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INTRODUCTION

My weekly column on U.S. stamps has been a regular feature of Linn's since 1986. In
early 2014, the newly appointed editor of Linn's Stamp News, Chad Snee asked me to devote
one column each month to "Expertizing": Why is it important? How does it work? Who does
it? How does one become an expert? What needs to be expertized -- and what does not? And
lots of other questions.

Even with such a broad subject | would not have bet that 50 columns were possible; let
alone the need to continue producing past that mark. That the series continues is substantially
due to the experiences and questions that readers have shared in response to the columns.
Such input is still welcome, and should be sent to the email address below.

As this is written in July of 2018, the subject remains far from exhausted. But | do think
that what has been printed so far is a useful resource; both for collectors who may be
encouraged to use expertizing services to assure that the material they buy is genuine and
unaltered, and for collectors who might be good candidates to become expertizers.

It is for that reason that | agreed when Tony Wawrukiewicz, also a Linn's columnist (on
postal history) suggested that the first 50 columns be gathered and posted on the Internet. | am
thankful to him and to Mike Ludeman who did the compilation and helped with the
technicalities of posting the columns. | am also grateful to Jay Bigalke, presently the editor of
Linn's who agreed to add the compilation to Linn's website. | am hopeful that the compilation
can be augmented by adding new columns to it on a regular basis.

This compilation is provided in the Adobe PDF file format, and requires only the same
tools you use to read the digital edition of Linn’s. | want also to note that the compilation
addresses a problem that has bedeviled me in the past: “l know that | have written about a
subject, or a stamp, but in which column?” The present compilation provides several
approaches to resolve this problem.

The text from all of the columns is keyword searchable. There is also a Table of
Contents page at the beginning of the PDF file which provides the date and title of each
column. The viewer can move to directly to the desired column if the title is sufficient to
identify the topic of interest by simply moving his cursor to that column title, and doing a Left
click on the mouse.

John Hotchner
July 2018



Editor’s Note

A few days following the publications of John’s 50" column on the subject of
“expertizing”, | had a telephone call from Tony Wawrukiewicz, who writes his own column for
Linn’s, “Modern U.S. Mail”. He asked if | would be interested in compiling the group of these
expertizing columns into a single monograph. This was not an unusual request, because | had
prepared a similar compilation for all of Tony’s columns during the previous year, and these
compilations are now available as a PDF download from the on-line APRL catalog.

| was delighted to take on the task, and the present monograph is the result. To
simplify the preparation, there was no editing or modification to the contents of each article.
The pages containing each column were extracted directly from the Linn’s digital edition, and
the digital pages were edited to remove material not directly related to the column. The
original files were then combined into a single PDF file, and since the original digital columns
were searchable, the monograph is also searchable.

There is a new Table of Contents at the beginning of this file, and it links directly to each
column. In addition, at the left side of the PDF file, there are a series of Bookmarks (these are
activated by selecting the PDF bookmark icon, which looks like a ribbon with a V-shaped notch
at the bottom. This bookmark display can be scrolled using the up and down arrows or by
dragging the scroll button. Every care was taken to insure the quality of the text and
illustrations in this compilation matched those in the original digital edition of Linn’s.

The contents of the entire file are also searchable by keyword or phrase. You can
activate this search feature by selecting <CTRL/F>, then entering the word or phrase desired in
the search box, and then <ENTER>.

The original edition was to consist of the first 50 columns (which turned out to actually
be 51 columns), and the present file continues the series through the end of 2018, with new
columns added on a regular basis, and updates to the collector community at least once a year.
It will be hosted on the Linn’s website, and we hope to eventually make the final copy available
to the APRL, where it will be available for downloading through their on-line union catalog by
any collector interested in the subject as well.

We hope you enjoy the convenience of having all of these columns in one easy-to-
access file. If you encounter problems: pages with some text not clear or improperly clipped in
error, please contact the editor at the e-mail address below.

Mike Ludeman
mike@ludeman.net
December 2018
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U.S. STAMP NOTES By JoHN M. HOTCHNER

Expertizing stamps: an essential part of stamp collecting

Because philatelic fakery has
been practiced since the dawn of
stamp collecting, expertizing —
the careful inspection of stamps
and covers to determine their
bona fides — is well established
as an essential part of stamp col-
lecting.

Expertizing tends to be utilized
at the high end of philatelic com-
merce to assure that material be-
ing bought and sold is the genu-
ine article and unaltered. But there
are also a great many inexpensive
stamps that have been forged,
and moderately priced stamps
that have been altered by repair-
ing damage or adding elements
(such as perforations) to make
one stamp variety appear to be
another.

Covers also can be altered by
adding markings, or even by add-
ing stamps that will, if undetected,
presumably increase the value.

Philatelic fakery has become
easy enough that the careful buy-
er needs to keep an eye out, even
when buying moderately priced
material.

Figure 1 pictures two early 20th-
century United States items that
have gone through the expertizing
process. One was judged to be
authentic. The other was deter-
mined to be a fake.

Can you tell which is which?
The answer is at the end of this
article.

Questions about philatelic ex-
pertizing abound.

What services are available?
Who sponsors those services?
How are expertizers chosen, and
what are their qualifications? What
does it cost to get an opinion? Are
opinions guaranteed? How reli-
able are old opinions? How does
expertizing become part of the
buying and selling process? What
is included in a certificate (such
as the example shown in Figure 2)
and why?

And this by no means ends the
practical questions leading up to
the most perplexing questions of
all. How is expertizing done? What
are the mechanics? Can opinions
be challenged?

A new column
Chad Snee, upon assuming the
Linn’s editor’s chair, identified this
realm as one needing more cov-
erage, and he asked that | devote
one U.S. Stamp Notes column
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Figure 1. These two
varieties of com-
mon stamps have
been through the
expertizing  pro-
cess. One is genu-
ine. One is fake.
Can you identify
which is which?
each month to this subject, for the
foreseeable future.

As with nearly all of my phila-
telic writing, | can probably rattle
on for a long time on this subject,
as | have been an expertizer for
the American Philatelic Expertiz-
ing Service (APEX) for the past
27 years. But my preference is to
be responsive to the desires and
questions of Linn’s readers.

So, | would like to hear from you
with your questions, your experi-
ences and your ideas about ex-
pertizing and how it can be done
better.

| can be contacted by e-mail at
jmhstamp@verizon.net, or by mail
at Box 1125, Falls Church, VA
22041.

| will not be able to immediately
answer every question in a once-
a-month column, but the issues
raised will be a helpful guide for
determining what gets discussed
first. | also will try to answer every
inquiry directly.

Why has Snee dropped this
task on my doorstep? My field
of expertise for APEX began with
worldwide error, freak and oddity
material, otherwise known as pro-
duction varieties, and | have grad-
ually expanded to reviewing nearly
all 20th-century U.S. stamps.

What competence | have de-
veloped tracks back to having
learned at the feet of George W.
Brett, the senior expertizer in the
field when | began.

Brett was a marvel. He wrote
extensively for the monthly journal
of the Bureau Issues Association
(now the United States Stamp
Society), knew all the pressmen
at the Bureau of Engraving and
Printing, and had studied the
presses first hand.

He was a meticulous observer,

documented his findings clearly,
and could usually identify what
was right and wrong with items
submitted for expertization —
what he called his “patients” —
with unerring accuracy.

When Brett was the primary
expert looking at a patient, a sec-
ond opinion was rarely needed.
With his passing in 2005, there are
now at least two and often three
expertizers who review each sub-
mitted item, and all have to agree
on the result, or have very strong
evidence to show why a dissenter
is wrong.

Brett’s laws

Brett taught me three laws of
expertizing. The first was to nur-
ture a healthy skepticism when
looking at patients.

The ways in which fakery is ac-
complished are beyond counting,
and the art has improved with the
times, to the point where it can be,
in some few types of fakery, nearly
impossible to detect. Fortunately
the quality of fakery has not been
so good in the overwhelming ma-
jority of cases, and the careful and
knowledgeable expertizer is able
to tell the good from the bad with
a high degree of certainty.

The second lesson was to in-
vest in philatelic literature, read it
and understand the printing and
finishing processes for stamps.
Then buy, read and absorb the
literature that exists on the exper-

American Jhilatelic Society

Expert Committee Report

Members of the American Philatelic Expertizing Service have
cxamined the itcen submitted and it is their opinion that it is:

United States, Scott No. 2276 variety, unused strip of three
with yellow ink omitted and the red misregistered, full original
gum, never hinged, genuine in all respects.

N e
LI R

The American P
A Servi

Figure 2. This APEX certificate for a color-
missing error discovered in 2011 fully de-
scribes the item examined and includes a
photograph of the stamps.

tizing process. | will tell you about
that literature in the next columnin
this series.

Brett’s third law said to build
a personal reference collection
of both genuine and not genuine
examples so that comparison is
possible.

Money and scarcity do not allow
the expertizer to own comparison
pieces for every case, but then, it
is not needed in every case.

Expertizing services

There are individuals who ex-
pertize on their own, and there
are expertizing organizations. For
philately, the major organizations
in the United States are the Phila-
telic Foundation (PF, New York,
N.Y.); the American Philatelic Ex-
pertizing Service, associated with
the American Philatelic Society
(APEX, Bellefonte, Pa.); Profes-
sional Stamp Experts (PSE, New-
port Beach, Calif.); and Philatelic
Stamp Authentication and Grading
Inc. (PSAG, Satellite Beach, Fla.)

The expertizing services mostly
send out patients to multiple ex-
pertizers. Why? The plain fact is
that none of us is infallible, and
our powers of observation are
informed by different degrees of
knowledge and experience.

Any disagreements among the
reviewers must be thrashed out
before a certificate of authenticity
can be issued. The objective is to
make the product as perfect as it
can be.

Those of us who do expertiz-
ing do not do it because it pays
well. We receive a small standard
amount per item. There is no pre-
mium if the item is found to be
good or bad, so there is no pres-
sure to find one way or the other.

The modest fee in no way cov-
ers the time expended, let alone
the library and the reference col-
lection. But | have learned a great
deal from studying items submit-
ted through APEX, and have con-
sulted on some items submitted
to the PF and the PSE.

There is no price that can be
put on the knowledge gained, as
it has practical applications in my
own collecting activities.

Expertizing results
One question that | know will be
asked is, what percentage of the
material that | expertise is found to
Continued on page 34
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U.S. STAMP NOTES By JoHN M. HOTCHNER

Education helps to determine when expertizing is needed

This is the second in
a monthly series of U.S.
Stamp Notes articles on
the subject of expertizing.

Expertizing is the pro-
cess by which stamps and
covers are examined to
determine if they are genu-
ine, and if so, whether they
are damaged or in any way
altered.

The first article appeared
in the March 24 Linn’s. In
that first article | promised
to provide a list in this sec-
ond installment of philatel-
ic literature that discusses
the expertizing process.
Some of those books will
help readers understand
the printing and finishing
processes integral to cre-
ating the stamps you buy
from the post office.

Why is that important?
As a user of expertizing
services, you need to edu-
cate yourself about what
to look for as you consider
whether a particular stamp
or cover is worth the fee
you will have to pay for
the service. This means
you need to have an idea
of what the normal issue
looks like, what range of
varieties is known, and
what range of variations is
possible.

For example, the 1917
11¢ light green Benjamin
Franklin flat-plate printed
stamp was issued with
gauge 11 perforations, but
it is possible to find a vari-
ety with gauge 10 perfora-
tions at top or bottom, as
shown in Figure 1.

A gauge 10 perforation
at left or right on the same
11¢ stamp is not possible,
and there is no point in
submitting it for expertiza-
tion. It cannot be a genuine
variety.

Stamp references

Since this column focus-
es on United States phi-
lately, the literature listings
will have that orientation.

The first book that
should be in your library is
the 2014 Scott Specialized
Catalogue of United States
Stamps and Covers.

While it is always good
to have the most recent
edition, earlier editions are
often available from stamp
shops or other collectors.

This catalog will tell
you the characteristics of
genuine stamps, and what
major varieties are known
for each cataloged stamp.
That might be sufficient
background if you want
to understand a normal
stamp.

But the Scott catalog
does not have space to
list every variation known

P

Figure 1. The 1917 11¢ Benjamin
Franklin stamp from the Wash-
ington-Franklin series is nor-
mally perforated gauge 11. How-
ever, this example is perforated
10 across the top. Is it worth the
cost of expertizing to submit it
for an opinion? What if it had
gauge 10 perforations down the
left side? Reference to a Scott
catalog provides the answer.

on every stamp. A much
more comprehensive un-
derstanding of what can
go wrong, and how, can
be gained from reading
Fundamentals of Philately,
Revised, by L.N Williams,
published by the American
Philatelic Society in 1990.

This is a general refer-
ence on the production
of stamps, from design
through  packaging for
shipment to a post office.
It’s jam-packed 800 pages
will tell you all you ever
wanted to know about
how stamps — both U.S.
and foreign — are pro-
duced, and of equal value,
how the processes can
misfire to create errors and
other varieties. This book
is a must for expertizers as
it is well written.
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Though it lacks the
suspense of a Sherlock
Holmes tale, it can be read
for pleasure as well as in-
formation. It is available
from the APS and from
philatelic literature dealers.

Another general infor-
mation work — devoted
only to U.S. stamps and
covers — is the Encyclo-
pedia of United States
Stamps and Stamp Col-
lecting, edited by Rodney
Juell and Steven Rod, and
published in 2006 by the
United States Stamp Soci-
ety. It is presently sold out
but available from some
philatelic literature dealers,
and | understand it is to
be revised and expanded,
to be ready for release at
World Stamp Show NY-
2016 in New York City.

It is another whopper, at
730 pages. The more than
50 chapters provide es-
sential information on each
category of U.S. stamps
and covers, as well as
overview chapters, includ-
ing one on the different
types of errors, freaks and
oddities most often seen
on U.S. stamps.

On the whole, the book
is less technical than Fun-
damentals of Philately, and
can be used as a refer-
ence, or read front to back
for pleasure.

Expertizing references

While the aforemen-
tioned books mostly dis-
cuss the basic genuine
stamps — and their genu-
ine varieties — another set
of publications goes into
much more depth about
how genuine stamps and
covers can be altered to
fix defects, or to resemble
more valuable stamps and
covers.

Again, these works are
essential for expertizers,
but they are also valuable
references for any collec-
tor who wants to under-
stand what expertizers
look for.

To a limited extent, that
information allows you to
become your own exper-

tizer: to understand what
is worth submitting for an
opinion, and what has a
high probability of being
altered.

The first of the three
books on my list is a 100-
page gem by Paul Schmid
titted How To Detect Dam-
aged, Altered, and Re-
paired Stamps. Published
in 1979 by Palm Press,
this book is of immense
help with subjects like
regumming, reperfing and
otherwise altering routine
stamps to make them ap-
pear like valuable first
cousins. It is also an es-
pecially good reference on
the production and proper-
ties of genuine coils.

The next two books
speak to areas of U.S. phi-
lately that are major targets
of philatelic fakers.

Schmid is also the au-
thor of The Expert’s Book,
A Practical Guide to the
Authentication of United
States Stamps: Washing-
ton-Franklin Issues 1908-
1922. It was published by
Palm Press in 1990.

While focused on the
U.S. Third Bureau issue,
its lessons are applicable
to other aspects of U.S.
philately, especially with
regard to identifying flat-
plate versus rotary printing,
how die types are altered

to look like more expensive
varieties, watermark de-
tection, and the adding of
perforations to imperforate
stamps to make them into
much scarcer varieties.

Both the Schmid books
are out of print, but avail-
able from philatelic litera-
ture dealers.

A helpful pamphlet for
separating the genuine
Kansas-Nebraska  over-
prints from the multitude
of fakes was published by
the APS in 1973.

The pamphlet contains
two essays. The impor-
tant one for our purposes
is Counterfeit Kansas-Ne-
braska Overprints on the
1922-1934 Issue by Robert
Schoen and James DeVoss.

The pamphlet is out of
print, but available from
philatelic literature dealers.

The APS also published
it online at www.stamps.
org/userfiles/file/MyAPS/
Book_CounterfeitKN.pdf.

Finally, for those inter-
ested in a graduate-level
course in  expertizing,
the Philatelic Foundation
has published a series of
books starting in 1983.
They are titled Opinions |
through Opinions VIII and
subtitled “Philatelic Exper-
tizing — An Inside View.”

Each book has 20 to 40

Continued on page 43

THIS LIGHT SABER IS
GREAT FOR TOASTING
MARSHMALLOWS.

USA/FOREVER

Figure 2. Richard Alsgaard of Michigan is the winner of the non-
philatelic portion of the March cartoon caption contest with this line
suggesting a decidedly non-high-tech use for Harry Potter’s magic
wand. The next contest will be announced in Linn’s May 12 issue.
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U.S. STAMP NOTES

Continued from page 6
articles by various experts, describ-
ing how they determined the au-
thenticity, or not, of difficult items
that the Foundation expertizers
were faced with.

Not all of the patients are U.S.
stamps or covers, but the meth-
ods used on foreign material are
of general interest, and often
could be used on U.S. material.

Some of the books are still avail-
able from the Foundation at www.
philatelicfoundation.org, and the
others are available from philatelic
literature dealers, especially from
the Subway Stamp Co.

A note on expertizers

In my first expertizing column,
| named the big four expertizing
services operated by organiza-
tions with a corps of experts, each
of whom looks at material in their
area or areas of special compe-
tence.

These four are the APS’ Ameri-
can Philatelic Expertizing Service
(APEX), the Philatelic Foundation,
Professional Stamp Experts, and
Philatelic Stamp Authentication
and Grading Service Inc.

| also mentioned that there are
individuals who run their own ex-
pertizing services. In the realm of
U.S. philately, the largest of these
by far is operated by dealer Wil-
liam R. Weiss of Bethlehem, Pa.
His long experience in U.S. philat-
ely gives him a basis for expertiz-
ing the full range of this realm.

He, of course, issues his own
signed certificates, while the other
four do not personalize their cer-
tificates in the same way.

Next month
Next month, | will look at some
of the tools that expertizers use
and how they can help the careful
expert arrive at an opinion.
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Tools can help you determine if your stamp is worth expertizing

| promised in the last ex-
pertizing column (Linn’s,
April 28, page 6) that this
installment would focus
on the tools that expertiz-
ers use.

They are, for the most
part, tools available to any
stamp collector.

For that reason, know-
ing how to use them —
and what to look for — al-
lows you to make some of
the judgments expertizers
make.

By doing that you can
narrow the unknowns,
and that can help you de-
cide whether your stamp
is likely to get a positive
certificate.

| am assuming that you
want to get a certificate
that says “genuine in all
respects.”

Some students of phi-
lately also want to have
fakes certified as such,
and identified as to who
the forger might have
been.

But either way, if you
can pin down some of the
properties of your stamp,
you can identify stamps
that are not likely to pass
the process. And that can
save you many dollars in
submission fees.

In a limited way, learn-
ing to make initial assess-
ments means you are
taking steps toward be-
coming your own expert
— at least in the realm of
United States philately.

Some of the information
I’'ll share will apply to for-
eign stamps also, but this
column is focused on U.S.
material.

You need eight things to
be your own expert:

1. Knowledge about
what the stamp should
look like if it is genuine.

2. Inexpensive varieties
of the stamp you are try-
ing to authenticate.

3. Good light.

4. Watermark fluid and
a small black tray.

5. A specialist U.S. per-
foration gauge.

6. A flat/rotary (millime-
ter) gauge.

Figure 1. The 1914 1¢ George Washington stamps with compound
perforations are valued in the thousands of dollars. A common
gauge 10 or gauge 12 stamp from the same era, such as the two
shown here, can help determine if a stamp that appears to have
compound perforations might be genuine.

7.A 30-power magni-
fier.

8. Longwave and short-
wave ultraviolet lights.

Knowledge about the
basic stamps is avail-
able most readily from the
Scott Specialized Cata-
logue of United States
Stamps and Covers. But
there are other resources,
some of which were men-
tioned in the previous ex-
pertizing column.

Inexpensive varieties of
the stamp in question will
not always be available,
but when they are, use
them.

For example, when as-

[ A

UNITED STATES
SPECIALIST
GAUGE

8%5-95

. 10 - 81

10-79

sessssssssenccsccccnes

A PERFORATION GAUGE DESIGNED
WITH EXTREME ACCURACY FOR USE
ON U. S STAMPS ONLY.

© 65 KIUSALAS

-

Figure 2. This Kiusalas specialist
gauge can assist with accurate
measurement of all 12 perfora-
tions that exist on U.S. stamps
produced to the time the gauge
was created in 1965.
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sessing if a stamp has
been reperforated, com-
pare it to a cheap stamp
of the same series that
has the same gauge of
perforation. Not only
should the spacing of the
perforations match, but
the shape and size of the
holes should match as
well.

Another example would
be finding comparables
for the valuable George
Washington stamps of
1914 with compound
perforations: those perfo-
rated gauge 12 by 10, and
those perforated gauge
10 by 12 (Scott 423A to
423E). An example of
each perforation type is
shown in Figure 1 on the
1¢ green stamps.

If you have a stamp that
you think might be one of
these rarities, find a 1¢
gauge 12 stamp from the
same era, and a 1¢ gauge
10, and see if the perfora-
tions on these more com-
mon stamps match up
with the corresponding
perforations on the com-
pound perforation stamp
you want to authenticate.

If you suspect a stamp
has a missing color, put-

ting a normal example
side-by-side  with  the
presumptive error  will

show you where the color
should be found.

Good light is also im-
portant, such as a 75-watt
bulb or better in a nearby
lamp, or outside light on
a partly cloudy or sunny

day. This is especially true
for examining color variet-
ies, because the human eye
in dim light is not reliable.

Going back to our miss-
ing color example, good
light and side-by-side
comparison are important
because on stamps with
faked missing colors, the
background white in the
margins or within designs
is often slightly toned by
chemicals or even pro-
longed exposure to the
sun.

Watermark fluid and
a black tray are needed
to detect watermarks on
U.S. stamps from the first
Bureau issues through the
third Bureau issues, and
for the $1 Wilson stamp
of the 1938 Presidential
issue.

Holding a stamp up to
the light or against a black
background works some-
times, but it is not consis-
tently reliable, especially
with yellow and orange
stamps. Nor have | had
consistently good results
with  mechanical water-
mark detectors.

Place the stamp face
down in the black tray and
pour in a small amount of
watermark fluid. To iden-
tify a watermark, look at
the stamp the moment the
fluid touches it, and after
it is covered.

This is also a good
medium for illuminating
flaws such as thins and
creases that will show
up as darker areas on all
stamps whether water-
marked or not. It is also
helpful in showing where
repairs have been made
to a damaged stamp.

Standard  perforation
gauges that measure
the number of holes per
2-centimeter space are
useful for most stamps,
although such gauges are
not precise.

In 1965, Richard Kiusa-
las developed the gauge
shown in Figure 2 that
measures not just the
number of holes, but the
precise spacing in thou-

sandths of an inch, so
that, for example, there
are three gauge 11 mea-
surements for perfora-
tions: 11-70, 11-72 and
11-73.

Each U.S. stamp up to
that time has a precise

Figure 3. It’s easy to make your
own quick identification aid to
tell flat-plate stamps from ro-
tary issues. Just cut the corners
from a common normal gauge
11 flat-plate stamp. Rotary press
stamps will be taller or wider
than the flat-plate design.

perforation, and your pa-
tient must match it. The
gauge comes with a guide
that will tell you what to
look for.

Thus, this is an essential
tool for recognizing reper-
forating, and for identify-
ing perforations added
to imperforate stamps to
create fakes of expensive
varieties.  Unfortunately,
so far as | am aware, the
gauge is not currently in
production, but specialist
U.S. dealers sometimes
carry it.

Determining whether a
stamp from the third or
fourth Bureau issues (reg-
ular issues from 1908-38)
is flat-plate printed or ro-
tary printed can be the dif-
ference between pennies
and thousands of dollars.

The millimeter mea-
surements are given in
the Scott catalog, and a
millimeter gauge (often
found as part of perfora-
tion gauges) is the obvi-
ous way to identify the
potentially scarce stamps.

But a faster way of mea-
suring is to take a com-
mon 1¢ flat-plate stamp

Continued on page 30
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U.S. STAMP NOTES By JoHN M. HOTCHNER

What qualifies someone to hecome a stamp expertizer?

Thank you to the many readers
who have stopped me at stamp
shows or have sent in questions
and observations about expertiz-
ing since the first column on this
subject debuted as a monthly
feature in U.S. Stamp Notes three
months ago.

Over time | will get to all the
questions, but the most urgent
one seems to be this: “Who ap-
points experts and what makes
an expert so bold as to accept?”

Sometimes the question has
been posed with a negative twist;
sort of “Who the heck do you peo-
ple think you are, holding yourself
out as superior?”

Before answering this, we need
to be clear on a concept.

That concept is that what you
get from an expert, and by exten-
sion from an expertizing service, is

FIRST MAN ON THE MOON
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Figure 1. Two examples of the 1969 10¢
Moon Landing airmail stamp. A normal
example is shown at top, and a freak
example is shown at bottom. The bot-
tom stamp is not an error because there
are still remnants of the rose red litho-
graphed ink present. The normal stamp
above shows how the brightness of the
paper needs to be taken into account
when determining whether missing col-
ors are the result of alteration.

an opinion. It will be as close to
the ultimate truth as humans can
make it. Often it is around 99 per-
cent.

But other times, it might be and
can be questioned by other ex-
perts who did not review the item,
by people with different view-
points on the facts, or because of
advances in technology. That is
why certificates from earlier days
are sometimes reversed in the
current era, and why some deal-
ers and collectors will not accept
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a certificate from even 30 or 40
years ago, and want an item re-
submitted for a current certificate.

Experts join expertizing ser-
vices in two ways. Either they are
asked or they volunteer. In both
cases, their qualifications and
experience are examined by the
service administrators, and if that
is promising, they might be added
to the rolls.

But this is not the end of the
process. All opinions are con-
stantly being looked at by other
experts and by the administra-
tors — a sort of peer review. And if
they are not consistently accurate
and well reasoned, the expert will
not last long as a member of an
expert committee.

What kinds of qualifications
and experience would suggest
that someone has reached ex-
pert status? The person should
be a longtime collector of the area
to be expertized. But more than
that, the candidate should have
been a high-medal-winning ex-
hibitor in the area, published on
the subject, be a recognized go-
to person in a specialty society,
and/or be a dealer in the area to
be expertized. If, in their philatelic
travels, they have been students
of the production processes that
made the stamps, then so much
the better.

Accomplishments and years of
involvement in these areas sug-
gest that the candidate is knowl-
edgeable, careful, owns the tools
needed for expertizing most of
what is submitted, and has at
least the beginnings of a reference
collection and library to support
examination of material to deter-
mine whether items submitted are
genuine or not.

There are many collectors who
could qualify as experts but who
choose not to do it. Why? They
realize they don’t have the pa-
tience or time required. They don’t
want the responsibility of handling
someone else’s stamps. Or they
don’t feel at least 95 percent com-
fortable with passing judgment on
the stamps and covers that they
must examine.

With regard to the latter, there
are times when an expert does not
want to render an opinion, mostly
when the stamp or cover poses
questions that can’t be answered,
or because the expert does not
feel qualified. In my experience,

¥ omi The
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P.O. BOX 8000
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Figure 2. This 1984 certificate notes that the bottom stamp in Figure 1 is not an error,
but that it is freak print with the lithographed red partly missing.

that is a relatively unusual oc-
currence. But when it happens,
it usually upsets the owner who
would not have submitted the
item unless he or she thought it
was genuine.

It is not unusual for such items
to be resubmitted with additional
information, or sent to a different
expertizing service in hopes that
new sets of eyes will be able to
make a determination.

In the legal profession, there is
a qualification for candidates for
the bench that is called judicial
temperament. There is a parallel
requirement for expertizers.

The good ones always ap-
proach the submitted items with
a healthy degree of skepticism.
This is not because we want to
turn down items, but because we
want to be absolutely certain that
we have our diagnosis correct.
There is so much fakery that has
gone on over the 175 years since
1840 — some of it very skillful —
that it is simply better to start from
“no” and build to a “yes” conclu-
sion, than it is to start from “yes”
with an orientation of wanting to
prove it.

The latter course can often lead

to insufficiently considered con-
clusions. It is better to consider
all the things that could have been
done to make or alter the item we
are looking at, and to eliminate
them from consideration. This
process takes time, but it also
eliminates errors. And we all know
that, as human beings, we are fal-
lible. The expertizer who forgets
that is unreliable.

The bottom-line point here is
that expertizers are not picked
randomly, do not expertize in a
vacuum without supervision or
review, render an opinion based
on the knowledge and tools avail-
able in the moment, recognize —
indeed are acutely aware — that
they are capable of error, and that
there are times when there just is
not enough information to reach a
decision.

And that is the answer to the
question, “Who the heck are you
to tell me that my prize acquisition
is not genuine?”

Man on the Moon missing red
Having lectured for the first part
of this column, let me end it with
an example of how an expertizer
Continued on page 50
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Continued from page 6
looks at a modern missing color
candidate. The stamp under the
30-power magnifier is the 1969
10¢ Man on the Moon airmail
stamp (Scott C76) shown in Fig-
ure 1.

It is listed in the Scott Special-
ized Catalogue of United States
Stamps and Covers with the lith-
ographed rose red ink missing,
as Scott C76a. It is not common
in this form, as evident from the
2014 Scott catalog value of $500.

The expertizer has three is-
sues to deal with. First, despite
a catalog note describing the er-
ror, many people see no evidence
of red in the astronaut’s shoulder
patch flag and assume the stamp
is the color-missing error.

In fact, there is also rose red
shading in the yellow area in the
upper left and in the astronaut’s
face mask. The red “United States”
lettering is not part of this discus-
sion, as it was engraved and ap-
plied by the intaglio process.

Second, to qualify as a color-
missing error, a stamp can have
no trace of the color present, and
that requires a thorough look at
where the color is present on a
normal stamp, using a 30-power
magnifier.

A single dot of color — even
one that is not visible to the na-
ked eye — turns the stamp from
an error into a variety of consider-
ably less value; still collectible, of
course, but not as an error.

Assuming the stamp passes
the no-color test, there is still one
more concern. Reds, oranges and

yellows can be bleached out of
surface-printed stamps by pro-
longed exposure to sunlight or
powerful artificial light, and some-
times by chemicals. Such altera-
tions, whether purposeful or ac-
cidental (for instance, in soaking
the stamp off paper), can fool the
expert and the collector alike.

This is doubly problematic if the
stamp is mint, as light exposure
leaves the tagging undisturbed,
and disturbed tagging is often a
reliable pointer that signals mod-
ern material has been altered.

But alteration by light does
leave one other telltale sign. It
tends to darken the paper the
stamp is printed on, so that com-
parison with a normal example
will show the normal to have a
bright white background, and the
altered stamp to have a darker,
even grayish, tinge.

The certificate in Figure 2, dated
1984, has a note from the submit-
ter saying “cannot detect red dots
on face mask and red dots very
light elsewhere.”

The opinion was “U.S. Scott
No. C76, freak print with litho red
partly missing., unused, og, genu-
ine in all respects.”

| would argue that the submit-
ted stamp may well have been al-
tered by light.

The stamp in question is the
bottom example of the pair shown
in Figure 1. A normal stamp is
shown above it. Hopefully, the il-
lustration will show that the top
stamp is also brighter. That says
to me that this submitted stamp
was likely altered. B
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U.S. STAMP NOTES By JoHN M. HOTCHNER

Expertizing subtle color varletles of U.S. 19th- century stamps

Stamp colors are trou-
blesome to the expertizer,
but no less so to the col-
lector. Witness this ques-
tion from Linn’s reader
Todd Hause.

First, he provides a little
background: “As a collec-
tor of 19th century U.S.
stamps, stationery and
postal history, one area
that has and continues to
plague me, perhaps more
than any other area of
identification, is color.

“| used to think | had a
pretty good eye for color
and then | started collect-
ing stamps. | now own
six or more different color
guides that vary in cost
from $10 to $100 each.
To make matters worse,
the colors in and between
these guides are as varied
as the item | seek to iden-
tify.

“This leads me to my
question. How does an
expertizer determine the
color of a stamp or enve-
lope?”

| embark on an answer
with a large degree of hu-
mility, as Hause has iden-
tified one of the major
problems with which ex-
pertizers must deal, and |
would not claim infallibility
here.

Each stamp is its own
problem, and there are no
unalterable rules that apply
to all United States stamps.

So let’'s consider the
case of a 19th-century
problem child that many
of us have agonized over.
In the next expertizing

Figure 2. Four examples of the variations of the dull red color most often seen on the 3¢ Washington imperforate stamps.

column, I'll look at a 20th-
century color problem that
poses difficulties.

Comparing a stamp
submitted for expertizing
— what I've referred to as
a patient — to reference
examples is a good alter-
native, but it is also imper-
fect: For every stamp col-
or, there are usually several
gradations.

Further, the human eye
is not a reliable gauge, as
perception differs some-
what from person to per-
son, even in excellent
lighting

Color charts, as Hause
indicates, do differ from

one another, and are
sometimes internally in-
consistent.

So what are we to do?

Our 19th-century ex-
ample is U.S. Scott 10 and
10A, the 3¢ 1851 orange
brown stamp on the cover
in Figure 1, to be distin-
guished from Scott 11 and
11A in Figure 2, which is
identified in its major listing
as dull red, but which also
has minor listings of or-

Figure 1. This envelope is franked with a pen-canceled imperforate 3¢
George Washington stamp of the 1851 issue. Is it the orange brown
stamp, Scott 10 or 10A, or is it the dull red stamp, Scott 11 or 11A?
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ange red, rose red, brown-
ish carmine, claret, deep
claret, plum and pinkish.

How to make sense of
that? Well, the first thing
to do is to carefully read
the Scott Specialized Cat-
alogue of United States
Stamps and Covers. If you
do that, you will discover
that both Types | and Il of
the orange brown variety
were first issued in 1851.

The dull red variety of
the Type | stamp, with its
inner framelines not recut
(Scott 11) was not issued
until March 1855. Type |l
of the dull red variety (11A)
was released between
1851 and 1855, depend-
ing upon the plate used to
produce the stamps.

So, this tells us that Type
| imperforate stamps can-
celed before March 1855
are orange brown.

Considering  the is-
sue dates of the Type |
stamps, any imperforate
associated with an 1851
date is orange brown, and
many others with 1852-54
dates could be the orange
brown.

If the stamp is on cover,
one needs to pay attention
to the cancellation date
and docketing.

It was the practice in
many cases to write the
date of receipt on cov-
ers, especially if the cover
was business mail of some
sort.

Off-cover examples will
also sometimes carry a year
date in the cancellation.

Those who work with
these stamps often, in-
cluding expertizers, spe-

cialists in the issue
and stamp dealers,
develop the fac-
ulty of being able
to recognize orange
brown in a heart-
beat.

For the rest of us,
reference examples
are a helpful guide,
even if not entirely
reliable given the
fact that there is
variation even in the
orange browns.

The Scott U.S.
specialized cata-

log, for example,
also lists a deep or-
ange brown for both
Scott 10 and Scott
10A, and a copper
brown variety for
Scott 10A, but not
Scott 10.

There is also a color
chart that is a highly satis-
factory aid. It is the Ency-
clopedia of Colors of Unit-
ed States Postage Stamps
by R.H. White. There are
four volumes that cover
U.S. postage stamps from
1847 to 1917, and a fifth
volume that covers post-
age due issues from 1879
to 1916. The color plates
are professionally and ac-
curately done, and while
there might be some quib-
bles with the color termi-
nology, this is the best ref-
erence that exists for the
stamps it covers.

The color plate from
White’'s book addressing
Scott 11 is shown in Fig-
ure 3.

The book is almost too
good in that it lists and il-
lustrates, for example, 10

Figure 3. R.H. White’s color plates from
his 1981 color encyclopedia, such as this
one for Scott 11, are authoritative and
essential references for the expertizer of
19th-century U.S. stamps up through the
Washington-Franklin series.

different colors of Scott 10,
and nine different colors of
Scott 11. (The book was
published in 1981, before
there were separate listings
for Scott 10A and 11A))

An article published with
the plates also provides
critical information about
the dates of appearance of
the various colors.

The books were not
cheap — more than $300
when first released —
but every expertizer who
looks at U.S. 19th century,
Washington-Franklins, and
early postage dues, needs
to have it. It does come up
periodically in the stocks of
philatelic literature dealers.

Returning to the item
pictured in Figure 1, it does
not appear to be a particu-
larly desirable cover. The

Continued on page 43
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Continued from page 6
cancellation is indistinct.
The stamp is cut close and
pen canceled. But it has
its original letter inside,
which matches in saluta-
tion the addressee on the
envelope, and the letter is
clearly dated July 12, 1851.

What makes this cover
special is the note on the
back in the handwriting of
Dr. Carroll Chase (1878-
1960), the premier early
researcher on the issues of
1851 and 1857: “Fine copy
Plate 1E orange brown,
red Rockton, NY canc.
Dated July 12 (1851) in the
cover. Early use.”

How early? The earliest
known use for this stamp
is July 1, 1851.

Now, if | have an exam-
ple submitted to be exper-
tized as an orange brown,
| have several resources at
hand: the Scott U.S. spe-
cialized catalog, the color
plates and write-ups in the
White encyclopedia, and
my own reference collec-
tion that includes an exam-
ple annotated by Chase,
the master himself. | also
have my experience with
handling this stamp over
many years, and additional
philatelic literature.

And remember that |
am going to be only one
of three or more experts
looking at the submitted
stamp and rendering an
opinion.

U.S. STAMP NOTES

So, to repeat what | have
said earlier in this series,
expertizers strive to get
it right. There are checks
and balances built into the
system, including multiple
informed eyes looking at
the patient.

This does not ensure
that the final opinion will
be right in 100 percent of
the cases, but every effort
is made to make it so.

Cartoon winner

It does seem | struck
a nerve with the cartoon
caption contest stamp for
June using the 22¢ Public
Hospitals commemorative
stamp shown in Figure 4.
A dozen or so entries sub-
mitted were in the class
of political statement —
mostly without an element
of humor. | am glad to have
given those readers an op-
portunity to get their opin-
ions off their chests, but
those entries will not be
used in this report.

The administrative as-
pects of health care —
especially in the realm of
insurance cost and pro-
cess — was the target of
several entries for the June
contest. This is nicely typi-
fied by “Mr. Smith, have
you finished filling out our
streamlined 351-page
health insurance form?
Mr. Smith? Mr. Smith? Oh
my goodness, he’s dead!”
submitted by T. Ryan from
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Expertizing colors of the 30¢ Roosevelt Presidential series stamp

In the last expertizing
column in Linn’s July 28
issue, largely devoted to
how experts deal with the
color problems posed by
the 1851-57 3¢ Washing-
ton stamps, | promised in
this installment to discuss
modern-era color prob-
lems that challenge the
experts.

| have chosen to fo-
cus on the 30¢ Theodore
Roosevelt stamp (Scott
830) from the 1938-54
Presidential series.

The 2014 Scott Special-
ized Catalogue of United
States Stamps and Cov-
ers lists this stamp in three
varieties: Scott 830 deep
ultramarine valued at $4
mint, 25¢ used; 830a blue
at $15 mint with no value
listed for used condition;
and 830b deep blue val-
ued at $240 mint and no
value listed for used.

A value of $1,000 is also
given for Scott 830b as a
plate block.

In the course of a year, |
probably see between five
and 10 requests to certify
a 30¢ Theodore Roosevelt
stamp or block as deep
blue, and most examples
do not make the cut.

How does an expertizer
reach a conclusion regard-
ing this stamp?

There are several com-
ponents to the answer:
comparison with previ-
ously expertized exam-
ples; knowledge of the
physical properties of
the variety and from that,
knowledge of what can
exist; knowledge of what
earlier experts concluded;
information that has been
provided by the printer, in
this case the Bureau of En-
graving and Printing; and
excellent light in which to
make the comparison.

I will look at each of
these components with
the exception of lighting,
which | have talked about
in previous columns.

