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Mr. Ra.lph A, Kimblo, Qct. 13’ 1941,

and 1f such a book could be published at a profit by the
Scott Co., & much improved work could be published by the
‘Society at no loss, The catalogue is the collector's guilde,
and it should be 100% accurate,

With kindest regards,

Cordially yours,



" AMERICAS OLDEST AND LEADING STAMP JOURNAL
—————————CONTINUOUSLY PUBLISHED SINCE 1887 —————————

Official Organ of the
American Philatelic Soczefy

>PALPHA KIMBLE, Ed/for 5

.

8118 Dante Avenue
Chicago, Jllinois

14 October 1941

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

Dear Stanley-

I can not tell you how much
I appreciate the kindly tone and expressed willingness to «
cooperate,in your letter of October 13th., I know that
Brookmen will be delighted,and am forwarding your letter on to
him so he can properly answer it, Your action is a striking
example of the mutual cooperation that CAN make philately
a joy and an inspiration to those who labor in trying to
propound its charms and intricacies to others.

As to the suggestions in the
latter part of your letter--I fully agree that when and if
the APS--or any other qualified national organization--can
really go into an unbiased,thoroughly impartial and scientifiec
specialized cataslog,it will be the greatest blessing philately
has had in eons. The non-dealer catalog scheme has besen tried
before,as you know,but not in a thomough menner,and without
the qualified experts and the cash resources necessary to make 1t
a success, It 1s so big a thing,and the initial cost so great,
that most persons are afraid of the idea,forgetting that the
returns can also be great--perhaps greater than anyone imagines,

Certainly our guldes,as are the
catalogs, SHOULD be written and published by those without sany
personal interest in selling stamps.That is. obvious,but to date
there has been no concerted action,nor even agreement among
those qualified to produce such a book or books,that mekes
possible an aectual start, I'm for it,decidedly,

Sincere regards




, CEE
434 South Grand Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Kywnv e

‘a .
ch, 16, 1941 M

Mr, Ralph A, Kimble, L . :
8118 Dante Ave., 3 EERE R e

Chicago, Ills, g R e i T
, PP ; e § AR |
Dear Ralphs L e B Q;a' 455

I know you are always busy but hére are some thoughta‘rélag : :
tive to the catalogus proposition to bear in nind.,"L‘ " N

‘Whenever this subject has been broached in the past, it haa} 3.
been hushed up with the cry - think of the tremondous ccst. A ¥
Now I quder? :

The Scott people ‘were able to bring out a U, S, Specialized - hin W3
and I'never heard that they had any great amount of capital, T
If they could do it; perhaps the A,P.S, could finance such a = t
work and instead of deriving a prorit from same, throw the . . e
profit back imto it 'each year to make it betber and bettor, L s
On the subject of inmitial cost, I have writtem to Stowell for

an expression of opinion, its his opinion it would break

the Soclety then I would say! quppose we forget it. .My present
‘kick is that Clark won't makeé any changes, nor does he seem to :
be disposed to talke anyone'!'s advice. Perhaps if a serious
movement was sbarted within the A+PeS. to publish such a work he -
would wake up and at least attempt to give us an authoritative '
guide. This-is the first step that I think is in 0rder.‘

- As Editop of ‘the AP, you shonld ‘be the Editor-inuahief of ths
proposed catalogue and you snonld be pald a substantlal sum for
such extra work, I intend to get some fqig and figures and thon
if the proposition looks good, how would aho for thp Research -
Group to come out as sponsors of the proposltion in a special i
article in the A.,P,? This 1s Just a suggestion to ar., in mind,

In the next Steamp Specialist I will have a le hy‘drtiole ‘on

the "Premieres Gravures" of 1861, In this article'l 'make certaln
sensible suggestions for catalogue revisions, May I offer this

. suggestion? You might write a special review of thitjarbiﬁie for
the AP, and especially emphasize the need of revisions in ‘the
S.UsSeCatalogue listings, It would sort of pave the way for events
to follow, without any mentlon of a proposed AeP S, cqtalogue, :
though of course, if you wanted to slip in such a sugggrtion, it
would be f1ne.

