










































































































































































































































































































































































Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook 

31ark f. :!Inltllwnrtq 
Philaielic Dealer and Broker 

102 

Hi, c!lNassadIusetts 

P .O. Box 31, 33 North Fort Thomas Avenue 
Fort Thomas, Kentucky. 

Dear Sian, 

My thanks for your J une 13th and June 17th letters. 
leaving today, and wi I I not be back unti I after the Fourth of 
write this letter and get it out of the way, because there is 
hope you have an enjoyable time at Stan's wedding. 

June 19, 1951 

I note lhat you wi I I be 
July, but thought it best to 
no hurry on your rep I y. I do 

I appreciate very much your elaborai-ing on the basis for your opinion that the 5¢ 
1847 had been added to the cover with "Hudson River Ma i I" postmark. I note that you fee! 
some fixer has erased a part of the ring of the postmark, as none shows beneath the stamp. 
and has painted in the erased portion on the stamp. Though I of course considered this 
possibi I ity vhen buying the cover, I found no evidence whatsoever of such when examining it 
at that time, and very frankly, can see no such evidence now, even w'th your indicat;on that 
that is the basis for your opinion. This does not mean that I am disagreeinz with your 
opinion, but rather that I know of no means wherein a canceJof this t1pe can be erased without 
showing quite obviously that such has been done, yet this cover shows no evidence whatsoever 
of any I have just removed the stamp again to be sure of this. As it now stands, I 
have your opinion that the cover is not genuine, which I respect and value quite highly, but 
I must admit that in this instance I cannot see the basis for your opinion as I have been 
readi Iy able to do in practically every instance in the past. I do trust you vi I I agree that 
an item of this nature can narrow down to more a matter of opinion that a cover that has been 
fixed and can be so determined by the inconsistenc1 in the rate mark ings, etc. Also, since, 
as I have previously mentioned, I removed the stamp when first buying it, and apparently in 
putting it back did not match the cancel up perfectly, so that it was sl ightly out of line, 
I must admit that I wonder if the fact that the cancel did not I ine up perfectly may have been 
a basis for you and the P . F . originally doubting it? I don't want to belabor the matter, as it 
is not that important, but if you should care to make a comment at your leisure as to how you 
determined that an erasure had been made in the postmark, and what evidences there were,that 
would be most appreciated as an aid to my better understanding of your opinion on this cover . 

Please be assured that I offer nothing to col lectors which I cannot guarantee as 
genuine, and in fact I give an unl imited guarantee on everything sold. That is, everything 
is guaranteed to be 8S represented at the time of purchase, with no time I imit whatsoever on 
returns if ever found to be otherwise . Naturally, from time to time items come along in lots 
or collections which I cannot definitely say are bad, but which I would not care to as 
definitely genuine to some col lector customer, in which instances I send th·s material off 
to auctions and leave it up to them to describe it as they see fit, with no representations 
from me as to authenticity, condition, etc. If I know an item to be bad or a fake or fixed, 
I either place such in my reference collection or send back to the source if that is possible, 
but do not put anything of that nature in an auction, but only items which I cannot definitely 
determine are bad or good. 

I can, of course, wei I understand your feel ings w'th respect to rei inquishing your 
12¢ 1851 Plating material for a modest sum. I can also understand your feel ings with respect 
to the 10¢ 1855 Plate I material which you sold for about $1,100, which I gather included 
some plated stamps that probably made up a good portion of the value, which party made quite 
a ki I I ing on the plate reconstruction later when se I ing it to Rust. Of course, I am sure 
you wi I I agree that that was an unusual situation with respect to a buyer coming along who 



was wi I I ing to pay such a fantastic price for a completed reconstruction, as very few col lec­
tors have any interest in bUying a completely reconstructed plate, but would much prefer to 
reconstruct such themselves. Rust was then, and has in a number of other past instances >If­
been a sucker in my opinion. Though of course your research work was essential to that 
reconstruction in the ultimate sale, I don't be l ieve anyone other than Rust would have paid 
one-third what he did for it. I am very sure that that is a very isolat~ instance, that 
wi II not happen again, regardless of \,Ihether you might rei inquish some of your Plating(/~V 
material to someone else for purposes of reconstructing the Plate. 