It is essential for the
expert to invest in com-
parison examples of these
stamps. As you can proba-
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These three plate blocks represent the three listings for the 30¢ Theodore Roosevelt stamp from the
Presidential series. Shown from left to right are the deep ultramarine,
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The plate blocks from the previous illustration are shown here from the back, illustrating the effect of
“bleed-through” that characterizes the blue-colored examples of this stamp. In general, the more bleed-
through on the back, the deeper the blue color on the front.
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These two stamps were submitted to the Bureau of Engraving and
Printing in 1992, resulting in a diagnosis of different papers and of a
subtle change in the raw materials used to make the ink.

bly see from the illustration
at the top of this page, the
blue and deep blue variet-
ies are fairly close in color.
Yet to the trained eye, as-
sisted by comparison ex-
amples, they are different.

Without comparison
examples, it is easy to
mistake a blue variety for
a deep blue, and even
stamps with a tinge of the
ultramarine for blue. Single
mint stamps for compari-
son are good. Blocks are
better.

Knowledge about the
physical properties of
stamps and  varieties
comes from philatelic lit-
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erature. In the case of the
30¢ Theodore Roosevelt
stamp, The Prexies by Ro-
land Rustad, is the best
summary of current knowl-
edge. It was published in
1994 by the Bureau Issues
Association, now called
the United States Stamp
Society.
Rustad
shades for

listed seven
this stamp:
dark ultramarine, dark
blue-ultramarine, black-
ish ultramarine, deep blue
(reddish), blue-bright blue
(reddish), bluish ultrama-
rine, and bright ultramarine.

And then he adds insult
to injury with this state-

ment: “It is possible to find
shades that are between
the listed categories.”

Rustad does not identify
the plates from which the
deep blue varieties were
printed, but the great ma-
jority seem to have come
from early plates 22164
and 22165.

| understand that Wal-

lace Cleland also had ex-
amples from plates 22833,
22834, 23116 and 23906,
but of these, | have seen
only examples from 22833
and 23906.

Also, | have seen many
stamps from plates 22833,
22834, 23116 and 23906
that were not deep blue.
The bottom line is that
most of the genuine deep
blues are from plates
22164 and 22165.

Rustad does note, “It is
a characteristic of these
shades [the blues] that
the ink seems to ‘bleed’
through the paper (the
stamp design is easily
seen from the back), and
the bluer the stamp, the
more bleed through.”

I can confirm that from
what | have seen, and the
phenomenon is illustrated
here.

As for the knowledge
that earlier experts have
concluded, | have two
typewritten pages from
George Brett, the dean of
U.S. stamp expertizers for
material produced by the
BEP.

On one of these pages,
Brett urges that expertiz-
ers “compare the part of a
stamp that gives the best
approximation to a solid

Continued on page 24

A FEW MORE FEET
AND WE’LL BE IN THE
POSTAL MUSEUM’S VAULT!

USA | Building a Nation

Emmanuel Atsalinos of Maryland wins one of two prizes in the July
cartoon caption contest, with this fanciful line that highlights a situ-
ation all stamp collectors might enjoy. The next cartoon caption con-
test will be announced in Linn’s Sept. 14 issue.
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Continued from page 6

print — in this case the
back of Roosevelt’s head.”
On the other, Brett

talks about four stamps
submitted for expertiz-
ing that he reviewed at
the same time. He poses
the question that plagues
the expertizer: When you
have several different ex-
amples and all are differ-
ent shades, and given the
range of shades noted in
Rustad, “Where do you
draw the line on a shade?

He does not claim infal-
libility, and rendered his
opinions case by case,
according to what he per-
ceived. That is all we can
do.

In 1992, Rustad asked
the BEP about two stamps
that he provided and which
are shown here.

In a long response,
the BEP agreed that the
stamps were different:

“As examined micro-
scopically, the two stamps
are printed on different pa-
pers, and the ink thickness
of the printed image is dif-
ferent. The reddish [ultra-
marine] postage stamp im-
age appears to have been
printed on paper which
is less porous than that
upon which the blue image
has been printed. The ink
thickness appears to be
greater on the stamp which
appears bluer. On the bluer
appearing postage stamp,
there is evidence of con-
siderable feathering, i.e.,
spreading of ink between
printed lines.”

The BEP also said, “As
analyzed by X-Ray fluo-
rescence  spectrometry,
the ink on the two stamps
is composed of pigments
and extenders of the same
inorganic chemical ele-
ments.” What then is the
difference?

The BEP concluded, “In
our opinion the bluer ap-
pearing stamp was not a
result of using a substitute
material for the blue color
but was an example of the
effects of a variation in raw
materials.”

The bottom line is this
is a case where there are
definite guidelines, but

U.S. STAMP NOTES

no objective standard
except in the eye of the
beholder.

So it should not come
as a surprise that experts
sometimes do not agree,
and debate ensues until a
decision can be reached.

In my view, the deep
blue variety is distinctive,
but many stamps ap-
proach this shade without
reaching the mark.

Unfortunately, almost all
30¢ Theodore Roosevelt
stamps are submitted as
being the hoped-for deep
blue, so there are many
disappointed submitters.

To put this in context,
the Presidential series
lasted for about 20 years.
In that period, virtually
all the single color Prex-
ies show a wide range of
shades, usually from warm
darkish colors to lighter,
crisper prints.

Several of these vari-
eties even receive minor
listings in the Scott U.S.
specialized catalog, but
no others get a letter-
listing like the 30¢ does,
and none show the kind
of price disparity between
routine and variety that
the 30¢ does.

For that reason | have
never seen another single-
color Prexie stamp sub-
mitted for authentication
as a cataloged variety.

Your expertizing
questions welcome
The bread and butter of

this column are your ques-
tions and experiences with
expertizing. If you would
like to pose a question or
have puzzling experiences
in need of some enlighten-
ment, please contact me
by e-mail at jmhstamp@
verizon.net, or by mail at
Box 1125, Falls Church,
VA 22041.

Cartoon winner

No doubt there is much
justified angst in the stamp
collecting community over
self-adhesive stamps that
won’t soak. Several entries
in the July cartoon caption
contest emphasized this
problem.

The contest featured the
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Expertizing stamps that have been altered to fake an error

In an earlier column on expertiz-
ing, | discussed colors that can be
removed to create faked errors. |
received some disbelieving feed-
back, so this column includes two
examples of artificially removed
yellow to prove my point that ex-
pertizing is needed. Another two
examples will look at missing red,
and altered paper color.

The first example is shown
through the courtesy of fellow
Linn’s columnist Tony Wawrukie-
wicz, who found the cover at the
recent American Philatelic Society
Stampshow in Hartford, Conn.

The cover, which is shown here
graphically cropped, is franked
with a vertical strip of three non-
denominated (20¢) G-rate Old
Glory postcard stamps (Scott
2879) affixed horizontally. These
stamps are distinguished from the
first-class letter rate 32¢ G-rate
Old Glory stamps (2881) primarily
by a yellow background.

The strip has the yellow back-
ground on the top stamp and most
of the middle stamp. However,
it disappears below the words
“Postcard Rate” at the bottom of
that middle stamp. The bottom

A strip of three G-rate postcard stamps with
yellow background, graphically cropped
from a cover. The bottom stamp does not
have any yellow, and the middle stamp is
missing some yellow at the bottom.
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Shown side-by-side are a normal example of the 8¢ Copernicus commemorative (left)
and one that has been altered to remove the yellow-orange sun.

stamp has no yellow at all.

A collector might easily con-
clude that the press ran out of ink
in the midst of the print run. But if
the cover is held to the light just
so, it is possible to see some dis-
coloration of the right side of the
cover that matches to the point
where the yellow disappears.
There are also some anomalies
under ultraviolet light.

There is no listing in the Scott
Specialized Catalogue of United
States Stamps and Covers for a
missing yellow error for the G-rate
Old Glory postcard stamp, and
that should serve as a clue. It is
possible that a true error could
turn up years after issue, but this
stamp is nearly 20 years old, so
it is not likely. Any example sub-
mitted for expertizing has to be
looked upon skeptically.

Even older is the 8¢ Copernicus
commemorative of 1973, which
is known with the yellow-orange
color missing from the sun at the
center of the heliocentric model
held by the scientist in the stamp
design. The variety is listed in the
Scott U.S. specialized catalog as
Scott 1488a, with a value of $650.

Shown here side-by-side are
two examples of the stamp. On
the left is a normal example, and
on the right is one without the
yellow-orange. The missing color
stamp is a fake.

The Scott catalog listing notes:
“The orange can be chemically
removed. Expertization of No.
1488a is required.”

The Scott Catalogue of Errors
on U.S. Postage Stamps by Ste-
phen R. Datz goes further: “Cau-
tion. Extremely dangerous fakes,
including color changelings exist.
Genuine examples of this error
each have an APS certificate. Ex-
pert certificate absolutely essen-
tial. Examples without certificates
should be avoided.”

No, | am not going to describe
how to remove the yellow-orange.
Suffice it to say that the litho-
graphed color can be chemically
removed, and if carefully done, it
is very hard to detect.

Staff members of Jacques C.
Schiff Jr. Inc., the now-closed
New Jersey auction house, dem-
onstrated the method to manag-
ers at the Bureau of Engraving
and Printing in October 1973.
The BEP managers were taken
by surprise.

This is one of many cases where
an expertizer needs not just genu-
ine examples of the normal stamp,
but also fakes for comparison.
Verified fakes are often not easy to
come by, but over the years, ex-
pertizers are well advised to add
them whenever possible.

No stamp dealer can know ev-
erything about everything. And for
that reason, both identified and
unidentified fakes can sometimes
be found in dealer stocks. Some
will not be cheap, but they are
extremely helpful to an expertizer,
and usually worth the asking price
when building a serious reference
collection.

Missing red

A particularly  troublesome
stamp to expertize is the 10¢ Con-
tributors to the Cause commemo-
rative honoring Haym Salomon
(Scott 1561). Examples that seem
to be missing the red are shown
here, along with a normal stamp.

While there once was a list-
ing for a red-omitted error of this
stamp in the Scott U.S. special-
ized catalog (Scott 1561b), that
listing was removed because old
opinions validating the missing
red were found to be wrong.

This and some of the early certi-
fied 8¢ Copernicus stamps miss-
ing yellow-orange are examples of
how old certificates can be wrong,
and why, as the art of detection
improves, a contemporary certifi-
cate is preferred.

There is red throughout the Sa-
lomon design. Under 30-power
magnification it is visible, but it
helps to have a normal example
handy to see where to look.

| have two examples expertized
in the mid-1990s that say “freak

Continued on page 41
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Haym Salomon @ Financial Hero

These 10¢ Haym Salomon commemora-
tives have red as an important but diffi-
cult to see part of the design. At bottom
is a normal example. In the center is one
that is genuine, but with much of the red
omitted. At top is an altered copy with no
red, but the paper is toned.
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The value of observation in expertizing: Is it real or fake?

| am often asked if such-
and-such an item should
be submitted for expertiz-
ing. The default answer is
“yes,” but there are three
general exceptions.

The first is when the cost
of expertizing is more —
often far more — than the
value of the item, although
that is not an absolute rule.
The scholar who needs to
verify his opinion for his
study might find the cost
of a certificate worthwhile.

Even cheap stamps have
been faked, especially when
overprinted or surcharged.

A few philatelists seem
to collect certificates with
as much passion as they
collect stamps. Value to
them is not the most im-
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varieties that are not obvi-
ous, but the basic stamp is
what it is.

The third “do not submit”
category represents mate-
rial discussed in this column
and in the next: philatelic
items that can be eliminated
as being genuine through
observation by anyone with
a bit of knowledge, a mag-
nifier, an up-to-date catalog
and a logical mind.

| was asked recently
about submitting a vertical
strip of three of the United
States 8¢ Rural America
Angus Cattle stamp (Scott
1504). The stamps on the
strip, pictured here, each
have two sets of horizontal
perforations.

The owner — an error,
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The stamps on this seemingly double-perforated strip of 1973 com-
memoratives were altered by the addition of a second row of hori-
zontal perfs beneath the “Rural America” inscription.

portant factor: assuring
that their stamps are genu-
ine and unaltered is.

Since we all get to col-
lect however we wish, |
have no problem with this.

The second exception is
when the item is evidently
what it seems to be.

Stamps that fit into this
class, when being looked
at by any reasonably expe-
rienced collector, include
the United States 1847 5¢
and 10¢ stamps (Scott 1
and 2), and Great Britain’s
1840 Penny Black (1).

Expertizing might still be
desired if the owner wants
to know about possible
defects, plating or minor

freak and oddity collector
— can be forgiven for hop-
ing that this is a genuine va-
riety, as there are genuine
double perfs in one direc-
tion known on some of the
stamps perforated on the
sheetfed L-perforator dur-
ing the 1960s and 1970s.
But this is not one of them.
What is the tip-off? The
perforations under the
words “Rural America”
are smaller than the genu-
ine perforations above the
words. The second set of
perfs was added after pro-
duction, and the piece is
nothing but a curiosity.
Such a small difference
can escape notice when
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What appear to be perforations on this strip of three 1¢ Liberty issue
George Washington coil stamps actually are punctures created by
teeth that held the coil roll in place in a coil dispensing machine.

hope overcomes reason.

A similar item is shown
here, graphically cropped:
a 1¢ Liberty series George
Washington coil strip (Scott
1054), on cover with dou-
bled vertical perforations.
In this case, the second set
of perforations (within the
stamp design) is a bit ragged
and is, again, smaller than
the genuine perforations.

The origin of this effect is
a coil dispensing machine
set to dispense stamps
one at a time. Insert a pen-
ny, and one stamp comes
out. Teeth clamp down on
the next stamp to prevent
the buyer from getting any-
thing more than what was
paid for.

In this case, those teeth
are of the same gauge as
the genuine perforations,
and create puncture holes
that match up pretty well.

Also shown graphically
cropped from its cover is an
apparent imperforate single
of the 1941 6¢ Transport
airmail stamp (Scott C25).

The stamp has decent
margins, but it is a nearly
inviolable rule in expertizing
that one never gives a good
certificate to single imperfs.
In this case, there is a really
good reason.

This design was

released in the form of a
three-stamp vertical booklet
pane. The bottom stamp of
that pane has no perfora-
tions at right, left or bottom.
Cut the perforations off
the top and you have an in-
stant, though quite faked,
imperforate stamp.

pane of six is off both high
and to the right. And you
can picture someone clip-
ping just inside the per-
forations, together with
the straight edges at left
and bottom, leaving what
would appear to be a nice
imperforate single with
quite large margins.

The bottom line is, be-
ware of the good-looking
imperforate single.

Covers can also be sub-
jected to the logical ap-
proach. An example is the
cover canceled in Cape
Verde Dec. 28, 1901, and
sent without postage. On
arrival in New York in Janu-
ary 1902, it was rated 10¢
postage due and sent on-

8§ 4%S
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Graphically cropped from a cover, this seemingly imperforate 1941
6¢ Transport stamp was clipped from a booklet pane.

This phenomenon is of-
ten seen with early U.S.
stamps where the settings
for the lines of perforat-
ing pins were variable,
causing the occasional
jumbo stamp, such as the
2¢ margin single shown
nearby. Cut off the perfo-
rations, and you have what
appears to be a credible
imperf single, such as the
3¢ stamp next to it.

Also shown is a pair of
stamps from a 1938 3¢
Prexie booklet pane. You
will see that the lower left
stamp from the booklet

3 CENTS 2

ward to the addressee in
Providence, R.I.

On arrival, the 10¢ was
collected as the letter was
delivered, and evidence
thereof was affixed to the
front of the letter.

The problem with this
cover is that the evidence
affixed is not the stamp
now seen on the cover.
Likely it was a plain old 10¢
postage due stamp affixed
where the 10¢ parcel post
postage due stamp is now.

How can | be so sure?
The parcel post postage

Continued on page 36
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Raw material for faked single imperforate stamps, like the 3¢ Bank Note stamp shown on the left, can be
from jumbo perforated examples such as the 2¢ stamp, or from widely perforated booklet-pane singles.
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Continued from page 6
due stamps were issued
in 1913 to complement
the parcel post stamps re-
leased that same year for
the new fourth class ser-
vices approved by Con-
gress in 1912.
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cover shown here, which is
genuine enough in its ba-
sics, fails logical examina-
tion because the stamp on
it was not issued until 1913.

The owner need not
bother submitting it for an
expert opinion.
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What is it about this 1901 cover that has been faked? The answer
appears in the accompanying article.

The five-stamp parcel
post postage due set con-
sists of 1¢, 2¢, 5¢, 10¢ and
25¢ denominations. The
aggregate value for used
examples in the 2015 Scott
Specialized Catalogue of
United States Stamps and
Covers is $77, with the 10¢
stamp being the most de-
sirable, at $45.

But the same stamps
used on cover are much
more difficult to find, and
much more pricey than the
value for the used stamp
off cover.

That 10¢ denomination
on cover catalogs at $650.

That value difference is
quite an incentive to create
a fake rarity. But the 1901

In the next column in
this expertizing series, we
will look at more examples
of stamps that have no
prayer of getting a genuine
certificate.

Cartoon winner

Picture yourself looking
out over the water from the
top of a lighthouse, such as
the structure shown on the
Portland Head Lighthouse
stamp issued as part of the
2013 New England Coastal
Lighthouses set.

That particular stamp was
used for the September car-
toon caption contest.

Of the hundred or so
readers who took the chal-
lenge, some remarkably



Save some bhucks on expertizing by ellmmatmg obvious alterations

In the previous column in
this U.S. Stamp Notes se-
ries on expertizing (Linn’s,
Oct. 27, page 6), | looked
at some of the patients
(stamps) sent in for exper-
tizing where the submitter
could have saved them-
selves the fee through their
own careful observation.

Granted, someone new

US
First-Class Rate

writing a check for exper-
tizing. Often members will
be able to save you the fee.

They also can tell you if
they think it’s worthwhile to
send the item in.

Today, | will discuss
items recently sent in for
authentication that need
not have been expertizing
candidates.

“_ First-Class Rate

1538

On the left is the 1998 nondenominated H-rate (33¢) Hat stamp, as is-
sued, with its normal gray hat brim. On the right is a variety with a green
hat brim that is sometimes thought to be an error — but it is not.

to the hobby might not have
the knowledge to be able to
see the obvious, but this is
where your local stamp club
can be a resource.

If there is a stamp club
near you, join it. In addition
to the enjoyment of fellow-
ship and new sources of
stamps for your collection,
the amount of knowledge
that is available from other
members will amaze you.

Take your question-mark
stamps to the club before

This sort of item might
be sent in despite the fact
that there is no catalog list-
ing for such a variety, but
the owner has an abun-
dance of enthusiasm and
the hope that he has dis-
covered something new.

In 1998, the United
States issued its group of
nondenominated  H-rate
(83¢) Hat stamps. On the

Some orange and yellow U.S. stamps from the Civil War until the
1930s have changed from their original colors to variations of brown
and orange brown. They have been affected by sulphur in the air.
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vast majority of the Hat
stamps, the hat brim is
gray, but once in a while
you will see a stamp that
has a green hat brim.

Is it a rare and valuable
error?

We know that color er-
rors are listed in the Scott
Specialized Catalogue
of United States Stamps
and Covers, but checking
there reveals no listing for
a green hat brim error.

This is the first clue that
it’s time to tone down the
enthusiasm level.

If something that is found
15 to 20 years after it’s is-
sued is not in the catalog,
there is a very high prob-
ability that it is not a genu-
ine error, or that the variety
itself is not of sufficient sig-
nificance to be listed.

In the case of the Hat va-
riety, it is a post-production
changeling. The gray color
is a composite of various
pigments, and something
in the ink responds to pro-
longed exposure to bright
light by morphing the visu-
al color from gray to green.

Put it in your album as
an interesting variety, but
don’t send it for expertiz-
ing as an error.

A similar variety affects
some U.S. stamps of the
late 19th and early 20th
centuries printed in orange
and sometimes yellow ink.

Four examples shown
here have changed from
those colors to variants
ranging from chocolate
brown to orange brown.

These are not errors, but
rather, the result of sulfu-
rization from chemicals in
the air.

Such changes are often
found in varying degrees
on the 1898 4¢ Trans-
Mississippi stamp, the 6¢
Washington of the Third
Bureau issue, the 6¢ Gar-
field of the 1922 series,
and the 2¢ orange revenue
stamps of 1862-71.

If not too far gone, the
darkening effect can be re-
versed by carefully apply-
ing a little bit of hydrogen
peroxide diluted in water.
Before you try this on mint
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stamps, practice on cheap
used examples.

And speaking of apply-
ing chemicals, there are
some really amazing-look-
ing stamps around that
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Striking color varieties such
as these have been created on
purpose by collectors drawn to
experimenting with chemicals to
see what effect they might have
on stamps. Some are identified
as experiments on the back of
the stamp, and others are not.

have been intentionally al-
tered to create visually ar-
resting varieties.
Sometimes these inten-
tional experiments will be
marked on the back as
being chemically trans-
formed, but not always.
There is another re-
source for determining
whether you have a stamp
worth  expertizing. The
American Philatelic So-
ciety has a “Quick I.D.”
Continued on page 31

CAN YOU IMAGINE?
THAT DUMB BUNNY
GETTING A STAMP!
WHO’S NEXT? PORKY PIG?

David Schwartz wins one of two prizes in the October cartoon cap-
tion contest with this line that seems to predict the future. Daffy
Duck was only one of the characters featured on five stamps in the
Looney Tunes series issued from 1997 to 2001. The next cartoon
caption contest will be announced in Linn’s Dec. 8 issue.

Linns.com



Continued from page 6
service that can often
identify the sorts of items
discussed in this and prior
columns, at a substantially
lower cost than the formal
expertizing process. It is
open to APS members at
$5 per scanned item and
$10 for nonmembers.

The collector provides a
digital scan of each item to
be identified, and sends it
to Quick I.D. as a GIF or
JPG digital file.

Or a good quality color
photocopy of the item can
be submitted with pay-
ment to APS Quick I.D.,
100 Match Factory Place,
Bellefonte, PA 16823.

For additional informa-
tion, visit http://stamps.
org/stamp-identification,
or contact Mercer Bristow
by e-mail at ambristo@
stamps.org, or by tele-
phone at 814-933-3803.

One more easy-to-spot
variety that is not genuine
is from the era of lick-and-
stick stamps, specifically
with coil stamps from rolls
that were subjected to
moisture. The result is a
roll that is stuck together,
resembling a small brick.

Since such a roll of
stamps with higher face
values represents a sig-
nificant amount of money,
owners will often try to pull
them apart. They would do
better to soak them apart,
because pulling them
apart results in stamps
that look like the stamps
shown here.

This is because the bond
of the paper on which
stamps are printed is weak-
er than the bond created by
the moistened gum. When

ZillionsOfStamps.com
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Seen from the front and the back, these pairs are the result of trying to pull apart lick-and-stick stamp
coil rolls that were affected by moisture, causing the stamps to stick together like a small brick. Such
items have been submitted for expertization as errors, but they are merely damaged stamps.

the stuck stamps are pulled
apart, it leaves part of the
paper with gum above the
design, and the stamps are
so thin when looked at from
the back that they seem to
be printed in reverse on the
back. This is easily mistak-
en for some sort of rarity.

In fact, they are just
damaged stamps with no
value, since they will not
even pass for postage.
There is no point in spend-
ing money to have them
expertized.

| intend to revisit the
matter of varieties that are
not genuine at some point
down the line, but Decem-
ber’s expertizing column
will deal with at least a
couple of Christmas stamp
color misregistrations that
mimic missing colors.

In January, we will look
at the question raised by
a reader of when it makes
financial sense to pay for
the cost of expertizing
something that appears
to be a genuine stamp or
variety.

Cartoon winner
Daffy Duck wasn’t the
first duck on a U.S. stamp,
but he is clearly the duck
with the most personality
— at least to us humans.

Daffy appeared on the
1999 33¢ stamp that also
served as the October car-
toon caption contest stamp.

As several entries point-
ed out, the 20¢ 1982 issue
that marked the 50th an-
niversary of migratory bird
hunting stamps was the
first postage stamp to fea-
ture ducks.

That postage stamp
commemorated the fed-
eral duck stamp program
that began in 1932, and
which produces a large
and attractive revenue
stamp each year featur-
ing competitively selected
duck art for the stamps
that are used on that year’s
hunting licenses.

Many U.S. collectors are
not aware of these beautiful

The first in an unbroken line of
federal migratory bird hunting
stamps that dates from 1934 to
the present, these large reve-
nue stamps for hunting licenses
are notable for their beauty and
high quality printing.

stamps, but they are avidly
collected by those who ap-
preciate the beauty of the
basic art, and the engrav-
ing of the earlier issues.

William  Meentemeyer
of Sarasota, Fla., recog-
nizes this with this entry,
“I'm proud to be the most
famous duck, but for 80
years they’ve pictured all
my brothers and sisters!”

Steve Kotler of San
Francisco, Calif., gives this
a somewhat different treat-
ment with, “They finally
picked the right duck, but |
should have been on a for-
ever stamp!”

The great majority of
entries this month talked
about the contents of the
unusual mailbox.

Adapting a favorite
exclamation that Daffy
sometimes borrowed from
Sylvester the cat, Paul
Abajian of Essex Junction,
Vi., has him saying “Cou-
pons, coupons, coupons,
but nothing for succotash!”

And in a nod to Linn’s,
Dieter Von Hennig of Reno,
Nev., comments, “What?
No Linn’s again? | better
try the digital edition.”

The nonphilatelic win-
ner comes from this group.
Grieg Best of Sacramento,
Calif., has Daffy musing,

November
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Missing colors on Christmas stamps fool even the experts

There are some colors
that have been used in
stamp printing that are vir-
tually impossible to see.

I’'ve previously written
about the United States
1968 6¢ Christmas stamp
featuring The Annunciation
by Van Eyck (Scott 1363)
and the difficulty of deter-
mining whether the yellow
is missing. The one reliable

of a plate number and the
extreme difficulty of seeing
the gray color in the design.

And as late as 2010 and
2012, the American Phila-
telic Society Expertizing
Service has received pa-
tients (stamps) that have
come through claiming to
be the missing gray. They
were even accompanied
by letters from the Bureau

any stamp when it is part of
a multicolor printing. In this
case, it is on top of the yel-
low and red, but under the
blue, dark green and black.
On both the normal and
the misregistered blocks,
the gray can be seen under
magnification on the upper
part of the bird’s head.
Thus, despite the evi-
dence of your unaided

This plate block of the 1971 8¢ Christmas stamp has a missing gray plate number, fourth from the left.
This has led to widespread misidentification of stamps as missing the difficult-to-see gray color.

clue is having a plate strip
with the vyellow number
missing.

But what if a plate num-
ber is missing, and the color
isn’t missing on the stamp?
There are two instances
of U.S. Christmas stamps
where this has happened.

The first is the 1971 8¢
Partridge in a Pear Tree
(Scott 1445), shown here
in a plate block of 12.

If you look at the place
for the fourth plate number
from the left, you will see
that it is blank. | have seen
about half a dozen such
blocks, both lower right
and lower left, with the gray
number (33108) missing.

| also have seen 1973,
1985 and 2001 certificates
from major expertizing
services saying that the
stamps are missing-gray
errors, based on the lack

of Engraving and Printing
and from Scott Publish-
ing arguing for their being
genuine.

Yet neither the Scott
Specialized Catalogue of
United States Stamps and
Covers nor the Scott Cata-
logue of Errors on U.S.
Postage Stamps by Ste-
phen R. Datz (sometimes
referred to as the Datz er-
ror catalog) has a listing
for missing gray on this
stamp, and there is a very
good reason for that.

The gray is present, but
very hard to see.

On the affected blocks,
the gray is shifted up 7%
millimeters. You can see
the shifted plate number
under magnification in the
bottom portion of the pear
and across the lower loop
of the “8.”

Gray is difficult to see in
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eyes, good certificates in
the past, and letters writ-
ten in good faith by knowl-
edgeable parties attesting
to the missing gray, there
is no known example of
such an error.

It is a fine example of
why it pays for expertizers
to be skeptics.

The second example is
the 1974 10¢ Currier and
Ives Christmas stamp list-
ed as buff omitted (Scott
1551a). As with gray in the
Partridge in a Pear Tree
stamp, buff is a terribly dif-
ficult color to see on the
issued stamp, and | have
seen only one expertized
single.

Datz warns: “Caution.
The buff color is a very light,
transparent shade. Error
stamps are extremely diffi-
cult to distinguish from nor-
mal stamps. Expert certifi-

cate strongly advised. Many
prefer to collect this error in
intact pane form because
the omission of buff is more
readily evident due to the
absence of the buff plate

number in the selvage.”
However, | have seen
half a dozen full strips of
20, such as the example
shown here, with the buff

Continued on page 50
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This 1974 Currier and Ives strip of 20 features two badly misregis-
tered buff plate numbers adjoining horizontal rows nine and 10. Be-
cause of the faint coloration, the numbers 35420 may be difficult to
see here. Stamps thought to be missing the buff color of the shifted
plate number may be nothing more than color misregistrations, de-
spite the fact that there is a catalog listing for a buff-omitted error.
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Continued from page 6
number missing at the margin of
the first horizontal row, but pres-
ent elsewhere in the margin — not
just once, but twice.

Plate number 35420, which
should be next to the top stamp,
has been shifted 9.02 inches
down, next to the Mr. ZIP on row
10. The same plate number also
appears next to stamp nine, shift-
ed up 9.02 inches from its proper
location in the pane below.

This probably resulted from
misregistration at press start-up,
or a splice throwing off the color
registration process. The light
color made it tough to detect the
variety during inspection. The bot-
tom line is that the listed missing
light buff may not exist at all.

Is it any wonder that expertizers
get gray hair?



What’s on the minds of Linn’s readers about expertizing?

I’'m enjoying the ques-
tions that have been com-
ing in from Linn’s readers
regarding various facets of
expertizing United States
and other stamps.

We’'ll look at a few of
these questions in this col-
umn and at others in future
columns in this series.

| welcome more ques-
tions. They can be
sent to me by e-mail at
jmhstamp@verizon.net,
or via postal mail at Box
1125, Falls Church, VA

22041-0125.

Archie McKee asks,
“What constitutes a vari-
ety?”

He amplifies this ques-
tion with: “I am working on
a project using the R8 set
of the Peoples’ Republic
of China concerning color.
My problem is | am trying
to look at what | am/was
calling color varieties. But
what qualifies? Observ-
able color? Different ink
composition? What do

you call a faded stamp for
instance? They certainly
show color differences to
the eye, to analytical de-

vices, etc. Is this even a
minor variety?”
This is an important

question because precise
definitions matter.

In the broadest terms, a
“variety” is anything that
departs from the normal.
But as a philatelic term, a
“variety” is a stamp that
departs from the normal
because of something that
occurred back in the pro-
duction process. It might
be something intentional
or unintentional.

If a color is changed af-
ter production — for ex-
ample, due to contact with
a chemical in water used
to soak a used stamp from
an envelope, or due to pro-
longed exposure of a mint
stamp to light — itis an al-
teration and does not qual-
ify as a philatelic variety.

If submitted for expertiz-
ing, such a stamp will be
returned with a certificate
stating the stamp was al-
tered, meaning that the
change occurred after the
stamp was produced.

This matters because
production varieties of-
ten have additional value,
which can range from rari-

TED STATES POSTABE 3
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There are a great many inexpensive varieties to be found on United
States stamps. These examples are scarce but do not get Scott list-
ings and do not generate much interest from collectors.
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Shown are three different shades of the 1938 8¢ Martin Van Buren stamp, all printed by plate number
24302, first sent to press in 1953. They illustrate some of the many color varieties that can be found on
Presidential series stamps that were current from 1938 until the mid-1950s.

ties such as the 1918 24¢
Jenny Invert airmail error
(Scott C3a) at one end of
the spectrum, to stamps
such as those shown near-
by at the other end of the
spectrum.

The latter varieties are
so minor that they do not
receive catalog recogni-
tion. Note | did not say
they are common. In fact,
they are anything but com-
mon. The problem, value-
wise, is that despite being
rather scarce, they are not
of interest to many col-
lectors, and the prices for
them reflect that.

So, to state it in a differ-
ent way, in general terms,
a variety is any variation
from normal regardless of
cause or effect, while in
philatelic terms, a variety
has to have a production-
related cause and expla-
nation.

This doesn’t mean
that alterations can’t or
shouldn’t be collected. To
my mind, they are attrac-
tive both visually and as a
puzzle to be solved.

Including them on extra
pages with a few notes
about what they are makes
an album more interest-
ing, especially if there are
some genuine EFOs (er-
rors, freaks and oddities)
as well.

In fact, the difference
between EFOs and altera-

tions can be a subject for
debate, and expertizing
can be a useful tool to get
the matter sorted out.

A lighter color or one
that appears washed out,
for example, might have a
production cause, such as
too little ink on the press,
or it might be an alteration.

Without subjecting the
stamp to comparison with
known normals using ex-
pensive technology, the
best we can do sometimes
is an educated guess.

For common stamps
that have low catalog val-
ues, it would not seem
to be worth the cost of
such analysis, unless the
reviewer is conducting a
scholarly study.

A related question
comes from Leila Wading-
ton. She refers to an ear-
lier column in this series
(Linn’s, Aug. 25, 2014) that
showed two 30¢ Presi-
dential series plate blocks,
with the stamps in one
block having a significantly
different blue color than
the other.

Wadington asks, “Since
both blocks have plate
number 22165, how can
they be different colors?

The answer is that plate
22165 of the 30¢ Theodore
Roosevelt stamp (Scott
830) was used to produce
nearly 100,000 sheets of
400 stamps starting in

1938 through 1944.

Ink  batches for all
the Presidential stamps
changed over the life of
the series from 1938 to
1954. Thus, the same plate
number may be found with
many different shades.

An example from a dif-
ferent Prexy stamp, the 8¢
Martin Van Buren (Scott
813), is shown nearby.

The Scott Specialized
Catalogue of United States
Stamps and Covers does
not give any of these color
varieties a major listing.
Rather, the catalog gives
olive green as the intended
color, and notes the exis-
tence of these colors as
variations: light olive green
(1943), bright olive green,
and olive (1942).

The illustrated 8¢
stamps all come from the
same plate, 24302, but this
plate was not sent to press
until 1953, and stamps
printed from earlier plates
show a wider variety of
color varieties, as noted in
the Scott catalog.

Our final question for
this column is from Alex
Kaplan: “When is it worth-
while to expertize? Is there
a threshold where it be-
comes economically fea-
sible?”

| would replace “feasi-
ble” with “essential.”

The answer varies for

Continued on page 26
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Readers share their thoughts, questions on expertizing

Since the objective of
this column is to help col-
lectors better understand
expertizing and how and
when to use expertization
services, | am continu-
ing last month’s journey
(Linn’s, Jan. 26) into read-
ers’ questions and obser-
vations.

Il start with an issue
that is whispered about
but seldom dealt with in a
public forum.

Dwight Pedersen sent
the following: “There are
a number of auction com-
panies who (knowingly?)
misdescribe what they are
offering. | have a good feel
for who they are, and when
| deal with those compa-
nies | will have expertized
what | buy and return items
to them if they are not what
they described. This al-
ways means | am out the
cost of expertizing/post-
age and time when | get a
bad certificate.

“This has happened
twice from a particular firm,
and in the future | won't
buy from them, but what
about all of the other un-
suspecting collectors that
could be buying something
different than what is de-
scribed? At what point is it
criminal fraud, and why do
we turn a blind eye to what
they are doing? Maybe we
should push for the ASDA
[American Stamp Deal-
ers Association] and APS
[American Philatelic So-
ciety] to require members
to reimburse the buyer for
expertizing fees when the
buyer gets a bad cert. [cer-
tificate].”

Others have written
about the same problem,
and have noted that they
have seen a returned lot
with a bad certificate relist-
ed as before in a following
auction, with no mention of
the bad certificate.

While | believe the great
majority of auction firms
are honest, | concede that
there are a few bad apples
in this barrel, and have
some thoughts on what
to do about it. All of these

thoughts are predicated on
the premise that we can’t
turn a blind eye. Those
who have been stung,
need to be activists.

There are auctioneers
who absorb the cost of a
negative certificate, but
certainly not all do so. If
this is a deal breaker for
you, read the terms and

Sold at auction as the scarce im-
perf $15 mortgage revenue, this
example was sent in for experti-
zation and received a bad certifi-
cate as having had its “perfora-
tions trimmed off.”

conditions of sale very
carefully; something you
should do anyway. They
will specify the auction-
eer’s policies. | think it is
fair to say that in virtually
every instance, if the item
comes back with a good
certificate, the buyer bears
the cost.

As to how bad items get
listed in the first place, it
can be because no auc-
tioneer, and their staff,
know everything about
everything. Some will take
the word of the seller. Oth-
ers will simply make an
educated guess. Both be-
lieve in “buyer beware.”

A likely example of the
latter is the $15 mort-
gage revenue (Scott R97a)
shown nearby. The 2015
Scott Specialized Cata-
logue of United States
Stamps and Covers value-
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for the imperf is $3,750.

When this stamp was of-
fered at auction, the value
was $1,800. My guess is
that the lot describer relied
on the identification of the
owner, plus the fact that
there are two good mar-
gins. In other words, this
was not a purposeful at-
tempt at fraud.

The lot was sold, and
put “on extension” by the
buyer, and sent into the
APS for expertization. It
came back with a certifi-
cate that stated, “United
States, Scott No. R97c,
altered with perforations
trimmed off.”

Some auction houses
will have enough expertise
on staff to be able to spot
most fakes and alterations
at 50 paces, but even here,
don’t expect 100 percent
accuracy.

That is why anything —
whether stamp or cover
— highly suspect as a
fake, undescribed altera-
tion, or misdescribed as
something it is not, should
be reported to the auction
house. Most will withdraw
suspect items for review
and listing in a subsequent
auction if it is found right
and proper.

If not, a corrected list-
ing might be done, or more
likely, the item will go back
to the seller. Of course, the
seller may just try another
auction firm.

If presented with a bad
certificate on an item, an
auction house, on occa-
sion, may toss the cer-
tificate and relist the item,
their defense being that
they are experienced and
don’t agree with those who
have examined the item
and found it bad. Person-
ally, | think that if the own-
er insists on selling it, the
proper thing for the auc-
tion house to do is to relist
it noting the bad certificate
and saying that the auction
house disagrees.

Under no circumstances
should there be a subse-
quent listing with no men-
tion of the bad certificate.

If we as buyers see that
happening, the specif-
ics should be reported
to whatever professional
groups the auctioneer is a
member of, be it the APS,
the ASDA or the National
Stamp Dealers Associa-
tion.

Such an action should
be considered as a viola-
tion of their codes of eth-
ics, and a recorded history
of such activity could even
be the basis of a report to
the state consumer pro-
tection authorities where
the business is incorpo-
rated.

If an auctioneer does
not include in the advertis-
ing or in their catalogs that
they are a member of the
professional associations,
then you should think long
and hard about dealing
with that auctioneer no
matter how tempting the
material they have on offer.

You can also check with
the professional organiza-
tions. They will tell you if a
firm has been expelled.

Reversals

Sean Kennedy asks
about how often expertiz-
ing houses reverse opin-
ions from fake to genuine,
and vice versa. The an-
swer is seldom, but it does
happen, especially in two
instances.

The first instance is an
old certificate. The defi-
nition of “old” is open to
discussion, but certainly
anything certificated prior
to the 1980s ought to be
considered for resubmis-
sion. The knowledge of
what to look for and the
equipment available to ex-
amine stamps and covers
have improved markedly.
For that reason, it is not
unusual for old certificates
to be reversed. It happens
enough that many collec-
tors want a post-1990s
certificate on anything they
buy.

The second instance is
when the owner submits
new information. This can
be helpful to the experts

because they nearly al-
ways err on the side of the
negative in the absence of
certainty, resulting in a bad
certificate or one that is
“no opinion.”

Also, owners can con-
test a recently received
negative certificate if they
have new information that
the experts can consider.
This information may re-
late to the provenance of
the item, which helps to
establish its bona fides,
or may be the result of
the owner’s research that
helps to establish that the
item is genuine.

