

























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































EZRA D. COLE

Rare Postage Stamps
NYACK . NEW YORK

Commissions . Appraisals

TELEPHONE NYACK 7-0964

June 13th, 1952

Mr., Stanley B. Ashbrook,
BP0 Box 315
Fort Thomas, Kentucky.

Dear Stan:

Your note of the 1lth re: Krug-Keffer lots.
To be perfectly honest with you I can't remember the
covers.,

Lot 141 is not photographed. It is Ex William §,
White, ex Knapp.

b Lot 406 again not photographed. Price was $13.50
I guess the stamps were worth it.

Lot 09 again not photographed. Em wanted it for
the red brown. Could not figure this cover out for the
damn thing went via Marseilles, and everybody in the world
must have had a crack at it.

If Em writes me and send me the covers then probably
I can answer some of your queries.

EDC :mkl Ezra D, Cole.



June 17, 1952,

My, Ezra.D, ’Gols.,
Nyaek, N.Y,
Dear Ezi A 4
Re - the three covers - Keffer ‘sala-'*'k&.x’rug‘ - v141 - 406 =nd 409. .I ‘
will not teke time %o go into details about them as I intend to write 'Gh&n up
in my "Service” - provided Em has no objection. Lots 141 and 409 ag@_ﬁpnuinq. :
- but Lot 406 is a Take. e
Re - Lot 141, This was %o Germany wi‘lgh a p‘a_y,-bf ?6;1." _Di.d you ever

see éuch a rate io Ge'maw? I douht_it. The expianéti’cih of 409 is vef& in=-

teresting.

; .

I think 4f Em would send ,',i406, dd.rect,td' Harryhe _co;xld g;et a refund.
I wrote Harry the cover was bad, When thiﬁg’s like this comg up L %mnk bu_yor.ﬂv
should not bother you to réturn. However, 1 auppea.éi Kyug will not send ;‘%io& : |
back. : g ‘ ;

Regeards.

Yours etc.,



114 Eest gL4th st.,
New York 28, N.Y.
(®)
Peis ﬁtenley: June 11, 1952,

eny thenks for your letter of June 6, in which vou comm
various items I submitted. It never oocu}red to me ihet theeggvgg ;?ih
91L1L ceme from the Judge Emerson collection. The cover wes offered to me
by a Boston deeler et $50. end I enapped it up.

% Re photo of single 91L1L, which I em enclosing herewith,” you write

_ Someone loened the copy to me =nd I heve no memo of the owner. It must
neve been sometime beck," Yes, it must have been sometime beck, =nd I would
certeinly love toheve & copy of this print, beceuse it is e colléctor's item.
You see, Stenley, this is the very photo you used for your illustretion in
your Work, Vol.l, P.183, Figure 17, I.

Your sugpestion thet I =ttempt to clessify the verious stetes of the
91L invert is flettering. Your suggestion is & commend, end I shell report
from time to time whetever progress I heve mede. Nery en importent article
on eerly U.S.stemps eppeers in print but thet we see in the background the
hend of Stenley B.Ashbrook.

Enclosed hetewith is photo of "wide strip of threer Whether the mechine
wes reset &ppesrs problemeticel. . I heve & copy of 52R9 showing vertical
perforetions elmost es fear spart ss the horizontel. Then there sre stemps
thet sre quite narrow verticelly. ‘

I am enclosing severel items which mey eneble you to determine their
plete origin.

(1) Cherleston cover showing.e 1¢ '57 tied to circuler by the Charleston
foreign rete marking used in error. The stemp surely (?) is from Plate 5
end, if so, the date Mey 21, 1858, would meke this en eerly use, which of

. course still doesn't mean enything. I obteined this cover =t the Collector's

Shop sele the other dey.
(2) South Hedley Fells cover, deted July 2, (1#5%). I hed shown you

this cover recently. If the stemp on the Cherleston cover is from Plete 5,
then the S.H.F. steémp &slso is from the seme plete, since the stemp on the former

cover is stemp to left of stemp on the latter. This is shown by
(3). I obteined this peir todey end reeslized the flate markings gorres—
ponded to those on the ebove two covers. Note the similarity of the rich

dark blue color of £11 three items. 1 think it is very rerely that we find
such shedes on the Plete 7 stemps. Wouldn't you sey these stemps definitely
come from Plete 57

- {4) This copy I hed shown you recently. Your comment weas - "sharp
impression, hard crisp psper, eerly stock, good color, esrly shede ..... I
think it mey be & Plate 5."

