




















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































#2 . 

Mr. Karl Burrol'ghs, Apri l 22, 1942. 

First, I think a crook' oould take this cover and add to it a 
I6¢ r847 whieh had a red grid struck fairly in the center , and how 
many collectors would be able to recognize the difference between 
the two covers of Sep. 3 and Sap. 10 and this stampless item with 
a added . 

Second., SOlna could state that your two c overs were perfectly good 
and in the same class as my stampless , the only differ nce be i ng 
that originally all had stamps but that someone removed the one 
on this cover . Of course the date and rating disproves this . 

Third, somG could claim that all three covers did not originally 
have stamps , as proved (?) by my stampL,ss cover . Thus you can see 
the fallacy of such opinions . 

Again rogarding the "sep 3 . " Unless I ara mistaken this grid looks 
like one used at Brattleboro., Vt . In fact I have a 50 1847 (off) 
with a Brattleboro grid struck in the exact center like the lO¢ on 
this cover . _11 of which may not mean a thing. 

This is just a little discussion behl eerl ourselves, and in no vJay is 
it any criticis of the t"'vo Kennedy covers . 0 far as I actually 
know at present , they are good as gold. 

covers . I have seen various Kennedy covers which 
had the lO¢ stamps IIsecurely' tied . At least, I don't recall that 
I ever questioned any of the IItieS'. " 

"bat I would like to see and examine is a of Fennedy covers . 
all I could locate . make photos of each and then s tudy the whole lot , 
side by side .. 

egarding the o¢ 1847. I think Chase was right on his threo dot #80. 
but I am not quite sure that the stamp in your pair is the 180 
to which Chase referred, nor do I see' hat relation this pair has 1.. 0 
the Emerson straddle copy. I have a memo of the plating illarks on the 
latter and I am enclosing copy herewith. 

Re - Lots 112 and 125 in recent Ielleher sale . I saw the latter but 
not the former , but I have an of it as published 
several years ago . I wrote Dan that be had mis- described lot 125 , 
and that this was a rate from Panama. to San - las . s a mate to this 
r,0u should have the 30¢ rate cover from Panama to with lo,} oL. 
'Pnnama tl in red on face . The ovmer is holding it at 000 . 

I am not with the D. T. of the 5i but will a note 
and wat Ch f or any such a variety . 

With best wishes , 

SincerE.'J. y , 



-

April 17, 1942 

Dear Stan: 

I have finally found ~ records (temporarily lost when I 
moved about 2 yeare ago) and I BOW find that Emie paid me 
off during the first week in NoYemoer, 193. 80 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. Oassel1 had 
told me that he thought I c·losed the deal with Ernie 1n May, 1939 
but I thouggt that it was before this and now that I have found 
~ records I am certain. 

Thus it now appears that he may not have gyped me (unless 
he actually had the deal set up when he bought me out). The rEt 
is,however, no doubt whatsoever but that he lied to you and 
cheated you. I have at last obtained the letter from Miss 
Boob and I enciose it. Note that she says she didn't receive 
an,v nail from Jaeobs-I think Ernie and T agreed that the whole 
deal should be carried on under ~ name although he for the 
cover and probably bought a bank draft :in my name to send to her. 
Appare.ntly 'Nard was after the cover but we beat him to it. 

Had a letter from Chase this A.M. in which he yol.nteered 
to give me some dope on the territ~rial use of the '47's. Will 
answer him today and accept his invitation but may not be able 
to put 1t in the article until the tai1-end or until it comes 
out in booklet .form. I have a hunch that Stowell 1s 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. 

Will be glad to meet you in Chicago, if you desire, whether 
or not I have been cUpped on the 721E deale I mve a strong 
belie~ 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, 



.. 

-• .. 

L. G . BROOKMAN 

Member 

C.C.N. Y. 
T. M. P. S. 
T.C.P.S. 

S. P. A. 
A. P. S. 

BRIDGEPORT 2969 

ROOKMAN OMPANY 

Dear Stanley: 

121 Loeb Arcade - Fifth and Hennepin 

Minneapolis, Minn. 

January' 22, 1942 

My I.Q. is not high enough to permit me to understand 
or ~omprehend M.Gilbert. ~ impression is either that he 
is orazy or we are c·razy ourselves! 