We should not. be rurdning to Clark and begging him on our knees
to make long needed revisions, regroupings and countless other b
improvementss On the contrary he’ should welcome all the assittance«
he can Cbt&ino 3 7 :
RKe = thn.Brookman articles. I am glad that you were pleased with
my offer of co-operation, so if Brookman 1is likewise satisfled,
we will put our shou&der to the wheel and do all we can to make his
articles outstandins
) ¢ordially yours,



| T ‘n‘é"’ i
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; % _ : ( L ) 1':’ N, } ‘a‘ 3011"513 grmd Av'. ’v, A e ¥ . o B .,
- v R Thomaa, Ky. L ' e
i N 3

L s el Ty ,Stmu AT R L T
Fvnk Je NS SEoWeAAR ‘&‘utigg c‘o., = AR P e Ry Uy i, g

Doar Mr. .Sﬁdllell” iy TR 1.;'7— : ;g, ity T
On mmﬁmﬁl c&mfm in ﬂm plst it has begp anggodstad , ,
th ti the 18; Wbliﬁh ‘ gédi&lizpd ‘at&logue of U, 8. ‘t % "'ﬂ% 2
aﬁz‘k edit d by the.best brains in Américan Philately, “but - :éll W7 e N,
. augggsi::l.ons have been silenced by the assertions ﬁ % the | o N !
cost wouldrbe too tremendous for the Soclety to undortake\. On g, ot :
this peint I have my doubts and am therefore asking some infors
nation {rom you, What do you estimate the initial cosSt=w®orl
' be to publish-'a book similar to the Scott U, S. Catplagup but. >
- somewhat larger, beecasuse of course, the ‘additional [data #ha.ch
could be 1ncluded. woum.‘require moPe pagea? . May' f also: }nquire
| . ~ag to your persom). obinion on the advisability of the AJP.Ss
ﬁ; " 'publishing sueh s work? I cannot help but Wimﬁhﬂ?_ _such a ! U
book, issuéd every ya:m, or every two yeam y would be such an A e
o0 o anthoritative guide for collectors that ¢ would entirely supers. i g
«sede the px*esent 6cott e S Catalogue. 8L 4 ; et ; s

d - &‘\, e ,&;« &t
: ;It is qui.te pms,ible that soma serious ag;mq 0 "'bf t.his suggestion A
i wou],d caure enough eoncern to the present editor of the catalogue A
.+ ‘to make him see the Iight, and for him to iaako some sincere RS
 .effort to give Americen aellectors an up-to-date and accurate
listing of U, 3, postage stamps, In which event it wounld ndt

: : be necossary for tho A.P.S. n‘:\g undartﬁke the work, § :

& s "I gm uklng thut you tr@hi;*bh}x 1e‘bter as strictly conrldential. » i

iy % \81ncwly yours,
s gl B R ,
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J. W. Stowell Printing Co.

PHILATELIC PRINTING NUMISMATIC

COMMERCIAL

FEDERALSBURG, MD.

November 4, 1941

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

Dear Mr. Ashbrook:

I received your letter in regard to the catalogue.
I have looked over Scott's and think it is out cof the
question nearly for snyone except Secott to undertaske to
get out & catalogue that would pay expenses.

In the first place it would require an swful lot of
capital to do it and an office lilke ours could not handle
it to advantage as the pages would have to be electrotyped
before printing. It would be nearly impossible to handle
the job in any other way and make & uniform léoking list
as 1t could not be done from linotype slugs, and this is
the only way we do our work here. The Scott people, I under-
stand do their own electrotyping and composition and the
only thing that they do not do is the binding which is put
out to & regular book binder.

