I don't know whether it 1s good or bad but if you want
an "out" to Munroe, tell him that I "gquestioned" the cover,

I probably knew Munroe in past years but I do not recall him, I
note that he was head of the A,P.S. Board of Vice Presidents when
Chase was President of the A,P,5, back in 1921, :

Going back to Perry, I think 1t is outrageous for him to expreass"
an opinion on something he don't know anything about, He is one of
those "experts" who belleve that they are supposed to have all the
answers, hence instead of confessing that he was not competent to
pass an opinion on this cover he felt called upon to give an opinion
and what was it based on? Not a single fact, This fellow has

been showing quite a bit of animosity toward me lately just because
I have dared to question some of his crackpot theories and opinions,

In the December A,P., soon to appear, he will have an article
"commenting” on my article on the "Preéemieres" in the "Stamp Specialist."
It is not a fair and square review of my article but rather a wige=-
cracking attack on the author, Les Brookman wanted to refuse to run
the article but I insisted that he do so, because I think his remarks
will hurt him far more than they will me., Naturally I will ignore his

- "wiseecracks" and will make no reply in print.

I sent Krug your 3¢ "15 X 18," priced at $100 and he is interested
and asked for the various le'ters and opinions re - same, These I am
sending to him todays

I am returning herewith copy of your letter to Atherton, also the
letter from Ezra, I think Ez is right about the two principal
Conf'ed collectors in New York, Everyone seems to have their number
but I doubt if elther one has any idea of the esteem in whiech they
are held,

Please permit me to ackrowledge redeipt of your letters of the 17th

and 18th and to tell you that I enjoyed both very much, Congratulations
to both lMrs, B. and yourself on your 34th anniversary, On Nov, 17,

1908, I had a baby boy over a year old, so you see I was a bid ahead

~of yous My bubt that sure does seem a long time ago, 'Pauline Frederick -
Warfileld, Scheff, etcs I recall being in New York early in 1908 and

"~ seeing for the first time, "The Merry Widow,"

Thanks Harold for the good advice on the Ward matter. So far I haven't
been "asked" but if I am I dom't know as yet what I will do., Perhaps
I know more about how Ward is considered than you do, and that is the
reason why I wondered if I could afford to be tied up with him in .
any way., < was criticised severely for permitting a tribute I paidto
my o0ld friend Knapp being published in the Souren catalogue of his
sale, and it was rumored that Souren pald my way to the sale, I
o eertainly understood that 1t was Carhart who desired me to go down
and that he paid my fare, not expensess I don't like such acecusations,
I have always beeu friendly with Souren but I have avoided all
business dealings with him,

I have been busy doin% some mounting for Krug, and have some further
work to do for him, Thls includes mounting his 20th Century from
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1920 to date, After I get thru with the Krug lot T had in
mind to start work on a complete mounting job for Hart of
Kansas City but there 1is no hurry about the Hart work,

As to your U. S, lot, I think we have these pretty well weeded i
out and maybe another cheek=-up will enable you to decide exactly
the ones you want to keep and mount permanently, No doubt you
8till have & number that you will decide to throw outs, I don't
think you will have mueh trouble in making a decision on your
Confeds, It should be easy to weed these out 1f you follow a rule
_.to retain only the finést items and let all the rest slide,
Whatever you decide to do you know darm well that I will help yvou
in any way that I can,

Don't worry about the Perry eplsede. Of course it would be most
embarrassing if he ever found out that T suggested you send the °
cover to him, You need have no fear on this and we will elose the
book on it, : : -

I haven't been able to do anything so far on the Californie letter

- sheets or the valentine cover but I am trying, So many friends,
write me that they can't afford to buy stamps now, on account of
taxes, etec, I think there is a chance that we may have more of this
trend as the months pass, hence I would be careful about putting
things in an aunction to be held two or three months hence, Don't
you agree? '

How is Mrs., Brooks? Our best regards to you both;

Sineerely yours,
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Fort Thomas, Ky.

July 19, 1943, o VR
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Dear Nr, Souren: PR orisSCo

I am enclosing herewith a cover which belongs to Harold Brooks, *
It is an item I wish to purchase from him provided I can sate

isfy myself as to whether it is genuine or not. I thought pere
haps you would like to see this item as I think it is en ex~
tremely interesting problem, I am hoping that you can be of

some assistance to me in ite solution.

You will note it is a $#2,64 rate to "Corisco - West (Coast of)
Africa, The year date of the London p.m, on face is not legible
but I believe that it is "63," Note Liverpool marking on back,

I think the numeral in the lower right is a "3," as the British
"3" was more like what is left of this numeral than any other 4
ficure, Note the bottom of the "3" above, Granted that the use
was New York "Mar 4 1863" we find that the officially quoted

rate to West Africa" by British Mail at that time was 33¢ per
single rate, The total sum paid of $2,64 was thus 8 times 33,
and this seems to be confirmed by the "8" under the 192,

Up to this point everything about the cover seems to be 0.K, I
cannot find any indication that all five stamps did not actually
originete on the cover nor <can I find any indication that there
were other stamps on the cover or less stamps than appear at
presente The cloth lined envelope indicates a heavy rate and
the créases also indicate bulky enclemree, So far as goods

What is wrong, is the sum of the credit, the $1,92, If this letter
went American Packet why was §1,92 credited to the British? Why
did we keep only 72¢ out of thé total $2.642 A sum of 72¢ for the
UsSe P,0,Dy would only be 8 X 9¢, whereas we were entitled to

8 X 214 or $1,68 by American Packet, or 16¢ sea plus 5¢ internal on
each rate, Had the letter gone by Cunard ship (British Packet)

the credit would have been (2,24 ( 8 X 28) and we wonld have ree
tained only our 5¢ internal, or 8 X 5¢ = 40,

Covers with pairs of the 907 1861 are extremely rare, in fack, I
can't recall when I have seen quite as nice a combination as fne
enclosed and if I can satisfy myself that it is 0.,K. I certainly
do not want to miss the opportunity of acquiring 1it,

But that $1,92 does not make sense as 9¢ for the U.S, per sl ngle
rate would be absurd, It would not in any way pay the 1l6f sea and
5¢ internal,

' What is your opinion as to what is wrong?

I think you will perhaps welcome the opportunity to study this
little problem, .
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#24 ¥Mr, Y, Souren, July 19, 1943,

I considered the possibility that the use might have been after
Jan, 1, 1868 at which time the rate was cuf to 22/, Now 22

goes into 264 exactly 12 times, but the "8" under the 192 shows
an eight times rate, not a 12 times rate, and besides on such a
rate the British would have been entitled to a credit of 12 X 1l2d.

Brooks purchased this cover back in 1926 from Robert C. Munroe

a former Vice President of the A,P,S, and a man who enjoys a fine
reputation, I think that Munroe Told Brooks that the cover came
to him in an original find,

Sincerely yours,

PyS,==I might add that I have no record of the sailing of an

"Americen Packet" on Mar, 4, 1863 from New York.

SaBeh,

¥re. Y, Souren,
394 Park Ave.,
New York; N.Y,



PHONE PLAZA 3-6077

Y. SOUREN

POSTAGE STAMPS FOR COLLECTORS
394 PARK AVENUE
BET. S3RD AND S54TH STS.
NEwW YoRK, N. Y.

July 28, 1943,

Stanley B. Ashbrook, Egq.
434 South Grand Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky,

Dear Mr. Ashbiook:

Mr, Souren showed me the cover with the pair of 904 1861 etc. and your letter in
regard to it, I examined the cover, with him, and as fer as the use of the stemps
on this cover is concerned, the facts are clear.

You have reised & very interesting point in regard to the credit on the cover, and
I think I have & reasonable explanation of it.

This cover was cancelled in New York on March %, 1863 and has a London arrivel stamp
of March 17th, 13 days, which was averaze time in those years., Six days later, on
March 23, it received a Liwerpodl trensit merking on its dispatch to West Africa,
While the cover is directed "via Fernando Po", I do not find any record of a British
Postal Agency established there until 1874, At any rate, it went to West Africa by
British Mail.

The British had & practically exclusive monopoly on the West African mail routes at
that time and thed¥ regulerly established charge was,the basic rate of & shilling,
Now the $1.92 credit is exsctly equel to 8 shillings, At the time this cover was
mailed the rate to England was 24¢ per % 0z, so & letter of 4 oz, addressed to Eng-
land would have required $1,92 postege, end if sent by Americen packet, we would
Heve received $1.68 end the British credit would be 24¢.

With a British monopoly on the West Afficen mails, and their well known domination
of the ocean mail routes, it hardly seems logicel that they would have been satis-
fied to follow the postal treaty on routes which they served exclusively. The his-
tory of the ocean meils shows too many instances of their "hold-up" to keep the
ocean mails running profitably for them, We know the facts of the postel conventions
es far as ordinary uses are concerned and the $1,92 credit on this cover cannot be
reconciled to those facts. But we do not know whether there were exceptions to that
treaty on certein routes.

w~Here is & cover mailed to one of the most out of the way places in the world...a
tiny islend off the West African coast, The U.S. took it 3000 miles &across the At-
lantic, and then the British took it about another 3000 miles, over & route in which
they had no compefition, It looks to me, that in such ceses as this, the British
insisted that they were to receive the basic shilling rate, and the cover is so cred-
) ited.

I think that if I were you, I'd look Dbehind the postal conventions end see whether
there were any peeferences given to the British on certein routes. I think you'll
find them, or if they are not specific, you'll pr obably find that the British took
their shilling ocean meil rate on any pretext whatsoever. This explanation certainly
fits this cover, and I've seen other covers which can be explained the same way.

Sincerely,
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July 28, 1943,

Stanley B, Ashbrook, Esq.
434 South Grand Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky.

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

I am sorry to be so long in replying to your letter of the 19th, but I have be'en
away from town until this morning and your letter has been in the safe awaiting
me,

The only reason I asked you about the 904 single on cover was because I recently LeT
had the privilege of seeing the whole Nixon correspondence, which contained a num- 2873
ber of similar covers, together with a great deal of other interesting material, 7
Mr. Behr had a note that you reised some question about the cover, but when he First
returned from showing the lots there was no time to check on it, and it was with- Knaw
drawn from the sale without prejudice,

Today, your inquiry about Lot #252 from the recent Mercury Stamp Co. sale came
in, I bought the lot for $50. I think you might like to see it and enclose it
herewith., I bought it for my own collection and had no intention of selling it
but if somefone thinks more of it than I do, the price is $250.00; so you cen
see that I really don't care to sell it,

Now, about the cover you sent with the pair of 90¢ 1861 and other stamps, It is
a highly interesting piece, end certainly a rare combination. The physical char-
acteristics are sufficient to prove it, beyond any doubt, and, regardless of your
discussion of rates and credits, I consider the cover to be a gemitne use, on &
basis of the physicel cheracteristics; and I heve exemined it very carefully from
that point of view,

When it comes to & discussion of rates, it is necessary to consider that this let-
ter was mailed during war time and we have no way of knowing Jjust what regulations
were in force, or whether the covers were correctly marked.

I showed the cover to Mr, Behr, with your letter, and he hes made en explenation
which can be made to fit this cover, I asked him to write to you and tell you what
~he thinks. I don't went to be involved in & question of opinion., My examination of
the cover is on & different basis altogether and I am satisfied that it is the

right thing,

With kind personal r egards, I em,

Sincer;]iy yours,
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. 454 South Grand Aves,,
5* Fort Thomas, Ky.p.

Augl 5 1945 .
Mr, Y, Souren,

594 Park AVQ.
Rew Yerk 22, N.Y;

'Dear N, Sauren-“

- St e,

».Yours of the 28th received; I am réturning hérewith th9290¢ 73
ity AOOX, On plece of cover and I want to thank you for the loan ' -
y ~-ef same, : For some’ timeé I. have been. oompiling & record ol

covers and. singles of the Sen Yrancisco "cog cencels" and. up._

%0 this time T have been able to classify all items I‘have

‘saen into throe distinct types, as per the enclosed diasram. '

. Never before have I run across a type sgimilar to the one on

the enclosed 907 1861, This shows a use of "July 30, 1862,"

~ ‘end if this typa was actually used I fail to understand,why 1€

is searce because 1t surely muet be if I bhave never been aole

'ff”to recowd an example.

Will you Ye so kind as to esll thls to lre ‘Bohnis attention and

2. 4F he can show me & duplicate I would be greatly. pleased to saa
" 4t, : There may have been more than three types of tuis "cog" -

, ‘~'fkiller, pernaps there was, bLut if so, it seems Hore likely Ehét

J:.any additional. uvpes wovld be of the '16 coga rathar fhan the .
~-one with "14 coga. o , ST e

. Iu this conn=ctlon thape was anoth@r lot 1n the Nercury Sala,
i This was 8- -904 1887 with-a SyP, "cog" cancelation, It might : i
~» interest-you .to know that my 1ateat record of use of the "cog" as
- 'g-cancelation on regular stemps is Jan g :
‘ecover-in the ¥napp S8lgs I = wondar'

1867,
g '1r‘
of & later uses  In later’ years: the cag" was used £o canoei

.9 Tl is8 waa a

"Po«tage Due SUamps.,

' mPlease accept ny tnanks for tha photosraph of the Brocks cover >

showing . a rate of $2,64 to West Africa, also lts safe return.‘

% - Will you also thank Wieg: Behr ?or ‘his Kind letter.v-

= SR

 With ’kindest regardz ik

2 b2 agree with you that this oover 18 probably genuine, that- is, no:w}‘
' faker has changed its original sthatus. If so, I have not heen :

able to discover any evidence, 1 am inclined to believe that en
error was made in the credit aarking whereby we credited Greab '

- Britain 247 on each vate of 53¢, This only left the U. 5. 9¢-on

each single rate, which was 1nsufficient for the U. Sa dcmeatia

—‘and sea. carriage to England-=

 51ncerély yOQ?S}

Behr hag a redbfdﬁfg'ff]~
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434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Feb, 25, 1943,

Dear Doc:

Please note the enclosed cover., The 1¢ 1851 is a Plate
One Early indicating a use in July 1852 but the 3¢ did
not look like an 1852 color. Simpson thought the 3¢ was
20R2L, but he wasn't sure.

If this use was prior to 1856 then this cover must have
been a Prepaid Way. If it was 1856 then it might have
been a prepaid carrier in Boston,

What do you think it is?

X

_ Tonely ;Y
Plan St . y "
I B I e o e
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454 South CGrand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

June lst, 1943,
Deer Doc:

Herewith the two covers as per yours of the 20th, Both of these
are unusual, :

First, the cover to Halifax, Here is a letter dated New York

Sepe 16, 1851, It waes not placed in the N,Y, P,0s but mailed

direet with mail agentsy The rush was to cateh the Cunard ship out
of Boston, Note the Halifax P,lMs on back, Sep 19 proving this

went by ship, Very close comnections and gosg Time for that period,
Naturally the 8¢ was only the rate to Bostons, The "5" was the sum
due in Halifax as you surmised, I really don't know when it was that
5¢ was required on this Ocean Mail to Halifex, I have a photograph
of & cover similar to yours, dated Boston August 1854 with a 3¢ 1851
tied by the Boston Paid in grid, It hes the same black "5," We see
guite a fow 5¢ 1856 used from various eastern oities to Halifax, so
the ehances are that 5¢ was first required in 1856, that is, "By
Cunard Ships," out of Beston and New York, We also find such covers
with the 54 1857, i )
Regarding the other cover, I believe this is O,Ke and that the 5¢
stemp originated on the cover, I never saw such & late use of en
item of this kind but I know of no reason why it should not be

-perfectly zood, All markings are Canadian, which means that the

letter was prepald in Canada to destination, We ean only guess as to
whether the 3¢ stamp was recegnized or not, In other werds, the

- writer put the 3¢ on the letter, but it was not recognized and he had
%o pay the full rate of ten cents or & pence, or, the 3¢ was reco ed

and the writer only had te pay 77 In wy opinion, the cover woulc be
perfectly 0.Ke as a prepaid stampless without the 3¢ 1851 In my :
opinion, it is pure guess work as to whether the 3¢ wes recognized er
not, What do you think?