My feel ing in the matter is that it is a shame to allow this plating material to 
go unused and be kept completely out of circulation indefinitely, as I am sure no-one wi I I 
come along who would be wi I I ing to pay any significant price for such material, which means 
you wi I I merely hold it ad infinitum. Also, I real ized I was probably requesting a special 
favor asking for the privi lege of photographing it with the payment of only $100 or $200. 
P ssibly I was being unduly fon-Iard in proposing such a favor on your part. Howe"Ver, I 
guess I felt that certain favors I had done you, such as originally referring Rust to you 
(he had never heard of you unti I I urged him to get in touch with you) had probably netted 
you far more than the value you have set on the 12¢ 1851 P lating material. I fully real izo 
that these are not necessar' Iy comparable situations, as the 12<t 1°51 material represents 
a tremendous amount of work on your part, which certainly should have some value attached 
to it, whi Ie my referring Rust to you ~as merely a gesture and a favor to you both, which 
cost me nothing. I did real ize, and in fact hoped you might be able to do some business with 
him, as I am sure you have. If you should later feel that you would be wi I I ing to either 
sel I your original material or al low it to be photographed for a modest charge, I would con­
sider such a personal favor. However, I do understand your feel ings with respect to this 
material, and shal I understand if you do not wish to do that. 

" I thank you for your prompt return and commeots on the I <t 1851 . I am sorry that 
you did not feel enough clthe design wh owed for you to determine visual I; whether it is a 
Type I I I or a Type I I la, and that it wi I I therefore be necessary to plate it in order to 
determine what type that plate position produced originally. Since under a strong glass 
the break at the bottom appears to me to be quite a definite and large one, I can easily 
sel I the stamp with a clear conscience as a Type I I I, so don't bel ieve it would be worth the 
cost or effort to attempt to plate it to determine what the position produced originally. 
From our past letters on this typing subject, I b~lieve we both understand and respect the 
other's viewpoint with respect to cal I ing items Type I I I 's or Type Ilia's. 

JEM: fc 
P.S. Enclosed is a cover with a #64 Pink, wfuich is one of the deepest shades I hav~ ever 

had, though possibly this is due a bit to the stamp being sl ightly ~tained. However, I feel it 
might possibly be the 'IPigeon Blood l1

, so I am sending it along for your opinion in that regard. 
I real ize your reply wi I I be delayed by virtue of your being out of town, but there is no hurry 
on it. 

J.E .M. 

~o 000 
/ 
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31urk 1£. :taltnlrliwortq 
Philatelic Dealer and Broker 

102 ~£a.con ,;;:&±r£d 

~oston 16, c'ffilassru:frusd±s 

([;.~.!-. 

JI..;lR.JI.. 
~.~.,A .l!I.;; . 

February 27, 19511 

Mr. Si an ley B. Ashbrook 
P.O. Box 31 
33 North Ft. Thomas Avenue 
Fort Thomas, Ky. 

Dear St an, 

trust by now you have the letters which I sent along for Jessup. Do you think 
he has much influence on Foundation p~ icy? 

Enclosed is my check for $B.OO to cover your authent ication of the two covers 
submitted last week. Your assistance on them is great ly appreciated. Regarding your 
feel ing that you do not bel ieve a 10¢ 1847 used abroad is especially rate, I have yet 
to f ind a single example of that in any of the larger collect ions that have been sold 
in this country during the last 5 to 10 years. Neither Moody nor Meroni had one, as 
you suggest, though I have not had time to check the Green sales. However, with 
~aspary, Moody, and Meroni lacking such a cover, it would appear to me that it must be 
rar~: Would you agree? If you do, a write-up of that cover in your Service would 
probably be interesting to your subscribers, and you have my permission to include it . 

I appreciate your suggest ion that I might send that cover to Emmerson Krug, but 
frankly doubt he would care to pay the price I must secure for it, namely $500. If 

you feel he might, I would be glad to try it on him after I hear from a couple of my 
regul ar customers whom I wish to give a chance at it. 

Regarding the P.F., I was most· interested in your comments concerning John BcI(er, 
who I know only casually through the mai I and have always considered fatrly wei I 
qual ified in the U.S. Local field. Would you consider him adequate in that area? 
Even if he is, quite possibly he does go into other areas where his knowledge is in­
complete, and contributes his share of erroneous advice to the final P.F. opinion. 
Mrs. Dale said she would be out of the country unt i I the latter part of February, 
so I have not yet received a reply to my latest communications. 

