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U.S. CARRIERS
ROBERT MEVERSBURG, Editor
THE WAR AGAINST THE PRIVATE EXPRESSES:
AN EXAMINATION OF THE POST OFFICE'S MONOPOLY POWER

© 1994 Steven M . Roth

(Continued from Chronicle 162:88 )

III. Congress Implements the Monopoly Power Against the Private Expresses
After a decade of relative inacti vity with respect to the postal sys tem, Congress in

1792 passed a new, comprehensive postal Act that provided, among other thin gs, that

if any person, other than the Postmaster General , or his deputies, or persons by them
employed, shall take up, receive, orde r, despatch, convey, ca rry or delive r any letter or
letters, packet or packets, other than newspapers. for hire or reward, or shall be con­
cerned in setting up any foot or horse post, wagon or other ca rriage, by or in which any
letter or packet shall be carried for hire, on any established post-road , or any packet, or
other vesse l or boat, or any conveya nce whatsoever, where by the revenue of the general
post-office may be injured, eve ry person so offe nding, shall for fei t, for every such of­
fense, the sum of two hundred dollars. Provided, That it shall and may be lawful for ev­
ery person to send letters and packets by spec ial messenger....

Thi s sec tion affecting private carriers was similar in sco pe to the sec tion in the Act
of 1782. Th e only significant difference between the two statutes in this regard was the ad­
dition in the 1792 Ac t of the special messenger exception to the ge ne ra l prohibition
aga inst private letter carriage. Thi s exce ptio n had the effec t of permi tting the private car­
riage of letters outside the mai ls when the service was provided by special messengers on
an irregular bas is.

An amendme nt to the law passed in 1794 added two other ca tego ries to the "spec ial
messe nge r" exception in the 1792 Act: letters directed to the ow ner of the co nvey ance, re­
lating to the conveyance; and, letters directed to any person in the conveyance to whom
any package , also on board the co nveyance, was to be delivered." Thi s Act also added
magazines and pamphl ets to the "newspapers" exe mption that had been set forth in the
1792 Act. 66

Th e postal statute passe d in 1810.7 ado pted the earlier private ex press provisions
without much change, exce pt that this Act extended the prohibition aga inst the private car­
riage of letters to include not only carriage ove r post roads, but also on or over "a ny road
adjacent or parallel to an es tablished pos t road." The statute also created add itional classes
of prohibit ed mean s of co nveyance: stage wag on or other stage carriage or sleigh. Curi­
ously, Congress reduced the penalty for eac h vio lation from $200 to $50.

We see from Co ngre ss' approach in limiting some form s of co mpetition in the Act of
1792, and aga in in those of 1794 and 1810, that Co ngre ss dealt with its perceived mono­
poly power (and the exe mptions to it) in a patchwork manner. Because the Post Office ini­
tially was not large enough to carry all the mail, and the orig inal proscription was only

...Act of Feb . 20, 1792, Ch. 7, I State. 232 ( 1792). The plain meaning if the statute was that all
letters and packets, other than newspapers, were embraced by the monopoly. In fact, the defini tion
of " letter ' became very controve rsia l, and was the subject of litigation and Congressional amend­
ment of statutes in future years. Th is is still controversial in this age of the transmission of elec tron­
ic information, The discussion of this intere sting subject is beyond the scope of this article .

•,Act of May 8, 1794, Ch . 23, I Stat. 360 ( 1794).
" Ibid., § 14.
e"Act of Apr. 30, 18 10, Ch. 37, 2 Stat. 592 (18 10).
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against carriage by regular stages traveling on established post roads, it was only as the
gove rnment grew and violators became more innovative that it became practical and nec­
essa ry for Congress to broaden the reach of the monopoly power,"

There was no significant postal legislation between 1794 and 1824, but this could
not co ntinue. Postal rates during the early 1800 's were high. Postage fro m Boston to
Washington, for exa mple, for a single sheet folded over, sea led and addresse d, would have
bought five dozen eggs, or four pounds of butter, or two bushels of potatoes. The postage
for two or three shee ts would have doubled and tripled, respective ly." Nonetheless, despite
high postage rates, poor service, and erratic enforcement of the res trictions on private
posts, the government serv ice maintained enough demand to fina nce a dramatic expansion
of the genera l sys tem. And yet, because people had the right to expec t better service for
their money than they were getting, this brief period of operating success could not be sus­
tained .

