




















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































MORRISON CAFETERIA COMPANY

INCORPORATED

Birmingham,5,Alabama,
Octe 8, 1954. Friday P.M.
Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook,
33 No Ft Thomas Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stah, :

' I have your postal card of th 6th and also your letter of the
7th. I think ‘the whole trouble with the Service mail delay was brought about
by a new postman, now that I have looked into the matter. I think we can
drop the matter unless there is a re-currence. The boys at the office here
are all nlce_to me, often calling me up even on Sundays should I have a
registered letter, etc. I'd not like to get them in bad unless I am sure.

I had intended to get your signature on my recent purchases even
before I bought them. Remember I wrote you about lot 111 with that in
mind. I will have to send them in seperate parcels due the the limits of
value in surcharge on my policy, that being $2500.00. So please send them
back in the same way, limiting it to the same amounts. I will of course
reimburse you for the coste I am glad you thought I did not pay to much for
the ones I did buy. I think I paid high for one or two but made up for
it on others.

Out of the second days run I only imbtained lots 28l and 285 due
to very much higher prices that could have been(I did not say they were
positively) due to your article on the Hawaiian Steam Service. Ez is in
Richmond at the BSA so I am sure he has not sent you the prices. Here are
the ones I bid on at the second day:

Lot 237~ 110.00 I bid $50

22~ 180.00 n $100

n 281~ 110.00 n $50

" 283- 95.00 n 375

n 28— 70,00 To ECK

" 285-% 55.00 To ECK

" 289~ 75.00 I bid $60

" 290- 75.00 n $60

" 292~ 95.00 n $75

I note your remarks about lots 102 & 103 and Edgar. I confine
my Hawaiian so far at least to combinations with U.S. That takes enough dough
as it is. And then only covers and no Missionaries. The latter are too
repaired and torn for my way of thinking.

I would be much pleased to have you write up any of these in

the Service. I can only say that Cole has repeatedly told me that Coan
was his great-grandfather. Be sure to note that a duplicate was lot 61
in he first Ferrari sale. I think you might want to note in your signature
that the cover was from the Admiral Harris cotilection. That might add to its
worthe.

You say lot 87 was likely a Richey cover which pleases me if it
was for I sure like that fine gentlemen. It was listed as Hawaiin #5 plus
the U.S. #17. Will you please compare it with lot 119 which was listed as
Hawaiian #8 plus U.S. #17. You know I am very ignorant of these Hawaiian
stamps and truly cant see where the difference is. Note that these two are
nearly the same correspondence, the only difference being the date of receipt

by the writing across the left hand side., What i X
0 F is the pr%ce paid. . at 1s your verdict? Funnier than



( V')

MORRISON CAFETERIA COMPANY

INCORPORATED

Hawaiian #5 is priced much higher in Scbtts than #8, yet I got Lot 87 for

$200 and paid $390 for lot 119. How do you explain that? Can you see the diff-
erence between the two. Will you indicate when you sign these,if you do,

what the SUS# of the Hawaiians are?

Sincerely,
Enclosed:
{;Lot 7L Harmer Rooke Harrls sale L/27/54 For signature. Cost $551.25
/n 119 " " " 10/);/51; For signature. Cost $315.00
R " 87 " " " " For signature. Cpst $210.00
| Vn 121 n " " " " For Signature. Cost $136.50
J " 122 " " " n " For signature. Cost $220.50
¢ w127 " n " " " For signature. Cost $147.00

The rest of these are not necessary to expertize but I thought you might
like to see, maybe something of interest:

~ Lot 136vHarmer Rooke Harris sale 10/L/5L Cost 52.50
T ditto 8
~— % 284 " " 73.50
Pt b " 57.75
i . " 94.50
|t )-Ll 1 " 120.75
_— " 283 Samuel Paige sale L/9/5L " 36423
__——" 28} Ditto L 38.33
——" 28 Harmer Rooke Harris sale L/27/5k n 70.88
" 150 Harmer Rooke sale 10/17/50 " Lh.10
" 321 Samuel Paige sale L/9/5L % 21.53
Totel 17 covers 2269.07
i




Oct, 12, 1954,

My, Emmerson C,
3(1)8 - lath A'Q.’ SO\lth,
Birminghen, Ala

Dear Ent

As per mine of yesterday, the 1lth, I am now returning to
you all the ecovers contained in yours of the 8th, You will note
that they are in the same order as ycu listed them in your letter,