Enclosed are two rather interesting items on which I would apprec iate your opinion. 
The first is a 5¢ 1847 ina Br i I I i ant Brown-Orange shade. 1 presume th i sis not the 
Red-Orange, but bel ieve it should be the next step down, and sti I I a very rare~hade. 
However, when dipping it in fluid it gives a very odd appearance which makes me wonder 
a bit as to it s soundness or authenticity. Your comments on it wi I I be greatly appre­
ciated. The other item is a 3¢ 1851 with Chicago P.tf6, which I consider to be 100% 
genuine. I have a sale for it, but the buyer would I ike to have it authenticated. I 
bel ieve he wanted a P.F. certificate, but I wrote him indicating that such was not 
worth the paper it was printed on in an · item of this nature, and hope he wi I I accept 
my recommendation that you pass on it rather than the P.F. 

Looking forward to your reply on the enclosed, 

With best regards, 

~c::: 
HEM: fc Jack . Molesworth. 

" 



Mr. J a ck E. HolesvlOrth, 
, t 102 Beacon St., 

Boston, lliss. 

Dear J ack: 

Your s of the 27th received "lith the Chicago perf cover a.nd the 5¢ '47 
off-cover copy. Also your check for ,;8.00 for l,"dch kirrlly accent II\Y thanks. 

Fe - your query aoout Jessup. He is a very close friend of Hrs . Dale 
and I think she has a hiGh regard for his opinion on matters pertaining to 
the P. F. I \'Jill forward the correspondence to him. 

Regarding 1847 covers used Dbroad. I have quite a record made over the 
years of such 5¢ and 10¢ covers prior to the Treaty period 5¢ was required 
on distances of 300 miles or lessand 10¢ on greater distances. Because of 
this, covers "lith the 5¢ are perhaps not as rare as t hose '-lith the 10¢ . 
I have records of covers to EnGland, France, Holland, Belgium, Gornany, China, 
Cuba, etc. I enclose a photograph '"Ihich you may keep of a cover s imilDr to 
yours. Note Lot 86 \vat erhouse Sale , June 27th, 1955. I note that you are 
asking ( 500 for your cover , "mieh in my opinion is excessive, hm/ever , Emmerson 
Krug ID<6s such items and you mieht submit it to him. 

Re - your quef'y about Boke r . I may have him \"Trong but I "don It think that 
he is very heavy and certainly not of the calibre to serve on an expert eonmittee, 
but he has plenty . of company . 

Re - the blO items u; ich you enclosed and which I return herewith . First, 
the 5¢ '47, this is indeed a most unusual shade and before finally parsing on 
it I N('uld like to consult a very close friend rerarding it. I, therefore, ask 
your permission t o do so and if DGreeable you can return it to me. T egardin"" the 
Chicago perf cover . I have e~dorsed this on the back and my fee is ~4. 00 . This 
cover was Lot 1, 40 in a H. R. Harmer Sale last October 15th and sold at. $78.00. 
You vTill note that my endorsement states that it is the second earliest 12~ perf 
knmm. No doubt your client will be interested in this feature. The gr eat .. majority 
of such covers, a ccording to my records, show uses in the l ast part of 1856 . I 
doubt if the P.F. could have given your c' ient this dat~ . 

\vi th kindest regards -

Sincerely yours , 



DIN SMORE ALTER P • H . D .. Sc D 
DIRECTOR .. 

C . H . CLEMINSHAW P . H . D 
ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR . 

CITY OF Los AN GELES 
CALIFORNIA 

NORRIS POUL SON 
MAYOR 

DEPARTMENT OF 
RE C REAT I ON AND PARKS 

GR~~bT~L~~~~:~tuT~RY 
P . O . BO X 27787 

LOS A N GELES 27 
NORMANDY 4 -' ,91 
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July 27, 1957. 

Dr . Dinsmore Alter, 
'% Griffith Observatory, 

l' 
Dear 

P. O. Box 27787~ Los Feliz Sta., 
Los An"eles, Calif . 

Dr. Alter: 

J 
f ~~e 

Herewith the l¢ off COVET Chicago perforation. In my opinion, 
stamp is genuine, th~t is, I do not bel ieve th t this was an imperf 

with a Chic .. 1:0 postmark which some faker faked . 