I do not know just what pls1:5 he is talking about but he 
infers th~t it was made about 1863 (79 years ago). I will 

We are 
always 
in the 
market 
to buy 
Stamps 

be glad to re8d his aetio1e which I believe is to be pd'blished 
in the January' C.C.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 
I 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 It Specialist" 
article to my good friend, and student, m.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 ~ 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 hoped to have gall~ proofs o~ the article from stowell 
by this time--should be here at any time now. 

Was juat leafing thru your Vol. 1, 1¢ book last night and 
noted that the illustration of the strip of three l¢ ·57's,~T.rpe 
la, (I believe the illustration was rumber 20LL) was al 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 
renerf it and still have a very wide margin. How could this be? 
ltd like to stick that item under a lamp and see if the top margin 
was "a la Zaresky". '!hat is a slight slander on Zares~ as he 
would be more careful of · the perfs--especial y those of the middle 
stamn. 

Nothing more at the minute. 

Rest regards, 

We Carry a Full Line of Stamps and Philatelic Supplies 



... 

Mr . L. G. Bnnokman, 
121 Loeb Arcade , 
r1nneapolis , Minn . 

Dear L . G. : 

434 South Grand Ave., 
F01"t Thomas, Ky • 

.Jan. 24, 1942. 

Re - yours of the 22nd. No, I have no object ion to your I' quest 
to show the proof of the "Stamp Spec1alist" article to Mr. Oleson. 
I wanted to keep this article confident~al for tho sole purpose 
of try1ng to get a "yes" or "no lf statement from Perry . So far , ho 
has refused to commit himself . In this game , it :ls no disgrace 
'to be V"long . Hy God, I have been li/rong more times pcrhap:3 than 
ri ht , but after all , what ' s the difference? Perry considers it 
a crime to be rong . He goea on the heory, if onco ou are 1irong 
you st in lonor bound, still contend 1n the f ce of all ev~dence 
to the contrary that you are right . Sort f ala Luff. In other 
11lOrds , dl'unk 01' sober , that's my story and I t ll stick to lt~ c me 
'11 t may. 

'" 
Re - the last paragraph in your letter regarding the strip of It 1857, 
Type A, figure 20 IIIJ , P ee 248, Vol . 1 . Don~t you honestly think 
that I ¥.ould be a ather dumb student of the l¢ 1851-1857 if I couldn't 
detect a reporf job? Now honestly L. G. you mlst have a very poor 
opinion as to my 25 years work on the One Cent stamps . Really in 
t, th I am not quite that bad, though I do not ki myself as to y 
many short-com ngs . 

Re - that illustration. The strip itself is per~ectly 0. 1 . and per­
fectly genuine in every respect . It,'s no fake perf job but s in 
fact tho finest l¢ 1857 piece la!own. \"lhat is rong is the illustra­
tion. It is a "retouch" job and done in a bungling '14 ay , by none 
other than myse f . Sir Nichol(ls sent me a photograph of tho strip 
and it was photogra ed a a~nst • \7hite be.c_-gro'U..l1d , hence the fine 
margi-ns didn ' t show up plain and a reproduction n half-tone cut 
would have b en almo t me ingle s, so I took pen nd k and blOCked 
out all th background on the photoeraph. You must confe~s that my 
t wo center vertical rovs are quite good. Perh ps I co ld lave been 
mo e careful with the marginal perfs , but at least ~ 1d not exagger ­
ate the margil . No, I am not quIte as bad as you think. I really 
t h1nk if this strip had been reperf job I [ould have discovered it 
at once . Yet maybe I am not that good. 

At any I' te , you r not the only one vno has called my attention to 
t hi 111u tratlon .h:ch proves that many collectors note perforations 
a s they loll sho Id. 

Sincerely yours , 

P. S. 
I enclose one 1Ie 11 do 'nil I received on th t illustration. This 

chap aid I ;0. ju~t plain dumb . H1s] tte~ is so good I have in­
serted it 1n the r.~rgin on tho opposite page (249) in my ovm personal 
copy of the book. Ple se return. 

S . 



1"r . L. G. Brookman , 
121 Loeb Arcade , 
lr.inneapolis , M:trm. 

DcaI' I. . G. : 

434 South Grand Ave ., 
Fort Thomas , Ky. 

Jan. 27 , 1942. 