(5) To show thet #4 was no sccident, I em enclosing this copy, which
hes similer quslities, although the ornements &t left and right ere not es
complete end the Plete #lreedy shows sipgns of weer. These two copies seem
to indicete thet Plete 5 (?) wes mede of soft steel, which geve ue impressions
thet were most gorgeous, but the Plate beceme worn efter very short use. The
engravings from Pletes 5 =nd 6 seem very similer to those of Plate 1 Eerly,

I think.
Now note, Stenley, thet neither of these two copies show the side
scratch thet rung thru ornement "F" of the "C" Relief on Trensfer Roll #U.
If this scretch hed been on the Relief that produced these stemps, they cer-
teinly would have shown on these printings. I§ ik ridiculous to suppose that
these copies ceme from 2 Trensfer FEoll that was mede prior to Roll #4 =nd wes
used to enter on Plete 5 only & few verticel rows end then for some resson. wes
discerded? Or perheps you mey have & more pleusible theory to eccount for the,
missing scretch merkings. Most likely. Meenwhile, I she#ll seerch agein the
source whence these two stemps ceme, in en effort to locete similar meteriel.
Mrs.F.end I shell sccompeny Mr.&Mrs.N. when they visit the Ashbrooks

leter this month, end we extend our best regerds,
Sincerely,

(;%%kﬂwm).



June 17, 1952,

Mr. Morris Fortgang,
114 East B4th St.,
New York 28, N.Y.

Dear lorris:

Re = your registered air of the 1lth which came today. I had forgotten that
I used the photo-print of the 91LLL in my book. [Faet is, I haven't read the book sime
I wrote it back in the middle thirties. I hate to read a letter I have wr&tten and I
hate to go back and read articles I wrote years ago. I invariably find that in the 2
interim I learned something new and many times I blush at the old stuff, 1 have looked
high and low for a duplicate print of the one I sent you but no luck. To try andvtlnd
the original negative would: be wo#se than searching for a nfddle in a hay—atack. I
never have had time to index my negatives. After I make prints I box them up and sond
them to the basement., Sometimes I have t6 locate one and then it is an all day's Job.
If I can possibly find a duplieate print of that 91L1L I will send it to you. ’

Re - the items that you sent. ! :
Nos. 1 = The pencil marking 48 mine but I must have made it years sgo and 1 long since
discontinued calling a postmark a "cancel." I should have stated Charleston postmerk
used on foreign mail used to cancel stamp - This probably thru error, This stamp Is cer-
tainly a very, vory early impression from either Plate 5, 6(?) or 7. It might gcome from
the left pene of Plate 7 = or from the left pane of Plate 6 - any one of the first five
positions (11 to 15L6) but I doubt it and believe that it does come from Plate 5 but I
have no evidence.

Noes 2 = Very similar in color and impression.

Nos 3 = Very remarkable that you would locate a palr proving thQIStamps on the
above covers are adjoining positions, No, Morris, I would not state that this pair and
the two singles are definitely Plate 5 but 1t seems quite possible that they sre. About
the best I can do at present is to photograph them and hold for further studyu :

Noe 4 = I don't see that I can add anything regerding thie.  When we can com-
plete the plating of the left pane of Plate 7 and the entire Flate 6 then we will have an
almost complete record. Then we can be definite as to whether any certain stamy cﬁnos
from Plate 5. Until then we can only speculste.

Ho. 5 - 1 have carefully noted your remarks on the comparison of No. 5 to Ro, 4,
It is true that neither of these copies show the little side scratch at left = but I can
show you positions in the right pane of Plate 7 which show thst small line whereas other
positions in the same pané show no trace of it. Thore are many odd things like this in
the study of the TVpe 3 sfamps and it ie these warious, pu?zles thet make the plates very
interesting. i

I note that lirs. Fortgang snd you plan to aceompany the Heinkens on their trip
to Cincinnati on the 29th. That is fine and we will try to make your visit very lnjeyhblo¢

With best wiah‘a e Cordially yours,



. No. 19844 C.S.A. No. 483 S.A. Mo, 12527

Yack £. Molesmorth

Dl\ila’celic Broke‘r-
102 Bedcon
Boston 16, Massachusetts

May 26, 1952

"Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
33 N. Ft. Thomas Avenue
Fort Thomas, Kentucky.

E Dear Stan,

Thank you for your prompt return on the "July 3" 1¢
1851 cover. My retail price on this cover is $85.00,
but I would be glad to sent it along to you at a net
price of $75.00. Advise if you are interested .

