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Is there a cover-up on BEP data®?
Some evidence indicates there is

By Stephen G. Esrati

Do you remember the 1981
commemeorative marking the
centenary of the American
Red Cross?

It was an 18¢ stamp which
Scott lists as Namber 1910,

The denomination on the
stamp was printed from a
black plate. But at the time
the stamp was being prepared
for printing, a rate change
was pending before the Postal
Rate Commission, and so
three plates were made, one
for the 18¢ rate and one each
for 19¢ and 20¢. No stamps

four 20¢ stamps. But this was
another case where BEP did
not know what the rate would
be. Intaglio plates, which
printed the denominaton,
were made for 18¢ and 20¢
stamps. The offset plates
could be nsed with either of
these. Then, when it got time
to cancel the plates, someone
goofed and called them “un-
denominated.”

In the first Plate Number
Coil Catalog, we listed six
Cottrell and two B Press coils
for the “D” stamp. Earlier, 2
684-subject gravure plate was

were ever printed from the
last rwo plates.

Similarly, a 19¢ red plate
and a blue 20¢ plate were
made for the Savings and
Loan  Association stamp

(Scout 1911).

We learned of these plates
in 1983 when they were can-
celed by the Bureau of En-
graving and Printing (BEP).

In August 1984, we found

out that the Desertis Plants
miniature sheet (Scott 1945a)
had supposedly becn printed
in large quantities as an “un-
denominated” sheet. The
sheet was, in fact, made up of

canceled without having any

“D" stamps printed from it.
In November 1584, we

learned about plates that were
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Dealer complaints cause Postal Service to postpone April 30 withdrawal

Long after the 12.5¢ rate for basic bulk
rate had gone out of existence, the Postal
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mysteries of the 2¢ Lo-
comotive. Page 60.
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Service ordered it
reprinted. What was
IMOre SUrpTising was
that it was the un-
precanceled  (phila-
telic) wversion that
popped up in Apnil.

Collectors learned
of the reprinting be-
cause a Califarnia
biker soaked two
12.5¢ stamps off a return envelope sent
by the Reader's Digest. He then put the
stamps on a letter 0 Dr. William Grif-
fiths in California. Dr. Gnffiths, a col-
lector of PNCs and a member of PNC?,
told Ken Lawrence of receiving the let-
ter with Plate 2. Lawrence said they
must have been precanceled. The physi-
cian said no. Until then they had only
been known as a precancel.

Dr. Griffiths called his patient 1o in-

quire where he bought them and drew
out the admission that the stamps, on a
sweepstakes mailing from the Reader's
Digest, had been soaked and rensed. Dr.
Griffiths then tried to find out where the
stamps were and foond out they were
not in Pleasantville, N.Y., where the Di-
gest is published.

Meanwhile members of the PNC com-

Flease turn o Page 67
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Apn Editorial

Grading becomes an issue

When Scott switched to “Fine-Very Fine” grading for
stamps in its 1990 catalogs as the basis for its prices, it
provided a definition:

“Stamps may be somewhat off-center on one side, or
only slightly off-center on two sides. Imperforate stamps
will have two margins at least normal size and the de-
sign will not touch the edge. ...Used stamps will not
have a cancellation that detracts from the design.”

Clearly this does little for PNC collectors.

As long as we had Cottrell joint lines as a guide,
things were easy. The position of the line in relation to
the perforations was a good guide for horizontal center-
ing. Vertical centering was a bit more difficult. It was
never clear whether vertical centering took the plale
number into account. Some collectors wanted equal
spacing above the design and below the plate number.
Others wanted the design perfectly centered and paid no
attention to the placement of the plate number.

The Flags were our first exception. Horizontal center-
ing was less exact. What mattered to most people was
that the numbered stamp should appear fairly well cen-
tered horizontally.

Things began to go awry with multiple plate numbers
that were not on line. But the greatest difficulties came
with the no-line stamps we have had since the Cottrell
presses were retired. It was never difficult to grade a
stamp that had clearly defined designs, but on such items
as the 20¢ Cable Car, with lots of white space and the
design purposely skewed, it became difficult 1o deter-
mine what proper centering should be.

There has been a discernible change on grading
among dealers. Pioneer dealers such as Dennis Cham-
berlain, Vern Kraus, Al Haake and D. John Shultz of-
fered VF sirips and also offered Extra Fine (and some-
times Superb). Some also offered Fine, which was then
synonymous with *peor.”

When the Big League dealers came into the picture,
their mainstay was “Fine-Very Fine” and they simply
provided surcharges for VF or XF. To these dealers,
“Fine™ was no longer synonymous to “poor.” The old-
timers now adopted a new term, “average,” as the new
synonym for “peor,” even though the mathematical
meaning of the word would indicate otherwise.

While it is clear that collectors have to make their
choice on the basis of price, it is nonetheless a good idea
to collect the highest grade one can afford. For that rea-
son the Plate Number Coil Catalog continues to price
stamps according to a VF grade. It appears that most
collectors have long since adopted the premise Scott
used Lo advocate most strongly, that the value of a stamp
is tied to condition {no fiaws}. Collectors simply adapted
that rule to grading, as well.

Too bad Scott did not follow through. Incidentally,
Scott said it had changed its grading from “Very Fine”
10 “Fine-Very Fine.” But the introductory notes to the
1989 Scont Specialized Catalogue of United States
Stamps never said the grading was based on VF.
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The joy of finding out things

This issue includes a spate of reports on new re-
search, Suddenly, we know what we did not know be-
fore. We have clues toward solving problems that we
did not believe to be solvable.

Piece by piece we fitted together pieces of one puz-
zle, nmning up big bills for postage and telephone. 7PN
provided materials to the researchers to help them con-

timie their work,

Several researchers expressed pleasure that it was all

starting to come together.

But we need your help. One reader reported finding a
5.2¢ Sleigh used single from Plate 1 with a line gap. We
need confirmation of a Plate 2.

Also needed badly are reports of tagging gaps we
have not listed. We also need reports of any stamps
found on a paper type not yet listed for that stamp.

We have made great progress in this infant field of
PNCs. With vour help, we shall continue 10 do so.

LETTERS: Let’s discuss tagging gaps

When 1 see my name in
print relative to tagging, as I
did recently in 7PN in rela-
tion to the “new” Minkus
Catalog listings, | urge you to
keep in mind when the last
revision of that was asked by
the old Minkus people for lu-
minescent listings.

It had to have been in 1980
or 1981, because the last old
catalog was a 1982 edition. It
then ceased to be published
until last year when—like a
phoenix—it seemed to arise
from the ashes!

I ordered one and wanted to
pay., mentioning to the new
people that 1 was the editor of
the luminescent section, [
was very anxions to see how
the section had been updated
and who the editor was now.

Lo and behold, they sent me

a catalog gratis, and asked for
my comments on luminescent
issues. [ got sick when ] saw
that they had merely lifted
the old section by photo-
offset from the last catalog.
Yeah, sure, as if nothing had
taken place in lagging in the
last decade!

Was any information ecver
published on tagging on late
rolls of the 5S¢ Motorcycle? T
think I remember reading
about it somewhere, but can-
not find it. What I'm talking
about is the lagging from
poly plates with voids and
gaps found on the Cottrell 2¢
Locomotive when they were
bastily done for the rate
change from 20 cents to 22
cents, only this time it’s on

Please turn to Page 64
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Is there a cover-up on BEP data?

Continued from Page 57

made for two stamps that never were, the 1ig
and 12¢ Eagle of the Americana Series. The
stamp you know is the 13¢ Eagle.

Plates were also made for an 11¢ Liberty
Bell and 12¢ and 13¢ Flags, all in the Ameri-
cana Series. These plates were made for sheet
stamps, coils and booklets.

Plates for those non-existent stamps were
assigned, judging by their plate numbers, in
1975, They were canceled from 1975 1o 1978.
But collectors first leamed of them at the end
of 1984, along with yet another “undenomi-
nated” Desert Planis plate when BEP finally
reported the cancelation of these plates.

When plates were made for the “B” stamps,
we wete never told what plates were made ot
when they were certified.

And that is the reason for this analysis.

In the Smmps Division of the Postal Ser-
vice, a very helpful woman by the name of
Linda Foster used 1o answer questions from
journalists and collectors about the BEP plate-
aclivity reports. She knew the answers be-
cause she edited the reports before they were
distributed by the Postal Service.

In 1988, Foster was told she could no longer
answer questions from philatelic journalists,
But before that ban came into effect, I once
catled to azk questions about a BEP report.

The answer L got seemed sirange at the time.
“We have the reports from the Bureau and
they’re almost ready to be mailed ouy,” Foster
told me, “but we have to remove the data for
the undenominated stamps first.”’

To me, this was an admission that the re-
poris are nol supposed to include all plates
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that have been assigned, sent Lo press, or can-
celed. They are censored.

When the first reports came out shout the
Earth stamps in the BEP report for June 1988,
we learned that the plates had been assigned
in 1986, Yet these were the first reporis on
any of these plates.

Tardiness in and of itself is unpleasant, but
how does one account for this: The “E” coil
stamps wete printed from four plates, one
each for red, yellow, blue and black. From the
coil stamps, we kmow there were a Plate 1 and
a Plate 2 of each color. So there were eight
coil stamp plates in all—as far as we can tell
from the stamps.

But the only coil plates reported were the
Blue 2, Red 2 and Black 2. What happened to
the other five plates?

In Iuly, the report showed some plate activi-
ty for the plates used to print the sheet and
booklet versions of the “E" stamps. The data
were hard to use because there wete two sep-
arate plates for Red Sheet 2 (176244-2 and
176288-2), three for Blue Sheet 1 (176241-1,
176323-1, and 176285-1), wo for Yellow
Sheet 1 (176242-1 and 176286-1), and two for
Biack Sheet 2 (176247-2 and 176291-2).

The problem in all this is not the tardiness,
nor even the flawed data. The problem is that
the record-keeping system inside the BEP has
changed over the years and is now less than
dependable.

If the statistics are wrong the first time
around, there is little likelihood that they can
be corrected later,

Here's why.

Once the reports are entered into the master
plate-activity log, the original slips of paper
reporting what each pressman had done on
each press are no longer preserved. Thus,
once the data are entered into the log, the log
becomes the only available record. And by the
time we get the data, it may be impossible 1o
correct the mistakes because the key records
have been destroyed.

Thus, even though we have had BEP reports
of Plate 4 of the 17¢ Electric Auto being sent
to press, both as tagged stamps and as precan-
cels, when the plale was canceled, BEP said
no stamps had ever been printed off Plate 4.

On one plate of the 11¢ Swutz Bearcat, BEP
simply said it lacked any information.

So, on the one hand, we have incomplete
data from BEP; on the other we have an inten-
tional withholding of information by the Post-
al Service. Why the Postal Service should
wantl to withhold information is anyone's
guess. It might be for a reason: to cover up
costs of plate preparation for stamps that nev-
er see the light of day, or for juggling costs
from one fiscal year to another, or something
we can’t even guess.

‘We do know that in the government’s book-
keeping, the cost of plate preparation is
charged to the Postal Service.

And meantime, we keep holding our
breaths. The BEP's data for activity in July
1988 were released late in 1988, When the
1989 PNC Cataleg went to the printer April
23, the July daia were the last we had.

Now, we finally have data we should have
had in time for the catalog. Too late!
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’Plate 1, Bleck tag, Artmaster, 5/20/88 510 =
,Plate 3, Bleck tag, Farnam, S5/20/88 525 f
fPlate 5, Phosphor, Artmaster, 2/14/8¢ $15 f
’Plate 5, Phosphor, Farnam, 2/14/89 $35 ‘
'Plate 5, Phosphor and block, Farnam, 2/14/89 $50 f
’Plate 5, Phespher and bleck, Artmaster, 2/14/89 $25 f
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’Plate 8, Phospher and block, Farnam, 2/14/89 $50 ’
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’18¢ Flag, 5, Palr, Coloranoc, cancel on # 5125 ’
] Steve Esrati ]
’ P.O. Box 20130 ¢
: Shaker Heights, OH 44120 g
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"IllIIIIJIIIIII"'IIIJIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIA



60 | The Plate Number

An unsolved philatelic detective story

Unraveling the mystery of the 2¢ Locomaotive

By Stephen G. Esrati

Printing 1o1als of the 2¢ Locomotive on
the Cottrell presses have aiways thrown
the Plate Number Coil Study Group for
a loop. The numbers did not add up cor-
rectly. They still don't, but we're closer.

We had given up, believing that we
would never get the comrect totals be-
cause we simply did not trust BEP pro-
duction figures. Among other things,
there was a transposition of dates when
the plates were canceled and a host of re-
ports of sending plates to press without a
report of their press mates.

The rc-examination led to a nearly
complete (but theoretical) printing histo-
ry of the 2¢ Locomotive, but it failed to
solve the key problem. The numbers still
da not add up.

The re-examination was spurred when
Dr. Leon Chers, the compiler of the tag-
ging section of the pre-1938 Minkus Caz-
alog, asked a question that led us to a
second look at what may have gone on
at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing.

His question concemned the tagging
gaps he found on some strips of the 2¢
Locomortive, It occurred to us in the
study group that since some strips had
no such gaps this could be a clue to
work from.

When we combined our review—of
the BEP data, Kim Cuniberti’s and Ge-
rald Clark’s observations about the oc-
currence of precancel gaps, Richard Na-
zar's studies of paper 1ypes, and Dr.
Cheris’ question about the tagging
gaps— we found that all of these played
ardle.

The raw BEP data

When the 2¢ Locomotive was first put
on sale in Chicago on May 20, 1982,
Plates 3 and 4 were available. Plate 3
may have been the first BEP sent to
press, on March 20, 1982 (a different
date than the one given in the catalog be-
cause we had not yet re-ransposed the
dates). Our earliest date for its press
mate, Plate 4, is April 16, 1982,

Some other plate had to be paired with
3 before it was paired with 4. And we
don’t know which one.