From 1820 throu gh 1824, postal revenues increased only 3%, while the costs of
transportation to the Post Office Department increased 28%.70 Mount ing deficits, crit icism
from the press, and the appo intment of a new Postmaster General, all led Congress to en­
act the first substantive revision to its monopoly power as part of a new and comprehen­
sive postal statute - the Act of 1825.7\ Th is Act retained the spec ial messenger and, in
modified form, the cargo exemptions from the Act of 1810. But now the monopoly provi­
sion of the statute was directed toward the vehicle which carried the letters illega lly rather
than toward the persons who esta blished the private post. It also enumera ted as violators
not only the owner of an offending vehicle, but also those persons who "had charge" of the
vehicle." The statute provi ded that no stage or other vehicle that regularly performed trips
on a post road or on a road that was parallel to a post road could carry letters. Probably
through inadvertence, the 1825 statute did not prevent the estab lishment of a private post
carried by horse or on foot, although these were the major means of transportation then.
Congress closed this loophole in 1827.73

It soo n became apparent that there were many opportunities to avoid the 1825 and
1827 statutes. Ambitio us expressmen were quick to seize upon them. In the 1830's and
1840's, encouraged by high postage rates and slow service, several private expresses flour­
ished, particularly along the eas tern seaboard, catering to businesses. To do this, the pri­
vate carriers took adva ntage of two weaknesses in the laws, neither of which Congress
could have foreseen : the unwill ingness of the courts to hold the owner of a vehicle respon­
sible for letters carried by a passenger; and, the fact that the corrective Act of 1827 applied
to foot and horse posts, but not to railroads.

United States v. Adams" was a case brought under the sect ion of the Act of 1825 that
prohibited, in clear terms, the conveyance of letters by stage or packe t boat on any route
(on land or water) that had been declared a post road. In reviewing the criminal penalt ies

68The early method of eliminating competition by private posts was to designate cer tain roads
as post roads, and to pro hibit persons and businesses from carry ing mail on them. This was a cum­
bersome procedure since it requi red freq uent statutory amendments by Congress to name eac h new
post road. Eve ntually, rai lroads, canals, and eve n city foot routes were des ignated as posts roads. Fi­
nally, all means of conveyance used by the Post Office were closed to competitors , el iminating the
need to separately ident ify each.

"R eport ofHouse Post Office Comm., p. 58.
»tua.
" Ibid., p. 58. Act of Mar. 3, 1825, Ch. 57, 4 Stat. 102 (1825). With one exception (not rele-

vant here) this statute exp ress ly repealed all prior postal laws. Ibid., §46 .
" Ibid., § 19.
'3 Act of Mar. 2, 1827, Ch . 6 1, 4 Stat. 238 ( 1827).
'424 F. Cas . 76 1 (No .1442 1) (SDNY 1843). See also, United States v. Pomeroy, 27 F. Cas. 588

(No.1553 1) (SDNY 1844).
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und er the statute, the co urt properl y read into the express language of the Act the require­
ment that the acc used must have intended to violate the law." This rule of law was create d
by the court even thou gh the Ac t by its terms was silent conce rni ng intent. The statute
merel y held the owner of the vessel, the driver (or ship's captain) and the messenger liable
for any such vio lation, without further elaboration. The court found that neither a messen­
ger nor a vess el's ow ner could be convicted unl ess the governme nt proved an intent to vio­
late the Act by both persons. The case was dismi ssed ." In United States v. Kimball," the
court held that the 1827 statute applied only to foot and horse pos ts, and not to the trans­
portation of letters by railroad car, even though, the court obse rve d, the injury to the Post
Office 's revenu e wo uld be ju st as great.