Related to reversal is
“certificate shopping,” a
situation in which the own-
er does not like an opin-
ion, hopes or believes it
is wrong, and submits the
item to another expertizing
group. When this is done,
the prior opinion usually is
not mentioned.

This strategy has a high
percentage of failure. Much
more often than not, they
will get the same opinion
regardless of which exper-
tizing group they use.

Black Red Cross

Christopher Perry asks
a question about the 1931
2¢ Red Cross stamp (Scott
702). He has a single and
a block that “have the red
cross in a darker shade

than the normal bright
red.”
He said: “The color

might be called dark red
or brownish red or maybe
lake ... It is a variety that is
not listed in the Scott cata-
logue.”

A plate block with this
variety is shown on page
32.

Is this something that
would benefit from being
expertized? The short an-
swer is no. It isn’t a color
difference caused by a
change in the ink used to
print the stamps. That is
the criterion for a major
listing.

In this instance, the red
cross seems to have been

Continued on page 32
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Tips for expertizing the Kansas-Nebraska overprints of 1929

Is it possible that the
Kansas-Nebraska  over-
prints in your collection
have been faked?

Unfortunately, the an-
swer is yes.
Stamps overprinted

“Kans.” and “Nebr.” were
issued in 1929 with 11
stamps in each set (Scott
658-668 and 669-679).
The denominations ranged
from 1¢ to 10¢, including a
1%2¢ stamp in each set.

The Scott Specialized
Catalogue of United States
Stamps and Covers pro-
vides this introductory note:
“This special issue was
authorized as a measure
of preventing losses from
post office burglaries. Ap-
proximately a year’s sup-
ply was printed and issued
to postmasters. The PO.
Dept. found it desirable to
discontinue the State over-
printed stamps after the ini-
tial supply was used.”

This cryptic entry gloss-
es over the fact that there
were many robberies in
Midwest post offices dur-
ing the late 1920s. To com-
bat this trend, the Post Of-
fice Department came up
with the idea to print the
name of a state on de-
finitive stamps, so that if
stolen in a robbery, the
stamps could not be sold
in quantity in another state.

There were plans to pro-
vide state-overprinted de-
finitives for all 48 states.
The Kansas-Nebraska
overprints on the 1926-
27 issues with gauge 11

Note the vertical ridges and single
horizontal gum breaker on the
back of this 9¢ Kansas overprint.
This is a primary identifier for gen-
uine Kansas-Nebraska stamps.

by 10%2 perforations were
merely a test.

According to researcher
Gary Giriffith in his book
United States Stamps
1927-32 (published by
Linn’'s Stamp News in
2001), those two states
were chosen because they
were part of the territory of
Louis A. Johnson, postal
inspector-in-charge at
Kansas City, Mo., who had
recommended identifying
stamps in this manner.

The  Kansas-Nebraska
overprints were officially
placed on sale at the Phila-
telic Agency in Washington,
D.C. on May 1, 1929, but
they had been distributed
to post offices in the two
states on April 13, and some
were placed on sale almost
immediately. Some denomi-
nations are known canceled
as early as April 15.

To make a long story
short, the experiment was
considered to be a failure.
Not only did the stamps
have to be overprinted us-
ing the recently developed
precanceling process for
rotary press-produced
stamps, but the overprints
required special handling
and accounting to assure
that they went to the cor-
rect post offices.

Once the stamps arrived,
complaints began to roll in:
the black overprints were
hard to see on dark stamps
(the 7¢ black, for example);
and because the POD had
prohibited their use for lo-
cal precancels, a separate
order was necessary for
unoverprinted stamps to
be used for that purpose.

Also, there was the prob-
lem of recognizing stamps
legitimately sold in one
state, but used in another.

While the POD had ruled
that these stamps were
valid for postage anywhere
in the United States, not all
postmasters understood
that to be the case, result-
ing in unwarranted rejec-
tions by post offices.

Beyond that, many busi-
nesses outside the two
states that had received
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These 6¢ stamps show the genuine Kansas and Nebraska overprints.

these stamps in payment
of small debts didn’t know
whether such stamps would
be rejected, and that result-
ed in thousands of ques-
tions seeking clarification.

As a result, it was de-
cided to let the idea die a
quiet death; there would
not be similar stamps for
the other 46 states.

But philatelic confusion
created by just the two
sets remains. It stems from
the fact that these over-
prints, while mostly not

ing the overprints to sell to
collectors, and it has been
done by many people, in
many ways, over many
years.

There are so many of
these fakes in the philatelic
marketplace and in albums,
that collectors often refuse
to buy these stamps with-
out a certificate of authen-
ticity, an uncertain proposi-
tion since most will cost less
than the cost of a certificate.

This is especially true for
used examples.

States stamps, a conviction
was obtained in the case of
a former New York stamp
firm proprietor indicted on a
charge of applying spurious
overprints in order to manu-
facture such U.S. varieties
as the Kansas-Nebraska
sets, Canal Zone, Guam,
Philippines and Puerto Rico
issues.”

According to the article,
the defendant, who was
not named, was the first to
stand trial out of a group of
seven dealers originally in-
dicted in 1944. He was sen-
tenced to a year and a day
in prison, a fine of $1,000,
and placed on probation for
an additional two years.

Some defendants had
already pled guilty, and it
is a safe bet that after this
conviction, others would
as well.

The article continues:
“The chief argument for
the defense was the fact
that most of the overprint-
ing was done on canceled

Compare the two genuine overprints on the 6¢ stamps to these fakes. The size and placement of the
letters are key indicators, and the fakers often get the period wrong, too.

expensive, are much more
difficult to find than the ba-
sic unoverprinted stamps.
The Scott catalog lists
mint examples of the over-
prints at $2.50 to $90, with
most being $35 or much
less. For the unoverprinted
stamps, the Scott value is
$17.75 for the entire set.
Thus, there has been
money to be made by fak-

An article from the Feb.
21, 1949 issue of the Cham-
bers Stamp Journal pro-
vides a view of the extent of
this fakery. Titled “Forged
U.S. Overprints Lead to
Conviction,” it reads, in
part, “Despite the fact that
there is currently no specific
Federal statute regulating
the falsification of over-
prints on canceled United

stamps. However, Judge
Simon F. Rifkin ruled that
postage stamps whether
canceled or not, are still
government securities.
The article also de-
scribes some of the evi-
dence: “Approximately
10,000 original stamps
and suspected forgeries
were photographed in de-
Continued on page 32
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Continued from page 6
tail by the Philatelic Re-
search Laboratory in order
to build an air-tight case
for the government ...
More than 500 of the pho-
tographs, along with 79 of
the forged overprints, were
shown to the jury during
the two-day trial. The jury
needed only three minutes
to arrive at its verdict.”

Kansas-Nebraska
expertizing

So, let’s take a look at
how expertizers deal with
these issues, whether mint
or used. We need to start
with the basic, unoverprint-
ed stamps because forgers
have not always been care-
ful to put their handiwork
on the correct stamp.

The basic stamps are
Scott 632-634 and 635-
642. This excludes 634A,
the Type Il 2¢.

The stamps are rotary
press-printed, perforated
gauge 11 by 10%2 with 14
vertical gum ridges, and a
single, or at most two, hor-
izontal gum breakers.

This means that stamps
perforated gauge 10 by 10
or 11 by 11, and those with
straight edges, cannot be
genuine overprints. Mint
stamps with the wrong
ridges or without ridges
and with the wrong gum
breakers cannot be genu-
ine overprints.

The overprints were

The horizontal width of the Kansas and Nebraska overprints is also
important, and this handy aid made by Linn’s reader Thomas Heifner
using a stamp and ice pop stick can help to identify fakes.

added directly after the
printing of the designs,
and before the application
of the gum. Thus, for mint
examples, there can be no
impression in the gum of
the overprint, as there often
is when a fake overprint is
added after gumming.

Think of the impression
left by a typewriter key on
the back of relatively thin
paper.

There are colors associ-
ated with the genuine over-
prints, and later versions of
the correct stamp often are
in the wrong shade to be a
genuine Kansas-Nebraska
overprint. For example, the
genuine overprinted 8¢ is
olive green. If the stamp is
olive bister, the overprint is
a fake.

For plate blocks, it is
worth checking the plate
number against the list of
known plates in the Dur-
land Standard Plate Num-
ber Catalog, as only a small
number of plates were
used for the overprints.

For example, the 2¢ Ne-
braska is associated with
nine plates. There were
more than 250 plates used
to print the basic 2¢ stamp.

Look at the quality and
shape and size of the
genuine overprints shown
nearby. Then compare
them with the group of
fake overprints in the other
illustration.

Linn’s reader Thomas
Heifner of Panama City
Beach, Fla., has created his
own aid for examining Kan-
sas-Nebraska overprints.
He horizontally slices in-
expensive used stamps
through the overprints, af-
fixes them to ice pop sticks
and then uses them to
compare with candidates.

Finally, you will need

a good magnifier with a
resolution of 10-power or
greater for this test, but
overprints added on a used
stamp can be detected be-
cause the overprint will be
on top of, instead of under-
neath, the cancellation.

For those interested in
further information, the
basic work on this issue is
the 10-page first section
of the American Philatelic
Society handbook Kan-
sas-Nebraska Overprints
(published in 1973, second
printing 1977). Compiled
by Robert H. Schoen and
James T. DeVoss, the sec-
tion is titled “Counterfeit
Kansas-Nebraska  Over-
prints on 1922-34 Issue.”

Unfortunately this booklet
is out of print, but examples
can be found through phila-
telic literature dealers, and
can be obtained as photo-
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One of the more colorful entries received for the Diner stamp contest
is this classic from James Thomas of Edmond, Okla.

U.S. STAMP NOTES

copies from the American
Philatelic Research Library,
http://stamps.org/About-
the-Library.

If you are a member of
the APS, the handbook is
available as a pdf on the
members-only section of
the website, http://stamps.
org/userfiles/file/MyAPS/
Book_CounterfeitKN.pdf.

The handbook also con-
tains a second, 23-page
section titled “First Day
Covers of the Kansas-
Nebraska Overprints” by
Jack V. Harvey.

A helpful article by Ken
Lawrence, “New fake Kan-
sas-Nebraska  overprints
circulating through stamp
marketplace,” was pub-
lished in the Aug. 20, 1990,
issue of Linn’s. With his
permission, | am happy to
make copies of that article
available to Linn’s readers
at cost: 10¢ in mint postage
and an addressed, stamped
envelope sent to me, John
Hotchner, Box 1125, Falls
Church, VA 22041-0125.

Cartoon winner

The design of the 1998
nondenominated (25¢)
Diner presorted first-class
stamp issued in 1998 does
not include a brand name,
and quite a number of en-
tries in the February car-
toon caption contest fea-
turing that stamp played
off that fact.

As David Schwartz of

20135 U.S. Pocket Gatalogue
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The perfect catalogue to take along to shows, club meetings or just to have close by
when searching on the computer. Features listings and values for more than 4,000
stamps, plus full color stamp illustrations all identified by Scott Catalogue numbers.
Pages designed to be convenient inventory and checklist.

Retail
$27.50
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Visit AmosAdvantage.com
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Should certificates provide more information?

Looking behind the scenes at the expertization process, John Hotchner explains why using
certificates to educate the submitters could be a nightmare for expertizers.

Linn’s reader John Wickham from Colorado
had an expertizing experience that left him
wanting more information. Let’s let him tell his
story:

“Several years ago I found a [United States]
Scott No. PR2, the 10¢ Franklin Newspaper
and Periodical stamp in a mixture at an estate
sale. After looking it up in the Scott Catalogue,
I excitedly called my stamp dealer and
described the stamp to him.

“He suggested that I bring it in for him
to look at and upon seeing it, he suggested
that I submit it for authentication to the APS
[American Philatelic Society] Expertizing
Service. It came back as ‘a counterfeit with a
fake cancellation added’

“My complaint about their certificate is
that it had no explanation or cover letter
describing why it was determined to be not
authentic or was a counterfeit. After spending
somewhere in the neighborhood of $60 to $80
for their rendering, why don’t they describe
their conclusion on the certificate or in a cover
letter, so that we as collectors can learn from
their expertise?”

The issue before us is this: Is Wickham’s
expectation of a detailed explanation of the
finding a reasonable one?

First, some background information. The
Scott valuation for Scott PR2 is $2,000 used.
Expertizing houses charge fees based upon the
value of the item submitted, and in this case, it
would have been 3 percent (for APS members;
5 percent for nonmembers) of the Scott value,
or $60, plus postage for return of the item and
certificate.

I have three reactions to the request for a
detailed explanation.

As one who submits material for expertizing,
I'd be more than glad if it were possible to have
this information provided.

As an expertizer, I see this as being easy to
do in some cases, but very difficult to do in a
concise manner with most.

If I were an administrator of an expertizing
organization, I'd look at this requirement as a
nightmare. Why?

First, there usually are multiple expertizers
reviewing each item. While the final decision
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This American Philatelic Society certificate
provides an opinion stating that the newspaper
and periodical stamp is “a counterfeit with a
fake cancellation added.” The submitter has
suggested that more information be provided
with such expertization certificates to help
educate. Is that possible? Is it practical?

is agreed, there may be differing — even
conflicting — observations that lead to it.
This is especially true where the item being
expertized, or “the patient,” is complicated, with
several aspects that need to be looked at.
Second, the expertizers do not now write
extensive comments on worksheets. The APS
worksheet, which serves as a checklist for the
review process, is shown nearby, to give an idea
of what the expertizer is looking for.
Additional comments can be provided
on the back of the form. In general, I have
comments to support my findings, or about
aspects of the patient that are bothersome,
for about two-thirds of the items I receive to
expertise. I provide these comments for the
information of expertizers who might review
the item after me, and for the benefit of the
headquarters staff who have to synthesize the
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This is the worksheet that American Philatelic
Society expertizers use when reviewing items
submitted. It allows them to make short notes,
and to be certain that they don’t miss any aspect
of the item in question that is germane to a final
opinion. Additional comments can be made

on the back, but it would not be sufficient to
address every aspect in depth of why an item
has been found to be not authentic.

feedback from all the expertizers and provide
the final opinion.

My comments often are not short declarative
sentences, but more in the nature of informed
opinions on issues the patient presents.

Third, the expertizers are not gathered in
a single location at one time so that they can
argue out an opinion, and one person can be
assigned (as with the Supreme Court) to write

Continued on page 42
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

A suggested dealer code of ethics for expertization

Some reports from collectors about dealer practices at the point of sale illustrate the need for
standardization of what to expect regarding the expertization of stamps and covers.

Several readers have written to me
about inconsistent practices regarding
expertizing that they have encountered
while purchasing stamps from dealers.

There is no governing set of rules or
standard practices to which dealers are
expected to adhere, and the result is that
buyers and dealers sometimes engage in an
elaborate dance to establish ground rules at
the point of sale, leaving both unhappy.

And that is when the collector-buyers
are knowledgeable enough to ask the right
questions. Many of us aren’t.

Examples of two “bad” certificates are
shown here.

| think that establishing a code of ethics
for this situation, under the umbrella of
the American Stamp Dealers Association,
would help smooth the relationship
between dealers and collectors at the
point of sale. If everyone knew what to
expect, | am certain that there would be
more buyers feeling comfortable enough to
buy more stamps, making it worthwhile for
dealers to buy into such a code.

First, let’s look at a couple of reader
experiences. Rod Juell wrote about two
recent situations: “An established dealer
was offering Washington-Franklin coils at
very reasonable prices, and his terms of
sale included refund of expertizing costs
for ‘bad’ certificates.

“I purchased ten stamps. Nine came back
with bad certificates. The dealer refunded my
money and the cost of the certificates, but
also told me he would do no further business
with me because | was too picky.

“While at a major national show this past
Fall, | saw a stamp | needed at a dealer table.
| asked the dealer if he would place it on
extension for expertizing. | was taken aback
when he said ‘No.’ | didn’t buy the stamp.”

Sean Kennedy provides this perspective:
“I have purchased over 6,000 lots on
eBay since 2004 and 99.9 percent of my
experiences have been positive, however,
my only bad experiences have been with
how some dealers handle expertizing.
Most are very professional and are willing
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This 1989 Philatelic Foundation certificate
states that the illustrated pair of 1¢ Washington
stamps submitted as Scott 352, horizontal coils,
is actually a pair of imperforate Scott 343 with
vertical perforations added.

American hilatelic Society

Expert Committee Report
Members of the American Philatelic Expertizing Service have
examined the item submitted and it is their opinion that it is:

United States, single from Scott No. 319g booklet pane, used
mm-r. 8/14/19086, genuine, but with perforations trimmed

The People’s Store Co.
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The American Philatelic Expertizing Service

100 Match Factory Place, Bellefoate, PA 16823 USA
gapax

Phooe: $14-933-3803 « Fax: 814-933.6128
Website: www.stamps.og
This cover, submitted as having a possible
imperforate single, is identified by the 2004
American Philatelic Society certificate as
bearing a single from Scott 3199, a booklet
pane, with perforations trimmed off.

A Service of the APS Stnce 1903

to give a time extension on returns for
expertizing. Some, surprisingly are even
willing to pay the full cost for an expert
certificate if it comes back as a fake, but it
is only a handful of dealers that do this.

“Other dealers are willing to refund
the cost of the stamp, however, it has to
be returned with the original certificate,
so | basically foot the cost to certify the
dealer’s inventory.

“One of the worst experiences for me is
when | return items with certificates noting a
fraudulent stamp, that is subsequently relisted
on eBay without the certificate noted. Despite
the fact that | reported the sellers to eBay, two
such items sold to other bidders.”

WHATTO DO

Obviously, it takes only a few dealers
engaging in such practices to make
collectors suspicious of all. Of course, it
needs to be said that collectors selling
material that should be expertized also
are sometimes guilty of similar practices.
However, dealers can be regulated through
their membership in ASDA and other
associations, but only if there is a standard
set of expectations that can be enforced.

| have written to ASDA president Mark
Reasoner, and am hopeful that the concept
will be favorably considered. At a minimum,
I would like to see these four tenets:

1. A stamp or cover will be placed on
extension for expertizing at the request of
a potential buyer who is willing to put up a
deposit of half the selling price and sign a
note saying that the item will be purchased
if the certificate is good. The buyer and
seller must agree up front as to which
expertizing service will do the work.

2. The dealer will submit the item
and bear the cost of expertizing if the
certificate comes back bad. The cost of
expertizing may be added to the price of
the item if it receives a good certificate.

3. Dealers agree that items that come
back with a bad certificate (as their property)
may not be forced on the potential buyer

Continued on page 90
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Curiosities to confound the stamp expertizer

Sometimes an expert certificate comes back with “no opinion,” instead of a definite good or bad.
John Hotchner discusses some of the reasons why and provides examples.

What is an expert? Having that label is a
mixed blessing. Some treat experts with near
reverence, as if every thought expounded
were golden coins. Others see experts as a
challenge: Can you stump them? Prove them
wrong? Make them waffle?

I once heard “experts” defined in a business
sense as “anyone from out of town,” meaning
they are a bit of an unknown quantity,
but they also bring a new set of eyes and
experiences to a problem. The result may be
a new approach to identifying the nature of
a problem, its causes, and possible ways to
fix it.

As in business, experts in philately deliver
opinions and ideas, and sometimes they do
not agree.

For stamps and covers, the opinion
comes in the form of a certificate stating
whether an item is genuine or not. But it is
still an opinion, subject to modification if
additional information is submitted later or
if new technology reveals more about the
characteristics of the patient — the submitted
stamp or cover — being examined.

This is not to suggest that all opinions
on philatelic certificates can or should be
questioned. In fact, most opinions and
findings represented by a certificate are
rock solid based on the evidence. But some
opinions are the result of the best thinking
and testing that can be done at a given
moment, leaving the expert less than 100
percent certain.

Sometimes a preponderance of the
evidence supports a finding of genuine or
not genuine, there being only a shadow of
doubt.

But often, such situations result in a“no
opinion” certificate; and as maddening as
that may be to the submitter, it is the correct
call because the level of certainty needed for
experts to reach a conclusion is not there.

Shown are four examples to illustrate
these points.

For the United States 1938 3¢ Jefferson
Presidential stamp (Scott 807) the Scott
Specialized Catalogue of United States Stamps
and Covers lists a pair with full vertical
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Although this appears to be a genuine United States 3¢ Jefferson Presidential stamp horizontal
pair with full vertical gutter between, it is a cleverly done fake.
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These three examples of the 30¢ Theodore
Roosevelt Presidential stamp show some of
the color varieties that exist.

gutter between. Upon examination, the
example pictured nearby was found to be
not genuine. While it is a beautifully done
reconstruction, close examination shows
that the left-hand stamp has been artfully
attached to a gutter snipe single. There is no
doubt. This is a fake, and no amount of new
information or technology is going to alter
that opinion.

The 30¢ Theodore Roosevelt Presidential

stamp (Scott 830) was discussed in this
column in the Aug. 24, 2014, Linn’s. The basic
stamp is listed in the Scott U.S. Specialized
catalog as deep ultramarine, but there are
blue and deep blue versions that are scarce
and literally dozens of color varieties in
between. Deep blue is the most desirable,
having a catalog value of $240 for a mint
single and $1,200 for a plate block.

Expertizing these 30¢ Presidential stamps
is a trial, as the expert must evaluate for the
many shades of color between ultramarine
and deep blue, and reach a conclusion based
on experience and reference examples.

Most patients can be easily assigned to the
ultramarine to blue range with little difficulty,
but it is a judgment call as to whether a
specific example crosses the threshold to
deep blue. | think that in the past more
examples have been authenticated as
genuine deep blue than warranted.

It is now possible to have stamp color
evaluated by spectroscopic equipment that can
compare the properties of a known example
to those of a candidate. This is expensive
equipment, and | am not certain that all
expertizing services have access to it. Certainly
it is beyond the wallet of most individual
expertizers. However, it is fast becoming an

Continued on page 89
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When to pursue expertization; extension standards

Skepticism has its place in the stamp hobby. When a stamp or a cover looks to good to be true,
that is a good indication that it might be time to call in the experts.

Several readers have asked:
In what situation should a
stamp or cover be expertized?

| could write several long
and wordy columns on this
subject, but a more meaningful
way to approach it may be to

So, the lesson for today is
this: If something seems too
good to be true, it probably
is, and a skeptic’s review via
expertizing will often reveal
problems that disqualify it.

|
show some examples over the ; UNIFORM EXTENSION
next several columns, and say | STANDARD?
a bit about why these items i 51 In this column in the May
need to be expertized. ! / monthly issue of Linn’s, |
When something is ‘ Qf G- 2 > el ventured into a minefield: the
improbable, as with the three issue of dealer/auctioneer
items shown with this column, o ( practices in handling buyer
the better part of valor is to L ” requests to have purchases
approach it from a skeptical expertized. This earlier column
perspe(.:tlve. . Is this a genuine pre-first-day cover for the 1909 2¢ Lincoln Centenary stamp? was prompted by s.everal reaiers
The first cover pictured here who had bad experiences.

purports to be canceled in Sonoma, Calif, on
Feb. 11, 1909. The established first day for the
2¢ Lincoln Centenary stamp is Feb. 12.

The stamps were shipped to postmasters
on Jan. 28, with instructions that they be
placed on sale Feb. 12. While not out of the
question that there could have been an
early release, it is not likely after all these
years that a new certifiable earlier date
would be found.

Indeed, this candidate for earliest known
use failed certification with a finding that the
cancellation had been drawn in.

The illustrated pair of 2¢ black Harding
stamps might make the heart of a philatelist
skip a beat. Perf 11 Hardings are either Scott
610 (flat plate), or the extremely rare Scott
613 (rotary press version). To be the latter,
the stamps have to be taller than the flat
plate version. Careful measurement with a
millimeter gauge eliminates that possibility.

This example looks like a normal horizontal
pair of Scott 610 that is imperf between.

The Scott Specialized Catalogue of United
States Stamps and Covers lists horizontal pairs
that are imperf vertically, but not imperf
between. The perforation measurement on
this pair is wrong, at 11.5 by 11.5, so this
turns out to be a fake, made from the flat
plate imperforate version (Scott611).

Finally, we have what appears to be a 1931
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Hardings, imperf between, does not correspond
to a Scott catalog error listing.

2¢ Red Cross stamp missing the red cross
(Scott 702a).

I notice a couple of problems right off the
bat. Only one example of the error is known,
the result of a corner fold between the
application of the engraved black and the
addition of the engraved red. That recorded
example is in mint condition.

Looking at the stamp shown nearby under
30-power magnification, it is evident that the
red cross was abraded off the stamp while
it was on the cover. This became obvious
when looking at the cancellation above the
area of the red cross; it has been worn away
and then recreated using ink that is a slightly
different color than the postmark ink used
over the black-only part of the stamp.

The complaints were that some dealers
and auctioneers had policies that were not
customer friendly, and some seemed to
punish buyers for wanting to make sure that
their purchases were genuine, even to the
point of refusing to do future business with
those customers asking for certificates of
authenticity.

While undoubtedly a minority in the
dealer community, dealers engaging in such
practices reflect badly on all, so in the earlier
column | had suggested that the American
Stamp Dealers Association draft a set of
recommended policies that encourage
consistency and a proper balance between
the rights of dealers and the rights of buyers.

I'm glad to report that ASDA president
Mark Reasoner and his board of directors are
engaged in a project to do just that.

While understanding that adopting a
set of policies will not cure all the ills in this
realm, | believe there is value in establishing
a baseline, both to govern dealers and
auctioneers and to establish norms for buyers.

In the course of talking with dealer friends
about this subject, | was shown a good model
for such a document by Stephen T. Taylor, a
postal history dealer of mostly United States
material who is based in Surrey, England.

Taylor has a presence at most of the larger

Continued on page 57
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHNM. HOTCHNER

A magnifier and stamp friends can save you money

Avoiding expertizing fees when they are not essential is a good strategy. Here are two
recommendations that you can try yourself before sending off an item for expertization.

In the previous column in this series on
expertization (Linn’s July monthly), we looked
at examples of when expertizing is needed.

There were three takeaways from that
column: Expertizing is needed when a cover
seems to be too good to be true, when an
unlisted error is “discovered” for an old stamp,
and when that stamp issue has a history of
being subjected to a lot of fakery.

Underlying these reasons are two
others: You don't have the experience to
authenticate a stamp or cover, which is true
for the great majority of collectors; and you
want a high degree of certainty that what
you are buying or selling is genuine, keeping
in mind that a certificate with something you
are selling often increases its sale value well
beyond what the certificate costs.

And speaking of cost, avoiding expertizing
fees when expertizing is not essential is also
a good strategy.

Here are two recommendations to help
you avoid unneeded expertizing fees:

1. Invest in an inexpensive 30-power
magnifier that includes a battery powered
light source. If your favorite stamp dealer
does not have these for sale, try philatelic
supply firms that advertise in Linn's.
Sometimes these magnifiers also can be
found at a photo supply store or a jeweler.

2. Utilize the knowledge available to you at
your nearest stamp club, through dealers at
a local stamp shows, or in societies of which
you are a member.

Using a 30-power magnifier to compare
a normal example of a stamp versus a
candidate for expertizing will often reveal
whether the candidate has a chance of
passing muster.

For example, a missing color means
just that: The totality of the color is not
present. The same is true for missing
perforations. When it comes to modern-
era multicolor stamps, what at first glance
looks like a missing color can be due to
color misregistration, partial printing of a
given color, or intentional or unintentional
exposure to sunlight or chemicals.

Take a look at the 1959 $1 postage due
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B e st S LY

Look closely at this pair of United States 1959
postage due stamps and you will see what
looks like a major flaw, with the “D” missing
from*“Dollar? On inspection under 30-power
magnification, a few dots of the missing black
“D” on the right-hand stamp are present.

l.o..o.l.llr(\l..olotool.l.e..ll

83009 di1Z 38N

This 1968 6¢ Flag and White House stamp
block of four appears to be imperforate
between the stamps and the right margin, but
it does not quite qualify as there are light pin
impressions just inside the design.

pair (Scott J100) shown nearby. The right-
hand stamp reads “ollar”rather than “Dollar".
But if you look at the stamp under 30-power
magnification, you can see a few dots of
black in the “D” position.

A similar example exists on the 1988 36¢
Igor Sikorsky airmail stamp (Scott C119),
where his name, in red, seems to be missing,
but under 30-power magnification some of
the red dots can be seen that are not visible
to the unaided eye.

Another example is frequently seen on the
1968 6¢ Flag and White House Giori-printed
sheet stamp (Scott 1338), which is sometimes
offered with imperforate right margins. In
every example | have seen, under 30-power
magnification, pin impressions can be seen
from the back just inside the design.

Examining gum and perforation holes
under 30-power maghnification also can tell
you a lot about whether those aspects of a
stamp are genuine. Are the holes oblong or
perfectly round? Is there gum that permeates
the perftips? Is the grain of the gum
consistent and a match for normal gum?

The other resource that collectors
sometimes overlook is our collector and
dealer friends and associates who we see at
stamp club meetings, shows and bourses, or
know via mail and the Internet. These folks
have decades of experience. Simply asking
for their thoughts on a stamp or cover that
you think might be a good find is worth your
while.

While they might not be able to tell you
for certain that an item is good, they often
can tell if it is not. | have saved quite a few
bucks using this method, thereby sending in
for expertizing only those stamps that have a
good chance of success.

SO WHAT DOES IT SAY?

A recent listing on an auction site raised
a red flag that is worth a mention here.
Believe it or not, a purported Scott C3a, the
1918 24¢ Jenny Invert airmail error, was
listed for auction in a group of high-value
stamps, with a note saying that they all have
certificates. What the listing did not say is
whether or not the certificates refer to the
stamps as “Genuine” with no faults.

The 1909 1€ green guide line pair (Scott
352) shown on page 89 could be listed as
having a certificate — but leaving out the
important detail that the certificate says
the stamps are faked; something you might
want to know, because the item if genuine
catalogs for $1,500.

On lots like the one in which the Scott C3a

Continued on page 89
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Imperfect stamps, overprints and “almosts”

In addition to stating whether a stamp is genuine or not, expertization certificates sometimes
include additional information about the condition of the stamp, or any repairs made to it.

Expertizing certificates often tell you more
than the primary fact you wanted to know:
genuine or not genuine. They also note
other findings related to the condition of the
stamp — or whether aspects of a genuine
stamp have been “improved”

This is by way of preface to a stunning
listing found by Linn’s reader Alan Bush in the
Robert A. Siegel Auction Galleries Nov. 5-6,
2014, auction:

The description for lot 3182 reads:“10c
Dark Green, First Design (#62B). Unused (no
gum), copies of four certificates for this stamp
with four differing opinions, including 1990
APS stating torn, 2008 APS stating reperfed
at right, and cleaned stain at bottom, 2008
PSE stating reperfed at left, 2008 PF stating
small painted over toned area at bottom left,
whichever opinion you choose to believe
this is still an attractive stamp, Scott Retail
$3,250.00....... Est. 400-500."

This listing is a classic! The stamp under
discussion is shown nearby. | won't venture
to second-guess the experts who reviewed
the stamp — expertizing from a photograph
is always bad practice — but | will say that
reperfing can be a difficult thing for experts
to get right.

Many efforts at reperfing, or adding
perforations, are so poorly done that they are
easily discernible. But others can be so good
that they are virtually undetectable. This all
tracks back to the subjective nature of findings.

Remember that the result of expertizing is
called an “opinion.” It may be an opinion with
100 percent certainty, or it may be based on
an educated guess with nothing found to
contradict it.

Yes, nothing should go on a certificate that
is not based on at least the preponderance
of positive evidence, but we are dealing with
human beings who can sincerely believe
what is not so. That is one reason why | favor
having multiple expertizers review a patient
(the stamp or cover being expertized) before
an opinion is issued.

In the case of the Scott 62B stamp shown
nearby, the basic stamp is genuine (there
was no dissent on that), and whatever flaws

6 m September 21,2015 = LINNS.com
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This 1861 10¢ dark green George Washington
stamp (Scott 62B) has been the subject of four
expertizing efforts, each with a different result.
It was sold in a November 2014 Robert A.
Siegel Auction Galleries auction.

it may have, it is otherwise sound and visually
attractive. Its flaws may make it unacceptable
for some collectors to include it in their albums,
while others would be happy to have it.

The lesson here is that a stamp you
feel certain is likely genuine need not be
perfect for it to be worth sending in to get a
certificate. Also, even though the certificate
notes flaws, the stamp should not be
relegated to the trash heap. The realization
on this example of Scott 62B was $700.

OVERPRINTS

There are very few overprints on U.S.
postage stamps, but they have been faked
often enough that those with value (mainly
the 1929 Kansas-Nebraska and the 1928
Hawaii Statehood anniversary overprints) are
good candidates for certificates.

U.S. possessions are another matter.
Whether Canal Zone, Cuba, Danish West
Indies, Guam, Philippines, Puerto Rico or the
Ryukyu Islands, some of the early issues have
overprints, and they need to be expertized.

In the Philippines, postage stamps of

N 15,000 .'mn atn . &2

THE MELATELIC FOUNDATION
BE CAST 30y~ ATARET
NEW PORE 16 N Y,
EXPERT COMMITTER
We hive ined the enclosed__ Thilippines
120 2 _centa grsen xith Do Daxiod alter

gt

sobenitted by . Zenoy P.Cedling IIT msssssens
of which a photograph is sttached and are of the opinica
e Shat_tha "OAT Ls sounterfeft eeecees

United States possessions overprints are often
candidates for expertizing. This Philippines
1931 Official 2-centavo stamp with what looks
like the variety with no period after the “0”
(Scott O5b) turned out to be a counterfeit
when sent in for expertization in 1962.

1917-25 were overprinted “O.B (for official

business) to be used as Official stamps.

Varieties exist. One of these, the 1931
Continued on page 56
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

What to do when you receive a “no opinion” certificate

After the dreaded “no opinion” expertization certificate arrives in the mail, you first need to find
out why an opinion wasn’t reached before you decide on your next step.

You've sent in your latest find to be
expertized, pretty sure that it is what you
think it is. After the usual period of nail-
biting while waiting for the certificate that
will prove you right, the mail brings one that
says, “No opinion.”

Responses to this situation can range
from puzzlement to anger, but after the
disappointment, there is the question of
what to do next.

There are three answers. But before we get
to them, let’s first look at why a submission
might receive a“no opinion.”

First and foremost is that the expertizing
house does not have a staff expert who is
able to do the job. It may be that there is no
one at all. It may also be that there is no one
who can be 100 percent certain about the
item submitted.

To personalize this, there are some items
| feel 100 percent competent to make
judgments on, and others where | am not
100 percent certain.

In the latter case, | want others to look at
it from the perspective of their knowledge
and experience. If there isn't anyone who
can do that, the result may be a“no opinion”
because the standard is to be 100 percent
certain, unless the expert knows others will
review it. To that end, the expert will write a
note with his or her findings and recommend
that it be reviewed.

If there is a more competent expert or
two, and if they agree with me, that is great.
If they don't agree with me, also great. If
the expertizing house shares their opinions
with me, | learn something new, and the
submitter receives an opinion about the item
(“patient”) submitted either up or down.

Now, consider the case where there are
two or more experts who do believe they are
100 percent competent, and after examining
the item submitted come to different
conclusions. Reasonable people can — and
do — disagree.

Most submissions will not fall into this
category because the characteristics being
looked at are established and objective. As
experts, we know what we are looking for

6 m October 19,2015 = LINNS.com

At top is Scott 613, the scarce rotary-press
Warren G. Harding stamp perforated gauge 11,
which catalogs at $40,000. Below is a common
flat-plate variety (610) that catalogs for 25¢.

in terms of paper type, gum, perforations,
color, design characteristics, cancellations,
markings on covers, how those markings
match up with time periods, etc.

But especially with finds of items that
are new or have a small base of established
knowledge and a small number of known
reference examples, two experts can read the
tea leaves differently.

The differences in opinion may be so
basic that there is no resolving them, but
often, the experts will try to convince each
other that their opinion is the correct one.
And sometimes that process will result in a
unified opinion. If not, the certificate comes
back “no opinion.”

So now, what do you do?

When you receive a “no opinion” certificate,
you need to know why. Sometimes the
expertizing house will tell you, especially
when there is not enough on-staff expertise.
But if you are not given any information,
e-mail or telephone and ask. The answer can
help you to determine the next step.

In the simplest case, lack of appropriate
staff means that you have wasted your time
(as you will get your money back on“no
opinion” certificates), but you can submit it to
another expertizing house. Before you send
the item, though, you might want to contact
this second expertizing house to be certain it
does have staff that are experts in that area.

If your item is a case of split opinions, you
also can resubmit elsewhere, but that might
not be your first choice. Expertizing houses
will often share with you the reasons given
for disagreement among the experts.

If you are an experienced and
knowledgeable collector in the area being
expertized and you disagree with one of
the experts, you can resubmit your item
with additional information that you have
accumulated from your study or have found
in the philatelic literature.

| have been a participant in such an
exchange regarding my concerns about a
United States Scott 613 candidate. This is the
perforated gauge 11, rotary press version of
the 2¢ black Warren Harding commemorative,
which has a Scott catalog value of $40,000
used (none are known mint).

The differences between the rotary press
version and the flat plate version (Scott 610,
with a catalog value of 25¢) are in fractions
of a millimeter, variance in color, and,
sometimes, the presence or absence of ink
on the back of the stamp. There are fewer

Continued on page 91
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U.S. STAMP NOTES

John Hotchner

More than reference works needed for expertization

While printed references for expertizing are essential to collectors, the final question of whether a stamp is
genuine or not needs to be answered by an expertizing committee.

Austrian philatelist and philatelic author
Edwin Mueller (1898-1962) once wrote: “ ...
Only decades of experience and knowledge
far above even that of an advanced collector
enable the expert to do his job.

Some collectors think they can expertize
themselves, when they buy literature
about forgeries, which explains or pictures
characteristics of genuine and forged stamps.

“We have always considered the publication
of such books about forgeries as somewhat
misleading, as they give some collectors the
illusion that they themselves can expertise
when they merely check their stamps against
the pictures in a book.

“But expertizing is not so easy and such
literature lulls the collector only in a false
sense of security. The forgers know the ‘marks
of genuineness’ themselves, and they like
the publication of books, describing them
accurately, as they help them to improve their
product.

“The naive collector, who thinks that he can
expertise his stamps with the help of a book
he bought for a few dollars, will finally find out
that he has been the biggest sucker for new
improved forgeries and others not described
in his book.”

Without question there is truth in this
opinion, and yet experts and non-experts
alike can use reference works to rule out
some candidates that have known counterfeit
aspects, or that do not have known genuine
characteristics. Where the problem lies is in
taking the next step and declaring an item
genuine based on such literature.

The item may be genuine, but to say that it
is without question requires the services of an
expertizing committee.

Fakery in philately is something like a
game of leapfrog. New information about
newly discovered fakes finds its way to the
public, including those producing the fakes.
This results in better quality fakes, which
when discovered, leads to new information,
and the cycle begins again.

So experts and non-experts need to pay
attention to how recent the references they
are using are — and how thorough as well.
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These three purported errors — pairs on which
one “Kans.” or “Nebr.” overprint seems to be
missing — are all fakes. But they are close enough
to genuine that many could be fooled; even if
looking at references on fakes of these issues.

And experts, much like the forgers, need to
put significant dollars and time into staying
current with the broad swath of philatelic
literature that covers their area or areas.

I have spoken of the legendary United
States expert George Brett in this column
before. When he was presented the Alfred F.

Lichtenstein Medal by the Collectors’ Club of
New York in 1983, he spoke about the need
for experts to be open to new information:

“Frequently what seemed a simple subject
in the beginning all too often has spread out
to cover one’s whole field of view. Also the
idea that as one specializes one learns more
and more about less and less doesn't really
fit. Instead I've found myself learning more
and more about more and more.

“Of course to be honest I'm always
forgetting things and having to relearn them
too, so the statement that I've forgotten
more than | know is also true ... ”

Need | mention that a sense of humility is
a good attribute for an expert? As inventor
Charles Kettering once wrote, “It ain't the things
you don’t know that get you in trouble. It's the
things you know for sure that just ain't so!”