Going by “to press” dates reported in
April 1982 alone, the following appears
to have been the sequence:

April 14—Plates 3 and 5.

April 15—Plates 1 and 2.

April 16—Plate 4.

ELATE  ASSIGNED T0 PRESS
8911 9R4BNH 04/1581 BT1R4
WAl OANSAid 04/15/82 0125385
w22 0114485
39906-3 L hE 3 G142 09/2684
39063 0d/14/82
19063 /108
99074 0on8mIt 411682 /%684
W08.5  wnEAl o4z 11/24/86
398096 0971881 BB 1173486
3yl R ] 011485
a7 Mays2 NEVER 0002/
Llirs &) 05/04/82 L] AR
402088 DINI4RS
By Juds NEVER DRSS
07410 B3R 0910/84 1172486
40734-10 01714583

BEP production data as released by USPS

CANCELED IMPRESSIONS

+ Dates rrnspased in REP report when plais were cancelad. September 1931 i the righs moath for these st gnments.

IOTAL PNQ MuPNG

4an 71386 NONE
91,017 1,656306 1,656,306
18933 5,408,102 3408102
181,640 3259320 3263520

1440 B30 NONE
31,340 1,413,120 14713120
NONE NONE NONE
296,083 5329454 329,454
NONE NONE NONE
29508 5329454 238494

Since these “to press” dates were 1o
ported at the time of the activity, and
since they make more sense, we shall
disregard the transposed “to press” date
for Plate 3 and retain the April 14 date.

Platc 5 was senl to press April 14,
1982, paired with Plate 3. Only 1,440
impressions were printed from it so it
must have had problems before being re-
placed by Plaie 4 on the 16th.

We believe all stamps printed from the
pairing of Plate 5 with Plate 3 were
shredded.

On the next day, April 15, BEP put
Plates 1 and 2 on press. Plate 1 also ran
into trouble and was probably pulled off
the press that very day.

According to USFS, all 4,327 impres-
sions from Plate 1 (and 2) were shred-
ded. Plate 1 was canceled. Plate 2 was
put in the vault.

In 1985, collectors found rolls of

LABEL 1—"PRECANCELED" with
low “N.” This label was always past-
ed aver by Label 2,

stamps in which Plate 2 was paired with
Plate 6.

The pairing of these plates was report-
ed on Jan. 14, 1985, when they were
both sent to press. But a prior report told
of sending Plate 6 to press on Sept. 12,
1984. No press mate was named.

But just two days earlier, on Sept. 10,
Plates 3 and 10 were reporied sent to

pr;;s 1984, Platc 3 was badly cracked.
We believe no stamps were printed from
that 3-10 pairing because the printing to-
tals for the later pairing of Plates 8 and
10 were equal. On Sept. 12, Plate 6 was
put on press, possibly to replace Plate 3,
which was canceled Sept. 26.

But we do not believe any stamps were
printed from that 610 pairing, either,
beczuse the printing totals for Plates 8
and 10 were equal.

The total printed from Plate 2 was re-

STAMPS
$10500

LABEL 2—This label was used to
cover the “PRECANCELED" label
with the low “N."
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A theoretical press history of 2¢ Locomotive

8 and 10

PLATES TO PRESS IMPRESS. Max. PNCs COMMENT
Jand 5 04/14/82 1,440 NONE Presumed shredded
1and 2 04/15/82 4,327 NONE Shredded
2and3 04/15/82177 5.850 NONE Presumed shredded
3 and 10 09/10/84 None NONE No stamps printed
6and 10 09/12/84 None NONE No stamps printed
2and 6 09/12/84 Unknown ? Paper 1, no tagging gaps
2and 6 01/14/85 Unknown ? Paper |, tagging gaps 4L

09/26/84 Unknown ?
8and 10 1985 Unknown ? Paper [, tagging gap 2L
8 and 10 1985 Unknown ? Paper I, tagging gap 3L
§and 10 1985 Unknown ? Paper II, tagging gap 3L*
8and 10 1985 Unknown ? Paper I1, no tagging gaps

*This is probably a paper splice, substituting Type II paper, with no stop of the presses. It is not a new press run,

Paper I, no tagging gaps

ported at 92,017 impressions. Plate 6
was reporied to have had only 81,840,
Even after we subtract the 4,327 im-

impressions. That leaves 6,259 impres-
sions on Plate 3 unaccounted for,

Edward Gould of Michigan said full
rolls of Plates 3 and 4 bearing the “PRE-
CANCELED" overprint are still on sale

pressions off Plate 1 from the total for New hypothasis #1: at Saginaw, Mich., and many of these
Plate 2, we siill have 87,690 impressions A printing of Plates 2 and 3 rolls lack the second label. ‘

left, a higher total than that of Plate 6, Does this mean that Plate 3 was [The three labels in our illustrations are
That leaves 5,850 impressions from With Plate 2 after Plate 5 cracked? Could ~ from the collection of Clark. ]

Plate 2 unaccounted for.

Knowing (from rolls of stamps) that
Plates 3 and 4 were paired, we also no-
tice that Plate 3 had a total of 187,899
(after deducting the 1,440 impressions
with Plate 5). Plate 4 only had 181,640

LABEL 3—This “PRECANCELED"
label was found without the low “N"
and without being pasted aver.

5.850 impressions have been printed
from 2 and 3 on April 15, 19827 That
wonld leave 409 impressions still unac-
counted?

We now believe that they were. And
those 409 irmpressions may simply have
been lost when BEP later tried to print
the cracked Plate 3 with Plate 10,

No one has ever reported a pairing of
Plates 2 and 3.

Linda Foster of the USPS Stamps Divi-
sion told TPN some years back that the
BEP has standing orders to destroy any
stamps of which fewer than 20,000 im-
pressions had been printed.

To add a bit of spice to the mysteries
of the 2¢ Locomotive, Coil Line, the
Journal of PNC?, recently illustrated a
wrapper label of a 2¢ Locomotive that
was overprinted in black as a precancel,
What Ceil Line did not say was that in
most instances where such a label was
affixed, it was covered by a second label
that was not marked as a precancel.

No BEP-printed 2¢ Locomotive pre-
cancels arc known. Nor were any ever
reporied by BEP.

The only reason we can think of for
printing a 2¢ precancel is as make-up
first-class postage 10 use with the precan-
celed 20¢ Flag afier the rate hike of
April 1988 10 22¢, but the Sept. 10,
1984, “to press” date for the pairing of
Plates 3 and 10 seems 00 early for that
since the rate was not yet known then.

But perhaps our missing 409 impres-
sions, from plates we cannot identify,
were intended 1o be precancels. BEP
would not have printed 2¢ precancel
wrapper labels unless it was also print-
ing such stamps

New hypothesis #2:

Two types of tagging
What Dr. Cheris added to all this is 2
question he had first asked BEP to re-

Please turn 1o Page 62
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An unsolved philatelic detective SIOIV cConinedfrom Page 61

solve. The answer he got on May 17,
1985, said:

Daar Dr. Cheris:

This is in response to your letter of
March 17, 1985, in which you submit-
ted a coil (26} of 2¢ Locomotive
1870's stamps for examination and a
report of our findings. The Locomolive
stamp was printed on the Cottrell
{monocolor intaglio) press with the
phosphor taggant being applied on
press. Plates #8 and #10 were used
for a recant additional order of these
stamps.

The vertical gap in the taggant mate-
rial every twelve stamps is a rasult of
the gaps formed by the two-piece ap-
plication cylinder. Formarly, a solid
cylinder was used for applying the
phosphor taggant. The erratic coafing
of phosphor taggant on the slamps
you submitted probably occurred dur-
ing press star-up, when the applica-
tion cylinder was insufficiently
charged with taggant material....

Card V. D'Allessandro
Executive Assistant
1o the Director

This was our first confirmation of what
we had observed on the stamps: Because
the 2¢ Locomotive, 5¢ Motorcycle and
17¢ Electric Auto all showed vertical
tagging breaks inside the collectible strip
of five, we believed that these stamps
were tagged from a mat or plate measur-
ing only 12 stamps in width.

D'Alessandro’s letter to Dr. Cheris
told us that stamps without vertical tag-
ging breaks come from a mat or plate
measoring 24 or 48 stamps in circumfer-
ence.

We draw this conclusion from the fact
that there were no tagging gaps on other
Cottrell issues. The one element missing
here iz that we do not know the circum-
ference of the big tagging cylinder. We
believe it to be 24.

Dr. Cheris did write a follow-up letter
to D' Allessandro, requesting the dimen-
sions of the two-piece plate, the material
it was made from, and how long it was
used. He got no reply.

Sull, all this brings up some new infor-
mation, including the importance of the
late 1984—carly 1985 time frame. Dr.
Cheris referred to the two-piece tagging
surfaces as “poly plates.” Questioned
about this, he said: *I believe that in the
late 1960s or early 1970s, the plates used
to apply the phosphor were made of pol-
yethylene, hardened for such use. I can-
not be certain if this was so, but I believe
others have used this term before me."

Dr. Cheris then asked: “How do you
know that the tagging plate was attached

TAGGING GAPS—The clip, left, and
the screw head are seen as un-
tagged areas when viewed under
shart-wava UV. The white areas ara
tagged. Cnly the top or bottom of the
screw head are usually seen. For
mora on tagging gaps, see Page 68.

to the press with clips or screws? Do
you have Bureau documentation of
that?”

These terms were originally used by
collectors who observed these shapes as
untagged arcas on stamps. Collectors
merely called them what they looked
like.

Larry G. Haynes confirmed that what
we had seen under ultraviolet light was
exactly what we thought it was, a serew
head and a clip.

Haynes, who had seen the mats used to
print the Type AB and BA precancels on
the 17¢ Electric Auto when he visited
BEP, said they measured 12 x 9.

“They were held down by clips,” he
said, “and the clips were held in place by
screws.”

Haynes said the tagging mats he saw
were made of the same red, rubber-like
material as the precancel mats and could
have been made of polyethylene.

What this may mean is that the “two-
piece” lagging “cylinders” referred to by
D’Allessandro were, in fact, precancel
mats that measure 9 x 12. This leads to
the suspicion that the “one-piece” cylin-
der really had a circumference of 24.

New hypothesis #3:
Paper types count

Since we have BEP’s rundown of press
dates and can add to this the fact that
only Plates 8 and 10 are known on Type
Type I paper as well as on Type 1 paper,
it proves that Plates 8 and 10 were sent
back to press at a much later ime, possi-
bly for the 1585 postal-rate change from
20¢ o 22¢. BEP “to press” data on Jan.
14, 1985, confirm this.

We now believe that all stamps that
show tagging gaps stem from about that
time.

[Cuniberti said this is logical because
all plates nsed for printing stamps on

Type 11 paper for which we have “to
press” dates went to press in January
1585 or later. It may have been Decem-
ber 1984 because Plates 3 and 4 of the
S¢ Motoreycle were sent back to press in
December of 1984. Plates 1 and 2 went
back in June 1985.]

Thos we know of at lcast four press
runs of Plates & and 10. Used in this con-
ICXt, & Press run is any occasion where
the press is stopped and started again.

We count four press runs for Plate 8
and 10 because of a combination of the
two pieces of the puzzle, the paper type
and the tagging mat’s size.

The “normal” Plates 8 and 10 are on
Type 1 paper and have no gaps in the
tagging. That means they were tagged
from the onc-picce tagging plate in the
printing run that began Sept. 10, 1934,
This press an was on Type 1 paper.

Then came two press runs that pro-
duced tagging gaps. How do we know
there were two press runs? Simple! Tag-
ging gaps have been found at 3L and at
2L.

And now we add the little we know
about precancel gap positions

Using Cuniberti's theory about the
movement of precancel gaps (see TPN
May 1989, Page 40), we can assume that
a shift in the tagging gap is similar to a
shift in a precancel gap, meaning that
there was some cessation in the printing
and a one-stamp repositioning of the tag-
ging cylinder.

[The two printing cylinders move inde-
pendently of each other. We do not
know why the precancel or lagging mat
changes position i relation to the print-
ing cylinder or whether it is always by a
onec-stamp shift, but we do know that a
movement of the precancel or tagging
gap cannot occur while the press is run-
ning.]

Finally, there is a printing on Type 11
paper. Only Plates 8 and 10 are known
on this paper. Richard Nazar happened
to have a roll of Paper II Locomotives
and checked for gaps in the tagping.
There were none; meaning it again was
printed from a 24-stamp-wide tagging
mat. Cuniberti, however, found strips on
Type 1l paper that showed tagging gaps
at 3L and strips that showed no tagging
gaps (which may have come from the
24-stamp-wide tagging cylinder, the
same one Nazar had).

The conclusion from this is that the
printing with the gap at 3L was the last
on Type | paper and, without stopping



Catalog description of tagging mat size
is wrong as to stamps from Cottrell presses

Page v of the 1989 PNC Catalog errs
in the section on tagging: “Since the pro-
cess that applied ... precancels ... used
the same equipment that was used to ap-
ply the tagging...” Earler, on Page iii,
precancel mats were described as being
12 stamps long and 9 rows high. That
gave the impression that precancel mats
were also Ox1Z2.

That information was the best we had
before we began to reassess the 2¢ Loco-
motive. We now know that the four
small mats are an exception, not the rule.
We do not know the size of the larger
tagging device, but believe it to have a
circumference of 24.

The small mats leave a vertical un-
tagged gap. Sometimes a screw head or
clip show at this gap.

Thanks to Gerald H. Clark, the follow-
ing is a preliminary report on what we
know about such gaps:

T2, IT6—Break 4L. screw head in top and bot-
tom row. Paper |

2T8, 2T10—Break 2L. “T"shaped clip. Paper [

2T8, 2T10—Break 3L. “T"-shaped clip. Paper L

ZTE, ZT10—Break 4L. Strip with *“Two lumps of
coal” shows no clips or screw head Paper un-
known, (Thanks to Scott Hoppis.)

