
















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































April 17, 1942

Dear Stan:

T have fimally found my records (temporarily lost when I
moved about 2 years ago) and I kmow find that Emmie paid me
—_— off during the first week in November, 1958 so he apparantly
paid me off) before your deal was completed. I do not know
when he submitted the cover to you or if you had worked out
a deal or a tentative deal with him by that time., Cassell had
told me that he thought I clesed the deal with Ermie in May, 1939

but I thoukht that it was before this and now that I have found
my records I am certain.

Thus &t now appears that he may not have gyped me (unless
he aetiually had the deal set up when he bought me out). There
is,however, no doubt whatsoever but that he lied to you and
cheated yous I have at last obtained the letter from Miss
Bobb and I encdose it. Note that she says she didn't receive
any mail from Jacobs==] think Ernie and T agreed that the whole

: deal should be earried on under my name although he for the
cover and probably bought a bank draft in my name to send to her.
Apparantly Ward was after the cover but we beat him to it.

Had a letter from Chase this A.,Me in which he wolanteered
to give me some dope on the territbrial use of the '47's, Will
answer him today and accept his invitation but may not be able
to put ib in the article until the tail-end or until it comes
out in booklet form., I have a2 hunch that Stowell is pretty
well fed up with changes and additions to the text at the
moment so I won't bother him, if I can help it, for a few days.

#ill be glad to meet you in Chieago, if you desire, whether
or not I have been clipped on the TRIE deal, I Mave a strong
belief¥ that Ernie knew what he was doing when he bought me out.
Can you give me any further information about your deal with him?

Nothing else at the moment.

Beet regards,

e

o
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L. G. BROOKMAN

BRIDGEPORT 2969

IBrookMaN STamp CoMPANY Whevare
always
121 Loeb Arcade - Fifth and Hennepin in tll:e
. . t
Minneapolis, Minn. :’;a{):y .
Stamps

Jamuary 22, 1942

Dear Stanley:

My I.Q. is not high enough to permit me to understand
or comprehend M,Gilbert. My impression is either that he
is crazy or we are crazy ourselves!

I do not know just what plate he is talking about but he
infers that it was made about 1863 (79 years age). I will
be glad to read his aeticle which I believe is to be pdblished
in the January C.0.P. I had thought this would now be in our ;
hands but my copy has as yet not arrived.

I will write Harold Brooks today regarding that cover and
T think that he will forward it to you unless he already has
a photo that we can use. He may not be at home as he often
travels in the winter,

Would you object to my showing a proof of your " Specialist!
article to my good friend, and student, E.M.Oleson? I can
assure you that it would go no further. He is an old-timer, very
well informed on U.S, and, in my opinion, one of the best informed
men in the world on Foreign stamps. The last portion of this
statement is a big one but he can live up to it. If he had any
desire to become known he would have a wonderful reputation among
philatelists.

Had hobed to have gallpy proofs of the article from Stowell
by this time-—should be here at any time now.

Was just leafing thru your Vol., 1, 1¢ book last night and
noted that the illustration of the strip of three 1¢ 'S7's,/Type
la, (I believe the illustration was number 20LL) was af remarkable
example of a reperf job. The remarkable part of it was the fact
that the strip had such a huge top margin that it was possible to
reperf it and still have a very wide margin. How could this be?
E'd like to stick that item under a lamp and see if the top margin
was "a la Zaresky". That is a slight slander on Zaresky as he
would be more careful of the perfs——especially those of the middle
stampe.