I have one retail client to whom I shall be offering

it this week, but seriocusly doubt that he will have any
interest.

wishes,

e Molesworth

JEM/ecf /




STAMLEY B. ASHBROOK
R QR Boxeal
33 N. Ft: Thomas Ave.,

FORT THOMAS, - -
3 May 29, 1952.

Mr. Morris Fortgang,
114 East 84th St.,
New York 28, N.Y.
Dear Morris:
I have located a mate to your 1¢ 1851 cover as follows -
A blue folded letter from Boston to New York with a horizontal strip
of three of the l¢ stamp canceled with three red grids (round).

The postmark reads: "BOSTON 3 JUL - 3CTS." The letter inside is

dated Boston July 3, 185l. The strip is the very interesting posi-
tions of 98R1E - 99R1E and 100R1E, This is offered to me @ $85.00
and I can offer it to you subject to sale plus 10%.

If interested please advise me by return air mail.

I am listing and describing this cover in the Service Ilssue
which I am preparing at the present time.

With best wishes -




C.C.N.Y. No. 2958
A S. No. 19844
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Jark £. Molesmnrth

B.N.A.P.S. No. 776
SP.A. Xo. 12627

Dl’\ilatelic Brol{er
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' B @y B HBoston 16, Massachusetts
3125” ‘ . o >
m'l‘s‘ Ty Date..JUne 9, 1252
Mr. Stenley B, Ashbrook
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114 Eest g4th St.,
New York, 2%, ¥.Y.
June 9, 1952.
Deer Stenley:
! Your Speciel Service is unquestionably the most velusble
philetelic limérature produced todey. I wouldn't be without it et
eny price. Enclosed is my check covering renewsl of my subscription.
If the July 2 cover is from Jeck Molesworth - &nd if the
strip of three is not tied ‘to cover, end if one of the stamps is badly
creesed where the cover wes foided - then I would rether not have it.
In my next letter, I shall enclose some stemps that I
suspect gome from Plete 5 - and give you my re&sons why I believe Plate
wes entered by two trensfer rolls:
(1) Trensfer Roll #4, end
(2) Trencsfer Roll #3A.
My theory is thet %A wes mede immedietely efter #3 -. Certein Reliefs
on this roll show combinstione of side scretches thet sre different from
those of Roll #4.

Mre.F. end I sre heppy thet you eare feeline better, &nd we

extend our kindest regerds to Mrs.A. end you.

Sincerely yours,

=8

Z



———
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June 11’ 19520

Mr. Morris Fortgang,
114 East 84th St.,
New York 28, N,Y.

Dear Morris:

You are ouite right, the l¢ 1851 cover is the one owned by
Jack Molesworth - 1 have it here on my desk snd am returning it to him,
Regardless of the condition, I think the cover is worth his price as
so very few One Cent covers are known used so early. As far as I am
gwagerned I don't see that it makes much difference if a cover was used
on the first, the second or the third or fifth, but, of course, when it
comes to the One Cent I am very prejudiced in its favor and I see it in
an entirely different light than anyone else. With full appreciation
of this weakness I think anyone is perfectly justified if they differ
with me on values, condition, desirability or most any other point.

I haven't. the slightest doubt that the strip originated on this
cover = though it is not tied - further one stamp has a bad crease -
this is indeed a bad feature - but the strip is 98-99 and 100R and the use
is July 3, 1851 and darn it all - I like it - but I'1ll admit I am very
prejudiced and one would be foolish to take my advice. Incidentally you
‘middably noticed that I mentioned this cover in my current Service Issue
and just in case, (mind you - just in case) you might change your mind, I
am going to hold the cover - Send me an air special if you do. Jack's
price is $85.00 and if you don't care to pay me a commission it will be
Okay °

Thanks very much Morris for your check for £100 for your 1952~
1953 subscription to my Special Service. Did you note my reference to the
JR1E in the current issue? It will be interesting to see what Costales
does about that stamp. I have indisputable proof - photographic - of the
repaired damage - I dare him to offer it as a "superb" copy. There is
far too much crooked stuff going on and it is sickening - but like the
weather - everyone talks about it - but no one does anything,.