Herenth a PlOto of an item in t 1e collection of r r . ~I . L. L . 
Peltz of Albany, N. Y. You have II' . Peltz ' s perLussion to il­
lustrate this item if you vrish. 

st 7lpS canceled ill black. Kingston in orange red . 'I'he II lOll 
in !'ed. .Y tl .. eory is th t tl' s as addl'cssed to a Doint re­
quiring a 10¢, U . s . _ ate . (hence the -"ed "10") . Party sending 
lette-'" wus riot aware of our 5¢' and lO¢, rates . Stu IpS canceled 

. in Canada . Kingston exchanged .iail vi t1:: U . S . a t Cape Vincent 
N. Y., Sackettts Harbor , N. Y. and Oswe 0 , N. Y. See A~hbrook Boo· 
Vol. 2 , pago 335 . then letter r ached this side of the Line , 
tho U. S . mail clerk did not recognize the 5¢ t 47 beoanse it '.JaS 
canceled in Cana.ua, hence he ratod tho letter 1110" or lO¢ due 
at destination, 

Mr . Peltz infor.ed e that he has owned this piece of cover for 
many yee.l's and came to him from a coll ction formed by an Albany 
collector . In 0.11 ~"'obab~lity uhe item las from an original find 
in Ibany. 

You will note there 'Jere four strilrcs of the ring cancelation. 

Yours te ., 



• 

.... 

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

434 South Grand Ave ., 
Fort Thomas , Ky • 

Jan. 29 , 1942 . 

Under separate cover I am mailing to you the originals of 
the cuts to a t:;pear 5.n the co. ing "Stamp Specialist . II You 
have my permission to have new cuts nade and to use same 
in your I'[arch 1942 A. P. article on the 1847 issue . All 
that; I ask is that you advise Lindquist of this action and 
r equest his per,ni"'sion . 

You will note I have sent you all the cuts except the 
original photograph of the Hammatt fie" shift . As I only have 
one copy of this I don ' t wish to take any chaD~O of losing 
it . 

I recently 1 arned that Dr . Hundt had some remarks in a 
Kohl publication of about 1926 on the 5~ '47 - Beaver combin­
ation and illustrated a piece of cover . I obtained a copy 
from the e. e . library but the pace ·V~ th date 1s miss;ing . 
I ma.de E'. photo of the pa e with his remarks and i11ustl"'ation 

... but I cannot read the Hun giboe:l.'ish so will have to find 
someone to translate it for me . Would you like a photo print? 
Perhapn you might like to note this in your article so some­
one in the future ean't say , "Did you see idundts remarks etc . ' 

More l a ter -

Hastily , ours , 

. .. 

.. 



. , 

hr . L. G. Brookman, 
J.21 Loeb reade , 
linea 01i3, 1.:inn . 

Dear I, . G • 

434 Sou t h Gr and Ave., 
Fort Th m~Hlr K, • 

Jan 9 31st , 1942 . 

1 any # •• any the.nk for the superb copies of your tvlO books . rrhis 
JaS .nighty nice of you and I certainly am delighted to have them 

for my philatel:i.e lib mny,;- I intend to check both with your 
original articles ':n th • P. so that I CC'XM ee for my""olf what, 
chang sand ddition" th'lt Perry (the Handboo.r: !l co. tteo lt ) made . 

He •. ea Ie' a . ro , I -.on ' t use a Grai'lex for philatelic work, jut 
rather a I rge 8 X 10, reduc.1..ng and enlal'ging can.era . h n Ltretched 
out ; t is 8 feet long , hence l' quiI>es a solid tablo of great longth. 
_ tural"ly the heart of any came::.. . is t.e lens and I use sev pal very 
fine ones . I also use filters , fratten panchrom~tic plates , speCial 
develop,I" etc . d h.ve loon t t'is stuf'f for uany yealH 2, hence from 
yenr to year tried. this or that . I have also uone Dome work -ith 
e posures ~de on special plates by .1'I - quartz lam.p. One I:'.ever knoW's 
what results will turn up, so e lines more than expected someti es less . 
I have II Grafle~ and a Bell To ;rell Uov e but Seldom use t;he.,e indoors" 
So far as I a. concerne • my photograpllY has been an indespensible ad­
junct to my 'Ohil tolie Hork . You can imaC;ine the !'ecord I b.:'lve extend­
in . back to 1915 . 