Very truly yours,

%/W/ﬂ/«

per Il ¢ % -



434 South Grand AVPO " ;’1»,‘.,
Fort Thonug,‘xy,

e W s T Al s o o T 16, 1941,

l‘\r.'Wm. Cs Miehaau, s e “‘r it fe ; g . :_b"
906 Commerce Bldg., ‘ i :
Kansas City, Mo, . %

/My dear WYY T RN “&3 :
“F e enclosing you a copy ot a lotter I have, writtbn J.W. i
Stowell which is solf-explanatory. %4 et 0 K A &

“As you well know, Hugh Clark turns ‘down told practically all
suggestions for any lmprovement in the Scott U. S, Catalogue
and I think the time has come whan an effort should;be made
to do something about it. ' :

For. exanple, I think 1 ' quite a strong case on‘the so~callod-“
"1860 Imperforates," but ook‘what ‘he did, followed the silly ;
suggestion of Imff made over forty.years ago and listed these <

trial vrintingqaﬁs minoy varietles of the perforated stampss

Now .one -thing gure theyinre rot minor varieties of the 1860

legue, because such a listing lufers that they are "errors " that

18 "sheets‘which jieged perforating,” The very fact that %hey .

. are in entirely different colors proves conclualvely the fallaey
Lof any such an aahumption as made by Luff. ‘

| ;Gonsi?br thé ﬂienas, In the Specialized these are e detod i

Designs" with the issmed ‘stamps headed "Hegular Isaue’*but
in. the General Catalogue, the !Premieres” are still Neaded, ‘,%"
e rst Tesue" and the regular stamps are headed "Sgcond Issusg

Lgv ‘18 thi& not absolutely: bsurd? Lveryone knows there was no- Pirq@

and Second Issues in 186H, but only One Issue, Why dees Clark

- in trying to keep alive such & myth? The qnl reagon 183

) “ egiance to the.dealing fraternity and also his 10 1ty to

© “Jonn"Luff's memory, & loyalty which he. carries to excess, - het 1s ¢

in trying to perpetuate the errors of Luff at the ente of pgiving

American collectors an accurate honest to God autho ,ativa listing
of Uq Se stampse ”a *', ’ ' pe
You will perhaps recall that % 3 read a paper bt the Buffalo cone
vention which touched on this subject, In that paper I made the
suggestion that the #,l.5. appoint a Committee to eonfer with Clark
~on the subject of necessary catalogue Tevisions, and later Flewer
appointed me az Chairman and inslructéd ume. to name my committees
This was after Flower had made a speeial trip to New York to see

Clark on the subjeet, I started to go with the work but. sodn

became convinced that it would be wasted effort because I was im -« -
effect told that I could zo ahead and make any suggestions I wished
but that Clark would edit the catalogue as he saw fits As & result,
I congcluded, what was the nse to invite friemds like you and about

26 othors £0 join.such a couwnittee, carefully study suggestions, .and

then have them thrown into the waste basket, Now I really don't .
think that it would eveP become necessary for the A.P.S. to publish
a Uy S, catelogue becanse I am sure that if Clark wasaeanﬂincea the
Socioty was seriously considering such a thing that he ivuld ¢ amne
to his senseg ‘and uoloqpa hssiet&nee.

.

< .A t ¥ J-
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Jiry Wme 4 Mi&ﬁhﬂlﬁgﬁbct. 16, 1041,

I don't want to go'off half-cocked on an idea like this, and to

raise any 111-feoling or controversy, I have my heart set on a

real catalogue, one that is honest and accurate, and one that will .
not catér to any special group or groups, but e work which will '

:_bqﬂg'g@;GQ,ghdt collectors c¢an depend upon, : , : B ‘ m(?
‘Inaccurnte 1listings ‘mssist the ¢rook to dispose of his wares, -

for exfimple, would Colson be able to sell his tpremiores” "Af they:

"were not listed in a' catalogue edited by the leading suthorities in’
this eountry? : S P idiad A g Mg 1

