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occasioned by the paper hnxing shruink to sorne extent since the stamps
wverc printen', andi this wouild also v couint for the fact of the perforation
gaugring 13 instead of 1'2h." i agree vithi Major Evans, as i 'hop.- to prove
later on, that tliere ix no doubt the staiiîps are frorn the saine matrices,
which is, 1 suppose, Mjor Evan's ineaniingr wvhen lie cails thern plates. Buit,
as MIr. Tapling points out in the Timbre-I>ose, I think lie 18 wrlongc in
saying this can only have heen occasqioned by' shrirkagre in paper, becatise
if so it i.s only a niatural inferencu that the short Cî'own C C staîîips, the
existence of whichi Major Egan <loes not seeai to have noticed, are (Ilue to
shîlnkage also, iu wvhich ca.;e, according to hlm, the perf oration oughit to be
13, instead of which it is 12..

MIr. Talpling-,, in his article, says they cannot be due to shrinkage of
paper, becaitie they have i,1 shriunk evenly. I arn afraid I înust <lisagee
with hinii, as thev have slîrunk, if shrinkage it is, inost unevenly, as you
wvill sce froin tli's table of mecasurenients wvhich I have prepared. I have
taken off the rasrne t nder a strongr glasýs with a pair of fine c,)tl-
passes, and fromn a centiinetre srale. Yol 'viii se that you can hardly tind
two stamps of exactLy3 the saine ineasuremients in the saine vailue, thoughI
the (lîflrence in mnny cases is too sinaili to signifv.

I regret to say iny endeavours to gret any officiai information 1'roin
Messirs. D)e la Rue have proved futile, as thev .sav they are îîot at liberty to
-rive any information as to their stanîp issuies.TlefoeInutak ny
dates and other information derived fromn catalogues as correct foir the
present.

Befoie considering the uîeasur'cînents, it wvill, I think, be better tao stu']d
the dlie or dlies, paper, perforation, and watermnark-, anti sec if any of kihr'se
bear on the question. \Vhether they (Io or not, some of the fact,ý in-jy be
of interest.

DIES.

We wvi11 start xith the assmnptioii that the (lie for ea.ch value lîUi
ail the issues is the saine, an d 1 think I shahl showv that it is. I believe 1
arni correct in stating that the iniîperforated and perforated "stai,-wa.ei,-
-marked sets wvere engi'aved anti pi'intedl by Messrs. Perkins, Bacon, and
Co., and that in 1860 the contract "'as taken over by àlessrs De la Ruie,
together with the (lies, and the stamps printed by thîcîn on their own paper.
Iunderstand the 1863 no-waterinark set are siippo.ýed to have been printed

by the former firrn; but I ain inclined to think that the changre of paper,
perforation, and colours in this set (the colouis agreeing niuch more wvith
the Crown and CC set than wîth the star sets, and we know~ the former
wei'e printed by Messrs. De la Rue) rather denote that they wvere prinited
biy Messrs. De la Ruv, and that they were tinable or did not trouble, to lie
exactly the saine pigments as wvere used by Messr-s. Perkins, Bacon, and

There are cei'tainly three (listirlet desiguns for the heads, necessitatin)g
three (lies, as can be seen l'y comiparing a );d., Id. and 4d. The difference
is s0 distinct that I need flot paîticularize înuchi. The crown differs in
each, the heads differ in size and shape, and the Id. type has earring.s, whichi
neither of the others 'have.