You gave l'!le a bl~ ordEn' v'hen you asked 1 e to oxplnln t 10 dift' renee 
between copp0r plate nnd ste 1 plate D. T. 's . I fear J: couldn ' t include 

e in a let Le • be 'auso 1 t "'0 Id t ... ke up far too much s ) ce . 
ma.gine ourself a hol'd ~teeJ_ reli~f' coming into contc.ct; with a. ooppeF 

pI to Rnd t 10 SBl.e hal'>d steel olief cowin' l.n co tact t/i th E etae1 
pI te . There i ... the hoart of the "'ub ject . Taturally the ei'fect iOuld 
be ifferent , ust the sarre s ournishing on a steel pI te {ould be 
different fro. ournishin on a co.pe~ pI te e 

Ro - the liD" Gerbel'" block . I can't say that the sll de indicates tho 
year of printing, nor would r e.y . he i. p_ ession is exactly worn. ~hat 

. ght be said is that it is not a shAT'p fine o_,rly engraving . Suppose 
we postpone further theor~es on the 'rD2 m.til a laGer date . It is 
quite possible our two art·cles i 'ht bring to light orne ftlrt_er 
helpful .19. terial . 

ell per ps y thi ti. you have !~ecei ved Perry' rrPats . II He 
threatened to tell the real origin of the ~napp stamp but did he , in 
your opinion? Do you no 'I kno; iThat Perry thinks the sta::: p j,s? I 
note his re arks are continued so porhaps he rill tell us in the next 
numb .1' . 

egardles of all of the couedy in Per' < I S story, the fact s t_ll '0-

mains , that the Knapp copy is no error Ool priI'.ting . It i o either an 
outright fa~e or it is a genuine plate variety. Bec u it co~ep from 
23Ll and because all of the copies Per'ry has seen of 2.3L do not ShOVl 



.. 

... lrr . IJ . G. Brookman • • Tan. 31st , 1942. 

• a D. T. does not prove a thing . Such stuff dOGS not p~ove it is 
a kiss any more than it proves it is a paint.i.£'lg . 

I don't go very strong for Barl"'s theory as it has some holes in it , 
and Barr is aware of thi s fact . But if Barl" is not on the v.rrong 
track per aps therA might be some sonne to his reasoning. Fake or 
genuine plate variety - that is the qnedtion , and if Perry discal"ds 
bO"G 1 and sticks to his IIkiss" idea 'chon he '/ill be out on a limb . 

Kno IL g Knapp as intim tely as I did I knO., darn well he never gave a 
rap .... lhat Porry thought about his stru.p, but can you blame Ned if' he 
threatened tc s~e Perry if he came 0 t in rint and b~anded the stn1p 
as a t p, inting? t Pel'°ry insinuateu that it Vla c' very unfair in Knapp 
to refuse to give r_im that pm"mtssion . 

gain many thanks or the t'''I0, lovely books . 

Sincerely yours, 

" 



• 
April 0, 1942 

Dear Stanley: 

One of the local collectors that baa been interested 
in the controversy over the Knapp Shift suggested the .' 
other day that the Knapp might be the resultp of a Rdouble 
of~setd. I told him that I did not think that such an 
ofhet .ould eyer be strong enough to show up in the 
fashion that the Knapp does. Iha t do you think about this? 

I h1.ve often £"elt that the Knapp might have been made 
in the following fashion: the sheet cou!d have been, during 
the process of removing it from the plate, partially dropped 
back on to the plate. Thie might have mde a partial 
impression. This partial impression, which resemble. the 
"Post Off"1ce" shift, might have caught the eye of an tiartiet lt 

and a little paint job could have bean applied to strengthe. 
the extra linss. 

Any ideas about the above? 

'!'he 7RIE eost $500 to the owner, plus $100 to me. What 
did you pay for it? Unethical as H-- for me to tell ,.ou 
bo.lt I guess we each haTe a right to know. By the way, oan 
you tell me th8 ~ of your purchase of the item? That is 
important from ~ standpoint. Don't ever expect to do 
a~thing about it but I'd like to know the soore on this 
particular game. 

Nothing else at the moment. Still waiting to get further 
proof from ~towel1. 

Best regards, 

~ 



• 

llr . L . • BrookrJ.an, 
121 Loeb ",c~rie , 

Minneapolis , inn. 

e r Le : 

434 South Grand Ave ., 
Fort Thomas , Ky. 

April 9, 1942. 