When I first ran across the other Halifax cover (Mentioned above) I
thought that the 3¢ was 0.K, because the letter originated in Boston
and was put on the Cunard ship at Boston, I had the idea that 5¢ was
required from any other place, but I have never seen one of the 5¢
rates paid by a 37 and a pair of 1¢f or by five 1¢, so I suppose 5¢
was not reguired until 1855 or 1866, -

With best wishes,

PeSy==Re = the "J, 8§a1t1.“ The type error may have been typogra-

phicals, Doubtless wase Our joint article on the 1l0¢ 185557
appeared in the A,P, along about 1920, In that artiele we suggested
the new types I, II, III, IV and V, Your saile was in may 1925,

‘I made a photo of the cover and will send print later, I forget the

Swiss town, I have a friend in Cineinnatl, who is a Swiss and quite
a student of Swiss stampse I'll ghow him a print,

Se



i i
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Y 434 South CGrand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky,

Nov. 3, 1943,

DP. ‘.’\"J.n. E" Lamb’

327 Main St.,

Hamilton§ Ohio.
"

Dear Doctor:

I am peturning the two covers herewith as per yours of
the lsty - I seldom express an opinion on freasks, hence
beg to be excuseds Regarding an opinion on the Black
Jéek split, I might add, however, that this was a
"Drop Letter" thru the Woodbury, Conn, Post 0ffice,
apparently in 18664 ' The Grop rate (sealed) at this
office was 1 in 18G6,.

Regarding the other item; my opinion ls'that 1t 1s genmiine,
Covers: from Veneguela, Via St, Thomas at this period are

well ¥neon and Treguently bear a 104 1881 and a D,W.I, stamp,
While T have no knowledge of D,W,1, stamps, my opinion 1s
that thls copy is g£enuine and no doubt wus: s shown on the
COvVer, o

My fee for the opinion on this cover (s 19400 plus return
postagey: If this cover l1s for sale T\ would bg/interested
in buying it at a fair price, be

I“have had po little experience with unusod sbtamps, I have
never had occasion to attempt any method of preserving the
gom on specimens stuck tight to Llbum pagess Al present 1
have a superb block of nine 30% Columbians stuck tight to an
album page on account of dampAess, also some very fine singles
of this issue. I am investifating at present a safle method

of removing them intect ang/ il successful will be glad to

pass the information on tg you, :

Very truly yours,
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454 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dec. 29, 1943,

Dr. “im. B. Lamb.
327 Hain St.,
Hamilton, Ohio.

Dear Doctor:

Re « yours of the £7the The Knapp covers were cquite fine,
the D,W,I, stamps being tied tight to the covers, whereas
your stamp has only a small pert of the corner tied,

My guess would be that this would make & tremendous
difference in value, I would not be interested in your
cover at any price like the one mentioned in your letter,
I think the value of your cover 1is simply a 10¢ 1861 on
cover plus an unused copy of the D,W,I, stamp, Can you
figure otherwise?

Sincerely yours,



/“l\\

YOU HAVE A FRIEND IN THE BUSINESS !

" A MEMO FROM —

116 Nassau St.
NEW YORK CITY

Tel. BEekman 3-3524
23 March 1943.

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

The enclosed cover isn'st
rare, by any meens, The markings are common.
But it has brought about so much discussion
in my office among cover collectors who dis-
agreed on various factors that I thought it
might possibly be an apt subjp ¢t for one of
your quizzes. If you would like to photo-
graph it for such a purpose, you are welcome
to.

Some of the questions that
’ came up about it, (and I admit that I can &
answer all of them) are:

Who put the stamp on? Havana, Portsmouth, or
even Boston?

Where was the Bteamphip 10 applied? Havana or
Portsmouth?

,Did the Cahawba go direct from Havana to Ports-
mouth, and the cover fiest touch
the mails at Portsmouth, or was
it carried out of the mails to
there?

" Did the ship captain collect a fee, and where?

No doubt there are meny morae

® Downtown New York's Largest Personal Service Stamp Dealer @
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that can be asked and that may develope some
interesting replies. If you wish to use it,
go ahead. ,f you don't consider it worthy of
LW Jjust return it at your convenience, envel-'
ope enclosed herewith.

Very truyy yours,




434 South Crand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

March 29, 1943,

Mr. Herman Herst, Jr.,
116 Nassau &t.,
New York, N.Y.

Dear Wre. Herst:

I am returning herewith the cover you enclosed in yours

of the 25rd, It certainly is an interesting item and I was
glad to see its The whole story would be quite simple if

it wasn't for the 3¢ stamp and especially for the Portsmouth,
NeHe postmark, Without these, then it would be simply a
letter from Havena brought into New YVork by a ship of the
regular U, S, Mall Line =and rated at 10Z due on delivery in
Boston,. :

I believe that the "Steamship 10" was applied at New York,

In fact, 1 think I could prove that 1t was, ' New York had
three types of this handstamp, 2ll messuring 28 XM and all
three slightly different. They wére prircipally:on mail -from .
Cuba brovght to New Zork by the ships of the regular iall Line,
This. pesticuler merking I ceil Type "A" ‘and 4t has certain
"flaws" that identify it. I have quite & number of examples
to prove the flaws of various yeers of use, I enclose & cover
showing a ucse in May 1858, . You can compsre 1t with your cover
and no doubt you will agree thalt both arec from the same hande
stamp, d

You:will note that the letter is reuted "per Cahawba," I don't
know nmech sbout this ship execept that 1t was a gteamshlp and
that in 1854 the P.V.¢, made a special arrangemént with the
"ovmers" of the "“teamers Blaek Warrior and Cazhawba" to convey
mails semi-monthly between New Yerk anéd Havana and New Orleans
and Hevana at 2¢ per letter. I suppose the Cahawha was on the
New York run ancd the Blsck Warrior on the New Orleans run,
Evidently this same errengement was gtilll in effect in 1858,

"Steamship 10" meant a U, S, contract maeil ship, hence there
would have been no "ship fes" on such a letter,

As a guess, I think the writer applied the 3¢ stamp in Havana,
This weas freguently done though 1llegal, with mail from Cuba,
South Américs, Mexico and the Indics, the writer in this case ine
tending to send the letter privetely to NWew York and mailed

there at the regular 3¢ domestic rate, 4

It looks to me like the letter might have been zent to Fortsmouth,
Ne¥. by error from New York, instead of to Boston, and at Fortse
mouth if was postmarked and sent to Bostong On the othe hand,

if the 3¢ stamp was on the letter when it reached llew York why




‘_ #2+ Mr, Herman Herst, Jr., March 290, 1943.

was the letter rated "Due 10" at that office instead of

"Due 72" We frequently see such mail with a 3¢ stamp and

rated as "Due 7" at New York., But if there was no 3¢ stamp

on this lettor when it reached New York who sppplied 1it?

Why should Portsmouth do s0? I doubt if strangers in those
' days were putting 3¢ stamps on other peoples mail,

I think there 1is little doubt the "Steamship 10" was a New York
handstamp and applied at that office, I don't think these
markings were applied eboard the mail ships as there were too
many mail ships and not enough individual handstamps, I have
made quite a bit of study along this line because some writers
insisted these mérkings were applied eboard the ships.

I simply cannot account for the Portsmouth postmerk on this
cover unlese as steted above the letter was sent by ervor to
Portsmouth instead of Boston, If the "Cahawba" was under cone
tract to carry U, 8, mails and was being paid 2¢ per letper by
the P,0s Ds he could not legelly collect an extra Tee, 'Besildes
"Steamship 10" was not applied to ordinary "ship letter" ‘maill,

T donft have anything teo do with the great Sage of the Philatelle

Pesch Orchard down in vestfield, WeJe, since he has substituted

me for Needham as a target for a lot of damn foolish and mentally

111 sarcastic remarks, but if he is as all wise as hée pretends to
} be perhaps he covld explain this cover. : ,

I confess I cannot, but if anybody can, I'll be only too slad
to learn, ;

hanksa,







454 South Crand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Oct 3 29’ 19430

Mr, G. V, Luerssen,
Muhlenberg Park,
R.D. #2’

Reading, Penna,

Dear Mr, Luerssen:

I am returning herewith the two covers as per yours of the 25th,
these being lots 525 and 527 in the recent Laurence & Stryker
sale of the Babecock collection.

I regret to inform you that in my opinion, both of these covers
are fraudulent, that is, the stamps which are now on the covers
were not used originally.

First, the cover to Hong Kong with a 24¢ and 10/ 1869, On the
reverse of this cover is the New York postmark in red, reading,

"Wew York Paid All -« Apr 24 - Br, Transit.," The London postmark
shows -"My 69." In my epinion, this cover was actually used on
these dates, .that is, no change has been made in the year date "69,"

The Eencil figure "1" shows that the letter was a single rate, and
the "32" beneath the London postmark is the U, S, credit to the
British Post 0ffice of 32¢. If only 34¢ was prepaid originally and
out of this sum 32¢ was paid the British, then all that the U, S,
P,0sDs would have received would have been 2¢., On such mail to
China, via British mail from England our share was 10Z, hence the
original postage must have been 42¢ and possibly prepaid by a 30¢
1861 and a 12¢ 1861, Such mail usually bore these two stamps,

There were two rates to Hong Kong via London at this time in 1869;

(1) British Mall via Southampton 347, On such mail our eredit to

the British was 24¢. (2) To England and thence Via Marseilles, to

Hong Kong, 427/, The credit on such mail was 32¢, It will be noted
that the letter was originally routed by the former but 1t was not une
usual for the postal clerks to suggest a change in such routings in
order to obtain better time in transmission,

If you will refer to the S.,U.S. you will find "April 24 1869"
opposite the listing of the 24¢ 1869, This is Supposed to be the
earliest known use of the 24¢ stamp and such a date was taken from

s entical cover some years ago before it was reallzed that the
cover was not genuine, Therefore, the date in the catalogue is an
error,

As I have repeatedly stated, genuine covers with the 24¢ 1869 are
quite rare, hence my record of early uses (genuine) is rather small
and does not include any as early as even May or June of 1869,

{ Second, regarding the 30¢ 1869 cover., The use ig supposed to be |
{ [




#2+ Mr, G, V, Luerssen, Oct. 29, 1943,

from New Orleans on "Mar 31 1870.," The U, S.-French treaty exe-

pired on Jan., 1, 1870, and a new treaty was not signed until 1874,
During this period arrangements were made to forward mail, Erofaid §
to destination in France thru London, and thence by British mail under

the "terms of the Anglo-French Treaty."

The "6" in the "New York Foreign Exchange postmark" shows a credit

to the British of 67, hence 1 ¢ was originally prepaid on this -
letter one wonders why the U.S. P,0.D. retained the large sum of 24¢
for its internal rate, If this use was in March 1871, or 1872 or 1873
(for example) and the cover had a 107 Bank Note, then all of the mark-
ings on this cover would be in order with the exception of the black
cancelation which purports to tie the stamp and the red orange en-
circled "PD" which also purports to tie the stamp. Both of these are
fraudulent. I am enclosing a photograph of such a 10¢ rate cover, a
use in April of 1872, You will note the same red New York postmark
with the 6¢ credit (6¢ out of 10¢ was correct, not 67 out of 30¢), the
same type of London marking, the same general type of French receiving,
reading, "Angl - Anb - Calais" and a large red encircled "PD," A,
combination ol these three types of markings was used between July
1870 and July 1874 on single rates to France with rates of 10¢.

In other words, this cover originally was probably a 10¢ Bank Note
cover, similar to the photograph, and the 10¢ stamp was removed and a
| 304 1869 substituted,

Further there was quite a bad fold in the folded letter and in the
substitution the present 30¢ stamp was "bent" in accordance with the
fold but this bend was never a fold and the stamp is undamaged, An
examination of the fold beneath the stamp shows the effect on the
folded letter sheet.

I am sending a copy of this letter to my good friend Mr. Robert
Laurence, o i i B i S

My fee for the examination and opinion on these two covers is $10,00.

Sincerely yours,






434 South Grand Ave,,
A 2 Fort Thomas, Ky.
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- Oct. 30, 1943,

Mr, Earl Antrim,
1407 Second St. South,
Nampa, Idaho.

Dear Mr, Antrim:
Herewith the three covers as per yours of the 23rd,

You are quite right, your No. 1 is a "between the Lines"

item though there is no evidence that it was carried thru ¢
the Lines by the Adams Express, though I believe the chances

are that it was, The letter is dated New Orleans, Aug. 2,

1861, which 1s quite a late date for such mall, The Loulsville
postmerk is August 17, which is indeed late., President Lincoln's
proclametion was dated Aug. 10, 1861 (forbidding the transmission
of mail), The ebsence of the Adams Express markings indicates

that the Express Company feared to use their markings because of
the New Orleans origin,

Re - your No., 2+ The Emerson markings on the back do not mean

a thing and in my opinion the cover itself is not a "Blocade coveri
sinply because it does not show that it originated elsewhere but

at Nassau in the Bahamas, From Nassau it was carried over to

Havana where it was placed on board a U, S. Mail Steamship.,  The
gingle rate from Havana to New York was 10¢s The pencil encizcled
"2" meant a double rate, hence 20¢ of which 8¢ was paid in stamps

and 147 was dué, The letter was brought into New York and forwarded
on to Boston where 1l4¢ was collected from the addressee, A cover
like this should not be worth more than §5.00 as it 1s really nothing
more than a "N.York Steamship" cover, which are by no means scarce,

Your #3 is a four times rate from Havana to New Orleans in February
1864, It is similar to the above except that it was totally ungaid
and 4 X 10¢ was due on delivery in New Orleans, The "Steamship
here meant the same as the "N.,York Steamship,” via, that the
"origin" of receipt of the letter was by U. S, WMail steamshilp,

That is, a ship under Government contract to earry the U, S, Mail
over a Government Mail Routes -

If you do not mind may I give you a bit of advice, learned thru
years of experience in this game, Be careful of what you buy and
if in doubt on any cover of value have it authenticated, It 1ls not
wise to buy real estate without a thorough examination of the title.

How odd that you should own the cover of whiech I sent you a photoe-
graph, I tried to buy your cover from Sampson, It is an awfully




#2, Nr. Earl Antrim, Oct. 30, 19435,

nice item,

My fee for the above is $5,00, I'll be only too glad to
give you advice on any items offered to you and will be glad
to submit any items that I think might interest you.

Sincerely yours,

PeS,==If you are interested in covers you should have a copy
of my book on the 1¢ 1851-1857 - Vol. 2. Have you by chance a
copy? Also have you a copy of my ookt on the 10¢ 1855-1857,

SeBeAs
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454 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Octe. 19, 1943,

Mr, Eerl Autyrim,
1407 Second St. South,
Nampo, Idaho.

Dear Sir:

I am in receipt of your letter of the 26th, From time
to time I have some nice Confederate items placed in

my hands for sale and I will keep your inquiry before me
in case anything unusual turns up,.

Recently I dlsposed of some very nice Prisoner of War
covers, Would such items intereast you?

I have a very beautiful "American Letter Express" cover,

As you are no doubt aware these are extremely rare, This
one is a 3¢ U, S, Star Die envelope with the cireular mark-
ing in blue "Am, Letter Exp. Co. - Louisville, Ky, =~ July

7 1861," So far as I am aware, this is a first day cover
of this service, The cover 1s addresgsed to Nasﬁ&I%le, Tenn,
and in addition, 4t has a blue "PAID."