Nothing more at the minutee
Best regards,
)
Vs
&/

We Carry a Full Line of Stamps and Philatelic Supplies



434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Jlnu 24' 1942'

: Mr. L. Go Bmomn‘
121 Loeb Arcade,
Minneapolis, Minn,

Dear L, Gb‘

Re - yours of the 22nd, No, I have no objection to your request “
to show the proof of the "Seamp Specialist" article to Mr., Oleson,

I wanted to keep this article confidential for the sole purpose

of trying to get a "yes" or "no" statement from Perry, So far, he
has refused to commit himself. In this game, it is no disgrace

to be wrongs My God, I have been wrong more times perhaps than
right, but after all, what's the difference? Perry considers it

a erime to be wrong. He goes on the bheory, if once you are wrong
you mast in honor bound, still contend in the face of all evidence
to the contrary that you are rights Sort of ala Luff, In other
words, drunk or sober, that'!s my story and I'll stick to it come
what maye =
Re - the last paragraph in your letter regarding the strip of 14 1857,
Type IA, figure 20 LL, page 248, Vol, 1, Don't you honestly think

that I would be a rather dumb student of the 1¢ 1851-1857 if I couldn't
detect a reperf job? Now honestly L.C. you must have a very poor
opinion as to my 25 years work on the One Cent stamps, Really in

truth I am not guite that bad, though I do not kid myself as to my

many shortecomings,

Re = that illustrations The strip itself 1is perfectly O,K, and per=
fectly genuine in every respect, It is no fake perf job but is in
fact the finest 1¢ 1857 piece known, What ie wrong is the illustrae
tion, It is a "retouch" job and done in a bungling way, by none
other than myself. Sir Nicholas sent me a photograph of the strip
and it was photographed against a white bacgground, hence the fine
margins didn't show up plain and a reproduction a half-tone cut
would have been almost meaningless, so I took pen and fnk and blocked
out all the background on the photograph, You must confess that my
two center vertical rows are quite goody Perhaps I could have been
more careful with the marginal perfs, but at least I did not exagger=
ate the margins, No, I am not quite as bad as you think, I really
think i1f this strip had been a reperf job I would have dlscovered it
at once, Yet maybe I am not that good,

At any rate, you are not the only one who has called my attention to
this i1llustration which proves thet many collectors note perforations
as they well shovld, ‘

S8incerely yours,

PeSe

I enclose one "call down" I received on that illustration, This
chap said I was just plain dumb, His letter is so good I have ine
serted it in the margin on the opposite page (249) in my own personal
copy of the books Please return,

S



454 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky,

Jan, 27, 1942,

Mr. L. G. Brookman,
121 Loeb Arcade,
Minneapolis, Minn,

Dear Le CGa:

Herewith a photo of an item in the collection of Mr, W, L, Ls
Peltz of Albany, N,Y. You have Nr, Peltz'!s permission to il-
lustrate this item if you wish,

Stamps canceled in black, Kingston in orange red. The "10"

in red, Ny theory 1s that thlis was addressed to a point ree
quiring a 10¢ U, S. rate, (hence the red "1l0"). Party sending
letter was not aware of our 5¢ and 10¢ rates. Stamps canceled
"in Canada, Kingston exchanged mail witk U, 8., at Cape Vincent
N,Y., Sackettts Harbor, N,Y, and Oswego, N.Y, See Ashbrook Book
Vol. #2, page 356, Vhen letter reached this side of the Line,
the U, 5, mail clerk did not recognize the 5¢ '47 because it was
canceled in Canada, hence he rated the letter "10" or 10¢ due

at destination,

Mr, Peltz informed me that he has owned this plece of cover for
meny years and came to him from a collection formed by an Albany
collector, In all probability the item was from an original find
in Albany. A

You will note there were four strikes of the ring cancelation,

Yours etc,,

L



434 South Grand Ave.,
‘ Fort Thomas, Ky.

Jans 2B, 1942,

Mre Lo Go Brookman,
121 Loeb Arcade,
Minneapolis, Minn,

Dear Ls Ge:

Under separate cover I am mailing to you the originals of
the cuts to appear in the coming "Stamp Speclalist.," You
have my permission to have new cuts made and to use same
in your March 1942 A,P, article on the 1847 issue, All
that I ask is that you advise Lindgquist of this action and
reqguest his permission.

You will note I have sent you all the cuts except the
original photograph of the Hammatt "C" shift, As I only have
one copy of this I don't wish to take any chance of losing
ite.