~ Okay Fm, on the delay on my October Service Issue,

Thanks for the rrides you gave me on the lots in the Second Day
of the sale, g \

Re = Hawaii 5¢ stamps #6 and /€, Ho, 5 wos issued in 1853 and
it is on a thick wove paper, No, 8 was a later printing in 1857 and
it is on 2 much thinner paper, - i

Re = difference between lots 87 and 119, It is not believed that
any of #8 reached Honolulu before the summer of 1857, Lot €7 shows a
use from Honolulu on May 21, 1857, hence too early for /€ so it must be
#5» I think it is safe to consider that any 5¢ blue used before July
1857 are #'5, Compare the two stams on these two covers., You can see °
that 119 is on atthinner paper than €7, also note the difference in eolor -
(lay them side=by=-side) = Lot 119 is a much %}3%. The difference
in price in these two lots is indeed funny, th Knapp, Tows and
Harris out of the picture we have comparatively few who really lmow Hawaii .
covers, lany may know the stamps, but very few know covers and rates,
Admiral Harris did know his Hawaii,

In 2 pood light compare /5 with #8, —Don't you see the difference
in eolor?

Cn each 5¢ cover I markéd the S.U,S, number,

Henry Meyer is also a very competent student of the stamps, rates
and covers, Also Elliott Perry, :

Regards,

Cordially yours,



MORRISON CAFETERIA COMPANY

INCORPORATED

Birmingham, Alabama.
Saturday A.M. Oct. 9, 195L.
Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook,
33 No Ft Thomas Ave.,
Fort Thomas, Ky.

Dear Stan,

Here are the other two covers from the Harmer Rooke Harris
sale of last Monday, lots 110 & 111. The latter of course, as I wrote
you was lot 510 in the John Seybold sale in 1910 and went for the then
high price of $87.00. I think I wrote you that Eugene Klein paid 285
pounds for the lot 110 in the Hind London sale and sold it teo the
Admiral at about $1250.00. So I did not pay too much considering the
inflation of money. Do you think?

I suspect that I was kissed off of the lot L8 by Ezra. He
said it was not tied and was lousy looking. I only 25 or 30 on it altho
my better judgement said I was wrong at the time. The cover I wanted and
am now sorry I did not bid more than $250 was lot 104. I feel sure that
covers with U.S. 12¢ 1851 and Hawaiian #6, the 13¢ red, are very rare. I
guess this due to the fact that the two sales had only this 104 in the
last sale and only one in the first which I think went to Edgar. I bid
at Ez's suggestion $200 while he bought it for someone for $340., I imagine
Jessup. Of course I have a cober which is already at your house with a
combination 5 & 6 & US #17. But the single combination must be rare. I
should have gone on and bought lot 10L.

I am anxiously awaiting the catalog from Ez with the buyer's
names which he has promised. I will then send it to you.

Cpoler here yesterday and today, thank goodness! Thursday
it hit an all time high in Montgomery- 100 on Oct. Tth.

Sincerely,

Enclosed: 3
Lot 110- Harmer Rooke sale 10/L/5hL Cost $1575.00
"

R 111~ " " n n 577.50

Surcharge for - - - - - - $2152.50



-t

2 Octe 11, 1954e

w.mmlg;&ag, .
- t‘hm. Wh.
Bimndmn.'

Dear Fm:

A Herewith Lots 110 and 111 from the Harris sale, These cam
Sunday noone Iua:‘tain]yeonwtuhto on the acquisition of these two

- fine covers, Immmm.mmwmwm\mum

up in my November Scrvice Issue, I also made color slides of both but I
wmmgqﬂ%pmwmmusmmm Thourh you did not re-
quest me to sign them I did so anyway so there is no charge. :

Mmersmmwndmandlanghdthqumithok
wayintomeollution. -

! HmtykaerpublhhdwaﬂiﬂoonthoS&onl%badtinl?lO
and Cartright published an article in liekeel's in 1921, Both are interesting
so I am making microfilms ofbcthauiuillundyouprh&slater.

Noindndldowhthhﬂcyoupaidtoomhfwllbandlllmquto
a bargain, Oneiseithertoohighaxﬂthoothertoolw. 80 inasmuch as 110
1smttoohighthmmaoldmchtoo1w.