I am enclosing a photo of & similar item from the same
"Knowles" correspondence,

The price of this item 1is §125,00,
Thanking you for your letter, I am

Sincerely yours,




4354 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

October 19, 1943,

Mr, L. Le Shenfield,
250 Park Ave.,
New York, N.Y.

Dear Larry:

Please note the encloseds I never
heard of this party and I do not find
him listed as an A,P.S¢ member, Is

he 0,Ke? If so0o, is he a piker or a
substantial buyer? I have no time for
the former,

Will appreciate your commnent.

Sincerely yours,
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lge"‘ ‘ 3 34-36 State St.,
. ‘ .. t‘
er@ pec. 30, 1946
©
pr. Carroll Chass,

RoDe #1,
uilford, Hew Hampshire.

Desr Doctor Chasae:

Studentes of e one-sent 1851-7 ilssue of
United Ststes sbtewps have bean sesrehing for years for
definite evidence that the plste thres stenps were
issued in perferated comlition. ione have ever been

reported to wy knesledga,

Ithamww&-.wmbbwt,
#ho haz sn office near mine, that you =lso would be
um?ham.mmﬁmmldhahdu
it proaptly with your verification or commsents.

Eaclosed {by registered mail) you will find a
porfercted atsup from plate throe on entive cover, Tala
is Blod on with pestererk Albany, Sept. Toh, The year ias
m 33 ¢3tablishad the lstier i:side dated YV Sapt,

iz a 11, relief with color, film
ad mezuaz'&m stic of plate - Bt hongh

ent fras the mdnnmﬁlthfmum and

portions of adjscent stawps, couplete at bottom ué

mtﬁlg on twe sides., CFortions of the adjscsnt atamps
ef A atukmandpuuﬁotmi Oh COTIOn

on plate ihree on Although the cutuing
ef the stamp is unfor “,L-h(n habit sbfil in practice on
account of the short time perfersted atamwps hed been in
mhn it affects the condition of otierwise 2 well centered
It is fortunate in that 1t ts more definite
“of the plate and position of ° sopy, which other-
wiss might not D9 20 easlly verifiad,

There are 4dculle transfeor indlcation, Thare A
are plate marks in the right margis locluding in particulsr
a distinet dot eumug approxiaaiely lau frow the top
right ornanent. spacing from side ormsment ot up
2? t, to M A wnau- on adjiscent 009:

la at the laft tho ospacing o Cpmlol l‘l.
This corresponds to reported spac .ahnlq Ashbrook
for the 9th row in the right pens of viate three. o
stamps on plates §1 or §2 sould have such apacing.




aBe

: Would you be able to identify more closely
the plate position of this copy. I am enclosing a self-
addressed envelope and postage to cover the cost of the
return by reglstered meil of thls cover, Flease return
this as soon as possible, es there may be others who
would 1ike to zee it. I am sending a copy of this letter
to Mr. stenley Ashbrook and Mr.Clarence W. Eraszer.

You nmay elso be glad to Lear of some other
pew items, You =may recall that I wrote you and Wr. Ash-
brook about a cocy of 2 Philadelphia carrier cancel on
a late use of the imperforate (#4RTlate) alsc 2 Mmte
use of 8 red peid fon #4 RT sarly) similar to cuneell-
ation used on the H, Y. Tostmaster 1845,

1 nave found a brigat green canceilation of
St, Joseph, ¥o.. that tles to & cover s plate eleven relief

& {type I1IIA) copy.

1 wrote Yr.Asbbrook about an uncsacelled (dam~
sged) strip of three attached te a cover (that evidently
ha’ not gcno through the mail), These are #7IR 12, 72,
12 and 75 R 12. They show thet 7I1R 12 is 2 major double
transfer very similar to the double tramsfer in 72k 12.

I do not know that any of thbese had beean
reported elsevhere rreviously execept that Mr.Ashbdrook
replied that he had besn able to see an umsed bloek
showiag the 7IR1Z copy.

I would like to know if any of these five
items have ever beem previously reported,

Iours sincerely,

Richard S. Platt
Port Orange Stamp Club ,(Pres.)

Albany, N. Y.
ee: Mr.Clarence “,Srager,
415 lLexiungton ave.,
Hew York City. /
ec: lir.9tanley B, Ashbrook,

Fort Thomae,
Rentucky.



34-36 State St.,
Albany, N. Y.
February 18, 1947.

Mr. Stanley R. Ashbrook
Fort Thomas, ' ‘
Kentucky.

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

On December 30, 1946 I forwarded
you a copy of a letter that I wrote to Dr. Chase,
copy of which is enclosed, also copy of Dr. Chase's
reply.

I will be pleased to forward to you
copy of the cover referred to from Plate 3, if you
would like to see it.

Any comments from you on this or
the other four items mentioned would be appreciated.

Sincerely yours,

RSP:Q ' R.S. Platt
Fort Orange Stamp Club (Pres.)

Albany, N. Y.



Feb., 20, 1947,

¥r. Re Ss Plﬂtt.
54-56 State 8t.,
Albany, N.JY.

Dear ¥Mr, Platt:

In reply to your letter of the 18th, I
will be glad to look at the atamg mentioned, but
my fee for examination would be (5.00, same to
accompany the stamp.

I am returning the coples of letters that
you so kindly enclosed,

I cannot imagine why you communicated with
the Proof and Issay Prazer. He would be about as
capable of passing on such an item as I would on
the stamps of Afghanistan,

Sincerely yours,



STANLEY B. ASHEROOK
A.P.S. 2497
100 HENRY COURT
FT. THOMAS, KY.




34-36 State St.,
Albany, Nia Y o
February 25, 1947.

Dear Mr.Ashbrook:

I have your interesting letter of February
20th in reply to my communication to you in regard to
the perforated stamp from plate 3.

There seems to be a misunderstanding on your
part and on the part of Dr. Chase in regard to the fact
that I wish you to verify my findings as to whether or
not this is a plate 3 perforated stamp.

There 1s no doubt in my mind as to the £
authenticity of my findings in this respect. However,
there have been several people who have been interested in
seeing this copy and I thought that you might 1like to look
at 1t inasmuch as no similar copylms ever been reported.

Your excellent volume on the 1851-1857 issue
has made it possible for a collector who has worked on
this issue, as I have, to determine without question in
this case that the copy must come from plate #3.

I recognize the fact that you are without doubt
still the outstanding authority on the one cent 1851-57
issue, but I was not looking for any free advice, 1 merely
thought that inasmuch as you are still recognized as the
out-standing authority on this issue that you would be
interested in seeing and knowing about this and seveml
other interesting items in this issue which would come
more or less under the heading of new discoveries.

Your remarks about Mr.Brazer were rather
amising to me, as I had no intention of asking him to
pass on this item, but when he was in Albany recently,
he had an opportunity to see this copy and asked me to
forward him coples of my correspondence in regard to it.
In fact, although I have a close mutual friend in Mr.
Thomas F, Morris who has collaborated with Mr. Brazer
on some of his work on essay and proof, I have argued
with him at considerable length on several items that
have come under dispute in recent years, and usually
sided with you in your findings. In fact I had come
to the same conclusions as you did on some of these
before I had ever read any of your works on the subject.
This, however, does not detract from my admiration of
you or Mr. Brazer in the fields upon which you have
proven to be most capable.



There are others who are anxious to see the
copy of the one cent perforation from plate 3 and I will
probably have it recorded with the Philatelic Foundation.

If you are interested I would be glad at a
later date to forward it to you at my expense for register-
ed fees whether you wish to make any comments on it or ¢
not.

I would be glad to hear from you further in
this connection.

Sincerely yours,

AG LA

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



Feb. 28, 1947,

Mr. R. S. Platt,
Albany, N.Y.

Dear Mr, Platt:
I am in receipt of yours of the 25th,

: If you have a One Cent stamp (1851-1857) from
Plate 3 that has genuine perforations you have an item
that I have never seen, an item that would unquestionably
be very rare and doubtless worth quite a premium over an
ordinary copy of a 1l¢ 1857 perforated stamp,

Regardless of your conviction that your stamp comes
from Pl. 3 I cannot believe that you are right. If the copy
does coma from Pls 3 I cannot believe that the perforations
are genuine because I simply do not believe that any stamps
from that plate were ever issued perforated, I searched for
such 1tems for many many years. I believe that if I were in
your place I would desire to have the stamp authenticated by
one who was recognized as the highest authority and I cer-
tainly would be willing to pay for such an opinion inasmuch
as it would undoubtedly add value to the stamp to the extent
of many times the cost of the authentication, '

' In this game we have countless people who are con-
stantly trying to get something for nothing, In other words,
a bunch of "ehiselers" who are looking for "sleepers." Such
people do not hesitate to impose on me in an effort to obtain,
free of cost, Information upon which they can capitelize.

I can assure you that it is a real pleasure for me to
glve any assistance that I can to honest to God collectors who
are not out to chisel every fellow collector with whom they
comeé into contact. Genuine collectors usually write me wome=-
what as follows:

"Mr, Ashbrook if you will give me this inSormation
fee th

I will gladly pay eny AL you CAr€ tO Chargeé. ,

Nine times out of ten I give the information desired
and state: "There is no fes," in spite of the fact that I
might have spent much valuable time in getting the data together.

Now Mr. Platt I never met you personally nor have I had




#2. Mr. R, 8. Platt, Feb. 28, 1947.

any previous correspondence with you, hence I have no idea as

to which class you belo but from your former correspondence,

I judge that you belongigo that class who desired valuable
information, but were no% willing to pay for seame, If I misjudged
you I humbly offer an ap®lpggy.

You ment ioned that you intended to have the item recorded
with the Philatelic Foundation., I judge that you meant that you
intended to have it passed upon by the Expert Committee of the
Foundation. I might add that I think this is a me= t excellent idea,

In conclusion may I make the following comment. My good
friend Dr., Carroll Chase is not only & very thorough philatelic
student but also one who is very modest. He studied the One Cent
stamps long before my time and he has quite an excellent knowledge
of the One Cent stamps from Pl., 3., What really amazes me is that
Dr. Chase did not feel compbtent to gilve you an opinion on your
stamp, Yet you belleve that you are competent to do so, I assume
this because you wrote me as follows, quote: : ‘

"There is no doubt in my mind as to the authenticity of
my findings in this respect.’

In other words, you are convinced that your stamp 1s a
genuine perforate from Plate &, to which I might add that I have
little doubt that you are absolutely wrong, but I recognize the fact
that I am by no means infallible and that I could be wrong in my
opinion.

Very truly yours,



34-36 State St.,
Albany, N. Y.
March 3, 1947.

Mr.Stanley Ashbrooke
33 North Fort Thomas Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Mr.Ashbrooke:

I am in receipt of yours of the 28th
in reply to mine of the 25th of February.

In reply, as advised in previous
correspondence my opinion of this being a Plate #3
perforated item is based entirely on the findings
from your book, which among other things states
that a stamp with spacing such as indicated in my
previous correspondence could not come from any other
plate but plate #3, even if yo@ entirely disregard
the other indications which exist on this copy;-I
can well imagine that there may be considerable
beating around the bush before even an expert or
an expert committee would be willing to acknowledge
a discovery such as this, even if the determination
of it were a fairly simple matter. Therefore, it
is my opinion that this item will probably be
referred to you anyway.

L)

Until the plate and the plate position
of the item has otherwise definitely been determined
by the Philatelic Foundation, or other expert authority,
such as yourself, the evidence indicates that it is
a new find.

In any event you will have an opportunity
to see this item at some future date.

Sincerely yours,

ek

RSP:Q



THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION
22 'EASTE 35 THUSTIREE
. ALFREDF. LlCHTEN:IIE;;I ' NEW YORK 16, N.Y.

THEODORE E. STEINWAY MURRAY HILL 3-8588 5667
‘TREASURER

ROBERT L. GRAHAM, JR.
SECRETARY

March 21, 1947

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

Dear Stan:

The enclosed 1¢ 1857 on cover from Albany,
- New York, has been submitted to the Expert Committee
with the request that they examine it to see if 1t is
o a perforated stamp from plate 3. The submitter claims
that according to your book no other plate but plate 3
could have such cings regardless of other indications
which exist on this copye.

From what little I know of it, I don't
think it is a plate 3. However, this is probably
simple enough to you.

I would like to have this back by the 28th
of this month.

With kindest regards, I am

Sincerely,
THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION

b= 7

s
wsb/1 Aﬁiﬁéhr S. Boggs
encl. Di ’




‘March 24, 1947,

Mr. W1nthrop S. Boggs,
% The Philatelic Foundation,
22 Tast 356h 8t.,
New‘York 16, H.Y.
Dear Win:
Herewith the 1 1857 cover.

I vnow the owner of this cover and he

' has acted so nasty about this item that I would

not ‘give him any 1nxormation on it under any

, <?circumstances,‘

There are some pecple in thls gamne who :
‘_are perfect agges. Thils chap is. one of thems.

Will you kinﬂly relmburse me the return'
postage. i

Sincerely yours,



Mareh 51, 1947.

Mrs Winthrop S. Boggs,
% The Philatelic Foundatlon,
; 22 IIast 38hh St.,
New York 16, N.Y.

Dear Win:

You were assuming too much to draw any
conclusions from my letter. I did not state that
the item was, or was not, from Pl. 3.

VWhet T meant to convey was that in nmy
opinion the Albany person was simply a louse and
that T would not give him any informatioa vhatso-
ever on hls ‘stamps

If the Hxpert Comaittee 1s unable to
obtain the information that the party desired I do not
see that sny blame can beé atteched to the Committee.

Yours ety




% SRELE

ALFRED F. LICHTENSTEIN
CHAIRMAN

53 THEODORE E. STEINWAY
‘TREASURER

ROBERT L. GRAHAM, JR.
SECRETARY

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

MURRAY HILL 3-0682 5667

Morch 27, 1947

Mr. Stanley Ashbrookg
33 N. Ft. Thomas Avenue
Ft. Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan:

Thank you for returning the cover and I
enclose herewith the twenty-nine cents to reimburse
you for the postage used in sending it to us.,

The Committee merely has to answer the
- question, "Is it a perforated copy from plate 37"?

Furthermore,

the Committee does not know who submits

an item and I merely act on instructions.

I take it from the tone of your letter that
the item is not from plate 3.

Irrespective of who the party is who submits
the item, it is the duty of the Committee to endeavor
to answer the question, which is why the cover was
submitted to you as being the most knowledgeable man
on these stamps we know of.

With kindest regards, I am

wsb/1
encl,

Sincerely yours,

THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION

op S. Boggs
Director



34-36 State Street,
Albany, N. Y.
April 30, 1947.

Mr.Stanley B.Ashbrook,
33 North Fort Thomas Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Sir:

I have been reviewing the correspondence
between us on an item which has many indications of being
a perforated stamp from Plate #3 of the 1851-57 issue.

I am forwarding to you ¥ia registered mail this item
referred to.

The Expert Committee of the Philatelic
Foundation did not pass on it as a plate #3 item,
Enclosed is a copy of my reply. I asked them to give
me the plate and position number of the item. I also
asked them not to remove the stamp from the cover. They
have in handling the item torn open the cover along the
sides and partly or entirely removed the stamp as evidenced
by gum smudges that were not present before. However,
the original gum is still indicated as used in placing the
copy on the cover.

If you will refer to my letter to you
of March 3rd, you will see that their finding was some-
what as I expected. This does not discourage me because
I do not think their findings in this case as expressed
do the item or the inquiry any justice.

