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Dec. 30, 1952.

Mr. Jack E. Holesworth,
102 Beacon St,.,
Boston 16, Mass.

Dear Jack:

Herewith the two copies of the 10¢ 1855, also the used pair and the
two Per. coertificates. I regret that I am not an authority on gum, hence I
cannot render an opinion on these two uncamnceled copies. I might add that
I examined both very carefully under my binooular miceroscope and if the gum
is not the original, I think it is perhaps just as good. I have my opinion
of people who collect "gum" on the backs of our early 1i9th Century stemps
but this letter is no place for an expression. I note that the P,F. states
that in their opinion the copy has been regummed. With no reflection on
this opinion, I wish they would educate me on how to distinguish the differ=
ence. Are these two 10¢ unused? All I can state is that I failed to note
any evidence of cancel removel under my microscope or by ultra violet. How=-
ever, I made a negative by the U.V. and if any evidence turns up on the plate,
I will advise you. :

I was ewfully sorry to learn of your disagreements with the Expert
Committee of the P.,F, and I believe that the best advice thet I can give you
is to go slow and don't do anything that you might have occasion to regret
later. One thing is sure, we do need an Expert Committee in this country and
I t$hink we should all do 21l that we can to endeavor to make the present P.lk,
Committee more efficient than to do anything to further discredit it or to
put it out of businesse I am co-operating with them to the extent of my ability
and I believe thet men like Goodkind, Haverbeck, Corin, Bash and others are
real fellows and ere striving to do a good job., They receive no pay and they
give a lot of time to the work of the Committee. The trouble is that they ard
not experts, hence they are bound to make serious errors, What I have advocated
is that they call in reputable dealers to meet with them and advise them., I
would even be in favor of having certain dealers serve as regular members of
the Committee. Why not? OCould anyons question the high integrity of men like
Sidney Barrett, Ezra Cole, Bernard Harmer and others I could name.

I doubt if you could get anywhere with a lawsuit because they merely
render "opinions." In the charter of the P.F, there surely must be some pro-
vision whereby members of the Expert Committee would be protected.

I agree with you 100% that it is most exasperating to have a genuine
item declared to be a fake and vice versa. I have had sore experiences both
ways but I believe that it is the duty of every decent and honest person in
philastely to strive to make the P.F, Expert Committee as efficient as possible,
that is, until such a time, as they would refuse to listen to reaseon.

I would like to see the Pan Invert together with the P.F., certificate.
Maybe I wouldn't be able to tell the difference between a stell engraving and
a lithograph counterfeit. I would like to see if I have been kidding myself,
No fee on the above.

Happy New Year to you. Sincerely yours,
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Dec, 30, 1952.

Mr. Harry L. Lindquist,
153 Vaverly Place,
New York 14, N.Y.

Dear Harry:
Yours of the 19th received and carefully noted.

Along the lines discussed in your letter, I am enclosing a letter
from Jack kHolesworth together with copy of my reply. Z?Please return,

Sooner or later someone is going to bring suit sgainst the Expert U
Committee and sueh & thing would set a bad precedent. I wish that some
pressure could be brought to bear whereby the Committee wonld change their
present policy of depending entirely too much on their own opinions. They
should have some level-headed dealers sit in with the Committee at every
session and to see to it that no opinions were rendered unless it was gen-
erally agreed that it was safe to issue an opinion.

Jack, in his letter, sent me a copy of a 10¢ 1855 which was apparently
unused 0.G., - The certificate the P.F. issued stated the copy had been re=-
gummed. I am frank in stating the gum looked okay to me and I should know a
10¢ 1855 better than anyone on that Committee. If not, then I sure am a
dumb eluck. I don't see how they could state the copy was regummed. If they
did a bit of guessing, they had no right to issue the certificate.

Please keep this letter and my reply confidential. I do think that
something should be done before it is too late. The only solution that I
know of is to enlist the active support of reputable dealers, because at the
present time, there is a great scarcity of amateur collectors in the New York
area who have very much knowledge of 19th U. S. It ie far better to have
some dealers on the Committee than & bunch who do little else but guess.

Happy New Year

Cordially yours,



Jan, 2, 1953.

Mr. Jack E. Holesworth,
102 Beacon St.,
Boston 16, Mass.

Dear Jack:

Thanks for sending me the photostat of the P.F. certificate
No. 4018. I made a copy of it. If possible, I would like to see the
stamp, regardless of what action the P.F. takes to correct this. I ¢
could use it to excellent advantage in persuading them that they have
to revise their methods.

