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SCRAP Poo <_
434 South Grand Ave.,

E?l §T0 L Y A Fort Thomas, Ky.

]

Mr., George N, Malpass,
135 Westland Ave.,
- Rochester, N,Y.

Dear Mr, Malpass:

Yours of the llth received, Did I read that Bristol post=-
mark wrong? I thought it read, "Bristol Va R,R, and that

is the way Herb Atherton listed it, Dietz 1ists Bristol -

V & T ReRe In other words, Bristol 1s in Tennessee and it

was the southern terminus of the Virginia & Tennessee R.R.
This Road ran between Bristol and Lynchburg, length 204 miles.
Thils road was part of the main line connecting Richmond with
Knoxville and t he South,

This cover went to Brooks from Herbert Atherton and Atherton
obtained it from H, F, Colman who found it in an original find,
There 1s the pedigree and I think there is no doubt that it 1is
perfectly good, Atherton's notation reeds, "Guaranteed as found
by H,F.Colman," '

Regarding the Patriotiecs, Keep what you like out of the lot
and pay me whatever you think they are worth and I can assure
you it will be 0,K, with me,

Thanks very much but I am not especially intercsted in covers

from France as they are not very much assistance in the particular
study I am making, I am really quite anxious to see covers from
the U, 5. to France between Jan, 1 and July 1, 1870, and such
items must have rates other than 107 and 4¢, This six months was
a period of uncertainty as to legal rates due to the expiration of
the treaty on Jan, 1, 1870,

With kindest regards,

Cordislly yours,



434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Feb, 23, 1943,

Mr, G, N, Malpass,
135 Westland Ave,,
Rochester, N.Y.

Dear Ny, Malpass:

Yours of the 18th with check and return of the covers received.
Please accept my thanks,

I suppose that Atherton read that "Bristol" marking wrong
and that I repeated the error, I wondered if there might
have been two types and was glad to learn that you are quite
sure that the one on the cover is the same type as the one
1llustrated by Dietz, '

I have a batch of unused Patrioties just in from Brooks, I

note guite a few which are not in my lot of three or four
hundred, Brooks has these priced from 10¢ each to 1.50, He
states some are quite rare, I am wondering if you would like to
see them,

I suppose you referred to the Emerson covers which Ezra Cole
has had for the last six or seven years, This 1s the only worth
while lot that I know about.

Sincerely yours,

"




AL LINDQUIST

PUBLICATEIONS

2 WEST 46w STREET NEW YoORR N
February 26, 1943

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

Dear Stan:

Hugh Clark has sent me a copy of that letter he wrote you and since he
sent it, I have talked to him about it on the telephone and asked him peointblank
just how he felt about the entire situation. All bBe could do was to reiterate what
he has always told me and what we have discussed in so many letters. Hugh has ad-
mitted to me numerous times that if this issue had 'not been listed and it was left
to him to list, it probably would never go in; but inasmuch as they were put in
long before his time in good faith and that hundreds of dealers and collectors hand-
led them in good faith, he didn't see how he could destroy their value without hav-

ing absolutely conclusive proof.

You must remember that Hugh is backed inrhiscopinion by most of the dealers and
collectors with whom he is in contact. Eddie Stern was so hot about this matter
that you will remember he cancelled his advertising in the STAMP SPECIALIST when
we ran the original article, even though I am very friendly with him. He felt
that it was a direct slam at him for he had sold thousand of dellars worth of
these premieres in good faith and took it as a personal attack. Phil Ward, Spen-
cer Anderson and scores of others have taken this same viewpoint and hammered into
Hugh that he should not make the chapge without indisputable proof. I'wve talked
it over with many collectors myselfy’if they own any of the stamps or have owned
any of the stamps previously, they are more inclined to take this view. You must
realize that every person is thinking of his own problem first and the general
good second. And also, there is a lot of merit in what they say.

It is gquite possible that Hugh may never change his mind in this matter, but as
long as you handle the matter diplomatically as you have done, there is a chance.
Certainly, I can see absolutely nothing to be gained by taking an opposite tactic,
as you would not be able to force him into anything he does not want to do, but
by encouraging his goodwill and those who take the same attitude you are apt to
accomplish more.