The more I study this item, the moré
resemblance I see in photos, position dots, spacing, etc.
with descriptionssand illustrations for plate #3 in
your volume #l. There are some plate marks, position
dots etc., as referred to in previous correspondence
(and possibly some rust markings) that should enable
you to determine the plate and pésition on the plate
if this item is not from plate #3or as from plate #3
if 2 similar inperforate copy has previously been
identified as coming from that plate. Will you please
do this, and advise me what fee you wish,



1f this 18 not from Plate 3, I do
not have any explanation for approximately 1% M..M,
spacing at the top right.

There are in my collection several
other items from this same period and correspondence.
I do not believe I would have any great difficulty in
proving to others my own conviction of the genuineness
of the usage and perforation.

Yours sincerely,

a7

RSP:Q Richard S. Platt




May 2nd, 1947,

5 34 - 56 Stat& St-.
Albany, Ne¥e

Deaf Mr. Platt°

S I am in receiot of your registered letter of the
30th, If you will refar to my-letter of Feb. 20th, - :
you will find that I advised you that I would examine
your stamp and that the fee would be qo.OO.

an+nnd you forwarded your cover.to the Expert :
Commi*tee & the Ptilatelic Foundations I could havse told
‘you in advanee thati they could not Turnish you with thc
information you des 1re.’ 5

To Dbe quite frank, 1 did not like'the way in wnich
you handled this matter from the beginning. You had a copy
of ‘my One Cent Book and if ‘you would have written meé and & .
submltted the cover I would have been glnd to have given you
any information you wished free of any fee. Instead you
sent the ltem to Dr, Chase and even wrote Brazer about it,
eand as a last resorty instead of sending it to me, you pre-
ferred to send it to the Foundation and pay them a fee, 3
rather than ne.

I do not suppOke that there'is anyone in the COuntwy ;
who has always been more pleaqed ‘to nelp his fellow collector
than myself and I have given freely ol my time in this re<
gspect for many years, After the very unethicel manner in
which you have actéd 1 suppose that the average person in my
plese would return the cover to you and refuse ahy infoomation
on it, . If perchaace I have misjudged your intentions in
this matter and Iif you can give me a satisfactory explanation
I'will be willing to renew the offer I made in my latter of
Feb, 20ths I will hold your cover ponding reply.

Slncerelv yours,



34-36 Sbate Street, Albany, N. Y.
May 5, 1947.

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

" Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

Your letter of May 2nd received.
Enclosed is my check in the sum of $5.00 for fee,as
requested.

As the recognized leading authority
on the issue of the item, you would naturally expect
to receive the first opportunity to examine this item.

I sent it to Dr. Chase as explained
in my letter to him and copy of which I was courteous
enough to send to you. Purther, I have met the gentle-
man personally and what correspondence I have had with
him in the past has always been satisfactory. Mr. Brazer
also received a copy of this letter at his request, but
the item has never been referred to him, as per my letter
to you of February 25th, 1947.

In your letter of February 28th in

’ reply, you said in regard to my intention to send it to
the Philatelic Foundation for recording. "I might add
that I think this is a most excellent idea". You now
say you could have told me differently. Up to that
stage there had really been no necessity to secure further
expert determination of the item in question. I think
action has been most ethical on my part.

The fact that the expert committee
evidently were not able to identify the item, as requested,
but accepted the fee for an incomplete report might be
questioned on various grounds. See copy of my reply which
I forwarded to you.

My idea has been to identify this item as ¢
a rare find, not so much as to increasing its value in the
eyes of the profit-seeking philatelic world, as a recog-
nition of the result of considerable contribution, time,
work, study and philatelic knowledge on your part, the
part of Dr.Chase and many other collectors and students,




and that those mentioned and many others would like to
see it. If the stamp is a perfomted item from plate #3
its value as a rare find is hot affected, even if there
are no experts who can identify it as such, or fail to
prove it otherwise.

However, it is my belief that with the
net results of all the above, ad your out-standing ability,
you have accumulated a knowledge and reference information,
that places you in a position to definitely identify this !
item as from plate #3 or from a definite position on some
other plate, amd to explain the spacing 4f 1% is not from

plate #3.

Of course if you select to examine
this item and verify it as from plate #3, there would be
a considerable money value added to the item if I should
want to dispose of it at some future date, when breaking

up my collection.

Yours sincerely

iZz

RSE2Q R+85 Platk
Encl.




=Y

May 7, 1947,

Mr. R. 3. Platt,
Albany, N.Y.

Dear Mr. Platt:

» I am in receipt of yours of the 5th with check
enclosed for :5.00. : :

I fail to understand why the Philatelic Foundation
expresced the opinion that your stamp was not Irom Plate 3.
I rather imagine that 1t was nothing more than'a- guess on
their part and if so they had no right to charge you a fee.
I will welocome further informatien .on this. "I can assure
you that I did not give them any information. :

I regret to inform you that the stamp is not from
Plate 3, but rather from Plate 2. It iz definitely plate
position 49R2. If ‘perchance youw doubt this in any way I can

‘give you the names of two collectors with reconstructions of

Plate 2 who could no doubt plate the stamp for you, Where
you made your mistake was in the measurements between this
copy and the stamp to right.

Please note my One Cent Book, Vol, 1 =« pages 134 and
155, These diagrams show the "spacing" was measured. Now
note Pig. #1 enclosed, Here again is the spacing. It B8O
happened that the upper side ornament on S50RZ2 wae short - see
line X, on Fig., 2 enclosed, On your stamp, line X is missTng,

hence you made yoiir measurement as per Fig, T enclosed.  If you

are not entirely satisfled I will send you examples of 49R2 -
S50R2 so that you can see for yourself,

My One Cent Book was written more than a decade ago and
I have not read it since it was written, but I belleve that I
mentioned that inasmuch as Pl, & had never been entirely recon-
structed that the way that I identified any doubtful Pl., 2 or
3 copy was to refer to my Pl. 2 reconstruction, 'If a Pl, 2 or
S stamp did not come from Pl., 2 then it was surely Pl. 3. Some
singles from Pl., 2 are very difflcult to identify, but the
great majority have certain markings that make their ldentity
quite positive. It so happens and quite fortunately in this case,
that 49RZ 1s one of the latter,

Very truly yours,




34-36 State St., Albany, N. Y.
May 14, 1947.

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

Dear Mr.Ashbrook:

This is to thank you for your
registered letter of May 7th, 1947.

Your findings are quite complete
and satisfactory in every way. Of course I feel
disappointed that I did not explore more freely
this probability of the missing side ornaments, that
after all are not uncommon.

It will not be necessary to send me
an example of #49R2. Now that you have identified
it I can locate traces of the small crack between
#48R2 and #50R2 on the copy.

There is one item, however, that
I would like to see and that is a good example of
the rich colored items from plate #3.

You have never expressed a desgre
to dook at some other items I have mentioned that
I would be glad to send to you not with the idea
of further identification or a fee for you but if
you wish to see them, such as a green cancwllation
from a IIT A type from plate eleven, and one or
two other rare cancellations I have mentioned.

Very truly yours,

T

RSP:Q «S. Platt



34-36 State Street,
Albany, N., Y.
June 2, 1947.

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

Dear Mr .Ashbrook:

This is in reply to your letter of
May 27th. 1 was very sorry that I was unable to «
attend the Big Show in New York City because of
press of business at that time. I certainly want-
ed to get there bad enough, but was not able to
make it.

In regard to the deep blue color
from plate 3 item, I wish to thank you for your
reference and will, at an early date, write to
Mr. Mortimer L. Neinken.

In the meantime I am forwarding you
an interesting cover with a very deep rich blue
copy. This cover is evidently a home-made wrapper,
the paper for which Wwas Iater used as a diary,
mostly of the weather, evidently starting in
January of 1858. Therefore, the December date
of the post-mark could have been either 1856 or
1857, depending on the plate from which the copy
comes.

I am also forwarding to you another
interesting cover, which shows a perforated type
2 used in conjunction with a three cent of the 1861
issue, being a carrier usage, after the demonitiz-
ation period in New York City.

Another item I am forwarding to you ’
is an imperforate one cent widh a large curved red
"pPaid" and a comparative study of tracings of the
New York "Paid" used for the priod 1843 to 1850.

This item has puzzled me for some time. It might

be the same paid cancellation marked over with

red crayon, by some child, or stamped with a slanting
blow from a worn cancellor.

-



i

I am also forwarding to you five
other items, all of which but one, which is a
green cancellation on a plate 11 stamp, were not
to my knowledge mentioned in your two wonderful volumes
on the one cent of 1851 to 1857. These include a
rather damaged strip of three showing 71R12 as a
big double transfer quite similar to 72R12, and
about which we had some correspondence, also the
black carrier cancelled on imperforate #4R1 late,
about which I have written you before. There is
also a margin block of 4 mint type 5 showing
mumerous curls and plate marks and a cover with p
double marginal perforation.

In your letter of May 27th you offer-
ed to pay the postage both ways, but I would rather
pay this myself, and inasmuch as there are some of
these items about which I am doubtful, I would also
be glad to pay you a fee upon receipt of a dvices
from you as to what 1t will be.

The free-hand sketch in connection
with the large curwed red 'Paid' cancellation was
one of my first attempts to illustrate for these
jtems and led to my using in part your volume and
in part free-hand to make up a tracing in India
ink on tracing-cloth, from which I have had made
up numerous black and white prints, from which I
have illustrated many of the items in my collect-
jon, similarly to the items which are enclosed;
the original is still in my possession.

Very truly yours,

L tlOF

RSP:Q
Encl.



~.June 6, 1047,

Mr. R, 8. Platt,
34 - 36 State St.,
Albany, N.Y.

Dear Hr, Platt:

Under separate cover I am today retﬁrning by registered
mail your pages of the 1¢f 1851-1857 as per yours of the 2nd.

‘The following are my comments: : ; ‘
‘Regarding the One Cent on the wrapper from Boston "Dec,”

If the bottom of the stamp was not cut off I belleve that it
could be plated - As it is, about all that can be stated is =

- That 1t could have come from Plate 3 and probably did., ' The

color and impression rather indicate a Pl., 3 stamp.

4R1lL - This marking is most unusual on a l¢ imperforate,
the reason being no doubt, that it did not come into use until
long afrer the useoof the imperforates had been discontinued. Uses
of the 1¢ imperforate after the middle of 1858 are very scarce,

14 Type I = Pl, 12, with double vertical perf at left -
Boston, Mass, This freak perf is most unusual, We see quite a few
such items 4in the 3¢ 1861 and I have noted a few in the 3¢ 1857 but
I do not recall seeing a 1¢ 1857 before. :

Red PAID. Condition much too poor for a worth while
opinion - I gave this Just a mere glance and my impression is that

-4t 1s a fake - a paint job. In such condition it really would be

dmmaterial whether it 1s good or bad -~ in my opdnilon,

: 3¢ 1861 plus 1¢ 1857 - Type II = Pl. 2 - Very interesting -
One of thoss things that got by = it was easier to let 1t pass
through than to go to the trouble of holding it up ang collecting
a penny from the addressee, In a case 1like this the P,L.& R.," re=-
quired that the P,M. at destination report the "oversight" to
Washington. '

1f 157 - P1, 12 - Double transfer = Due to a typographical
error the plate positions In my book, Vol. 1 - page 319-320 =- are
wrong. The block illustrated on page 320 - is 74R « 7BR - 84R = 85R12,

‘Fig. 29M on page 319 is not 72R12 but 74R12. Your strip is therefore

75 = 74 - 75R12, and you are guite correct, 73R12 is guite & nice D.T. -

1¢ 1857 = Type V blocke I dé‘not consider,that there is



#2. MI‘. Ro So Platt. June 6. 1947.

anything unusual about this block -~ Most of the marks that you
note are not consistent and are simply ink blurs etc,

Green postmark on 1¢ 1857. Drop letter at St, Joseph, MNo.
Very nice. I had no previous record on a 1¢ 1857 - IIIA, . This
St. Joseph Green is well known - most notably on Pony LExpress
covers of 1860, :

There is no fee for the above,

I have for sale quite a few nice things in the One Cent
1851-1857, and if youwwould be interested in acquiring items to
improve your collection, I will be glad to submit.

Sincerely yours,



34-36 State St.,
Albany, N. Y. «
June 12, 1947.

Mr. Stanley B.Ashbrooke,
33 N. Fort Thomas Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Kentucky.

Dear Sir:

This is to acknowledge with thanks ¢
your letter of June 6th and receipt of materials
returned by registered mail.

I want to thank you for your comments
on the various items. You were right about the red
"Paid" cancel. I finally made up my mind to try and
remove the cancellation and found it was a fake
painted job, - no wonder I had so much trouble in
trying to identify it.

I note your remarks in regard to
having some nice items for sale, and I will probably
take advantage of this and ask you to submit some of
these items at a later date.

At the present time you might submit
any nice covers that you have with combinations includ-
ing the one cent stamp from California, especially
for the ten cent rate or other items at your selection.

It is only fair to tell you that I
usually do not purchase items uhless there is something
of special interest that would fit into my collection,
and I usually have been able to purchase items at a
figure reasonably within the current market value.

Of course I have purchased several bargains in years
past, and in some cases have not received value in
return for my purchase.

Very truly yours,

P

RSP:Q
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Fort Thomas, Ky«
Oct, 22, 1943, %

Grace Stamp Co.,
98 Nassau S5t.,
New York, N.Y.

Dear lMise Jorjorian:

Herewith I am returning the four covers from the .
recent Babecock Sale,

On covers such as these I charge a fee of (5,00 each
for an opinion, and I thought I had better advise you
regarding this, before rendering same,

If the above is satisfactory, kindly advise me and
I will forward you separate opinions on each cover,

Sincerely yours,

Enclosed
Lots 514 - 028 - 524 - 528,



434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Kye.

Nov. 9, 1943,

Grace Stamp Co.,
93 Nassau St.,
New York, N.Y.

Dear Miss Jorjorian:

Regarding Lot #523 in the Laurence & Stryker Sale of
Oct. 19, 1943, This cover was described as follows in the
catalogue:

Lot #5238 24¢ green and violet, fine, off center at T,

Tied on V.F. folded letter (part of Dback missing) with

NEW ORLEANS, LA. CROSS ROADS also with NEW YORK. Addressed
to London. Very rare cover. (Photo).

The above is only a face, hence no postal markings on the

back to show the year of use. If the use was "Jul 20 1869"
then this was a letter of over %+ ounce, requiring a double
rate, the single rate to England in 1869 being red o IF the

use was Jul 20 1870 (or later) then the 24¢ stamp would re-
present a guadruple rate as the single rate to England from
Jan. 1, 1870 was 6¢, It seems rather improbable that this was
s quadruple rate, and my study of the New Orleans postmarks
indicates that it is quite unlikely that this postmark was used
at New Orleans on July 20, 1869,

There is nothing about this cover to prove conclugively that
it is genuine and therefore, a buyer who would buy it as a
genuine 244 1869 cover would, in my opinion, be taking quite a
gamble., 1In all my extensive records, I have no record that
this particular "killer" was used at New Orleans in 1869. In

addition, the letters "ORK" on the stamp are not very convinecing.

Sincerely yours,



434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Grace Stamp CoO.,
95 Nassau St.,
New York, W.Y.

Dear VMiss Jorjorian:

Regarding Lot #5283 in the Laurence & Stryker Sale of
Oct, 19, 1943, This cover was described as follows in the
catalogue: _

Lot £525 24¢ green and violet, fine, off center at T,

on V.,F, folded letter (part of back missing) with
NEW ORLEANS, LA. CROSS ROADS also with NEW YORK. Addressed
to London, Very rare cover. (Photo).