5T1, ST2—Break 4R. screw head in lop and bot-
twomrow, Paper I

5T3, ST4—Break 3L. screw head in top and bot-
tom row. Paper [

5T3, ST4—Break 2L. Clip in top and botsom row.
Paper IL.

5.2¢, plates unknown—Break position unknown
screw head on top and bottom row. Paper L

17T1, 17T2—Break 2L Clip on top and botem

An unsolv Hatels

the presses, a paper splice took place,
substituting Type I paper.

Still later, more stamps were printed
on Type Il paper, this time without tag-
ging gaps.

The table on Page 61 reflecis our cur-
rent ideas of what may have happened.
The lines in the darkened areas represent
the plates for which we have printing to-
tals

What all of the above shows is that
every scrap of information we obtain can
help us come 10 an understanding of the
stamps we collect. In this instance we
used BEP data, paper types, lagging ob-
servations, and even the labels. But the
clue that put us on the track came from
Dr. Cheris.

It may also be useful to repeat some-
thing said by Haynes: “I thought you
guys knew all that!™

row. Faper 1.

17T3, 17T4—Break 3L, other siamps in srip
show tagging only a2 occasional tiny doix, appearing
aimost untagged. More reports on this “unwgged”
strip are needed. Paper 11

1773, 17T4—Break 2L, Clip on top and bonom
raws. Paper I1.

Since these stamps are tagged from
mats measuring only 9 rows deep, many
show a horizontal untagged strip across
the entire strip. It measures about 2mm.

Kim Cuniberti noticed that all these
stamps have a different appearance un-
der short-wave UV. When Steve Esrati
tried to confirm Cuniberti’s finding, he
foend it on all these strips except 2T2
and 2T6.

The difference is hard to explain in
text. Basically the design of the stamps
appears with much heavier, thicker lines
than the ordinary stamps (with both ex-
amined in short-wave UV), In some cas-
es, the stamp design loses all its detail,
becoming a dark blab. Also, the color of
the tagging is yellower in UV in most
cases.

It is almost certain that other lagging
gaps exist but may be found only in rolls
or long strips. It is to be hoped that some
of this material will be examined and the
results reported if more tagging gaps
show up.

All reports of new gaps or of gaps at
different locations would be appreciated
by Clark at 424 Roosevelt St., Midvale,
Utah 84047-3622.

1V I

The sad fact is that we in the study
group know something only after one
member shares his knowledge with the
others, Then we can use the knowledge
to pass it along, Much of the time we do
not even know the right questions to ask,
not until someone startles us into re-
thinking some aspect of PNC collecting,
as Dr. Cheris did.

Right now, we need to know a lot
more about tagging “cylinders.™

This review did not finally solve the
printing history of the 2¢ Locomotive
down to the last 409 impressions. It
would have been nice if it had.

But we did learn a whale of a lot of
things about our stamps in its course. As
we carry on, maybe we’ll figure ont the
last 409 impressions, as well.

Meanwhile, we've made progress and
had fun.
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Locomotive study
causes a review
of all BEP data

The Plate Number Coil Study Group
had always believed that the only BEP
“to press” dates that mattered were about
the first time a plate was sent to press.

Unfortunately, we sometimes get more
than one “first time to press” date from
BEP. We have usually used the earliest.
And, where BEP appeared to err in send-
ing a plate back to press and reporting it,
we ignared it (except for precancels).

The Locomotive study, however,
caused us to go through all BEP reports.
We found a dozen or more instances
where BEP dutifully reporied sending
plates back to press—and we found all
the tagged plates that show precancel
gaps among these.

Future editions of the PNC Catalog
will present all such data as “Back to
press” to enable students to compare
paper types, tagging gaps, precancel
gaps and other snippets of information
found on stamps with the raw BEP data.

This wark is remendously difficult be-
cause of intermal contradictions in the
data. In some instances the data are just
plain wrong, as when they show an as-
signed date later than a date to press.
Therefore, as in the previous editions of
the catalog, all data we present will be
edited as best we ¢an,

It is almost certain that we will make
new discoveries from al! this.

Coniinued from previous page

And one last thought:
Why print 2¢ pracancaels?

Although a 2¢ precancel is not
known to exist, why would the Postal
Service even print one since Bureau
precancels are prepared for specific
bulk rates and can only be used
alone?

Remember the 20¢ Flag precancel,
printed for a FIRST-CLASS rate?

Could it be that the first-class mail-
er needed them to add to his Flags al-
ter the first-class rate went to 22¢7

It is the only explanation we can
think of.

We know next to nothing about the
teal reason for printing the 20¢ pre-
cancels. We do not know who the
mailer was. But a 2¢ add-on would
have made sense.
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Continued from Page 58

the 5¢ Motorcycle.

Can you give me any info of
that type of tagging on other than
the 2¢ Locomotive and where
and when it was published?

Leon J. Cheris, DDS
Astoria, N.Y.

In reply: Not only is there no
reference o publication of any-
thing ebowt paly tagging plaies, [
don't even recall seeing the term
“poly plates” before. However,
Gerald H. Clark did report in
TPN for January 1988 how ke
shows tagging varieties on his al-
bum pages for exhibits. In that
article, Clark’s 5¢ Motorcycle
with a screw head was ilustrat-
ed. Also shown were 17¢ Autor
with vertical gaps and gaps with
clips.

Dr. Cheris’ letter resulted in a
complele re-examirnation of owr
information. about the 2¢ Loco-
motive. An arlicle deiailing the
intense efforis of several mam-
bers of the PNC Study Group 1o
use reason (o explain the myster-
ies of the Locomotive is 1o be
Jound on Page 60.

Not Just bouraes
1 was kind of disappeinied thas

The Pliate Number

you printed in the Dealers’ Direc-
tory for 1989 that [ only did
bourses, not mail order.

1 don’t ptomote the mail order
because I'm too involved with
other things, but 1 wouldn't say [
wouldn't do mail order.

Vem Kraus
Kenosha, Wis.

Reader finds new stampa

Back m 1982, my local San
Diego post office carried the 20¢
Consumer Education coil, of
which [ purchased exampies for
my collection. Although 1 was
scarcely aware of the existence of
plate numbers then (as were we
all), I did save a couple of line
pairs with plate number 3 and 4
because, unlike the usual plate
numnbers, the numbers were at the
top. (Both pairs were from the
same roll.)

Closz examination shows that
the 3" is sliced ever so slightly
at the top and a considerable
chunk is present at the boltom—
much more than is sliced off at
the top. The “4,” however, has
some white above it (grade il at
least “A"), and there i no trace
of the bottom number at all.

In reply: The information has
been forwarded to AS. Cibul-
skas, who keeps track of numbers
on top.

As I began to investigate PNCs
during the mid-1980s, I asked my

mom (in Buffalo, N.Y.) to save
jurk mail envelopes with plate
number singles on them. From
this 1 have a 5.2T1P single on
cover that clearly shows a Line
gap. Unless I'm misreading it,
the table of gap strips in the 1989
PNC Catalog indicatex that a line
gap is not known for 5.2T1P.

George Olshevsky,

San Diego, Calif.

Int reply: Whoopee! This is not
the first time that a new gap posi-
tion was firs! reporied by a cal-
lector who spotted it on a wsed
single. If a confirming copy (or a
copy from 5.2T2P) ir reported,
the new precancel gap will be
calalogued.

Why no hall gaps?

The 1989 catalog does not list
half gaps [such as 1 12 Right or
2 1/2 Left] for precancels, al-
though spaces for these are pro-
vided in the Lighthouse album.
‘Why not?

Is a strip with the gap at 1 12
Right a 1 Right or & 2 Right? And
what if we never heard of a 2
Right?

Dr. Robert Rebinowitz
Stamford, Conn.

In reply (by Al Haake): I think
these are in the nature of EFOs,
and don't belong in the catalog.
And where would you draw the
line? Would you include quarier
gaps?

(By Myron Hili): ldeally, the
gap should fall on the perfs. If it
does not, then it is less desirable.
Half gaps are EFOs and should
not be included in the catalog.

(By AS. Cibulskas): I don’t col-
lect gaps and don't realiy know
what half gaps are. But if we put
them in, those who collect them
benefit; if we leave them out, no-
body benefits.

{By Steve Esrali): The muatter
has been submitied {o all mem-
bers of the PNC Study Group.
Now i is time for the views from
rearders.

Mixture facts, pleass

I would be interested in reading
about how commercial mixtures
are assembled and sold. Would
dealers in this area be willing to
share their insights?

Dr. Rabinowitz made a few
good peints in the last 7PN, [
agree that we cannol draw any
conclusions from the data we
have collected. | apres with his
reservations on roll size and our
mixture findings. Perhaps a few
copies of 22F14, 15, and 16 we
have found were pulied from a
vending machine. The point is
that we are making a record of
what s found and what is being
saved from the trash can.

Thom E. Wheeler
Galion, Chio
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through April 30, 1989,

may deduct another 5%.

of $25 required.

for you.
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Your 1989 PNC Catalog is my price list

To avoid a conflict of interest or unconsciously trying to undercut other dealers’ prices in TPN, [ will sell any PNCs, inciuding varie-
ties, in VF al the prices in the 1989 edition of The Plate Number Coil Catalog. These prices are an average of other dealers’ prices

The offer docs not apply to stamps priced in the catalog in italics. I do not stock imperforates, used PNCs, or paper types.

Premiums and deductions: For XF, add 25%; for Superb, add 40%. For Fine, deduct 10%; for stamps below the grade of Fine {no cut
numbers or designs, but with the joint line missing the perfs), you may deduct 25%. I have many strips of 6 at no extra charge.

Discounts: On orders over $25, deduct 5%; on orders over $50, deduct 15%: on orders over 5100, deduct 25%. If you are in PNC?, you

This offer remains in force at least until Labor Day. If [ am out of stock, you will get a refund and will retain whatever discount you
have camned. If I substitute a higher grade, you pay no more; if I substinzie a lower grade, you pay less with the right to reject.

If you live in Ohio, please add 7% sales 1ax.

1 offer the same discounts on Lighthouse albums and supplements, Michel catalogs and all Stanley Gibbons catalogs and handbooks.
You pay for shipping on these.

I alse supply House of Farnam FDCs at $5 each on a subscription basis. Subscribers are assured of one PNCFDC of each issue. Deposit

Varieties and gaps: 1 carry most PNCs with various precancel gaps. I also stock many constant plate varieties, including almost ail
those listed in the 1989 catalog. In addition, | know where to find many items, so if I cannot supply them, I'll make an effort o find them

Since the catalog is the most complete listing of PNCs available, and since TPN Lakes a lot of my time, using the catalog as my price list
is not only a way out of my ethical quandary, but also saves time—the one commadity I often lack.

Stephen G. Esrati
P.O. Box 201230
Shaker Heights, Ohio 44120-0130

T (216) 561-9393
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Type C precancel varieties are found to be constant

By Howard A, Moser

1 was in error in assum-
ing that there was pro-
gressive deterioration in a
single mat position of the
“A" in the Type C precan-
cel of the 17¢ Electric
Auto. (The same precan-
cel mats were used on the
12¢  Stanley  Stcamer
printed on the Cotirell
presses.)

I now have s0 many dif-
ferent examples 1 must
conclude that they are
from multiple mat posi-
tions.

This is confirmed by a
used strip of seven from
the 12¢ Steamer, which
contains three different
varieties of broken “"A’s.”

Most varieties can be di-
vided into four types (A
to D) with the amonnt of
erogion charted in [ustra-
tion 1, ranging from 1-1
(full left leg of the “A™) to
7-1 (more than a 90°
googe out of the left leg
of the “A™).

The shape of the left leg
appears to fall into four
groups:

A, Straight line.
B.Full concave
curve.

C. Bent straight lines.
D. Combination of a
curve and a straight line.

By using combinations
of letters and the start and
end positions, I could
classify all my copies. [
was then able to list my
204 used copies in the ac-
companying table.

One interesting thing I
have noticed is that the
line ends at the gaps ([
collect only used singles)
are usually different, indi-
cating that cach varety
could be from a different
mat position.

The dark backgrounds
make these difficult to
identify at times, but most
can be identified with rea-
sanable accuracy.

It may be possible to

-

- p o e ;e

lllustration 1—Four shapes (designatad by letters)

and 7 positions for missing part of “A."

plate these varieties with the help of col-
lectors and dealers of plate number coils.
Collectors with strips showing the Type
C precancel should be able to find sever-
al of the varieties.

I cannot do the plating with used sin-
gles, so [ need help from collectors and
dealers who collect strips.

I will gladly send copies of lllustration
1 to anyone undertaking such a study.
(Send SASE 1o Moser at 1409 13th St
Highland, T1. 62249.)

Editor's note: One of Moser's special-
tics iz to observe the shapes of the pre-
cancel lines at the gap, and he reports
that he has found many variations, espe-
cially on the 5.2¢ Sleigh.

Shape 124 17¢

Shape 12¢17¢  Shape 12¢17

A2l 1 9 B2l 1 3 C21
A3l 2 Bl 6 2 3.1
Al B41 7 3 cal
A5l 2 1 BS1 13 2 CS1
A1 B6-1 4 1 Csl
AT B7-1 11
A22 2 B22 c22
A3-2 2 7 B32 1 ©32 1
Ad2 1 6 B42 4 Ca2
AS-2 4 B52 2 3 OS2
AG2 4 2 B2 6 1 Cs2
A12 72 1 2 12
A33 B33 foc K3
Ad-3 3 B4 C4-3
AS3 2 S Bsa 2 1 o83
A6 2 1 Bsa 3 1 63
A3 B7.3 C1-3
Ad4 2 2 B4 1 Cas
AS4 19 3 BSS 1 2 54
A64 6 6 B5a C6-4
AT-4 B74 C7.4
ASS 1 BS.S [ X ]
Fre B&S 65
A7-S B7-5 C7-5

Breakdown of Type C Precancels among 204 nsed singles

Shape
D21
D3}
D41
D35-1

A postscript

to Moser’'s finds
After Howard Moser
wrote the above on his

12¢ 17¢
3 1 74th birthday, he found
ol 100 more broken “A’s.”
1z He found two each of
! Type AS5-2 and 3 cach of
Type A6-2, all Line Gap
! ; singles.
- Bot each stamp had a
2 different line end at the

gap, indicating that the
stamps are from different
spots on the mat, although
at the precancel gap.