You know, I always look at these things, Stan, from a prectical standpoint. In
publishing papers as I have done for many years, in many fields besides STANPS,

I know that we cannot always go on a crusade even though we might believe in it.
The only person who could afford that is the man with so much money that he doesn't
have to think of the financial end of the business and can afford to do what he
thinks is right, regardless of consequences. In a practical world, you must give
some thought to these other angles, and you'll usually {ind far more people on your
bandwagon if you take a tolerant viewpoint than if you try to force it through.

Phone: MEdallion 3-3715 Cable Address: LINDPUBS



Page two

2/26/L3

Stanley B. Ashbrook
(cont'd)

Hugh is not as arbitrary and set in his ways, as you might think merely from cor-
respondence or occasional talks. He does have a lot of fundamental ideas to which
you might take exception, and many of which I do take exception on. But, I know
that I can get no place by antagonizing him, whereas I might get somewhere by tak-—
ing a friendly and cooperative attitude. The think you must weigh, Stan, is what
would you gain by an out and out fight? Do you think you will force him to make
the changes, or would it be just for the satisfaction of having your say? I'm
sure that if you would weighithe pros and con, you will agree with me that there
is nothing to be gained by fighting, but at least a possible something to be gained
by your friendly attitude.

I've had quite a laugh at the Newbury scolding, for he loves to take that paternal
attitude, and anyone that knows and appreciates Saul gets as much of a kick out of
it as he does in handing it out. I doubt very much if Konwiser has written him
anything, although you never can tell what he might do. Anyway, don't let that
ever bother you, for you're aces with Saul. When I go to Chicago, he usually gives
me a lacing out on things that he thinks I do that are wrong and I always love it,
as I know you do, for fundamentally he's got some good sound ideas that are worth
following.

Do you remenber S an, you told me at one time, that you were getting a little more
mellowed with age, and that you were not quite the spitfire you were in your younger
days? Keep up that mellowed attitude for I'm sure you'll get much further by it

ag well as leading a much more tranquil life yourself. These other birds like Per-
ry and Konwiser and so on, who like to take potshots at everyone, get absolutely
nowhere and are only discrediting themselves in the minds of anyone who knows what
it is all about.

Glad you liked that write-up on the West collection, and it was fortunate you ex-
plained to me just what the situation was for when the copy received from Ward
stated that lMr. Ashbrook would be associated with him, it would give anyone the
idea that you had been engaged by him. -

I'm also delighted to work with Brookman, as I think he is a fine fellow and one
whom I would be glad to cooperate with at any time.

With best personal wishes, I am
Sincerely yours,

AR

HLL/G




GORDON HARMER
GUY HARMER

P A TR C
AUCTIONEERS

5517 Fifth Avenue

HARMER, ROOKE & CO., LTD.
2 ARUNDEL ST.
LONDON, ENGLAND

NEW RK, N.Y.
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CABLE ADDRESS
PHILATORS, NEW YORK
PHILATORS, ESTRAND, LONDON

TELEPHONE
MURRAY HILL 2-6220-I|

Mr. Stanley Ashbrook
L3 So0.Grand Ave.
Bt lomas, Ky.
Dear Stan:-
I have received from the Administrators of the
have rec s E18 . Ly
Green Bstate, the Grand Canary cover from the Nelton col
; - o i BF o T e, S el A N N
tion which you will remember was originally sent toPercy
for sale.
I am trying to prove the genuinene: c
and hence my writing to you. Ags far as I know, s
one other 90c¢ on cover and that is the one that
: s e ( e R e T sent
The rate on his letter was $1.05 and the letter: sent
New York to Spain. It is unquestionably as it w
the LaFitte find.

The Nelton cover bears @
llcents more than the other copy.
11¢ difference car
Bremer d re

Compan

rate

Whet I would like to know f
for a fact that this 50 pfennige was
enlarged photos made of the cancel; [
by a screen, and I am sure that the c¢
If you are interested, I will be glad
bhoto.