I note their certificate reads that they have examined "a
United States 1847 - 5¢ Red Brown yl,"ete. but in their opinion, "it
is not 1, but #3." I suppose you submitted it as an unused No. 1. Is
that correct? It seems to be that they made some sort of am error in
the certificate. Perhaps what they meant was that it is a No. 1, but not
an unused O.U, copye I have an idea that if this is true then they will
correct the wording of the certificate.

P’lease advise me.

Sincerely yours,

(25-57)
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January 5, 1953

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

Dear Stan:

ad
I have liolesworth's letter and your reply with considerable interest,
and I certainly approve of your reply to Molesworth, and congratulate you on
the way you have handled it.

Of course, we both recognize that there are great improvements necessary in the
P.F. to make it function effectively, but this can only be brought out by con-
structive work, and the assistance they need.

We are up against more or less a stone wall right now, but I am sure that the
pressure that is constantly being brought upon them will have its effect, and
that they will see the necessity of securing the aid of every collector and dealer
really qualified to be of assistance, and have them solidly behind their decisions.

They should also go back to their original intention to grant no certificates
unless they were absolutely sure of their opinion. It is far better to admit
that they are not qualified to pass on an item than to give out a certificate
that can be justly criticised.

I am returning Molesworth's letter with your reply. But your reply to my mind
is a masterpiece, and would do much to clarify the whole situation if it was
passed around among those interested. However, I am keeping it confidential
as you suggest, but I do believe it would do a lot of good if every member of
the committee could see it.

With best wishes to you and Mildred for the New Year, I am

Sincerely yours,

Phone: ORegon 5 5407 Cable Address: LINDPUBS
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Yack £ Molesmorth
Dkilatelic Bro‘{e-r'

102 TBeacon
Boston 16, Massachusetts

January 5, 1953

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook
P. 0. Box 31, 33 N, Ft. Thowas Ave,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan,

I acknowledge with thanks your letters of December 350th

and January 2nd. I very much appreciate your advice with
regard to the Foundation and after due consideration believe
it is definitely the wisest course to follow. I have there-
fore temporarily shelved any idea of legal action and shall
attempt to work with the Foundation and see what can be done
to improve the quality of their opinions. I shall be in
New York tomorrow and shall attempt to talk with Haverbeck
and Goodkind if I can reach them. I am heartily in favor
of having certain dealers such as you mention serve as
regular members of the committee as such is the only way
they will be able to have expert advice firsthand. The
law suit I considered would incidentally not have been
directed primarily to try to collect for injuries suffered,
but rather to prove that the organization was a menace to
philately and should be prevented from rendering opinions
as experts, My lawyer investigated this matter and assured
me it would be quite possible to secure an injunction in a
Court of Equity on the evidence I showed him, Naturally,
I agree there is a strong need for a respected and informed
expert body and would much prefer to improve the current one
than destroy it and hope another superior to it might spring
2y s

If the 2¢ Pan Awerican comes back again as no good I
will see that you get a lock at it., It was presented toc the
P. F. this time with the expert opinion of several printers
indicating it was an engraving and not a lithograph which
should nave some inf'iuence on them, 1 will also send you
the U, S. #1 when I get it back, It was submitted to them
with the question: "Is it genuine unused?" It is apparent
that they have made some sort of an error and will correct
it, but what conclusion they will come to a second time is
still another question, Incidentally, they corrected the
certificate on the U, S. #28 which they called a reperfed
#76 but this time called it an unused #2989, I have suggested



to Sam Stone, the loeal dealer who had sold it for me to
his client, to send it on to you for an opinion. It
certainly has as pich a-red brown color as anyone could
expect to get and in my opinion is definitely not the
brown shade. If you agree with me this will be another
incidence of their complete lack of knowledge.

I appreciate your comments on the: tweo copies of the
10¢ 1855, I understand and support your .position in res-
pect to those who collect gum and not stamps. However, I
am not in a position to change the collecting habits of
most of ry customers so must abide by their wishes and
hence run into problems like this, I have resubmitted
the stamp tc them with thes same evidence which you saw and
hope they may change their opinion,

With best wishes,

o

Jac /;. Molesworth
JEN/mm i3



November 10 1952 .

THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION
22 EAST 35T STREET
NEW YORK 16, N.Y

EXPERT COMMITTEE

We have examined the attached item.8 United States

submitted by. 777 .

and are of the opinion that it isNOT #28 but a reperfarated




Jack £. Molesworth
Philatelic  Broken

102 Weaeom
Boston 16, Massachuseits

December 28, 1852

Dear Stan,

I'm enclosing two unuced 10¢ 1656 imperfs
pius a used pair on piece, ‘I wculd aporeciate your
opinion @s to whether the t o unuscd on s have original
gum,

These two single: were originzlly in a ragged
pair which I severed to get the better mergined single
and trimmed and evened the morgins to improve the appear-
ance, Also there was a small picce of paper on the back
of the good margined copy vhich I carefully removed and
thereby smudged but preserved most of the gum. It was
- located at the lower left corner on the back which was
also the end(right) of the pair before it was severed.