The above is only a face, hence no postal markings on the

back to show the year of use. If the use was "Jul 20 1869"
then this was a letter of over & ounce, requiring a double
rate, the single rate to England in 1869 being 12¢, If the

use was Jul 20 1870 (or later) then the 24¢ stamp would re-
present a quadruple rate as the single rate to England from
Jan, 1, 1870 was 6¢, It seems rather improbable that this was
a quadruple rate, and my study of the New Orleans postmarks
indicates that it is quite unlikely that this postmark was used
at New Orleans on July 20, 1869.

There is nothing about this cover to prove conclusively that

it is genuine and therefore, a buyer who would buy it as a
genuine 24¢ 1869 cover would, in my opinion, be taking quite a
gamble. In all my extensive records, I have no record that

this particular "killer" was used at New Orleans in 1869, In
addition, the letters "ORK" on the stamp are not very convincing.

Sincerely yours,



434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Nove 9, 1943,

Grace Stamp Co.,
93 Nassau St.,
New York, N.Y,.

Dear Miss Jorjorian:

Regarding Lot #514 in the Laurence & Stryker sale of Oct,
19, 1943, This cover was described as follows in the
catalogue:

Lot #514 15¢ type 2, lightly canc. on V.F. folded letter,
Pmk New Orleans, La. To France.

This letter originated at New Orleans on Sept, 26, 1869 and
was mailed on that date, as proved by the date of the letter
inside and the ribbon stamped year dated handstamp of the
business firm on face, The original rate of this letter was
fifteen cents as proved by the New York Foreign Exchange
Postmark used in conjunction with the French Cherbour% mark-
ing, thus by direct mail to France Via American Packet.

it is my opinion that the 15¢ 1869 stamp was not used on this
cover originally, but that the letter originally contalned a
15¢ Lincoln of 1866 or 1867, the said stamp was removed and
a substitution made of the present 15¢ 1869 stamp.

Very truly yours,



454 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Nove 9, 1943,

Grace Stamp Co.,
93 Nassau St,,
New York, N.Y.

Dear Miss Jorjorian:

Regarding Lot #514 in the Laurence & Stryker sale of Oct.
19, 1943, This cover was described as follows in the
catalogue:

Lot %514 15¢ type 2, lightly canc, on V.F, folded letter,
ew Orleans, La, To France.

This letter originated at New Orleans on Sept. 26, 1869 and
was mailed on that date, as proved by the date of the letter
inside and the ribbon stamped year dated handstamp of the
business firm on face, The original rate of this letter was
fifteen cents as proved by the New York Foreign Exchange
Postmark used in conjunction wi e rrench Cherbourg marke
Ing, thus by direct mail to France Via American Packet.

It is my opinion that the 15¢ 1869 stamp was not used om this
cover originally, but that the letter originally contained &

incoln of 1866 or 1867, the said stamp was removed and
a substitution made of the present 157 1869 stamp.

Very truly yours,



434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Nove 9, 1945,

Grace Stamp Co.,
93 Nassau St.,
New York, N.Y.

Dear Miss Jorjorian:

Regarding Lot #524 in the Laurence & Stryker sale of
Oct. 19, 1943. This cover was described as follows in the
catalogue:

Lot #524 24¢ green and violet, off center at T, used in
combination with 6c¢ ULT, straight edge at L, both tied on
Ve.Fe cover with cork and blue French pmk. also pmk. in black
PHILADELPHIA, PA. Through New York and so pmk, in red.
Addressed to Paris, Cover has corner caré of West End Hotel
Phila. Very rare. (Photo)

The use of this cover is supposed to be July and August of
1870, though none of the postmarks on this cover were used at
that time. This cover was originally a 5¢ rate and it was
used from Philadelphia on July 31, 1876, contained a 5¢ blue
Taylor of 1875, The red New York postmark was not used in
1870 and the "flaws" in this stamper prove that its use was in
August of 1876 and in no other year. A strong glass will show
that the "70" in the French postmark was changed from "76,"

I am quite familiar with a number of fakes from this particular
correspondence, And lastly a Philadelphia directory will show
that there was no "West End Hotel" in Philadelphia in 1870 or
even as late as 1875, but it will show that there was such a
hotel at the address on the envelope in 1876,

Sincerely yours,



434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Nove 9, 1943,

Grace Stemp Cos,
93 Nassau St.,
New York, N,Y.

Dear liiss Jorjorian:

Regarding Lot #524 in the Laurence & Stryker sale of
Oct, 19, 1943, This cover was described as follows in the
catalogue:

Lot 4524 24¢ green and violet, off center at T, used in
combination with 6¢ ULT, straight edge at L, both tied on
V.F. cover with cork and blue French pmk. aiso pmk, in black
PHILADELPHIA, PAs Through New York and so puk, in red,
Addressed to Paris., Cover has corner card of West End Hotel
Phila, Very rare. (Photo)

The use of this cover is supposed to be July and August of
1870, though none of the postmarks on this cover were used at
that time. This cover was originally a 57 rate and 1t was
used from Philadelphia on July 31, 1876, contained a 5¢ blue
Taylor of 1875, The red New Vork postmark was not used in
1870 and the "flaws" in this stamper prove that its use was in
August of 1876 and in no other year. A strong glass will show
that the "70" in the French postmark was changed from "76,"

I am quite familiar with a number of fakes from this particular
correspondence. And lastly a Philadelphia directory will show
that there was no "West End Hotel" in Philadelphia in 1870 or
even as late as 1875, but it will show that there was such a
hotel at the address on the envelope in 1876,

Sincerely yours,



434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Nov. 9, 1943,

Grace Stamp Co.,
93 Nassau St.,
New York, N.Y.

Dear Miss Jorjorian:

Regarding Lot #528 in the Laurence & Stryker sale of Oct,
19, 1943, This cover was described as follows in the
catalogue:

Lot 528 30c¢ blue and carmine V,F, lightly tied on V.F.
Tolded letter with black cork also NEW YBRK and French
Pmks, in red Very rare (Photo)

It is my opinion that this cover is probably genuine but I
cannot positively certify that it is. The use was unques-
tionably in 1869 as the postmarks indicate, thus there has been
no change in these markings, The combination of the New York
Foreign Exchange and the French "Packet" postmarks prove that
the original rate was 30¢, hence, if this cover is not as it
was originally, then two things could have happened;

(A) a paid but stempless cover, which seems quite unlikely, or
(B) a substitution, i.e., a 30¢ 1861 or 1867 used originally,
This I doubt. The fact that the stamp is not "tied" better
that it is quite a strong indication of the genuineness of the
cover, A careful examination of the inside of the cover by
Quartz Lamp discloses no suspicious features.

T might add that the S.S. "Ville de Paris" of the "French Line"
sailed from New York for Havre on August 7, 1869,

Sincerely yours,



434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

NOV. 9’ 1943.

Grace Stamp Co.,
95 Nassau S5t.,
New York, N.Y.

Dear Miss Jorjorian:

Regarding Lot #528 in the Laurence & Stryker sale of Oct.
19, 1943, This cover was described as follows in the
catalogue:

Lot 528 30c blue and carmine V,F, lightly tied on V.F.
Tolded letter with black cork also NEW YDRK and French
Pmks, in red Very rare (Photo)

It 1s my opinion that this cover is probably genuine but I
cannot positively certify that it is, The use was unques-
tionably in 1869 as the postmarks indicate, thus there has been
no change in these merkings, The combination of the New York
Foreign Exchange and the French "Packet" postmarks prove that
the original rate was 30¢, hence, I this cover is not as 1t
was originally, en two things could have happened;

(A) a paid but stampless cover, which seems quite unlikely, or
(B) a substitution, i.e., a 30¢ 1861 or 1867 used originally.
This I doubts The fact that the stamp is not "tied" better
that it is quite a strong indication of the genuineness of the
cover, A careful examination of the inside of the cover by
Quartz Lamp discloses no suspicious features,

I might add that the S.8. "Ville de Paris" of the "French Line"
salled from New York for Havre on August 7, 1869,

Sincerely yours,



/'///r' (//z ////L/

/




L 235 f);vle
Lok
S2&

lofss ~ 43




g ¥ 7 - Wk A
SL3C refipe L3 é%wv()




434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dec, 14, 1943,

Mr, Alfred ¥, Lichtensteiln,
Box 994 Church S5t. Annex,
New York, N.Y.

Dear Mr, Lichtenstein:

I am enclosing herewith a cover with the combination, 5¢
1847 and Canadian Beaver, No doubt you have seen the
originel cover and doubtless it has been offered to you.
I understand that several dealers believe that this cover
is frauvdvlent, but I examined it cerefully and was of the
opinion it is genuine, If you have seen and examined the
cover, I would greatly appreciale your opinion ag to its
valldity, that is, if you have no objection,

I am also enclosing a face of a FPony LEXpress cover, which
belongs to me and which is for sale, While only & face,

1t is an Fast to West item and contains a Pony marking which
ig far from common, all of which I realize you appreciate,

Sincerely yours,



b
’

ALFRED F. LICHTENSTEIN
GREENWICH & MORTON STREETS

CABLE ADDRESS PosT OFFICE Box 994

NEw York, N. Y.

CHAMPIN, N. Y. CHURCH STREET ANNEX, NEW YORK 8, N. Y.

December 17, 1943

Mr.Stanley B. Ashbrook
434 S. Grand Avenue
Fort Thomas

Kentucky

My dear Mr. Ashbrook:

I have your letter of December 1l4th enclosing a
photostat of a cover to Canada with a 5¢ U.S. and a 3d
Canada added. The photostat is not clear enough to give ‘
you a real opinion, but I take it it was supposed to be
mailed from Rochester on May 4th and went through to
Queenstown on May 6th, 1851. This, all ready makes it
very questionable.

The Canada stamp appears to have been cancelled
by a Toronto grid. I haven't seen the cover so do not
know if it is on laid paper, but I quite agree that the
item looks very suspicious and I certainly would have to
see the original before passing on definitely whether it
was good or bad.

The Wells Fargo is not in a condition I would care
to buy.

I have an item of my own that I am sending you to
look at. It comes out of the Ferrari collection. The

little pencil annotation is nothing but a lot number. What
do you think of it? I would be glad to hear.

‘Sincerely yours,

AFL:VT
Encls. (\\__’///

Registered




b

434 South Crand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dec. 22, 1945.

Mr, Alfred F. Lichtenstein,
P,0. Box 994, Church St. Annex,
New York (8) N.Y.

My dear Mr. Lichtenstein:

Your letter of the 17th received with the Pony Expressigigg
and the photograph. e

I thought that you had seen the 5¢ 47-Beaver cover as it wes
in a Bartels sale several yesars ago and was supposed to have
sold at something like $400 to {450, It was evidently a :
"wash" sale as the wan who owned it before the sale owned it
several months after the sale, I appreciate your remaerks re-

‘garding it and if the cover is again submitted to me I'll

sénd it down to you so that you can examine it. If it is
genuine, it is quite a rare plece and one I would like to own,

I am wondering if you ever saw the cover with a Beaver and &
strip of five of the 5¢ 1847, This item from Canada thru
Boston (via Cunard) by London, The strip overpaying by onee
cent the 24¢ rate to CGreat Britain. I believe that this cover
is one of the finest U, S. 19th Century covers (with stamps of
the regular issues) known. It probably ranks first.

Regarding the Hawali cover which I am returning herewith, The
267 in postage 1s the 24¢ rate from San Francisco to England,
plus the 2¢ ship fee, The local Hawalian rate was paid in cash
at the Honolulu Post Office as was frequently done at this
period (October 1865). ;

As for the black imprint of the 13¢ Missionary, in my opinion,
this is just some "monkey business" added by someone who had an
album electrotype of the stamps FPerhaps 1t was done fto intrigue
Ferrari,

The red New York postmark of November 21 with the "Paid 19"
shows that the cover went by British Packet from New York to
Englands, The San Francisco type of "ecogs" and this particular
S.F. handstamp were actually in use in October of 18€5.

I have made quite an extended study of the San Francisco double
circle postmarks of the period 18611868, I have identified



/2. Mr. Alfred F. Lichtenstein, Dec., 22, 1943,

abou$~tehrd1fferent stampers of thils type.
With the Compliments of the Season, I @m

Cordially yours,

“:,(‘”

§
b
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WE APRAISE
SINGLE STAMPS
¥ COINS AND
?LLECTIONS

-

TIMES SQUARE STAMP & COIN CO.

G. MOERZ

: g RETAIL
f%d[aye L%‘a/nw Coins and Collections i
BOUGHT AND SOLD WHOLESALE

147 WEST 42nD STREET
NEw YORK

¥

New York, November 1. 1943,

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
434 S. Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Sir:

I shall eppreciaete if you would kindly
examine two enclosed covers (No. 118 & 119 ) and No. 49¢.

I would like to have your statement of wether
thise stamps are genuinsly wsed on thise covers and
also wether the various markings are genuine. Kindly
let me know the amount of your fee and I shall remit
promptly.




Bl

434 South Crand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Kye.

Nov. 3, 1943,

Mrs Gy Moerz,

% Tim 8 Squsre Stamp % Coin Co,,
147 Vest 42nd St,, :
New York, N,Y,

Desr Sir:

I em returning herewlith the three covers as per
vours of the lst, My fee for separate oplinions on
these items ig as follows:

(A) 167 1869 to France ~ Lot 508 in Babeock Sale
By LEUTente & DUPFEST » S & w' e 4 ik & el » $5.00

St

(B) 15/ 1869 to Switgerland -~ Lot 512 in Babeock
Sale byiLaurence & Strykéer = '< = = = «'w - 0400
(C): 104 JBES on COVRP = & = = a'w = wim = - = = 3,50

Upon receipt of check I will forward opinlions desired,

Sincerely yours,




4 4 s

434 South Grand Avs,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Nove 10, 1943,

Mr. Gs Moerz,
147 West 42nd St.,
New York’ KeYe

Desr Sir:

Referring to the cover to Bordeaux France with 15¢ 1869,
Type I from New York June 9 ? , blue Forwarding handstamp
on face, "Theodore Stern - New York," This cover was

Lot 508 in the recent Laurence & otryker sale of the
Babcock collection (Oct, 19, 1943).

In opinion, this 15¢ stamp was not used on this cover
originally, hence the cover is Iraudulent,

The original use of this cover wes not 1860 ss the poste
marks indicste, but rather an earlier date of use, the dates
in the postmarks have been changed to read "69,"

Further, the postal markings prove that the original rate
on this cover wes 30¢, hence we assume that a 307 1861
,8tamp vas removed and the 15¢ 1869 Type I substituted.

The records show that the "Agia" did not sail from New York
on June 9, 1869,

Respectfully submitted,




“ 4

454 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky

Nov. 10, 1943,

Mr. G. Moerz,
147 West 42nd St.,
New York, N,Y,

Dear Sir:

Referring to the cover to St, Imier, Switzerland with
15¢ 1869, Type II, from New York on Dec.23,1869, This
cover was lot 512 in the recent Laurence & otryker sale
of the Babcock collection, (Oct., 19, 1943),

In my opinion this cover is genuine,

The New York postmark is not very plain but the date was
undoubtedly Dec, 23, 1869, The lotter was routed "per
Deutschland,™ and the recordsfshow that the "S,S.Deutschland"
of the North German Lloyd sailfd for Southampton and Brsmen
with the U, S, Mall on Dec. 23, 1869, The rate to Switzere
land at this time by mall not routed via France was 15¢

per half ounce,

A careful examination of the cover by quartz lamp does not
disclose any tampering with the stamp., The black ink is the
same both on stamp and cover,

Respectfully submitted,
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434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Nov. 10, 1943,

Nre. Ge Moerz’
147 West 42nd St.,
New York, N.Y.