I would very much appreciat

me on this matter.
Thanking you snd with
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rom you is, do
charged. I hav
locking out the
ancel is absolut
to send you th

T.ec=

Doane
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434 South Crand Ave,,

| Mareh 21st, 1943,

Mr, Gordon Harmer,
851 FPifth Ave., -
New York, N,Y,

My dear Gordon:

Referring to yours of the 17th re - the Green cover of
$1e16 to the Grand Canarye : e :

In my opiJien there is no longer any doubt tnat the cover
is not genuine. Since my correspondence with Percy some
months Lack I have made further exhaustive study of this
item and with the evidence I have.since uncarthed I think
I could go before any Jury mith PVidence that WOuld be
conclusive, .

I have a record of thﬁ kvown 90¢ 1860 covers -and 1n this _
record are not ineluded the two Caspary covers, though I have
séen and examined thems Mre Ce did not ask my opinion of
them, hence 1 did not- volunteer any. 1nformat10n. '

Vr, Newbury owns the finest 90¢ 1860 covew,, At one time this
belonged ‘to mes 1t went to Emersonm and was acquired by Lr.
Newbury at the Emerson sale ir Octdber 1937.

I have turned up other Grand Ganary‘covers from: the same

correspondence as the Nelton=Creen itemy The markings thous 5
selves show theat 90¢ in postage was actually yaid or ‘this cover,
and not i 16. . i 2

The 8. S. Bremen carried uhiq cover on 1¥ from New Iork to Pngland, :

“'dnd inasmmeh as the U,S, psid the Line for such gea carriage the .

letter was rated "American Packet." The "Bremen' had nothing to

do with the carriage of this letter from En ngland to the Grand

Canary, and further tlie rate of 90¢ was a "double rate” and was

_payuent: onlx to the Grand Canary frontier, “TnTernal was coll&cted
on delivery. : 2

i o might rémind you ‘that Elliott Perry gave Pc“oy Doane an oglnlbn" 
on this cover and charged a fee for game, His so=called exper
opinion proves he was in total ignOﬂance of the facts in the case

hence his three page opinion was & silly 1ot of balderdash..-

I would like to have copies of the photographs.you had® i but

b A don't think they could prove vory much as this coven could have
been a "stenpless' Paid, with the présant cancelations on’ the
stamps fraudulent, s

B3 A




#2. ¥r, Cordon Harmer, March 2lst, 1943,

Finally I can assure you that there was no rate or combined
ratd making $1.,16 to the Grand Canary in 1860, or 1861, or in
fact before or after those dates,

I was very much interested in this cover and I made quite a
number of photographs of it myself, I was especdally interested
because I wanted and hoped I could prove that the cover was
genuine, A

Many thanks for your kindness in sending me the "Préces" on
the Ewing Sale, 1

With best of regards,

Cordially yours,



GORDON HARMER CABLE ADDRESS

GUY HARMER PHILATELIC PHILATORS, NEW YORK
—_— AUCTIONEERS PHILATORS, ESTRAND, LONDON

HARMER, ROOKE & CO., LTD. e

2 ARUNDEL ST. . 55[ ﬁffﬁ Avenue TELEPHONE

LONDON, ENGLAND MURRAY HILL 2-6220-1|

- NEW YORK, N.Y.
March 27th 1943.

Mr.Stanley Ashbrook,
434 South Grand Ave.
Ft Jhomas, Ky.

Dear Stan: -

I have carefully read your letter of thé 21st regarding the Grand
Canary cover and I am taking the liberty of enclosing the cover
for your further inspection.

I am of the opinion that the cover is genuine and that the stamps
were genuinely used on the cover. Of course I do not pretend to
have a knowledge of U.S.stamps comparable to yours and I only base
my opinion on the following points.

You may know the history of the cover. It was originally sold by
Ridpath of Liberpool for a few_pounds and later it was acquired by
Seyhold and then by Nelton. If vou will examine the pair of 1le

you will note that both stamps overlap the 90c and you will see that
the top left perf of the left lc stamp has a tiny rust or discoloma-
tion spot which goes through on to the 90c¢ stamp. The 24c¢ stemp
also overlaps the 90c and the 24c is just tied at the lower right.
The 1lc and 24c are crecased by the envelope. The pair of lec is also
just tied at the right. These are my own observations which I
believe have a bearing on the genuineness of the cover.