AN IMPORTANT RESOURCE

With this as background, | want to
recommend a resource equally applicable
for experts and the rest of us. It is an
online tome titled Index of Literature in
the English Language that Describes Postal
Stamp Forgeries, Fakes, Reprints, Fraudulent
Postal Markings and Other Obliterations, and
Bibliography by Theodore M. Tedesco, edited
and published by the American Philatelic
Research Library in May 2014.

It can be found on the American Philatelic
Society website, www.stamps.org, but can
be accessed directly at http:/stamps.org/
userfiles/file/library/Tedescolndex.pdf. It
is available for downloading, though its
almost 1,100 pages make that a monumental
job. You also can print out any pages that
interests you.

Following seven pages of introduction
are about 50 pages of references for U.S.
and possessions material, and the rest
is references for all other countries, in
alphabetical order, and helpful appendices.

This work is an index, not the indexed
books and articles. But if you find something
referenced that would be useful to you,
copies can be borrowed from — or

Continued on page 90
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Questions about stamp identification and color

Linn’s readers ask for help in understanding the principles of identification and in determining
what color a stamp is when the same design is produced in various similar colors.

Linn’s readers have reacted to my
expertizing columns, and | appreciate
receiving questions and observations from
you because this really is your column. In that
spirit, let’s look at some of the mail.

Ed Bednar of Accokeek, Md., wrote about a 2¢
Washington stamp:“l recently bought an estate
stamp collection from a former stamp dealer.

In the collection is a stamp that was designated
as A140, 2¢ Washington, perf 12x11-1/2, type
IV.There is no such listing for that type of
perforation but | have measured the perfs and
it appears to me to be exactly that. Others have
measured it and come to the same conclusion.”

There are two aspects that need to be dealt
with in answering this question: One is the
production of the stamp; the other is how a
normal stamp might have been altered.

Scott Type A140 is correct, but there were
two printing processes used to produce these
stamps: engraving and offset. It is the latter
that has design Types IV through VII, and
all of these are perforated gauge 11 by 11.
So, | believe the stamp under discussion is
probably Scott 406, the engraved, perforated
12 by 12 stamp of 1912.

The offset-printed stamps are chalky-
looking in color and less distinct in design
compared to the engraved issues. And if the
offset-printed stamps had been produced
with gauge-12 perforations, examples would
have been discovered a long time ago.

That leaves three possibilities in diagnosing
the stamp: someone took an imperforate
version of the offset Type IV stamp (Scott
532) and added fake perforations; it is the
aforementioned Scott 406 that has been
reperforated to hide flaws or a straightedge; or
it is a normal variety due to paper shrinkage.

The reperforation would have to match
on both vertical edges. As there would not
normally be a need to do both edges, | lean
toward the normal variety theory.

The Scott Specialized Catalogue of United
States Stamps and Covers lists perforations
in this era to the closest %2 millimeter. But
stamps are not always like that. Take a
handful of theses stamps and measure with
a perforation gauge that includes tenths, and

6 ™ December 21,2015 = LINNS.com

WAAN U NN NN N

e A P AA;«A;

On the left is an engraved printing of the 2¢
Washington stamp, Scott design type A140. Note
the crisp design elements and the richness of the
color, compared to the offset version at right.

On the left is the orange-brown color of the 1851
imperforate 3¢ Washington stamp, Scott 10, as
compared to Scott 11, in dull red.

you will see some slight variation. This is not
only due to the inexact gauge-12 perforation
measurement in the catalog, but also due to
shrinkage of the paper in production.

For the engraving process, the paper was
wetted down so it could be pressed into the
incised lines of the plate and pick up the
ink in those lines. As the paper dried, minor
shrinkage could occur.

While normally the drying was complete
by the time the perforations were added, it is
possible that this did not always happen, and
the result would be some slight variation in
the final perforation measurement.

Bottom line: The stamp is interesting and
collectible, but one that is possibly faked; and
even if genuine, it is not of great significance.

COLOR PROBLEMS

Todd Hause has a frustration that I'm sure
many collectors share.

This is how he explains it:“As a collector of
19th century U.S. stamps, stationery and postal

history, one area that has and continues to
plague me, perhaps more than any other

area of identification, is Color. | used to think

I had a pretty good eye for color and then |
started collecting stamps. | now own six or
more different color guides that vary in cost
from ten to a hundred dollars each. To make
matters worse, the colors in and between
these guides are as varied as the item | seek to
identify.

“This leads me to my question.’How does
an expertizer determine the color of a stamp
or envelope?’”

By way of answering, let’s first stipulate
that the task of an expertizer is to determine
whether a patient (the stamp being
examined) does or does not match a given
color — normally one that is listed in the
catalog and within our experience. Thus,
strictly speaking, we are not “determining
color” except in a very narrow sense.

In fact, in 30-plus years as an expertizer, |
can't recall a single patient that came in with
the question, “What color is this?”

The type of question I'm most likely to get
is:“Is this 3¢ imperf 1851 Washington a Scott
10 (orange brown), or Scott 11 (dull red)?"The
former has a significantly higher catalog value.
(Iam intentionally blurring the differences
between Scott 10 and 10A and Scott 11
and 11A, as they are not for the most part
germane to color.)

In dealing with the color question, we first
need to come to a conclusion that the stamp
submitted really is an imperforate example,
and not an 1857 example with its perforations
cut away.

Then we need to consider the fact that
genuine Scott 10 stamps have to be from a
certain plate, while the Scott 11 stamps were
printed from different plates with different
characteristics, so being able to plate these
stamps is a good checkpoint.

As to color, | would compare the patient
against known examples in my reference
collection, and against the R.H. White
Encyclopedia of the Colors of United States
Postage Stamps (1981). This work includes

Continued on page 99



This color plate from the R.H. White Encyclopedia of the Colors of United
States Stamps (1981) shows why this reference is the gold standard for
determining colors of early U.S stamps.

Continued from page 6
color plates that are the gold standard for identifying colors on U.S.
stamps. A sample of one of the color plates for Scott 10 is shown nearby.

In 95 percent of the cases, the answer is clear, but there are occasional
stamps where color clarity is not to be had because the stamp has been
altered on purpose or by accident. | think of the latter as “weathered,”
such as prolonged exposure to sunlight or having had a mug of coffee
spilled on it.

If a stamp has been altered, that has to be noted on the expertizer’s
worksheet. And the determination of what catalog number it might be
is a judgment call.

The rule of thumb for expertizers is that the stamp should be
identified as the least expensive (most common) variety of the
possibilities, unless the expertizer is certain otherwise.

But in those rare cases where there is no alteration and the color is not
clear, and the plating is not clear as well, the expertizer has to decline an
opinion as the standard has to be 100-percent certainty.

This is where there is special value in the team approach to
expertizing, because having more than one pair of eyes on the patient
can yield additional information.

Keep those cards and letters coming to me, John Hotchner, Box 1125,
Falls Church, VA 22041-0125; and e-mails at jmhstamp@verizon.net. B




Color misregistrations; recommended code of ethics

Minor color misregistrations, a hazard of multicolor printing of modern United States stamps,
can sometimes lead to startling visual results.

What should be expertized? For starters,
any item that is being suggested as a possible
new addition to the catalog should be
expertized.

Over the last few years, I've had two
questions come up where the finder thought
that a new listing might be in order. In each
case, though, the item turned out to be a
collectible variety, not a new listing, and the
finder was disappointed.

The patients (the stamps being expertized)
are shown nearby together with the normal
stamps. The patients are the 13¢ lowa “double
eagle” stamp from the State Flags issue of
1976 and the “white tree branch” variety of the
1984 Smokey Bear 20¢ commemorative.

In both instances, what we have is a color
misregistration.

On the normal lowa stamp (Scott 1661, the
eagle, which appears to be brown, actually is
comprised of several red dots and a few blue
dots on top of a black eagle image.

The“double eagle” was caused by the red
being shifted down about 1 millimeter, leaving
the black and blue in their normal positions. This
is a minor printing variety with a major outcome,
easily confirmed by looking at how close the
bottom of the red vertical bar of the flag is to the
black inscription. The red is much closer to the
“1776-1976"inscription on the “double eagle”
variety than on the normal stamp.

On the Smokey Bear commemorative, the
brown and black shading of the tree branch
is shifted left, leaving it outside the intended
white space where it is properly placed on the
normal example.

Color misregistrations are an ever-present
hazard of multicolor printing. They exist on
the early U.S. bicolor stamps in profusion,
but they also often are found on more recent
multicolor, multi-process stamps when several
plates — sometimes connected to differing
printing processes — have been used.

In addition, they are epidemic on certain
modern-era U.S. stamps printed when
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing was
experimenting with new equipment and
processes.

The Smokey Bear commemorative is a good
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Color misregistrations can alter stamp
designs, as illustrated by the two stamps
shown here. On top is the 1976 lowa state
flag, with a “double eagle,” shown with a
normal example. Below are two 1984 Smokey
Bear stamps: a normal example and one that
appears to have a white tree branch.

example. Among the many other examples
are the 1967 Canada Centenary 5¢ (Scott
1324), the 1972 Olympics Games set (1460-
1462), the 1972 Tom Sawyer 8¢ (1470), and
the 1975 D.W. Griffith 10¢ (1555).

In fact, the Canada Centenary stamp is not
easy to find in perfect registration. An almost
perfect example is shown nearby to the right
of the plate block; but even here, the dark
blue (intended to represent rivers) is shifted

slightly to the right.

On the stamps in the plate block, the dark
blue is shifted up 2 millimeters, leaving an
additional white strip (maybe snow?) below it.

But that’s not the most unusual outcome.
The shifted dark blue is accompanied by the
shifted black lettering that was printed by the
same plate, causing an unintentional design
change. Note that the “Canada 1867-1967"is
now above the frame of the design.

But the plate block tells the tale. You can
see that the black plate number (which
represents the dark blue and black plate) is
shifted up.

STAMP DEALERS AND
EXPERT CERTIFICATES

In this column in the May 18 issue of Linn’s,
I discussed the possibility of a dealer code
of ethics to govern the dealer-customer
relationship when stamps or covers being sold
need to be expertized.

Auctioneers have developed standards and
practices that they publish in their catalogs,
but there has been no equivalent for most
retail dealers. It was left to each dealer to
make his own rules — sometimes customer
friendly, sometimes not. Some dealers simply
made up rules as they went.

Into this maze stepped Mark Reasoner,
president of the American Stamp Dealers
Association. He and his hardworking board
of directors have crafted a recommended
policy that was recently announced, and | am
pleased to present it here, word for word, so
that collectors will have it:

“Scope: This policy of the American Stamp
Dealers Association, Inc. is applicable to
member’s retail sales of individual stamps,
sets, or covers. It is expected that auction
houses will have and make known their
policies regarding certification.

“As a minimum recommended policy,
members may, at their discretion, enact
policies that offer additional terms provided
they are no less favorable to the buyer. As
this is a recommended policy, no complaint
against a member for violation of this policy

Continued on page 90
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Expertizing something that doesn't exist

Over the years, expertization certificates have been issued for color shades and paper varieties
that later were deemed never to have really existed and were delisted by catalogs.

Itisn't often | get a belly laugh out of a letter
from a reader, let alone one on the subject of
expertizing. But John Burns from Stevensville,
Mich., did it with the following missive:

“Many decades ago | collected Germany
and specialized in the inflation issues. | don't
remember the Michel number or the post
office which issued this particular sheet. | was
a member of the Germany Philatelic Society
and had stamps expertized through them.

“They would send my grouping to a
German expertizer, by name of Schulze. He
would stamp the back of each stamp, whether
mint or used, with his personalized stamp.

“Anyway ... this one issue had three shades
according to Michel. The ‘c’ shade was rather
rare and identifiable only by the marginal
marking, which would indicate which post
office had issued any one particular stamp.

I had a mint plate block, upper left, with full
margins. It came back marked ‘c’and with
Schulze’s mark.

“A few years later, Michel removed this
particular shade from the catalog with the
explanation that the shade had never really
been a shade. So | had an expertized block of
something that didn't officially exist.

“I am left with the conclusion that shades
and colors, like beauty, exist only in the eye(s)
of the beholder”

This problem is not unique to Germany. An
example from the United States is the early
(1909) Washington-Franklin stamps on so-
called China clay paper.

There are a good many certificates out there
saying that the China clay paper version is
genuine. However, some years ago, technical
studies determined that such stamps were
simply a variant of the bluish papers (that are
actually grayish-blue — made from 35-percent
rag stock instead of all wood pulp) listed in
the Scott catalog (Scott 357-366), and so, Scott
removed the China clay paper listings.

Another possible candidate for delisting is
Scott C23c, the 1938 6¢ Eagle Holding Shield
airmail stamp with an ultramarine frame.
Scott describes the normal variety of this
stamp, C23, as having a blue frame. As for the
ultramarine shade, partisans swear it exists.
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Perf 12, double-line USPS watermarked versions of the Washington-Franklin series stamps printed on
experimental bluish paper were issued in 1909. A 1¢ bluish paper stamp is shown on this postcard. For
many years, there also were listings in the Scott catalog for a China clay version. Later, the China clay
paper version was proven not to exist, even though there were examples expertized as such.

Others swear just as vehemently that it does
not, saying that it is some sort of changeling. |
have never seen one, so | have no opinion, but
it is not a settled matter.

The editors of Scott, and other catalogs,
generally have to see a variety in person and
have a confirming expertizing certificate
before they will list. So | don't doubt that
one or both of those requirements were met
before Scott C23c was listed. But | also have
no doubt that, as with the China clay paper,
new information can result in changes.

‘CLEAN’

A Linn’s reader who wishes to remain
anonymous has asked what the description
“clean” means, and how it relates to
expertizing?

Generally, this description is applied to
covers, and means that the cover in question
is in prime shape for the type of cover it is.
That may vary. We don't expect a Civil War
prisoner of war cover to be in perfect shape,
but it could be considered clean if free of
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This 1938 6¢ airmail stamp, Scott C23, is
described in the Scott catalog as “dark blue

& carmine” for the normal issue. Also listed is
C23c, described as “ultramarine & carmine.”
Having never seen the latter, | can’t say that it
exists, but it is a disputed listing.

major flaws and would be a desirable addition
for all but the most fastidious of collectors.

In the expertizing world, “clean”is not a
description that is seen on certificates; it is not
specific enough. If there are flaws, they need
to be described in detail on the certificate.

However, it is a term that expertizers use

Continued on page 52
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Changed colors from offset and gravure printing

The processes used to print modern postage stamps can make it appear that a color is missing
when it is not. Looking at the stamps under strong magnification can provide clues.

It is often said that an expertizing certificate
is an essential when considering purchase of a
stamp (or postal stationery item) represented
to be a missing color. In the last couple of
weeks, Linn’s readers have provided some
excellent examples of why this is so.

To qualify as a missing color, every bit of the
color must be missing. Disappearing color, as
with the intaglio black in the right-hand stamp
in the 1982 20¢ International Peace Garden
pair (Scott 2014) shown nearby, does not meet
the standard. Nor does “almost completely
missing”as illustrated by the 1988 36¢ Sikorsky
airmail stamp pictured in the U.S. Stamp Notes
expertization column in the Sept. 21, 2015, Linn5.

Questions from readers raise another aspect
of the missing color problem, one that is
even more difficult for the collector and the
expertizer to deal with.

If you look at the Sikorsky or the
International Peace Garden stamps through a
sufficiently powerful magnifier, you can tell if
the color is present or if it isn't.

But what about colors that are so different
from the normal that it would appear that one
of the colors that was used to make up the
correct shade must be missing?

A prime example can be seen on the two
1990 $2 Bobcat stamps (Scott 2482) shown
nearby, graphically cropped from their cover.
Look especially at the branch upon which the
bobcat is stretched out and the attached leaves.

On the bottom stamp, the normal example,
the branch is dark gray-green and the leaves
are green. On the top stamp, the branch and
leaves are brown. The person who found the
cover thought the top stamp might be the
missing black listed in the Scott catalog.

There are two reasons why it isn't. First, a
careful reading of the catalog discloses that the
missing black is the engraved black, not the
lithographic black found in the branch and the
bobcat. Secondly, what seems to be missing is
the green coloring of the branch and leaves.

Here is where it gets complicated. The colors
used to print the Bobcat stamp, besides the
intaglio and lithographic black, were magenta,
yellow, and cyan (blue). Each had its own plate,
which printed the color as a dot pattern.
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The details in the rose are missing on the right-hand example of this 1992 International Peace Garden
stamp, but because the intaglio black is not entirely missing, it is only a startling freak, not an error.
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Notice the different colors of the branch and leaves on the two Bobcat stamps in this graphically
cropped part of a registered mail cover. The top stamp seems to be missing a color, but it is only a
problem in the application of the blue ink that was used to make up the green of the branch and leaves.

The human eye cannot see the dot pattern
without a magnifier, but with one, preferably at
30x, you can see that the coloring of the branch
and leaves are a combination of the magenta,
yellow and cyan.

Any color of the rainbow (as seen by the
human eye) can be produced in a stamp design
by those dots laid on top of one another.
Variables include how many dots to the square
inch, how much ink is in each dot, and the
pattern of dots used.

In the case of the brown branch on the top
Bobcat stamp, the yellow and magenta are
normal, but the blue-ink dots are light and
partially missing. Without them, the intended
gray-green and green elements of the design
are flawed. This is not considered to be error
even though the final design seems to be
missing the desired green. Why? Because the
blue ink is not totally missing. Again, this can
be verified under 30x magnification.

Continued on page 97
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

How many experts does it take?

More is not always better. Sometimes, only one expert is all that is needed to quickly determine if
a stamp, cover, or a supposed error is not what it appears to be.

How many experts does it take to reach a
valid conclusion about any given patient?

One expertizing service trumpets as a
positive that it requires that three experts
examine every patient (a stamp or cover
submitted for authentication). In my view, this
is an appropriate standard for many, maybe
even most, patients, but excessive for others.

If a service wishes to expend resources
regardless of cost, that is its privilege. But many
submissions for expertizing are not genuine on
their face, and it takes only one qualified expert
to make that judgment.

For the rest, multiple experts looking at the
patient is a good thing, and | don’t know of any
expertizing service that does not devote the
needed resources to assure that the opinions
rendered are at a high level of excellence.

Shown nearby is an example of a bad patient
that can be readily and conclusively identified
by a single expert. This first-day cover is a Rice
cachet produced for the 4'2¢ Presidential series
stamp issued July 11, 1938 (Scott 809).

The cachet is genuine. The stamp is genuine.
The cancellation is genuine. But the cancel
date is Sept. 29, 1938, the issue date for the $2
Prexie. This little gem was discovered by 4%2¢
stamp scholar Stanley Christmas from Texas.

My guess is that the person who sent this in
for cancellation had the uncanceled cover and
missed the date by which it had to be sent for
servicing. So the next best thing would be to
get a later genuine first-day cancellation. Who
would ever notice the difference in date?

The next question is: Why would the post
office cancel a cover with the wrong stamp?
Well, given that a clerk is feeding covers into
the machine rapidly, it probably was not
noticed. And, if the clerk did notice, the stamp
on the cover more than paid the correct rate.
So, the easy thing to do would be to cancel it
and send it on its way.

| can't imagine that this is the only time this
sort of thing has happened. Over the years
I have seen a good many covers that went
through the machine with no stamp at all!

But for our purposes here, the fact is that
this cover is not a genuine 4%2¢ stamp FDC,
and it does not take three experts to make that

6 m April18,2016 ™ LINNS.com
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A Rice cachet is a nice addition to a Presidential series first-day cover. In this case, the cachet, stamp
and cancel are all genuine. What could an expertizer find that would label this FDC as not genuine?

Wood Duck

L PP

These 1991 Wood Duck singles from booklet
panes are noticeably different. The stamp on the
left is genuine and normal. The stamp on the
right is also genuine, but altered to make it look
like a color-missing error.

determination unless the first two didn't notice
the wrong date, which is highly improbable.

Let’s look at another example, one that is
more commonly seen. In the nearby illustration
of two 1991 29¢ Wood Duck stamps (Scott
2484), the example on the left is normal, and
the example on the right is supposedly missing
the brown color in the duck’s body.

To a competent expert, this screams “fake.”
There is no listing in Scott for such an error.
That, of course, is not fatal. New discoveries are
possible.

However, there are four other factors that
make this patient problematic.

First, under 30-power magnification, it can
be seen that no colors are completely omitted.

Second, other colors have been affected

by whatever bleached out the red and yellow
that combine to make up the brown. Note
especially the normal red duck bill and the red
eye. They are washed out in the fake.

Not so easily seen is that the green in the
head is bright on the normal, and quite flat
on the fake. Further, the background white
paper on the fake is much whiter than on
the genuine, and looking at the stamp under
long-wave ultraviolet light reveals that
the tagging has been altered by whatever
method was used to try to bleach out the red
and yellow.

The bottom line is that it is not an error, nor
is it just a light print of the yellow and red.

Itis a stamp that has been altered to make

it appear that it is an error. One expert who
knows what he or she is dealing with can make
that determination. And the moment this
determination is made, no additional experts
are needed. In such cases, the decision of an
expertizing service not to employ additional
experts has nothing whatsoever to do with
maximizing profits.

Much of each packet of material | get to
expertize is easily determined as fake; on
average as much as a quarter. The remainder will
profit from analysis by more than one expert,

Continued on page 97
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

If it's too good to be true, it probably isn't genuine

Previously unreported varieties start the expertizing process under a cloud. Applying knowledge
of production processes and expected results often disproves the claim.

There is no shortage of interesting material
out there to tempt collectors who are drawn
to the unusual. However, much of this material
is not what it is represented to be.

Fortunately for both beginners in the hobby
and those who have some experience under
their belt, there are expertizing houses that
serve the philatelic community that can help
you sort out the bad apples from the good.

The major philatelic expertising organizations
in the United States are the Philatelic
Foundation (PF, New York, N.Y., website www.
philatelicfoundation.org), the American
Philatelic Expertizing Service (APEX, Bellefonte,
Penn., http://stamps.org/stamp-authentication),
Professional Stamp Experts (PSE, Newport
Beach, Calif,, http://gradingmatters.com),
and Philatelic Stamp Authentication and
Grading Inc. (PSAG, Melbourne, Fla., www.
stampauthentication.com).

Two items that illustrate the problem
have recently crossed my desk. Both were
represented as unlisted fabulous finds. It turns
out that there are good reasons why they are
unlisted — and unlistable.

The more recent of the two items is a
top margin pair of the 20¢ Treaty of Paris
commemorative issued Sept. 2, 1983 (Scott
2052). The horizontal perforations are shifted
up on a slight diagonal. This creates for the
bottom stamp what is called a “design change
misperf” because the text which should be
below the illustration is now above the picture
of the treaty signing. A normal stamp is shown
for comparison.

But it is the top stamp in the pair that is
more interesting. There is not a hint of the
black descriptive text, and it would appear
to be a black color-missing error, due to the
misperforation. There was a time not so long
ago when such an error would not have been
listed. But Scott changed its policy starting
with the 2003 Specialized Catalogue of United
States Stamps and Covers and now lists
misperf-caused missing colors.

Yet this error is not listed in the most recent,
2016 Scott U.S. Specialized. And here is why.

Unlike some other commemoratives of this
era produced by combination presses that
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Issued in 1982, this 20¢ Treaty of Paris
commemorative is shown in its normal form

at the bottom. Above it is a top margin pair of
misperfs, showing a design change misperf, and
a potential missing-black error at the top. The
key fact in determining genuineness is the type
of printing for this issue.

applied offset and intaglio colors to the same
stamp, the Treaty of Paris stamp was printed
on the seven-color Andreotti gravure press.
Only four color stations were used: yellow,
magenta, cyan (blue), and black. All the black
in this stamp — and there is some in the
illustrated picture — was done from a single
gravure black plate, meaning that the black

color that has been cut
off by the misperf did
not affect the still-
present black color in
the illustration. Thus,
this is not a color-
missing error, though it
might be represented
as such by even honest
dealers and collectors
who don't know
precisely what they are
dealing with, opting
instead for what they
wish it might be.
Atriptoan
expertizing service
would soon get this
item described correctly
as “text removed by
misperforation, but
photogravure black
present in the painting.”
In other words, it is
freak of moderate value;
collectible, but not a
big-bucks item.

10¢ VERTICAL COIL

The second item s a
vertical coil strip of four
of the 10¢ Benjamin
Franklin from the Third
Bureau Issue of 1908-
1922. You will look in
the Scott catalog in vain
for this stamp. There is
a horizontal coil of the
10¢ Franklin (Scott 497),
perforated vertically
gauge 10.

The example shown
is indeed perf 10, so it
most likely began its
life as the single-line
watermarked perf 10
sheet stamp issued in
1914 (Scott 433). There

Continued on page 114
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Strips of four coils
are unusual, and
this strip of 10¢
Franklins from the
Third Bureau Issue
is impressive on
first look despite
the fact that there
is no Scott listing
for a vertical coil of
this stamp. Detailed
examination
suggestsitisa
well-done fake. The
stamp at the bottom
is the genuine
horizontal coil that
exists for this issue.
Note the color
difference.


http://www.philatelicfoundation.org
http://www.philatelicfoundation.org
http://stamps.org/stamp-authentication
http://gradingmatters.com
http://www.stampauthentication.com
http://www.stampauthentication.com
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Specialty perforation gauge for U.S. stamps

Ask for what you want. If you have specific questions in mind when submitting a stamp or cover
for expertization, include them on the form. They provide helpful guidance for the expertizer.

You can’t assume that you will get the
information you want when you ask for an
expertizing certificate. You need to ask for
specifics. A recent reader inquiry highlights
this problem:

“Is there any expertizing service that uses
the Kiusalas specialized perforation gauge,
and if they do, is there any such service that
can give these measurements on a certificate
if requested?”

UNITED STATES D
SPECIALIST
GAUGE
.......8:/?:.9.5....0..
10 - 81
10 - 80
10-79
0.0..000100.‘{%:.?050..0.000
n-73
OOODOOQOOIIQ-O?QZQ.O. LR
1-70
! 12 - 67
..0!......10%.:.6..600000l.|00
A PERFORATION GAUGE DESIGNED
WITH EXTREME ACCURACY FOR USE
ON U.5 STAMPS ONLY,
© 65 KIUSALAS »

This specialist perforation gauge was invented
by Richard Kiusalas in the mid-1960s. It is a
useful tool for the expertizer of United States
stamps because it measures in tenths of an
inch, and provides more precise measurements
than the standard perforation gauges available
to most stamp collectors. Note the three
different perf 10, three different perf 11, and
two different perf 12 measurements.
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This is a simple question, with an answer
that has a bit of complexity.

First, you need to know that the Kiusalas
Specialist Gauge (hereafter referred to as the
K-gauge), copyrighted in 1965, was designed
by Richard Kiusalas to measure more precisely
all perforations that occurred on United States
stamps up to that point.

The standard perforation gauge that we
all use has a single measurement in half
millimeters, representing the number of holes
in a 2-millimeter space. Kiusalas developed
a method that allowed measurement of
the distance between the center of one
perforation hole to the center of the next, in
thousandths of an inch.

This recognizes that U.S. perforating
equipment has always been constructed to
specifications in fractions of an inch.

For example, a gauge 10 perforation
on our usual gauge has three different
K-gauge measurements, each tied to
specific issues:

10-79, used on all flat plate stamps, 1914-
1917, and also found on 1923 rotary press
stamps;

10-80, first used in 1915 on rotary coils,
used on 1923 rotary issue and coil waste
stamps, and still in use at the time the
K-gauge was released;

10-81, almost the same as 10-80, but not
seen after 1926.

You can see how this level of specificity
can be helpful in evaluating whether a given
stamp has genuine or altered, or added
perforations.

Now to the question. So far as | am aware,
no expertizing house requires the use of
the K-gauge, but | can guarantee that it
is an important resource for those of us
who expertise 19th- and 20th-century U.S.
stamps.

I will often cite K-gauge measurements in
my explanatory notes supporting an opinion,
but | could not guarantee that the expertizing
house staff members will cite those numbers
in the certificate, especially when the K-gauge
proves the stamp to be a fake.

Bottom line, if you want K-gauge
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The used variety of the Prairie Crab Apple
stamp below differs markedly from the
normal mint example at top. What happened
to cause this phenomenon?

measurements included on your certificate for
a U.S. stamp, you must specify that request.
However, keep in mind that a fake might not
match any K-gauge measurement, or the
wrong one. And in that case, there is no point
in noting that.

Continued on page 97
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Continued from page 6
INFORMATION REQUESTED

Answering the K-gauge question led me
to go back to review the last several hundred
patients (the stamp or cover submitted for
authentication) that | have examined to see what
submitters asked about their stamps. The results
fall into three categories: nothing, good, and not
so helpful.

A surprising number of collectors simply
left empty the section labeled, “The following
information is desired.” Thus, the expertizer is left
with no guidance other than the suggested catalog
number.

In general, the more specific the entry, the
better. For example:“Is the stamp genuine with
original gum and NH [never hinged]. Has it been
reperforated, repaired or altered in any way?”

A shorter version that covers the same ground is
“Properly identified, Fault free, Genuine?”

Another that | liked was “Confirmation of Cat.
Number and color in a footnote at the bottom of
page 243 in 2016 Scott Specialized (red brown
rather than golden brown).”

| would include the following examples in
the not-so-helpful category: “Authentic?”, “Scott
number correct?”, “Carmine lake?”, “Cancel type?”,“Is
it real?”; and “Value?”

With respect to the single-word question
“Value?’, don't bother asking. We, the expertizers,
don't know, except in a very general sense. We
know what the catalog listing says (if it is a listed
item). But is that a reliable value? In fact, there are
many values for a single item: catalog, auction
realization, retail, wholesale, what the owner thinks
it should sell for, and what | am willing to pay.

Only a fool would try to wade into those waters
by citing a value beyond what is in a recognized
reference.

Ultimately, the value depends upon many facets,
including the many elements of condition, the
number available at a given point in time, how
badly | or someone else needs the item, and the
number of serious bidders chasing a given lotin a
given auction.

NOT ALL EXPERTS EXPERTIZE

Who do the expertizers consult, besides each
other? A loaded question, you think? There are
people in the hobby who are specialists to such
a degree that they would be of limited use to a
stable of expertizers. There are others who feel
they don't have the time, tools or interest in doing
this work.

And yet, they can be truly helpful when an

expertizer trips over something that defies
explanation, or presents conflicting evidence that
needs another pair of experienced eyes. Such a
person is friend Jim Kloetzel, the editor emeritus
of the Scott Specialized Catalogue of United States
Stamps and Covers. During his many years at that
helm of the Scott catalogs, he has seen it all and is
an exceptional resource.

Recently a friend sent me the 32¢ Prairie
Crab Apple stamp (Scott 3196) from the 1998
Flowering Trees set. Note the wandering green
line on the used example. A cursory review left
me feeling conflicted. | know of no way in which
this kind of variety could be a genuine result of
production.

And yet, the stamp’s paper looked undisturbed
to me. So, | thought, “I'm missing something. Send
ittoJim”

Every expertizer needs to have a healthy dose
of humility. And Jim contributed to mine with
his reply: “l would say that the paper looks VERY
disturbed. Here are the ways: The fact that the paper
is whiter than that on a normal example is the first
clue.

“Check this stamp under both short wave and
long wave UV [ultraviolet] light. The tagging is
gone! | didn’t even know this was possible to create,
but | am no chemist. The normal tagging on this
stamp seems to be prephosphored paper with a
dull yellow green look, but that layer is gone on
this stamp, and the result is that the white paper
remaining appears very rough compared to the
normal stamp.

“Under long wave UV, the paper is very white
and displays irregularities. Definitely not normal.
Something has been done to this stamp.

“Could it be that whatever chemical was used to
remove the tagging also caused the irregularities,
including causing some of the ink to ‘migrate’?
That frame line at the right is not the only ink to be
disturbed/moved.

“Other lines have moved to a much lesser degree,
and even the ink that remains in the proper places
shows disturbances and obvious white breaks.
Perhaps whatever chemical was used caused the
tagging layer to be removed, some of it sliding
and moving the ink when it did so. Then the ink
‘reapplied’itself in different locations and ways
upon drying.

“Did you notice that the microprinted ‘USPS’is
missing from this ‘patient’? How do we account
for this? Long story short: | think it is necessary for
you to reconsider your comment that this stamp
appears to be undisturbed. This stamp has definitely
been worked upon by agent/agents unknown.” i
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Questions about dull gum, color-missing error

A letter from a Linn’s reader about the expertization of the 1996 Madonna and Child booklet
stamps with perforation shifts leads to a proposed new catalog listing and a new certificate.

I am surprised by some of the letters
generated by this series of columns on
expertizing.

The following example refers to the 1982
20¢ State Birds and Flowers issue (Scott 1953-
2002):

“I may or may not be having a problem
with a well-known dealer, and | was hoping
| could get some guidance from you before
| trigger any trip-wires. | recently purchased
the referenced 50-stamp set, all in mint-never
hinged condition.

“They look great in my album, however, in
placing them I noted that NONE of them have
gum on the reverse. There is no evidence of
them being previously soaked, but there is no
gum.

“Scott does not list any variation without
gum and | was hoping you could shed some
light on this. | don’t want to accuse the dealer
of unethical practices because of my own
ignorance. Any thoughts you could share?”

At the time the State Birds and Flowers
stamps were issued, quite a number of U.S.
stamps, but primarily definitives, were being
printed on pregummed paper with so-called
“dry”or “dull” gum. No question that it takes a
practiced eye to tell that the gum is present
and undisturbed, so it is understandable that
the letter writer was puzzled.

| checked the Scott Specialized Catalogue
of United States Stamps and Covers, but it
was not helpful on this point. Neither in the
introductory material nor anywhere near the
Birds and Flowers set was there a discussion
of when the new gum was first used, or how
extensively.

For that reason, | passed a copy of the
letter on to Jim Kloetzel, who in retirement
is still involved in production of the Scott
U.S. Specialized catalog, with the title editor
emeritus. After looking at the problem, he
agreed that some sort of notice should be
taken of the dull gum phenomenon to make
the catalog more helpful to users. So look for
that in a future update.

EXPERTIZING ERROR CORRECTED
Another letter, this one from Mike Wenkel,
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Stamps from the 1982 State Birds and Flowers
issue have an unusual and confusing feature that
isn’t evident until a collector turns them over.

highlights a set of expertizing opinions

that are completely understandable — and
also completely wrong. He also shows how
valuable it can be to submit additional
information when an opinion is received that
the submitter believes is wrong.

Here is Wenkel's letter:“l can use some
help on getting a stamp issue resolved. Scott
lists color omitted errors that result from
perforation shifts. See the attached image
of my 1996 32¢ religious Christmas stamp
booklet, the 32¢ Paolo de Matteis’ Madonna
and Child, Scott 3112.

“| claim (and know) that the only engraved
portion of this stamp is the black lettering at
the bottom. Thus, as the horizontal die cuts
are displaced 7 millimeters upward from the
normal position between the stamps, this is
a misperf that results in the engraved black
being missing.

“But all three of the expert services say
there is black elsewhere, which isn't the issue.
The lettering at the top and the main design
have black that is lithographed. So, what do
| have to do to get them (APS, PF or PSE) to
re-consider.”

The annual Linn’s U.S. Stamp Yearbook series
is my bible for U.S. stamps issued from 1983
to 2010, when the series ended. | went to the
1996 volume, authored by George Amick. Its
entries describe the printing for both the sheet
and booklet versions of the 32¢ Madonna and
Child from Adoration of the Shepherds, by Paolo
de Matteis stamp. And, on page 280, it clearly
states: “This line [artist name and ‘Va. Mus. Of
Fine Arts'] of small type is the only engraved
element on the stamp. The picture and the word
‘CHRISTMAS'are printed by offset.”

Apparently, none of the expertizers
involved checked this reference, instead
assuming all the black on this stamp was
produced from a single plate.

Indeed, one would have to ask the question
why this is not so? Amick does not answer
that question, but | have a theory. Offset
printing of the word “CHRISTMAS” worked fine
because of the size of the letters. However,
offset printing of small letters and numbers

Continued on page 89
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Is expertizing required? Sometimes the answer is no

There are certain items to look for on the front and back of United States stamps that can
immediately rule them out as genuine, so expertization is not needed.

In this monthly column on expertizing, |
am presenting 10 situations from the first 100
years of United States issues that can be used
to identify a stamp as likely not worth the cost
of expertization.

All that is required is that you know what
to look for and that you have the following
elementary collecting tools: a perforation
gauge, a good magnifier (preferably one rated
at 20x or higher), and a watermark tray and
fluid.

The first example looks like it is an
imperforate 1851 1¢ Benjamin Franklin,
probably one of the more expensive imperfs.
But, in this instance, it is hard to tell which of
the six listed types it is because the stamp is cut
so close that most of the identifying features
are missing. That alone makes it problematic,
but when the stamp is turned over, the word
“facsimile”is printed across the back.

Always turn over a stamp you are
considering buying. Previous owners may
have penciled the word “fake’, “repaired,” or
some other note.

You may also be surprised at other features
you may find. | have a lovely, lightly canceled
pair of 1851 12¢ imperfs (Scott 17) that when

turned over reveals that is has been cut from a
magazine ad.

Secondly, thins, tears, added perforations,
pin holes, repaired gum, and other damage
also are visible from the back of a stamp. The
stamp may be genuine, but worth only five
percent to 10 percent of its catalog value
because of the damage.

Sometimes the damage is visible to the naked
eye, but more often repairing of high-catalog-
value stamps can be seen if you dip the stamp
face down in watermark fluid. Flaws show up as
darkened areas. Of course, an expertizer will do
this, but you can do it for yourself.

The third situation involves stamps that
bear a notation on the front that disqualifies
them as genuine regular issues. The 6¢
Agriculture Official shown nearby is a good
example. When | found it offered as Scott
04, | was surprised. Someone had crudely
scratched out the word “specimen.” What is
startling is that the genuine specimen actually
catalogs far more than Scott O4.

Fourth, you would expect that the reverse
doctoring — adding the word “specimen” —
would be prevalent. Usually such fakery is
poorly done and easily identified. What you
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Shown front and back, this purported 1851 1¢ imperf is marked on the reverse as a “facsimile.”
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Identified for sale as a 6¢ Agriculture Official, this
stamp is actually a specimen overprint. The word
“specimen” has been roughly obliterated.

need is the Scott catalog illustration, or a handy
auction catalog in color, to be able to compare
your candidate with a genuine example.

The fifth situation is the addition of “Kans.”
or“Nebr!"to 1922 Fourth Bureau Issue stamps
with denominations of 1¢ to 10¢. There are
other comparison points, but the first quick
check is to look at the overprint. Added
overprints often were typed onto the stamp in
characters that do not match the original. Also,
such typing leaves an impression on the back o
the stamp. That impression should not be there
because the genuine overprints were put there
with a surface-printed rubber mat that left no
impression in the stamp paper.

Only if the overprint itself looks genuine, do
you need go to the second comparison point,
which is close-together vertical gum breakers.
They will be present on all genuine Kansas-
Nebraskas, because that is the only variety to
which the overprints were added.

Sixth, the thickness of the stamp can be a
deciding factor in determining if it needs to
be expertized. If it feels too thick, beware of
the sin of pasting a poor example on top of
another stamp to make it look acceptable. This
also will be obvious if the stamp is dipped, but

Continued on page 90



U.S. STAMP NOTES

Kansas and Nebraska overprints were applied on a specific version of the Fourth Bureau issue using surface printing. The first stamp shown hereis a
fake, with a typed overprint that left an impression in the paper. A genuine example is shown in the center for comparison. Also pictured is the normal
gum side of the Kansas-Nebraska overprint with vertical gum breakers.

Continued from page 6

you can skip that if you just look carefully.

Two examples are shown nearby. The 1857
5¢ design (Scott 30A) is obvious because the
margins are too white and the perforations
are the wrong size. Checking perforations is a
seventh category of inquiry.