Th is is not to say that the Post Office Department therefore sat back and acce pted the
loss of revenu e. On the contrary, the government was tenacious in pursuing the enfo rce­
ment of its monopoly power in the courts. In spite of its setbacks in Adams, Pomeroy and
Kimball, the Department continued to arrest messengers who traveled on railroads or on
steamboats, and threatened to cease doing business with the transportation companies. The
government even went so far as to arrest (or it considered arresting) private persons who
ca rried let ters without charge (as an accommodation for third parties) on tra ins and stea m­
boats plying post roa ds. To this end, the Department requested an Opinion from the United
States Attorney General. It asked if the Post Office Department had the authori ty under the
existing postal laws to make such arrests. The Attorney General responded that

letters carried over mail routes by private carriers could not be charged with postage,
nor could the letters be detained; the only available course of action was to enforce the
penalties to which all unauthorized carriers of letters on the mail routes are by law sub­
jected."

Indeed, arres t and the threatened or actua l prosecution of the private mail carriers'
messengers was frequ ent. For example, the North Ame rican and Daily Adve rtiser reported
in its Janu ary 27 , 1844 issue that the Camden & Amboy Rail road had refused to allow the
Ame rican Letter Mail Co mpany's Philadelphi a based messenger to carry letters to New
York City. The railro ad did not want to be subject to possibl e prosecuti on." On February
15, this newspaper reported that the Balt imore & Philadelphia Railroad had refused per­
mission to the American Letter Mail Company messenger to carry mail betwee n its named
terminal cities. In this instance, however, the reason stated was that the rai lroad company
wanted the private express company to sue it to create a legal test case in response to the
gov ernme nt's threat to take the mails away if the railroad continued to carry private ex­
pressmen . Unfo rtunately, there was neither a follow-up acco unt in the newspaper to de­
scribe what thereafter happened nor a reported case in the federal casebook reporters.

Despite the courts' decisions, the Departm ent persisted in following its vision of the
law. Again, on March 9, the North American reported that age nts of the Post Office had ar­
rested Lysa nder Spooner in New York City. It also reported on March 13 that a jury in Bal­
timore had found Joh n C. Gilmore, an agen t of American Letter Mai l Company, guilty of
carryin g letters on a train between Philadelphia and Baltimore .

"Most criminal statutes require this finding as a matter of substantative due process. Due pro­
cess in this federal court action was mandated by the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution. The
Fourteenth Amendment did not exist in 1843.

76For correspondence between the Postmaster General and the United States Attorney General
concern ing the Ada ms case, see Report of the Postmaster General for 1843, pp. 593,6 17-624
(Theron Wierenga reprint ed., 1977).

7726 F. Cas. 782 (No.15531) (D Mass. 1844).
" Upinions of the Attorney General, 349 (1844).
79The February I edition of the same newspaper reported that the prior story was incorrect,

that private messengers were carrying the mail on the trains four times each day in two directions.
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The Post Office 's campaign to arrest private mail messengers and to deter the carr i­
ers from giving them passage began to make occasional inroads on the ability of the pri­
vate expresses to function on an inter-state basis. But not always. For example, the North
American reported in its March 23 issue that Calvin Case, an American Letter Mail Com­
pany clerk operating from Philadelphia, had been arrested and held on $100 bail by order
of the Post Office Department f or sending letters to New York by railroad. This represent­
ed a formidable and aggressive step by the Post Office Department in its attempt to en­
force its monopoly. Not only did the Post Office itselfarrest and fine Case (rather than the
United States marshal and the court), but Case had not himself carried the letters on the
railroad. He merely had given them to the American Letter Mail Company's messenger for
carriage. Three weeks later, on April 16, the North American reported that the court had
dismissed the action against Case. This court also ruled that American Letter Mail Compa­
ny would be permitted to carryon its business as it had been doing.

This pattern of aggressive enforcement-arresting the letter carriers and threatening
the railroad companies with economic retribution-continued until the passage of remedi­
al legislation in 1845. Meanwhile, the private expressmen were not deterred. We learn
from the North American that the marshal had arrested an agent of Hale & Company on
August 12, 1844,80 and that the marshal's deputy had arrested an agent of Livingston ,
Wells and Pomero y on August 17. Both agents were convicted and fined."