Of course all these evidences of genuineness could have been forged
but do you think it is likely?

From another source I am given to understand that this letter comes
under the postal agreement of 1860 and that the double rate at that
time, to the Canary Islands was $1.05. As it is specified that it

should be carried by the Bremen, an additional fee, the equivalent

of 1lcents (Fr 0.60) had to be paid for anything up to 20gr carried
over 300 sea miles. This information I have not been able to check
myself, but I believe it is true as I think that in about 1862 the

rate was reduced to 90c for the double rate.

However, suppose we cannot prove the rate at all, this would not
necessarily mean that the cover was bad, as naturaelly a letter has
been overpaid on many occasions.
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HARMER, ROOKE & CO.

There is just onme other point. I don't see how it could have been

& stampless cover as the cover undoubtedly went to London and it was
stamped "Paid" London. If it had been a stampless cover it would
not have been stemped "Paid" and there would have been a penalty.

I am very interested in the cover and I am interested in proving it
either genuine or not. I have given you my reasons for believing
it is genuine and I am very strongly of the opinion that it is
genuine. As I have said, I do not claim to have any great knowledge
of U.,S.stemps but this cover just doesn't look like a fake to me.

I hate bothering you again on this much discussed item, but I do
want to try to prove its genuineness if possible.

Thanking you and with personal regards, I am

Sincerfl)y yours,

P.S. The cover is insured both ways so you need only register it
on its return to us.

/s, ,%M% W%WMMW%
4 dote wt, I Lo Lped fo e g todo go. e
%ﬁ - é{??. Hrcuen £7‘°_/$,Q¢¢ 701_,aofk,-_z>”“J 74E?4/

F —
ML on fh Corllect,,

& B
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434 South Crand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky

March 29, 1943,

Mr. Cordon Harmer,
551 Fifth Ave,,
New York, N.Y.

Dear Cordon:

Herewith the 90¢ 1860 cover, Yes, I knew the history of the
cover, It wes sold to Nelton in the Seybold sale in Mareh 1910
and it has been sald that in those dgys the fakers didn't take
the trouble to make fake covers, Perhaps they didn't but the
fact romains that Seybold had guite a few fake covers in his
ecollect o@%

I alweys understood that Colgon acquired this aboard and sold it
to ‘Seybold, I 'never heard what Seybold pald but the cover sold
for 428,00 in the Seybold sale,  An unused 90¢ 1860 could be

purchased for #8,00 to §10,00 in IQlO 80 p»rhaps it was 2 bit
profitable to make fakes in thoge Jays.

When I mentionsd "&tEmpless" to you I meant o0f course prepaid in
cash and hence stampless, I don't say that this was what happened,

in fact, I don't know what aetually did happen to this cover, but

I am quite sure of one thing and that ig thiss There was no such
a thing 2= a §1.16 rate to the Grand uane“y in 1861 or at any other
period earlicr or later, The morkings on thie cover show that the
rate was 90¢ not (1,16, hence cne ecan draw thelr own conclusions.
First, was this originally & paid in cash stampless. cover? Second,
was the 90¢ rate originally paid by ~tamps other than are on the
cover at present? VFor exemple three 507 stamps, or a single 9 00¢

As for the stains and creases, we know that the present stamps have
been on the cover for over 55 years so of course that is suificient
time for steins to developse If the cover had & fold originally it
would be absurd to add stamps over 2 fold and not cresase the added
stamps,

Please understand Gordon that I am not stating b

at any of these
things happened, I am only calling atbention to ti

ne posginblilityes

I trust that you will run down the "infeormation' thal was given you
regarding a new postal gvoewent of 1860, viz., the additional fee

and the other bunke I wonder if the person who an‘ntud guch stuff
appreciates how gilly his ‘iﬂ:owmatlon wag, It sounds % o me like

gome "deep stuff" coming out of Weatfield, H.J.