I h ve lor.g been ~uspicious that waL &7ped on th t cover , 
hence in you and I comp'rine notes 'e ere merely ch ek1ng up. 
I h te a liar, but w~en yo find one out the best t~ing to do 
io to s y nothing, simply file the dope away in a safe pi eon 
hole in our brain for ~uture re~erenee . 

I aid 1375. 00 for thqt Covtr, ~o U 1 ss I figure wrong , you 
mvae 100, our 0 ~et een ~~d 775 , and I made 375 . 00 0 tt 
1 t I did better than you. l~f vmich as O. K. proviGed 
nobody lied to a close friend . 

Ie' lQ h dope~ I as told h cov r h d to brin 1750, the 
n t co t 70. 1,000, and if I sold it at 1750, he ~ould d .vide 
the 700 bucks ~ ith 1l1e o This I did nd in ord r to ho'l p rfect 
fa1th on my part, I h(d th0 buy r make check payable to E. , and 
ot to me . Then • sent me his check for 375 . 

The date of "che t .. ansaction \" as D c . 11 He never told me 
Vlh re he .rrot th cov r, and I 1 ad no e .fro. ou lmtil. 
I h I'd in irectly 0 e onths a 0 that you had 'old it to him. 
If ~e p id you 1,000 net , t.}1en evel·ything is O. ~ . and 0 the up 

. and up. If he p id you even L doll r 1e s , then h lied to ne end 
cheated e , becau e 'ere to divide all I got over not cost . 
I f,ot 375 Ih r a I shvuld have receivod . 575. his ill. just 
bet\iT n you and I but if I have the :£"i)lt 0 '-" th1s little fun y 
business i not goip~ to do hi~ any ood, b 1 ve 0 , and I won't 
every havo to divulgo the _ e.c v ..,hu suspect anyth ng .. rong or t 
ono par icul r tran act~on . 

e - the ~repp s11ft ouesti n . I t ink ~ your fr en could ex ine 
the stamp, he .ou1d 0 i..prossed ,Jith the atrength of the "shilt . " 
you rar ho 'l muc ink is 10 .. t 1.n all of'fset . Your suggestion 
that th I art 1 t" might he. re aintod ""he offset lines wo 1d be a 
goo su gest on , providcd the st p sho'cd any evidence that such a 
th n wight h Vel €I n done . ranl"ly I dan' t think ther i bi t 
or evidence in tlis direction. 

your friend 1s intorosted in a study of the Knapp sta~p, tell 
I ugg ",t th t he do the fo110 ing. Have an enle.rge.,ent n:.~de 

31 1, and one tho 0 e size of the Kna p, thon s~udy the tvo 
c b side, nch and ev ry 1i e . 0 pare the hifted lines on the 

ith those 0_ he n _p. 

Don't ote ~e on the fo110 ins but ~k your~olf if' I a right . 
trouble ith certain shifted hes on tlc Knapp ~ta p 1s thl 

b h sh 110'1 nd deep l1nes, say of a certain 1 ttel~t the "0" f'or 
examp e, are sho~ as a heavily printed line . G t the idea? 1.0 I 



I ask» could this be possible on o~e of Per'ry' s {limitation shifts?1I 

Remember one thing, Perry is absolutely sure that I think the sta~.J.p 
1s !l plate va:rletyo I dori ' t want to disabuse hi.s bellefo 

Yours etc . , 

.-



• 

• 

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

Dear Les: 

434 South Grand Ave., 
Fort Thcrr..as , Ky . 

April 10, 19M~. 

I am enclosing you a letter received today from Baxte. , also 
copies of my reply and one I wTote him on are 23 . .1 Jly 
return all three . 

What is your opi ion of tnis i)ird? Note how he classifies himself , 

"Philatelist and wrlteJ:' of Educational 
Philatelic Subjects . " 

Boy that sounds to me like he hates hi~elf . There are a lot of 
crackpot s in thi s game and I hope J . H. B • 1s not one of them and 
can give us some dope which will be sensible and authoritative . I 
am a trifle suspicious of Q..'1.yone. who advertises himself as a 
"Philatelist . II I have never seen anyone do that but some guy who 
~as hanging onto the lunatic fringe . I recall that several years 
ago some writer out ~est aavanced the tho ght that stamp collecGors 
seldom vind up in the bug house . that philately "laS such a health 
giving hobby that those philatelically inclined never go nuts . 
Hell , that has not been my experience becau[e I havo met more nuts 
in this game than exist in any other avocation, profession or group. 