Having failed to restrain the carriers from giving passage to private messengers," the
government tried a new approach. On February 18, 1844, the North American carried a
Notice published by the Philadelphia, Wilmington & Boston RR saying that its new mail
contract with the Department expressly prohibited it from allowing the private carriage of
letters on its trains. The Notice further stated that the Railroad intended to enforce the con­
tract prohib ition. This, it turned out, became the government's most successful weapo n
against the private expresses until the passage of the Act of 1845.83

The Post Office Department, from its point of view, was not merely upholding its
monopoly power according to law, but was also attempting to provide a practical solution
(the elimination of unlawful competition) to a very serious problem-the continu ing and
dramatic loss of revenue to the private carriers." In his report to the President of the Unit­
ed States for the year 1843,85Postmaster General Wickliffe attributed the recent decline in
revenues

to the operations of the numerous private posts, under the names of expresses, which
have sprung into existence within the past few years, extending themselves ove r the
mail routes between the principal cities and towns . . . That these private posts are

"North American and Daily Advertiser, October 9, 1844. Prior to this, Hale, in an interesting
twist of federalism, had placed a Notice in the newspaper that said he would continue to carry the
mail between New York and Philadelphia, and that any person who interfered with him would be ar­
rested pursuant to the Order of the Attorney General of Pennsylvania. Ibid., August 12, 1844.

" Ibid.
82The North American also reported on February 18, 1844, that the Philadelphi a, Wilmington

& Boston RR submitted a petition to the Post Office Department asking it either to reduce postage
or to leave alone the private carriers and the trains that they rode on.

'3Act of March 3, 1845, Ch. 43, 5 Stat. 732 (1845). The statute by its terms became effective
July I, 1845.

" One prominent postal historian has convincingly argued that the Department' s loss of rev­
enue by reason of the competition from the private express was miniscule when compared to the
revenue loss that resulted from the depressed state of the country 's econo my at this time. See, C.
Hahn, "Adams' Express and Independent Mail," The Collectors cua. Philatelist, Vol. 69, No.3
(May-June 1990), p. 199.

"Report of the Postmaster General for 1843.
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engaged in the business of transporting letters and mail matter for pay . . . is a fact
which will not be seriously controverted.

The Postmaster General then referred to the Adams case, and urged the President to
press Congress to pass new legislation to correct the defects in the existing statutes. This
theme and request were not new. He had made an almost identical request in his Report to
the President for the year 1841.86

In 1845, Congress attempted to remedy the defects in prior laws that had led to the
situation described by the Postmaster General in his two cited Reports to the President.
The law of March 3, 1845 represented a substantial toughening of the restrictions against
private expresses. In place of the 1827 Act's prohibition against horse or foot posts, or
railroad or steamboat carriage, the new law forbade the operation of any private express
for the conveyance of letters, packets or other mail, except newspapers, magazines, peri­
odicals and pamphlets, by regular trips, or at stated periods or intervals, from one city or
town to another city or town between which the United States mail was regularly trans­
ported. Thus, the method of transportation or conveyance became irrelevant.

Another section of the statute provided penalties for owners of vehicle s who know­
ingly transported persons who were carrying mail. In addition, Congress broadened the
statute to reach the sender of the letter. Such persons previously had been reachable only
through the vague "aiding and abetting" sections of the criminal statutes, all of which had
failed to result in any convictions.

The 1845 Act retained the exemption for letters relating to cargo, and it added a pro­
vision permitting the conveyance of letters by private hands without compensation. The
criminal penalties in all cases under the statute were increased.

On June 30, 1845, the day before the Act was to take effect, Postmaster General
Cave Johnson published a Public Notice stating emphatically what the new statute prohib­
ited. [See Appendix I for a copy of the reproduced Notice.]