I found that I had a record of the stanp a s it was submitted to 
me by Harmer Rooke & Co. on Sept . 25, 1940. I was unable to lay hanns on 
the report that I n100e at that time but I feel sure it was favorable . I 
enclo e a proto that I made at that time for r:ry records . It was <wain 
submitted to me by Maurice C. I3lake of Boston on Jan. 8, 1941 and I appar­
ently authenticated it for him. It seens odd th~t I did not 8im it on 
the back at that time but the rea~on may rove 1::een that I Made no charge . 
At any rate, I have sirned it as a "Chic1.t:"o Perfil ani I run ch - rging you a 
fee of 5.00 for the e:xa:1ination end ,uthentication. Genuine copies of the 
l¢ Chicar:o perf are really rare and I have he.d v ry few submitt-ed to me 
over the past thirty yerrs . I feel that $150.00 is not an excessive ryrice 
but t his is just for your information. The copy does appear to be sound 
and exc~ptionally fine . 

,ole had a. very ploasant trip to Dallas and \-.fere charmed with our 
new daue)lter . She more than exceeded our expectations. 

No, I do not believe that you sent me reprints of your latest re­
search work . \ibat has always bothered me is - Vlbat does the other side of 
the moon look like? In one of our weekly magazines I not ed an article that 
man IilaY someday have this age- old quost:'on ansl-Iered . 

Mrs . Ashbrook joins me in kindest regards . 

Cordially yours, 



, 
• 

Aug. 5, 1957 

Dear ~tan, 

William O. Bilden 
PtuLateLic :J:>~ 

200 KASOTA BUILDING 

MINNEAPOLIS I, MINN. 

TELEPHONE FE . 2 - 6055 

I have yours of the 2nd. I agree with you that the wording in the laws and 
regulations of the Post Office Dept. ogten are very indefinite. I am encloSing a 
"choicau cover tbat 1 just got in this _rning from Europe. This is not wbat we would 
call a superb cover, but to me it is very interesting and 1 am sure that it will be 
of interest to you. Too many collectors are being carried away by the condition angle 
and loose sight of the pastal history viewpoint. I like a cover for the story it 
tells or its unusual aspects. ~he enclosed cover has both. 10 doubt there was a pair 
of J2 and a 11 for a twenty five ¢Wkatxxt cents rate( double lO¢ rate plus. 5¢ shore 
to ship rat e) Am 1 right? ~he cover was forwarded from London to Italy and no doubt 
the forwarder agent, Heath & Co. tore off the stamps before forwarding, a superb example 
of of Official or semi~ofticial vandalism. You will notice that the forei8D markings 
nioely tie all of the spaces where the stamps were removed, leaving not doubt that the 
stamps were torn off in London before forwarding to Italy. You will also note that 
the address is in oare of Heath & Co. and also via Royal l~il Steamer, both being 
crossed out. Although written from New Orleans t why the lvlobile postmark? Is this 
so it could catch a .British steamer from there? 



, Mr. William O. Bilden~ 
200 Kasota Bldg . ~ 

l1innenpolis l~ lfinn. 

Dear Bill: 

Aug . ~~ 1957. 

Yours of the 5th recebred with tho 184'1 cover which I am returning herewith. 
I agree 100;-; that far too many collectors de!!lam coniition rather t an pOfiC,al history . 
They.wuld derive far more from phiL::-tely if, in collecting cov rs, they would not 
put condition at the head of the list but rather, the ~ ani unusual , whether it be 
a postal narking, a postal rate, or of historic connecti n as well as ~ otner such 
features . Like you, I like a COVE:r for the story behind it . Knol'ring '-lhat it is <.ill 
about adds so much more interest . 

Your cover w .. s actually a letter to Heath &. Co . ~ of London, with instructions 
to fOr\·mrd it on to Genoa. As Buch, the rate to Great Britain "las prepaid t-t the 
single! oz .. of 24¢ - by'C1<'S0 lO¢ 1847 plus a 5¢ '47 - thus 11) overpay. Heath & Co . r e­
moved °l~he U. S . stmnps and sent it on its 'i~· "Via F!'onch" mail (thru Calais) to Italy. 
Re - tho toreiLn markings . I suppo~o the British forwarded it unpaid and debited 
France .,ith a shilling three pence. Seo ,01/3 11 in. upper right corner. It looks like the 
French dobited Genoa~ lnth "24" deciruos . Note \-lhat looks like "9N. :1 I may be l'rrong on 
this as it is a bit out of nw field . 