I have it on the highest authority that the sole reasom why Colson

made his attack om me in his bulletins was,becqp!b,hghwgaﬁgorcedj

to refund $10,000 to a wealthy Doston collectarg to'whomn he had :
s, & sob! of the sample

s |

801d "as regularly issued U, 5, postage stampge ; .

bits of paper dubbed by Imff as the "Premieres Gravures” of 1861,

Lpd this refund was madeé after the Bostomygolhgctogggas shown some
15‘4.__“&L P _“' 7 '

of my articles on the subject, :

In theé next mumber of the "sStamp Specdallst" Tywill have a lengthy
article on the "Premieres” giving thelr true

story for the

Tfirst time, This will be my answer to Colson's remarks regarfiing "";1l5ﬁ
the iconoclast, but novhere in my remarks did I rcfer to him in any o
WoYe 2,8 A ; T | ) : ;

I am asking your.égndid'advice on‘the~aubje¢tqimenﬁiéned in this
letter, . If you.sgree ffhat something should be done, perhape’we.
Saw £ind & waye ” 0 W3 ' :

S
Coprdlally yours,
¥ 4
E S
g
¥
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WILLIAM C. MICHAELS

CHARLES M. BLACKMAR

SAMUEL D. NEWKIRK
HENRY |.EAGER

ROY P. SWANSON
KENNETH E.MIDGLEY
RALPH M.JONES
ALBERT L.REEVES.JR.
ROBERT E.COLEBERD
EDWARD S.BIGGAR

LAW OFFICES

MICHAELS. BLACKMAR, NEWKIRK, EAGER & SWANSON
906 COMMERCE BUILDING

DELBERT J. HAFF KANSAS CITY, MO.
OF COUNSEL

October 22, 1941

Mr. Stanley Ashbrook o
434 South Grand
Fort Thomas, Kentucky
My dear Stanley:

I have been giving some thoughtto the matter
of your letter of the l6th. The same thing has oc-
curred to me more than once, but my chief grievance
with the catalogue is the matter of prices. On my
desk at home are twenty priced catalogues of well pub-
licized sales, also a lot of price lists and advertise-
ments. From all these things it can be proved definitely
that, with a very few exceptions, the prices of Nineteenth
Century United States items in the catalogue are all wet,
completely wet. In the catalogue Hugh said that the
prices are for fine copies which "tgg\informed dealer
will charge an informed collector."™ But in a paper read
to the Congress December 1, 1940 Hugh admits that since
there is a prevalent custom by the dealers of giving
fifty percent discount on stamps,therefore (it is argued
inferentially) the prices in the catalogue must be double
what the dealer expects to get. So you can seéﬁthe
direct inconsistency of Hugh's argument. He said "“If
I were to cut the prices of all early stamps by fifty
percent, I do not believe this would have the slightest



Mr. Stanley Ashbrook - 2.

effect in stopping the quoting of such fifty percent
discounts." So there you are.

In his recent advertisement (September 20, 1941)
Hugh said, "We believe that this edition reflects cur-
rent market prices more accurately than any previous
edition.® I say, and there is not a chance of successful
refutation, that the prices in the present catalogue
do not reflect the current market prices. Hugh now
says that the prices in the c%talogue are for third
grade material which he calls \ e.mdﬁis first grade
are&éemsf His second grade is\éhoice”and his third
grade (the ones priced in the catalogue) aré\standardf
and then he says that they can be off-center, etc., etec.
I doubt if he can point to a single sale in any well
publicized auction of any "standard" stamp being sold
at any where near the price in his catalogue. Occasion-
ally a super-superfine stamp sells up to thq catalogue
and,very rarely, a little above it, but it is quite
a different thing for a "standard™ stamp to sell at
catalogue or even as much as sixty percent of catélogue.