Your other lot came Saturday A.M, - Iwill po over thewe carefully
and return the lot to you tomorrow, Don't let Lot /48 cause you any worry becauseé

you miseed it. - At 90,00, I wculd be perfectly wiLing to let someone elec have
it.

Re = lot 104, Before giving this my okay I would want to examine
it very carefully If Edgar advises me he bought 104 I will let you know,

Les Broolmsn and wife will ﬂy in at noon on the 20th, Leave that
night by plane for New York, '

J Mildred and I plgm to drive down to Norfolk, .Leavim Sunday the
24th, Stan's ehip is due there on the 27thet I guess we will be gone about a week,

With regards -

Yours etc.,
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14 E. Carrillo St
Santa Barbarz, Calif.
Santa Barbara - October 7, 1954

Dear Stanley:

In your nice letter of September 3, which has gone unanswered
until now because there was nothing in it that particularly required
a reply, you said - "if anything turns up that is exciting, please ad-

vise me".

Well - today I received from the Pollitz auction the enclosed
cover which to me is exciting, although I may be way off base. I
sent in a bid on it because I thought from the catalog description that
» it was a case of a forwarded cover with the second postmark a railroad
marking - not rare, but somewhai unusuel. ( I have several examples of
‘ SCUTH CAROLINA R. R., so didn't want it particularly for that marking.)

Now, however., I look at the cover and can see no sigus of its
havinz been forwarded. = So why the rating, a handstamped 5 of the same
color as the R. R. postmark? My conclusion is that the year date was
1861 and that the route agent caught the error made by the postal clerk
at Columbia in accepting & northern stamped envelope as postage paid. He
therefore affixed his postmark and the 5 rating.

The scratched out ms. notation in the lower left corner appears
to read "Polite attention of - - - - - - Jpi® The words "care of Eblas
Ball, Esq." are apparently in the same handwritinz ae that of the address.

How'does my theory strike you? Perhaps 1 have overlooked
something entirely and am indulzing in wishful thinking. It seems
strange that no one has noticed the problem before but there are no pen-
cil notations on the cover to indicate that anyone has.

I1'1l be much interested in your ideas about this. I suppose
there are many similar cases among southern letters in the early days of
the Confederacy, but I Have never run across one before - if this is
such a case. If it's worth taking a picture of, go right ahead.

I have gotten some help from Frank Hollowbush in the form of
data from covers in his collection, but his ideas about the N and N Y
markings are of no assistance.

The AFS® convention was very enjoyable - to me particularly be-
cause I had a chance to mneet so many people with whom I have had cor-
respondence. Dave Baker, Towner Webster, Tracy Simpson and 1 spent
quite a lot of time together. Of course I see Tracy often, and I had
met Towner once before briefly in Chicago, but Dave I had never seen.
Hed a fine visit with Corwith Wagner, too - peculiar but interesting.

I hope you'll like seeing this cover, and won't mind helping
me with it.

Singgxelyg »
(Two trains daily left Columbia for Charleston, one at 5.00 AM. and
the other at 1.40 PM. Both carried mail. A letter mailed too

- late to catch the afternoon train would of course go out the follow-
ing day.)
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 Ogte 13, 1954s

HI‘. e. We R&B‘l‘
I&MCWQJJ@&.,
: smaamu. Gllﬂ'a ;

Bar Chuck:

S "": ‘!’m of the ’nh MM cncloaing the South Carolina R.R,
e ﬁwur», which I am returning herewith, I have little doubt that
4 m gauaakors w&mm%ﬂ ‘wonder if this was a Confed use
e wopim not, Confederate mail had to be
- or else it was not forwarded, that is, with the exception of mk
5 from t.he cymed {wcu when duly endorsed, etc, Such could be for-
wa sollect, but not frm. The expianation of yéur cover, in
7_;,‘:#2%10% is that it was over weight, that is, over 1/2 ocunce, one
.. ‘rate paid, one rate due - period 1851 to 1855, I therefore judge
.~ the use was MB54, lay 1353 would be too early for a stamped en-
“  welope and May 1855 or later would have been Due 3 for the sewnd
- rate, One wonders what enclosure could have caused a double rate
taruumllanonvelopohm Ifeclsureﬁhis is the explanation,

g oy imn never scen & postage due (eivilian) Confed that I can

Mm, and further, Confed Railroad covers are something we seldom
e run agross, I believe that you will find that this R,R, marking would
- be Just about right for the year 135k,