Said Moser: “The mare
of these [ see, the more [
am convinced that the
mats are worth some
study.”

-

(806) 795-1706

You need nct come to Texas to buy my PNCs,
| sent in the wrong ad for the 1989 PNC Catalog.
You may deal with me by mail order with confidence.

RED RAIDER STAMP COQO.
STAMPS AND SUPPLIES

HOWARD "SKIP* MEDLOCK. JR.
LUBBOCK, TEXAS 79416-6008

4123 W. 18TH
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Now there are three dry-gum papers

By Richard J. Nazar

As my research continues into the
types of paper used by the Bureau of En-
graving and Printing to produce coils is-
sued since 1980, clues and confirmations
arise slowly. Although the process has
been long, more and more pieces of the
puzzle have been falling into place and a
clearer picture. is now apperent.

It has recently become evident that
there arc three separate companies sup-
plying dry-gummed paper stock to the
BEP for intaglio production of coil
stamps.

1 have previonsly reported and de-
scribed two different paper types used
for dry-gum intaglic production. Each of
these has distinet characteristics, each of
which identifies the paper’s supplier or
manufacturer:

+ Gum texture

* Fluorescent qualities

In our context, the fluorescent qualities
are the ones noted under long-wave ul-
traviolet light (a band from 3,000
Angsubm to 4,000A.) The phosphors
used to tag the stamps glow under short-
wave UV (2,5374).

I assigned Type I and Type II designa-
tians 1o differentiate papers according to
both categories.

Type 1 paper is supplied by Paper
Corp. of the United States (PCUS), a di-
vision of Paper Corp. of America, based
in New York, N.Y. PCUS is a paper
merchant. It buys uncoated paper stock
(vngummed) from an outside miil and
has the adhesive applied by its gummer,
Nashua Corp. in Merrimack, N.H.

When Type I paper is exposed to long-
wave UV, it typically appears as a bright
purple-white in varying degrees, depend-
ing on the amount of chemical brighten-
ez in the paper. Some degree of brighten-
er is always present in Type [ paper,
even if only as small high-bright fibers

Fig. 1—Typa | gum texture.

on s slightly brightened base.

Type 1 paper’s gum is distinctively
marked by diagonal gum ridges that ran
at an approximate 45-degres angle from
the base of the stamp in a SW-NE direc-
tion [Figure 1]. These ridges are some-
times faint and difficult to see, but are
always present on Type I paper.

To best view the gum ridges, shine an
incandescent light source at a low angle
across the back of the stamp with the
light at its top. Sometimes it helps show
the ridges better if one slowly rotates the
stamp. Avoid looking for gum texture
with fluorescent {(overhead tube) Lighting
because it does not cast shadows well.
The shadows formed by light shining
across the peaks and wvalleys of the
ridged gum make the texture visible.

PCUS has been a paper supplier 1o
BEP since the 1940s. It was the sole sup-
plier of dry-gum paper from the mid-
1970s (when BEP began to use dry gum)
untl] a second, independent supplier had
successfully won a public bid and was
awarded the contract. This company was
Eastemn Fine Paper Corp. of Brewer,
Maine, the supplier of Type 11 paper.

Eastern Fine is an integrated mill {one
that produces its own paper stock and
spplies the adhesive to produce a
finished product). Eastern Fine is the
only mill of this type in the United
States.

Unlike Type 1, Eastern Fine's Type II
paper exhibits no brighteners undexr
long-wave UV. It appears as a homoge-
neous, dull yellow-brown. It looks
“dead” in UV. Type II paper’s gum is
typically much smoother in appearance,
sometimes showing very faint horizontal
striations [Figure 2]. This gum is very
sensitive to fingerprints. Be sure to use
stamp tongs with Type II paper o avoid
marking the gum. The first stamp to ap-
pear on Type II paper was the 7.4¢ Baby
Buggy, issued April 7, 1984,

Beginning with the printing of the re-
designed 2¢ Locomotive on the B Press
in 1987, a “different” paper appeared.
Until recently it was believed that this
paper was the result of changes made in
the production of Type 11 paper, which,
by then, was becoming less common on
newly issued stamps.

We now know that this new paper was
introduced because L&CP Corp. of
Troy, Ohio, had won a contract 10 sup-
Ply paper o BEP. L&CP is a different

type of company than the the two previ-
ausly mentioned, L&CP is a paper con-

verter. It buys uncoated and ungummed
paper from an outside mill (currently
from Glatfelter Co. of Spring Grove,
Pa ) and then applies the gum at its own
plant.

L&CP’s paper has becn designated
Type III, according to the chronological
order in which the papers appeared.

Although it is produced by only one
mill, Type III paper has a range of
fluorescent qualitics. Some examples ap-
pear virtually “‘dead,” almost ike Type
I1 paper, but Type Il typically has a
minimally brightened base with high-
bright fibers. Type III paper is most easi-
ly distingnished by its gum texture,
which appears either stippied [Figure 3a)
or as a generally horizontal pattern of in-
tersecting waviness [Figure 3b).

Every Transportation coil released in
1987 or later can be found on Type III
paper, although some issues exist on
more than one supplier’s paper, and a
few even on all three. Some specific
plate numbers and precancel gap loca-
tions from this period have not been
found on Type III paper.

In review of historic philatelic data,
paper differences are eventually recog-
nized by collectors as a differennating
characteristic  between two  “face-
similar” stamps. This usually occurs
long after the stamps have ceased to be
current. Paper differences often carry
very high monetary values. Whether the
differences are called “laid,” “wove,”
“bluish,” “hard,” “soft,” or whether it
has a double-line, single-line or no wa-
termark, paper is one of the fundamen-
tals of philately.

(Editor's note: Another is the gum. In
the case of PNCs, however, we have not

yet becn able to separaic paper type
from gum type and, at least until we find

Please turn to Page 76

Fig. 2—Type il gum texture.
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Dealer complaints cause posiponed withdrawal of 12.5¢ Pushcart

Continued from Fage 57

munity were atlempting to find the
stamps. They determined that all the re-
maining Pushecarts in the Postal Ser-
vice’s vault in Kansas City were from
Plate 1. That quantity, which is un-
known, apparently was too low to meet
the order of the Reader’s Digest.

The Postal Service said it sent 1,000
rolls of 3,000 stamps—a total of 3 mil-
lion stamps—to the Hartford, Conn.,
post office from which the Digest does
its sweepstakes mailing.

Dr. Aablnowltz makes a find

Dr. Robert Rabinowitz, a Connecticnt
dealer in PNCs, learned this through so-
cial contacts and went 1o nearby Hart-
ford to buy some of the stamps, which
he first wholesaled at $4.50 for a strip of
five. Wholesale prices were lower in
large guantities, with the price set at $3
for orders of more than 300 strips.

To collectors, Dr. Rabinowitz offered
the stamps at $4.40 for a “F-VF” strip of
three, with the price going to $6.25 for
“VF-§." Suips of five were priced at
$4.50 for “F-VF” and $6.30 for “VE-8.

Kim Cunibert later found that the gen-
eral quality of the Hartford coils was
low, with a less than half being VF or
better.

Some PNC dealers rejected Dr. Rabi-
nowitz® wholesale offer and, according
to Dr. Rabinowitz, complained to the
Postal Service. This was confirmed by
the Postal Service.

Jon Denney of M&M/Southwest, ac-
cording to a story by Tom Maeder in
Coil Line, called Linda Foster of the
USPS Stamps Division on April 26 and
complained that the stamp was due to go
off sale in four days and all known mint
copies were in the hands of one dealer.
Foster told Denney she would take the
matier under advisement.

The next day, Maeder continued, deal-
er Al Haake called Foster and com-
plained. He was told that the decision
had been made to continue sales for an
additional 30 days, through the end of
May. Later, the Postal Service said sales
of the unprecanceled stamps would con-
tinue indefinitely, but sale of precancels
had ended April 30.

Others deplore whistie-blowing
Several other dealers, some of whom

had bought stock from Dr. Rabinowitz,

said the calls to Foster by Denney and

Haake were a mistake.

One hang-up in dealers’ attitudes to-
ward the Rabinowitz offer was whether
the polymer chemist had bought op “all™
the strips before they went off sale. They
fearcd that another dealer might have
found some and offered the strips at low-
er prices, making the dealers who
bought from Dr. Rabinowitz look like

gougers.

USPS conlused about withdrawal

Before the discovery by Dr. Griffiths,
the Philatelic Catalog had said the un-
precanceled Pushcart would go off sale
April 30.

The Postal Service later said the with-
drawal had been intended only for the
precancel, not the unprecanceled stamp,
and that rolls of 3,000 were to be in
stock at the Philatelic Sales Agency and
all postiques. They would not be sent out
on a general distribution, USPS said,
meaning that other post offices could get
them only if they ordered them.

There was, however, some confusion
about the withdrawal and about its re-
scission. In The Postal Bulletin of April
27, postmasters were told that both the
precanceled and the unprecanceled
stamp were to go off sale April 30 and
that all supplies were to be destroyed by
May 1.

By its internal message system, the
Postal Service later rescinded the order
to destroy remaining stocks, saying “if
you have not already destroyed the
stamps, please do not do so because the
stamps are back on sale.”

The rescission applied to both versions
of the stamp, tagped and precanceled. It
was nol clear, therefore, whether the pre-
cancels had been withdrawn after all,
even though a USPS spokesman later
said the precancels were “finished.”

On-sale stamps are late

As much as two weeks after the stamps
were obtained in Hartford, they were
still unavailable at L’Enfant Plaza in
Washington, the country’s most promi-
nent postique since it is sitcated in Post-
al Headquarters. A clerk there told a
TPN subscriber that rolls of 3,000 were
due in shortly.

The stamps finally arrived at the
L’Enfant Plaza postique on May 16, al-
most a month after they had been dis-
covered and more than two weeks after
they were put back on sale.

The delay raised the possibility that all

of the initial Reader’ s Digest printing or-
der may have been cxhausted and the
Postal Service was waiting for the Bu-
rean of Engraving and Printing to pro-
duce more.

But when the stamps from the Phitatel-
ic Sales Division and the postiqoe in
Washington were examined, they proved
1o be the same ones sold in Hartford,

Printing order is large

The Reader's Digest told Maeder that
it had ample supplies of the stamps for
its mailings for the next two years. But
since it is unlikely that the magazine
would tie up its cash in stamps, which
bear no interest, it may have been refer-
ting to the size of ils printing order.

The Postal Service said the total order
was far in excess of the 3 million initial
shipment to Hartford. According to the
Postal Service, the stamps were to be
supplied over a period of time, at lsast
until the current 25¢ first-class ratc ends.

The Postal Service acknowledged that
the Diges’s order for unprecanceled
stamps had required BEP 1o go back to
press with the obsolete Pusheart, [It did
so on Aug. 8, 1988.] That either means
that the supplies in Kansas City were
less than 3 million stamps or that the Di-
gest’s order was specifically for rolls of
3,000, Stamp-affixing machines are
more efficient with the larger rolls.

[The 12.5T2s are the first fractional
tagged stamps known in rolls of 3,000.]

The use of the Pushcarts by Reader's
Digest resembles the use of multiple 4¢
Stagecoach slamps without precancel by
the Disabled American Veterans in
1585, Again the Postal Service had to or-
der a special press run {also in rolls of
3,000) and the results were the first un-
precanceled Stagecoaches from Plates 5
and 6, and the B Press version of Plate 1.

Until the introduction of precancel-
only stamps in 1988, unprecanceled ver-
sions of precanceled stamps were print-
ed primarily for collectors. Thus, precan-
celed 4¢ Stagecoaches existed on Plates
5 and 6, but there waz no need for unpre-
canceled until the DAV asked for unpre-
canceled stamps at a time when only
Plates 5 and 6 were still available.

This is what happened with the Digest
stamps. Plate 1, unprecanceled, had met
collector needs even though a sccond
plate had been neaded to meet the basic
bulk rate as a precancel. It was that sec-
ond plate that was used to print the Di-

gest stamps.
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TPN Average
climbs and gets
its first facelift

Publication of the 1989 catalog is the
beginning of a new year, as far as the
TPN Average is concerned.

For that reason, we have added three
stamps to the average:

20F3, Plate 3 of the 22¢ Flag
25F5i, Piate 5 of the 25¢ Flag, block tagged
25F5ii, Plate 5 of the 25¢ Flag, pretagged

We have adjusted the divisors for pre-
vious years to keep the average equal for
those years.

The 1989 catalog prices used are those
that were published. A previous average
used tentative prices, prior to the last ed-
itorial changes.

Among the average’s components that
went up in price over that of the catalog
are:
18F1, now at $452.64

8.3T1P1-No, now at $18.71

17T6Pba, now at $64.15

Because the average always reflects
some dealers’ price lists that have not
caught up with the market, major chang-
es sometimes take months before being
reflected in the average.

This has been especially true of Plate
12 of the 20¢ Firc Pumper, which can
now be purchased from some dealers at
less than $7.50 for “F-VF.” Almost all
dealers charge special premiums for VF
and XF.