I mention this only to indicute vhy the gum on the bztter
copy 1s somewh t less fresh than on the cut in copy tho
they were both part of the pair originally, The used
pair has a part of the paper off the back showing the
same dark glossy original gum vhich proves to my sutis-
facticn that the other two have originzl gum too. I'm
convinced the gum is original and huve the single scld

as such but the client wanted the P,F, tc o.k., it. They
Just replied with the eheclocs=d cert., claiming it is re-
gummed.

If you feel this is o.g. 2s 1 beleve you will
please write me & separate letter on it, just the wide
margined single, as I would like to uce it in resubmitting
the stamp to the P.IF. for z review of their opinion,

It eeems ac if the P,F, is bucoming qgiite in-
sane and a menace to philately, I am frank.y considering
legal action to put them at lcast temporarily ut of cus-
iness bused on their obvious negligence and lack of know-
ledge., Enclosed is a photostit of cert, they recently
issed on & 728 sold from my stock to Huber by w..other dealer,
It is utterly absurd, esp. since the stamp wasa bcautiful
rich color caref.lly checked by me under the ultravioclet
light. Lust week they returned a beaufiul #1 of mine soid
by same dealer to Huber with statement it was a #3, sgain
utterly absurd as any 10 yerr old kid ean rv=:u the cat. znd
see the difference bet@een the two; it is definitely #¥1 ~ith
full o.g. to boot., I'll send you & photcstat of this cert.




as\soon as I cun g:t one, uut can't seuna the original as
f 1t 1s going Y'ck to the P,t, for & r-view cfopinion and
must be there by Jan, ndXXXXINKEXEHEXBX.,

Then to top the abov off I had a beautiful ¢
Pun American Invert sold subject tc their o.. and they
r plied that it was a lithographed counterfeit. I aon't
claim to be an expert, but surely believs I can tell the
difference between =& iithogr-ph and an engraving., #lso,
the stemp 1s Fx-Col. Green Collection, was in Cole's hands
for two months during which he offered it to my client but
at too high 2 price prior to my getting it, and hius since
the P.F.'sopinion bezen ~xpertised as genuine by Dan Kell-
eher who said he would buy it in spite of their opinion.
Agaln this has to get back by Jan.®nd so I can't send it
on to you as I woulu like to, but will try to g«t you &z
photostat of the cert, if you like.

If this keep up I'll have no alternative but to
go to court to stop their criminal actions., Am I becoming
unduly disturbed or do you feel I should do something?

With egards,
—  Jar At
P.S. Please return this photostat;it is all I have.

/




No.4Q18

THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION
22 EAST 3574 STREET
NEW YORK [6, N.Y

EXPERT COMMITTEE

We have examined the attached item. 82 United States

1847, 5¢, red brown. #l, of which a_photograph

ﬁf/

For The Expert Committe

THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION

QCEEEEEE X LMNOCPORSTUVWXY




No.4Q18

THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION
22 EAST 35T STREET
NEW YORK 16, N.Y.

EXPERT COMMITTEE

We have examined the attached item.& Unlted States

For The Expert (‘,()mmitl:

THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION
[ JABCODEFGH UKL MNOPOGRBTUVWXY




THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION
22 EAST 35th STREET
NEW YORK 16, N. Y

EXPERT COMMITTEE

We have examined the attached item & United States .
1851, 10¢, green, uncancelled, of which a

_photograph 1s afflixed below

submitted by

and are of the opinion that it is regunmed

For The Expert Committee

THE PHILATELIC FQ_UNOATIDN ///
[JABCOEFGHI JKLMNO PO RBTUV /z/_\
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December 8

THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION
22 EAST 35th STREET
NEW YORK 16, N. Y.

EXPERT COMMITTEE

We have examined the attached item & _United States .
_1851, 10#, green, uncancelled, of which a
.photograph 1s afflxed below --=-:

submitted by

and are of the opinion that it is regunmed --

// W7
For The Expert Commi

ttee
THE PHILATELIC FQUNDATION
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................... November 10 1952 .