The lotter originated at I'leu Orl~a.'19 ,It \oms ):,.a:"lcd as a ,, ~.rny Letter" into 
lfobile. It could be that tho overpay of l¢ paid the![&. fee, thUd a "prep:J.:id \-Iay fee" 
into Hobile . You have 3eon covers llith a 3¢ '51 and "Due 1:<1.Y 1" postmarked at l·fobile . 
This ent by the "Great 1t1.il" to He'-l York ani thence to England by a Cunard mail ship. 
How do I knml? There is no Nml York thDt I c"n detect ~ no 4 no "Dritioh Packet ~ " but 
under the Cnlais po ~tma.rk is a red "19 . " This lias applied at New York and was the U. S. 
credit to Britain by a Cun rd mail ship. Had it gone by Americc.n Pa.dcet th() or edit 
~-IOuld have been "3 . " I have no idea as to the ncani'lb of the black straight-line mark­
ing over the 5¢ '47. 

I am not sure lihether the square (?) London postmark on face has "~:r or not , 
i . e., postage Enrrland to Genoa pam by Heath & Co. I doubt it . Ihil \oms required to go 
by regular routes. This could not have been sent py ship from Uobile or New Orleans. 
It had to go to Britain umer the terms of the postal treaty and ~ thru Ne\Y' York Qr 
Boston. Under that treaty the rate was ?4¢ - either paid in full - or unpaid - no 
partial payment - all or none and no such a thing as 2 x IO¢ plus 5¢ ehore- to--ship. 

Bill, "lOuld you have any objection if I used this in a Service Issue? lliny 
t hanks . 

1'Vith best "fishes -
Cordially yours , 



, . 

\ . 

31ark 1£. Slulr1iwurtq 
Philatelic Dealer and Broker 

102 ~earon ~tred 

~o5ton 16, ~It£jsltc~usetts 

September 4, 1957 

Mr. Stan ley B. Ashbrook 
P.O. Box 31 
33 North Ft. Thomas Avenue 
Fort Thomas, Kentucky. 

Dear Stan, 

My thanks for your August 30th note asking 
to look at the IIHudson River Ma i III cover aga in 
if it is st i I lava i I ab Ie. I st i I I have it on 
hand, and am happy to enclose it for your re­
examination. I would be quite pleased if you 
were able to prove that it is good. 

Though I wish I could say that I have been 
on vacation as you indicated, so far this summer 
I have not had a chance to take more than a 
couple of days off at a time, as business has 
never been more active in the summer months. 
Also, it was necessary for my assistant and 
secretary to take their vacations, which caused 
things to pi Ie up a bit whi Ie they were away, 
that took a bit of time to catch up when they 
returned. I did take a few individual days, 
such as two days at the A.P.S. Convention in 
Tampa and two days the end of last week, when 
1 went up to New Hampshire to play in a golf 
tournament. I hope that I may be able to take 
a week or so some time in the Fal I. 

(it~ 7~egard5' 

Jack E. Molesworth. 

JI.·lI·jio· 
~.1J.J\. 
~·~·c~· 
r?--.~.!'-. 
.il.1J.-". 
~ ·~·~·1I· 



J.h- . Jack E. I-bl esworth, 
102 Beac~n Street, 

Boston 16, Iss. 

Dear Jaclo 

Sept . 7, 1957. 

Ie - yours of tl e 4th, and t e 5¢ 1,,,56 eretdth. h't y u saw in 
tho Hanus exhibit was proba~ly a 5¢ 1856 tric"'1 color proof on 'emllar paper in 
a shade very closely resembling the issued color. I sup 0' 0 tl.e A •• 5 . 
Cot"ll'1littoe took a l!;lless and thourht your copy \las the trinl colo . Ho ever, it 
is not and if it i not, ti en it is no proof. Thus it hM to Lo t e issued 
stamp'!rl this 1e ves it to be "untmed" or a 'clronod copy. " I only de a 
supErficial exarninr.tion but I tinY. it ShOW8 evidence of cleaning - tho center 
medallion is certainly scuffed. I have 0. very fine "tricl color" on "re lor 
paper" nnd I In.id your copy si1e-by- sido and can saure you it is not t t 
color. I reall;v do not think it necesstJI"J to put you to the _ enne of i.ng 
a photo by ultra- violet - I run villing in this caue to go alort! "lith the P. F. 