Although these premiums have been
factored into the TPN Average, the
20T12 price declined from the catalog’s
$20 10 $16.29. The strip was carried in
the 1988 catalog at $330 in italics.

Because some dealers whose price lists
are included in the average have been
cotting prices 1o compete, the average
has resumed its decline,

What should be noted, however, is that
many dealers now give discounts from
their advertised prices. Others offer pre-
miums, such as free catalogs or albums.

That means that the average is less
reflective of the actual PNC market than
it has ever been.

While it is not possible to calculate the
actual effect of these premiums and dis-
counts, the average’s real retail price
may be near 3150, not the $178.67
shown.

In any event, the decline in PNC prices
which began with the Steve Ivy suction
at AMERIPEX 1987, scems to be con-
tinuing in fits and starts.

$200.00 ¢
$180.00 ¢
$160.00
514000
$120.00
$100.00
$30.00
$60.00
$40.00
$20.00
$0.00
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1989
Catalog
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Dealers who are candid say business is
no good; others say it’s good, but contin-
ue to reduce their prices. If business
were good, prices would be climbing.

In effect, collectors who are lacking
scarce stamps may find it advisable to
buy them over the next year. Since some
items are truly scarce, and since the sup-
ply is unlikely to increase, it may be

r
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smarter to buy onc $500 strip now in-
stead of buying 10 $50 strips. The latter
may be cheaper next year. Maybe!

While price stability seems to have
come to PNCs, any prediction would be
foolish. The good stuff has stopped go-
ing up like a skyrockel. There has been
practically no change in Plates 3 and 4
of the 10.9¢ Cab in a year.

———————————w--------------1

- 21.1¢ Letters Lines on Seven ZIP+4 Strips !

I have duplicates of all seven ZIP+4 strips of the 21.1¢ Letters
stamps showing the line illustrated on the front cover of the 1989
PNC catalog. These are long strips to include the plate number.

Price $25 per strip or $150 for the set of seven.

If you order single strips, please indicate row, using the diagram
in the catalog to number the strip.

[ am a collector and a member of PNC3.

Box L
¢/o The Plate Number

——n-------—-------————————J

TPN Classified

BUYING PNC FDCS, White fire, Thomas Gitt, 19959 Ha-
viland Ave., Branx, NY 10472, (4-90)

BREADWAGON Impsrf and Miscut, $10/pair. Honeybee
Imperf, $20/palr. Send for lree list of rolated items. The
Boahive, P.0. Box 182, Boardman, DH 44512, (4-90)

JOIN PNCY Got valsabk discounts from dealers and Coil
Line. Send SASE and $10 tc Eric Russow, P.O. Box
17374, Whitefish Bay, W) 53217. (4-89)

USED Transportation plate mumber singles, pairs and
strips. Very challenging, interesting, and inexpensive.
Some covers also. Prica sl for SASE. Max Hickox, Bax
21081, Denver, Cok. BOZ21 (5-89)

BUYING TAG SHIFTS on coils, with or withaut plate num-
bers, in quantty. Al LS. tag varioliet wanted in quantity,
TAG SHIFT HARRY Mueggenberg, 3525 BiAT Cour,
Carmichael, CA 95608, (5-89)

ALL BACK ISSUES of TPN available. Pioase send SASE
for onder blank. Stove Esrat, P.C. Box 20130, Shaier
Heights, OH 44120,

5.5¢ weak "Burned Rubber™ variely on tagged 5.5¢ Art-
master FOG, number eul, $7.50; Honeybes untagoed,
&nd uncanceled on cover, no number, $10. Steve Esmt,
£.0. Box 20130, Shakar Heigts, OH 44120,

MICHEL 1989 Speciaized U.S. Catalog, in German.
$39.50.Includes 8-page guide in English o its usa. Pric-
& all PNCs in P53 and PS5/, inckading all precancels.
AMso prices US se-enant issues. Drder now, befom
they sefl out againl Sieve Esrati, P.Q. Box 20130, Shak-
o Haights, OH 44120,

INFORMATION PLEASE! tf you have any iong ships {be-
yond strips of 5), of Cotirel issues, the PNC Study
Group would ke to hear from you for research on tag-
ping gaps. Please contac 7PN for information.
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Description

Plac Gouge 24, (upper right ¢omer)
Chip 1L bottomn between 2d & 4th perl.
Chip 1L between 4th & 6th perf.

Crack IR

Tl oo "t" 1L

Smoking “¢"' 1L

(Gap 1R) Thin double bar break on top PAC bar P56
(Gap 2R) Missing Prriod after "Org.” Mat Va-

riaty 1R of gap. PS6.....
(Gap 1R) Missiing Period Mat Variety 2R of gap P36
Missing Period Mat Variety on Stamps 2 &4 Swip 5.
Missing Period Mat Varicty on Stamp IR of gep ﬁlpSr.np 3. 100
Multiple Slashes 1R Ps2 .
ame

aame
Mulriple Slashes 21, & 1L
Quotation Maris 1L

sanx

LOMdots 2at IL/1 at IR

sanx P55 s 7.50

B Press, Inking Varicty “Falling Luggags” Vari-

able 5

B Piess. Doctor Blade

aame. Doctor Blade Under Tie

same, Doctor Blade Over Coach

Mat variery, double spiks in road 1L of gap

Mat variety, single spike inroad 1L of gap

Gap 2R_ Double bar break — both bars

Buggy Whip (mint) shart

Buggy Whip (mint} long

Buggy Whip (F/C) LG

PIC mat variety Flying Dint Clod 2R, of gap
Dous Rain Crack I'1L (Gap 2L)

Fender Crack 1L

Dot ever “k,” dot over *g"; 1L, 1R

Dot over *i” in Narpeofit

Burned Robber 2R (mint}

Skid Mark {mint) 20

Ink Blobs (PXC) 1R

Flying dirt clod (P/AC) 3L

Dash under 1 of 1920% 1L

Dot over 9 i 1920 1L

1" 12R

Rock under rear whee] 13

‘Whals low shifted #1 (mint)

Partint shiftad #1 11. {rnint)

Partial shifind #1 on top Whale normal

# bottam 1L (mint)

Mat variety smoking 8 1L of gap PS5 simiriinien 750

P/C (Gap IR) Inking varicties io ané around *b"

of Ambulance

Crank dot (mimt) 1L

P#C Chain Dot/Rock on Road 11/2R

PAC Dot above roefl 1R

PCDaAin8af8 510

PAC Dea under wear tire GL

.P_fCDotunT;Dot in front of windshield 12R/

Pﬁ’C Rock in Road 24R

P/C Rlying Balt 131

P/C Handle Dot I 2IR

P/C Falling Chain Link

PAC Rock under Truck.

PAC Circle before N R
Weeping W (mint) 1L
Weeping W (P/C) 1L

Tail oa U (mint) 1R

Smoxing “g" PC LG 1L
Flying Hyphen (min1) 1R
Waving W

Bursting Shell {minr) 29R
Tai an 0 of 10.1 {mint) 251
Smuall dot right of A in USA
F/C "Raindrop”

P/C Plying comma

Dat in 0" of 10.1 17R
Dropped Transfer

Caboosc Brake Shoe (mint)
Caboosc Brake Shoe (F/C)
Cabooss Paw Prit (mint) 211,
Stutz Fender Crack 1L

Stutz Fetder & # Crack 1L
Stutz Chill Raller 11

Stutz Palishing Clath 1L
Stutz Zig Zag on hood 2R

P/C Falling Nail 2R

Triple Jomzt L 1L

Dot over 9/Dot under 2 1L/3L
Dot above ind between 0 & 2 26R. Strip § e 1200
Lightning Bolt 1L | i —— ]
[ PS3 e 1200

The Plate Number | g9

mn. Elu mumxnmm
Aumta Axle Break 1L
BT
84 17¢ 45 Auto Reclining comma 1R
85 17« #5 At Dot above E 1R (mint)
86 17x #5 Autc Dot above E (P/C) Type A Gap 2L
88 17¢ #7 Auto Chip on joint line 1R
BAITE

B 17w ¥ Mint LOM Dat 1R
S0 17¢ 42 Mint LOM Do/Dot Line 1L/1R
1 17¢ #2 Mint LOM Lire (bottam) 1R-2R
92 17 #3 Min LOM Det/Dor Lina IL/AR
93 17¢ M4 Mint LOM Dex 1LAR
94 173 M4 Mint LOM Dot 1L/1R
95 17 #6 Mint LOM Dots 11/1R
96 18¢ #5 Fiag Seashsll 1L
97 1% M Surrey Lightning Bolt 1L
98 18¢ #5 Surrey Antenna Crack 1L
99 18¢ #9 Surey Lightning Belt 1L
100 18¢ #10 Sumrey Lighming Bolt 1L
ame
101 18¢ #1112 Maooument Color shift
102 18¢ #3333 Monument (PAC) Pm:ple onlip 2R
same Yellow Chin 2R

103 20¢ B2 Pumper Platc Crack 1 1L
s

104 20¢  #l6 Pumper Chill Roller

105 20¢ #L Pumper LOM Dot 1L

106 20¢ #4 Pumper LOM Dox & Lime 11

1 e #7 Pumper LOM Dot 1L

18 200 #9 Pumper LOM Dot & Lins 11.
e
ame

109 20¢ #1C Pumper LOM Dot & Line 11
mme
ame

110 20¢ #13 Pumper LOM Dot 1L
e

111 20e #15 Papyper LOM Do 1L

112 20e ¥ Pumper Homet #9 11

113 20¢ #14 Flag Q-line 1L

114 21.1¢ 111121 Disgonal scratch (mint)
mme. Extension down (mimt)
e, Diagomal scratch top 21 10 bottom 1R
s, Bxwension up
mme, Bxension Down 1m
mme. Extension down 2nd
115 21.1¢ 111121 (Mint) LOM dot 1L
116 21.1¢ 111121 (P/C) LOM Dut 1L
117 22¢ #2 Flag Dot over Capitol 3.
8 Flag. Dacapitatsd 8

Lp
119 Xe T Moon in fag inking v
120 22¢ 411 Flag. Qloudy #11 1L
121 E #1222 Red scratch left of D i Dowestic 1L
12 2% M Boe. Full serif on#1
13 2% % Bee. Out of cags Bee
124 254 #2 Bos. Hidden %2 (in fiowers)
7]

#2 Bes. Joint lines

Tilg #1
T21e 92
T3le #6

Td49¢ #1 PAC Double bar break on top bar ZR
T549¢ #2 PAC Double bar break on top bur 2R

TiI17%¢ #3  PICType A
Ti417% #  PICType A

STAMPS ‘N’ STUFF

2700 Unlversity, Suite 204,
W. Des Moines, |A 50265

Jerry & Barb Koepp

(515) 224-1737
Phone Orders Call Collect
LOWEST PRICES AVAILABLE
Please order by number in this ad. Payment with order,

please. Deduct 5% on orders over $50, 10% on orders
over $150. Prices subject to change without notice.
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Catalog U pd ate First corrections and new stamps

Neow stamps

7ATIPE—Plate 1 of the 7.1¢ Tractor with & new
siyle of service inscription. Issued May 25. See
Data Bank.

12.5T2—Plate 2 of the 12.5¢ Pusheart {previously
known only with precancel). Found on letter can-
caled April 15, 1989, (Dr. Griffiths)

25F9il—Plate 9 of the 25¢ Yozemitz Flag on pre-
tagged paper. About April 21. (Lipson, Nagy)

Catalog Corrections and Updates

Page iil—In the paragraph in the iefomost columm
after the bold-faced “Type IIL" the text should
read: "Type III paper has & range of Nuorsscent
qualities ™

Page 3—The varictics listed for 20F8 should be
numbered “20F8V1™ and “20FBVL"

Page 32—The withdrawal date for the 12.5¢ Push-
cart should read “April 30, 1989 (P/C only)"

Page 35—The pairing line for 1775 shoud read:
“Paired with Plates 6 and 7. Seatable.”

Page 44—The references to the chart showing the
line on 21.1M2 should say Page 47.

Page 46—The withdrawsl das for the 25¢ “E™
stamps should be June 30, 1989, The catalog in-
correctly 22id they had not been advertised in The
Philatelic Catalog. They had been.

Page 54—The FDC scamity teble enoy for
10.1T2ii, the red service inscription on the 10.1¢
Gil Wagon, thould read: June 27, 1988, Washing.
ton, DC. The table now gives the data for the 15¢
Tugboat,

TPN Carrections

Fage 47—LACP Corp., naker of Type III paper, is
not calied “Laminated & Coated Paper Corp.” The
name belongs i nocher compasyy.

Page 50—The cates to pross of the magents Plte 3
and the yellow Plate 3 of the Washington Monu-
ment were inoxrect. The year shauld have boen
1985.

Page 41—Because of editing <mrors in Kim Cuniber-
"¢ essay on precancel gaps on Page 41, the sen-
tence suarting at the very bottom: of Page 40
should have read: “So, perhaps n 2L on Plates 1
and 2 of the 12¢ is only 2 pipe dream..."” And the
lust senience of the vary next pamgraph ahould
have read: *Granted that the B Press with 26 pos-
sible gap positions made the odds poorer, but the
Caottrells with 12 possible gap positions managed
w0 hit it 10 times out of 10 different denomina-
tions, including two sets of plate umbers on four
denominations (4¢, 4.9¢, 5.9¢ and 10.9¢) and
three seta of plate numbers on one (the first six
plates of the 17¢ Auto).”

Data bank

7.1¢ Tractor

{PNC Catalog number: 7.iT1Pit]

[T)he Tracwor samp makes 1 reappearance May
26 mt COMPEX 89, the Chicago arca’s largest phil-
mielic exhibition.

The 7.1¢ Transportation Seriex coil samp, precan.
celed “Nonprofit/s-Digit ZIP+4." fulfills the noeds
of nomprofit mailers who nse ZIP+4 and presort o
the fire five digits....