I lOpe that being a "philatelic vrritel ... rr has paid Baxte:.. ... better than 
it has e , yet one could hard_y put me in his class becaus I make lO 
claim to being a "writer" especially a "~riter of Educational 
i>hilatelic Subjects . " 

At any rate . let us hope I have this bird sized up wrong . Looks to 
me like he sort of avoided cOLlffiitting himself . Vhe.t do you t ink? 
He evidently read my "coppel"" articles . but is it possible he can't 
re ember whether he agreed Ilith me or not? To hell with tho points 
I rais d - the only question ~as copper or steel. l!ow he has to 
read y articles ov r again to find out wnether or not I 7as right? 

Maybe he is tho great aut10rity ho rl11spered sOlly notions in Porry's 
ears - notions about "imitation shifts . " Perhaps that is the renson 
he is allel"'gic to me . ~~hat uo you think? 

Yours etc., 



April 10, 1942 

Dear stan: 

It sometimes takes a long time for JlUrder to out 
but it looks like our friend made a slight error in l~ing 
to you-and probably to me. At the time I mde this deal 
(to take the $100 and get out) I was in Chicago and to save 
nv soul/. I can't reeall or find in lEU records the date of 
this deal. Seems to me that he paid me by check. I have 
just no. phoned Cassell and asked htm when I "seld out" to 
Ernie and he tells me that it was at the time we sold Ern'e 
and Voorhees the dMiller u collection whioh Wa! in May, 19;9. 
Ernie told me that he was still holding the cover and didn't 
know how long it would be lefore he could find a buyer for 
it! 

On the assumption that sinee he lied to you, and, if ~ 
datel and your date is correct he aleo Ii •• to me, there is 
a good possibl1it,y that he also lied about the amount he 

is supposed to have paid the woman. '!he woman"s mme is 
Miss Verna Bobb, 1;4 Arch Street, Sunbuzy, Fa. I have §ust 
sent her an airmail letter in which I told her that Ilfor 
JUsiness reasons K I wanted her to inform me in a letter of 
the amount paid herft for the cover and the date she received 
payment. qhould he.r from her in a few days. 

90 the Knapp didn't even have tbe benefit of a tin1 
little kiss to start out with. Just a nice paint job from 
start to finish. Right' 

The first time I ever talked with Perr" about this, I 
think it was at Buffalo, I tried to get him to tell me what 
he thought about it. I told him then that it looked like a 
paint job to me but I 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 article in Pat'st 
Ire expectted to have it in print long a~ but something seems to 
have dellyed #4;. 

In regard to the J 7RlE--if Mias Boll comes back and 
s~s that he paid her less than .500 I think we had better work 
out some kind of a deal to p.1t him in the nutoracker. Natumlly, 
I won't say a~fl8gto him without consulting you full,.-don't 
want to get you in bad--even with a liar. 

Best regards, 



Dr . C<rrol l Cha se . 
R. F . D. fl . 
Milford , :L'1 . II . 

Dear Doc: 
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F'o~"t Thomas " Ky . 

eb . ll ~ 1942 . 

Yours_of the th rec ei v ed r eturning ~he Brooks 7RI 
1 , die proof - phot os - etc . 

~ssay -

I will treat our letter as strictly c nfidential and rilll not 
, 0'1; it to enyone or q ote you tn 0 _y 'ay . IiI not even shO\ 
your leb;er tor urold . 

r I run nor.:; especic.lly in, re ... ted in ',11.0 did the on ey b· iness but 

I I IT:. al ort pos~,t:lve tIl.1; the damage "s not f'no" a natural c use 
1:ut occurred in an effort to : estore the stu •. p . I :i.'at. 'n be leve 
you c ,-u.1Cur • n this op~.n .on. I thinl'" th t tb 'L'e was some spots of 
gu.m on the f' co )f th!s stU.LP and t. t t ·'.s ;um beca ... 'le de. up and 
adhe:;,." d to the .... c', of an e. ve 0 e w ien 10.1' on tOl: 0 t"is cover i n 

h i1 pulled ap .l.rt the blue nk in front and back of 'che 
,., (11 Y>e the spots 0:' :ce) pulled a ay 'rom the 
ft 'coG ... )ct"" .. Sooeone nttem ted to 'ouch up 