I am of the firm opinion that you should appoint

that committee of twenty-five, subdivide the work, cover

only Nineteenth Century items and arrange to publish the



Mr. Stanley Ashbrook - 3

catalogue in installments in the American Philatelist
and give the matter wide publicity. But by no means
have any dealers on your committee. The mere appoint-
ment of such a committee and its intentions will probably
wake up Hugh Clark. The first announcement of such com-
mittee should distinctly state that it is solely in the
interest of Philately and not for the aggrandizement of
any person or any group of persons but merely to list and
price and describe officially the stamps that are really
stamps. I do not think you should go into the Twentieth
Century things at all, at least at first, and for Goodness
sake eliminate Red Cross Seals, Sanitary Fairs, Postal
Cards, Telegraph Stamps, and a lot of other riff-raff and
confine yourself entirely to the adhesive stamps regularly
issued in the Nineteenth Century.

I, for one, woﬁld be willing to subscribe to a
fund to circularize the membership of the A. P. S. to
get their views or for such other purpose as may be
deemed proper. A catalogue that undertakes to fix the
market prices of stamps should put down the market
prices and not double the market prices. Did you ever
hear of a third class 99 R II selling for $600.00? And

did you ever hear of it selling for $300.00 or even



»

Mr. Stanley Ashbrook - 4

$100.00? Of course, we know that superb 99 R IIs
sell for more than $100.00 but not third class things,
not "standards." And so all along the line.

With best regards,

Sincerely you

W. C. MICHAELS.

WCM/VB



434 South Grand Ave,,
- Fort Thomas, Ky,

Mige 8, 1942,

Dear Harold: N o

Re = the 21¢ cover, I guess there is little doubt that this

use was lov, 18¢9 and that 1t was a Registered letter., The '
registration rate at this time was 157, having been reduced 3
from 20¢ to 154 on Jan, 1, 1869, A valuable enclosure would

account for the double 5¢’rate. Your explanation seems

quite logical that the 6¢ was first applied at upper right

then removed and placed under the 15¢,

As this cover came to you in an original find and you know
its history, your explanation seems to be the one which 1is
correct, I can't believe that anyone would have left the gum
traces in upper right i1f there was any intention of fraud,

/

The cancelations on the two stamps are different, of that there ¢
1s no @ estion, but I do think that the one that ties the 15/

(at right) was repeated on the 67, Tiote the fine outer tircle

line, This reminde me of a similar cover I examined a fow

months back,  Strange to state this cover also had a 15¢

Lincoln grill and a 6¢ 1869, It was malled from Auguste, Maine

to Nt, Vernon, N,Ye. In uwpper left was "Reg 22." Now here is

the funny thing, Both stamps were canceled with "star" markings,

but the stars were different, as one had a ring around it, In

every other respect the cover seemed absolutely 0.K. 'It occurred

to me at the time that perhaps the 6¢ was put on first and cane
celed, then the 15¢ stamps was put on and canceled by another

elerk, This geems sort of far-fetched but I cannot-help' from |
believing the cover was genuine, The item was Lot 1708 in the
second Knapp sale, It was bought by Dan Kelleher and he put it

into his sale of April 11, 1942 (Lot 237),

bl Tat P = et T LD

Whether there is any connection between two different markings

at Augusta, lle, and Detrolit, I am sure I don't know.but the

coineldence is odd to say the least, At least it is a point I |
won't forget in case a third turns up. ; |

I think that Donald MaeGregor of Detroit purchased the Kelleher
cover, At least I recall that we had some correspondence regarde
ing 1t, and VMacGregor goes rather strong for registered covers,
Perhaps Fred would like to get in touc¢h with liacGregor and have a
look at the item, <

S -fas. 2SN, G

It is my guess that a registered combination such as. this 1s quite a
nice item and darn scarce because the 15¢ rate didn't go into effect
until Jan, 1, 1869 and that was near the tallend of the use of the
15¢ Lineoln grill, : i

5

Yours etc,,

X



434 South Grand Ave,,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dece. 23, 1942,

Mr. Lambert-W, Gerber,
Tamaqua, FPenna,

Dear NMr, CGerber:

Herewith the 304 1869 face of cover, I believe this
cover is perfectly good and I cannot find anything

wrong with it. I see nothing gueer 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.mes 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 prdvious issue,
I eannot find a bit of evidence after a careful examina-=
tion under my Hanovia lamp that this 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 is 0.K.