The original 7.1¢ Tractor samp, issued Feb. 6,
1987, at SARAPEX [in Sarwsotn, Flu.], was used
primarily by nonprofit mailers who presorted their
mail to five digix. It was izsued in miat [Le., unpre-
canceled] form and precanceled with 3 “Nonprofiy/
Org." endorsement. All Philatelic Centers will sell
the precancebed Tractor starmp, but as a limited-use
itern it may not be available at all poxt offices.

Tractorl920s
7 1 USA Nonprofit

Org.

Qld version of 7.1¢ Tractor

The new Tracior stamp is jdenticnl in devign ex-
cept for the deletion of “Org.” snd the addition of
the “5-Digit ZIP+4 endortement, Also, “Nonproli®™
appears in 2 bold, gant-serjf typaface on the newer

The 5-digit ZIP+4 Tractor stamp will be used on
millions of picces of nomprofit mail presorted for
maove efficient procesting within the mailstroam. ...

First-Day City: Rosemon, IL

Printing Process: Intaglio (B Preas, BEP)

Dask red (picture and type)
Black ("Nonprofivs-Digit ZIP+4" en-

Tractor1920s
7 1SA Nonprofit

5-Dight ZIP+4

New varsion of 7.1¢ Tractor

dorscment)
Slas: 0.71x0.82 inches/ 18.03x20.82mm
{irmage ares)
Plate Number: One single digit on evey 52nd
#amp

Stamps per Coll: 500 and 3,000

Pushcart stlll on sale

The precanceled version will be taken off sale
{April 30]; the mint version will remain svailable in
ooils of 3,000

BEP changes sizes of some plates

Beginning in its report of plake activity for
August 1988, the Buresu of Engraving and
Printing lists the size of some plates for the C,
D and Andreotti presses with two fewer rows
than previously.

The reduction from 20 rows of stamps 10 18
rows of stamps has to do with the size of the
coil being printed, a Burean spokeswoman
said.

BEP replaced its coiling equipment several
years ago so that coilers are now 20 rows
across, but the old 18-row coilers are mill at
BEP and are sometimes put to usc, she said.

‘The Plate Number Coil Study Group be-
lieves that coiling equipment used to make
coils of 100 can handle 20 rows across, but
the coilers for rolls of 500 snd 3,000 can use
only the narrower dimension.

The compatibility of the coilers, incidental-
ly, was one reason why most bulk-rate stamps
{usually made only in large rells) were printed
on the B Press, which is caly 18 rows wide.

The problem was encouniered during the
printing of the 25¢ “E" Eanth stamps, where
two families of plate sizes were used, one
measuring 48,20 and one measuring 48x18.

The “E” stamps were priited in rolls of 100,
500 and 3,000. From information we now
have, more “E" stamps were prinied from the
piates measuring 20 rows (for rolls of 100)
than from the plates with only 18 rows.

The BEP spokeswoman confirmed that the
use of the smaller plates was related 10 use of
the old 18-row coilers.

We gill Iack full data for the 18-row plates,
but do know that there were twa red plates, 1

and 2. BEP's data give the sane impression
tolals for one red plate as for the only two
other plates for which it gave totals. it gave no
totals for a second red plate.

Since the combination that produced rolls of
500 and 3,000 stampe carrying the ymbers
“1222" and “2222" are believed to have had 2
much lower printing in the “2222" form, we
need data for both red plates to calculate the
maximum number of PNCs,

In no case, however, couid either of these
iwo stamps have been produced with more
than 79.8 million PNCs because if the second
red plate had printed less than 20,000 impres-
sions, BEP policy would have required de-
struction of those stamps.

Based on market prices, we estimate about
60 million PNCs from "1222" and 20 million
from “2222."

The change in plate size also forces a differ-
ent way 1o calculate the highest number of
PNC:. But snother variable has crept into that

equation.

BEP used to indicale that its anpression lo-
tal was bagsed on the number of subjects, not
the tofal number of stamps in one revolution
of the press. It indicated this by a footnote in
its reports. Beginning in the report for June
19838, that footnote disappeared. We have not
yet ascertained whether the disappearance of
the footnote means that the impression total
reflects the full number of stamps printed in
one revelution. Until those questions are re-
solved we are unceriain whether our calculs-
tions for recently canceled stamps are correct.

BEP has been asked.
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Report on constant plate and mat varieties—Part XXIil

By A. 8. Cibulskas

1¢ Omnlbus

. Plate %, B Press. Two dots beneath and left of
front wheels of the bus. Constant at 1L. (JHartman}

b. Plate 2, B Press. Dot above the *2" of “23 ST.”
Constant at 17L. (JHartrnan)

c. Plawe 2, B Press. Dot under and centered be-
tween the second 8" and the “0* of the date. Con-
stant at SR. (JHartman)

T.1¢ Tractar

a Piate 1, precanceled. Dot over the "% in
~1920s.” Constant at 1L. (Maves)

b. Plate 1, precanceled. Small dash over the “n™ in
“Nonprofir." Constant at 1L. (Maves)

8.5¢ Tow Truek

&, Plate 1, tagged. Flying rock. Constant at 11L.

b. Same. Rock on rozd. Constant st 24L..

Note: Varictics a-b are in same row, (Cibulskas).

c. Plme 1, tagged. Dot sbove truck, Constant at
1R.

d. Sarpe, Dot left of “B°* Constant at 41,

e. Same, flying pebble. Constant at 26L.

f. Same. Flying pebbles. Constant at 24R.

g. Same. Det over "9, Constant a1 22R.

Note: Varicties c—g are in same row. (Cibulskas).

h. Plate 1, tapged. Slashed tirc. Constant mt 15L.

i. Same. Hook dot. Constant at SR.

j- Same. Rock on rond. Constant st 6R.

¥ Same. Rock on road. Constant at 17R.

Note: Varictics bk nre in same row, (Cibulsias).

1. Plate 1, tagged. Dot right of “A." Constamt st
26L.

. Same. Rock under front tire, Constant o8 221

n. Same. Rock under muck, Constant at 171,

0. Same. Rock on road. Constant at SL.

—

- e

p- Same. Dot right of hook. Constant st 3R.

q. Same. Dot in “8.” Constant at 7R.

r. Same. Dot under *9."” Constant at 16R.

Note: Varieties |-r are in same row. {Cibulsias).

10.1¢ Oll Wagon
a. Plate 1, tagged Dot under wheel. Constant at
6L. (Eastman}

11¢ Caboose

s Plate 1, precanceled. Hoseline Tl Previously
Imown only on the tagged vertion, this variety has
now been confirmed on precancels, as well. Con-
suant at 101 (Marrellf)

b. Same. Dot over left coupling. Constant at 4L.
(Clark)

c. Horizontal scratch. Constant at SR,

d. Same. Dot under right coupling. Constant a1
10L.

Note: Varisties c—d are in same row. (Clark).

12¢ Steamet

a. Plate 1, tagged, Dot beneath the right (driver's)
wheel. Constant at 3L. JHartman)

b.Plates 1 and 2, precanceled (Cotwell press).
Constant mut varety. Mat mark just left of the top
precancel line results in the appesrance of a line
break. (Agrodnin)
12.5¢ Pushcart

o Plme 1, mgged Dot right of the cat. Constant
at 2Z3R. (Hartman)

15¢ Tugbost

s Plate 1. “Tugbeat in Storm™ haphazard, spist-
tery, muhtiplicity of ink marks results in appearsnce
of a snowstorm, cspecially I white sreax. Probably
a freak rather than 2 constant plate variety, but mul-
tiple plate strips have been found. The effect is 5o

For the Record...

Sam Houston Philatelics still maintains a large stock of PNC's
and PNC FDC’s. You might be pleasantly surprised at our prices.

We are buying NOW!!!

Sam Houston Philatelics
| P.O. Box 820087
Houston, TX 77282

(713) 493-6386

striking to warrant inclusion here. (SAdams)

16.7¢ Popeorn Wagon

a. Plaie 1. Plate cracks and scratches. Two distinct
lines, each sbout Zrmm long, are crossed, resulting in
the shape of an “X"" st bottorm right of the *7.” Posi-
tion and constancy need definition. (Maedet)

18¢ Surrey

a Plae 9. Crack starting at the back of the driv-
or’s seat continuing vertically upwards for about
1mm at 1L Nesds confirmation. (Moseley)

25¢ Honeybee

a Plate 1. Green 1nun square under the denomina-
tion. C Press issue, therefore position will vary.
(FEmery}

25¢ Yosemite

Numeroug reports have been received of inking
varieties. These can mostly be subdivided into these
categories:

« Trees are off color, ranging from a slight darken-
ing 10 &n olive drab color to wn slmost black colar.
Of the ilems sent or reported w me, this has oc-
curred on Plates 4, 5, and 9.

« Red blobs or blotches in the trees ("Oriole in
trees’™). The ones submitted appear o be a true red
rather than a bleed. Could they be splatters? T have
secy this effect on Plates 5,7, and 9.

« | have received two reports of an ink bleed into
the blue mountain area. The one example provided
was reminlsoent of the brick red variety on the 20¢
Flag from Plate 8 and covers most, but not all of the
bive mrea Since this was from outgide  plate-
numbered strip, the plate is not dehned.

There have been 50 many reports on the 25¢ Flag
that crediting the individual finders is difficnlt. T will
beg, off without even making the atternpt.
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BEP plate data hint of Honeybee Plate 3

There may be 25¢ Honeybee stamps with
the plate nurnber 3. The plale was assigned
and was sent 1o press, It was canceled Nov. 1,
1988, but the Bureau of Engraving and Prini-
ing was unable 10 say how many stamps, if
any, had been printed from the platz. None
have been reported.

This was one of the items of news to be
found in the plate-activity reports for August
through December.

The reports added several questions that we
shall have o pursue:

* Why were new plates made for the C Press
with a configuration of 864 starps, or 18
strips of 48 instead of the previous 20 strips of
487

The study group’s Alan Malakoff sugpests
that these were made because the width of 20
was mainly used for rolls of 100, and these
plates (including three for the 25¢ Flag) were
used to print rolls of 500 or 3,000.

« Why were the offset plates for the Honey-
bee made for the D Press with a configuraton
of 18 strips of 48, or 864 stamps? Previous D
Press plates were 20x48.

Again, Malakoff suggests that the size of
the rol! was a factor.

+ Why are the plates for the “B” stamps of
different sizes, 480 and 4327

The data did answer ane question: When did
the Reader's Digest ask for the printing of the
tagged 12.¢ Pushcarts? The plate was sent to
press Aug. 8, 1988, meaning that eariiest use
could be much earlier than the cover that
brought it to light

Also, we now kmow why there are no black
tagged Yosemites from Flate 6. The plate only

lasted a week before being canceled with only
7.9 million maximum PNCs.

But we are unsure of the “Max. PNCs”
figure because BEP has once again changed
its method of reporting. It used to report im-
pression totals based on the number of sub-
jects. It explained this in a footnote. The foot-
note was gone in the latest BEP report and the
impression total may reflect a whole revolu-
tion of the press. That would double the
“Max. PNCs” figure.

The huge (26-page) report had 68 new Hon-
eybee offser plates. Some of the plates had
very Jow printings while others managed 1o
survive more than a million impressions.
These plates, however, cannot be identified by
PNC collectors because their plate numbers
do not appear on the stamps.

BEP also prepared a new intaglio plate for
the Honeybee, Plate 6, which was prepared
for the D Press with the cumrent 960-stamp
configuration, Offset plates were prepared to
go with this plate that measure one-half a rev-
olution, or 480 stamps.

The biggest news in the report was that we
finally got a printing total for the service-
inscribed Plate 3 of the 18¢ Washington Mon-
ument. Thic tolal permils us to give accurate
printing totals for 18M3, 18M3P and 18M4P.
(Sec table on Page 73.)

Several stamps received multiple dates to
press. However, only the first date ko press is
given in the accomnpanying chart. The lowest
printing total in the report is for the tagged
5.5¢ Star Route Truck, which was printed
only for collecters. It can have only 506,610
PNCs (unless we must double all “Max.

PNCs" 101als). The precancel from Plate 2 of
the game starmp was a runner up with 585,000
maxirmum PNCs (again, unless we must dou-
ble this total).

The fact that this BEP report amrived six
months afier the end of the period about
which it reports leaves us with some confu-
sion,

It can only be said that although every effort
is made to present these data as accurately as
possible, i some mstances we are simply left
wondering. More recent data, especially on
the Honeybee, might have answered some
questions.

The 1able shown below was prepared with
the help of Thom E. Wheeler.

Note that we now have the bcgmmng of 2
breakdown for the 25¢ “E" stamps. We be-
lieve one printing, starting July 21, 1986, used
plates measuring two numbered strips of 24
by 20 rows for a total of 480 subjects. Since
that printing substituted the blue plate, we be-
lieve it to have been for 1111 and 1211. We
believe the other printing had two numbered
swrips of 24 by 18 rows.

This gives the following breakdown:

1111: 201,916,000 maximum PNCs.

1211: 43,732,000 maximom PNCs.

We lack dala on the smaller yellow plate,
but believe that BEP staried the suffixes again
at 1 (as it did when it changed plate size on
the Honeybee). Since there are two red plates,
and since BEP gave totals for red plate 2 that
matched the other colors, we cannot use BEP
data to calculate the maximam PNCs for 1222
and 2222, We are inquiring about this directly
1o BEP.