, s'llt tl t the stUll is probably 'mrse than it 
'7ar:: . paper . S ''>ely you :b...a.ve seen ... i il r 
e.xl .. ~..Les . . u: e I have . 

c'lncelation. I ' onubly certair th t the ~ar 
ov r t e left da f'i. ply for the reas on tIT t o!'iginally 
ot extend ou.'.: 1.._ s uarir up tr:i.s f'quuro grid 

on a 1 . go 10tO , J._ ends 0_ t. C '\-.. 10uld nO-G ve extended to t he 
left beyol'ld th€:" 1i it or' ~ra I1dln' s l:ead. T _ere -1..8 no e 'idonee of' a 

' [ double strike . L-__ -

Ho - the €)i 1e . I <-'.g:ree n t t .. ere;; . re i,WO '" -i, e8 to this contro vern 
but m t kin the opposi'Ge to T?err,Y jU8t c,acc.u .... e I enjoy ?;ett1ng h is 
goat . If I am on tho' on, ho Ge " t':-.: the di f e co . Ho €vor_ he 
has no ore "'oof ·GhR.n 11 lV and r 11 Ju da.rm.ed L 1 111 lot h '_IE 

f orce' is theories n me . 

He ill de 8. pos t"ivo state.'lcnt n B ... az !, J ~ book tb.t the o'n die 
had layout ide 1 L e when as n fact be . ').8 10 proof o'~~'t 
Natura1 1 y h6 ould 1-" to ~t to i.;h:i.~' 1'1 o:-d r to ke hI" theol~y ork. 
He does cot contend th t the proof I . e t ycu c' e ro ~he 01"1 in 1 
6 ¢ di,o but ~"'ather fl .... om a laydown :rom the origlnal (6s'.) from' hIe 
l lr.es ' ~r6 ,('6 olted . Do you get the point? I'l ol'd [' to ' e .ds ; cory 
work hE:! lS co palled to invent a my~ i<;al.. die nd this my leal die 
had gul e linf1 . 1 0'· I don ' t ~ntena to S !fa!! 'l ~UC~1 s -;ui'f unrcs s h is 
theory un' e p20VGd to be a .. aet . 'Ie don ' t cln:i.m that a yo!".e h s a 
proof f rom t , e .ythlc· 1 0_ igin 1 dlO , nor does hE 'now of f.i.n ·one v'ho 
ever ,ow a p!"OOi~ fro.n hIs m :-biea.l 6.10 . 

I don ' t con. id r tha l:; the dots and dnnhos above and belo" the :Sb~ Cen-;,; s n 
label prove a single t~ lng. I n thi' case , ',hat didn ft oxist could havI, 
b e en adde d , jus t 0.8 v:e11 as whll t did exi s t cou1d '1e 'been err sed . One 
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theory is no more logical than the other . In other words , the lrj, 
die was the laster die and it was a8 :ve soe 1t on die proofs , I'lith .. 
out the dots and dashes . On the laydoVJj,l 'Used to :make the 6t, the 
dot~ and dashes '0re added. This was Brazerts sole convincing proof . 
Perry tool~ th!e theory and invented 1 1s mythical die and made a 
positive tttement that Braz er'g theory was not a theory but a fact . 
Good Lord if he can invent one unknown die ~hy couldn ' t he invent a 
doze~ or ore to make his theory or~ ou t , if t h is had been necessary. 

'~ 

Regal"ding the 'IDot f on the bu t n thf) ". rJ.. I don't t 1i"J.k this v~·o. s 
consistent . .~t mor~ 't on the 6fi 'ssay, eh r illustrnted in Vol . 1 
of my boo BIld r a.m q' ito sure it w sn r t on the proof you °ll1strl3. ted 
in your 3¢ ook . So t lera is 0 roo::' here '!:(h,-"t tho rj, e e ... irst . 