I aM roturning your IlIIulson Riv. Majllt covc-r. I uppo you read 
r::w ]: emarks in "lJfI cur ~ent Service Issue . There in no quest· on but wh t the pen 
marks on this tnnp resembl pen canceled st ps on other "Hudson iv. Mail" 
covers t.h't are un uostionably Enuin . It is uni'oriurrte that th 1'0 i6 no 
evidence of year us . As I brou ht out in rn.v rem'll S. 60 far ao • know, the 
mil agents on the ateru:boate did not \l[ie n canceling device prio to 1<10V" lC49. 
Yrur cover is June 7. U:crefore, oould this be June 7, la49 and a t still 
canceled by pen? The impression and 5 ade of the stnnp indic~t G otheI'\dse -
that is a usc 1: tcr - r:t least 1850 - not 1€49 much less 1 48. The que ticn" 
therefore, arises could this use have }een June 7, 185O? e have no record of 
pcncanceled copies th.:'lt 1, tee Furt er, the "5" an "Pam" indic te a use without 
stampe - I ha.ve no record of a cover \".' th a c.tamp and a "5" and "Paid . " Thua 
there are features l-lhich in:1ioate t},rt this (+,' ryp u.S not uzed on t ie COVEr and 
there are several features which indiCate it cou?ld h :ve been a usc in 1850 -
surely not in 1e49 - positively not i.'1 1848 ,n:1 mat unlikely in 1851. I am 
mindful of tho fact · .... hat if someone oc: ded this stamp to a Gt ~mplesl3 c v r ho lIae 
e:A.-treme1y clever - He picked a pencnnceld st· p '1ith pen r:m'ka very it!cl.ler to 
stamps on genUiJ10 "Hulson } iv. 1 il" cov r6, also t 1e extend n mc.ri<s on the 
covr ore r'ther convincing to ~;tllto tho 1 nat . 

1.ith rega 6-

P.S.--Ib fee on above. 

.. 



CRESCENT ROAD 

CONCORD, MASSACHUSETTS 
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July 28, 1957. 

Mr. Stanley B. Ashbrook, 
P. O. Box: 31, 
33 North Fort Thomas Ave., 
Fort Thomas, Ky. 

Dear Stanleys-

I have delayed replying to your kind letter of the 5th 
to look over what material I have, but was surprised to find that I have 
nothing going abroad in the 1830s. Have also asked Willard Phippen to see 
if he has any material of this nature, he will look but is doubtful that 
he has. 

My personal opinion, whioh is not worth moh, is that the 
, lJt' charge was a charge for the Department to assume itself and not the 

mailer of the letter. If it were otherwise, it would seem to me that such 
an" ambiguous clause would have ocoasioned sufficient trouble to be more 
fully explained in subsequent regulations, whioh has not been done. 

I am eno1osing a oover with a 3Jt' 1851 stamp,- I think of the 
1852 shade, cancelled by nNe York Steamship" without any date, but with a 
manuscript "Due 17". This puzzles me. The nearest that I can oome to an ex­
planation is that the letter originated, say in Franoe, and was given to 
someone on the ship to be mailed in New York, a bootleg letter, but that 
somehow it was delivered by the ship to the New York Post Office and took 
the 201 rate but the 3Jt' stamp was honored. Against this is the belief that 
no part payment was recognized and that this is not the type of oancel1ation 
used on letters taking the l5Jt' or 20Jt' rate. Hope that you oan set me straight 
on this. 

Regarding your service, I would very much like to subscribe to it 
and if you will let me know the cost, will be glad to send my check. I realize 
that the material therein is not to be used in the Chatter or the Chronicle. 
I would like it only for my own information. 

With best wishes, 

Sinoere1y( 

~. 