This 5¢ stamp is actually pasted on top of a
1%2¢ denomination of the 1922 Fourth Bureau
issue, which is perforated gauge 11 by 10%,

rather than the perf. 15 of the normal stamp.

The 1861 12¢ stamp is much more artfully
done. It is a cut square, pasted on top of another
stamp from the same issue, so the perforations
are correct. It has faults, but would still be
much more expensive than the damaged 12¢
unimproved by the new backing. Keep in mind
that only part of a stamp may be added, such as
anew top or a“replacement” corner.

A related problem is do-it-yourself inverts,
where the center design has been carefully
cut out of a normal example of a stamp and
replaced so it resembles an invert. Some
excellently crafted do-it-yourself inverts can
even be found on contemporary covers. While
it may take a practiced naked eye to spot such
deceptive handiwork, if you run your thumb
over the stamp, you will feel the ridge where
the cuts have been made.

Viewing under a good magnifier also can
reveal this problem. And of course dipping
the stamp will be a dead giveaway.

The eighth category is added perforations

90 = August 15,2016 = LINNS.com

and reperforating in general.

In the first instance, you can often tell if
imperfs or straight edges have been perforated
because the row of new perfs is not exactly
parallel to the perfs on the opposite side of
the stamp, because the perforations do not
measure exactly the same as perfs on the
other side of the stamp (or the perfs on an
inexpensive reference example), or because
there are perforations on line singles or arrow
singles that should not have perforations.

Reperforating to eliminate damaged

perforations has evolved over the years, but
earlier attempts, as well as some later ones,
will not match the proper perforations exactly.
Compare to a low-denomination genuine
example to eliminate candidates. Put the
candidate on top of a genuine example, and
the perforations must match exactly.

In addition, look at the holes. Original holes
will have slightly rough edges, and anything
printed on a rotary press will have holes that
are slightly elongated. Also, a visual check
is useful to make certain that the holes are

These two stamps have been “improved” by pasting damaged stamps onto new backs. Worth only a
small percentage of their substantial catalog value, they are not even worth the cost of expertizing.
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A lower value mint stamp with genuine gum can be used as a comparison

for higher value stamps being presented as mint. The genuine 2¢ Columbian
at left shows that the 15¢ at right is a poor example of regumming.

Continued from page 91
often seen that upon examination are found not genuine.

The standard is to collect imperfs in pairs, and that eliminates most
monkey business. The same is true for coils under review if there are
pairs or longer strips.

However, when singles are presented, there are two tests that you can
use to determine if the stamp is likely to be genuine.

First, is the stamp large enough? In cutting off even wide-set
perforations to make imperfs and coils, the result is too small to qualify,
as shown on the 2¢ William H. Seward stamp of the Alaska-Yukon
Exposition issue, even though this example has some margin. Secondly,
for coils, the cuts are rarely exactly straight, and exactly parallel, as would
be the case for an officially produced coil.

The final category is cleaning and requmming. They often go together,
especially when a pen cancel is light enough to be removed. But
regumming also can be done when the gum on a mint stamp has been
improved after being disturbed by a hinge (or multiple hinges), or when
mint stamps have stuck together and been washed to separate them.

If cleaned, the face of the stamp will often be unnaturally white. It
may also show up as disturbed under ultraviolet light, especially when
compared to an inexpensive example from the same set.

Having a genuine gummed example to use for comparison is a great
strategy to counter regumming. Whether the gum has been sprayed on
or painted on, it is difficult for the reqummer to achieve the exact color,
consistency and pattern of genuine gum, though not impossible. Today,
the art of requmming has gotten quite professional using gum from
genuine low-value stamps to improve higher value stamps.

There is a second test to check that can be used if the area of
regumming includes the stamps’ perforations.

Keep in mind that perforations were added after gumming on genuine
stamps, and remember that gum has to be liquefied to be added in
regumming. The result is that in all but the most professional jobs, the
perforation hole edges and tips will not be crisp and clean as normal. Under
magnification, you can find evidence of discoloration from the application
of the liquid gum after the holes were punched, or you can find gum
only around the edge of the hole. Regummers also sometimes try to stop
application of gum just short of the hole, and that can be obvious.

The tests described for these 10 situations will often result in
conclusive results, ruling out the candidate as fully genuine. However, in
those cases where the you are not certain or have suspicions, getting the
stamp expertized is the way to go.

After all is said and done, you can determine that a stamp is not worth
submitting, but only a good expertizing certificate proves that it was
worth submitting! Bl

92 m August 15,2016 = LINNS.com
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No expertizing required: 10 modern-era examples

In the last 70 years of United States stamps, 1947 to the present, there are instances of what

appear to be color or perforation errors that can easily be ruled out as such.

In the U.S. Stamp Notes column on
expertizing in the Aug. 15 Linn’s, | discussed
10 instances from the first hundred years of
United States philately in which expertizing
is not essential to a finding that the stamp in
question is or is not a genuinely scarce item.

This time, | am presenting 10 items from the
past 70 years.

In the 1950s, multicolor printing became
more prevalent in the production of U.S.
stamps. Prior to that, the use of two or more
colors on a U.S. stamp was a rarity: Multicolor
printing was expensive, time consuming, and
reserved for special issuances only.

Curiously, the problem most often
seen with early multicolor stamps is color
misregistrations, with color inverts in second
place.

It was not until the 1960s that a majority of
U.S. stamps were produced in multicolor and
that missing colors became a serious problem.

In the 1950s and 1960s, multicolor designs
were printed on the Giori three-color plate
press, and later multiprocess presses that
included both offset and gravure printing
stations came on line. These presses
represented significant advances in printing,
combining both speed and complexity. This
opened a window for new inking problems.
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Even a single dot of an otherwise missing color disqualifies a stamp as being a color-omitted error, as with this 1978 15¢ Americana coil pair that is
missing most of the gray. A normal sheet stamp is pictured on the left for comparison.
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Suddenly, there were instances where
individual printing stations ran out of ink,
corner folds put part of a sheet beyond the
reach of an inked plate, and misperforating
of finished sheets could leave a design image
that cut off a color.

Missing-color errors that resulted do need
certificates. But it is important to remember
that the presence of any part of the missing
color disqualifies the stamp from being called
a true missing color. The catalog description
most often used is “color omitted,” and that
means the entire color must be gone.

In other words, the presence of a single
dot of color or shadow identifiable as the
intended color disqualifies the stamp. If you
have a 20x to 30x magnifier, look carefully at
the area where the missing color is supposed
to be. That is what an expertizer will do. If
you see any vestige of a color, don't bother
sending in the stamp; it will not get a good
certificate.

As an example, a coil pair of 1978 15¢
Americana stamps (Scott 1618C) is shown
nearby. The stamp was printed in gray, dark
blue and red. While part of the gray is missing,
a shadow of it can be seen on the left side of
each stamp.

A second category is what many think

may be a missing color because there is a
significant difference in colors between two
stamps. In this case, there is no color missing,
rather the stamps were printed using a
process that relied on dots of five basic colors
that are overlaid on top of one another to
produce the colors needed for the design.

Our example is the 13¢ Washington at
Princeton pair from the issue of 1977 (Scott
1704). On the left-hand stamp, the yellow
of his uniform is bright, while on the right it
looks like the yellow is missing.

This process relies upon the printed dots
of color being of a certain size and intensity.
If too light or too dark, the final product can
be quite different from what was intended,
and someone looking at the two stamps
side-by-side can be forgiven for thinking that
something is missing from one of the stamps.
In the Washington at Princeton example, the
red dots that give the yellow its brightness are
weak on the stamp on the right.

Here again, because the naked eye will
fool you, you need to look at the two stamps
under high magnification, preferably 30x.
This will tell you if there is a color missing, or
if there is just a light print of one color that
leaves a final color that differs from what

Continued on page 89
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Continued from page 6
was intended. Don't bother sending in the latter; it may be a collectible
variety, but not an error.

A third color category involves instances where one or more colors
have been altered. This can happen on purpose; in other words,
someone has used chemicals trying to create an error where one does
not exist. Colors also can be altered by accident through exposure to
chemicals in washing or intense light. Reds, yellows and oranges are
most subject to being changed.

So even if you look carefully and all of a given color is missing, you
also need to look at the white part of the stamp. If it appears flat or
discolored compared to a genuine normal example, there is no pointin
sending the stamp in for expertization.

Another good idea is to check missing colors against a normal
example using ultraviolet light. Often, the process of altering a color also
will alter the tagging.

Let’s now turn to perforations — or lack thereof — on the fourth
example of when expertizing is not needed.

When you have what looks to be an imperforate single, keep in mind
that it is rare that you can get a certificate on a single. The protocol for

Continued on page 90
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At left is an example of the 1977 13¢ Washington at Princeton stamp with a bright yellow uniform.
The stamp at right was sent in for expertization as a possible missing color, but the dull yellow is
caused by a misprint of weak red dots. There is no missing color.

Continued from page 89
collecting imperfs is that they must be in
pairs.

The reason is that the placement of
perforations is not always an exact science,
especially when you are dealing with stamps
produced in booklet form, with one or more
straight edges. In the three examples shown,
it is not hard to see how imperf singles can be
created using a pair of scissors.

The fifth example is represented by the
imperf pair of 1991 29¢ Desert Shield/Desert
Storm stamps (Scott 2552) shown nearby.
Even if you have such a pair, you might still
not be home free. Always check your Scott
Specialized Catalogue of United States Stamps
and Covers and read any notes after the issue
you have. In this case, the catalog states that
horizontally imperforate vertical pairs are

from printer’s waste.

Printers’ waste does not have the same
status as errors. Basically, it is unfinished
material intended to be destroyed that has
made its way out the back door of security
printers. It will not be listed as respectable
errors, nor will it command error prices.

A sixth non-error is often found on the
1968 6¢ Flag and White House stamp. Like
color error candidates that are disqualified
because of a single dot of color, imperf and
imperf-between stamps are disqualified by
the presence of even a single impression of
a perforation hole. The 6¢ Flag is often seen
with imperf margins, but virtually every
example | have examined has the impression
of the pins just inside the design. These
impressions are visible only from the gum side
of the stamp.
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These stamps from booklets give an idea of how credible imperforate singles can be made. It is for this
reason that imperforate errors are generally collected as pairs.
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I am calling the
seventh category
“almost imperf!
Although | once
saw an auction
lot described
like that, there is
no such thing as
“almost imperf! It
isoritisn't. If one
perforation hole
or hole impression
is present, it will
not get a good
certificate.

Doubled
perforations
are the eighth
problem area.
There have
been dispensing
machines that
have left hole-like
impressions. In
addition, simple
perforating
machines can be
used to produce
second sets of
holes.

Before submitting

double perfs
for certification,

compare the second

set of perforation
holes to the ones

UsA
29
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This pair of 29¢ Desert
Shield/Desert Storm
stamps is printer’s waste,
unfinished material

that was stolen from

the printer. It is not
classifiable as an error
and does not bring

error prices. Usually

such material is noted

in the Scott Specialized
Catalogue of United
States Stamps and Covers.

you know are genuine. They must match
exactly in gauge and in size.
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On this 1993 29¢ stamp, Elvis appears to be
doubled, and this can fool noncollectors.

However, it is only a slight color misregistration,

and even if expertized as such, it is not worth a

small fortune. So save your money.
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The BEP helped fill in production information gaps

In comparing two 25¢ Honeybee stamps, the author found the yellow background to be deeper
and richer on one stamp. The Bureau of Engraving and Printing determined that this was a trend.

Expertizing tells us what a particular stamp
or cover is or is not. But in many cases, there
is a step beyond that finding, especially
with regard to stamps: How was the stamp
produced, and if there is a variation that has
been noted, how did it happen?

Even if those explanations have no bearing
on the stamp’s value, they may be important
to the student of stamp printing, and they are
surely important to understanding why even
a minor variety may be collectible.

The explanation is rarely simple and may
take the efforts of a printing professional to
uncover. Thus, expertizing does not routinely
include such explanations. Providing them (for
an additional fee) might be an interesting way
to expand the expertizing services on which we
rely, but be careful what you wish for, as there
would be significant problems to overcome.

In my experience, an expertizer schooled in
production processes can probably diagnose
75 percent of what they see, at least to the
point of defining alternatives. In other words,
“It could be this, or it could be that” But there
is no help for the other 25 percent, except to
ask the printer,“What happened?”

Two 1988 25¢ Honeybee coil stamps are
shown with this column. | am hopeful that you
will be able to see that the yellow background
of the stamp on the left is deeper and richer
than the background yellow of the stamp on
the right.

Was a different color of ink used? If so, that
would have implications for catalog listings,
for album makers and for collectors.

As an expertizer, my response is “probably
not” But despite being a student of stamp
production, | couldn’t substantiate that opinion
with specifics. So, in 1989, when | noticed this
difference in stamps | had in my collection, |
sent the stamps in to the Bureau of Engraving
and Printing (BEP) for its thoughts.

Here, slightly abridged for considerations of
space, is what the BEP had to say:

“In an attempt to determine if the color
variation of the submitted stamps was an
isolated occurrence, the Bureau collected a
number of circulated stamps. After a thorough
examination of both the submitted and
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These two 1988 25¢ Honeybee coil stamps
exhibit clearly different background yellows
under the “25USA” inscription. At top is a darker,
richer yellow than what is shown on the example
on the bottom. The question is: Were these
colors the result of different inks?

collected stamps, it was determined that the
color difference of the Honeybee stamps is a
general trend. It was also noticed that the other
colors of this particular stamp exhibit color
differences, but do not necessarily become
deeper colors as the yellow color deepens.
“Some of the collected stamps were
arranged into two sets for spectrophotometric
analysis. The first set had a light yellow
background, and the second had a deeper

yellow background. The stamps in both sets
were selected on the basis of the density of
the yellow background, and the freedom of
cancellation ink in the measuring area ...

“Reflectance spectra obtained from the
submitted and collated stamps from the
arranged sets were compared. The spectra
indicate that there are no significant
differences in pigmentation. The difference,
which is indicated by the spectra, is that
stamps having the light yellow background
have a higher reflectance value in the range of
wavelengths used for the analysis.

“The Honeybee postage stamp was produced
by a combination of offset lithographic and
intaglio printing processes. All colors on this
stamp were printed by the offset process except
the lines of the Honeybee. These lines were
printed by the intaglio process.

“In the offset process, various factors can
affect the color intensity of ink on paper.
These factors include the viscosity of the ink,
pigmentation concentration, press settings,
water balance in the offset press fountain
solution, paper’s surface micro-structure
and surface chemistry. Since color intensity
is related to the amount of ink deposition or
thickness of an ink film, variations of any one
or a combination of the factors mentioned
may affect the color intensity of an ink printed
using the offset process.

“The submitted stamps represent normal
color variations which resulted during the
printing of this issue, and are, therefore, within
the limits of BEP quality standards.”

The bottom line: The color variation is
not the result of different inks, and while
significant enough to be collectible, does not
warrant catalog listing. | am really pleased to
have the matter put to bed with no further
debate needed.

Unfortunately, the United States Postal
Service phased out the production of U.S.
stamps at the BEP in the early years of this
century, and all U.S. stamp production is now
done by private contractors.

Part of the rules of the game nowadays is
that the private contractors do not answer

Continued on page 89



B STL0-1¥0TC VA YNy sjjeq ‘sz L Xog

0} Ad0d piey se Jo ‘1puruozuan@dweisywl( je

|lEWS UE 0} SJUSWIYDEIE SB S 0} WdY) puSs ued

No, "dsuodsal sy} pue uoluido ue 1oy 3sanbal

3y3 y10q jo Adodojoyd Jesd e sw Buipuas

InoA ajepaidde pjnom | ‘s1o13] A1ojeue|dxa
9591 JO 3I0W JO U0 3INQLIIUOD UeD NOK §|

"9AIYdJe pajsod

93 Ul 3pN|dul 01 1 JO sa1dod dARY SW 13| 0} —

SdSN @Y1 10 439 YHM 11 9q — 3duspuodsa.iod

40 9dA} s1y3 aneY OYMm 510123]10d *S°( [|e buyse

we | ‘ssad0.d 1ey} Jo Jed sy ‘6102009 MmM

‘gqn[D,$10329]|0D SIIPPO PUE Syeald ‘sioli]

S3LON dIWVLS 'S'N

23U} JO aHsgam aY3 uo wiay} bunsod o} pes)
ey} ssadoud e unbaq aney pue sasuodsal
d3d 0§ uey) alow aney | 41ayaboyy
's9suodsal panladal pue suolysanb
pay[se 0s|e oYM SIYI0 JO SUOIINQLIIUOD 3}
01 SHUBY} ‘DAIYDIR JeY} 0} PpE 0} 3|qe U]
0S|e 9A,| 95|92 2I9YMOU SISIXd Jey} Uoijewojul
JO dAIYdIe [Jews e 3sudwod sasuodsal sy
'suolsanb Auew neaing ay3 payse | ‘A|9ejyd
"S°MN Ul JUSWSAJOAUI AW JO 3SIN0D Y3 ISAQ
"pajie) pey [013u0d
Ayjenb sy moy puelsiapun 0} pue safalea
M3U puR}SIIPUN 0} SURSW e Se suolysanb ul

159131Ul Ue 300} A|[enide 43g syl usaym skep
pjo poob ay) uo A|puoy xdeq xooj | ‘o
-anssi dwels 3]buls e uo s309))9
9y3 ueys suonedidwi Japim sey uonsanb ay)
ssajun suoijeue|dxa buipiroid Ul paysalalul
10U S }1 18y} Sl @duauadxa Aw Inqg ‘suonsanb
payjse aq Aew J|9sH 3DIAISS |e1S0d Y|
"12eJ3U0D dAISUSAXD 2I10W
© JO WJ0j 9Y3 Ul S4SN Y31 03 buoje passed aq
PINOM 10443 12U} JO 350D 3Y} PUB ‘BIAISS SIY}
9pIn0Id 0} 919M SI0}DRIIUOD BY} JI HOYD BIIXD
21Inbai pjnom 11 |19 ¢AYAA 'SIy3 1] suonsanb
9 abod wouy panunuod



U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

A new Washington-Franklin error? Not likely.

The author answers a collector’s question about a Washington-Franklin stamp with the wrong
perforations and also explains added perforations on the Farley issues.

Over many years of talking with collectors
and Linn’s readers at shows and in stamp
clubs, I've learned that very few actually get
around to writing the letters, or emails, to
me they would like to write. The result is that
when a collector does send me a question
or comment, he or she probably represents
many others who may have the same
question or concern. Because of this, | take
reader correspondence seriously, and find
that it often sparks new columns.

I recently received the following email
related to United States stamps and
expertizing: “I may have a 2¢ Washington
(Scott 406) perf 12, with perf 11 on top,
though | know none are known to exist.”

A normal Scott 406 is shown nearby, together
with an example that is poorly centered. This
is the first of the “2 cents 2" designs, perforated
gauge 12, issued in 1912.Itis Type |, an
important point if there were any other perf 12s
for this design, but 406 is the only perf 12.

So, what does this collector have? There
are four possibilities: 1. It is genuine. 2. It is
a misperf that has been altered. 3. It is an
imperf Scott 409 altered. 4. It is a straight
edge altered.

As | have written in previous columns,

a totally new error coming to light after
100-plus years is at best improbable. It is not
impossible, but the odds are astronomical.
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The first issuance of the “2 Cents 2” Washington design type in the Washington-Franklin series is
the 1912 perforated gauge 12 (Scott 406), two of which are illustrated: one with nice centering,
and one with the kind of centering often encountered on this issue.

That said, | have not inspected the stamp
under discussion here.

Some collectors seem to think that it is
possible to expertize based on photocopies
or computer scans. While these images
can be helpful, nothing can substitute for
seeing the genuine (even if faked) item. And
no expertizer worth the name will issue a
genuine certificate, or recommend that one
be issued, based on an image of an item.

As for the four possibilities | mentioned, the

21203

Looking closely at this plate block of the 3¢ stamp featuring the painting popularly known as
Whistler’s Mother, you will notice that it has horizontal perforations, but no vertical perfs. These
perforations have been added to a Farley issue reprint. Image courtesy of Jacques C. Schiff Jr.
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bottom line for the first one, the idea that it is
genuine, can be discounted to nearly zero.

The second possibility that it is a misperf
that has been altered is based on the fact that
almost half of the Scott 406 stamps that you
will see are poorly centered, like the example
shown nearby on the right.

With this stamp, it would not be difficult
to remove the right side perforations and
substitute those of another gauge. However,
to pass muster, the faker would have to match
the genuine gauge for the perforations added,
and the shape of the perforations and size of
the holes would also have to match genuine
perfs. The likelihood of all of that detail being
properly done is small.

The stamp also would have to be wider than
normal because the altered stamp would have
to be at least the size of a normal stamp to be
credible. Narrow and short stamps are suspect.

The third possibility posits that perforations
were added to an imperf stamp. Doing that
eliminates the problem of credibility with thin
or short stamps, but it multiplies the problem
of gauge, size and form of the perforations.

In practice, | don't see this as a real possibility
as there would be too much work for not
enough payoff.

Continued on page 97



Sometimes perforations were added to the imperforate Farley stamps.
Shown with a normal perf gauge 11 16¢ airmail special delivery stamp in the
selvage is this block of perf 15 Farley stamps that were released imperforate.

Continued from page 6

The fourth possibility relies on the fact that these stamps were printed
in sheets of 400 (two panes wide by two panes tall). The sheets were cut
into four 100-stamp panes using printed lines through imperf margins
between the panes as guides. That slitting process often missed the line,
so that the resulting stamps could have a tall or a short straight edge.

Using a stamp with a tall straight edge (from the top of a bottom pane)
eliminates the short/thin problem as the faker need only pick a stamp that
has been cut from an adjoining pane with a little extra imperf margin.

The original stamp unseen, this seems like the most likely
explanation to me. The only way to be certain is to submit the stamp for
expertization, and perhaps the owner will do that.

FARLEY IMPERFS PERFORATED

Speaking of added perforations, every so often | see perforated
versions of the imperforate Farley issues of 1935 (Scott 752-771).

The Farleys are 20 stamps and souvenir sheets released to the public
after Postmaster General James A. Farley was “caught” giving limited-
edition, mostly imperforate, sheets of commemorative stamps to friends
and high government officials.

They resulting outcry from collectors and politicians prompted Farley

U.S. STAMP NOTES

to make these same stamps available to the public.

The stamps involved were the 10 National Parks Year stamps; the Peace
of 1783, Byrd Antarctic, Mothers of America, and Wisconsin Tercentenary
stamps; contemporary souvenir sheets; and the 16¢ blue airmail special
delivery stamp.

All of these were imperforate, except the Peace of 1783 stamps, which
are perforated gauge 10"z by 11, just like the normal.

Sometimes owners present perforated versions of these Farley stamps
with a question as to what they are, disbelieving that they could be
genuine. Others send them in for expertization hoping that they have
found an error.

An example of these added perforations is shown nearby, courtesy
of Jacques C. Schiff Jr. Horizontal perforations, but not vertical, have
been added to these 3¢ Mothers of America commemoratives. The
perforations are gauge 11.7, mimicking the genuine 11.2 perforations of
the normal issue.
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A single perf 15 airmail special delivery stamp helps to pay the rate on this
1944 cover from stamp dealer Y. Souren in New York City. On cover uses of
privately perforated Farley issues are very scarce.

The vast majority of Farleys have remained imperf as issued. But from
the time of issue until today, some collectors and dealers have felt the
need to add perforations — either to facilitate use, or to create what
they thought might be salable varieties.

How to tell when perforations have been added? As with the
illustrated Mothers of America block, the Farley reprints were released
without gum, and the perforations added seldom match the genuine
perforations of the era exactly.

For the souvenir sheets, which were never issued with perforations,
the presence of perfs is enough to identify them as Farleys.

More often than not the added perforations are the wrong gauge.
Another example is the airmail special delivery stamp, perforated gauge
15. If perforated versions are unusual, they are extremely difficult to find
on cover. One such example is pictured nearby, courtesy of Hideo Yokota.
It proves the origin of the block of the airmail special delivery stamps,
because the 1944 cover is from New York City stamp dealer Y. Souren.

Three such covers are known, all from Souren to customers. It would
appear that he added the perforations, and gum, too, to make the
stamps more user friendly.

Should you have a question or comment, you can write to me,

John Hotchner, Box 1125, Falls Church, VA 22041-0125, or by email at
jmhstamp@verizon.net. &
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Something extra: Huck joint lines and tagging ghosts

If joint lines exist on stamps printed by Huck presses, why are they not listed in the Scott catalog?
John Hotchner answers this often-asked question and explains what “ghost impressions” are.

There are two types of varieties that are
more than 45 years old that cause confusion
among collectors who like to catch printing
flaws: joint lines where they are not expected
and plate numbers or design elements with a
ghost impression.

Collectors often ask about these items and
sometimes even submit them for expertizing,
wondering or hoping that they might be rare
errors. | am using this month'’s column to set
the record straight.

L N W W B W WL N T T B

For an example of joint lines where they are
not expected, look at the plate strip of 10 1969
6¢ Winter Sunday in Norway, Maine, Christmas
stamps (Scott 1384) shown nearby. Notice that
there are vertical green and red lines between
columns one and two and three and four.

If a collector had found such a strip and
wanted an expert’s opinion, the finder would
write something like, “These must be rare
since | can't find joint lines for this issue listed
in the Scott catalog.”

This is not an irrational conclusion, and
the phenomenon is seen even more often
on contemporary coils that — like the 1969

Coils from 1908 onward existed either in the
form of Scott-listed guideline pairs or joint-
line pairs, that is until the Huck press was used
to produce United States stamps beginning in
1969. As new stamp catalogs were published,
collectors noted that joint-line pairs were not
listed for Huck press products, even though
they clearly exist.

Why not? The answer lies in the fact that
they are not consistent, as are the line pairs
from other presses. Huck press line pairs range
from being hardly visible to being quite heavy.
They also are seen in various inconsistent
combinations of the colors used to print the
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{ United States 13¢
These United States coil stamps produced on
a Huck press show unplanned joint lines. The

lines vary in intensity and color. Strips without
joint lines also can be found.
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Christmas stamps — were produced on the stamps.

Bureau of Engraving and Printing’s Huck press. In fact, Huck line pairs were not planned, as
Some of those coils are shown nearby. Continued on page 89
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The Huck press plate for the 1969 6¢ Winter Sunday in Norway, Maine, Christmas stamps was
only two stamps wide. Inks used to print the stamps could be deposited in the joints between the
plates, leaving irregular lines between the stamps as seen here.

Pre- and post-Hu

ck press coil production resulted in joint lines between stamps where the

N - p
N

5

2 CENTS ¢
= =S LS

b}
O
o
L
N
%
Le
=
L)
o
-
=
)
of
w
]
)
u

AN

NAA AT A A

s

plates met. Because the plates were often 26 subjects long, joint lines were present at expected
locations, although they might vary a bit in intensity.
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Doubled, or “ghosted,” plate numbers, as seen on
this 1971 8¢ San Juan plate block, are collectible
varieties, but with more interest than cash value.

Continued from page 6
were the joint-line pairs from other presses.
Line pairs from the pre- and post-Huck eras
were the result of coils being produced on
rotary presses that had two semicircular
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Ghosted images in a design are unusual as compared to ghosted plate numbers. On this 1973 Rural
America block, those words are doubled downward, but they are not double prints.

plates wrapped around the printing cylinder.
The plates did not fit perfectly where they
met. The depression between the plates
filled with ink and printed a line on the roll
of printing paper with predictable regularity,
usually every 26 stamps.

Because the lines were between two
stamps and they were expected to be there,
joint-line pairs became a collectible variety
and are listed by Scott.

The joint lines also were a feature of sheet
stamps, but in that case, the lines were printed
in the margins, away from the stamps, so they
were not considered to be collectible nor
were they given listings in the catalog.

The Huck press was quite different. Instead
of semicircular plates, it used curved plates
that were the width of four definitive-size
stamps, or in the case of the 1968 and
1969 Christmas stamps, the width of two
commemorative-size stamps.

Sometimes those plates fit so well together
that there was no printed line where they
met. At other times where there was a small
gap between the plates, the ink entered
those gaps when the plate was inked, and
a line showed up between printed stamps,
no matter whether they were coil stamps or
sheet stamps.

Because the lines were not intended and
were so variable when they did occur, the
Scott editors decided not to list them. But
just because a listing does not appear in the

Scott catalog does not mean that the items
are scarce or expensive. In fact, most Huck
joint-line varieties are neither, but they are
interesting and collectible.

Another confusing aspect of Huck printing
applies only to sheet stamps: Why are there
no side margins on issued sheets, only the top
and bottom margins?

The Huck press plates produced a
continuous roll of stamps called a web with
plate numbers and other marginal markings
at either edge of the web, but the stamp
images were continuous on the web — both
across the web and in the direction of travel
through the press. In other words, there were
none of the interior margins we are used to
seeing with stamps printed by non-Huck
presses.

What that means is once the web was
sectioned into post office panes of 100
definitives or 50 Christmas stamps, there was
no margin on three sides.

A slight miscut might show a piece of the
adjoining pane, and rarely an 11th definitive
stamp. With a pre- or post-Huck stamp, such
a miscut would only result in a margin that
might be a little larger or smaller than normal,
and no one would pay any attention.

DOUBLED PLATE NUMBERS
A second often-seen confusing effect is
called a“ghost impression.” The name comes
Continued on page 90
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Getting an expertizing certificate: Why bother?

If the cost of an expertization certificate doesn’t make sense because a stamp or error has a low
catalog value, one option available is to become your own expert.

Several correspondents have asked:

“Is it cost effective to get a certificate of
genuineness when a stamp has a catalog
value under $100 and the sale value might be
half of that, or less? And what if you have an
uncataloged variety that is relatively minor
but important to your study of a given issue?”

In other words, if an expertizing certificate
costs $25 or more, why would anyone bother
to pay a fee that will likely cost a good chunk
of the possible realization?

Another way to look at this is the question,
“What is the value of a certificate?

Of course, it is difficult to generalize. Every
stamp is different in some respect from every
other stamp. So, one that is of very high
quality might well sell for more than catalog
value, and having its bona fides attested to
by a recent certificate encourages buyers
or bidders to see the item as worth their
consideration. Still, spending money to get
an inexpensive stamp certified is risky in the
sense that high bids are not guaranteed.

But let’s leave the subject of money for a
moment. Many requests for certificates are
based on the fact that collectors want to
protect themselves by being certain that the
money they are spending is for a genuine,
unaltered stamp. They have simply made a
decision that only certified stamps will be
acceptable for their collection, especially
when such stamps have been known to be
extensively doctored or counterfeited.

Take for instance the 1929 Kansas-Nebraska
overprints. | see examples of the stamps
denominated 3¢ and up come through for
expertizing regularly, despite the fact that
the only examples that catalog more than
$100 are mint never-hinged 8¢ Kansas and
10¢ Nebraska stamps. Most of the rest don't
approach those figures.

However, the overprints are often suspect
and, for peace of mind, getting these stamps
certified provides a level of clarity that
many find attractive. Three genuine stamps
are shown in the top row of the nearby
illustration; below them are three counterfeit
overprints.

Some collectors may also feel that at some
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Kansas-Nebraska overprints can be tricky. The three examples of these overprinted stamps in the
top row are genuine. Those in the bottom row are easily spotted fakes.
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The 1969 6¢ Christmas stamp is known with the light green at the end of the road (just below the
sky) omitted. At left is a normal example. At right is one with the light green completely omitted.
Examples of this stamp with partial missing light green also are known.

distant time when the stamps are to be sold,
they will be more readily salable and perhaps
the prices will have risen by then.

Many similar situations exist. Stamps with
colors omitted are virtually unsalable to
knowledgeable collectors — except “as is”
and significantly discounted — without a
certificate.

The higher the catalog value, the more
important the certificate will be to a

prospective buyer, and a seller who ignores
that need is headed for disappointing results,
or a long wait for proceeds while the buyer
puts the item “on extension,” meaning that
the sale is not final until the stamp has
been submitted for a certificate and a good
certificate is forthcoming.

But what to do, for example, about the 1969
6¢ Winter Sunday in Norway, Maine, Christmas

Continued on page 89



Continued from page 6
stamp with light green omitted (Scott 1384c).
It catalogs $25 in mint condition. Thus, the
cost of a certificate will not likely be recouped
in selling the stamp, but without a certificate
can a buyer be absolutely certain that every
last speck of the light green is omitted?

A parallel item would be the 1938 1'2¢
Martha Washington Presidential horizontal
pair, imperforate between (Scott 805b), which
catalogs $100 mint and $20 used.

There are two problems with this error. First
is that an imperf-between pair must be totally
imperf without a hint of even a single perf pin
to be seen. There is no such thing as “almost
imperf”a description | have seen from time to
time in auction catalogs. It is imperf, or it isn't.
End of discussion.

Unfortunately, the great majority of the
pairs with perforations missing between do
not qualify, and those that do are almost
always lovely mint examples precanceled St.

Louis, Mo. As the Scott Specialized Catalogue
of United States Stamps and Covers points out
with the listing, “Precancelled examples are
considered used, and are valued in the used
column/”

The block of six shown with this column
has one perf hole in the top pair, three in the
bottom pair, and the middle pair is imperf
between. There are also perforations missing
in the margin of the bottom two pairs, but
some pin impressions.

So, despite pristine gum, these imperf
betweens are valued at only $20, and
spending money on a certificate would seem
to be ill-advised from a financial point of view.

So, what is a collector who wants to be
certain of genuineness of such material to do?
| can advise only three alternatives: Write the
check for the certificate; take the risk, given
that the cost is relatively minor; or become
your own expert.

As | have mentioned before in this column,
the last choice is not so difficult. For omitted
colors and imperfs, three things are required:
a 30x magnifier, good light, and an attitude of
caution with an impartial mind-set.

For Kansas-Nebraska overprints, you
also need good reference material to know
the characteristics of the stamps that were
overprinted, and what the known counterfeits
of the overprint look like.

In both cases, the attitude of caution is key.
You cannot be too willing to see what you
wish to see. The mark of a good expertizer is
the ability to see what is there, not what one
wishes were there.

So, returning to the question in the first
paragraph, my answer is that most often it is
not financially sound to opt for the certificate,
but the value of the certificate might well
go beyond its cash value. If it represents
certainty, that is a legitimate consideration.

The result is that of the three alternatives,
there is no single right answer. Each of us as
collectors has to decide how to deal with this
question.

For what it is worth, my recommendation
is to learn to become your own expert,
especially for material that has a simple yes-no
answer. It will deepen your appreciation of
your hobby and your material, and can save
you a bundle of bucks.

GREAT RESOURCE
Theodore Tedesco has done all of us a favor
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These fully gummed, precanceled 1%2¢
Martha Washington stamps demonstrate
the problems of identifying genuine imperf-
between pairs. The top and bottom pairs
have perf holes in evidence. The middle pair
is the error, but because of the precancel and
despite the gum, these are considered to be
used stamps, valued at $20 for the pair, not
the $100 for a mint version of the error.
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by compiling a 1,200-page Index of Literature
in the English Language that Describes Postal
Stamp Forgeries, Fakes, Reprints, Fraudulent
Postal Markings and Other Obliterations.
Dated May 2014, the first edition of the index
is organized by country and can be used

to determine where fakes are known, and
where the collector can go to access detailed
information about them.

The index can be downloaded at http://
stamps.org/userfiles/file/library/Tedescolndex.
pdf. It is free.

Most if not all of the references that Tedesco
provides would be on record at the American
Philatelic Research Library, and access to the
APRL is an excellent reason to be an American
Philatelic Society member if you have not
already joined. Go to www.stamps.org for
information about the society and how to
join. |
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Resubmissions with new information welcomed

If you are submitting a stamp or cover for expertization, consider adding a letter that provides an
explanation, and any available evidence, of why the item is believed to be genuine.

I've made passing references in earlier U.S.
Stamp Notes columns to resubmitting items for
expertization that have come back with no, or
negative, opinions, but a recent article by Kevin
Lowther prompted me to dig a little deeper.

Lowther’s article,'New Technologies Invite
Collectors to Resubmit Items for Certification,”
was published in the January issue of the
United States Specialist, the monthly journal of
the United States Stamp Society.

The article discusses the case of a 1909 13¢
Washington stamp from the Washington-
Franklin series that had been submitted for
expertization in 2000. It was believed to be an
example printed on blue paper, Scott 365.

However, the certificate came back with
the opinion that the stamp was Scott 339,
the double-line watermarked normal issue,
printed on paper that had been toned. A
normal Scott 339 is shown nearby.

The stamp was filed away for a time, but
eventually Lowther sent it to Harry Brittain.
Lowther described Brittain as a “USSS member
with the necessary equipment and expertise,
to contrast the stamp’s paper with that used
to print two certified blue paper stamps in my
collection”
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This 13¢ Washington from the first series (1908-
09) of the Washington-Franklin definitives also
exists printed on experimental blue paper.
Expertizing can require specialized equipment.

o s

A e I R e g F AR A B ST il S

6 m February 20,2017 = LINNS.com

x(—«vx,\/l BLD DR DT,
"ty B . U
AN A A A

S i A A PSP ARPAPSPNPIP PP

This 10¢ 1898 Trans-Mississippi commemorative stamp appears to have a tear in the lower-left corner.
In fact, as seen from the back, the entire corner has been added.

Brittain made a convincing case that the
papers of all three stamps were the same.
With this information in hand, the stamp
was resubmitted for expertizing in 2016, and
received a positive certificate as a Scott 365.

Lowther wrote:“There is a lesson here. The
technology used by Brittain was unavailable
in 2000. Expertizing services now have more
advanced means to examine items that may
previously have defied ready identification or
were misidentified.”

He ended with a suggestion from the
director of a an expertizing service that
because of the improved technologies
available, collectors who have items that were
certified more than 15 years ago consider
submitting them for recertification.

New technology is not the only reason
for resubmission. Not too long ago, | sent in
for certification a People’s Republic of China
booklet that was made from stamps taken
from a normal sheet. The certificate came
back as a“no opinion” because the experts
could not agree.

Ultimately, | was able to resubmit with
evidence that the booklet and several others
like it had been purchased as new issues. That
turned the tide, and a good certificate was
issued.

Often submitters have good reason to
believe that an item is genuine but make the
mistake (as | did with the China booklet) of
assuming that their reasons will be obvious to
expertizers.

It takes a bit of extra effort, but submitters

Continued on page 91
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Is this a genuine 10¢ coil? If it is, the Scott
Specialized Catalogue of United States Stamps
and Covers values it at $4,500. The penciled
notation on the reverse provides a clue.
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This 15¢ Daniel Webster stamp could not have better centering, in fact it is so good that it should raise
red flags. Turning over the stamp and seeing another stamp (right) raises even more.

genuine; instead, the fabricator simply pasted
the 15¢ Daniel Webster design onto the back
of a Washington 2¢ red brown (Scott 210),
which is obvious when the stamp is turned
over.

This would never pass in expertizing, but if
the goal were to make an album page more
impressive, it was a workable solution.

Patient 4: Another way to address the cut-
down stamp has been to add perforations to
the edges, and hope for the best. Shown is an
example of a 2¢ Black Jack from 1863. | hope
this would not fool anybody, but someone
obviously hoped it would. We'll look at some
more laughers in future columns. l

TRADING POSTHORN 1000

RECEIVE $30 2015SCV (50¢ and up)
for your 2000 off paper US or foreign
stamps. Charles Roth, 11952 Calcite
Ave., Hesperia CA 92345,

Continued from page 91
GOOD FOR LAUGHS

Repairs to high-catalog-value stamps can
present some of the most subtle of problems to
identify when expertizing. But sometimes the
repairs are so blatant and obvious that a good
laugh is the best reaction. Here are a few from
my files that fall in the latter category.

Patient 1: The 1898 Trans-Mississippi 10¢
mint stamp looks pretty good from the front,
except for what seems to be a tear in the
lower left, as shown nearby. But turn it over
and look at that corner, now at lower right. |

Talk about close perforations. These are into the
design of this 1863 2¢ Jackson stamp.

92w February 20,2017 ™ LINNS.com

hope you can see that an entire new corner
has been added. Besides that, the gum has
been sweated over a clear hinge remnant.