Dear Sir:

Referring to the cover with U. S. 10¢ 1855, This is a
small glazed envelope addressed as follows:

"Reve Be Re Hoyt,

North Salem,

New Hampshire"
The stamp on this cover is a 10¢ 1855, S.U.S, 35C, Type
IV, recut at top and bottom, plate position 64TT,
cateTogue value 125,00, off covor,
The stamp is genuinely tied by the postmark reading,

"Salem

Apr 18
OGN" (Oregon)

This is a superb copy of this rape stamp and the cover is
genuine in every respect. :

Respectfully submitted,
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11 MASON STREET
BROOKLINE, MASSACHUSETTS January 12, 1944,

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Mr. Ashbrooks

I didn't expect you would send the covers back
as there is little I can say further about them,

I note that you agree that the cover with red
N.Y.credit 18 was prepaid to destination at Terre Haute. I see
no evidence on the cover in the form of the frequent ms.Chg.
to suggest that'the lady' had a charge account at the P.0.;1
am content with my surmise that she put on 5¢ in stamps in
accordance with pre-treaty custom, but learning at the P.0O.
when she went to mail the letter of the new rate, she paid
the difference of 167 in cash which the P.M. noted on the
letter bill to N.Y.,even though he did not have the extra
stamps put on the cover, Blk.SIZIRV.AM.to be paid in Fr.by N.YV,
credite.

As for the N.Y.debit 18 eover I suppose N.Y.
exchange office wanted 2x9¢ for SERVeAM.(sea charge over Zoz,)
marked in red(as advance paid byrNua¥s). As the letter was
not fully prepaid at Terre Haute, the 57 in stamps would put
it aboard the pmeket. If you consider that 37 in stamps would
have served for this purpose, I can only suggest that'the lady'
had put on the customary 57 and the excess 27 was ignored by
N.Y.funless one were to presume that she was taking a steam-
boat ride on the Wabash and prepaid the fee therefrom of 2¢
to the Terre Haute P.0. - a rather fantastic conjecture§.

I do not think the registered letter hypothesis
is probable for the Mobile letter, ZEither a member of ILe Baron
& Son wrote the letter from a ship that wvartiedcit back for
Mobile for despateh: hence 10¢ to Mobile and 6¢ Mobile to
London or the clerk of the Le Baron firm being accustomed to
sending business letters to France and having the U.S.-Fr.
rate of 1é6¢g (1/3-%0z.)in mind put on the stamps without noting
that this letter was addressed to London--just guesses. I take
it that the postmark circle on the two left 2¢ stamps is the
same as the clear MOBILE and not any sort of a registered mark,

Sincerely yours, M




DR. CARROLL CHASE 434 South Grand Ave.,
R.F.D.1 . MILFORD, Fort Thomas, Ky.

NEW HAMPSHIRE
Nov. 24, 1943,

Dear Doc:

Regarding the two covers to Spezla, At this time in the late
fifties Spezia was part of the "Sardinian States," or rather "The
Kingdom of Sardinia. The city 1is on the sea of (Genoa in Liguria
and N,E, of Corsica, The "Sardinian" rates of postage applied to
Spezia, viz - By French Mail - 21¢ per + ounce. Consider the cover
with the red New York, Evidently this was prepaid 16¢ in cash and
5¢ in stamps, If so, all markings are in order, The New York p.m.
states "PAID," so the letter was fully prepaid. All that we were
entitled to out of the 21¢ was 3¢ so the credit of 187 in the N.Y.
pPe.ms i3 correct., The French P,D. is also correct and indicates pre=-
payment to Spezia by French Mall,

Regarding the other cover, The New York is in black,; indicating an
unpaid letter and the "18" in this case is a debit of 18¢, Will
Michaels had a similar cover - same correspondence - addressed to
"Spezzia" -~ see lot 152 in his coming sale - the dats of use being
"De¢, 8, 1857," This Michaels cover has the same French due figures
of 24 decimes and the same "2" in upper left but it hasn't any New
York postmark showing any debit.

For table showing rate sece Vol. 2 = page 3544 - my 1l¢ Book "Sardinian
States,"

On the first mentioned cover of New York "Dec., 23" you will note the
French Receiving is "Serv Br A.C,," = in other words, via British
Packet from New York to England, thence to Frante, ' On such mail we
wore only entitled to the service we performed, viz,, "Internal™ hence
we retained only 3¢, .

But on the other cover, the French Receiving 1s "Serv. 4 WM., 4,C," or
"By American Packet to England, thence by British lail to France and
French Maill to Spezia,” On such mall we ware entitled to 9¢ per each
quarter ounce, viz,, 3¢ Internal plus 6¢ Ses to England, Hence the
debit of 18¢ indicates double rate, or over § ounce end not over %
ounce, I don't understand why the same New York debit was not on the
Mlchaels cover, An overslight perhaps, as the ireaty had not been in
effect a year when the lMichaels cover was mailed, These two covers
are quite a study because of the same destination, postage paid and
postmarks with "18,"

I forgot to mention one very important fact. On the double rate, what-
ever payment was made was disregarded becauze under the treaty no pay=
ments but those in full counted. You can have tw> gues=es, Was only
5¢ paid on this cover and the stamps voided by an underpayment or was
2l¢ paid, 5¢ in stampe and 167 in cash and both payments disregarded at
New York because the letter weighed over + ounce? I suppose the "2"

in upper left indicates a double rate.

Will appreciate your comment on sbove,
Yours etc,,
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AMERICAN NATIONAL INSURANCE CO.

W.L.MOODY,JR,PRESIDENT

GALVESTON,TEXAS

Wil S MO © Y, T
VICE PRESIDENT

December 20, 1943

Mre. Stanley B. Ashbrook
434 South Grand Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear lir. Ashbrook:

Herewith I am sending you a cover with a Ue. S. City Dispatch
post stamp, being the first U. S. adhesive attached. This
cover has been submitted to me for consideration and I am
sending it on to ask if it is sound in everyway. You will
note the oily appearance of the stamp and the shopworn
appearance of the stamp, both of which do not seem to be
apparent on the letter. In holding the stamp to the light
you will also notice that it appears to be thinned. Also
around the edges of the stamp a little gum shows which
would indicate that the stamp has at least been removed
and replaced. Of course, this is a very rare cover and
a very desirable one if satisfactory in everyway. I will
appreciate your giving this your very careful consideration
and returning it to me with your comments at your early

* convenience.

Please advise how much I will owe you for this service.

Very truly yours,
We L. Moody, III
WLM, I1I/kew

Encle.
Rege



434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dec, 27, 1943,

Mr. W. L. Moody III,
% American National Insurance Co.,
Galveston, Texas,

My dear Mr, Moody:

I am returning herewith the City Despateh Post cover as
per yours of the 20th. i

I recognize this as a cover that belonged to my good friend
Harold C. Brooks several years ago, and no doubt it is still
his property. I recall mounting this cover for him in the
latter part of 1940, I think that the most that can be said
about the cover is thet there is no conclusive proof that the
stamp originated on the cover,

I note your suspicion that the stamp may have a thin spot and

in holding it to a strong light, this appears to be the case,

but I don't think thit we could be absolutely sure of this
without removing the stamp from the cover, The stamp has a
greasy appearance and appears in poorer condition than the

cover itself but this is not very strong evidence against the
eunthenticity of the cover, because the stamp may have been
carried around until it got in this condition and then used. The
presence of gum around the edges is truly a suspicious sign but

~ likewise not conclusive,

Only part of the letter is here - this is = suspicious sign -
and all we have of the etidence we have of the actual year use

is the "Ans Aug 17 1842," I might add that this memorandum looks
genuine,

If there was no stamp on this cover originally then whoever

added it, only had the space to place it that it now occupies,

On the other hand, if the stamp was put on the cover before the
notation was made it might be logical to assume that it would have
been placed in é&dther right corner or the upper left.

The notation indicates that the letter was from "Charles Jackson Jr,
Boston." If the letter was sent from Boston, it was not sent

e Us S, mail as a separate letter, It could have been
enclosed in another letter and regularly mailed or 1t could have
been sent to New York by private carrier, In elther event, it 1is
possible that whoever received it sent it by the City Despatch Post.
One wonders if the unknown party in New York who sent it thru the
Despateh Post paid the 3¢ or whether he sent it unpaid, The chances
would seem to me to be in favor of the latter, It is well to




#24 NMr. W, L. Moody III Dec, 27, 1943,

remember that payment was optional., I have seen covers without
stampe which were no different than this cover, without the
atamp,

I note I have not been of much Belp to you but about all I can
do is to revert to what I stated above, that there is no con=-
clusive proof that the stamp originated on this cover, I don't
think I have told you a single thing that you did not know, hence
there is no fee for this discussion of the cover,

With my kindest regards, I am
Cordlally yourg,

Note -

The enclosed cover is insured
for $400 for return transit via
registered mail,



AMERICAN NATIONAL INSURANCE CO.

W.L.MOODY,JR,PRESIDENT

GALVESTON,TEXAS

W.L.MOODY, IIil,
VICE PRESIDENT

December 31, 1943

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
434 South Grand Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear lr. Ashbrook:

Thank you very much for your letter outlining your .
opinion of the United States City Despatch Post cover

from the Brooks Collection. I really think and I am

sure you do from your letter that there are too

many doubtful things to regard the cover very faworably.

I have decided to keep the 10¢ 1861 even though the price
does seem high and I send you herewith my check for
$85.00.

Wishing you a very happy and prosperous New Year and
with best wishes,

Very truly yours,

/
We L. Moody, II

WIM, III/kw |
Encle. > ‘



'd

Dear Stan:

If this cover is a fake I can't understand
why you passed it as being 0.K. when you
mounted it in the center of a page, with
a lengthy description of its being a lst
day cover,...because I know that you look
at all rarities or rare usages with a
eritical eye. It will be interesting to

"see what Souren says, not necessarily for

the value of his opinion, but because he
might see fit to make an offer ofi it. What
surprises me, more than anything else, is
Klemann's repudiation of having sold it to
me, I KNOW HE SOLD IT TO ME, RIGHT OVER
HIS COUNTER. I REMEMBER DISTIBNTLY HIS
BRINGING IT OUT AND TALKING IT UP. I
bought it and marked it, at the time, on



my records. The stamp of course is
genuine, as is also its carrier cancel-
ation, but if it was not used on this
cover then the cover is a fake, and I
would not want it sold as genuine to
anyone, Moody or anyone else, Of course,
if Colson owned the cover, its authenticity
might possibly be construed differently...
which has nothing at all to do with his
judgment, which we cannot totally deny.

H. C. BC



o

434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thhoms, Ky.

Jen. 22, 1944,

Mr, Harold C. Brooks,
Marshall, Mich, . s

My dear Harold:

If anyone told you that I pronounced your cover a fake then whoever
it was is a plein damn liar and a trouble-maker, My friend, Moody,
submitted this cover to me under date of Dec, 20th last, 1 quote

in part from my letter to him under date of December 27th last,(quote)

"I recognize this as a cover that belonged to my good(?igend, Harold
C. Brooks, several years ago, and no doubt it is still his property.
(note = he never mentioned from what source he obtained it). I recall
mounting this cover for him in the latter part of 1940, I think that
the most that can ‘be said about the cover is that there is no conclu-
sive proof that the stamp originated on the cover,”

The rest of my letter was immsterial but if you want to see it,; I'll be
gled to send you my original carbon copyes I don't see that I said a
thing that has not appeared in print. I refer you to the A,P.S5, hande
book by Elliott Perry, published in 1942 and entitled, "100 Years ago =
February - 1842 - Aungust,
Centenary
of the
Firat Adhesive Postage Stamps
in the
United States"

Surely vou have a copy of the abeve, You loaned this cover to Perry and
on page 21 of this A,P,S5., handbook is & natural size illustration of
your cover. Perry stated beneath this cover, quote:

"The !'U.5.Cancellerton the City Despatch Fost Stamp and the postmark on
the cover are in reddish orange, but no definite proof appears that the
stamp was used on this cover, At one time the cover belonged to F. W,
Hunter, 1t went irom John n. Kleemsnn to the Harold C, Brooks collec=-
tion.," (end of qguote).

I might add that the mere mention of Kleemann's name was enough to dam
the cover. '

I mounted the cover for you but Harold I did not pass it as Deing O.K.

I might have lettered the page to read the same as I wrote Moody, to wit:
"There is no conclusive proof that the stamp originated on the cover,"

I doubt if this would have been agreeable to you., Am I right?

I concluded by letter to Moody as follows:
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#2+ Mr. Harold C, Brooks, Jan, 22, 1944.

"I note I have not been of much help to you but about all I can do

1s to revert to what 1 stated above, that there is no conclusive
proof that the stamp originated on this cover, 1 don't think I have

told you a single thing that you did not know, hence there is no fee .
for this discussion of the cover." (end of quote).

Of course, the cover itself is genuine, no one denies that fact, but

a Souren, a Colson nor anyone else can produce any proof that the

gstamp originated on this cover, Such an opinion would be absurd, This
does not mean that the cover is a fake, much less that the stamp is a
fake., A fake cover would mean that changes in the cover itself had
been made and a stamp added or a substitution made, as for example, a
cover with a 307 1861 used in 1865, with the eriginal stamp removed and
a 50¢ 1869 substituted and the year-dates changed to 1869,

The mistake you made was not obtaining Kleeman'!s guarantee of genuinee
ness when you purchased the cover. Suech an oversight would be similar to
buying a piece of property without having the title examined, only to
find ont, years later, that the title was not clear,

At some future time, collectors will probably be more cautious and de=
mand "an opinion," Even so, such precautions will not be 100% fool-
proof but they will be & darn sight better than the present system,

; No Harold, even Colson could not get away with an opinion that the stamp

was actually used on this cover, He is too smart for that,

If you sell this cover it should be sold "as is," that is, with the
same opinion that Perry published in the A,P.S. handbook and that I gave
Moody,

I note in your letter to Souren that you stated that the cover had been
submitted to Colson. Are you sure of this? I merely inquire because
Moody made no mention to me that he had submitted the cover to Colson,
Would you like to see my letter to Neoody?

With best regaf&g,

Yours etc.,






454 South Crand Ave,,
Fort Thomas,; Ky

Oct, 15, 1943,

Mr, Ls Le.Shenfield,
% Pedlar & Ryan,
200 Park Ave.,

New York, NeYe
Dear Larrys:

Herewith the Kxpress cover, as per yours of recent dete,
also the 5¢ New Orleans cover which you sent me several
months ago to sell, I am sorry but I was unable to .place
.

I made a photo of the Express cover and I will write you
later regarding ite : Emmsrson Krug 1s here for the week-
end so Itll write you after 1 have developed the plate and
compared with the Forster print,

With best regards,

Sincerely yours,



434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky

Octe. 15, 1943,
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am enclosing 1t herewl
have written Hace May
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- Mre Van Dyk MacBrida.

454 South Grnnd Ave..
‘Fort Thomas, £y

. Oet, 15, 1943,
744 Broad St.,

Newark, WeJe

Dear Mac:

Yours of the 12th enclosing the Victoria cover received,

As I am returning several covers to Larry by this mail, I
have included this item, .

This is certainly a 1ittle gem and I am sure Sam Richey Would

1ike to see it, but I won't hold 4t over for that purpose but
will show him e pLotOgragh. I will send you a print later,

You ask me for comments on the maninge but to do so would
require a lengthy explanation, and I den't think I would ine-
clude same in your artiele ag they wauld not be neoasqary and
might prove confﬂaing.

This letter bears a postmark of New York of Kay 28, 1861. The

Ue Se Mall to Piohhond was gtill open so why wesn't the letter
sent on to Richmond? Was it cent to Richmond and wee 1t refused
there by the edureqsee9 Or did New York return it to England -
without attenpting to make the Richmond delivery? What do you
think? ma you want ome or two prints?