With best wishes -

Cordially yours,
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ORGINAL RATE WAS ISd - SAILING Was From BoSTed ON WED. OcT \7 \8Geo -
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ESTABLISHED 1866

DIRECTORS:
A. J. HILL - B, J. CASE
H. W, HILL - H. P. HILL
R. M. FLEMING - E. A. REINKE
E. G. LANI;E - C. M. CASE, JR.
©O. H. ENGLUND - A. E. cox
S. J. MIROCHA

TELEPHONE ATLANTIC 6191
TELETYPE MP-347

292.26 SECOND STREET SO.
MINNEAPOLIS 1, MINN.

TRADE MARK

6-16=52

Dear Stenj

Have been away on business in Iowa for two weeks and so have done
but little with my stemps. Ezra Cole was successful in getting from the Keffer
sale Lots, I25, I30, I36, 224 and 396. On bt 2I0 I told him it probably would
sell for eround 600,00, At 550.00 with no evidence it would ease up in the bidding
he stoppede I had told him to buy it for me but from my telephone conversation
with him I learned that they had a2 meil bid that weas way too high to his thinking
end mine end so let it go. Vell someday it will come up agein,

I am enclosing two covers, The one to Marseille with the pair I am
quite sure is a fake. I bought I Marseille three years ego. What is your opinion.
The other cover I have just received from Paris with 5¢ 5I to Bordeaux via
British Royal ¥ail. What do you think of it.

Regards
Py

J ‘fw. ~ ﬁ/



June 20, 1952,

Mr, Henry W. Hill,
20-26 - 2nd S%. South,
' Minneapolis, Minn.

Dear Henry:

Herewith the two covers as per yours of the 16th., The 5¢ 1856 cover
is absolutely okay in my opinion and I have signed it on the back. It is a
late use before the U.S.-French Treaty went into effect - (effective aApr. 1,
1857). It has the "G.B. 1 F 60C" marking. This did not appear on U, S. Mail
to France until Januery lst, 1857 and it was only in use for three months.
While the stamp is a bit close at right, I think it is quite a nice copy = good
color, etc.

Regarding the other cover - I checked the year dates very carefully
and the use was sctually in October 1860, I beliieve that this pair wes origihally
a strip of three and that the third stamp to left was removed because it had a
bad crease. This color of brown would be correct for October of 1860. The red
grid om the pair sppears to be genuine - a ringless grid. In October of 1860 a
ringless grid was used at New York on mail to England and France. Of course, the
original rate was 15¢ as the New York postmerk proves. Thus taking all the above
evidence into sonsideration I believe that the pair originated on this cover but
that it was originally a strip of three. Had this pair not originated on this
cover 1 think a faker could not have resisted the temptation to tie it to the
cover, 1 have signed it on the back,

Regarding Lot 210 in the Keffer sale. I am quite sure that Ezra acted
on his better judgement and was of the opinion that the cover was not worth a
high price because he was under the impression it was two strips of three rather
than a strip of six. I have no desire to question his opinion but I examined that
cover before the sale and I was convinced it was a strip of six. Since the sale
I wrote Keffer and a letter received this week assured me it was a strip of six -
not twe strips of three - All of this is just for the record because it is now
too late to do anything. Such errors are bound to occur and no blame can be
attachad. One thing is sure - someone got a real bargain in that cover because it
is unijue and a very great rarity.

With every good wish =

Cordially yours,
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MATTHEW E. HAZELTINE, M.D. .
W. SCOTT POLLAND, M.D.
HOWARD HAMMOND JR., M.D.
ARNOLD A. NUTTING, M.D.
AUSTIN W. LEA, M.D.

ALBERT BUILDING
SAN RAFAEL, CALIFORNIA
TELEPHONE 6120




~ June 20, 1952,

r. W. Scott Polland,
\ Albert Bldg.,
San ‘Rafael, Calif,

tor:

Herewith the 4¢ rate to France in July 1870. Yes, you are cuite
right and this 1s a very pretty little item - very neat - etc, This rate was
in effect in the first seven months of 1870 and it merely paid the U. 5. rate
to Englend, that is, to the British frontier, rather than &nside England,

In other words, no British rate involved in the payment. At that time, the
rate to England was 6¢ and was supposed to represent -

2¢ U, S,
2¢ Sea
2¢ British,

Thus you can see why a pay of 4¢, Affer arriving in England the letter was then
rated the same as a letter originating in England and unpaid, that is, under the
Anglo-French Treaty. The odd curly kew is the French due marking "5 Gecimes.
The "G B 400" related to a charge to be made under the Anglo-French Troét%, and
not to the total postage due, It applied to this class of mail from the U,S,
Bear in mind that our Treaty with France expired as of Dec. 31, 1869 and st this
time we had no postal treaty with that country.

A nice way to find these 4¢ rates is with & 3¢ and 1l¢ 1869 < It is
surprising how rare such covers really are - Another nice ecombinstion is a pair
of Black Jacks - 1867 grill or a pair of 2¢ Bank Notes or better still a 1¢ and
3¢ Bank Note, I do not recall sceing any covers with four l¢ stamps.

With best wishes =

Cordially yours,




