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COPESTAKE, HUGHES, CRAMPTON & CO  Bulletin 257/11-13; 258/7-8 
(In the Index to Bulletins 206 to 261, the reference to this firm  
should be corrected to read 258.7-8 not 288.7-8) 
ERIC WHITEHEAD has identified Fig.15 (C4370) in Bulletin 257 Pg.13 
with Copestake, Lindsay, Crampton & Co. The cover is dated  
5-10-98 and the stamp was a 1d lilac. So by 1898 both Hughes and  
Moore had disappeared from the scene and Lindsay had joined the 
company. 
This leaves C3130; 3160.01 and 3160.02 still to be positively  
identified with this firm which is thought to be the first user of perfins. 
 

*          *          *           * 
 

'CURRIE' PERFIN  Bulletin 265/12 
I have had six replies to this query. One fact has been estab- 
lished without a doubt, all three perfins - C7980.01; .02; .03 - 
were used by James Currie & Co., The Leith, Hull and Hamburg Steam 
Packet Co., Leith. 
Only one die - 7980.03 - has been reported on a cover from Donald  
Currie & Co., 3 & 5 Fenchurch St., London E.C., but no link with  
James Currie & Co. has been established. 
Two members have this 7980.03 die on cover with "Garth, Aberfeldy, 
Perthshire" on the back of the envelope. One member has this die  
on a 1d lilac, on cover from James Currie & Co., 40 St. Enoch Squ., 
Glasgow and 2 x ½d Jubilee stamps on a cover from James Currie & Co. 
The Leith, Hull & Hamburg Steam Packet Co., Leith. Both covers  
were posted in August 1892 from Glasgow and Leith respectively,  
yet all three stamps have the same missing pins on the 'C': i.e.  
holes 4 & 5 counting left anti-clockwise from the top of the 'C'  
over the centre of the 'O'. 
No members reported 7980.02 with London postmarks, but .01 and .03 
have been reported with London postmarks. 

Any more bits of information? Please send to the Ed. 
*           *           *            * 