THE PHILATELIC FOUNDATION
22 EAST 357 STREET
NEW YORK 16, N.Y

EXPERT COMMITTEE

We have examined the attached item.8 United States

b Ll L L T e ————

submitted by. 77" - e T e

and are of the opinion that it is NOT #28 but a reperforated
COPY Of #76 =-emmemee e e

- - - - -
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Re: Goodkind and the P. F. etc.,

_ : Fe I never saild the guh was
BZRA L. - 7=  phoney on that 10¢ pair. My remarks were that it had gum but as
: X“Sh” T understood it the question was: Was it"0.G". I am perfectly

ﬁbQ;Lﬁéf" willing to admit that this is a technical question but if the

- __ gum has been monkeyed with or some supplied or tampered with, is
o%ﬁ@é-ékj it original gum?
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Jan. 2, 1953.

My, J. David Baker,
3909 North Delaware St.,
Indianapolis, Ind.

Dear lave:

Thanks very much for yours of the 26th with check for $20.00 to
be applied on your subscription to my Service. You are quite correct, this
gives you a credit of $80.00 for the 1952-53 Series.

Congratulations on the two rare 1847 covers that you recently ac-
quired. I have known both of them for quite a long time. I sold the
Stockton cover to John Fox when he was here in September with the Meroni
collection but did nmot deliver it to him until his return from his western
trip. It is & very rare and desirable item.

Re - the cover to Heidelberg, Germeny. This was in the C.R. Hurd
collection back in the middle 1920's and when he sold his collection thru Dan
Kelleher on Jan. 11, 1928, it was Lot 180. It had a write-up in the A.P,,
Vol. 41, page 441. In those days students of early U. S. really didn't know
very much about U, S. foreign rates or markings - routes - ete. This was
simply a cover to Germany with a K. R. marking. However, it was recognized
as quite a scarce item and it brought cuite a good price for that period, I
suppose Phil Ward bought it for Henry Gibson as it was in the Gibson sale by
Werd on June 14-15, 1944 (Lot 31)., Harry Keffer purchased it and no doubt
sold it to Meroni. I don't seem to have any record that it wes in any sale
between 1944 and 1952, It is among the rarest of 1847 covers. As I reeall,
there is no evidence of the actual yeer use, but if 'so, will you please advise
me. 7This letter went direct by American Packet to the Free City of Bremen.
The U, S, paid the rate, viz., - U.5, internal 10¢ plus ?4¢ sea to Bremen.
Thus the 35¢ paid was a 1¢ overpay. The markine "/‘merica - Uber Bremen" was
German applied, and meant - From America to Bremen. The "PAID PART" meant
that the postage was only paid to Bremen, not beyond. The "16" and the "1 1/3"
are German merkings and I am not informed regardineg their meaning.

I have no record as to where this cover originated but it was mailed
direct with the Mail Route Agent on the line of the Michigan Central R.R.,
hence required a rate of 10¥ to New York. My guess ie that the use was pro-
bably in April 185 or 1851 - probably the latter.

Incidentally, this ecover should not be confused with "Retaliatory Rate"
covers of the period prior to 1849, :

Two stcamers performed the American Packet Service to Bremen, viz: The
"Washington" and the "Hermann" - the former placed in service in July 1847, the
latter in 1848, A third stesmer, the Franklin, was added to the Bremen Line in
1850. This mail contract was with the "Ocean Steam Navigation Co." and the
service was monthly between New York and Bremen,
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#2. Mr, J. David Baker - Jan. 2, 1953,

1 have a Railroad Guide of 1852 and the railroad at that time was
celled the "Central H.,R." I suppose the mail route was called the "Michigan
Central Reil Route.®™ The road in 1852 was built as far west as New Buffalo -
219 miles from Detroit. It ran thru Ann Arbor - Jackson - Marshall - Bettle
Creek - Niles - etec. - same as the route today. I suppose your letter
originated at some point on this road west of Detroit.

I believe the above will about cover the prinecipal data on your new
addition.

With best wishes to Hugh and you -

Cordially yours,



Jan. 3, 1953.

' r.J. David Baker,
3909 North Delaware St.,
Indianapolis, Ind.
Dear Dave:

I am today in receipt of the January 3rd issue of Gossip and
note it has an article on the "Bremen Line." I am not sure that all
the statements made by the author wre correct. I believe he was
under the impression that the Ocean Steam Navigation Co., the company
that operated the "Bremen Line" was a German owned cofipany. He stated
that this company operated out of Bremerhaven. The Company was incor-
porated by the New York legislature and was American owned. When its
ten years mail contract expired it is my recollection that it went out
of business, I believe that I stated in my letter yesterday that it
gwned the "S.S.Franklin."” This was an error as it only operated the two
steamships - the "Washington" and "Hermann."

With regards -

Sincerely yours,