I recently learned that Dr, Mundt had some remarks in a

Kohl publication of about 1926 on the 5¢ 147 - Beaver combin-
ation and illustreted a piece of cover, I obtained a copy
from the C, C, library but the page with date is missing,

I made 2 photo of the page with his remarks and 1llustration
but I cannot read the Hun gibberish so will have to find
someone to translate it for me, Would you like a photo print?
Perhaps you might like to note this in your article so some=-
one in the future can't say, "Did you see Mundts remarks ete,"

More later -

Hastlly yours,



Py

434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Jen, 3lst, 1942,

Mr. L. Ge Broomn‘
121 Loeb Arcade,
Minneapolis, Ninn,

Dear L, G. ¢ “
Many, many thenks for the superb copies of your two books, This

was mighty nice of you and I certainly am delighted to have them

for my philatelie 1Ibe, "I Intend to check both with your
original articles in ! Ps s0 that I can see for myself what
changes and additions that Perry (the Handbook "committee") made,

Re « cameras No, I don't use a Graflex for philatelic work, but
rather a large 8'x 10, reducing and enlarging camera, When stretched
out it 1s 8 feet long, hence requires a solid table of great length.
Naturally the heart of any camera 1s the lens and I use several vegg
fine oness I also use filters, Wratten panchromatic plates, specia
developer ete, and have been at this stuff for many years, hence from
year to year trled this or thats I have also done some work with
exposures made on special plates by my cuartz lamp, One never knows
what results will turn up, some lines more than expected sometimes less,
I have a Graflex and a Bell Howell Movie but Seldom use these indoors,
So far as I am concerned, my photography has been an indespensible ade
Junct to my philatelic work, You can imagine the record I have extend~
ing back to 1915, .

You gave me a big order when you asked me to explain the difference
between copper plate and steel plate DeTe's, I fear I couldntt §£clude

same in a letter, because it would take up far too much space,

ine yourself a hard steel relief coming into contact with a pper
glate and the same hard steel relief coming in contact with a steel
plate, There is the heart of the subject, Naturally the effect would
be different, §ust the sare as burnishing on a steel plate would be
different from burnishing on a copper plate,

Re ~ the "D" @Gerber blocke I can't say that the shmde indicates the
year of printing, nor would I say the impression is exactly worn, Wpat
might be said is that 1t is not a sharp fine early engraving, Suppose
we postpone further theories on the "DZ until a later date, It is
quite possible our two articles might bring to light some further
helpful material,

Well perhaps by this time you have received Perry's "Pats," He
threatened to tell the real origin of the Knapp stamp but did he, in
your opinion? Do you now know what Perry thinks the stamp i1s? I
note his remarks are continued so perhaps he will tell us in the next
number,

Regardless of all of the comedy in Perry's story, the fact still ree
mains, that the Knapp copy is no error of printing., It 1s either an
outright fake or it is a genuine plate variety, Because it comes from
23L1 and because all of the copiles Perry has seen of 23L do not show
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a DsTs does not prove a thing, Such stuff does not prove it 1is
& kiss any more than it proves it is a painting,

I don't go very strong for Barr's theory as it has some holes in 1%,
and Barr is aware of this fect, But 1f Barr 1s not on the wrong
track perhaps there might be some sense to his reasming. Fgke or
genuine plate variety - that is the guestion, and 1f Perry discards
both and sticks to his "kiss" idea then he will be out on a limb, -

Knowing Knapp as intimately as I did I know darn well he never gave a
rap what Perry thought about his stamp, but can you blame Ned if he
threatened to sue Perry if he came out in vrint and branded the stanmp
as & "painting?" Perry insinuates that it was very unfair in Knapp
to refuse to give him that permissions

Again many thanks for the two lovely books,

Sincerely yours,



April 6, 1942

Dear Stanley:

One of the lecal collectors that lms been interested
in the controversy over the Knapp Shift suggested the
other day that the Knapp might be the resultd of a "double
offset", T told him that I did not think that such an
offset fould ever be strong emough to show up in the
fashion that the Knapp does. What do you think about this?