While on its face the new Act seems to have offered an immediate remedy to the
problem of private inter-state expresses (and this appears to be the accepted wisdom in the
philatelic literature), this was only sometimes true. For example, on June 25, 1845, the
North American published a Notice which stated that Hale & Company, among other Inde­
pendent Mail Carriers, would not carry letters after June 30. However, the Report to the
President from Postmaster General Cave Johnson, issued seventeen months after the law
had become effective, stated that

Expresses still continue to run between principal cities with as much regularity as the
mails, and it is believed, collect and transport letters for pay, out of the mails, in great
numbers. The penalty provided by law for the commission of such offenses can rarely
be enforced for the want of sufficient proof. The writer, the receiver, and the carrier,
refuse to testify against each other, because, by so doing, they may subject themselves
to a similar penalty. The agents of the department have no authority to arrest the of­
fenders, and seize upon their bags and trunks, and have them examined before a proper
tribunal , though morally certain that they contain letters; and hence convictions seldom
take place, and if they do, a recovery of the money after judgment, from the inability of
such offenders to pay, is as uncertain as the convictions. "

86"1 have . . . alluded to the establishment of what are called private expresses , for the carrying
of letters .. . upon the post roads of the United States , for pay and compensation, as one cause tend­
ing greatly to the reduction of the revenue of the Department. 1 must beg leave again to bring the
subject more particularly to your notice, under a hope that you will invite that of Congress to the ne­
cessity of some legislation more effective to protect the interests and the rights of the General Gov­
ernment in its Post Office Department." Report of the Postmaster General For The Year 1841
(Theron Wierenga reprint ed., 1977).

" Report Of The Postmaster General For 1846 (Theron Wierenga reprint ed., 1977).
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Because we know that many pri vate expresses continued to operate after July I,
1845, although generally only as package expresses, the statement of the Postmaster Gen­
eral in his 1846 Report is plau sible. Contrary to the understanding expressed by the
Postmaster General in his 1846 Report, however, the accepted wisdom continues to be that
the 1845 Act proved to be so successful in controlling the private, unlawful carriage of
mail that merchants and businessmen complained of its chilling effect on commerce." As
a result , in 1852 Congress modified the Act of 1845, by changing the nature of the postal
monopol y from the prohibit ion of private carriage to a form of taxation on private express
activities." In effect, the prohibition against the private carriage of letters was modi fied in
1852 so that private express companies could carry letters and other mailable matter out­
side the mails, provided (i) the postage was fully prepaid, and (ii) the letters, etc., were
dated and sealed."

What is odd, however, is that so few expressmen sought to challenge the constitu­
tionality of the monopoly in the court s, either before or after the passage of the Act of
1845. In fact , the postal monopoly was challenged in the courts only twice during the hey­
day of the private mail expres ses." Both decisions-neither by the United States Supre me
Court-held that the posta l monopo ly was constitutional. Unfortunately, neither decision
explained convincing ly that the words of the Establishm ent Clause were intended to cre­
ate a monopoly, although the court in United States v. Hall," as described above in Note
54, boot-strapped its way into a basis for upholding the monopoly power. In Hall , Judge
Randall was anything but convincing:

I do not feel such a clear and strong incompatibility between the Constitution and the
act of congress [sic] so construed as will authorize me to declare the act void.

In United States v. Thompson." the judge merely delivered his conclusion (without any ex­
planation ) in his instructions to the jury.

Conclusion
That the court 's feeble statement in Hall and the one jury instruction in Thompson

represented the contemporary sum of judicial pronouncements concerning the monopoly
power suggest that there was little doubt in the 1840's and 1850's that the Framers of the
Constitution had intended that power to exist. Consequently, every major postal act since
1845 has assumed the existence of the monopoly.

The 1872 revision and codification of the postal laws, which was part of an effort to
codify all of the laws of the United States, changed nothing of substance with respect to
the reach of the postal monopoly. The private express provision s of the 1872 revised
Postal Code included the following language:

" House Comm. Report , p. 5.
s9Act of Aug. 3 1, 1852, Ch. 113, Sec. 8, 10 Stat. 121 (1852).
"Twenty years later Congress narrowed the scope of the postal monopoly by eliminating the

reference to other mailable matter. Act of June 8, 1872, Ch . 335, Sees. 238-239, 17 Stat. 283
(1872). To this day, only letters are embraced by the postal monopoly. 39 U.S.C. §60 I (1970). This,
of course, has provided its own problems as the means of transmitting information has evolved.

" After the mail carrying activities of the private expresses and Independent Mail Companies
had substantially come to an end, a federal court examining whether Blood 's Penny Post could law­
fully operate as an intra-city local post said, "No government has ever organized a system of posts
without securing to itself, to some extent, a monopoly of the carriage of letters and mailable pack­
ages." United States v. Kochersperger, 26 F. Cas. 803, 803 (No.15,541) (ED Pa. 1860).