AUG - 3 1957 

~ , effict )Bepartment 
from: STANLEY B. ASHBROOK 

~~~5!I P. O. Box 31 
-- ----------------------33-.N..--ft,-+Flemas-AvlJ--­
____________________________ ~~!!~_~~Q~~?~ __ !(L~· __ 

One piece of ordinary mail addressee 

to J~~~e-v.:'cPJ2-W.i)-l-lL-<1-\----- ! 

_____ Ct'ex~n-r.:----RQ-~M----. 
----(h-JllC-o-t-~--------~ta:~&-----·1 

THIS RECEIPT DOES NOT PROVIDE FOR IN" 



Hr. Lester 1J00ming, 
Crescent Road, 

Concort-, lfaSB. 

Dear Lester: 

Yours of the 28th received with the 3~ l A5l cover which I am returning 
herewith. This "I~ . YORK fTEAWHIP" mrking l'lClS used on mnil troueht into N~i 
York b.v contract mail ship" f rom Panama, Havana. or from certain Atlantic 
coastal cities where one of the ships nay have stopped enroute fron Panama. 
This could have been a double rate froLl California mailed direct to the ship -
that is 2 x 10 - (California rate 1851 - 1855 - single 6¢ paid - lO¢ unpaid -
Thus 20¢ due less 3¢ paid - l7¢ due) . I agree th't the use was probably 1852 or 
possibly 1853 . 

Further, I will hazard this guess - The writer was enroute to California 
Via Panar.n. At Panama he mailed this letter to go back on the 61 ip he (7) came 
down on fr 1'1 New York. I have seen such covers with enclosures. This looks !!lore 
like a. male hanhvriting than female so perhaps it was to his wife - or to his 
mother. This marking cnme into use as early as 1851 or 1850 - ofrham I forget . 

I am fonl< rding urrler se}Xirate cover, a s.::unple copy of ~ ., st 1st 
Service Issue in which I discussed a somewh<.'t similar cover with "Due 4. " The 
elmer sent it to me with the query - "lfur Due 4 - I om comnlftely baffled. 1f I am 
also including q photo print of the cover. 

I believe the most fascinnting feature of philately is, to ,know ae nruch a s 
possible about the items we collect , their backgroum, etc., etc • . I like to mnke 
covers talk to me - tell me t heir story - sourrls kind of foolish to put it that 
way but when I feel th..,t I have correctly ana.l~lIecJ. a cover I sort of feel I have 
made it tell me its story. I also believe 1Y. collectors mise this 
feature entirely. Don't you? 

Re - the l¢ to port postmasters. A good frierxi of nine down your litry 

raised a ouestion re - the proper interpretation of Sec, 34 of the 1825 Act. It 
has been nw opinion that this lias a chrrge against the general P. O. Department , 
hence I wanted to give all the data I could lay hands on. I have even appealed 
to Mr. Summerfield, the present p. r,f. G., for definite facts and he is having the .. 
subject investigated. You will note I further discussed certain features of the 
subject in ~ current Service Issue. 

He - nv Speoial Service. The subscription price is 100. 00 per l1l1num, 
pa.yable in advance on tre 1st of June of each year. I inaugurated the Service on 
June 1st, 1951. I furnisliedc!:'ual photo raphs of items discussed and I cover 
fec.tures of our postal Jdstory from the O<1.rly days to alone about 1880. I have 
little ihterest beyond that period. 

I 1" it the subscribers to a rather small number - At present only 32 -
hence I think the issues will always have value in the YC<1.rs to come. I "lOuld 
welcoI1e you as a subscriber but if you feel the subscription is a bit m:>::'e than 
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the sorvice would be worth to you, don ' t hesitate to decline. 

Have you seen Jean and Carroll of l ate? 

With ever-if good wish -

Cordially yours, 



ARTHUR RANDALL DAVIS 

76 BROOKS STREET 

WEST MEDFORD, MASS. 

" 



· , 



Feb. lS, 1957. 

Dr. Arthur R. Davis, 
76 Brooks Street , 

.lest Hedford , J1ass . 

Dear Arthur: 

Thanks for yours of the 9th. 

Sorry to learn you hav~ been ill. I tru~·t you have fully recovered 
by nm.... I got over m:y pneumonia then took davm .,ith "Shingles" - half­
';!ay round my chest. I can h; rdly imagine anything more painful. 

TIe - that ::-altimore "\iAY 5" - ;/e know it wan used on the 1847 stamps 
and on stampless covers - On the latter I have vlOndered if it meant just 
due 5¢ or ~ and 5. vJhy not, if the Carrier vms paid 1¢ 8t the Balt imore 
Post Office? Do you knoVl Zuchael l.fil1er in La1timore? If you have never 
discussed this rerking "lith him I \"Ii11 ,·.rrite him. Also Ferr.r Fuller' 
should have some ideas or perhaps facts. 

Drop Me a l ine and let me knO'.'1 hOVl you are. 

I have worn Hildred ragged this ,<inter ",ith all nw pains and groans, so 
tell Katherine she is lucky that you didn 't have shingles. The devil hL~­
~elf invented thct painful jabbing - ~~obably getting me in s}mpe for thinGS 
to come. 

Hith best to you both -

Cordially yours, 