CAT PLATE SERIES TOPRESS CANCELED IMPRESS, SUBL Max ENCs  NOTES

53TIP 1806521 TRANS  07/27/88  09/07/58 936 B PRESS

5.5T1 1772721 TRANS  0926/86  10/08/86 09,23/88 56,290 468 506,510 B PRESS, tagged

55T2P 177894.2 TRANS  0309/87  O6/12/R7 09/23/88 65,000 468 585,000 B PRESS, precanceled

1.6T1F  180571-1 TRAMS  0/12/88 0OR/09/783 11/18/88 429,700 936 3,867,300 R PRESS

1.6T2P 1811972 TRANS 11/04/88 11/22/88 936 B PRESS

8.3TIRP 176884-1 TRAMS  06/23/86  0B/04/86 09/15/88 1,118.403 468 10,065,627 B PRESS

83T2RP 1789192 TRANS 093087 1103787 09/15/88 409,200 468 3,682 800 B PRESS

84AT2P 180760.2 TRANS  08/18/88 08/25/88 432 C PRESS; 432 subjects?

B.5T3P  179398-3 TRANS 24 NEVER 09/00/88 NONE 458 NONE BPRESS

10.1T2Pi 1788082 TRANS 050837 10/01/88 10/24/88 2,153,600 468 19382400 B PRESS Includes both precancels

10.1TAPii 181104-3 TRANS  10/19/88  11/22/88 468 BPRESS

12.5T2 177784-2 TRANS  O0Z/12/87 0B/U8/88 468 B PRESS

13TIP 130849-1 TRANS  09M01/88  10,08/88 468 B PRESS

20TIR.  180874-1 TRANS  09/M9/88  1D/04/B8 11/10/88 413,000 432 3,717,000 C PRESS; 432 subjects?

20T2R 181150-2 TRANS 10725/88  11/04/88 432 C PRESS; 432 subjects?

205TIP 1807481 TRANS  08/10/28 09/13/88 468 B PRESS

2IT2P  180844.2 TRANS 0871788  09/09/8%8 432 C PRESS

24.1TIP 180817-1 TRANS 08/25/88  09/28/88 468 B PRESS

2512 179533-2 TRANS  01/20/38 (2/09/88 09/23/88 1,272,000 480 11,448,000 B PRESS

25T3 1796963 TRANS  02/18/88  02726/83 1102/88 2,179,500 480 21,795,000 C PRESS

25T4 1798024  THANS  03/04/88  08/29/88 480 C PRESS

25F4 1808104 FLAG  0874/88  09/05/82 10/10/88 2,085,100 432 18,765,900 C PRESS; 432 subjects?

25F5 180898-5 FLAG  09/15/88 430 C PRESS

2555 181177-6 FLAG 110388  11/21/88 11/28/88 843,500 432 7,591,500 C PRESS; 432 subjects?

25F7 181273-7 FLAG 11/22/88 480 C PRESS

25F8 181384-8 FLAG 120838  12/15/38 432 C PRESS; 432 suhjects?

IBMIP 1309353 MON  0923/88  09/29/88 11M01/88 See below 960 C Fress; printing total not available

5M3 180936-3 BEE  09/23/88 Unknown 1101/88 Unknown 450

25M6 1809676 BEE  (9/29/38 432 D Press

25U1 176636-1 U 05/05/86  07/21/86 083148 6,141,200 480 See article  Red Andreotti Press. Usedon 1111 and 1211
501 176637-1 U 050586 07/21/86 08/31/88 5,047,900 480 See article  Blue Andreotti Press. Used on 1111 and 1211
phjul 176638-1 U 0505786 07721586 081/88 6141200 450  Secanticle Yellow Andreoni Press. Used on 1111 and 1211
2501 176639-1 U 050586 W/21/86 0331/88 6,141,200 430  Seearticle Risck Andreotti Press, Usad on 1111 and 1211
2502 1771422 U O0B/1286 04720787 09/04/28 1,093,300 450  Secarticle Blue Andreotti Press. Used on 1111 and 1211
2512 176329-2 U 040286 0703785 06/17/88 2,237,000 432 Unknown Biack Andreoti Press.

2502 1763272 U 040486 0700386 06/17/88 2,237,000 432 Unknown Blue Andreotti Press,

2502 176328.2 U 040286 0703786 06/17/88 2,237,000 432 Unknown Red Andreotti Press. Has to be smalier total
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Why bother with the Bee's offset plates? Here’s why!

Why bother with the plate activity of
the offset plates used to print the 25¢
Honeybee? The plate numbers do not
show up on the stamps, so what's the
point?

Now that we have some factual materi-
al about how the Honeybees were print-
ed, we suddenly discover that the Bu-
reau of Engraving and Printing printed
with an odd combination of sizes of
plates. We can also trace the constantly
changing press configurations used dur-
ing the printing.

While this information is academic at
this point, we cannot be certain if at
some future time, it may not help in the
study of these stamps.

Printing began April 14, 1983, using
Goebel Optiforma (Press 43) plates that
measured 18 rows of 25 stamps. Thesc
were used in combination with the in-
taglio C Press.

The width of 18 suggests use for print-
ing rolls larger than 100. The original
printing order was for 1,000 rolls of
3,000.

QOn July 11, a new size of the Optifor-
ma platc made ite appearance, this time
measuring 20 rows of 25 stamps. [t was

again used with the C Press. These print-
ings were probably for rolls of 100, of
which 110 million rolls had been or-
dered.

Interestingly, BEP started the plate
nurmber suffixes again from 1.

On July 18, BEP went back to the
18>25 plates.

On July 26, the 25x20 configuration re-
turned to use.

On Sept. 19, BEP switched production
to the T) Press, which has both offset and
intaglio capabilities. For this press (Press
902), new offset plales were made, be-
cause the circumference of the offset
cylinder is 24, not 25. The first offset
plates measured 1824, a total of 432
subjects, Our chart shows them as
“18D." Again these werc numbered with
suffixes starting at 1.

But on Oct. 19, new D Press offset
platcs were pul on press, this titne meas-
uring 20x24, possibly to produce rolls of
3,000, but perhaps to use different equip-
ment for coiling. These, too, were again
given suffixes starting with 1. Our chart
shows them as “20D."”

The last “to press™ dates we have are in
November. The Honeybee does not ap-

25X18 25X20 24X 20 2418
Qoebel Goebel D Press D Press
Offset Offset Offsel Offset

2 ! 2 Y 4 ! g
48X20 Intaglio 4820 Inkagiio 48X1E Intaglic
C Press D Press D Press
Plates 1 and 2 Plates 1 and 2 Plate 6 {ho

Plste 3 (no s1amps known)
stamps known)

PLATES USED TO PRINT HONEYBEES—The two intaglio plates (#1 and
#2) could be used on either the C or the D Press and are the same p'ates. In-
taglio Plate 3 was canceled Nov. 1. Printing totals ware unknown. Several
18x24 D Prass offsel piates were sant to prass Oct. 19 for Plata 3. An intaglio
Plate 6 has been assigned. )t measures 18x24. No stamps are known.

pear in the December reports. Produc-
tion may have been halted by then.

Printing was to have resumed while
this issue of TPN was in preparation.

The only new intaglio plates we knew
of were Plate 3 and Plate 6. Plate 6 was
made to go with the 1Bx24
configuration.

The hapless intaglio Plate 3, canccled
Nov. 1, was made for the 20x24
configuration and may have been nsed 1o
print stamps from September until its
cancellation. No Plate 3 stamps have
been reported. We lack cancelation dates
or impression totals for all D Press offset
plates, so cannot draw any conclusions.

But since a dozen D Press offaet plates
were put on the press to go with this
2024 configuration, it secms highly
likely that they were prinled with Plates
1 and 2.

We have no “to press™ date for Plate 3
and also lack any impression total.

Time will tell. Maybe we'll learn more
when we get impression totals from the
offset plates used with Plate 3.

Qur current behel is that the 18x24
plates were used with intaglio plates 1
and 2, but on the D Press.

By guess and by golly
we compute 18M1

We don’t know the printing total for
Plate 1 used to print the service indicator
on the 18¢ Monument, BEP reported the
same total as for plates used to print the
tagged stamp. It had to be less.

Using the percentage of tagged to pre-
canceled on Plate 3 (20.3%), we have es-
timated totals for both versions of Plate
1. This shows the tagged Monurment
from Plate 1 as having the smallest pro-
duction of any version of this stamp.

The high total printed tagged on Plate
3 was a surprise, since these stamps
served no postal need in that form. Print-
ing more than 33 million such stamps
for collector seems unlikely.

Final BEP data for 18¢ Monument Plate 3

COLOR PLATE ASSIGNED TO PRESS CANCELED IMPRESSIONS Max. PNCs
Black one 175343-3 09/11/85 10/23/85 07727/88 2,831,400 48,133,800
Black type 175344-3 09/11/85 10724735 08731788 2,352,100 39,985,700
Cyan (blue) 175341-3 09/11/85 10423785 0727188 3,001,520 1,025,840
Magenta (red) 175340-3 09/11/85 10/23/85 05/24/88 2,831,400 48,133,800
Yellow 175342-3 09711785 10/23/83 05/24/88 2,831,400 48,133,800
Max. PNCs: AllPlaie]  18M1 18MIP AllPlic3  18M3 18M3P All Plaje 4

544 million 1.10 million (es1) 4.34 million (es) 48.13 million B.15 million 39.99 million 2.89 million
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How the Honeybee's plate sizes change
Grouped by press date and size

PLATE PLATE# ASSIGNED PRESS SUBL PRESSDATE CANCELED IMPRESE.
Offset plates 18x25, used with C Press

02 Mageata 18 09752 | Aprll, 1988 43 450 | Aprl4, 1988 |11/15/88 110,000
©2 Process Yellow 18 1799’76-2 Apr 11, 1988 43 450 Apr14, 1988 |11/715/8 110,000
02 PMS Yellow 18 1799772 | Apr1l, 1988 43 430 | Aprid, 1988 |1y15m8 110,000
02 Cyan 18 179978-2 | April, 1088 43 450 | Aprid4, 1988 |1115m8 110,000
02 Cymn 13 1801263 May 3, 1088 4 450 May 7, 1988 | 1171582 802770
03 Magema 18 180127.3 May 3, 1988 4 450 May 7, 1088 | 1171588 812,770
03 Process Yellow 1B 1801283 May 3, 1988 43 450 May 7, 1988 | 11715728 802,70
03 PMS Yellow 18 180129-3 May 3, 1983 43 450 May 7, 1988 |11/1588 802,770
03 Black 18 180130-2 May 3, 1988 a1 450 May7, 1988 |11715/28 802,770
04 Cysn 18 1803074 | May 31, 1988 4 450 Jun 6, 1968 | 1071888 1,518,710
04 Magena 18 1803084 | May 31, 1988 ] 450 Jun 6, 1988 | 10/18/88 1518,710
04 Process Yellow 18 180309-4 | May 31, 1988 43 450 Jun 6, 1988 | 11888 1,874,870
04 PMS Yellow 18 1807104 | May 31, 1988 43 450 Jun 6, 1988 | 1/18/38 1,126,590
04 Black 1B 1807114 | May 31,1988 ] 450 Tun 6, 1988 | 10/18/38 17,950
05 Black 18 180322.5 Jun 1, 1988 41 450 Jun §, 1988 |10/18/28 232,260
06 Black 18 180261-6 Jun 9, 1588 43 4% Jun 10, 1988 | 1071888 S11.090
07 Black 18 180362-7 Jun 9, 1988 43 450 Jun 13, 1988 |10/18/88 1,113,570
05 PMS Yellow 18 180321-§ Jun 1, 1988 43 450 Jun 15,1688 |10/18/88 768,110
05 Cyan 18 180318.5 Juz 1, 1988 a3 450 Jun 17, 1988 | 10/18/88 235,670
05 Magenta 18 180319-5 Jun 1, 1988 43 450 Jun 17, 1988

D5 Process Yellow 18 180320-5 Jun 1, 1988 43 450 Jun 20, 1988

08 Black 1R 120393-8 | Jun 14, 1988 43 450 Tun 20, 1988 |11/15/88 oM
06 PMS Yellow 18 180392-6 | Jun 14, 1988 43 450 Tun 21, 1988 |11/15/88 469,020
07 Cyn 18 1304367 1 Jun 20, 1968 43 450 Jun 24, 1988

Offset plates 20x25, used with C Press

01 PMS Yellow 20 505361 Jul 8, 1988 4 500 Jul 11, 1988 (111588 278,940
C1 Cyan 20 180533-1 Jul B, 1088 43 500 Jul 11, 1988 | 11/15/88 506,970
01 Process Yellow 20 180535-1 Tul§, 1988 43 500 Jul1l, 1988 | 131588 278,940
01 Magents 20 180534-1 Tul, 1988 43 500 Jul 11, 1988

01 Black 20 1B0537-1 Tul 8, 1988 43 500 Jul 11, 1988 111/15/88 506,970
Offset plates 18x25, used with C Press

07 PMS Yellow 18 180438.7 | Tun 20, 1988 ] 450 Tul 18, 1988

05 Magenu 18 180319-5 Jun 1, 1888 43 450 Tul 18, 1988

05 Process Yellow 18 180320-5 Jun |, 1588 4 450 Jul 18, 1988

08 Black 18 1803938 | Tun 14, 1988 4 450 Tul 18, 1988

08 Cyan 18 180568-8 Jul 11, 1988 4 450 Jul 18, 1988

09 Black 18 1803949 | Jun 14, 1988 a3 450 Tul 20, 1988

Offset plates 20x25, used with C Press

03 Process Yellow 20 180632 TJul 25, 1988 a3 500 Jul 26, 1988

03 Black 20 180534-3 Tul 25, 1988 43 S00 Aug 1,198 | 11713788 1615839
03 Cyum 20 180530-3 Jul 25, 1988 43 500 Aug 2, 1588

04 Cyan 20 1806644 Aug 2, 1988 43 500 Aug 3, 1988 | 11/15/88 £59,381
03 Mageatn 20 1806313 TJul 25, 1988 43 500 Aug 5, 1988 |11/1588 NONE
04 Magenun 20 180665-4 Aug 2, 1988 4 500 Aug 5, 1988 [11/1588 1,861,780
05 Black 20 180671-5 Aug 2, 1988 43 500 Aug8, 1988 |11/15m8 90,589
05 Cyan 20 180668-5 Aug 2, 1988 43 500 Aug 10, 1988 |11/15/88 398,780
03 PMS Yellow 20 160633-3 Jul 25, 1988 4 500 | Augl5, 1988