This cover is sure & peésch but be careful and not m&soonstrua its
meaning, Remember fthat the U, 8, mail to Richmond was still opén,

Do you agree with the notetion on.the back, "Stopped by the War? cte."
Evidently Larry does, betcause he puts this in a class with the -
"Kails Suspended” items, What say Larry? FPlesse bear in mind I

’.am agking ques*ioﬁ s not differing with any conclvusiong or -opinions

neld by Lerry and yourself.
1111 appreciate expressions from,both of ‘you,

Cordially yours,



o ey !

@han @3&% @@M@?ﬁ@e

744 BROAD STREET
NEWARK, NEW JERSEY

October 18th, 1943.

Mr, Stanley B. Ashbrook,
434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stanley:

As I told you I think that Victoria cover of Larry's
is one of the most appealing things I ever saw! I am glad you photo-
graphed it, and wish you would send me one or two prints suitable for
reproduction, as soon as possible.

I noted that the New Yors< postmark was May 28, 1861, -
when as you say, the mails to Richmond were "still open". However,
that was Jjust three days before they were closed, - the interchange
of mail between the North and the South having been ordered ceased as
of May 31st. With what must have been the very disordered condition
of railroads and communications of all sorts, it seems to me quite
possible that the New York post office feared or refused to try to
get so late a letter through, and instead sent it back via England.
Thus I imagine the "Stopped by the War" notation got placed on its
back, - although I realize that anyone might have written this.

I do think it forms one more example of the "mails
suspended" type of thing, - as did the Dead Letter Office cover I
bought through you recently. Therefore I had planned to mention both
of them in the article I am still working on.

Would be glad to hear what Larry has to say on this,
and also what conclusions you finally reach.

Sincerely yours,
b ani il

>

MacB/HK il
c.c. L.L. Shenfield




PEDLAR & RYAN, i~c

ADVERTISING
250 PARK AVENUE

New York, N_.T.

October nineteenth
19 4 3

Dear Stan:

Thanks so much for copy of your letter to Mac and for
the return of the covers. Will be glad to get your opinion on
the express item in conjunction with the one Foster has.

About the Victoria cover —- even though the New York
receiving date is May 28th and allowing a day or so for confusion
owing to the confused state of postal affairs it could be that
this letter was not cleared Richmond or did not get on its way
until May 29th or 30th. Perhaps by that time it might have been
held in Washington Post Office or even at Fredericksburg and then
since the end of May was supposed to mark the cessation of postal
intercourse between both sides, according to Postmaster Blair's
order, it is at least probable that the cover was returned to New
York.

Note also that the addressee is a business firm which
probably was still in business and could accept mail and also note
that if the addressee could not be found that there was at that
time handstamps used for that purpose such as "can't be found",etc.
Instead I believe the red handstamp on the cover is of British origin
and simply indicated a return of mail without reason. Therefore, I
do not say it is the same as "mail suspended" because that was a
U.S. marking. But I do believe that there is every indication that
the reason for non-delivery was the war and not the inadequate address
or refusal to receive the mail.

Best rds,

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
434 South Grand Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

TELEPHONE: PLaza 5-1500 CABLE ADDRESS: Ryﬂﬂola
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434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Octs 23, 1943,

Mre Le¢ Le Shenfield'
250 Park Ave.,
New York, N.Y.

Dear Larry:

Yours of the 1l9th received. Up to this writing I haven't
had a chance to develop the plates with the two covers but
will finish them up thils week,

Regarding the Victoria cover, If this cover was returned

to England because of the outbreak of the war then I think

it is in the "Mails Suspended" class, but if it was sent to-
Riehmond and acceptance was refused by the Richmond firm
then it 1s not in the "Mails Suspended" elass, but rather a
refused letter, Perhaps this sounds far-fetched but are you
sure of the meaning of the New York postmark? Perhaps the
real solutlon is in this marking,

Now Larry, don't get me wronge I am not trying to act smart
and holding beck any informations I am not sure myself as
to the exact meaning of that New York pestmark, "If I was,
then I would not hesitate to give an opinion on this cover,

In 1861, May 28th fell on Tuesday, the 1lst of June was Sate:
urday, If the letter was sent to Richmond it should have
reached there on Wednesday and if it was refused by the Riche
mond firm it could have been back in New York on Thursday,

The 3lst was Friday,

1 an not sure whether the "WNay 28" was the date of receipt of
this letter or the date it was sent back to England, Are you?
If it was sent back to England on the 28th, then the war had
nothing to do with its return and it is in no way in a "Mails
Suspended” classification.

I agree with you that the "Sent Back to England" is'a British
meaning.,

Yours etc.,

Pe8Se. Did you pay {160,00 fof that Babecock P of W cover?



.

PEDLAR & RYAN, ixc.

ADVERTISING
250 PARK AVENUE

New York, N.7.

October twenty-fifth
19 4 3

Dear Stan:

Thanks for yours of the 23rd. I note carefully what you
say and of course if there is some doubt about when the New York
postmark was put on then everything is in the air. I felt that from
the sequence of dates on the cover that it was put on on receipt at
New York where it usually was applied on unpaid mail. I can see no
sense to that type of marking used as a transit as it passed back
through New York. Certeinly the 5¢ due would mske no sense.

I think you are a little speedy in the way you indicate the
letter might have moved around between New York and Richmond, I
doubt whether in those days a letter got to Richmond the next day or,
in other words, overnight. The R F & P railroad was a single tracker
at that time and a lousy one at that. Can you from your wisdom deter-
mine whether the New York postmark was put on on receipt or on "send
back"? You are technically right that the postmark is in the mail
suspended class but the point I was trying to make is that being an
English marking and not an American marking, it differed radicelly
both in application and usage. The former told what had happened
vhereas this marking tells nothing, except that it was sent back to
England.

No, I didn't pay $160 for that Babcock cever — as a matter
of fact I never even saw the cover. There was a book bid of $40 but
it started at $81 and just simply went to town. Understand it went to
a Southern collector who simply buys sweet looking things of all kinds,
not necessarily Confederates. Glad to see it, however, and I don't
feel too badly about the $40 I have paid for beautiful Prisoner-of-War

covers.

Earl Antrim of Nampa, Idaho about whom you wrote is perfect-
ly stable financially according to Gordon Harmer, who sells him and has
done so since 1940. He was on here & while ago and I met him. He

particularly likes Blockade stuff.
Zﬁfﬁ)regards,

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
L34 So. Grand Avenue

Fort Thomas, Kentucky

TELEPHONE: PLaza 5-21500 CABLE ADDRESS: Ryam;/a
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434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Oct. 28, 1943,

Mr, L. L. Shenfileld,
280 Park Ave,,

/# Pedler & Ryan,

New York, N.Y.

Dear Larry:

Yours of the 25th receilved and carefully noted. This cover
is indeed an interesting study and it 1s su item where it is
not safe to jump to concluslons, Suppose we consider a few
important points. ‘

Firat, the letter was from Victoria in 1861, Question -

e Victoria posbage stemps prepay the postage to destinae
tion in Richmond? And if not, did they pay the postage only te
the American frontier, or only to England? You tell me the
correct ‘answer and 1 thinlt that we wlll then have the solution
to this cover,

I note the Tollowing in your letter: "Certainly the 5¢ due

would make No sense,”

I agree that a 5¢ due aprears odd dbubt do you recall that Eahamas
cover that was in the Vozlan Sale? It has the blue "Mails Sus-
pended" oval marking, Do you recall the New York postmark on

this cover? Would you say that the Bahames stamp pald the
postage to U, S, destination? Perhaps you may notice the parmilel
between this cover and your Vietoria, Alsc one more point on
your Victoria, What about the 164%

Regarding meil from New York to Richmond in 1861, See my One

Cent Book, Vol, 2, page 220, "The Great Mail," - This was in 1848,
In 1861 there was still no direct railroad from VWashington to
Richmond and mail between the two c¢ities went via steamboat
(Washington to Agula Creek) and railresd, so you are no doubt
correct in concluding that meil posted in New York was not dee
livered in Richmond the next day, but surely a letter mailed in

New York on the 28th was ready for delivery in Richmond on the 30th,
It could have been refused delivery by the addressee and returned
to New York on the 30th or even the 3lst,

That P of W cover is unique so far as I am aware, Sam has &
combination of a 37 18€1 and a "Ten" also & 3¢ 61 and a 20 green,
but neither of us ever heard of & 3¢ 1861 and a 107 blue, I had




#2, ¥r, L. L., Shenfield, Oct, 28, 1943,

a bid in of over §125,00 and didn't think I had & chance to

lose its It sure was a honey and well worth the price that
the buyer paid,

Yours e tc.,



454 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dec. 11, 1943,

Dear Larry:

Re = your Victoria cover - I am enclosing a photo of it and
also a photo of the Eahamas, "Mails Suspended" cover. You

will note that both have the black New York "5" postmark,

one reading, "Br. Pkt" (Bahamas) the other "Am, Pkt" (Victoria).

Congider the Bahamas, The "six pence" stamp paid the postage

to the U, S. frontier, it did not pay the postage to destimtion,
hence 57/ was due as indicated by the New York marking. Naturally
this is "British Packet" because we had no U. S. Mail Route to
the Bahamas,

Evidently the same principle applies to the Victoria cover, that
is, the postage stamps paid the carriage via London to the U, S.«
frontier, the U,S. ship to shore being dué on delivery, You can
call this internal if you wish but my definition is more correct.
This letter was brought from England to New York by "American
Packet" as borne out by the N.Y. poktmark and slso by the red
(British) "16 cents," This was the Atlantic sea postaﬁe eredit
from England to the U, S. frontier, “Had the "internal” (5¢) been
paid, then the credit would have been 21¢ (16¢ plus 5¢).

From here on it is anyone's guess,

Was the letter sent to Richmond and delivery attempted before the
lines were closed? If so, did the Richmond firm refuse to pay

the 5¢ to obtain the letter? Or was it sent back to England withe
out any attempt to deliver in Richmond? As far as I know, no one
can answer these questions correctly.

Will you please return the photos.
I am sending & copy of this letter to Mac.

Sincerely yours,

My, Ls L. Shenfield,
% Pedlar & Ryan,
350 Park Ave,,

ew York, N.Y.

”"



454 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dec. 11, 1943,

NMr, Van Dyk MacBride,
744 Droad St.,
NQW&I’k, N.JQ

Dear Nac:

I am enclosing horewith a copy of a letter I have written
Larry about his Victoria cover,

You are at liberty to use any of the information contained
therein, provided you quote me directly from this letter,

I am maﬁing this request for this reason., In & recent
article a certain party used information I had given to him
with no credit whatsoever to the source, Of course I am
not seeking credit but it wmakes me damn sore for someone to
use uy stuff and to give the impression that he was fully
conversant with the subject and had dug out the answers all
'by himself, I am sure that you will agree that such stuff
is lousy and that no one but 2 cad would do such a thing,

With regards,

Yours ete,,
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GEORGE C. HAHN

835 WILLIAMSON BUILDING
CLEVELAND 14, OHIO

October 20, 1943

Mr, Stanley B. Ashbrook
434 S, Grand Avenue
Fort Thomas, Ky.

My dear Mr. Ashbrook:

I recently secured the enclosed 6-cents Lincoln Bank Note item,
which I am endeavoring to secure some further information on.
Knowing your interest in items of this type, I am taking the
liberty of asking you to kindly assist me in solv1nw some of
the questions whlch come to my mind. ‘

(1) I pelieve the single rate to Holland, effective February
1st 1870 via the United Kingdom was 15-cents, However,
George S. Hill and H. M. Konwiser's article on Foreign
Rates as published in "STAMPS", volume 11, page 451 shows
a rate of 1l0-cents effective February 1, 1870. Was the
cover sent via United Kingdom or did it travel via a
different route? Why are there no markings on the cover
indicating the amount of postage due that was to be col-
lected? Did the "2" in blue crayon indicate that this

was the amount of postage due to be collected? Or 1is
the D.5 on the reverse an indication of amount of postage
due to be collected?

(2) Where was the cover originally posted? 1In New York?

(3) Why were to stamps applied, one shortpald and the other
insufficiently paid? Were these two stamps applied in
New York?

I realize that you are quite busy but I hope you will not mind

my asking these questions. The item intrigues me and I feel

there is a story in this cover, which I am unable to solve.

A stamped, self addressed reply envelope is enclosed. Thanks
ever so much.

Yourd,

GCH: L
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434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Oct, 22, 1943,

Mr. George C, Hahn,
836 Williamson Bldg.,
Cleveland 14, Ohio.

Dear MNr, Hahn: ,
Herewith the 67 Bank Note cover as per yours of the 20th,

The date of your cover appears to be "12 = Jul - 70"
(Rotterdam).

At this time, the rate of postage to Holland was 10¢ (by
closed mail, via England) but prepayment was optional, Accord-
ing to the postal treaty then in effect, unpaid letters or
short-paid letters were subject to a fines, The wording of the
treaty is rather vague but as I understand it, the deficient
sum was to be collected at destination and in addition, a fine
of 15 cents (Dutch currency). The fine on a short-paid letter
to this country was 5¢, (U.S.).

I think your cover originated at Baltimore because I have a

. photograph in my files of a cover from that ecity to the same

address and in the same handwriting, It has a 6¢ 1869 and post-
marked Baltimore "Nov 2" (1869)., You will note that it was
likewise "Short Paid,"

The handstamp on your cover "Short Paid" was applied at New
York, I am not familier with the "Insufficiently Paid" but I
believe its origin was Baltimore.

The rate to Holland was reduced to 15¢ on Jan, 1, 1868, and was
further reduced to 10¢ on February 1, 1870.

I do not know the meaning of the "D.S," on the reverse, but no
doubt it is & Dutch transit marking of some sort. On the 1869
cover mentioned above was a similar marking reading, "C. 11",
on the 1869 cover there is also a blue pencil "2," The pen
marking on your cover is probably the Dutech Due, On the 1869
cover is a pen marking but it is different, no doubt due to the
different rate,

Sincerely yours,






454 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky

Dec, 3, 1943,

Dr, kEdw, L. Fernald,
616 Empire Bldg.,
Rockford, Ills.

Dear Doctor:

I was down Last for ten days and on my return I found
- yours of the 20th, with various enclosures, which I am
returning herewith,

Many thanks for your remarks on the Charlestown-Brighton,
Mass, cover, The data you gave me was quite interesting
and 1 have filed it with my record on covers from the same
points, Every 1little item like this 1s guite helpful,

Regarding the items you sent me,

(1) The small Boston postmark is a "receiving postmark"

and is quite well knowne Off hand I don't recall the exact
period when it came into use but it was probably in the late
fifties.

(2) NoYe & Boston Stmb & ReRe R = Chase listed this years ago
under "Rail Road Postmarks," which is perhaps preper, It did
not designate a Railroad or a Packet Boat but rather a
UsSeMeil Routes :

Y, (3) weshincton "Free," This was a marking intended to be
used on "Free Mail" or on "Franked Hail" but it was occasionally
used as we see it on your cover,  Simllar items are lknown from
San Francisco, Neither are very rare.