»tu«
9328 F. Cas. 97 (No.I6,489) (D. Mass. 1846).
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That no person shall establish any private express for the conveya nce of letters or pack­
ets, or in any manner cause or provide for the conveya nce of the same by regular trips
or at stated periods, over any post-route which is or may be established by law . . . .'"

Under the rule of how courts interp ret statutes (called "s tatutory construction"), this prov i­
sio n, altho ugh it revised the previous langu age, made no subs ta ntive cha nge in the
monopoly law. Rath er, it merely simplified the wording, leaving the scope of the postal
monopoly substantia lly unchanged .

The scope of the private express statutes has not materially changed since the enact­
ment of the 1872 Act. 95 It is clear that today, under the language of the 1970 statutes and
subsequent implementing regulations, in the abse nce of a spec ific exe mption applicable to
the transmission of parti cular material, the monopoly statutes still reach mailable letters
and packets (but not packages or parce ls which do not contain letters, nor newspapers, pe­
riodicals or unaddressed advertising matter) without regard to their size or shape or the na­
ture of the information tha t they contain. The issue facing the private carriers today is:
"What constitutes a letter ?" Thi s question has become espec ially cr itica l in this age of
electronic information dispatch, but has not yet been resolved."

Until September 16, 1974, the Postal Service acce pted a definit ion of letter based on
judicial decisions and common usage. To the extent that a sender or carrier of matter had
any doubts as to whether such matter was or was not a letter, a specific ruling could be
sought from the General Counsel for the Postal Service." The Postal Service also issued
Publication 111 which purported to set forth the provisions of law that restricted the pri­
vate carriage of lett ers, and to state interpretations rend ered by the courts, the United
States Attorney General and the Service 's General Coun sel. Th is doc ument, however, was
incomplete and inconsistent. Many of its assertions were at varia nce with the judicial and
other author ities so that it could not be comforta bly relied upon .

Since September 16, 1974, contrary to the Board of Go vernors recommendation that
the Private Express Statutes be left alone, the Postal Service has promul gated regulations
defining a letter by relying on the rule-making authority granted to it by Congress in
1970.98 In doing so, the Postal Service has shifted from interp reting prior court cases and
Attorneys General s' Opin ions which defined a letter, and has embarked on its own attempt
to describe the term." The result has been a very broad , all-encompassing definition of let­
ter, subject only to enumera ted excepti ons. How this will be played out as electroni c com ­
munications adva nce remains to be seen. 0

"'Act of June 8, 1872, Ch. 335, §228, 17 Sta t. 283 (1872 ).
9SS ee 18 U.S.c. §§ 1693- 1699, 1724 (1970) .
" Not surprisingly, the current Private Express Statutes contain exce ptions to the prohibition

against the private carri age of letters--exceptions that should sound familiar . There are exce ptions
for letters which relate to cargo or to some article that may be carried outside the mail (relating to
the current business of the carrier), for letters carried without compensation, for letters for which the
postage has been fully prepaid , and, for letters carried by specia l messenger employed for the partic­
ular occasio n only (and limited up to twenty-five letters).

9739 C.F.R. §310 (Supp.1976).
9839 U.S.c. §401(2) (1970).
9'I.§310.1 (Supp. 1976).
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APPENDIX A

PUBLIC NOTICE.
An act of Congress, passed March 3d, 1845, FOR BID S;

Ist, To establish any private express for the conveyance, or in any manner to cause
to be conveyed, or to pr ovide for the conveyance, by regular trips or at stated periods,
from one place to another within the United States, between which the United States'
Mail is transported, "of any letters, packets or packages of letters, or other matter pro­
perly transmittable in the United States' Mail, except newspapers, pamphlets, magazines
and periodicals:" and subjects EVEny PEnSON offending, or aiding and assisting therein
in any manncr dircr./ly or itulircclbf, to a p cnally of O~E HUNDRED AND FIFTY
DOLLAHS, for EACH OFFENCE.