Patient 2: If one or more rows of
perforations are damaged on your sheet
stamp and the stamp has a coil version, why
not just cut off the offending perforations and
make it into the coil?

Take a look at the “coil”illustrated here.

The basic stamp is Scott 338, the double-line
watermarked 10¢ Washington sheet stamp,
with a catalog value of $2 used. In its new
form, it purports to be Scott 356, the 1909 coil,
which catalogs at $4,500.

Unfortunately, to the practiced eye of an
expertizer, it is not tall enough to pass muster,
and the clipped edges that would make it a coil
are not parallel. Also, the person peddling this
item partially erased — but not completely —
a penciled notation on the back reading “fake”

Patient 3: In the olden days, some collectors
cared nothing for perforations. They were an
annoyance, so they could be cut away to the
edge of the design. When such album weeds
are encountered today, they have little value,
even though the design might be complete.
What some collectors have done is paste the
design onto a new back.

Artfully executed, it can be a thing of
beauty, as shown nearby, but the items
usually will be too thick to pass as genuine.
What makes this one laughable is that the
person dealing with this fixer-upper didn't
bother making new perforations to mimic the
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Possible problems lurking in your collection

Just because a stamp or cover has been in your collection for awhile does not mean that it should
not be submitted for expertization. In fact, there are many reasons why it should be.

In commenting on previous columns in
this ongoing series on expertizing, a couple
of Linn’s readers have suggested that it
is not only current purchases of classic
material that need to be expertized: You
might have stamps and covers purchased
much earlier in your philatelic career that
should be authenticated.

This rings a bell with me because | have
some items in this category, and I'll bet
many other collectors do as well.

Why bother with expertizing? Here are
three reasons.

1.1t is always good to verify that the
stamp you bought as a certain Scott number
actually is just that.

2. Much as we might like to avoid the
issue, we all eventually either disperse our
collection, or leave it to family to disperse. In
either case, having certificates on the items
that are most likely to bring significant
returns facilitates the process.

3. While expertizing might not be cheap
now, the cost will only increase into the
future.

With regard to the second and third
reasons, allow me to share a story.

Not long ago, | was contacted by the
family of a friend who had passed away 10
years earlier.

His collection of United States color-
omitted stamps had resided in a safe-deposit
box all that time. The family agreed that now
was the time to break up the collection and
sell off the material. Would | help? they asked.

Of course, | was happy to do that. The
collector was a discriminating buyer, and
he had amassed a very nice collection.
However, not a single one of his acquisitions
had come with a certificate, and he was
expert enough to make his own judgments.

The problem is that he was a quiet
collector. You could not say that a given
error had come from his collection and have
its bona fides immediately accepted. So, in
order to obtain the best prices for the items
in his collection, | first had to get certificates
for them.

An example for Scott 1610a, the $1

6 ™ March 20,2017 = LINNS.com
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Certificates enhance the value of collections.
This American Philatelic Society Expertizing
Service (APEX) certificate states that the $1
Candleholder submitted (and pictured) is
“brown (engr.) omitted, unused, full original
gum, never hinged, genuine in all respects.”

Americana Candleholder with engraved
brown omitted, is shown.

Not having certificates delayed the
process of placing the material with an
auction firm by three to six months, and cut
into the family’s realization by the up-front
cost of a couple of thousand dollars.

Had he gotten certificates at the time
he purchased the stamps, he would have
paid much less for expertizing, and the
error stamps would have been immediately
salable.

Why, you might ask, not just sell stamps
or covers“as is”and let the buyer worry
about getting certificates? That is certainly
an option, and you or your estate are only
responsible for the cost if the certificates
come back bad. But you will still wait
to get your money because the auction

firm will not pay out until all questions of
genuineness have been settled.

There are two other things to consider,
too. First, while some buyers will bid on an
item that does not have a certificate, others
will not. This limits the competition.

Second, some buyers — most, | would say
— will bid higher on lots that they know to
be good based on a certificate. In this way,
your cost to obtain the certificate tends to
be repaid by the successful buyer.

While we are talking here about color-
omitted errors, there are other U.S. stamps
that are equally problematic without
certificates. These include early high-value
coils, high-value 19th-century U.S. stamps
on cover, early U.S. mint stamps, rotary
coil waste released in sheet form, U.S.
possessions overprints, and any U.S. stamp
where the used catalog value is higher than
the mint catalog value.

In many of these instances, the stamp
might be genuine, but it might also
be altered or repaired to improve its
appearance. Here again, the acquisition of
a certificate now saying that the stamp (or
cover) is accurately described with no faults
makes it much more readily salable when
the time comes.

Actually, | have misspoken. Certificates
don't usually say “with no faults,” rather, they
will list faults if any are present; the absence
of any faults noted is what a buyer is looking
for.

There is another circumstance in which
a certificate is needed for a stamp or cover
you already own. If you are an exhibitor,
as | am, you will find that when doing the
creative work of nursing a new conceptinto a
showable exhibit, you may well take stamps
out of your album to use in your exhibit.

When you do this, you will want to
be absolutely certain that what you are
showing is the genuine article.

It is frowned upon, and properly so, to
show a misdescribed or altered stamp or
cover. It reflects badly on your philatelic
knowledge.

Continued on page 97
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Of the six United States possessions overprints shown here, only the first 4¢ Lincoln stamp with a
Philippines overprint is genuine. The other overprints are fakes.

Continued from page 6
For me, getting a certificate on anything
| know might be questioned in an exhibit is
essential.

POSSESSIONS OVERPRINTS

I mentioned U.S. possessions overprints
earlier in this column. These are stamps of
the United States from the late 1890s to
early years of the 1902-03 series that were
overprinted for use in Cuba, Guam, the
Philippines, and Puerto Rico.

There are many other overprints in the
possessions realm, both on later U.S. stamps
and on stamps produced with the name of

the possession included as part of the basic
design.

It is the earlier overprints that | want to
focus on here. There are dangerous fakes,
and there are some so amateurish that one
wonders why the perpetrator bothered.

In the nearby illustration, the first 4¢
Lincoln stamp has a genuine Philippines
overprint. It is followed by two almost
credible fakes. Note that these overprints
are in a slightly different typeface and are
smaller.

Also pictured are an 8¢ Martha
Washington with a really bad Philippines
overprint, and two 2¢ Washingtons with
poor Cuba and Puerto Rico (“Porto Rico”)
overprints. None of these fakes would fool a
specialist.

The fact that they are on low-value
stamps indicates that the intended market
was not specialists, but rather the album
collector who was intent on filling spaces.

The price difference between the basic
used stamp and the overprinted version
made the effort worthwhile.

The point here is that on stamps with
higher catalog values more care would
have been taken — at least in some cases
— so a certificate is needed to be certain of
authenticity. B
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Pre-expertizing? An idea whose time has not come

Because no collector or dealer can know everything about everthing in the stamp hobby, there is
always something new to learn, even for the experts. This keeps the hobby fresh and exciting.

Two readers of this column independently
came up with a similar suggestion. Combining
their observations, they say:“l have 400-odd
specimens for which | would like certificates
(and/or numerical grades), but that would
cost several thousand dollars. So, as a practical
matter | have the dilemma of choosing which
material to get expertized. Is there a pre-
expertizing service available?”

They continue by describing how such
a service would operate, suggesting that it
could be an individual or a commercial service
that would, for about $5 per item or a lot price
for a larger quantity, render a nonbinding
opinion, selecting those items most likely to
get a good certificate.

They add that the owner would have to
sign a statement agreeing that this is only an
opinion and not a guarantee of a favorable
finding.

| have no doubt that there are people who
would be willing to do this — and some who
actually do — but not as an established for-
profit service.

| also am certain that individual collectors
who are competent in their specific areas will
do this as a favor for friends or stamp club
buddies, though not in quantities of 400.

But the answer to the question “Is there
such a service?”is no, not to my knowledge.

There are some practical problems
that probably account for why such pre-

(7

expertizing is done informally and not as a
commercial service.

The rules change when something done as
a free opinion becomes a for-profit enterprise.
Such an entity would have presumed legal
accountability for its opinions. Does signing
a statement negate that? I'm thinking the
legal fees to sort all this out could rapidly
overwhelm any possible profits.

And what would happen when an unhappy
submitter then spends the money to get a
certificate, and it comes back “not genuine?”
Or maybe even worse, the submitter
eventually finds out that something he did
not submit for a certificate is actually genuine,
but the pre-expertizing service missed it?

The submitters are not going to be happy,
and regardless of the signed statement, the
telling and retelling of the story is going to
have an effect on the reputation and quantity
of work the service would receive.

Then there is the ethical dilemma those
working in a pre-expertizing service would
have if they are also experts who work with
the established expertizing houses. Is it
proper to be paid for, in fact, generating work
for your expertizing service, or for reducing

the workload of your service?

There also is the likelihood that some
submitters would choose to rely upon the
pre-expertizing service as if it were a real
expertizing service.

| can hear it now, “Well, so and so [a
well-known person in the hobby] thinks it
is genuine, so I'm going to offer it as such.”
However, the opinion is not backed by a
reputable expertizing house, and there is no
certificate. How does that translate into dollars
for the seller and the buyer? This quickly
becomes a quagmire.

There also are the staffing and competence
angles to be considered. There is no expert
who knows everything about everything, and
assembling the stable of experts to populate
such a service would be daunting.

Experts who work for recognized
expertizing houses receive negligible
compensation; a pre-expertizing service
would have to pay even less. Could it even
attract the most competent experts?

And suppose an expert receives an item,
and spends half an hour looking at it and
researching it in literature, and still can't in

Continued on page 98
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Any type of green cancellation in the early years of United States stamps is a nice find. This olive green example got the author of this column’s heart
beating a bit faster when he found it, but it turned out to be something quite different than what he expected.

6 m April 17,2017 = LINNS.com
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Continued from page 6
good conscience reach a conclusion. Does the
fee get returned?
Taken together, these issues constitute
a powerful set of reasons why such a pre-
expertzing service has not been established.

A LESSON IN HUMILITY

As | have already mentioned in this
column no expert, collector, or dealer knows
everything about everything. Even though |
have been involved in the stamp hobby since
the age of five, | am regularly reminded of
what | don't know. The current case relates to
an 1857 3¢ cover (Scott 26).

Always on the lookout for odd philatelic
items, | bought the cover because of the olive
green cancel. Any green cancel in that era is
a nice find and the price was right, so even
though | did not have a Scott Specialized
Catalogue of United States Stamps and Covers
handy, | made the purchase. The dealer knew
what he had because he wrote “green cancel”
on the cover holder.

When | got the cover home, | looked it up
in the Scott U.S. Specialized catalog and was
surprised to find that there is no listing for an
olive green cancel on Scott 26. | consulted my
friend William T. Crowe, who is an expert in
early United States and one of the few people
in this country who does expertizing and
issues his own certificates.

Crowe’s response taught me something
new:“It is a genuine stamp, tied by an oily
black cancellation, that has degraded with the
passage of time giving the appearance of an
olive green cancellation, on a cover addressed
to Sag Harbor, L.I. (New York)."

So, regardless of what it looks like, it does
not qualify for a Scott listing. Instead it goes
into my “odd stuff” collection. | had no idea
that black ink could degrade in this fashion.

My second example of something that is
not what it appears to be is a 3¢-rate cover
franked with three 1¢ George Washington
stamps from the Prexie (Presidential)
definitive series of 1938. The cover was sent
from New York City to Washington, D.C., in
1940.

The two stamps at left on the cover look
like an imperforate-between pair with no
perforations at the bottom.

Indeed, such an error is listed the Scott U.S.
Specialized catalog as No. 804c: “Horiz. Pair,
imperf between (from booklet pane).”

98 m April 17,2017 m LINNS.com

Is this a genuine 2¢ Prexie imperforate-between horizontal pair of 1¢ George Washington stamps
from a booklet pane, as listed in the Scott Specialized Catalogue of United States Stamps and
Covers? An owner could be forgiven for hoping it would qualify.
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This blow-up of the lower left “1”of the middle stamp on the Prexie cover shows where two stamps
from a miscut booklet pane were joined to make the pair appear to be an error.

But on close examination, what we have
here is two stamps from the bottom of a miscut
booklet pane of six. The two stamps on the
cover were stamps 5 and 6 from the booklet
pane, but they have been pasted on the
cover in reverse order (6 and then 5), leaving
perforations at left and right and the imperf
margin of the miscut pane in the center.

The preparer of the cover might have done
this on purpose or by accident, but left a hint
by using a wide cut, right-hand stamp from
the miscut pane (either stamp 2 or 4 from
the same pane) on the cover. We can see how
the two left-hand stamps were put together
with a margin between that appears to be
imperforate.

However, if you look carefully at the “1”
in the lower left of the second stamp in the

pair, you can see where the two stamps were
joined.

| found this cover in an accumulation, and it
cost me less than $1. It was not represented as
an error, but you can see how it might easily
be. The actual error is so scarce that Scott
places a dash in the used column to indicate
that there is insufficient information to serve
as basis for assigning a value.

My bet is that the example that served as
the basis for the Scott listing is unique.

The point | am trying to make with these
two examples is that it is too easy to see what
we want to see when looking at what might
be a desirable item.

Expertizing provides the needed
disinterested knowledge and perspective to
properly identify questionable items. l
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The controversy behind a 6¢ Eagle airmail variety

Is the ultramarine version of Scott C23, the 1938 6¢ Eagle airmail stamp real? The controversy
centers on whether it is a differentiable color, or merely a shade of the normal dark blue.

I might have been too hasty
in suggesting in my expertizing
column in the Feb. 15, 2016, Linn’s
that Scott C23c, the 1938 6¢ Eagle
airmail with an ultramarine frame,
be deleted from the Scott catalog.
And maybe not.

The normal version of C23
is listed in Scott as having a
frame that is “dark blue” There
has been controversy about
the “ultramarine” frame version
since it was discovered. The
controversy centers on whether the variety is
a differentiable color resulting from a different
ink, or merely a shade.

In the earlier column, | noted that it was
hard to pontificate on the subject because
| didn't own and hadn’t examined any
examples of Scott C23c.

However, | now own an expertized block.
You can compare the blue of this block to the
blue of the block on the first-day cover, both
of which are illustrated here.

Thanks to Linn’s reader Robert Rufe, | also
have a number of clippings from 1945, when
the discovery of this variety was made.

The most interesting is an Aug. 18, 1945,
ad from Stamps magazine. It reads, in part:

“Ten sheets of this stamp in ULTRAMARINE

and carmine were discovered in Texas. The
character and color of these stamps is such that
they should have been removed by the Bureau
[of Engraving and Printing] during examination
and not permitted to get into circulation.

“This is not a mere shade difference butis a
true error of color. ... [W]e are informed that
these new stamps will be listed in the 1946
catalogue.”

The ad was placed by dealer Emil Bruechig
of New York City, and in it he notes that each
stamp he sells will have his guarantee mark on
the back. My block is signed in that fashion,
and also has the signature of I. Heiman in the
bottom margin on the reverse.

Bruechig’s ad prices a mint single at $100,
and prices each position block also. In the
case of my bottom-margin arrow block, his
asking price for the entire bottom two rows (10
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The author of this column recently acquired

a bottom margin block of four of Scott C23c,

the 1938 6¢ airmail stamp that the Scott U.S.
Specialized catalog describes as “ultramarine and
carmine!” Compare the block to the normal blue
color on a first-day cover with a block of four.

stamps) was $1,200. The 2017 Scott Specialized
Catalogue of United States Stamps and Covers
lists a mint single at $160, but does not list the
bottom block. It does list a mint center-line
block at $1,200, and a plate block at $1,500.
The latter two values are listed in italics.

What is stunning is the values that
Scott assigns to a used example: $1,500
for a used single (with an identifiable
contemporary cancel), and $1,750 on cover
with a contemporaneous cancel (again both
values are in italics). This is because the great

majority of the stamps were sold
as mint collectibles, and very few
were used for postage.

That these stamps are different
from the normal blue colors
associated with the issue, there can
be no doubt. But | would offer two
observations. First, the purported
error is not very different from the
used color misregistration shown,
which has been in my collection for
decades.

Second, the color of the error is
decidedly not ultramarine.

For ultramarine, think of the later printings
of the 30¢ Theodore Roosevelt Presidential
stamp (Scott 830), which Scott lists as “deep
ultramarine”

For the expertizer, this presents something
of a nightmare. It is not unusual to find used
and even mint examples of Scott C23 that
match up favorably with the signed block
shown here, but they are not signed.

That does not mean they are not real,
because at least one other major discovery
was made. Furthermore, it is likely others were
simply purchased and used with no thought
given to the color anomaly.

Another thought to add to this mix: | can’t
dismiss the possibility there is some way to
chemically darken the normal color of that
airmail stamp.

Ina May 16, 1992, article in the late,
lamented Stamp Collector newspaper, the
venerable Herman “Pat” Herst delivered his
opinion on the subject. His bottom line is
summarized in this excerpt:“It is in the catalog
today as a listed variety, priced at $150. This is
a big price for what in my unaltered opinion is
an unimportant shade variety.”

Herst based his opinion on a letter from
George R.M. Ewing, a collector whom he
characterized as one of the foremost collectors
of 20th-century United States stamps.

Here is the relevant passage of the Ewing
letter:“Some stamps get listed in the catalog
in mysterious ways. When Emil Bruechig first
submitted his ‘ultramarine shade’ [now listed
Continued on page 99
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

The expectation of hope over reality: hope dashed

John Hotchner provides a personal example of the old adage “If it’s too good to be real, it
probably isn't!” as it applies to the methodical expertization of postage stamps and covers.

I ought to know better, but oncein a (=
while the fever that grips all of us gets me,
too. Look at the postcard shown with this
column. At first glance it is unremarkable,
until you notice that the straight edge
on the right of the 1¢ Franklin stamp is
matched by a straight edge on the left.

Reference to the Scott Specialized
Catalogue of United States Stamps and
Covers makes this stamp a presumptive
Scott 316, the 1909 perforated 12
horizontal coil. The catalog value is given |
in italics as $125,000 unused, with no \
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wheels were set. This means that wide
margins are often found that can be cut
down to resemble imperforate sides.

Add to this the fact that these stamps
were produced in sheets of 400, four
panes of 100, cut apart into post office
panes through imperforate margins
between the panes. This left two sides of
each post office pane imperforate.

Thus, making coils from slightly
misperforated sheet stamps that already
had a single side imperforate is not a
difficult challenge.

indication that used examples are known.

A catalog note says, “All examples of
[Scott] 316-318 must be accompanied
by certificates of authenticity issued by
recognized expertizing committees.”

Because the stamp on the postcard had wide
enough margins to qualify, | hoped it might
have a chance at being a used Scott 316. | knew
the chances of this being so were low. But |
thought: nothing ventured, nothing gained.

So, | sent it to friend William T. Crowe, who
at one time was the administrator for the
Philatelic Foundation’s expertizing service. He
now does expertizing of early U.S. stamps as
a lone expertizer, following in the footsteps
of the late Bill Weiss (1943-2015), who issued
certificates for many years. Not only did |
know both of them for a long time, | had
confidence in their abilities.

As a practical matter, a lone expertizer does
not usually command the same level of respect
from auction firms and the highest of high-
end collectors as compared to expertizing
committees, where multiple experts look at a
stamp or cover. But | knew Crowe could tell me
if the stamp had a chance at being Scott 316.

Cutting to the chase, here is what his opinion
said: “Submitted as Scott Number 316, it is Scott
300, sheet stamp, which has been removed
from this card and the vertical perforations at
the right trimmed (to resemble a Scott 316) and
replaced on this card slightly out of alignment
with the original placement of the stamp.”’

Reality intrudes on hope once again.

A good attitude for the expertizer is
summarized by the old adage, “If it's too good

6 = June 19,2017 = LINNS.com

This average-looking postcard canceled in 1908, when the coil
versions of this 1¢ Franklin were issued, bears a stamp that the
author hoped might be a genuine coil. It isn’t.

Connificate ¥ 10,468 17 Fabrwary 2007
William T. Crowe
OB 2000, Dardry, T 068132000

edlweSadd Loq
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ne K« 1908  bloe preen, port. 17 horlrontally
Singht 00 POSt (M with Beookiyn NY August & 1908 machine canont
© 00 o 8 50001 300, Sheet SLamg, which has been remaved from
I CAnd 3 The vertiea perfarations at the nght trommed (13 *evewbie
8520001 314) and reptaced o tvs Card Wightly out of sigment with the
original slacoment of the slamg, * " TS ST e e esessaseenaee
.

William Crowe’s negative certificate with a large
photo of the stamp on the 1908 postcard.

to be real, it probably isn't!”

The sheet stamps of this period are actually
much harder to find perfectly centered than
poorly centered. In addition, adjoining stamps
might be of slightly different widths or heights
because of the way that the perforation

Over the course of years, | have seen
many examples of these ersatz coils that
were poorly done and easy to detect
(not enough margin, imperf margins
not straight, the nib of a perforation showing,
etc.), but this time the craftsmanship was
better, though still imperfect.

CANCELLATION MATCHING

One of the giveaways for the 1¢ Franklin
fake was the failure of the stamp doctor
to precisely match the progression of the
cancellation on the card to the stamp.

A similar example was recently sent by
Linn’s reader Rich Pederson of Clemson, S.C.
While describing the cover so he could list it
on eBay, Pederson noticed that the Sept. 21,
1894, cancellation date predates the recorded
October 1894 issuance of the 2¢ Washington
Type | stamps of the 1894 issue.

Thinking that unlikely, he took a closer look
at the cancellation and saw that the stamp
was added after the fact. The cover doctor did
a pretty good job of matching, but the killer
bars on the stamp are slightly narrower than
those on the cover.

In addition, Pederson lifted the bottom
corner of the stamp with tongs and saw that
the original bars extend beneath the stamp.

So, this falls in the category of what you
can do to be your own expertizer. It's just a
matter of training yourself to be observant.

ANOTHER MISMATCH
Linn’s reader Harry Chamberlain of Spring
Continued on page 100
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

1938 Eagle airmail color error revisited and verified

A rediscovery of an essay in R.H. White’s Encyclopedia of the Colors of United States Postage Stamps
answers the question as to whether the ultramarine 1938 6¢ Eagle airmail is a real error or not.

In the U.S. Stamp Notes column in the May
15 Linn’s, | looked at the block of the 1938
6¢ Eagle airmail stamps that is shown here
in the first illustration, and discussed this
“ultramarine” color variety (Scott C23c) that
the 2017 Scott Specialized Catalogue of United
States Stamps and Covers lists at $160 for a
mint single and $1,500 for a used example.

| was less than positive about whether this
is a genuine variety worthy of a color error
listing. While not dismissing it entirely, | also
did not buy into the rather sketchy stories that
had been advanced by philatelic authors of
the 1940s.

Scott describes the color of the normal
version of this 6¢ airmail stamp (Scott C23)
as dark blue. A pair of these stamps is shown
with the C23c block.

The evidence | had when | wrote the May
15 column did not entirely agree on who and
how the discovery of the ultramarine color
was made or the numbers that might exist.
Also, there was more than a hint of some
market manipulation that occurred early
on, and maybe some pay for play or other
shenanigans involved in how the variety came
to be listed in the catalog.

In addition, | had no reliable scientific
readings to verify that this is a variety, and |
had a handful of used examples of the stamp
that mimic the ultramarine pretty closely.

Indeed there is quite a range of the blue
color available in any accumulation of Scott
C23.This is probably due to the normal
variations seen in wet paper printing, wiping
variations and thus inking application flaws,
oxidizing, and changes due to the chemical
content of water or paper when used stamps
were washed from envelopes.

In any case, | was not convinced that C23c
was a real error. But thanks to Linn’s reader
James Patterson, | am now a believer.

The foremost expert in color varieties
on United States stamps from 1847 into
the 1940s was R.H. White. His five-volume
Encyclopedia of the Colors of United States
Postage Stamps, published in the early 1980s,
is one of the seminal works in all of U.S.

Continued on page 91
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The block of four 1938 6¢ Eagle airmail stamp is Scott C23¢, which the catalog describes as
“ultramarine and carmine.” The normal C23, shown above the block, is “dark blue and carmine.”



Continued from page 6
philatelic literature and a go-to reference that
| use frequently.

A companion volume, The Papers and Gums
of United States Postage Stamps 1847-1909,
that was published in 1983.

White departed from his focus on the
stamps of the 1840s through 1922, to include
an essay on the “Two Dollar, Three Cent
Victory, and Six Cent 1918-1939 Issues” at
the end of Vol. 4. Encyclopedia of the Colors
of United States Postage Stamps. Apparently, |
had forgotten all about this essay.

Because it is scholarship at its finest, is
conclusive about the existence of Scott C23c
and allows us to put this question to bed, | will
quote White's analysis in some detail:

“During the past forty years a number of
articles or editorial pieces have appeared
in philatelic publications presenting the
pros and cons on the subject of the blue
and carmine normal printings versus the
ultramarine and carmine specimens which
have been reported.

“The genesis of the story of this stamp has
its tragi-comedy aspects when one reads
through the literature. As pointless as the
continuing debate seems to be, there are
some scientific facts which all concerned
should consider carefully before offering more
opinions on the subject.

“[Viewing my color plate and] Using
the nearly solid but finely lined section of
the shield medallion at the top as a target,

a quick alternation of focus between this

area on each stamp reveals a difference in
color. The medallion on the blue version is
characteristically less red than that on the
stamp purported to be ultramarine. The curved
ornament designs directly above the numeral
6 also shows this difference in color; the right-
hand ‘blue’is virtually free of the reddish hue
present on the ultramarine example.

“ ... However, in the case of these two
stamps, an 8x magnification clearly reveals the
C23 to be bluer (less purple) than the specimen
identified as C23c. Brighter ultramarine
examples of C23c have been reported.

“Because an unequal degree of inking or
a slight discoloration of the paper on the
C23c exists, a non-destructive ink analysis
was performed. The results are conclusive,
if alarming, to those who have had serious
doubts about the possible differences
between the blue and ultramarine printings.

Postage due stamps from 1879 to the 1916
issues are difficult to catalog because of the
wide range of ink colors used. One reference
that makes the task easier is Vol. 5 of R.H. White’s
Encyclopedia of the Colors of United States
Postage Stamps. One of the many color plates
from the 60-page volume is shown.

Both stamps have been printed with similar
inks of varying composition. The colorant

of the normal stamp is a mixture of two
pigments, one classified as a mineral blue, the
other a mineral ultramarine.

“The C23c specimen is also printed with
ultramarine and blue colorants, but there is
approximately 30% less mineral blue present.
The mineral, a blue iron compound, is quite
similar to the blue colorant used in some of
the earliest U.S. issues and is found in most
blue stamps.

“ ... Numerous articles on the C23
airmail have appeared in philatelic journals,
magazines, and newspapers since its
issuance in 1938. Most have revolved around
the controversy over the existence of the
ultramarine shade. The unfortunate aspect
of most of the debate relates not to the facts
concerning the ink composition but to the
difficulty some individuals have with shades of
ultramarine. It has been noted previously that
ultramarine blues are ‘redder’than iron blues.

“When both colorants are used to affect
a certain type of ‘blue’ color, the problem is
intensified. None of the C23's examined is
completely free of the ultramarine pigment.
Whether intentional or not, the two stamps

U.S. STAMP NOTES

are appreciably different, both chemically and
spectrophotometrically. One can be easily
be distinguished from the other, if not by the
color perception acuity of the collector, then
by readily available color analysis services.”
Bottom line: Scott C23c exists and deserves
to be listed as an error. Examples must be
expertized.

POSTAGE DUE COLORS

Linn’s reader M. Denis recently asked, “How
can a working-man collector be sure he is
purchasing an authentic catalogue numbered
postage due stamp from 1879 to 1916, with
the huge variances of shades observed?”

What is behind the question is that most
of the used, and many of the mint postage
dues of this era don't have high catalog values,
so expertizing is not cost-effective. However,
there are often two or more colors listed for
each individual major number, and sometimes
the only way to tell which major number
stamp you have or are looking at is to properly
determine the color.

An example is the 2¢ postage due first
issued in 1894. Scott-listed color varieties
include: vermilion, deep vermilion, claret,
deep claret, lake, carmine lake, rose, rose-
red, dull rose, bright rose, carmine rose, rose
carmine, and carmine. And there are other
shades not listed.

The 1879, 1884 and 1891 postage due
stamps share the same design, are all
perforated 12, and were all printed on
unwatermarked paper. The only way to tell
the three printings apart is the color: The 1879
issue is brown, the 1884 is red brown, and the
1891 is bright claret. But within each postage
due listing there are varieties, such as pale
brown, deep brown, yellowish brown, pale red
brown, deep red brown, light claret, and dark
claret. What's a collector to do?

The best reference is, again, R.H. White.
Vol. 5 of his color study is called Postage Due
Issues: 1879-1916. It includes 60 pages of both
text and color plates that make it possible
to determine the proper descriptor for the
example you have or are considering buying.

The White books are out of print, and when
they are found for sale, they are not cheap. But
quality never is.

There are fallbacks. First, you can build
your own reference by using identified color
illustrations from auction catalogs. Also, you

Continued on page 92
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Continued from page 91
can develop a reference to the most often-
seen colors using mint or used stamps that
have been reliably identified as to color and
catalog number. Mint is preferable, but where
those are expensive, a used example may
have to do.

The question is timely as the great majority
of early generations of U.S. collectors paid
little attention to U.S. issues past the airmail
listings in the catalog. But of late, the so-called
back-of-the-book issues have been growing
in popularity as early regular issues have
climbed in value. B
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More examples of what doesn't need to be expertized

Odd items, such as stamplike labels and misperforations, may need identification, but not
expertizing. Quick I.D., an American Philatelic Service launched in 2005, can help.

About a year ago, | discussed instances
of stamps that don't need to be expertized
(Linn’s, Aug. 15, 2016, and Sept. 19, 2016).
Two excellent examples that I'd like to share
recently came across my desk.

The first item is courtesy of Linn’s reader
Steve Kotler from San Francisco.

In the 1964 United States presidential election,
Republican Barry Goldwater ran against President
Lyndon Johnson. There were other candidates
as well, including the fabled Alfred E. Neuman,
fictional symbol of Mad magazine.

Mad hyped the effort and magazine sales
by creating a stamplike label, or cinderella,
picturing Neuman and his campaign slogan,
“What — Me Worry?”

If ever an item did not need to be
expertized, this is it. These labels are not rare,
have essentially pennies worth of value, and
the market for them is, shall we say, thin.

But where did Kotler find it? On eBay,
together with an expert certificate stating:“It
is genuine unused, 0.g. never hinged. Alfred
E. Neuman for President stamp from MAD
Magazine's‘More Trash'issue of 1964. Issued in
1964, this stamp parodied the election between
Lyndon Johnson and Barry Goldwater”

I don’t know what the start price was, but
the item did not sell. As this is being written,
the label has been relisted with a “buy it now”
price of $15 (or best offer), plus free shipping.
Contrast this with other listings for the

ALFRED E.NEUMAN

L

> Y ) Kl
A stamplike presidential campaign label
featuring Mad magazine’s Alfred E. Neuman was

produced in 1964. Neuman went on to run —
unsuccessfully — several more times.

-
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Mx., and Mrs,

6527 Landover Road

Cheverly,

apt. 304

Maryland

Norman I, Seidelman

20785

While the 1964 campaign label featuring Alfred E. Neuman from Mad magazine is not hard to find,
a solo use on cover without any postage due is another story.

Neuman campaign label that offer multiples
at an average of a $1 each — but of course
they don't have an expert certificate.

There is a rarity associated with this
cinderella, and it is shown in the second
illustration: Neuman on cover. No expertizing
required for this either.

The label was used in 1966 from
Washington, D.C,, to an address in suburban
Maryland. The cover was processed and
delivered without a second thought — and
with no postage due assessed.

On a more serious note, another reader sent
in the perforated 11 by 10% version of the
Fourth Bureau issue 2¢ George Washington
stamp (Scott 634). The stamp is misperforated
and contains 100 percent of the plate number,
19929, which would normally be in the
selvage next to the stamp.

The owner asked two questions: “Would
this stamp be classed as an error, freak, or
oddity?”and“lIs it worth getting it expertized?”

Last question first: There is nothing to be
gained by getting this stamp expertized. It is
what it is. It could not be credibly faked. It is
misperforated. Unless the owner wanted to get

1
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This 2¢ Washington stamp (Scott 634) is
perforated so poorly that the plate number,
19929, is completely within the stamp.

an opinion on original gum, or lack of a hinge
mark, expertizing would be a waste of money.

Also, the plate number is genuine.
According to the 2016 Durland Standard Plate
Number Catalog (published by the United
States Stamp Society), this number was used
for Scott 634 only, so there is no mistaking
what stamp it is.

Continued on page 91
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

The expertizer's mind-set: skepticism and review

Sometimes what looks like a stamp error is something else entirely. John Hotchner provides three
examples and explains how a stamp expertizer would examine and test such stamps.

“I'm from Missouri” is a good approach to
expertizing. Missouri’s unofficial nickname is
“The Show-Me State” because its citizens are
reputed to be skeptics. Experts take nothing
on faith, and can't afford the luxury of snap
judgment or even educated assumption.

The reason is that others are going to
be making financial decisions based on
your opinion, and the hobby itself may be
expanded or diminished because of your
conclusions about the stamp or cover (the
patient) being examined.

For these reasons, most experts | have
talked with start from the position that an
item that they have been asked to examine
can be faked, and before they can say it hasn't
been faked, it must be subjected to review
using every bit of knowledge they have, plus
whatever information and tools they have
available.

Let’s take, for example, a purported
color-omitted error of the 1981 18¢ Battle
of Yorktown/Battle of the Virginia Capes se-
tenant pair (Scott 1938a).

In the illustration, the pair submitted for
expertizing is shown at top, and a normal pair
is at bottom. How can an expertizer reach a
valid conclusion as to whether the top pair is a
genuine error, an almost error, or an alteration
masquerading as an error?

What's “an almost error”? That would be a
stamp that is genuine, looks like an error, but
has evidence that what appears to be missing
is actually present.

For a missing color, it might be dots of color
where they are supposed to be, but they are
too few and too small to be seen by the eye
unaided. A 10-power magnifier might suffice
for inspecting the stamp, but a 30-power
magnifier is better.

The first thing the expertizer will want to
do is to check the Scott Specialized Catalogue
of United States Stamps and Covers and the
Scott Catalogue of Errors on U.S. Postage
Stamps by Stephen R. Datz to see if there is a
known error to match. It is not fatal if there
isn't, but it is a strike against the patient.
There also may be a catalog note warning
that printer’s waste exists, or a note that

6 m September 18,2017 m LINNS.com
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Shown at top is a 1981 18¢ se-tenant pair of Battle of Yorktown/Battle of the Virginia Capes stamps
that was submitted for expertizing as an error missing the engraved black color. A normal pair is
shown at bottom. A quick visual comparison of the two pairs gives a positive result, but if you look
a lot closer — especially under magnification — you might find something else.

provides other useful information.

In the case of Scott 1938a, the Scott U.S.
Specialized catalog lists two missing-color
errors: “black (engr., inscriptions) omitted”
(1938b) and “blacklitho’ omitted” (1938d).
There are no additional notes. Datz expands
on the catalog listing and also depicts both
of these missing-color errors. The patient
resembles 1938b with the omitted black
inscriptions.

Next, it is important to compare the patient
to a known genuine example of the stamp or
stamps. By doing this, the expert can compare
the white around the margin and other white
areas in the stamp design with the normal.
Often, an altered stamp will show the white
areas to have been affected by the agent that
changed or faded out the purported missing
color, be it sunlight or a chemical. Our patient
passes this test.

The next side-by-side comparison is to
look at the areas where the missing color
should be. Here we use the aforementioned
30-power magnifier to verify that all the black

color is indeed missing. The normal pair shows
us where to look. The patient does not pass
this test; there are dots of black color in the
area of the“18c usa” on both stamps.

To qualify as an error, the color omitted
must be 100 percent omitted. So, this pair
will get a certificate stating, “United States,
Scott No. 1938a with just traces of black on
both stamps, unused, full original gum, never
hinged, genuine in all respects.”

In other words, this is one of those “almost
errors!” It is totally genuine, but not the error.

The second example is a 22¢ Love stamp
of 1986 (Scott 2202) that was submitted as
“missing brown."The first problem is that there
is no catalog listing for any missing color on
this stamp. While it is not impossible for a new
error to be discovered, the further away from
date of issue that we get, the less likely that is
to happen.

The second problem requires that
expertizers know about different printing
techniques, and the properties of each on

Continued on page 81
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Walt Disney’s face seems to be different colors on these two 1968
photogravure-printed 6¢ commemorative stamps. Is there a color
missing? Use of a 30-power magnifier tells the tale.

Continued from page 81

Five colors were used to print this stamp: yellow, red, blue, black,
and tan. Disney'’s face is made up mostly of yellow and tan. If you
look at the darker face under 30-power magnification, you will see
it has a lot more tan coloring. This has led some to think that the
lighter-face stamps are missing a color. Their supposition can be
encouraged by the fact that there are three color-omitted errors
listed for the Walt Disney stamp: ocher (tan) omitted, black omitted,
and blue omitted.

But a look under 30-power magnification tells us that every color is
present, just in different intensities from one stamp to the other.

Thus, this is not an error, but an example of the fact that there is
arange of normal in the colors for a great many stamps printed by
photogravure.

In future columns, | will discuss how an expert looks at some of the
other problems that patients present. But for this time, | hope that
the explanations about these three patients give you a sense of the
complexity that can be encountered. Bl



U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Beware unsupported, exaggerated claims on eBay

Caveat Emptor (Latin for let the buyer beware) is a good maxim to keep in mind when a stamp is
offered on eBay as a rare item, but no substantive proof is offered to back up the claim.

While eBay is a wonderful resource for
stamp collectors, as with just about every
good thing, it can be a mixed blessing.

An email from a Linn’s reader highlighted
two recent listings on eBay that fall into the
mixed blessing category and connect to the
theme of this monthly series of columns on
expertizing.

The first is a listing of a 1954 2¢ Thomas
Jefferson Liberty definitive similar to the one
shown with this column. The stamp offered
on eBay is used and described as “very rare,”
though there is no support for this statement.

There is a rare 2¢ Jefferson; it is listed in the
Scott Specialized Catalog of United States Stamps
and Covers as 1033a, printed on Silkote paper.
This was an experiment to try to reduce waste
due to off-center perforating. A mint example is
valued at $275, a plate block at $2,000, and an
on-cover use at an amazing $15,000.

But there is no claim in the eBay listing that
the stamp offered is the Silkote variety. If there
were such a claim, it would have to be backed
up by an expertizing certificate.

No, this seems to be a garden variety 2¢
Jefferson, listed as a buy-it-now item on eBay
for about $13, converted from £10. Now,

"

\L;‘\_l

A stamp much like this United States 2¢
Jefferson of the Liberty series was shown in a
recent eBay listing, described as “very rare!” It is
a common stamp instead.

6 = October 16,2017 = LINNS.com

This item was offered on eBay simply as an “India
State Scinde District Dawk” at the equivalent

of $65, despite having a Scott catalog value of
$26,000 if genuine. The stamp did not sell.

there’s a clue. The seller is not a United States-
based collector, and might not have access
to a Scott catalog. It seems that the seller is
simply guessing, and eBay has no mechanism
that screens such listings for truth or accuracy.

Thus, the potential customer really does
have to arm himself with knowledge, and
keep the old saying in mind:“Let the buyer
beware!

It also helps to keep in mind that no one
can provide a precise, generally accepted
definition of the term “very rare!” Does it mean
one example known, or 10, or 100?

In this instance, the “very rare” description
is inappropriate in the absence of a
substantiated claim that the stamp is Scott
1033a. Hundreds of millions of the basic 2¢
Jefferson stamp were produced. Indeed, the
used value is the routine 25¢ that Scott uses
as its minimum catalog value.

So, the take-away here is that buyers can
not accept claims at face value. If you are
going to spend hard-earned money, it is
essential that the claim be substantiated by
the noting of a certificate in the listing, and
that you check your own reference material,
such as a Scott catalog, to be certain that the
asking price is reasonable.