I have often felt that the Knapp might have been made
in the following fashion: the sheet eoudd have been, during
the procees of removing it frem the plate, partielly dropped
back on to the plate, This might have mde a partial
impression . This partial impression, which resembled the
"Post Office" shift, might have caught the eye of an "artist"
and a little paint job could have been applied to strengthend
the extra lines,

Any idemas about the above?

The 7RIE eost $500 to the ownmer, plue $100 to me. What
did you pay for it? Unethical as Hew= for me to tell you
but T guess we each have a right to know., By the way, can
you tell me the date of your purchase of the item? That is
important from my standpoint. Don't ever expect to do
anything about it but I'd like to kmow the score on this
partieular game.

Nothing else at the moment. S5till waiting to get further
proof from “towell,

Best regards,

s



434 South‘Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

April 9, 1942,

Mr. Lo, G+ Brookman,
121 Loeb Arcade,
Minneapolis, Minn,

Dear Lew:

I have long been suspicious that I was gyped on that cover,
hence in you and I comparing notes we are merely checking up.
I hate a liar, but when you find one out the best thing to do
is to say nothing, simply file the dope away in a safe pigeon
hole in your brain for future reference,

I paid $1375,00 for that cover, =0 unless I figure wrong, you
made c100 our go between made {775, and I made 375,00, At
least I did better than youe AT of which wes O.Ke provided
nobody lied to u close friend. .

.Here is the dope. I was told the cover hed te bring $1750, the
net cost was {1,000, and if I sold it at {1750, he would divide
the 700 bucks with mees This I did end in order to show perfect
felth on my part, I had the buyer make check payable to E., and
not to mes Then E, sént me his check for {375,

The date of the transaction was Decs 11, 1938 He never told me
where he got the cover, and I had no idea 1t came from you until
I heard indirectly some months ago that you had sold 1t to him,
If he paid you {1,000 net, then everything is 0,K. and on the up

. eand upe If he paid you even & dollar less then he lied to me and
~cheated me, because we were to divide all i got over net costs
I got {375 whereas I should have received {575, This is all just
between you and I but i1f I have the right dope this little funny
business is not going to do him any good, believe me, and I won't
every have to divulge the fact that I suspect anything wrong on this
one particular transactione
Re - the Knapp shift question,s I think if your friend could examine
the' stamp, he would be impressed with the strength of the "shift."
you eare aware how muech ink is lost in an offsets Your suggestion
that the "artist" might have repainted the offset lines wovld be a
good suggestlion, provided the stamp showed any evidence that such a
thing might have been dones Frankly I don't think there 1s a bit
of evidence in this direction,

If your friend is interested in a study of the Knapp stamp, tell
him I suggest that he do the following, Have an enlargement made

of 31Rl, and one the same size of the Knapp, then study the two

side by side, each and every line, Coumpare the shifted lines on the
S1R with those on the Enapps

Don't quote me on the following but ask yourself if I am righte.

The trouble with certain shifted lines on the Enapp stamp is this -
both shallow and deep lines, say of a certaln letter, the "o" for
example, are shown as a heavily printed lines Get the idea? Also I
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ask, could this be possible on one of Perry's "imitation shifts?"

Remember one thing, Perry is ebsolutely sure that I think the stamp
is a plate variety. I don't want to disabuse his bellef.

Yours cetce,



434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thcmas, Ky.

April 10, 1942,

MI;. Le G, Broomn,
121 Loeb Arcade,
Minneapollis, Minn,

Déar Les:

| I am enclosing you a letter received today from Baxter, also
coples of my reply and one I wrote him on Mar., 23, Kindly
return all three.