I can ' t it agine 'hy all the 6¢ proof.;:; which I h ve eee:l 'ere cut close . 
r ue _ have seen at least R half dozen and all ~ re tri d and 
m unted on thic.r card. 11 .. ere in a black bro m. 

r:.. 10 e layout 11ia. liLOS .ere on tho o:z;·, ginal mast r d~e , th t 1s a 
cinch. If erry's ~t lcal o¢ i~ as ~ne orlg n 1 . r s~er die , ~ 
~hy ere these guIde l _nes to. e. up a.d t- an fel're to 0. nydovm on 
':hich "-~c 1 bel was chang d to t'One Cent . r Note the 1aI'ge ne Cent 
die (V')l. I) P e 53 of my book . ote the exton-c ., the .. ,e 1 nes . :{ote 
specl111 th€1 vertical lin s . hy laS ~t _ ecessary to .:;rans ... er all 

th ~e long Ii les to a 1 if ~ov;n or dupl.:c te die . n' ddi t_on, thf; 6¢ 
label ';e.s either c t off on the rel~ef or burn._shed out on the dupl-l cate. 
Hmil come the gulee lines at bo"to. v :('e nOl; darn "ed ~n such an erasure . 
Note t e t '0 dot s under' the "e' of Jont . These are intact . r t.bin'· a 
rery c'.ref 1 c~amination ~ ill srow that he bottom _ine (or lines) on the 
l¢ ·ias the o:'~ginal nd trtB.t the center part-·-as eased, (over the t ' 0 
ve tical aots nd bet een the onds of the ribbons . 

Po ha s e~'ry I ("< theory (copJ.ed fro r z r - not orIginal) ion1d be 
loeal, if the l¢ hac... no layout [;11 de lines and ~¢ 's.o.y proofs slowed 
th se eu"de lines . 

think it is absurd to assume that t.he lssuane of a I¢' Ltamp 'l s an 
aft : thou It . f there :ras no neeli or a. 11 value tee su !'ely I"hero 
'I s l oss need for 6¢ value . 

IJ- is tr' e that Drop 1 ttc!'!'l <4 d eiI'cul rs (also 5i hO'e -;;0 ship 
rates - forei dail) didn ' t "equil'e stllClps to prepay thes rates , but 
noi thor ',er 3 I to. lpS r Qt'l::ecd +-0 pay the '- ~t rate . Been s e some oots 
and d she'" exis'" on :'hc ,t nd do ot s ow on the 1¢', is the sole ex­
e e B:l"aZ r h Ci in ... t "Jin' t L stuff . He has a man a for "new 
disco ries . ' 

have no e~pl~ill tion to ec.ount fOl the cl08e trl ine of the 6¢ p_ oofs. 
I nev !' sa 1 any p 0 fs tri .ed like tho...;e . Yes , why ~as it done? ... one 
of t 1ese essays 0 any t:. aces of gu~ce lin J so the -G1:'im. ~ng ooa8 ot 
do~e to e11mlnate ~uch lines . y illustration in my book sho s a bi g 
sheet t the botto t th:s ehodrdboard, not th~ ~ri] ed proof • 
.An er_'o!' '.n the photo r ph. 

I thipk the l¢' die t "Jashington is the original and pel~h ps it r:ill 
sho" positi- ely th t "-h rc 'Was 0 altol'at·. n in the . bel . 
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It is true that it could originally hare h d a "Six Cents" label 
and b"fore it was hardoned the lab Jl ViaS qhanged to One Cent , but 
dOElsnf't .perry's theory f'aIl do m h re? If the 6¢ proofs co .... e from a 
laydown , t.'le 6~ die had to be h.- delled to make the roller v/hich made 
t he 1aydown. lfter It was hardened was it softened and changed to a 
"One Cent?!! Sounds like bunk to me . 

Pe~ry advertised that he was telling the true story ab out the Knapp 
shl.f't , yet in his "Pats" he d:i.dn ' t tell a thing . He gave ve y " 
t isted accounlj on the i side pago of the cover. Ned had no use f or 
El1:tott and he diu.."1 t t care any ore out ''/b...at Perry tho ght of is 
lO¢ stamp l.hRn you co.,,=,o "ha~ .;;.ouren t' ouS t of -he rooks 7RIE . 
Per "Y . anted to bust :tn'Co pr~nt ,lth .;11e "'tate nt t tia p 
ras a f ke , paintilg . Knapp!1. v'::'fied i"i;n if he did he \'0 Id sue 
hi for libel . ote l10w Porry aelibe:i. tely tnt ted "ehe e fete and 
they .re fa .'Gs . 

-eh nk you dld right in rep1 n to Perry 
scranping it him. don ' t. nd, cn~ I do 
Irish 13.n atd, 'Th lt ~s t~_.:; 'intenshun t • H 

Yours ... tc., 

ou ide Let m do the 
~et his goat _d a3 the 