Suppose we discuss this "information.,” If the "douvle vete” was
$1,05, then the single rate must have bsen half that sum, It is Too




#2+ Mr, Gordon Harmer, March 29, 1943.

absurd to consider this point any further, Regarding an addie
tional charge of 60 centimes, Why? The French had nothing to
do with this letter, as it was carried to England by the S, S.

- Bremen of the North Germen Lloyd Line., ['rom Englend it weat by
British Packet to the Grand Canary. The postage paid was only
to the "frontler" as there was no postal treaty at that time
between G.Bs 2nd Spain (or between the U, S, and Spain) whereby
mail could be prepaid to destination in the Grand Canary.

The markings cleerly show that 48¢ was credited by the New York
Foreign Brchange Office to the British Post Office and that the
swn due in Pelmes for the Spanish internal was "8." I suppose this
"g" may have been "8" reales or about 40¢.

This letter went "American Packet.,”™ This is a point which trips
all the wiso boys like Perry. By "American Pagket" did not
necessarily mean by & ship of Americen registry but rather that the
letter was forwarded ab the expense of the UsSs P.0sDs In other
words, "Amers Pkt" or "British Packet" indicated which of the twe

@Governments was paying for the carriage,

We mede an avpangement in 1857 or 1858 with the German Line to carry
mail in their ships for the "sea postages,” What was the sea postage
to G.B.2 It was 16¢ as fixed by the Anglo-U.3.Treaty of 1848, hence
on this particular letter we paid the German Line 32¢ (2 X 16¢) to
carry this letter to England,

The U, S=British rate as you well know was 24¢ per 1/2 ounce letter.
This was digided as follows: 3¢ “ritish intermal, 5¢ U. 3. interal

and 167 seay

Yo arc also aware that at this time the Britilsh "Packet” charge was
& shilling, and under the Treaty a shilling was rated as 247,

The gingle rate to the Grand Canary at the tlme this letter was sent
was 46¢ per 1/2 ounce "Via England,” I suppese that you will admit
that there is mo doubt thav the letter went "Via England” faturally
the double rate was 907, and not such a silly figure as "{1,05."

This letter was sent by the "Bremen” and the recopds show that this

ghip saild from New York on May 11, 1881; hence the UsS. Pe0eDs was

entitisd to retain 21¢ per single vate out of ‘each 457 paid, or 42¢
Pp . 2

on each double rate of 907 paid, :

Each 21¢ represented 16/ sea plus 5¢ iuternals In other words, we

kept 5¢ for our internal and took 16¢ to pdy the German Line, If

‘you deduct 21¢ from 45¢ you will have 24¢ or ome shilling which re=-
resented the Eritish packet charge from England to the CGrand Canary
glandg. (frontier only). :

Thus you will see why 90¢ was paid originally on thils letter out of
which the U. B.B.0¢D, retained 2 X 21¢ or 42/ end creditsd to the




.
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#3+ Mr, Cordon Harmer, March 29, 1943,

British 2 X 24¢ or 48¢. This 48¢ is in red ink on the face of
the cover. The division of the rate was therefore G.B. 48¢
and U.8. 42¢, total 907, :

'Now'auppose for example that a Cunerd ship had -sailed on May

11, 1861, the rate would have been the same but the credit would
.have been 32¢ higher or 2 X 16¢ for the British sea carriage from
New York to England. In such a case all the U, S, would have re=-
tained would have been our internal of 2 X 57, the Eritish re-
ceiving a credit of 2 X 40 or B0¢, each 407 representing 16¢
Atlantic sea plus the British shilling packet charge from England
to the Grand Canarys, ;

Now Gordon is 1t not all very simple? Why ring in all that shbff
about ‘a double rate of {1.05 plus 60 contimes for 20 grams carried
over 500 uiles, ete.; etecs DO you gee how perfectly absuprd such
"Information" 1s? However, abstrd as 1t 18, it is not near as
8illy as the stuff contained In the opinion furpnished by Elliott
Perry to Pergy Deane on this cover, and for which a charge was
made by Perry, :

Other covers from this Wood correspondence, at this saue period,

are known and all ave prepaid by the regular 45¢ per 1/2 ounce
8ingle rate, William Depew.certainly knew the rate was 45/ per
single or 90¢ double, as proved by covers bsafore snd after this one,
80 if these stamps originated on this cover then Depew threw away
26¢ when he malled this letter snd in no way have I been able to
figure what that 26¢ Qouble or 137 single could have represented.