The second example from an eBay listing is

advanced as a world-class rarity: the Scinde
Dawk issue of India. The stamp is found at the
start of Scott’s India listings as A3, one of three
embossed, imperforate Y2-anna stamps issued
for the Scinde District Post (A1-A3).The catalog
value for A3 alone is $165,000 unused, and
$26,000 used. Only one is recorded unused.
The stamp listed on eBay is clearly used.

Immediately alarm bells should go off. First,
there is a buy-it-now price of £50, about U.S.
$65. My correspondent reported that despite
the bargain price, the stamp has not sold in
two tries; this being the third try. You would
think a rarity like this would be snapped up by
India specialists the first time it appeared. That
it has not sold is a shot across the bow.

Further, no claim is made in the eBay listing
other than the description “India State Scinde
District Dawk.” In the absence of a statement
to the contrary, one is led to assume that it is
genuine.

The lack of any claims offers another
warning. If this were something special,
buyers should expect the seller to have and
advertise a certificate, to state a catalog
number, and to hype the stamp as a desirable
addition to a collection. The silence on those
matters is deafening.

Finally, the price of the item offered should

Continued on page 97

The Scott catalog image for the1852 Scinde Dawk
stamp embossed in blue on white paper.



Continued from page 6
be commensurate with the catalog value.

As if all of this were not enough, a look at the
Scott catalog listings for early India reveals several
facts that seal the fate of this stamp. A note after the
A3 reads: “Nos. A1-A3 were issued without gum. No.
A3 is embossed on red wafer. It is usually found with
cracks and these examples are worth somewhat less
than the values given, depending upon the degree
of cracking.”

The illustration for the Scott listing for the Scinde
Dawk stamps is a bit of a problem because it looks
like the eBay stamp, only blue instead of red. So
unless you have read the fine print in the catalog,
you might assume that A3 could look like that.

Because Scott A3 is a red wafer embossed on
paper, the example shown with the eBay listing
is clearly a fake, and it has a fake cancellation that
mimics the genuine cancel of the time.

That’s why no serious collector has bought this
“bargain.”

A NEWLY REPORTED ERROR?

Another Linn’s reader sent the discolored 50¢
Franklin of the Third Bureau issue for examination. It is
perforated gauge 11 on the top, bottom and left side,
and perforated 12 on the right. The reader asked if
this might be a hitherto undiscovered new error?

Given the gauge-11 perforations on three sides,
the stamp can be presumed to be Scott 517, the
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A used example of the rare Scinde Dawk stamp, which
is embossed on a red wax wafer. Image courtesy of
Robert A. Siegel Auction Galleries.
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This discolored United States 1917 50¢ Franklin
stamp is perforated on all four sides, but the
perforations on the right don’t match those on the
other three sides. Could this be a new error?

1917 version. How does an expertizer approach this?
With considerable skepticism! For a new error to
appear after 100 years would be highly unusual.

The first thing to do is to verify the 11-gauge
perforations using the Kiusalas gauge, which is
keyed to U.S. issues of the first hundred years
and measures with more precision than the
standard gauge. That confirmed that the 11-gauge
perforations are genuine, meaning that the basic
stamp is indeed Scott 517, and not one of the two
perf-12 versions of this stamp (421 and 422).

This brings up the next question: Can the gauge
12 perforations at right be genuine?

To answer this, you need to find out whether a
12-gauge perforator was being used by the Bureau
of Engraving and Printing in 1917, and if so, do the
right-side perforations match the proper gauge?

We needn't get to the second question, because
the last use of gauge-12 perforations for regular-
issue U.S. stamps was in 1914. So, perf 12 was long
out-of-date by the time that perf 11 stamps were
being produced.

What do we have, then? My bet is that this
example of Scott 517 originally had a straight edge
on the right side. Someone recognized that fully
perforated stamps without a straight edge sold for
more than the less-desirable straight-edge versions
and “improved”it by adding perforations on the
right. However, the only equipment available was
gauge 12, which was less important than having
holes on all four sides on the stamp.

LINNS.com = October 16,2017 = 97
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Becoming a philatelic expert: Are you ready?

While expertizing stamps and covers can be challenging, it also has many rewards. John Hotchner
provides guidelines to help you determine if you are up for the challenge.

There are never enough people who are
willing to step forward as philatelic experts.

There are many reasons. Some collectors
may be capable, but don't want the
responsibility. Others have a case of terminal
humility. Still others don’t want to spend
their limited hobby time working with other
peoples’ stamps and covers.

All of these are understandable. However, |
would argue that someone has to do this work,
and first, making the commitment to go down
this path can be a bit of payback for the happy
hours that the hobby has given you. Second,
you will be repaid for your work in several ways.

In terms of cold hard cash, most expertizing
enterprises pay a small per-patient (the
patient is the stamp or cover that has been
submitted for expertizing) amount that covers
your minimal expenses and provides a little
spending money. No, you won't get rich — and
many experts donate the honorarium back —
but you can keep it for your philatelic account.

Much more valuable is the experience and
knowledge you gain in your chosen field. No
one declares themselves to be an expert, and
on day one suddenly knows everything there
is to know.

It is only the beginning. Experts are students,
and handling both the genuine and the
falsified material that others send in forces the
expert to dig deep into his or her knowledge
base, to expand it, to develop new theories and
to reach new conclusions. Sometimes what you
think you know turns out to be wrong.

The knowledge you gain also can have a cash
value in that you become more aware of what to
avoid as a faked or altered item, and what to snap
up as a bargain because it has an odd perforation
or a curlicue out of place that others have missed.

The next benefit is that even if you don't
own them for your own collection, how else
can you handle and enjoy the rarities of
your field? You get to know and study them
firsthand, which beats by a country mile
seeing them in an exhibit frame.

WHEN TO BEGIN?
How do you know when you are ready to
take on the challenge?

6 m November 20,2017 ® LINNS.com

ho__00081929 Rl )
RLULLE R

Professional Stamp Experts

P Daa 0170 Mtwoon Beach. CA 59528

zg‘i :
s
p——
Authentication Commeittee

W Mirve enininad B enclosed deen subemunind PS8 of whah
B pmo w raded wEn wal and av o Dw opveon Dt

Cats Isscs  Denom.  Coler
[T 881 5 Crange peowm

“i s penciee seused. no

with FAKE CANCEL, and
TED at gt *

This 1861 5¢ orange brown Thomas Jefferson
stamp (Scott 30) is a genuine stamp, but has
three strikes against it as noted on the PSE
certificate. Does this make it uncollectible? No,
but it does make it a lot less expensive.
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A closer look at the United States Scott 30 stamp
from the expertizing certificate.

There are several elements against which
you can make that evaluation.

First, despite what | already said, humility is
good. You can have pride in your knowledge
without believing that you are the last word
on every stamp or cover that comes before
you. Knowing what you don’t know is nearly
as important as knowing what you do know.

Having the humility to own up when
knowledge is lacking is a positive. An expert
cannot guess.

Often the organization for which the expert
works takes the team approach, so that there
are others who look at the patient and check
each other’s findings.

Even the lone, highly experienced expertizer
runs up against the occasional brick wall and
has to call in outside help, or declare that it
is impossible to reach a conclusion given the
current state of technology or knowledge.

All of this translates into a high level of
personal ethics. You can’t wish a patient into
being genuine, nor can you favor material that
you know comes from a friend. And, you can’t
use your position as an expertizer to settle
some mythical score from 20 years ago.

As to knowledge, you need a passion for the
material you are working with — and not just for
the most perfect and beautiful examples extant.

My friend Trish Kaufmann expressed this
especially well in a recent note: “I have an
extensive collection of Confederate fakes,
forgeries and fantasies. They proliferate. We
have evidence that it started during the war
as early as 1862, as evidenced by print ads for
fake stamps. People messing with covers were
right on their heels. And nothing has stopped
the momentum. It continues today.”

What this tells me is that Kaufmann has a
fascination with material from the darkest
corners of the hobby. She also has a collection
and a library to back it up that help her to be
a knowledgeable expert. Of course, she has
been doing this for years, and she continually
adds to both her collection and library.

So, as with elemental knowledge, the
expert must have the basics, but the
fascination with the good, the bad and the
ugly encourages you to build your own
collection and library over time.

Continued on page 54
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Discovering why a modern printing flaw occurred

As the printing of stamps became more complex, so did the causes for printing flaws. The printer
may be able to explain how a flaw happened. If not, a printing specialist may have the answer.

In the 19th century and even into the 20th,
the art of printing was fairly simple. But the
installation of ever more complex printing
equipment at the Bureau of Engraving and
Printing blended technology, speed, and
start-to-finish production elements. The new
presses were capable of printing hundreds of
millions of complicated stamps in amazingly
short periods of time.

As with today’s automobiles, there are so
many more conveniences and labor- and
money-saving devices built into these presses,
that we too often forget that this means there
are more things that can go wrong. Often
enough, the things that go wrong require
expensive fixes.

Also, with each new generation of presses,
a new set of unexpected problems needed
to be solved, and these often affected some
part of a production run. While electronic
inspection for errors could and often
did remove defective material from the
production line, it never worked flawlessly.

The result is that stamp collectors
sometimes encounter odd and unusual flaws
that needed to be authenticated as genuine,
and this often requires being able to explain
how they could have happened.

When the BEP got out of the business of
producing United States postage stamps in
the early 21st century, the U.S. Postal Service
contracted out stamp printing to a succession
of private firms, and the same situation with
defective material applied to them as well.

The flawed material produced that made
it through the system ranged from the easily
explainable, such as imperfs or missing colors,
to the unexplainable — at least to the average
stamp collector.

Many of these flawed stamps are submitted
for expertizing, and expertizers can be as
flummoxed as the collectors who submitted
them.

The difference is that the expertizer can
not just be content with identifying what the
flaw is; it is important to understand, if at all
possible, what caused it.

Unless expertizers can identify the press

responsible and how it works, they can be left
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Lightly inked repeating parallel lines are found on some photogravure-printed stamps issued between
1975 and 1982, such as the blue lines on the 1975 10¢ International Women'’s Year commemorative
stamp. George Brett, an expert on the BEP, called them “chatter marks.”
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Gray “chatter marks” appear on the 1982 20¢
Christmas stamp showing a Madonna and Child
painting by Giovanni Battista Tiepolo.

without the information essential to providing
a full explanation.

So, what does an expertizer do when one of
these stamps is submitted?

Expertizers used to be able to ask the
printer to verify the variety and explain how
it happened. When the BEP produced U.S.
stamps, it was subject to the provisions of the
Freedom of Information Act because it was a
government agency. The BEP may not always
have been prompt, but it was thorough and
helpful.

The same has not been true of the private
printers. In fact, it is my understanding that
the USPS has instructed them not to answer
inquiries from collectors seeking information
about varieties.

In a way, this is understandable as providing
this information and the testing and research
that goes into it can greatly increase the cost
of the contracts. The only recourse is to write
to the Postal Service’s public affairs office
asking for the information that is needed, and
the USPS decides what is worth the time and
expense to answer. This has been precious
little in my experience.

Let’s look at an example of how the BEP
would respond to inquiries. Shown nearby are
two examples of parallel lines covering the
entire stamps, but the lines are more obvious
in the selvage.

In addition to the 1975 10¢ International

Continued on page 58
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Brett had, there is no doubt that his analysis

was correct. This is not to say that the BEP’s

explanation is totally off base. It might hold

true for other similar-appearing varieties. But

for the stamps Brett reviewed, it did not apply.
| have two final things to mention.

First, | am in the process of getting together
as many BEP explanation letters as | can find,
with the object of making them available on
a website at some future time. Since these
letters were routinely sent in response to
collectors’ questions, they are dispersed
throughout the philatelic community. | am
asking for anyone with such a letter to provide
me with a copy. | can be reached at Box 1125,
Falls Church, VA 22041-0125, or by email at
jmhstamp@verizon.net.

Second, U.S. collectors are missing a great
resource if they are not members of the
United States Stamp Society. Its monthly
journal remains the single best source of
detailed articles about U.S. stamps and their
production. Membership information is
available from the society’s website www.
usstamps.org, or from USSS Executive
Secretary, Box 6634, Katy, TX 77491-6634.




U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

You be the expert: items that look like errors

In researching kraft paper repair varieties for this column, John Hotchner discovered an

illustration of a 2¢ Washington error hiding in plain sight in a published work.

If you were an expertizer, how would you
describe the five stamp multiples shown
with this column? They are four mint Fourth
Bureau Issue (1922-1938) blocks and one
pair, all from the perf 11 by 11 flat-plate set
of 1922.

Pictured first is a 2¢ Washington block
with a kraft (brown) paper repair that can
be seen on the back and on the front in the
diagonal gap in the third vertical row. The
block has normal horizontal perforations
and three rows of vertical perforations on
a diagonal through the first, second and
fourth vertical rows.

The second item is a similar block,
without kraft paper and fully perforated
vertically, but all the vertical perfs are on
the diagonal.

The third, a block of nine of the 2¢, has a
kraft paper repair on the back covering the
bottom row. It has no vertical perforations,
and only two rows of horizontal perfs on
a diagonal through the top two rows. The
bottom row is completely imperforate, but
split on a diagonal and spliced together.

The fourth example is a 12¢ Grover
Cleveland block of four with normal
horizontal perfs, and an additional row of
horizontal perfs through each horizontal
row. It also has a kraft paper repair on the
back of the top row.

The final item is a horizontal pair of 12¢
Cleveland stamps that appear to be totally
imperf. There is no kraft paper repair.

Before we get to the descriptions, a little
background on the use of kraft paper is
helpful.

Repairs using kraft paper affect only the
flat-plate printings of the early 1920s. No
such repairs are known earlier; a different
method of repair was used for the Third
Bureau Issue (the Washington-Franklins).
Also, none are known later, after the Bureau
of Engraving and Printing changed over to
rotary press production of sheet stamps.

Kraft paper was used for repairs and
splices when the perforating process went
wrong.

These stamps were printed in sheets of

6 m January 15,2018 = LINNS.com

Shown front and back is a block of the 1922 2¢
Washington flat plate, perf 11 by 11 stamps that
were damaged and repaired during perforating.
The repair was done with brown kraft paper, as
can be seen on the back, and on the front in the
second full vertical row of stamps.

This block of 2¢ Washington stamps was
damaged in perforating. While all perforations
are present, the vertical rows are misplaced.
The block comes from a part of a sheet that
has no kraft paper repair.

400. The sheets were inserted by hand into
the perforator, which applied perforations
in one direction, and cut the sheets in half.
Then the half sheets of 200 were inserted
for perforations in the other direction.
The half sheets also were split into two
100-stamp post office panes at this stage.
If a sheet or half sheet caught an edge,
or got stuck or crinkled when inserted, the

This block of nine is imperf vertically, and has a
kraft paper splice over the back of the bottom
row of stamps, which were split while making
the repair. Because the stamps are split, they
do not qualify for error status.

resulting perforations may be where they
shouldn’t be, may be missing in one or both
directions, or may be torn.

Keep in mind that the paper used for
postage stamps was expensive, and the
object was to waste as little as possible. So,
enough repair would be done so that the
sheet could be completed, and a half or
even a quarter saved as completed work.

Of course, the waste was not supposed to
get into circulation, but inevitably some of
it was mistakenly put in the pile of properly
perforated work.

Some of these stamps would ultimately
be removed by post office window clerks
as defective, but some were purchased by
patrons. The patrons could then decide
to use the stamps as postage, or perhaps
throw them away.

Also, some defective panes found their
way to dealers, where they were broken up
and sold to collectors. There is no doubt in
my mind that all five of the items shown
here came from larger kraft-paper repaired
panes.

Continued on page 8
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Continued from page 6

This is scarce material, which properly
identified, has value. So getting the
description right is important.

Let’s now look at each of the items to see
how they should be described.

The first example has no vertical
perforations in the third vertical row, and
because of this, you as the expertizer
may be tempted to call that row imperf
vertically. However, because the stamps
are split and spliced, they are not complete
stamps and don’t warrant being treated as
errors.

So, both the first and second blocks are
properly described as misperforated stamps
with vertical perforations on the diagonal.
The first block would get an additional note

LN LN NN NI NSNS

Seemingly double-perfed horizontally, this
block of 12¢ flat plate Grover Cleveland stamps
is not a vertically imperf error because both
the horizontal and vertical perforations are
present. Two of the vertical holes can be seen in
the margin between the stamps, though they
are oriented incorrectly. There is a kraft paper
repair on the back of the top row.

[

Fully imperf, this margin pair of 12¢ Grover
Cleveland stamps might qualify for a listing in
the catalog, except that there were horizontal
perforations on the bottom of the pair. They
have been clipped off.

8 m January 15,2018 = LINNS.com
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These illustrations from Dr. Stanley B. Segal’s Errors, Freaks and Oddities on U.S. Stamps: Question Marks
in Philately show a 2¢ Washington pane of 100 that has 10 rows of perforations on the diagonal, but on
only seven rows of stamps. As can be seen from the back, three vertical rows are totally imperf.

on the expertizing certificate about the
kraft paper repair.

The third block is imperf vertically, but in
addition the bottom row is totally imperf. If
they were not spliced stamps, they would
be candidates for listing as an error, but
they are spliced on a slight diagonal —
though it is an artful job and difficult to
tell without a magnifier. As | have already
noted, spliced stamps are not given error
status.

Thus, the proper description for the
third block is “Top two rows misperforated;
bottom row spliced with kraft paper; the
entire block imperf vertically.”

The first 12¢ Cleveland piece, the block
of four, is properly perforated horizontally
and has no kraft paper on the reverse, but
the vertical perforations are displaced so
that they look like a second set of horizontal
perforations. The result is a block that
appears to be imperf vertically, but the
vertical perfs are present but just in the
wrong place, so this will not count as an
error.

Nevertheless, upon occasion we see
these described as the imperf vertically
error (Scott 564a), which does not have the
second set of perforations. For example,

a recent auction improperly described

a horizontal pair with the second row of
perforations as an”... eye catching example
of this rarely offered imperf vertically

pair showing an extra horizontal row of
perforations through both stamps ... Only

15 pairs reported including multiples per
Datz.”

The problem is that the Scott Catalogue of
Errors on U.S. Postage Stamps, 16th edition,
by the Stephen Datz, pictures Scott 564a
without a second row of perforations.

Datz also mentions our fifth example:
“Imperforate pairs of No. 564 almost
certainly are trimmed from pairs of No. 564a
that occurred at the top of the pane and
contained a natural straight edge along the
top edge.”

My example is described in its certificate
as “No. 564a ... genuine, natural straight
edge at top with perforations trimmed off
bottom.”

In summary, this material is tricky, and the
expert needs to understand the production
process and how the stamps are sometimes
misdescribed to enhance the hoped-for sale
value.

Clearly, anyone contemplating purchasing
one of the items as an error must insist on
its having a certificate.

KRAFT-PAPER-RELATED ERROR

In preparing this article, | consulted a
wonderful little book by Dr. Stanley B. Segal,
Errors, Freaks and Oddities on U.S. Stamps:
Question Marks in Philately. Published by the
Bureau Issues Association (now the United
States Stamp Society) in 1979, it is the first
published systematic treatment of U.S. EFO
categories and their causes. As such, it was

Continued on page 45
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U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Provocative questions receive provocative responses

In answering some tough questions, including one about the possible existence of an expertizing
“mafia,” John Hotchner offers a behind-the-scenes look of the expertization process.

A provocative letter sent anonymously by
a Linn’s reader in or near Philadelphia (per
the cancellation on the envelope) poses
several questions about expertization that
beg for a response.

The first question — actually three in one
— presumes dishonest intentions. While
such intentions may exist, | do not believe
they are pervasive.

Q: | saw an auction lot which had several
stamps which received bad certificates. A
dealer bought this lot. Would the dealer sell
these stamps with the bad certificates? Or
remove the certificates and misrepresent
the stamps as genuine? What is the ethics
of the auctioneer in selling the lot with bad
certificates?

A: | see nothing wrong with an auctioneer
or any other dealer selling properly described
stamps with or without certificates. A bad
certificate from the Philatelic Foundation
is illustrated nearby. Ethical dealers — the
great majority in my experience (certainly

The Philatelic Foundation
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Created from imperforate William H. Seward
sheet stamps (Scott 371), this purported private
vending machine pair was declared to be a fake
by the Philatelic Foundation.
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those who note their membership in the
American Stamp Dealers Association and/or
the American Philatelic Society) — would not
strip off bad certificates and sell the stamps
as genuine.

Customers dealing with those few dealers
who might do this have a remedy. Regarding
any stamp that you have doubts about, tell
the dealer that your purchase is conditional
upon the stamp receiving a good certificate.
Make it clear that if it fails to get one, you
will return the stamp. The dealer also should

If the response you receive to this request
is sputtering or argument, don’t buy the
stamp.

Q: Does the term State College “Mafia”ring
a bell with you?

A: | can only guess what the implication
is here, but it certainly isn't positive. My
answer is an unequivocal NO. | speak as one
who has been involved as a board member
of the American Philatelic Society for 16
years (1987-2003) and since then, as an
active participant in several areas of APS

agree to cover the cost of the bad certificate. Continued on page 8
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The American Philatelic Expertizing Service (APEX) experts use this checklist when examining a
stamp or cover. Other expertizing groups use something similar.
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Shifted horizontal perforations on American
Architecture series stamps can result in Scott
catalog-listed errors with the red descriptive
text missing beneath the design. Is this
misperforated 18¢ stamp from the American
Architecture series a freak or an error? A normal
stamp is shown below for comparison.

Continued from page 6
governance and service to members. Also,
I have been an expertizer on the roster of
the American Philatelic Expertizing Service
(APEX) since 1986.

There are those who toss around
the term “elitism” when referring to
APS leadership. This may relate to the
question, but | have seen little sign of it.
By definition, the ruling class is an elite
group, but any member can be involved in
APS activities and services, or run for office
and thus join the elite. There are never
enough volunteers willing to roll up their
shirtsleeves and get to work.

However, if the letter writer is hinting at
some sort of cabal that influences opinions
on patients (stamps and covers being
expertized) from society headquarters in
Bellefonte, Pa. (not State College), that is
pure fiction.

The APEX experts live all over the country.
We render opinions on the patients not
on their owners, who are for the most part

8 m February 19,2018 m LINNS.com

unidentifiable from the information we
receive.

As experts, we don't consult with each
other to fix opinions and only rarely to argue
the merits of a patient. Rather, we use the
report form, shown nearby, to register our
opinions in sequence. It is then up to the
professional staff at APS headquarters to
translate those opinions to language on the
certificate itself.

A long-serving, ethical staff of two
performs this work, and they do it without
input or influence from senior staff or the
APS board.

Not only is there no mafia, there is no
possibility of one. If there were, | would have
stumbled over it a long time ago.

All this said, there may be opinions on
which reasonable people can disagree. Also,
there may be the occasional opinion that
is proven wrong. After all, expertizers are
only human. But this in no way supports the
concept that there is some sort of mafia-like
enterprise manipulating opinions.

Q: Is there a glossary of terms used in
writing up the certificates?

A: There is. It's called a dictionary. Well,
enough levity. It is the expertizers’ opinions
that guide the preparation of the certificates,
and there is no list of approved terms for
expertizers. There are, however, standard
categories used to describe findings in the
form of categories of problem, with check
boxes as shown here on the aforementioned
APEX sample. Other expertizing houses use
something similar.

Opinions are worthless if not precise, so
expertizers can and often do take advantage
of the back of the form to make additional
notes to support their findings, or to
express doubts about findings by the other
expertizers.

As mentioned earlier, the Bellefonte APEX
staff of two have the task of translating the
input from expertizers into what will be
noted on the certificate. Because it is only
two people, there will be a high degree of
consistency in the language used. Again, the
same is true of other expertizing groups.

Questions regarding expertizing or
anything else related to stamps and the
stamp hobby are always welcome. Write to
me, John Hotchner, via email at jmhstamp@
verizon.net, or at Box 1125, Falls Church, VA
22041-0125.
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Look closely at this 20¢ American Architecture
series commemorative stamp. Is it a freak or an
error? A normal stamp is shown for comparison.

ISITORISN'TIT?

The two misperforated stamps of the
1979-82 American Architecture series
shown nearby appear to be color errors
because of the perforations leaving out
the red text under the black architectural
wonders pictured in black. The normal
stamps (18¢ New York University Library
by Stanford White, Scott 1928; and 20¢
Illinois Institute of Technology by Ludwig
Mies van der Rohe, 2020) are shown for
comparison.

Would you say that one or both of the
misperforated stamps are true errors? If
not, are both just freaks? Look carefully.

If fact, the 18¢ New York University Library
stamp is an error. There is not a trace of the
red brown below the building.

However, the 20¢ lllinois Institute of
Technology stamp is a freak. Look below
the building, and you will see that there are
traces of the red lettering in the perforations.
Itisn't much, but it is enough to disqualify
the stamp as a true error. B
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1973 50¢ Lucy Stone stamp colors prompt questions

The 50¢ Lucy Stone stamp in the Prominent Americans series was only printed in one color —

rose magenta — so what accounts for the variety of hues found on the stamp?

A question from Linn’s reader Greg
Waldecker raised an issue | have not seen
addressed in the literature.

He said:“I've had a single of Scott 1293a [The
50¢ tagged Lucy Stone stamp, issued in April
1973] for years; wondering if it was a different
color or just a color changeling. I've held on to
it hoping to find another of the same color.

“Well, | have, and it's a plate block this time.
This came from a collection where it had
resided for three decades in a glassine with
other, normal-color untagged 50¢ plate blocks.
The color of the paper of the blocks is the same
to the naked eye, while under ultraviolet light,
the tagged block is just a bit whiter. The gum

on both blocks is shiny. Here are two questions:

“(1) Is this a color which tends to be a
changeling?

)
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“(2) Is it possible this could be a transition
color if one of the inks used to print it had
run out? While | think it is a pretty significant
color difference, though I imagine it may have
still been within tolerances for the Bureau of

Engraving and Printing to put into the system.”

Let’s start with easy answers: This is not a
stamp where we see a lot of color changelings.
I can't rule it out, but it is not a routine problem.
Also, because only one color was used to print
this stamp, it is not likely to be the result of
transition between two differently formulated
colors. The different color intensities in the
stamp design are the result of use of white
space and the differing depth of the incised
lines that carried the ink in the intaglio plates.

There are no color varieties listed for this
stamp in the 2018 Scott Specialized Catalogue
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of United States Stamps and Covers — not for
the untagged version issued in August 1968,
or for the tagged version of 1973. There isn't
even a difference in color listed for these two
types; both are described as “rose magenta.”

I look at questions like this from the
perspective of an expertizer trying to make
a determination as to whether a stamp
presented meets the qualifications justifying
a catalog listing as a major variety or error.

A large number of U.S. stamps found with
significant color differences don't receive
catalog listings, and there are a multitude of
possible reasons for color varieties.

The standard for achieving a catalog listing has
changed over the years. Look at early U.S. stamp
listings, and you will see that almost every issue

Continued on page 8
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Note the six different shades of these United States 50¢ Lucy Stone plate blocks from the Prominent Americans issue first released in the mid 1960s. Are they
significant enough to warrant a Scott catalog listing? The author says no, and explains why in the accompanying article.
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Continued from page 6
has multiple color varieties listed. As time passed,
the number of color varieties listed for stamps
declined, partially the result of advances in the
consistency of ink-making and partially the result
of more stringent qualifications for listing.

Today, a color variety is only listed if there is
evidence that a stamp has been printed with
ink meant for another stamp, or that a new
batch of ink for a given stamp has undergone a
change in its formulation that results in a totally
differentiable color. This does not happen often.

A search of my clipping files and the online
index of the The United States Specialist,
the journal of the United States Stamp
Society, revealed nothing about the 50¢
Lucy Stone’s ink colors. However, there is
excellent coverage on two other stamps
from the Prominent Americans series — the
2¢ stamp Frank Lloyd Wright and the 20¢
George C. Marshall — in an article by Charles
S. Goodman. Titled “Ink and Color Changes
on 2¢ and 20¢ Prominent Americans Stamps,”
Goodman'’s article was published in the
November 1989 The United States Specialist.

Before we get to that article, let’s take a look
at the six Lucy Stone plate blocks pictured on
page 6. They show a considerable range of
colors affecting hue, brightness and intensity.

All six are shiny gum, because there were
no dull gum Lucy Stone stamps. They are all
tagged, though the quality and intensity of
tagging varies.

The examples from later printings — the
three different hues in the top row — are
softer, relatively flat and lighter than the three
blocks in the bottom row. Those have a darker
hue and are harsher in appearance. These three
hues also seem to stand off the paper better.

These six blocks display the range of distinct
colors | found in my accumulation of 28 50¢
tagged plate blocks. A larger group including
untagged blocks might yield additional
differentiable hues. Tagged Lucy Stone stamps
were not replaced as the 50¢ stamp in inventory
until issuance of the 50¢ Adm. Chester Nimitz
Great Americans definitive on Feb. 22, 1985.

This means that the Lucy Stone stamps
were produced over the course of 12 years,
during which paper supplier contracts
are likely to have changed, the tagging
components may have changed, and the ink
components may have been altered. This is
where Goodman's The United States Specialist
article is helpful. It presents a letter that the
he received from the Bureau of Engraving and

8 m March 19,2018 = LINNS.com
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The black olive version of the 20¢ George
Marshall stamp, at top, does have a Scott listing,
based on its significant difference from the
original deep olive caused by an ink change.

Printing that discusses the differing colors that
can be found on the 2¢ and 20¢ stamps of the
Prominent Americans series, circumstances
that were likely in play also with the 50¢.

Here are excerpts from that letter:“Since
the original printing of the 2¢ Frank Lloyd
Wright postage stamp, issued in 1966, there
have been several ink formula changes. A blue
and black pigment change was made in 1971:
Alkali Blue was substituted for Victoria Blue,
and magnetic Black Iron Oxide was substituted
for Furnace Black, a form of carbon black. This
change resulted in easier processing during
ink manufacturing. A change in extender was
made, circa 1975, when polyvinyl chloride was
replaced by calcium carbonate to comply with
EPA and OSHA regulations, which addressed
the presence of vinyl chloride monomer in
polymerized polyvinyl chloride.”

“The changes in formulations do not
necessarily account for the range of color
variations exhibited by the submitted stamps.

Because Black Iron Oxide was substituted for
Furnace Black, it is possible for sedimentation
to occur in a stored container of postage
stamp ink. Black Iron Oxide, having a high
specific gravity/density and tending to
agglomerate, settles faster in postage stamp
inks which have low viscosity. If this ink is not
mixed shortly before use, a portion of the top
layer has a high probability of being blue ...”

“The 20¢ George C. Marshall postage
stamps were printed with ink containing
Molybdated Chrome Orange and Chrome
Yellow pigments. These pigments, which had
been widely used in the printing industry, are
insoluble lead compounds. BEP subsequently
developed lead free inks, circa 1981, to
comply with EPA and OSHA regulations
concerning the use of lead containing
material. The new formulations used lead-free
pigments which are difficult to provide a good
color match with the original formulation.”

Add to these kinds of problems the possible
effects of slight differences in the amount of
ink deposited on the plate, and/or transferred
from the plate to the paper, and possible
differences over time in the coating and
consistency of the paper itself. The result is
that some difference in visual perception of
color is just about guaranteed.

Are any of the 50¢ color varieties worth
noting in the Scott U.S. Specialized? Based
on concurrent practice, | would say no. There
are no color varieties listed for the 2¢, and
the major reason for listing one color variety,
“olive black” for the 20¢ is that it is a major
difference, and associated only with dull gum.

It can be argued that any collectible variety
should be listed in the catalog, but that creates
a whole host of problems, from catalog size, to
the staff needed to pin down all the possible
varieties (not just color varieties) and determine
how they should be valued. All of that would
add significantly to the retail cost of the catalog.

Linn’s readers who would like a copy of the
Goodman article of November 1989, can drop
me a note, with a return stamped envelope, and
20¢ in mint postage to cover photocopying, at
Box 1125, Falls Church, VA 22041-0125.

For those readers who enjoy U.S. philately,
I highly recommend that you join the United
States Stamp Society to receive its excellent
monthly journal and participate in its study
groups. More information is available from the
society’s website at www.usstamps.org, or by
writing to the Executive Secretary, Box 3508,
Joliet, IL 60434. 1
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Are these stamps true errors or near misses?

When determining whether a stamp is an error or not, almost but not quite
missing doesn’t count, especially when it comes to colors and perforations.

Several readers responded to my discussion
of the misperforated United States 18¢ New
York University Library by Stanford White
American Architecture stamps (Scott 1928) in
my column in the Feb. 19 issue of Linn’s.

In that column, | mistakenly called a top-
margin single stamp an error because the
misperforation cut the red brown text off the
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The first and third stamps in this trio of 18¢
New York University Library stamps are
varieties not errors, because the red brown text
is visible in the perforation tips at top in the
first stamp and at bottom in the third. A normal
stamp is shown in the middle for comparison.
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brown from the
bottom.

| was so intent 1
in examining the A ———
bottom of the top- Architecture LS\ 15¢

margin stamp that |
didn't notice the red
brown color in the
perf tips at the top.
Even thoughitisa
tiny amount of the
red brown and it is
in the perforation ‘
teeth, this still
disqualifies it as an
error. The same holds
true for the third
stamp in the nearby
illustration, as the red
brown ink is present
in the bottom
perforation tips.

Both stamps
are definitely
collectible, but
only as interesting
varieties.

These American
Architecture stamps
were printed in
sheets of 160, with
four panes of 40
stamps each and
with plate numbers
to the outside of the
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This strip of 10 of 1980 15¢ American
Architecture stamps is a misperforation of a
lower pane from a sheet of four panes. The
selvage above the top stamp includes text from
the pane above, but the red brown text both
above and below the image of Trinity Church in
Boston is entirely missing on this stamp.
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This 15¢ Smlthsonlan smgle from the top of a
top pane has no trace of the red brown text.

sheet. This means that the misperfed top-margin
18¢ stamp comes from a lower right or lower
left pane, and the misperf would have cut into
the panes above. This is illustrated nearby by
the 1980 15¢ strip of eight Architecture stamps
depicting the Trinity Church in Boston and the
Lyndhurst mansion in Tarrytown, N.Y. (Scott
1839,1841). Note that the top stamp, which
shows the church, is perfectly misperfed to
exclude any red brown from the stamp, top or
bottom, thus making it a true error.

The fact that red brown text is in the selvage
above the error marks this as having come from
one of the lower panes of the sheet.

The misperfing of the 18¢ sheet would have
resulted in true errors at the top of the upper
panes. An example is shown in the form of
the used plate single of the 15¢ Smithsonian
stamp (Scott 1838). The text in red brown is
missing below the image of the Smithsonian,
and the top margins could only have the plate
number and would be otherwise blank.

Another example of this effect is illustrated
by a block of the 1977 13¢ Lafayette stamp
(Scott 1716).

The block is from a top pane, and the misperf
fully cuts off the red “U.S. Bicentennial 13c”from
the two upper stamps, making each one of
them the Scott catalog listed missing red error
(Scott 1716a). The upper corner stamp also bears
60 percent of the blue plate number 37978.

Color misregistrations also can play a part in
creating errors. Shown nearby is block of four
1973 11¢ Electronics Progress airmail stamps

Continued on page 8
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This plate block of the 13¢ Lafayette stamp has
the red text misperforated out of the top stamp.

Continued from page 6
(Scott C86), and a pair of normal stamps.

The block was sold in a major auction,
without a certificate, described as “Progress
in Electronics omitted.” It does seem like that
inscription is missing, until you look closely at
the top stamps with a magnifier.

The engraved black lettering of the inscription
“Progress in Electronics”is 5 millimeters low, but
the capital “P”and capital “E” are definitely into
the perf tips of the top left stamp.

Also, the lot describer seemed to be a bit
cagey in not listing this as “engraved black
omitted.” Note that the engraved black text
“DeForrest Audions”in the center of the design
is present, though shifted down. So, even
if the phrase “Progress in Electronics” were
completely absent from the top stamp, it
would not qualify as an error as engraved black
text would still be in the center of the stamp.

Another near miss is seen in one of the two
1972 8¢ Stamp Collecting stamps (Scott 1474)
shown nearby. The stamp on the left is normal,
while the stamp on the right seems to be missing
the lithographed black shading dots. Most of
the dots are indeed missing, but not all. A 2017
American Philatelic Society expert certificate for
this stamp states, “U.S. Scott No. 1474 with just a
few black dots present, unused, full original gum,
never hinged, genuine in all respects”’
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The capitalized letters of “Progress in Electronics” are present in the top stamps of this block. Even

if the phrase were missing from the stamps, this would not be an error because engraved black text
“DeForrest Audions” is present in the middle of the stamps. You can see where the text should be in the
normal pair at right. The block is shown courtesy of Doug Mattox of Mattox Coins and Stamps, Raleigh, N.C.
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The 8¢ Stamp Collecting on the top seems to
be missing the lithographed black shading
dots when compared with the normal example
below, but some of those dots were found
during the expertizing process.

In other words, close, but no cigar. The
stamp is known and listed with all the
lithographed black omitted, but this isn't it.

The final near miss is the block of four of 1971
8¢ Eisenhower definitives (Scott 1402). The
block is slightly misperfed, with the horizontal
perfs shifted just a bit high. The cause is the
preprinting paper crease, horizontally across
Eisenhower’s mouth in the bottom pair.
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There is a large paper crease through the two
bottom stamps of this 8¢ Eisenhower block. The
crease was closed during printing and opened
during perforating. Most of the text under the
portrait on the bottom two stamps is missing,
but there is just a bit in the perforation tips.

The crease was closed when the stamps
were printed, but was opened when they
were perforated. Without looking at the block
with a magnifier, the bottom stamps seem to
have lost the blue “Eisenhower” and red “USA".
But under magnification, bits of both colors
are evident in the perf tips at the bottom.

The lesson here is that very little can be taken
at face value. A practiced eye aided by a magnifier
will often tell you what you need to know — even
if the news is not entirely welcome.

But if you have any doubt, sending your
stamps to be expertized is the best course of
action.
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Double prints simulated by tagging ghosts

Tagging ghosts on stamps are usually associated with plate numbers. However, there are
a few instances where they have been found doubling one or more design elements.

A recent submission to one of the
expertizing services | work with brought
up a common misunderstanding regarding
modern United States stamps.

Take a look at the 1971 21¢ “USA” and Jet
airmail stamp shown here (Scott C81). What
do you see? Here’s a hint: Look at the top of
the red letters.

Shown in the same illustration is a strip of
three 17¢ Statue of Liberty airmail stamps
(Scott C80), also a 1971 issue, that exhibits
the same effect. On this strip of three, both
the red and blue text are affected, with
progressively more intensity starting from the
top stamp and going down.

These appear to be doubled colors, and
they are. The question for an expertizer
is“Why is there a doubling?” Some who
encounter these varieties will jump to the
conclusion that they are a double print —
or as Scott catalog editors call it a “double
impression” — defined as two distinct but not
completely congruent strikes of the plate on
the paper in two passes through the press.

When that happens we have a catalog-
listable error. It is a relatively rare event.

Most of what we see as doubled designs or
design elements on U.S. stamps do not qualify
as this type of error. They are either tagging
ghosts, which | will examine in more depth in
this column, or stuttering, where the plate and
paper meet multiple times in one application
of ink. The latter are mostly seen on the offset
issues of the Washington-Franklin series.

The items illustrated with this column
are all tagging ghosts. We usually see
these associated with plate numbers, such
as with the block of four of the 1974 10¢
Kentucky Settlement 200th Anniversary
commemorative (Scott 2542) shown here.

However, there are a few instances where
tagging ghosts have been found doubling
one or more design elements. Two additional
examples are illustrated here: a 21¢ airmail
block with the doubling on a diagonal, and
the 1971 8¢ Space Achievement Decade plate
block (Scott 1434-1435) with the doubling
below the bottom stamps.

