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REPORT by Dr.L.J.Dunn, B.Sc., Ph.D.(Lond.), A.R.C.S., D.I.C., F.R.I.C.
on the postmarks on two letters, dated 3rd February 1815 and 28th February 1815.

The object of the examination was to establish that the postmarks are
genuine.

Conclusion: Technical examination has revealed nothing to suggest forgery.

An outline of the procedure followed ig given below. It will be noted
that technical "traps" have existed since well before 1960. To avoid them all
would seem to demand a wide knowledge of the technology and history of the many
inks in the group of which Post Offige stamp-cancelling ink is a member. That
the "traps" could all be avoided by luck would seem to strain credulity too far.

The writer has no doubt of the authenticity of the two postmarks examined.

Procedure followed in technical examination:

Preliminary examination was along routine lines to investigate the genersl
point as to whether the ink of each postmark showed any sign of recent
application to the paper. No evidence of this was found.

The special circumstange that postmarks wers being examined was then
brought into agcount, and the assumption that forgeries were being examined was
added to suggest the lines of scientific tests.

The forger (s), no doubt, would take into account that, as the values of
documents were being congiderably enhanced, such documents would probably be
seen at an early stage by a professional philatelist. Thig aspect would demand
attention; +the possibility of scientifia examination would be less apparent.

The obvious ink %o use would appear to be official p stage stamp Gancelling
ink. No doubt small quantities can be obtained quite easily. Knowledge of the
constituents of such ink would, however, be very difficult to obtain (and in any
case, probably quite meaningless); the tests that a chemist, who happened to
have a knowledge of the constituents, could apply pesitively to identify the ink
as having been made in the 20th century could hardly be suspected.

A small sample of offigial cancelling ink was therefore obtained from an
unimpeachable source, and used to produce (using a small Office printing outfit
and various types of paper) lettering similar to the postmarks on the letters
under examination.

From the tests made, it can be stated positively that the postmarks on
the two letters handed to me do not contain any trace of the 20th century official
ink for Gancelling postage stamps.

Although the above was conclusive, another germane matter arose out of this,

as were portable by car.
A private room wag put at my disposal and fifteen clearly postmarked
letters covering the period 1806-1828 were selegted by the writer fof examination.

behaviour of the postmarks on your two letters (your letters wers not taken there
— they remained locked up in the laboratory here, where all work on them, since
receipt, has been dona). It has not thus been necessary to investigate more
exactly when the change—over in cancelling ink took place (probably during the
period 1890-1900. The change-over was due to a newly available material, both
economically and technically desirable. The fact of its ready detectioh by
scientific test is probably fortuitous). ‘




Continuation of Report by Dr.L.J.Dunn.

The main purpose of seeing these old letters, however, was to confirm
that all - where a thinly stamped area of cancelling ink was visible -
had the same brown undertone as appears in the postmarks of your two letters.
This was verified. The fifteen letters that I had chosen were post-marked
from & different town in each case (except two which merely carried the letters
"E' and "G" respectively, and the date).

The writer has had wide understanding over some thirty years of this
question of brown undertone in the group of inks of which postage stamp
cancelling ink is one member. In gensral, manufacturers of all these inks
would have liked to have a grey undertons, but could not do so economically,
and therefore competitively.

During the 1930's, a new blue substance was discovered and quickly
brought into commercial production as a blue pigment of outstanding qualities.
At the time, the writer was Chief Chemist to a firm making some tons per year
of one of these black inks and realized (as would any competent chemist) that
the new substance would allow the brown undertone to be "killed" economically.
This was so, and became standard formulation.

The point is that, by 1960, it is very unlikely that a black ink with
brown undertone could be bought (it is noted that Post Office cancellation
ink is now "“corrected' sgainst 1% ) Singe the postmarks on your two letters
show the characteristic brown undertone expected, any remaining suspicion of
forgery would suggest that the inks used were 'home made' .

The use of "home—made" inks by a forger would at once place him very
much "at risk" against a scientist with detailed knowledge of the properties
of possible materials close at hand for such work. No discrepancy in this
direction has been noted.

At this stage it was dewided that forgery could reasonably be ruled
out, and testing was discontinued.

(Signed)  L.J.Dunn.

18th February 1963.

Lot No:




THE BRITISH PHILATELIC ASSOCIATION

LIMITED (BY GUARANTEE)

For the protection and help of all interested in stamp collecting

3 BERNERS“STREET, OXEORD STREET, LONDON W 1

Telephone : Museum 7564 (4 lines)

Joint Secretaries : C. McNeil Greig
I. R. Hall

Assistant Secretary: Miss W. G. Worsell

As from:
ROBSON LOVE LIMITED,
50 Pall Mall, SWe

2nd May 1962.

Ma jor General Sir Frederick Gwatkin, C.B., D.S.0., M.C.,

Cherrybank, Roundwell,
Nr. Maidstone, Bearsted,
Kent.

Dear Sir Frederick,

At the B.P.A. Meeting yesterday, we examined your
covers and had a long discussion on them. We came to the
conclusion that it was impossible to give a Certificate at the
present moment, but we are not unduly suspicious.

As far as the type is concerned, there is no doubt
that it was seft off from movable type. We cannot find anything
quite like the letter "M". However, the "P" is "C.P.0." type
seems to match other movable type which we have seen.

As far as the ink is concerned, there is no doubt that
both come from the same source as one would expect The rather wet
consistency is similar to that used for the Mey War Field Force
although the copy with which we have compared it is dated 1833 -
eighteen years after your letter. We also have a soldier's letter
from Dr. Parsons which has a framed "TRICHINOPOLY? POST FREE" which
could be well struck in the identical ink.

RS0
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I. R. Hall

Continued:

We have been in touch with Mr. Hammond Giles in India
and I am enclosing a copy of his letter of the 2hth April
which may well interest you.

To sum up, if the Committee gave their opinion it
would be on the following lines:

"The Committee is unable to express a definite opinion on the

hand-stamps struck on the 1815 covers as apparently these have
not been previously chronicled. However, having compared the
ink and type used, they can find no reason to be suspicious of
their authenticity."

I am sorry that this is the best that we can do for you
in this instance but I am sure you will understand.

Kind regards,

Yours/ééncer

RL/BD.
Encs. Registered.