!1ly. Fonnms that nn)' "Stage-eoach, Railroad car, Steam boat, Packet boat, or
other eehielc or ocssel" regularly performing trips on a post-route, or "any of the owners,
manager." seruanls or crews of either," shall transport or convey, "otherwise than in
the Mail," any such mailable matter as is above forbidden, except such as relates to the
aceompanying carg o or freight: And, for each offence, subjects the OWNEns to a pen­
ally of one hundred dollars, ,and the DnIYED, CAPTAIN, COXDliCTOIl, or person having
charge of such vehicle or vessel at the time of the offence, to a pcnally offifty dollars.

3 ly. Subjects " th e OWNEn on OWNE ns" of any ouch vehicle or vessel which, with
the knowledge of anJ owner 01' with the knouilcdge or connivance of the driver, con­
ductor, captain or person having charge (If it, conveys or transports any person acting
as a private express, and actually in possession of forbidden mailable matter, for each
offence, to a penally of one hundred and fifty dollar."

41y. Subjects "all persons uihalsoener]' who, after the 30th of June, 1845, shall
transmit by any private express or other means by sudv act declared unlutoful, any for­
bidden mailable matter , or who shall place, or cause 10 be placed. any such matter at
a place for the purposc of bting thus illcgally transported, 0/' who shall deliver any such
matter, for trammissioll, 10 allY agent of any unlawful exprcss, for each offence, to
the penalty of fifty dollars.

5 ly. Permits th e conv eyance of letters "by steamboats, " as authorized by the 6th
section of the act of sd March, 1825; Pnovruau such letters are strictly delivered,
according to the requirements of that section, to a Postmaster or oth er authorized agent
of the Post Office Department; butfvr a negleel thus 10 deliver, subjects" the owners
and persons having charge" of such steamboat, for each offence, to a penally of one
hundred and fifty dollars.

61y. Declares ':matter properly transmittable by Mail" to be, all letters and news­
papers, and all magazines and pamphlets published periodically, or in successive numbers
or in a regular series , and all other written or printed matter, whereof each copy shall
not exceed eight ounces in we ight, except bound books, or bank notes in bundles unac­
companied by letters; and only permits newspapers, magazines and pamphlets, to be
transported out of th e Mail, over a Mail Route, where they are sent not marked 'or
directed, not in/ended for distribution among Subscribers or others, but for ,ale a,
merchandise, and transported a, merchandise, alld to a bona fide dealer or agent for ths sale
qf them.

c. JOHNSON,
Postmaster General.

Poll Offlce Depnl·tment.
Junc 30, 1845.
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To inquire further how IVY , SHREVE &
MADER , INC . can assis t in the sale, or the
building of your collection , please call

1..800..782..6771.

You get full value for
your stamps in the
marketplace. But th ere's
a lot more to realizing
their worth th an simply
"the highest bid."

Full value also means
quick and accurate
settle ment on the sale,

and prompt payment afterwards. Our
com missions are comp et itive with every
lead ing stamp auct ion firm, and your
settle ment is guaranteed to be paid 45 days
after the sale.

Our experts kn ow what phil at elic values
really are . . . that the essential value of a
stamp lies in what it mean s -- its history, its
beauty, its signi ficance as a reflection of a
nat ion, a culture , an idea, somet imes a single
personality.

The result s show in our detailed and
award-winning catalogs
and soph ist icated
understanding of what
your stamps mean to the
collecting community.

It takes years of dedicated study and
caring attention to appreciate stamp values
with the eye and mind of an expert.
C harles Shreve and W alter Mader, are
supported by a phil at elic staff broadly
experienced in virtually eve ry area of
collecting.

Your Confidence is our
Guiding Value!

At Ivy, Shreve & Mader, we
take pride in our integrity, reliability,
and personalservice. But all the
principals can be summed up in one:
your confidence that we are the right
choice to handle the sale of your
collection . All of our
efforts are directed
towardassuring you
that your valuable
stamps are in the best
of hands.

Certain ly you want a
fair price for your
valuable collection . . .
reflect ing th e t ime, effort
and love you've put into
it ! W e und erstand you
also want to kn ow your
stamps are valued by your
auctio neer as much as you value th em
yourself. We appreciate your co llect ion for
wha t it is truly worth to you.