(4) Imperf. vertical? - No, this is just a center line copy.
with a vertical perf, at right trimmed, Many such items are
known, Part perfs are valueless unless in pairs and without
gquestion of genuineness,

(6) Boise City to Albany, "1867" Carrier fees were abolished as
of July 1, 1863, so no fee Was collected on this cover, This

marking is well known and was used to show the time and date of
delivery, rfew citles bothered to do this at this early period,

(6) "Due 6" The only explanation I can offer is that 1t was
heavy enough te be raced as a triple rate,

(7) Vicksburg to New Orleans, The marking falls under the classi-
fication "Forwarder's Markings.,” It has no special significance,




#2. Dr, Edw, L. Fernald, Dec, 3, 1943,

While this letter probably traveled by a Kiver Mail Route,
it could not be considered a "Steamboat" or a "Packet" cover.
Covers so classed have an actual steamboat or packet marking,

(8) D.V,R.Rs This is quite a late R.R. marking and there is not
a great deal of interest on late R.R, items, I don't recall
this one but I r obably have the name of the company in my
files, but if so I cannot locate it at present.

Regarding the two covers to Natal, The one with the 34¢ is 0.K,
in every respect, <he rate via British mail was 34¢ and the red
pencil "24" is in accordance with this 34¢ rate, This use was
undoubtedly in June 1869,

The other cover is not as it was originally, as there was not
an®9#e0dte to Natal in 1868 or 1869, The postage on this cover
was originally 34¢ as on the other cover, and there was 24¢
credited on this cover to the British Post O0ffice, It is quite
evident that 24¢ cannet be taken out of 20¢., The "2" (handstamp)
of "24" is beneath the "ID" of "PAID" in the London postmark,

On meil such as this, we kept 10/ and paid the British a shilling,
or 24¢ to transmit the letter from London to Nstal,

I charge fees on foreign rate covers, the same depending on the
value of the cover, On these two Natal items my fee 1s the
minimum, viz., $2.00 each, There is no charge on the other items.
With kindest regards, I am

Cordially yours,



PHONE MAIN 2733

THE REGENERATION SYSTEM

A NON-MEDICINAL THERAPY
DR. EDWARD L. FERNALD, (D. O.) FOUNDER

ROCKFORD, ILLINOIS
616 Empire Bldg.

# | Mr. Stanlsy B. Ashbrook, . Nov. 20, 1943.
434 So. Grand Ave.,
Ft. Thomas, Ky.

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:
Regarding your article in "Stamps" last week. Item #86,

from Charlestown to Brighton, Mass, with carrier rate. I don't know how mich
this will help you, but up to the Civil War pericd, Charlestown was a separafte
city, close to Boston but entirely distinct from it, with its own postal
delivery. On the other hand,Brighton was nothing but a country village with
large adjacent farms, which later became of social importance. lLater both
communities were annexed to Boston proper, but at the date indicated it seeuw$
to me that it would be perfectly natural for prepayment of carrler rate in
Charlestown for delivery in Brighton to some country gentleman off the main

L route.
In reference to the items #1 and #8, with the small cancellations, I
am enclosing cover with 3 cent 1861 and a fery small Boston "receiving" canceu,
ocn the face. Just an oddity.
Awm élso enclosing a number of other items that may interest you.

#33 on folded letter with combined Steamboat and RR cancel. How does it 1ist!?
#44 with Congressional FREE cancel —--WHY? #44-—- single, ilmperforate verticali¥
#44 on U9 -- 1is this for double weight postage? #65 from Idaho Territory

> Wwith Albany Carrler 1887 --was fee collected? #85 from Néwport R.I. to Phila.

"Due 6" =--Why? #94--Vickeburg to New Orleans =-- a steamboat cover? #94 —-

D.V.R.R.--unlisted RR? 23 covers to Natal So. Africa, 1868 --20 cents p

If there is any charge for same please advise me. Sincerayy

-=1889 --34.cents postage --why the difference in rate? 42;
&
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May 27, 1947.°

Mr. Charles (. Taylor, Jr.,
480 Park Ave.,
New York, NH.Y.

My dear Mrs. Taylor:

Under separate cover I am today mailling
to you a couy of a recent article of mine on
the Postal Leglslation of the Confederacy, which
1 trust will prove of some interest to yous

: Again may 1 assure you that it was a

real pleasure to visit with you and if at any

. time you feel that I can be of some agsistance to
you I trust that you will command me.

Sincerely yours,










AMERICAN NATIONAL INSURANCE CO.

W.L.MOODY,JR,PRESIDENT

GALVESTON,TEXAS

W L. /M OO DY, L,
VICE PRESIDENT

July 7, 1943

Mre. Stenley Be. Ashbrook
434 South Grand Avenue
Fort Thomas, Ky

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

It was good of you to write me offering me a gorgeous l¢ 1857 type
1A on cover. Time will probably prove that I am wrong but the
current price is much above what I would be willing to pay.
S .
With regard to the 1869 cover submitted by Raymond Weill, it is
considered by me that his price is a lot too highe I made him
an offer for the cover with a New York cover which offer he accepted
and which would have brought the price down on the 1869 cover. I
then discovered that the New York cover was undoubtedly faked. By
holding the cover to the window you could see that the New York
stamp was badly thinned; also the date did not indicate the proper
use of the stamp. 8o I returned them both. I might be interested
in the combination 1869 cover if the price were in line with what
I consider it worth and subject, of course, to my being convinced
that it is genuine. Your statement in this connection would probably

k\ be sufficient, however, I am afraid of these 30¢ 1869 covers because
it is my understending that there are very many faked ones around and
» too many dealers have side-stepped the firm position that they should

have taken regarding them. The quantity of them in the Knapp Sale
not only befuddles the layman but also greatly impairs the value and
casts a doubt upon the good onese rFBr your imformation, I have one

7 thet I think is goode I have been told that it is and its genuineness
is guaranteed by Colson but still there is some question in my mind.
This is no reflection on Colson. I am sure that he was honest in his
statement that it is good.

I have a very beautiful 24¢ 1869 cover that no one has guestioned,
and if another comes my way, I will be glad to let you know about it
so that Mr. Newbury may consider it.

I wish you would keep me in mind for a very fine block of the 1¢ 1851.
Also, any very fine New Yorks either on or off cover.

Sincerely yours,

WA WA ooy T

We L. Moody, III
WM, II T /kw
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434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

July 14, 1943.

Mr, We L, Moody III,
% The American National Ins, Co.,
Galveston, Texas. .

My dear Mr, Moody:
Many thanks for yours of the 7th.

I was pleased to learn that the reason for your return

of the 30¢ 1869 cover to Weill was one of price, more than
anything elses I examined that cover very carefully, also
otherscovers from the same correspondence and I am positive

that the 30¢ plus 15¢ cover is absolutely genuine. .

Tt is unfortunate that some dealers get such exaggerated
ideas of values that they make it impossible at times to
acguire desirable items which they turn up. While Weill did
not price the cover to me, I understood he had a price on it
of $550,00, I don't see any excuse for such a figure.

Perhaps if all the fake 30/ 1869 covers were eliminated the
genuine items would be much more rare than supposed in past
years, but even so, I doubt if prices of $500 and up would be
at all justified.

I have devoted guite a bit of study in recent years to the
fakes of the 1869-1872 period and I have very little doubt that
eny fake would fool me at the present time, I believe that the
reference records in my files are doubtless the most complete
in existence,

I would like to see your 30¢ 1869 cover, Perhaps I could sat-
isfy the question in your mind regarding it., I would also like
to see your 24¢ 1869 cover as these items are indeed rare and I
doubt 4if I would turn one down at any price that Weill could
think upe I'l1l examine both items carefully and return promptly.

What sort of a block of the 1f 1857 would you like to acquire?
Mr, Newbury has many fine things offered to him, and doubtless
at times he returns items which you could use, I am going up to
Chicago the last of next week to spend a few days with him,

1111 mention your interest in the 5¢ New York to him, Perhaps
it is possible for you two to be of mutual benefit to each other,

With kindest regards,
Cordially yours,



AMERICAN NATIONAL INSURANCE CO.

W.L.MOODY,JR,PRESIDENT

GALVESTON,TEXAS

W.L. MOODY, Iii,
VICE PRESIDENT

July 19, 1943

;' Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
434 South Grand Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Dear Mr. Ashbrook: PR S

e ‘ WL P

- / SN o y
{ I really would like to have that cover from Weill with the 30¢ and 15¢ 1869. \
‘ I particularly want it since you give it your unqualified endorsement but
. the price asked, $550.00, is beyond all reason to my way of thinking.

I agree with you that through you lNr, Newbury and I might work to mutual
advantage and I am certainly willing to cooperate in anyway that I can. I
am not in the market for discards, however, undoubtedly there are duplicates
that each of us might pass to the other and he likely would be particularly
interested in certain items where I would be in others.

You asked what block of 1857 I want. I do not want an 1857 1¢ block but I
surely am anxious to get a really fine block of the 1l¢ 1851.

With regard to my 24¢ 1869 cover, I cannot send it along just now as it is
in the possession of Mr. Colson in Boston whe is remounting my t69's.
~ Judging from past experience, it is doubtful that these will be returned w
before sometime in the fall. When they are returned, I will be very happy
to send the two covers to you for your perusal. I bought the 30 on cover
from Colson but not the 24¢, however, he has passed upon the genuineness of
them both.

s a8 et

»

(i:_ As no doubt you know, I probably purchase more stemps from Mre. Colson than

‘/’//,/’ from any other dealer, but I do not regard myself as tied to any individual
nor do I regard any individual as having the best knowledge of the entire

fielde I think that it is particulerly unfortunate that some of the best
minds in philately snipe at each other, and even more unfortunate that there
are so many crooks in the game. Excepting a few smell dealers, I have just
about limited myself to you, Mr. Colson, and Mr. Cole, all of whom I regard
most highly.

LG AE AR S e L ——
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e re— : Cordially yours,

WZ ool

We L. Moody, I

" WLM, IIL/kw




434 South Grand Ave,,
. Fort Thomas, Ky.

July 24, 1943,

My We Lo Mooly "TIX;:
% lmerican National Insurance Goug e n el - ’
- Galveston, Texas, ¢ : ‘ - s

Dear Nr, Moody:

Yours of the 19th recelved, and I do truat that : & didn't
~give you' the wrong impr3531on, in intimeting that you .
might be 1nte“ested in any items discarded by Vr, Newbury,
0f course, I know full well that you &re not interested
in poor conditlon. ‘

It has-only been in recent vears that Mr, Newbury collected
covers and he still does not care for such items as Westerns, ‘
foreign rates, etc, He does not even own & Pony Express
cover, hence an item that he might turn downAmivnt po ibly

"be an iten fhat you would be lelightgd to OWn.

,:That is what I bad in mind and it occurred to me that you
‘might give him the opportunity to acquire items that are of
" no perticular interest to yous T haven't mentiored these
ideas of mine to him, but I will do so on my next visit to
“Chilcago. '

IR e e et D e S S

e iz
T

It certainly is unfortunate that we have a lot of munethical N
people in this game, I think that'a person who spreads ; "\
" malicious: gossip gonerally has little or no regard for the

truth, hence can no more be trusted than a cheat who would \
deliberately ‘fake a coyver, - There are so many fine echeracters \
in American Philately that there is little reason why one A
-EESE}d be bothered or bored by the morons who hang on the gringe.f

e o et e i -~
- -«\‘-M-MM“

At the present time I do uot know of any exoevtional block of
‘the One Cent 1851 thet is for sale but I will keep & memorandum
before me that you would like to see one,

I will greatly appreciate a look at your 24¢ and 50¢ 1869
covers when they are returned to you,

I count Ezra Cole &s one of ny gery good friends, Hzra stands
véry high with the best of Amarﬁ&an collectors, as well as with
~ the best among the dealersy ' v

~ I really cannot understand why Welll has such an exaggerated
opinion of the value of his 1869, 30¢ plus 15¢ covers

With kindest regards,
: ; Cordially yours,



' ' 454 South Grand Ave.,
' ‘ : Fort Thomas, Ky.

Aug. 29, 1945.

Mr, W, L. Moody III,
% American National Insurance Co,,
Galveston, Texas,

Dear lir, Moody:

Referring to our recent correspondence regarding the 24¢ 1869

et covers, 1 suppose the cover you own is a cover that was in the
Emerson collection and was sold in the first Emerson sale in

w . 1937, This was a 25¢ rate to Rosario Argentine and had a 24¢
1869 and a 1¢ 1869, It was from Boston and was from the "Winsor"
correspondence, :

Strange to relate, my friend lir, Harold Carhart of New York City
owns & similar cover, in fact, it must be almost a duplicate of
yours, that is, if my records are correct, I had supposed that
the Emerson cover went to Carhart as the catalogue description
fitted his cover. I did not suspect that there were two such

_items which are apparently almost identical, I have a photograph
of the Carhart cover and I will look forward to seeing your cover
and making a record of it '

I have seen quite a few covers from the Winsor find but I don't
recall that I have ever attached any Suspicion to any of them,

_ Apparently this "find" was kept clean. Neither the 24¢ nor the 1¢
on:the Carhart cover are tied, '

I understand that the Weill firm sold the cover with the 30¢ and
15¢ to one man who took all the covers in this sorrespondence. .
#n {iguring the cost of each cover I think that he figured that
30¢ combination cover cost him between {450 and $465, I thought
you would be interested in this bit of information and 1 ask that
you treat same as confidential, though I do not think that the new
owner would have the slightest objectlon to me giving you the ine
. formatione :

I am enclosing herewith some additional covers from the Brooks Lot,

Covér #68 1s quite wnusual, It has two unsigned copies and the use
is in December 1845, 1 have no record of the use of any unsigned
copies later than July 1845, The stamp to right has a horizontal
fold in the paper, I might add that all of the Brocks covers came
to him from original finds, hence no "monkey business” with any of
his covers, . :

Cover #69 - has two singles, the stamp to left being exceptionally
fine and in my opinion, wor%h the full price of this cover, This
‘eopy has the red New York as well as the blue pen marks, ;

Cover #94 « the right stamp could be cut off leaving quite a fine

NI Sl A ———_——__—_—__4



#2, Nr, W, L, Moody III, Aug. 29, 1943,

o

single,

If you decide to keep any of these and wish any bf the stamps
rémoved from cover, I'll be glad to do the removing without

injury to the face of the stamp,
Cover #3753,

I think this is & beautiful cover. Mr. Brooks bought

this in the Brown sale and paid close to the price asked,

Lot #496 -« contains some California itemsa:
(A) An unused via Panama steamship envelope
Letter sheets as follow :

B) "The miners"
¢) "Ouiret & Co. Lithograph (S.F,) with four miner's scenes
D) Letter sheet dated Nevada City Mar 20 - 1853 - a "Britton
& Rey lithograph of four miner'!s scenes,
Price of this lot $30.00,

"Sundry Amusements"

CIf you decids to retain any of the items will you kindly make check

payable.direct to Harold C, Brooks,

Enclosed:

# 68 « $160.00
69 - 140,00 7
70 - 85.00
72 - 300,00

8 -
92 ~ 15.00
94 = 5o.oo:ﬁi/
295 = 10,00~ -
296 ~ 15,00
297 « 15.00:;;2
208 = 15,00
504 - 2'50
B = 60,00
€14 . 18,007,
457 = -Bi00
4B~ . BLOD
261 & - 3,007
465 = . 3,807
465 - 5.50::}/,
466 = 5;oov/,/
467 »  5.007
468 - 15.00¥/,/
476 - 17.5ov///
481 = 3,00
‘4B4 - 30D/
486 + 7,50/
© 408 = 80400 S

Sincerely yours,

v/ (Prom an original find,
17,50 - An exceptional COPYe.
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quite a prominent collector in the early part o

434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Septs 13, 1943,

Mre W, Li Hoody IIX,

‘% The Moody Ranch,

Mountain Home, Texas.
Dear lr., Moody:

Yours of recent date raceived with return of the covers and check
pavable to Mr, Brooks for $170.00. Kindly accept my thanks,

T nots you would like for me to re-submlf the 5¢ St. Louls cover
after you returm to Galveston, This I will be glad to do and I
will <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>