What is your opinion of this bird? Note how he classifies himself,

"Philatelist and writer of Educational
Philatelic Subjects." ‘

Boy that sounds to me like he hates himselfs There are a lot of
erackpots in this game and I hope J.H.B. 1s not one of them and
can give us some dope which will be sensible and autheritative. I
am a trifle suspicious of anyone. who advertises himself as a
"Philatelist." I have never seen anyone do that but some guy who
was hanging onto the lunatic fringes I recall that several years
ago some writer out West advanced the thought that stamp collectors
seldom wind up in the bug house, that philately was such a health
glving hobby that those philatelically inclined never go nuts.
Hell, that has not been my experlence because I have met more nuts
in this game than exist in any other aveocation, profession or group.

I hope that being a "philatelic writer" has pald Baxter better than
it has me, yet one could hardly put me in his elass because I make no
claim to being a "writer" especlelly a "writer of Educational
Philatelic Subjects," ;

At any rate, let us hope I have this blrd sized up wrong. Looks to
me like he sort of avolded committing himself, What do you think?
He evidently read my "copper" articles, but is it possible he can't
remember whether he agreed with me or not? To hell with the points
I ralsed -~ the only gquestion was copper or steels Now he has to
read my articles over again to find out whether or not I was right?

‘Maybe he is the great authority who whispered silly notlons in Perry's
ears - notions about "imitation shifts." Perhaps that is the reason
he is allergle to me, What do you think?

Yours ete.,



April 10, 1942

Dear Stan:

It sometimes takes a long time for mirder to out

but it looks 1like our friend made a slight error in lying
to you=-and probably to me. At the time I made this deal
(to take the $100 and get out) I was in Chicago and to save
ny sould I ean't reeall or find in my records the date of
this deal, Seems to me that he paid me by cheek. I have
just nok phoned Cassell and asked him when T "seld out" to
Ernie and he tells me that it was at the time we sold Erngée
and Voorhees the "Miller" collection which was in May,6 1939,
Ernie told me that he was still holding the cover and didn't
know how long it would be Before he could find a buyer for
1

On the assumption that since he lied to you, and, if my
datef and your date is correet he also 1limd to me, there is
a good possibility that he also lied about the amount he
is supposed to heve paid the woman. The woman's name is
Miss Verna Bobb, 134 Arch 8treet, Sunbury, Pa. I have just
sent her an airmail letter in which I told her that "for
Businesas reasons" T wanted her to inform me in a letter of
the amount paid herfd for the cover and the date she received
payment. Should heer from her in a few days.

S50 the Knapp didn't even have the benefit of a tiny
little kiss to start out with. Just a nice paint job from
start to finish. Right?

The first time I ever talked with Perry about this, T
think it was at Buffalo, I tried to get him to tell me what
he thought about it. I told him then that it loocked like a
paint job to me but T think that he tried to make out that
it was something else although he wouldn't give me an satisfaction
regarding it, Wonder how he will finish his artiele in Pat'st
He expeected to have it in print long age but something eseems to
have deddyed #43,

In regard to the X TRIE--if Miss BoBB comes back and
says thet he paid her less than $500 T think we had better work
out some kind of a2 deal te put him in the nuteracker., Natuwally,
I won't say angghipeto him without conesulting you fully--don't
want to get you in bad=-even with a liar.

Best regards,

7,

&

-




454 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

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

Dear Doe';hmy,

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

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

e T —
e A
R

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

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

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

force his theories on me,

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

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

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

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

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

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

ever saw a proof from his mythical die,

I don't consider that the dots and dashes above and below the "Six Cenus®
label prove a single thinge In this case, what didn't exlst could havy
been added, just as well as what did exisg could have been erased, One
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theory is no more logleal than the others In other words, the 1¢

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

* yvertical dots and between the ends of the ribbonse

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

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

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

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

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

An error in the photograph,

I think the 1¢ die at Washington 1s the original and perhaps it will
show positively that there was no alteration in the label,
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It is true that it could originally have had a "Six Cents" label
and before it was hardemed the label was changed to One Cent, but
domsnft Perry's theory rall down here? If the 6¢ proofs come from a
laydown, the 6¢ die had to be hardened to make the roller which made
the laydown. After 1t was hardened was it softened and changed to a
"One Cent?" Sounds like bunk to me,

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

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

Yours stc,,