So, how did this happen and why? The
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These 1971 airmail stamps have in common a
doubling of some of the lettering: red on the
21¢, and both red and blue on the 17¢.On
the strip of 17¢ stamps, the doubling is most
pronounced on the bottom stamp.

answer begins in 1963 when the U.S. Post
Office Department began experimenting with
the application of phosphorescent tagging
compounds to U.S. stamps.

The initial purpose of tagging was to
electronically separate domestic airmail from
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Tagging ghosts are seen most often affecting
plate numbers, such as on this 1974 United
States 10¢ Kentucky Settlement 200th
Anniversary stamp. The printed number is
35258; the ghosted number is 35255.

regular mail. Eventually, that was no longer
necessary when the separate domestic airmail
category was eliminated in October 1975 in
favor of transmission of all first-class mail by
the fastest available means.

But the experiment had been successful
and provided the basis for automating a
labor-intensive task: the identification for the
canceling machine of the upper right front
corner of each envelope where the stamp was
that needed to be canceled.

How? By electronically finding on each
envelope the corner bearing a tagged stamp,
and arranging or “facing” the envelope so that
corner would go through the canceling device.

The equipment developed for that purpose,

Continued on page 8



Continued from page 6
called a“facer-canceler,’
took a jumble of letters
fed in at one end and
produced a neat stack

eecgs

of properly faced and j 2"
canceled envelopes at the
other. UNITED STATES AIR MAIL

°
o

To do this required an
identifiable “signature” on
stamps, in other words,
something that the facer
portion of the machine
could recognize and act
upon.

A phosphorescent and < UNITER ““m”l MAIL UNITED ST

cagpezunnocozcazcadp Ll
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On this United States 21¢ airmail block, the tagging cylinder plcked up part of a still-wet red and blue offset impression from
one sheet that had been sent into the tagging process askew, and deposited it on the next sheet.
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mostly colorless ink was
applied by a separate
sheet-fed offset press on
top of the just-completed
stamp designs. It's at this point that the
ghosting took place.

If the printed stamps were not yet
completely dry — intaglio inks used to print
plate numbers and some design elements at
this time were especially slow to dry — the
tagging cylinder would pick up part of the
intaglio or offset ink on sheets passing through.

It would then deposit the borrowed
impression with the intended tagging on the
next sheet, and sometimes on several sheets.

If the sheets were in proper register as
they went through the offset tagging press,
the deposit of wet ink from preceding sheets
is not normally evident anywhere but in
the plate number, as seen here on the 10¢
Kentucky Settlement plate block.

Often, only the last one or two numbers
of the plate number are different because
sequential plate numbers were often paired
on the press.

However, if the sheets were not in proper
position as they went through the tagging press,
the colors deposited with tagging would appear
to double the design elements. The few of these
that exist are nearly always exactly horizontal or
vertical with respect to the direct print, but the
diagonal impression on the 21¢ airmail is one of
the most spectacular flubs you will ever see.

There is yet one more cause of doubling,
and it is fairly common. Called a “double
transfer,” it normally affects only a specific
portion of the design of intaglio-printed
stamps. It is caused by the incomplete
burnishing out of a poorly done entry on a
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A 7-millimeter displacement of the lunar rover and text on these two 1971 United States 8¢ Space
Achievement Decade stamps is a tagging ghost image that extends into the selvage below.

printing plate. When the design is reentered,
both it and the remaining design from the first
try will be evident.

Double transfers are so numerous in early
U.S. philately, that only major examples are
listed in the Scott Specialized Catalogue of
United States Stamps and Covers.

CURRENT LITERATURE

The March issue of the United States Specialist,
the monthly journal of the United States Stamp
Society, includes two short, illustrated articles
of interest to students of fakes and forgeries
and expertizing, and to collectors of the
Washington-Franklin series of 1908-22.

The first is “Lot Describer’s ‘Excellent’ Coils
Should Caution Those Daring to Collect
Washington-Franklins” by Kevin G. Lowther.
The second is “Even Cheap Stamps Get Faked
Too" by Gerald Nylander.

The United States Specialist is always an
exciting read, covering many aspects of
U.S. stamps and postal history, with an
emphasis on 20th-century material, and U.S.
collectors would be doing themselves a favor
by joining the society. Information about
the organization and membership can be
obtained from its website www.usstamps.org,
or by writing to USSS Executive Secretary, Box
3508, Joliet, IL 60434. 1



U.S. STAMP NOTES JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Misperf color errors: true errors or not?

In the 50th in a series of columns on expertizing, John Hotchner shares a discussion
on color-missing errors, including those caused by misperforations.

Although I am not much into celebrating
anniversaries, | do want to mention that this is
the 50th U.S. Stamp Notes column devoted to
matters related expertizing.

In the words of Tom Lehrer in his 1950s
song Lobachevsky, “One man deserves the
credit, and one man deserves the blame.” And,
who is that in this case? The answer is Charles
Snee, who more than four years ago asked
me to write a monthly column as part of U.S.
Stamp Notes with expertizing as the focus.

I would not have guessed that | could write
25 columns on the subject, let alone 50, but
here we are with no end in sight. It is a tribute
to Linn’s readers who have kept this column
going by sending in their comments, sharing
their experiences and asking questions.

So, it seems appropriate to devote this
column to reader input.

First, Jay Smith of Snow Hill, N.C., writes
with a tip that ought to be self-evident but is
easy to forget when a collector has a much-
wanted stamp on the hook. Full disclosure:
Smith is a specialist dealer in Scandinavian
material and does expertizing.

Here is his tip: “The best time to have your
stamps expertized is before you buy them
(i.e. while you can still get a refund if there is
a problem). In the age of on-line auctions and
sellers cloaked behind internet identities, this
could not be more important.‘Buyer beware’
has never been more true!”

MISPERF COLOR ERRORS

In the age of the internet, Linn’s readers
span the globe, so | was not surprised to
receive an email from lan Billings of Norfolk,
England. Like Smith, Billings is a dealer.

In the email, Billings referred to my April 16
column that discussed colors missing from
stamps that have been misperforated. Two
examples, the 1974 10¢ Energy Conservation
stamp (Scott 1547) and the 1977 13¢ Lafayette
(1716), are shown nearby.

Another more spectacular example, the
1976 31¢ Bicentennial souvenir sheet pictur-
ing Washington reviewing his ragged army
at Valley Forge from a painting by William T.
Trego (Scott 1689), also is shown. The perfora-
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shifted up 12
millimeters,
and, as are-
sult, the de-
nominations
are missing
from the
first through
fourth
stamps.

The Scott Specialized Catalogue of United
States Stamp and Covers lists this as 1689w,
“USA/31c missing on a, b, c and d. (PS)"The PS
means that the missing colors are because of
a perforation shift.

Billings wrote: “Your column shows me
interesting differences in the way we look
at errors/varieties on opposite sides of the
Atlantic.

“To my mind the absence of a colour purely
because of misperforation is not a true miss-
ing colour variety.”

He then gave the following instances when
a“real” color error occurs:

“The colour was not printed on the sheet at
all — the sheet was not presented for that ink
to be applied.
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The top stamp of the Lafayette pair and the Energy Conservation
stamp on the left are missing colors (red for Lafayette; orange,
yellow and green on the Energy Conservation) because the
horizontal perfs were shifted up during production. Are they

. genuine errors? The Scott U.S. Specialized catalog says they are.

AN NN UV

e V)

]
B |

sy |

ZRN

!

A B SR A By

AR

\

AAR 2\ A

CONSERVAHON

ol

AAZNSE

LAANAN A UMM N AN
AN OO NSO OO IO ™

RVATION

oS AW atv atd au

“The ink ran out or the cylinder was lifted
from the press during web printing resulting
in fading, a dry print, and colour omission for
that part of the web only.

“There was a paper fold resulting in the ink
being printed on the back of some stamps
and not on the front of those, nor on the ones
that the paper was folded over.”

Billings further explained, “The last of these,
while producing a true variety is a freak oc-
currence only. The first two, and only they,
produce genuine missing colour errors.

“Misperforation does not. For the colour
to be missing it has to be not there where
it ought to be. In this case as in all misperfs
cited, the colour IS there, but misperforation
has caused it to be shifted into the next stamp
or to the margin.”

In the case of the Bicentennial souvenir
sheet, the “USA/31c” colors are clearly pres-
ent below the misperforated stamps. There
is nothing missing on the sheet, but Scott
considers this to be an error because those
colors are not on the misperforated versions
of the stamps.

I mostly agree with Billings, but as an exper-
tizer, | am bound by what the catalog lists. If a

Continued on page 8
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Washington Reviewing His Ragged Army at Valley Forge
From a Painting by Willlam T. Trego
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The perforations on this United States 1976 31¢ Bicentennial souvenir sheet are shifted up 12
millimeters, leaving the “USA/31c” outside the bounds of the misperfed stamps for the first four
stamps from left. The Scott catalog lists this as 1689w.

Continued from page 6

collector submits one of the illustrated stamps
or souvenir sheets asking if it is Scott No. X,
it does not matter whether | agree with the
Scott catalog editor’s decision to list these as
errors or not. | have to say it is.

It happens that | don't agree with the Scott
catalog in this instance. | wrote objecting

YAl W W W W WL N Wa WA e

aWa

™

when the decision was made to list missing
colors because of misperforation several years
ago, and Scott catalog editors ignored me.
Win a few, lose a few.

Where | don't agree with Billings is on his
third point. If a paper fold results in a color
missing on the front of a stamp, | do believe
that is an error, even if the color is printed on
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the reverse side.

An outstanding example is Scott 702a, the
2¢ Red Cross stamp of 1931 with the red cross
missing. Only one example is known, the
result of a corner fold between the applica-
tion of the engraved black and the addition of
the engraved red. This example is mint and is
listed at $40,000.

WHEN IT’S TOO GOOD TO BE TRUE

Speaking of which, Jerold Backstrom of
Brainerd, Minn., recently sent me an eBay
listing for the red cross missing stamp. It and a
variety with a high red cross (both shown here
from the listing) were offered in March for a
starting bid of $35.The listing ended April 8
with zero bids.

Why? There are a few reasons. The seller was
in Russia and the point of mailing was China/
Hong Kong/Taiwan (both tips to be wary), and
the seller made no claim that this is the one and
only missing red cross. The fakes (for that is what
they are) are too clean, too well centered for this
stamp, and the background is too white.

Finally, the return policy stated, “Seller does
not accept returns.”

I'd like to think that potential buyers also
looked at the $35 price tag and said, “Too
good to be true!”

This is not the first fake stamp | have seen
on eBay, and it won't be the last. But itis a
good rule of thumb that if it is too good to be
true, it almost always is. And be wary of any
seller who will not allow you to return an item
if it proves to be not genuine. &
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These two 1931 2¢ Red Cross stamps (left and center) recently were listed on eBay. The stamp on the left seems to be the unique error missing the red cross,
which is listed in the Scott catalog at $40,000. But the starting bid on eBay was given as $35. The normal, nonerror stamp is shown on the right.
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Identifying 4¢ blue Columbian errors

NEVER BUY A 4¢ COLUMBIAN BLUE (INSTEAD OF AQUAMARINE) ERROR WITHOUT A
CERTIFICATE WITH A PHOTO AND DESCRIPTION THAT MATCH THE STAMP.

-
p
p
P
o
2
p
)

Is the 4¢ Columbian
(shown above from a
scan) the blue error?
Probably not, but it is
impossible to tell from

a scan. Some think the
4¢ blue Columbian error
matches the blue of the
1¢ Columbian. Itis close,
but not an exact match.

6 / July 16,2018 / LINNS.com

A friend recently wrote to me with the
following question: "Attached are scans of
a 4¢ Columbian that's languished in a ci-
gar box for many years, and which to me
looks like it just MIGHT be the Blue color
variety (rather than the normal Ultramarine)
— Scott 233a.

‘I well understand that if genuine, it
would be one of those great rarities — par-
ticularly since Scott notes that most used
examples of this stamp are in somewhat
ragged condition. | see that one of these,
with tears, etc. was being offered on eBay
for $2,999.99. Scanning through all the oth-
er 233s being offered
on eBay right now,
mine certainly looks
BLUER than any of
those illustrated (even
discounting scanner
variations)

‘I know this is one of
those items that would
need an expertizing
certificate to show it
being genuine, but I'm
asking your thoughts
in advance of that —
don't want to waste
the time and money
othenwise!

The scanned image
of the 4¢ Columbian
my friend was writ-
ing about is shown
nearby, along with a
normal 1¢ blue Columbian. | agree that it
is not a normal ultramarine example, but |
don't think it qualifies as the blue error. Be-
yond that it's hard to know where to start
in answering this question, but let's begin
with the listing in the Scott Specialized Cat-
alogue of United States Stamps and Covers,

Scott 233 is the 4¢ Columbian, for which

st Bs o S iy b

v

v b T P B b Lk

The distinctive blue error of the 4¢ Columbian is shown on this page (Plate II-
17) from R.H. White's authoritative Encyclopedia of the Colors of United States
Postage Stamps, Vol. I, (1981). Ultramarine shade varieties also are shown.

the normal color is listed as ul-
tramarine. Listed variants of this
color are dull ultramarine and
deep ultramarine. The 2018
Scott US. Specialized values
the normal stamp and these
shade varieties at $50 mint for
hinged examples and $8 used.

The error is listed as Scott 233a,
“4c Blue (erron” with a hinged val-
ue of $17500, and a used value

of $16,500. A note below the list-
ing begins, “No. 233a exists in two
shades" Scott does not further
identify what these shades.

The listing continues, “No. 233a
is valued with small faults, as al-
most all examples come thus!

RH. White, in his monumen-
tal Encyclopedia of the Colors of
United States Postage Stamps,

Continued on page 8
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STAMP NOTES

BY JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Stamps that look like errors but aren’t

PRINTER'S WASTE IS UNFINISHED STAMP MATERIAL INTENDED TO BE DESTROYED
THAT HAS MADE ITS WAY 0UT THE BACK DOOR OF SECURITY PRINTERS.

35588

35589

35590

Figure 1. This 1975 10¢
Collective Bargaining
plate block looks

like it could be an
imperforate error,
however, it is printer's
waste. A tip-off is

the over-wide margin
with the complete
color blocks, most of
which normally would
be trimmed off in the
production process.
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A Linn's reader recently sent for experti-
zation an imperforate pair of the 1975 10¢
Collective Bargaining commemorative
stamp (Scott 1558) fully expecting to re-
ceive a good certificate. Instead what he
got was a certificate saying that the pair
was printer's waste, not a genuine error.

A plate block of Collective Bargaining
imperf waste is shown in Figure 1.

The reader had never heard of printer's
waste and wanted to know what it is. He
also wanted to know why, despite having
no hint of perforating pins touching the
paper, the imperf pair was not an error.

In looking at the term in the broadest
sense, all incomplete and/or improperly
produced product is technically printer's
waste in that it should be excised from the
production process and destroyed. The
vast majority of such materialis destroyed.
Consider how little flawed material gets
out compared to the billions of perfect
stamps that are produced.

But here we are talking about printer's
waste as a term of art, not in the broad
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sense, and as such, it has a very
specific meaning.

Errors are stamps that reach
the end of the production pro-
cess without being completed
(for example, no perforations,
one or more colors omitted), or
have a major flaw (inverted color,
inverted perforations, the wrong
watermark, or with a color in-
tended for a different stamp).

Errors should have been
identified, excised and de-
stroyed, but instead they made
it through the process, were
packaged with perfect mate-
rial, and were sold over a post
office counter.

Printer's waste, on the other
hand, is flawed material that
was identified for destruction,
excised and placed in con-
tainers to be destroyed. But
instead of being destroyed, it
was either stolen by printing
plant employees (a rare oc-
currence) or lifted by outsid-
ers involved in the destruction
process, which is usually con-
tracted out.

After the theft occurred, the
stolen material was shopped
either to stamp collectors, or if
available in sufficient quantity,
sold and used as postage.

Because of the element of
theft and the lack of distribu-
tion through a postal outlet,
there is a certain smell that at-
taches itself to such material,
and, when it can be proven that
it is printer's waste, many col-
lectors avoid it.

Those who do collect print-
er's waste tend to pay less for it
than for certifiable errors.

How to identify printer's

Figure 2. Printer’s waste is often
unfinished material excised from the
production process. The 2¢ Fourth
Bureau issue George Washington
block is from material used to dry a
plate that was being cleaned.

Figure 3. This 1980 15¢ Benjamin
Banneker block of four stamps was
removed from production because
of color misregistration.

waste? There are several ways:
1. Check the Scott Special-
ized Catalogue of United States
Stamps and Covers. When the
editors are aware of instances
of specific error-like material
Continued on page 8
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Figure 4. Torn items
such as these 2¢
Jackson and 13¢ Flag
over Capitol stamp
multiples qualify only
as printer’s waste.

Continued from page 6

that is actually printer's waste, it is
mentioned in the catalog.

In the case of the Collective Bar-
gaining pair, the note under the
listing in the Scott U.S. Specialized
reads,
printer's waste.

2. Another reference source is
the Scott Catalogue of Errors on

Figure 5. When imperf
singles such as these
1984 20¢ Family Unity
and 1987 22¢ William
Faulkner examples are
found, it is a good bet
they are from printer’s
waste sold to mailers.
Neither stamp is known
to have been found as
mint fully imperf errors.
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“Imperforates exist from

UsS. Post-
age Stamps
by  Stephen
R. Datz (16th
Edition). This
catalog in-
cludes a six-
page sec-
tion picturing
more than 30
examples that
are known to
be  printer's
waste.

3. Some
printer's

waste is obvious because it is incomplete
or improperly printed from a given point
on, such as an omitted color that also has
no tagging and no perforations.

The poorly printed block with no perfo-
rations and no gum of the Fourth Bureau
issue 2¢ George Washington shown in
Figure 2 is an example. The 1980 15¢ Ben-
jamin Banneker block with misregistered
colors and no perforations, shown in Fig-
ure 3, is another.

4. Material is at best suspect if it is crin-
kled, folded, torn apart roughly, has obvi-

el

b 17—
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ous fingerprints, is uyngummed,
and/or has excess marginal

paper or gutter between
stamps that should not have
it. Two examples are shown in
Figure 4: the 2¢ Jackson and
the 1977 13¢ Flag over Capitol
multiples.

5. Some thefts have become
public knowledge because
of criminal charges and court
cases.

6. In the few instances when
only used clearly imperforate
singles are known, it can rea-
sonably be inferred that they are
printer's waste. Figure 5 depicts
1984 20¢ Family Unity and 1987
22¢ William Faulkner stamps
that are examples of this.

We're not out of the woods
yet when it comes to error
look-alikes. There are two
more to mention.

First, there have been in-
stances in which proof mate-
rial has gotten out to the public
— usually from private sector
contract printers. Because it is
almost always imperforate, it
can mimic errors.

ltalsoisidentifiedin the Scott
U.S. Specialized catalog, and
the Datz catalog has a 15-page
section under the heading “Er-
ror-like Imperforates.” Perhaps
I will take a look at some of that
material in a future column.

Finally, there is another prob-

i
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|

Figure 6. Torn from an imperforate
press sheet available to collectors,
this 2013 33¢ Golden Delicious Apple
stamp imitates printer's waste, but it
doesn't qualify as such.

lem of more recent vintage.
My friend Steve Schumann
recently came across the im-
perforate 33¢ Golden Delicious
Apple stamp that is shown in
Figure 6. This stamp is part of
a block of four issued in 2013
(Scott 4727-4730).

This example fits a couple of
the criteria for printer's waste,
and that was my initial as-
sessment. But consulting the
Scott U.S. Specialized, | found
the following note below the
listing for this block, “Die cut
and imperforate uncut press
sheets of Nos. 4727-4730 were
made available for sale’

Thus what we actually have is
a single imperf cut from an im-
perf press sheet, making it nei-
ther an error nor printer's waste.
So, inthe era of press sheets, we
have another reason why what
seems like an error isn't. @
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CSTAMP NOTE

BY JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Personal standards and expertizing

THE STAMP HINGE IS A USEFUL TOOL BUT CAN ALSO PRESENT PROBLEMS. HOW DO
COLLECTORS HANDLE HINGES ATTACHED TO MINT STAMPS IN THEIR COLLECTIONS?

B R N N L W W W Vel
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Linn's reader Bob Finch recently wrote
in with questions about hinges. Here is his
email: “I am having, and have always had,
significant difficulty regarding stamp hinges
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Figure 1. A mint example

federal duck stamp
(Scott RW2).
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attached to some
of my purchases,
and in my collec-
tion. | can find no
definitive guidance
regarding how to
deal with them! I've
looked at a gazillion
‘how to' books and
publications but
nobody seems to
want to provide real
guidance on this

subject. For example, if the hinge is ‘sticky’
of the 1935 United States  and can't be removed, should it be left in-
tact or trimmed off so that the stamp can
be mounted? There seem to be volumes
written on the chemistry of adhesives, but
little about the practical, real-life problems

of dealing with hinges ..

“Here's a specific example of my concern.
Had an excellent RW2, which had a clunky
hinge remnant on the original gum. Used
my humidity ‘box’ to soften the gum so |
could remove the hinge. Easily removed it
with no damage, and the gum smoothed by
itself since it was moist — gorgeous result!

“An expertizing house called it Disturbed
Original Gum (DOG), which is correct, but
hurts the value big-time. This is what I'm

trying to address.”
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The expertizer strives for ac-
curacy without regard to value.
So the disturbed gum descrip-
tion is indeed the correct thing
to do. But the buyer of stamps
has other considerations. One,
the value of the stamp, is ob-
vious. The other, what pleases
the senses, may not be, though
it is clear from reading Finch's
note that it is of significant con-
cern to him.

What he seems to be asking
is if it is possible to enhance
the value of the stamp through
making it more attractive by
carefully removing a hinge.

He likely accomplished that
end with his 1935 federal duck
stamp (Scott RW2), with an ex-
ample shown in Figure 1, but
there is a limit. And that limit is
that there is no way to remove
the hinge without leaving a
tell-tale gum disturbance. No
wonder he can't find anything
in the literature that gives in-
structions on doing so.

Now, this is not to say that
people don't try; which is where
the expertizer comes in. | have
seen some pretty good efforts
— and | have no doubt that
some have been good enough
to pass even the most careful

e
A%y

Figure 2. Hinges found on early U.S. stamps are made of various material, cover varying areas of the stamps, and
range from easy to very difficult to remove. The five examples pictured here show the progression.
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expertizer. But willfully submit-
ting a stamp as “full original
gum” when the owner knows
that is not the case is fraud, and
‘How to commit fraud" is not
going to be a chapter heading
in “How to" books.

Here | must mention that
Finch submitted his stamp not-
ing that it was “hinge removed”
and is assuredly not guilty of
fraudulent intent. Unfortunate-
ly, not everyone is that honest.

The absence of gum distur-
bance is not the only thing an
expertizer looks at. See some
examples of hinged stamps in
Figure 2.

The presence of a hinge can
also be a red flag when it cov-
ers a pin hole or a thin, or masks
a regumming job — especially
seen on early mint U.S stamps,
but damage on used stamps
also can be covered by hinges.
Here, dipping in watermark fluid
can be the expertizer's friend.

How each of us deals with
hinges is influenced by both
value and attractiveness con-
siderations: preserving maxi-
mum value, while having the
stamp appeal to the collector as
a fit item to fill the space in their
album. | can reflect on my own
practices, but | can't tell anyone
else how to resolve the possibly
conflicting considerations.

Let us first posit that there is
inherent risk in removing hing-
es. | use only Denison hinges for
my album collections, both for
used and for inexpensive mint.

The primary virtue of Deni-
son hinges is that they are,
carefully, peelable. The bad

Continued on page 8
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STAMP NOTES

BY JOHN M. HOTCHNER

A tale of three expertizing certificates:
specialized stamps and dashed hopes

FIRST APPEARANCES CAN SOMETIMES BE MISLEADING. CAREFUL EXAMINATION

IS NEEDED OF SOME STAMPS AND COVERS TO DETERMINE WHAT THEY ARE.

Visions of sugar plums may dance in our
heads as we send off stamps and covers
to be expertized, and sometimes the hope
comes true. However, the three stories in
this column are examples of high hopes
turning to dust. Two of them were be-
cause of careful expertizing, and one was
because of poor expertizing.

In my experience, flat-out mistakes
in expertizing are extremely rare, but it
would be foolish to maintain that they
don't happen. The cover shown in Figure
1is a case in point. Pay particular attention
to the cancellation.
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Figure 1. The date of this cancel on this cover
was misread by one set of expertizers. But even
after correction, it will still be the earliest-known
use of Scott 426, the 3¢ perf 10, type |, Third
Bureau Issue George Washington stamp.
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Figure 2. Is this pair of 1982 United States 20¢ America's Library
commemorative stamps an error with the vertical perforations omitted?

The cover was expertized in
March 2001. | will forbear nam-
ing the expertizer because
| want to promote care, not
point fingers. It was submitted
as a candidate for the earliest
known use of Scott 426, the
3¢ perf. 10, type |, Third Bu-
reau Issue George Washing-
ton stamp. The Scott Special-
ized Catalog of United States
Stamps and Covers lists this
stamp as having been issued
on Sept. 18, 1914. The current
2018 edition of the catalog lists
the earliest-known use (EKU)
as Oct. 11, 1914.

The only problem is that the
cancel on the cover is dated
Oct. 14, although at first glance
it does look like Oct. 11. It takes
a closer inspection to see that
what appears to be the second

“1" is actually a “4" that is hid-
den in the background of the
stamp.

| had purchased this cover
as the catalog-listed EKU and
didn't notice that the cancel
didn't match the certificate. It
was an auctioneer to whom |
sent the cover who noticed the
discrepancy.

| then thought that | had paid
way too much for the cover,
but the story has a happy end-
ing. The expertizing group has
agreed to issue a new certifi-
cate once it can examine the
cover, and Scott catalog edi-
tors have advised that this cov-
er was the source of the cur-
rent EKU listing. Furthermore,
Oct. 14 will be the new EKU.

Of course, there could still

Continued on page 8
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Figure 3. Should this 2¢ carmine George Washington stamp be worth a $500
eBay bid? The owner/lister thought so, but the Scott catalog lists a used
example in better condition than this one at just 50¢.

Continued from page 6
be other covers out there that beat the
Oct. 14, 1914, date.

Figure 2 depicts what appears to be a
horizontal pair of the 1982 20¢ American
Libraries issue with vertical perforations
omitted. The pair is also slightly misperfo-
rated horizontally, and genuine errors fre-
quently have more than one aspect that is
problematic.

But in this case, the piece is not an error.
The 1984 Philatelic Foundation certificate
states, “It is a genuine Scott #2015 with
traces of blind perforations between the
stamps.”

These blind perf traces are not easy to
see, and | congratulate the expressers who
carefully examined this pair of stamps.

Unfortunately for the discoverer, imper-
forate means just exactly that. Something
is imperforate or it isn't. Stamp catalogs
don't describe items as “almost imperf," al-
though | have seen that appellation used
to hype varieties for sale or in auctions.

This reminds me of a recent eBay list-
ing that was sent in by Linn's reader Jerold
Backstrom.

Figure 3 shows the stamp from this list-
ing: the 2¢ carmine Washington issued

8 / October 15,2018 / LINNS.com

in 1903 as part of the Second
Bureau Issue of 1902-03 (Scott
301). It has a catalog value of
50¢ for a used example in very
fine condition, which this one
isn't.

And yet, the eBay seller had
a starting price of $500, de-
spite the fact that he also de-
scribes the stamp as very good
only, and calls it “brown At
least he did not ask for addi-
tional money for shipping. How
does a seller calculate that this
is a reasonable price for this
stamp? It is impossible to say.

The final expertized item
for this column is the 8-penny
British stamp shown in Figure
4. My father collected Great
Britain, but when he developed
Parkinson's disease in 1982,
that was pretty much the end
of his updating his album.

So, recently when | decided
to tackle that project, there
were 35 years of material both
he and | had accumulated that
needed to be cataloged and
compared against the album.
It was time-consuming, but a
pretty straightforward process
until | came to this stamp.

Why is that? The stamp is a
used example from the dark-
background set of King George
V definitives first issued with a
light background in 1912-13.
But | couldn't find a space for it
in the album, nor was it listed in
the Scott or Gibbons catalogs.

| wondered whether it might
be a proof of an unissued
stamp, but specialized litera-
ture in my library did not sup-
port that theory.

So, what could it be? If a fake
starting off from the light back-
ground version, Scott 169, it
was beautifully done and very
convincing on its face.

The only way to find out what
I had would be to send it to the
world's acknowledged experts
on British stamps, the Royal
Philatelic Society London.

When | went to England in
late July, | took the stamp with

Figure 4. Sometimes a specialized
question regarding a foreign stamp,
such as this unusual Great Britain
8-penny George V definitive, needs
to be sent to experts abroad.

me, and my friend Chris Har-
man agreed to accept it for
expertizing by the Royal Phila-
telic Society London.

About a month later, the
mail brought the verdict: “8d
Black on yellow paper — wa-
termarked single cipher —
variety, graduated shading
around head — used — is NOT
a trial printing but is the issued
stamp with the background
painted in”

My supposition is that my
question was so specialized
that had the stamp been sent
to a US. expertizing house, it
would have come back “opin-
ion declined" with a recom-
mendation to send it to the
Royal Philatelic Society Lon-
don. There are times when that
is entirely appropriate.

I am sad that the stamp did
not prove to be something
special, but glad the mystery
is solved.

THANKS

To the many Linn's readers
who write in with observa-
tions, experiences and ques-
tions about expertizing, | find
all such correspondence use-
ful and thought-provoking. |
can be reached by email at
jmhstamp@verizon.net, and by
mail at Box 1125, Falls Church,
VA 22041-0125. &
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STAMP NOTES

BY JOHN M. HOTCHNER

Looking for stamps missing colors
not as simple as it might appear

AN EXPERTIZER TAKES A LOOK AT VARIOUS EXAMPLES IN THE SEARCH TO DETERMINE
WHETHER A STAMP IS A SCOTT CATALOG LISTED ERROR OR NOT.

Figure 1. Of these
stamps with omitted
or partially omitted
colors, only those in
the upper right, the 22¢
Ameripex ‘86 stamp
issued in 1985 (Scott
2145a), and upper

left, the 1980 15¢ Gen.
Bernardo de Galvez
stamp (Scott 1826a),
are genuine expertized
errors. The 1977 13¢
Energy Conservation
(1723) and the pair of
the 1982 International
Peace Garden 20¢
stamps (2014) are not.
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Having just spent a couple of hours ex-
amining stamps that were candidates to
be color-omitted errors, | think it is worth-
while to devote a column to things an ex-
pertizer looks for when one of these can-
didates comes in the door.

Starting from the basis that the owner
believes the patient (as expertizers call a
stamp submission) has a good chance of
passing muster, | will break this subject
into two sections: simple and complicated.

In the first category are stamps where a
single color or two differentiable colors are
printed and are easily seen to be omitted
if they are. Colors are there or they aren't.
However, even if a color appears to be omit-
ted, that may not be the end of the story be-
cause the reason it isn't present is important.

Figure 1 shows four examples. Two of
these are color-omitted errors, and two
are not.

In the second category are stamps

6 / November 19,2018 / LINNS.com
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where two or more colors are
laid on top of one another to
produce a third color. One ex-
ample would be varying in-
tensities of yellow dots and
red dots combined to produce
shades of brown, and another
would be combining yellow
and blue to produce green.

If the color on a given stamp
does not match the color on
a normal stamp, the collector
may believe a color needed to
get to the right shade is miss-
ing. This is especially preva-
lent on photogravure-printed
stamps, on which every shade
of the rainbow can be displayed
through the combination of
four basic colors: black, yellow,
cyan (blue) and magenta (red).

A few stamps subject to

this form of omitted color are
shown in Figure 2. Only one is a
true color-omitted error.

After receiving a color-omit-
ted patient, the first thing an ex-
pertizer does is to take a prelimi-
nary look at it. After having done
this for years, the brain assesses
a range of factors to arrive at
one of two conclusions: possibly
good (a color-omitted error) and
definitely bad (not an error).

In the latter case, we are
dealing with stamps that have
visible bits of the purported
omitted color, stamps that are
totally discolored, or examples
where virtually all the colors of
the design are altered. About 5
to 10 percent of all submissions
will be eliminated at this stage.

After this preliminary Llook,
the expertizer checks the re-
maining candidates against
the latest edition of the Scott
Specialized Catalogue of United
States Stamps and Covers, and
the 16th edition of the Scott
Catalogue of Errors on U.S. Post-
age Stamps by Stephen R. Datz.

Published in 2014, the Datz
catalog is slightly out of date,
but if the patient is not listed in
either catalog, it must be treat-
ed with extreme caution. While
it is possible for new missing-
color discoveries to be made
long after a stamp has been
issued, it is unusual.

These catalogs also include
notes about known errors that
can serve as helpful guides to
an expertizer and details about
what colors were used to pro-
duce the stamp.

Linn's U.S. Stamp Yearbooks
(produced for the stamps of
1983 to 2010) are another use-
ful resource.

The next thing to reach for is
a 30x to 40x magnifier.

The inviolable rule of omit-
ted colors is that to be a genu-

Continued on page 8
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Figure 2. These stamps
have colors produced
by combinations of
four primary colors: the
1986 22¢ Love stamp
(Scott 2202), 1978

13¢ Harriet Tubman
(1744), 1991 29¢ Wood
Duck (2484), 1982 20¢
Christmas (2028), 1974
10¢ Christmas Currier
and Ives (1551), 1991
19¢ Fawn (2479) and
1987 22¢ Flag and
Fireworks (2276d).
Light prints of one
color and alterations
of colors by light or by
chemicals can leave
the impression that a
color is missing. Here,
the only genuine error
is the 22¢ Flag stamp at
lower right. The yellow
is omitted from the
bursts of fireworks. In
addition, the magenta
is misregistered high.
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Continued from page 6

ine error, every trace of the color at issue
must be omitted. Our unaided 20-20 vision
is not a reliable gauge.

Often, color-omitted stamps result from
improperly inked plates or the press running
out of ink. The latter will create “transition
strips," where stamps go from fully printed,
to partially printed, to a color fully omitted.

In the first category of stamps, there may
be no color that the eye sees, but microscop-
ic dots in places where there should be color
will disqualify the stamp as being an error.

This is especially problematic with the
second category of stamps. Gravure print-
ing is highly accurate, but there are of-
ten gradations of normal for final colors
because it is difficult to deliver the exact
amount of ink of each color over an entire
press run. A small difference in ink amount
may result in a visually different color,
even if no color is entirely missing.

The use of a magnifier is important to
check whether a heavy or light print of a
particular color is responsible for the odd
color, or whether an intended color did not
print at all.

Generally, what the expertizer is looking
for is the presence of dots of color of a cer-
tain size and intensity that should be pres-
ent as seen on a normal example. A light
print of those dots can have a major effect
on the final color — enough to convince a
collector that a color must be missing.

In my experience, about 30 percent of
submissions will not pass the magnifica-
tion test.
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For those that do, out come
the ultraviolet light detectors.
At this point, having a normal
example of the stamp to com-
pare with the patient is critical.

There are three possible re-
sults: no tagging where there
should be tagging, tagging
that is clearly altered from nor-
mal, and what appears to be
normal tagging.

No tagging may actually be
a positive sign as some known
errors simply skipped a part of
production, including tagging.

Altered tagging is disquali-
fying. It indicates that not only
the tagging but the printed
design as well have been sub-
jected to some sort of agent
that has changed the stamp
from what came off the press.
Another 20 to 30 percent of
submissions will fail this test.

A finding of normal tagging
is a good sign, but not de-
terminative. There are some
methods of altering colors that
seem to have little to no effect
on tagging, but they do affect
the brightness of the white pa-
per that will be evident on nor-
mal examples.

You can encounter a stamp
where a color is definitely
missing when viewed under
magnification and where the

tagging seems to be normal,
but because the white areas in
the design and the frame have
a dingy appearance, it is prob-
ably altered.

This tip-off is more valid with
mint stamps than with used.
Stamps that have gone through
the mails and stamps that have
been washed from envelope
paper may have been subject-
ed to substances that changed
the colors, thus mimicking an
error or masking an alteration.

About 30 percent of the
stamps that get to this point
are identifiable as altered.

It needs to be mentioned
that collectors are sometimes
able to submit additional evi-
dence with a color-omitted
candidate. This evidence can
include prior expertization re-
cords, expert opinions, articles
in the philatelic press, a state-
ment of how the submitter
obtained the stamp, or a letter
from the printer who may have
been asked in the past to re-
view the stamp.

These can be helpful as
the expertizer works to reach
a conclusion. However, prior
conclusions cannot be accept-
ed on their face. | have even
found letters from a printer that
are wrong. After all, the printer
may not be especially tuned in
to alteration techniques.

Please keep in mind that this
is a brief overview to provide a
sense of how an expertizer ap-
proaches a stamp submitted
as a possible color-omitted er-
ror. Most patients willyield their
secrets using these methods,
but others may require much
more study and research.

And using these methods
may result in two experts com-
ing to different conclusions,
and an extended correspon-
dence to try to resolve the is-
sues. However, there will be a
very few cases in which agree-
ment is not possible, resulting
in a “no opinion.”

Expertizing is as much art as
science. &
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How long is too late to wait?

WHAT SHOULD YOU DO WHEN AN EXPERTIZER IS TAKING MONTHS TO PROVIDE AN

OPINION ON A STAMP OR COVER YOU HAVE SUBMITTED FOR EXAMINATION?
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| recently received this question from a
Linn's reader: “Is six and a half months a
long time to wait for stamps to be exper-
tized?"

The answer is a resounding “yes,” though
there may be extenuating circumstances.
The stamps in Figure 1 are examples of
stamps that might take a little extra time
to expertize as they can have complicating
factors, such as grills, watermark varieties,
slight differences in perforation measure-
ment, and the existence of decent forgeries.

There can be valid reasons for a delayed
opinion: the need to send the stamp to an
expert abroad, a debate among the ex-
perts examining the stamp, family illness,
etc. But there can be no valid reason for
not contacting the submitter to explain the
delay.

The submitter had tried contacting the
expert without success. So, he wrote a
complaint letter to the American Stamp
Dealers Association (of which the expert
is @ member) and copied the expert. That
got him off the dime. The reader received
a phone call “reciting a litany of reasons
(excuses?) for the delay” and promising a
timely response going forward. He is still
waiting as this is written.

| don't know who the expertizer is be-
cause that has not been shared. But | would
saythatany opinion that requires morethan
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two months ~

needs to be ex-

plained on the
initiative of the
expertizing au-
thority, be it an
individual or an
organization.
And failing that,
the submitter
has every right
to inquire and
to receive a
prompt reply.

If one is not
forthcoming,
writing to any organization
with a disciplinary arm that an
individual expert belongs to is
a good idea. If dealing with an
organization, writing to the su-
pervisory authority is the way
to go. Finally, if nothing else
works, the harsh light of public
shaming needs to be consid-
ered.

The reader who has been
waiting for more than six
months is not there yet, but he
seems to be getting close.

He is not worried about his
stamps; the expertizing au-
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Figure 1. What should you do when an expertizing service takes much more time than expected to render an opinion?
For the three different stamps shown, grills, watermark varieties, slight differences in perforation measurement, and
the existence of decent forgeries can be complicating factors in receiving a quick opinion.
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Figure 2. An unused example of the 1935 United States
federal duck stamp (Scott RW2).

thority acknowledges having
them. But he is frustrated by
the long, still unsatisfactorily
explained delay.

NOTING HINGING IN
CERTIFICATES

In the U.S. Stamp Notes ex-
pertizing column in the Sept. 17
issue of Linn's, | looked at the
problem of hinges, how they
affect the value of stamps, and
how experts describe hinging
on unused stamps. That col-
umn generated a question and
some comments from a Linn's
reader that deserve further
discussion.

As a preface to the question,
the stamp under discussion
in that column, a 1935 federal
duck stamp, was unused, pre-
viously hinged; an example is
shown in Figure 2.

The owner “sweated” the
hinge from the stamp, result-
ing in no hinge remnant and
very slightly disturbed gum.
The expertizing certificate the
owner received called this sit-

Continued on page 8
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