In addition, 1 have seen other covers from this same
correspondence which I had no cause to gquestion, and I
have also seen several covers from the same correspondsnce
which I considered were bad,

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

"Philately of Tomorrow"
Vol. 1 #2%

If so trun to péges 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 attdmpted to =sell

- this cover (with a 307 1869) & agmu‘le;a irtin for the sum
e

of (276,00, <Souren pronounce cover a fake, and I think
his opinion was correct, as the stamp originally used was une
doubtedly a 15¢ 1869, - ' . ’

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

Sincerely yours,



BILLINGS, NELSON, QUEVLI
and other Collections

e

© (7% D= 30c blue & carmine; very fine to superb copy, e
‘ full face of cover to France. July pmk makes this avery |
early use. Accompanied by letter from Ashbrook. Genuine

covers are very rare & are worth over cat. (121) 300.00

o dom e

WEDNESDAY & THURSDAY
APRIL 21st & 22nd, 1943

Aombuid w &b

'LAMBERT W. GERBER

200 Rowe Tamaqua, Pa.




DEFINITIONS OF CONDITIONS

SUPERB: perfection in all respects.

VERY FINE: not quite superb. Centering nearly perfect.

QUITE FINE or EXTRA FINE: perforations clear of design, free from any defects.

FINE: perforations touching or barely cutting design, free from any defects
(tears, very heavy cancels, missing perforations, thin spots, creases).
Certain U. S. issues are predominently ofi-center, such as 1857, Grilled
issues, Jamestown, 1919-21 Rotary, etc.; such are particularly applicable
to this classification.

AVERAGE: sound copies without defect, usually somewhat off-center.

VERY GOOD: sound appearing but with trivial minor defect.

GOOD: one or more of the following defects: thin, straight-edge, nibbed
perforations, creases faded, etc.

FAIR and POOR: low grade merchandise, usually damaged.

The above definitions apply to all gradings in this sale. Where classi-
fications conflict with personal conceptions, ADJUST YOUR GRADINGS TO
OURS for ONLY when classified lots do not adhere to above definitions will we
accept returns. N.B. Lots graded “average” or lower are sold strictly without
recourse for any reason and no returns for credit will be allowed.

TERMS OF SALE

. All bids are per lot and not portions thereof.

2. Terms: STRICTLY CASH. Buyers MUST pay within seven days of date of
notification of the amount secured for them. Those desiring special terms
must secure written agreement prior to date of sale.

3. Successful bidders must be known to us or have established credit with us at
least two weeks prior to sale date; otherwise must make payment in full
as per invoice before lots are presented to them.

4. Claims for error in description, SUBJECT TO ABOVE DEFINITIONS ONLY,
must be made within 3 days of receipt. This time limit can be extended
only upon written agreement. Floor bidders may not return lots for
any reason.

5. All stamps are guaranteed genuine. Claims for error will be considered at any
time within 30 days from date of sale.

6. We reserve the right to withdraw any lot or to group two or more or to
reject any bid we consider detrimental to the interests of the owner.

7. No charge is made for executing bids; however a nominal charge of at least
Z5¢ will be made on successful bidders to cover costs of postage, insurance
and handling.

8. Combination lots, wholesale lots, or any lots containing over 5 stamps are
sold strictly without recourse to return. Likewise, lots described below
the grade of “fine” are sold strictly AS IS.

9. Lots_not lifted within the necessary 7 days from date of sale may be sold
either privately or at auction by us; any loss arising to be made good
by the defaulting bidder, but inasmuch as we act only as agents for the
owner, we shall not be considered personally responsible for any default
on the part of either owner or bidder.