7; I am wondering how W Confed R, N, covers you have run across?
ol e 'I mqr tried to locate, which «mld meant that they are mt as scarce
s e O e
| - 4 From all who atma.u the S.F. A.P.S. Convention, the report

- came B8 what a fine time they had, I was surprised to learn that my

good Corwith Wagner was in attendance, A very fine chap, Dave
m and his brother are gathering some fine material, They don't
nw finer t.han Towner WMer.

ﬁitheverygood'd.ah-:

Gwdhny yours,



MEMBERS
AMERICAN STAMP DEALERS ASS'N
AMERICAN PHILATELIC SOCIETY
SOCIETY PHILATELIC AMERICANS
COLLECTORS CLUB,NEW YORK
BRITISH PHILATELIC ASS'N, LTD.

RAYMOND H.WEILL Co.

ROGER G.WEILL-RAYMOND H.WEILL

Khitototer Dbotors

Stanley B. Ashbrook
Fort Thomas, Kentucky

Deat Stan:

TELEPHONE
RAYMOND OO22

407 ROYAL STREET
NEw ORLEANS 16, LA.

September 24, 1955

We have just had a report from the Foundation on the
5¢-10¢ 1847 combination cover, which was lot 88 in the Waterhouse
sale. The Foundation's certificate reads, '"pen cancellation has been

removed or faded from the stamps, otherwise the cover is genuinely

used in all respects. "
R __——

In your letter of August 1 you graciously told us that if the
Foundation stated this item #&s genuine, you would not fuss with them.
We are so delighted with their opinion that we are not going to ask you
to even examine the cover but shall just hope that they are right.

We are going to examine the Caspary Postmasters in New
York next week. If you have any notes covering some of these items
and based on which you would like to render a professional opinion, please
let us hear from you.

rhw:lc

Yours sincerely,

Raymond H. Weill Co.

Yoy



Octs 3, 1955.

by ey

lh" R%nd Ho w’
% lemnd He wﬂiﬁ CO.,
LO7 Royal St.,

New Orleans 16, La,

Dear Raymond:

This will a edge receipt of yours of the 22nd and 24th, and also
return of the two sheets’of the 3¢ green. I am sorry that they were not quite
fine enough for your elient, I appreciate the postage which you enclosed but
inasmuch ag I do riot think I am entitled to this I am returning same,

] It does seem a bit strange to me that the P,F, would condemn the 3¢

; 1861 block, Just think, this same block has been considered a Pink ever since

: 1890 by all the leading authorities since that time, - John Luff, Worthington,
Duveen, Charley Phillips, Kennett, Arthur Hind, Waterhouse and lastly Dr. Bacher.
In spite of this record, the P.F. states it is not % I am not prepared to ex-

4 press an opinion because I never had the opportunity to make a close examination,

gl micht agree with the P,F, and I might disagree with them, I do not know, As

& 2 as I am aware, Elliott Perry never stated it was not a Pink, I would rather

; is opinion than any member of the P,F, Committee. He recently informed me

ie block was not submitted to him,

I note the Committee passed as genuine = the 5¢-~10¢ combination
caver, I note that they stated, "a pencancelation has been removed or faded from
B the stamps,"” I was absolutely unaware of this feature, I will forget the cover
; aeIhavenoduirctotuaawiththeComittu.butIdothhkthat they should be
-j more careful, I have certain information about the cover they do not have., They
did not ask my opinion regarding it. I am glad thet they didn't, because I re-
ceive no compensation when I examine covers for them, and it requires a lot of my
time to pass on items they submit to me.

Re - the Caspary postmasters, I make no claim to any expert knowledge
on this class of material, I am sure you would be just as competent as I am in ex-
amining such items in the Caspary collection, Alfred was a very keen student and
if there was one specialty that he knew from A to Z it was U,S. and Confederate
P,M,Provisionals, I doubt if he had any fakes.