05 Magenm 20 1506695 Aug 2, 1988 43 500 | Augls, 1988

035 7 Yellow 20 180670-5 Aug 2, 1988 43 00 Aug 15, 1988

07 Cyam 20 180755-7 | Aug 11, 1988 43 500 | Augis, 1988 |11/1588 135,130
06 Black 20 130702-6 Aug 8, 1983 43 500 | Aug 17,1988 |11/1588 650,980
62 Cysn 20 180783-8 | Aug 16, 1988 43 00 | Aug1s, 1988

07 Black 20 1807847 | Avg 17, 1988 43 500 | Aug23, 1988

06 Cyan 20 1806836 Aug 4, 1988 43 500 | Sep19, 1988

D Press offset plates 18x24

0! Cyan 18D 180760-1  Aug 12, 1988 902 432 | Sep2t, 1988

01 Magena 18D 180761-1 | Aug 12, 1988 o2 432 | Sep2l, 1988

01 Process Yellow 18D 1807621 | Aug 12, 1988 902 432 | Sep3l, 1988

01 PMS Yellow 18D 180763-1 | Aug 12, 1988 9o2 432 | Sep2l, 1988

04 Black 18D 180764-1 | Aug 12, 1988 %02 432 | Sep2l,1988

02 Black 18D 180769-2 | Aug 12, 1988 902 432 | Ssp22, 1988

03 Precess Yellow 18D 180833-3 Sep 23, 1988 902 432 Sop 29, 1988

04 Black 18D 1806354 | Sep 23,1988 902 432 | Sep20,1988

07 Black 13D 180968-7 | Sep 29, 1589 902 432 | Ssp29,1588

02 Procen Yellow 18D 180767-2 | Aug 12,1988 902 432 Det 22, 1988

02 PMS Yellow 18D 180768-2 Aug 12, 1988 902 432 Oet 22, 1988

02 Magema 18D 1807662 | Aug 12, 1988 52 432 Doz 25, 1088

D Press offset plates 2024

01 Cyan 20D 181074-1 Oct 14, 1988 502 480 Ocx 19, 1988

01 Magenta 20D 181075-1 Oct 14, 1988 902 480 Oat 19, 1988

01 Process yeliow 200 181076-1 Oat 14, 1688 502 480 Oa 19, 1988

01 PMS yeilow 20D 181077-1 Oct 14, 1988 () 480 Oa 19, 1588

01 Black 20D 181078-1 Oa 14, 1988 %02 480 Oct 19, 1988

02 Black 20D 181083-2 Oct 14, 1988 202 480 Oct 22, 1988

03 Process yellow 200 1811233 Oct 22, 1968 02 480 Oa 24, 1688

03 Megenta 20D 1811223 Oa 22, 1988 o2 480 Oct 26, 1988

04 PMS yeliow 20D 181126-4 Oct 22, 1988 002 480 Nov 1, 1988

04 Black 20D 1811274 | Ot 22, 1988 02 480 Mav 1, 1988

04 Magents 20D 181140-4 | Oc1 26,1988 o2 480 Nov 1, 1988

03 Cyan 20D 181121-3 Oct 22, 1988 o2 480 Nov ll, 1988

06 Magenta 20D 181176 Mov ], 1988 902 480 Nov 12, 1988

06 Black 20D 181223-6 Nov 14, 1988 02 480 Nov 13, 1988
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L’Enfant postique lays in UV lights for 25¢ Yosemites

If you go to your nearest post-
ique 10 buy Yosemite Flags, you
still do not know whether you
have block tagging or pretagged
stamps. The clerk may know be-
cause boxes of the pretapged
stamps are supposed to carry a
“P‘n

But at the L.'Enfant Plaza post-
ique in Washington, there’s a
wonderful solution. They have in-
stalled 2 UV light a1 the counter
and you are free 10 check your
OWn Slamps.

wHE

When Honeybees come off the
BEP's presses again, they are
likely 1o be pretagped.

L&CP Corp. of Troy, Ohio,
10ld Richard J. Nazar it has
been asked to supply dry-gum
“prephosphored” paper.

L&CP said the paper would re-
semble the British-made prephos-
phored paper used for the 22¢
Flag Test stamps and would be
quite differert from the pretagged
25¢ Yosemites, which have a
mottled appearance under UV,

L&CP told Nazar it is wrong to
call it the Laminated & Coated
Paper Corp,. because another
company uses that npame.

For the record, L&CP is about
10 miles from Linn's.

wokok

It never rains, but it pours.
The catalog went to the print-
er a week late. At the very last
minute, Dr. Robert Rabinowitz
reported a new find, Plate 2 of the
125¢ Pushcart unprecanceled
“Hold the presses!” he said.

A quick check of page proofs
showed that al least six pages
would have to be redone to make
room for the entry, even without
prices or printing data.

The catalog could not include
the new find.

Lighthouse Publications
guessed wrong in January when
the company prepared its ad for
the catalog and the last issue of
TPN because of the flood of 25¢
Flag stamps. There are 21 pages
in the strip supplement and 7 pag-
es in the singles supplement.

Lighthcuse said it would take
the loss and not charge more for
the larger supplements. The sin-
gles supplement will even in-
clude a space for the new 12.5¢
Pushcart. But the strip was issued
too late for the strip supplement.

The strip suppiement includes
spaces for precancel gaps on the
10.1¢ Oil Wagon with black in-
scription as well as Plawes 2 and 3

[ L]

with new red inscription. There
are also spaces for the dull-gum
version of the 18¢ Monument
(18M3PV1) and for both versions
of the new 25¢ Flags. Just to be
on the safe side, there are blank
spaces in case new Yoscmites arc
found.

Lighthouse provides a separale
space for Plate 1 of the Honeybee
1o accomnmodate the serifed " 1.”

ETY Y

PNC3 hgs been admited o the
American “Philatelic Society as
Affiliate 185. The requircment
that a club exist for two full years
was waived becanse of the large
number of members.

[ 11

Tim Lindemnth won a gold
medal, the APS post-1940 award,
and the Joseph Agris award for
the best coil exhibit at Westpex
*89 in San Francisco with his ex-
hibit of the 20¢ Flag. Dr. Frank
Shively Jr. won a silver-bronze
at the same show with his exhib-
it of the 8.3¢ Ambulance, an
exhibit which concentrated
on the low entry of the plate
number on Plate 1. The ex-
hibit also won an award from
the EFO Collectors” Club.

At Milcopex *89 in Milwau-
kee, Darrell Ertzberger won a
vermeil, the APS research award,
the BIA medal and the Collectors
Club of Chicago award for the
best research of post-World War
11 material for his exhibit of the
Transportation Coils from the
Cotwrell presses. He won only a
silver with that exhibit a1 Rom-
pex in May,

kW

Artmaster, which rmakes first-
day covers under its name and
under the House of Famam logo,
supplied its regular dealer-
customers with Plates 7 and 8 of
the 25¢ Yosemite at the regular
price.

“We have gone 10 great lengths
1o acquire all four different num-
bers available,” Artrnasier said.
“We bought these from a whole-
saler and paid quite a bit for them
We are sending out your standing
order quantities at a price that
causes us to take a loss on them.”

As a resull, restocking cost
dealers considerably more.

Lo

When Marguerite J. Doney
usss precancels on her mail, she
hands in the letters at the Allen-
dale, NJ., post office to have

them canceled with a red “ball
cancel.”

But theze cancels are different.
The three lines of the datc are
printed in black (month), blue
(date), and red (year).

Doney asked the post office
gbout this and learned that the
cancels are made by Shachihata
in Japan.

A “ball eancel,” in postal termi-
nology, is the two-ring, dated
town cancel. In the Shachihata
model, Doney reports, “the ink or
pad are within the 3-inch tall han-
die.” She says she canceled 40
newsletters for her stamp club at
one time without needing 1o re-
ink.

Eald

The Postal Service does not an-
nounce quantitics of stamps de-
stroyed. Many other countries’
postal administrations do.

The reason we lack destruction
data, osicnsibly, is that stamps
are shredded locally and the Post-
al Service needs to lmow only
that so-or-sc many 18¢ stamps
were shredded, not whether they
were Surreys, or Flags, or com-
memoratives.

1LS. collectors, however, love
w ridicule countries that issue
postal wallpaper. A major culprit
is Hungary, which isswes most
stamps not only as perforate ver-
sions, but also issues a limited
quantity of imperforates of al-
most every issue. Then, it some-
times uses overprinting (even on
the backs of stamps) to make rari-
ties.

But in April, Hungary de-
stroyed off-sale items issued
since 1947 and gave exact quanti-
ties, even using Scoit numbers. It
also reported the numbers re-

Tmaining,

It took the disaster of Plates 12
and 14 of the 20¢ Fire Pumper
for USPS 1o tell us what was still
in the vaults. And then we were
told only about items that had
been taken off sale prior to the re-
port. We were teld nothing, for
example, about tagged 12.5¢
Pushcarts.

gk

Jon Denney of M&M/
Southwest has been advertising
“Flying Bee” varieties, in which
the black (intaglio) Honeyber is
dramnatically shified so that its an-
tennae zre in the stamp o the
right. Denney said the variety
came off Plate 1.

Dermey also advertised a miss-

ing ber, a color-omitted error in
which the black intaglio plate did
not print. It would have been im-
passible 1o tell which plate this
varicty was printed by (since the
intaglio plate number would not
have printed), but Denney said it
came off the same roll, thus mak-
ing it a Plate 1 variery.

Meanwhile, Max Hickox, who
deals in used PNCs, has received
a “courtesy envelope” sent out by
the city of Anaheim, Calif., that
was retumned bearing a bee that
was shifted down about 1.5mm.
Hickox’ find was a plate number
single showing a “2.”

Gerald H. Clark has been sift-
ing throvgh used Honeybees and
has found an unimaginable num-
ber of misregistrations, both of
the intaglio plates and of individ-
ual offset colors.

What was that again about the
BEP awarding a limited-edition
card 10 its employees for holding
the bee in the proper position?

ek

David E. Barrie-LaVergne,
head of the Label Smdies Group,
has been persuaded by Clark and
Kim Cunlberti 10 start categoriz-
ing PNC labels by Pantone col-
ors. Said B.-LaVergne, *“Unfortu-
nately, most iabels are in tints of
colors. Even the  super-
professional ‘Emblem’ labels ap-
pear with minor tint varieties.”

And speaking of “Emblems,”
he said such labels also exist for
the 18¢ Flag.

whE

Volume 1 of Scott’s Standard
Postage Stamp Catalogue bhas
continued the Scoft tradition of
swbborn disregard of collector
needs that have exemplified this
publication for many years.

In listing the 1988 PNCs that
were issued solely as service-
inscribed stamps, Scolt says:
“The 5.3¢, 7.6¢, B.de, 132¢,
16.7¢, 20.5¢, 21¢ and 24.1¢ are
only available precanceled and
are untagged.”

For each stamp, Scott lists the
inscription color as "Bureau pre-
cancel in red” or whatever the
color. And then it prices these
starnps only as used stamps.

There is nothing in the intro-
duction to explain why mint pre-
cancels do not exist or why they
should only be priced as “used”
stamps. Nor does Scott ever both-
er to inform collectors whether a
used precancel may be valned
differently than a mint one.

len’t it odd that Germany’s
Michel can do what Scott can’t?
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Now there are 3 dry-gum intaglio papers

Continued from Page 66

the need to do so, our paper types are
distinguished by paper as well as gum
characteristics.]

In just three years, the scarcity of cer-
tain paper types on particular issues of
the Transportation Series has been rec-
ognized and these varieties are already
demanding high preminms. The Plate
Nuwnber Coil Catalog already lists paper
types according to the plate number of
each stamp, although it does not vet
price the paper types. It does indicate
scarcity according to a rating system de-
vised by Kim Cunibert.

Ocher stamps printed by intaglio with
dry gum (sheets, coils, and booklets) are
printed on the same paper that is sup-
plied for the Transportatdon Series and
therefore also show these paper varie-
es.

Copyright © 1989 by Richard J. Nazar

[Editor’ s note: This report covers only
dry-gum intaglio papers. Nazar is now a1
wark on shiny gum intaglio papers and
papers made for the gravure presses.]

Stephen G. Esrati
£. 0. Box 20130
Shaker Heights, OH 44120-0130

POSTMASTER:
Forwarding and Address
Correction Requested

Fig. 3a—Type il textura,

nies exhibit and stand in front
of a 1936 cover franked with a

blue, green and yellow dots

neath the cover, I don’t walk
but nin te the exhibit’s title page think-
ing, “Boy, | must have missed some-
thing.”

There [ learn that the red dot refers to
the exhibitor's own research, and the
blue dot means & scarce cancel. Yellow
means “only six cancels known.” All [
can say is: “Who cares? How important
is it?”"

{F BOX IS CHECKED
YOUR SUBSCRIPTION
HAS EXPIRED

6-penny stamp and see red,

Fig. 3b—Type Il texiurs.

Quotes without comment

When [ judge a British Col&:_l The same goes for an exhibit of the

United States Transpertation coil
stamps, with the same colored dots
pointing out th exhibitar’s reasearch and
how scarce some of thes elitle plate
numbers are.

Can't anybody get them at the post of-
fice? This stamp series isn't even
finished yet, is it? How imponant is it
philatelicaily?

I don't mean to discourage these col-
lectors, but aren’t we overdoing it? Are
we losing sight of classic exhibits?

Wemer Gruenebaum
Linn’s, May 29, 1989

BULK MAIL