Can you doubt that the British carried this letter by British packet
from Englend to, the Crand Cansry? Can youw doubt thet the British
packet charge in 1861 wes a shilling? Surely both of the atove are
‘proved by the red ink credit of "48," : :

This letter was no% put int6  the German or French mails, they had
nothing to do with its transmission, We pail the Bremen the sea
postage to transmit the letter from Wew York to Englend,

I don't know whether the cover .is good or bad and all I cen say in
this respect is this, 1If anyone, knowing the real facts, such as
I have eoutlined above, conecludes that the cover is genuine, then he

‘. will be forced to believe that Williaw Depew put 26¢ more positage on
- this letter In May 1861 than wes necessary, ovidence sghows that
" Depew knew the correct rate was: d5¢ single .- 904 double, so if the

cover 18 gemuine them why did Depew put 264 more than was nécessary
on this letter? I dontt believe that he 4did such & thing, heénce 1
cannot believe that the cover is:génuline,

I gave all of the above facts to Doane and I never charged him a
penny, 80 I too am very anxious that the real ststus of thils cover
be definitely established so that I won't be called uvpon to dispute
every erackpot opinion that is advanced by 2 lot of people who have
no knowledge whatsoever of foreign rates or postal markings but who
have the gall to cherge fees for absurd "Expert" opinions. I vefer



#4. Mr, Gordon Harmer, March ® , 1943,

not only to Perry but others in his class down East,

This letter was purely a U.S.-British transmission and the rates
were fixed by Treaty. There was no "postal agreement” bhetween
the U.S. and G.B. in 1860 whereby the "sea carriage" (1l6¢) to
G.B. was raised, nor reduced, and you know darn well that there
was no raise nor reduction 1n the British paoket charge of one
shilling in 1860, 1861 or 1862,

Depew certainly knew what he was doing and what the correct rate
was, as per his memo in upper left, "Per Bremen Vie England,"

I owned a cover from this same correspondence, a use in July 1861,
It was 2 single rate with a 304 -~ 10¢ and 5/ orange brown, It was
routed "Per Asia" via England, in the same handwrifing as the
enclozed cover, As you well know the Aslia was a Cunard ship,

The ﬁed"ren eredit on this letter was "40" and the Grand Canary due
was "4,

I have a photo of another cover from the same correspondence reahbdg,
"Yie England, per Brago."” This was a ship of the American Havre

Line, and the red pen credit on this 45¢ rate cover was 24¢ or the
British one 2hilling packet charge., I merely cite this cover to

show that the eredit was the same on the "Bremen" and "Arago" Wabters,
.hdpthat while the "Arago" was a ship of Am rican registry and the
"Bremen" of German registryﬁ both were designated as by "Amer, Packet"
because both were paid the "sea postages" (16¢) to carry these two
letters,

I could give you a number of references regarding the amount paild

by the U,S, P,0sDe for ecarriage of the Atlantic mails in the late
Fifties and early Sixties but the following will no doubt suffice,

It is from the annual report (1l852) of the P,N¢Gs: "Which limits the
compensation to the United States postage, sea and inland, when the
conveyence is by American stesmers and to the sea postage when by
foreign steamers,”

In other words, the Arago received 217 (sea and inland) whereas the
"Bremen"” received 15¢ (the sea) on the above covers for transmission
from YNew York to England,

I do hope that my explanation of triq cover has been very plain and
easily understood, If not, let me “now and I'1l explailn any points
you wish,

With kindest regarcs,

Cordially yours,




Anmsrican Bank Note Company : ”
wwst" ‘\: &
New York, ' : B il A

May 15, 1936, e
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| I nave had a careful examination md‘ of the 10¢ _ I
- rhld States Stemp of the 1847 issue which, I :
4 kmown from the collectors’ view point as the "Knapp Shii
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