With best wishes to Roger and you.
Cordially yours,



Octe 4y 1955,

Dear Raymond:

I would like to correct a statement that I made in my letter of yes-
terday regarding lot £8 in the Waterhouse sale, tho M 1&.7 mer. I had
forgotten that the catalogue description stated, "gmall pen mark ve been 1¢

" Irmkdinqlettu- t! this
my loobdupmthedatat!utlhadmthwmuhmum.

In my article in "Stamps" of July 19, 1947, in which I i{llustrated tle
cover, I made no mention of the pen marks, In fact, my rematks re - the cover were
quite brief, Iﬁmtmtlhadquj&ecbitofcmupommﬁxhthmrmk
Coes after my "Stamps" article appeared, and in a letter to him I memtioned that the
stamps had faint pen marks, so I judge that I was informed of this faet by Sir
H!.eb:llnthabaum:uthephowgnph,acoworwhida Imedtorw“ﬁtnpl'
arti Co

Minnindthulmerbadthhewwinhmdforacmzm

tion, and the only time I ever saw it was at Cipex in 1947 behind glass in
Waterhouse Exhibit, Aeccording to the memorandum furnished me by Sir Nicholas (19&7),
there were no markings of any kind on the back, There was no indication on face
of the actual yeer use, hence the cover does not disclose the year it was used, -m-
is a most important point as I will explain, Vhen I wrote the artiele in 1947
mmmﬁuttmu.s.hm.tndnndoanﬂingthatﬂwnmnosmha:hiu
‘ te a !mﬂltuihdthatlwznthom:y

' oom o) l.v urice C, Blake, te a write-up my Service
de-mma-m. You can look it up,

The use of the Waterhouse cover was " s0 a triple rate of domestic
postage could enly have applied in % wordl. had thh letter been
mailed in Apr. 18,9 « 1850 or 1851, havobeonntod " provided it
weighed over one ounce and not cver two ounces, and July 1,
1851, there was nb legal iralattu'walghndoverouomomﬂmtm
two ounces was charged for ances up to 300 miles, This letter did not travel

anything 300 miles,

mn Back in July 1947 I wes inforned by i, "that a b Irec
ted and that the "Banl -of Someree’ was not listed in the 1850 editim

or previously, but the Bank was liste 851 edition with "A,S.Lincoln" as pay-
ing teller. Idonotkmwifthisropo:‘tlstmormtmit:ltil.itwouldindi-
cate that the use was Apr 1O 1861, at a time when there was no triple rate.

The Vermont & Mass, R R, terminated at Fitchburg, Mass, (Brattleboro to
Fitd\b:}h that is, it ran from Fitchburg to Brattleboro, Vermont, a total distance
of 69 By rail from Fitchburg to Wokcester was 27 miles and from Warcester to
Boston was 44 miles, so you see this letter did not travel much distance,

In g letter that I wrote Frank Coes dated July 24, 1947, I stated that
nedy Nicholas sent me a phot.og,uph of the cover last spring and he noted on the lack
that the R.Fs marking was in orange" and also quate, "I noted at the Cipex that the



#2, Mr, Raymond Weill « Octs 4s 1055,

cover really is not superb - It has a faded out appearance and the stamps showed
very faint pen marks, Idaubt.n’theaewm acid removed but nore

likely a poor grade of ink that simply faded out to quote an extent. 'fbydcn't
show in the photograph that I have, Hat.uh advised me of the year of
use but if this Boston bank was not listed in the 1850 Boston Directorys then

perhaps the use was "Apr 10 2851" (unquote).

xn»mmtzwmmsnmmmgnmmm
sbout the Boston Directory,

nﬁaeommawwer.ﬂmu,aldwmd&mwm
UsSe Mail Agent traveling the railroad route of the Vermont & Masse ReRe

In the P,M,GyReport dated Nov. 1851, R.R. contract mail route No 472
was listed from Fitchburg, Mass. to EBrattleboro, Vermont., The same route was
listed in the 1850 Repert,

i I am not sure whether a route agent had the authority to rate mail
that.was handed him enrcute, but I judge that the letter would have been properly
rated when it reached the Boston PO,

If the use was April 1851, and the letter weighed over one ounce (as the
mwamv)mzwmmmmmmummunu

mcmdwmuzo,m&.

I had a letter from Dr, Bacher today regarding the block of 3¢ 1861
Pink and he stated that they would probably wind up by sending the block to me for
my opinion, I will keep you advised,

With best wishes -

E

Cordially yours,



Dac
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