NY

DA LLAS Philatelic Auctions, Inc. NE W YO R K

Hertitage Plaza, 100 Highland Park Village
Dallas. Texas 75205·2788

Texas WATS: 1·800·448·6470
Telefax 214·520·6968

32 East 57th Street. l l th Floor
NewYork. New York 10022·2513

212·486·1222
Telefax 212·486·0676
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No Better Proof:
"A lthough you and I have had any number of philatelic

transactions over the years, both buying and selling, onLy
recently have w e concluded our Largest of aLL, the sa Le of
my CoLumbian and Trans-Mississippi coLLections .. .which
went weLL into seven figures .

"Every commitment was [ulfilled weLL in advance ofour
understanding. It is a pLeasure to deaL with someone upon
whom I can pLace the highest order of reliance.. ..You will
rece ive an unreserved recom m endation whenever I might
be ca lled upon to give one."

Jack Rosenthal.

To Further Add to his
endorsement, Jack Rosenthal

has now entrusted to
Andrew Levitt, Philatelic Consultant

the offering of his magnificent
United States

1869 Pictorial Collection.

"Take Advantage of the Levitt Advantage"
Over the cours e of32 years in professionaL philately , Andrew

Levitt, Philatelic Consultant has handled more than $235,000,000
in philatelic properties for some of the greatest philatelists of the
20th century, including David Beals, John Boker, John Chapin,
Peter DuPuy, Lou Grunln, Marc Haas , Marcel Lutwak, Elliott
Perry , Jack Rosenthal, and Rudolph Wunderlich , to mention but
a few w hose names are familiar to Classics Society members.

As you build your own great collection, or when
preparing to seLL a vaLuable United States or Foreign
stamp or cover coLLection, Andrew Levitt offers you
unsurpassed buying, appraisal, and selling services.

"In The Tradition of the Great Philatelists"

Andrew Levitt, Philatelic Consultant
BOX 342, DANBURY, CT 06813

203-743-5291 (Fax 203-730-8238)

Life Member: APS, ASDA, Philatelic Foundation ,
Classics Society. Bank Letter of Credit Available.
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THE 1847 PERIOD
JEROME S. WAGSHAL, Editor
PLATING THE 5 CENT STAMP OF 1847:
AN INTERVIEW FOLLOWED BY AN EDITORIAL COMMENTARY

JEROME S. WAGSHAL

Editor 's Preface
For those like myself who live in the Washington, D.C. , area the ide ntity of "Deep

Throat" remains a twenty year old mystery, still unsolved. In the philatel ic community, the
identity of "Lone Star" ("L.S.") ' is perhaps better know n, but still only by a relative few.
L.S. wan ts it that way, and wishes to pursue his stud ies in this area alone. However, with
the promi se of anonymi ty, L.S . co nsented to discuss the plating of the 5¢ 1847 stamp, a
project in which he has been engaged for some decades and in wh ich his expertise is wide ­
ly acknow ledged. L.S . wo uld agree that not all of his opinions should be accepted as
gospel. Neverthe less, since they have been carefully formed over a co nsiderable period of
time, and are based on the study of an enor mo us amount of 1847 materi al, multiples of the
stamps as well as photographs, they are decidedly of interest. Fo r the uninitiated , it is gen­
erally accepted that the 5¢ 1847 plate was com posed of two panes of 100 positions eac h
( lax I0), with the two panes bein g side by side.

What follows is a conde nsation of a len gth y teleph one interview, interspersed with
occasional questions fro m the Sec tion Edi tor for transition .

I. An Interview with " Lone Star" Regarding the Plating of the 5¢ 1847

Sec .Editor: How far along are you in plating the 5¢ l 847?
L.S.: On the left pane, I know what all but about six positions look like. On the righ t

pane, I know wha t abou t half the positions loo k like.
Sec. Edito r: Why do you phrase it that way?
L.S.: " Knowi ng wha t a positi on looks like" mean s that I have seen one or more

co pies from a par ticular position whic h can be positi vely ident ified as being that pos ition.
Th at does not necessarily mean that I can take a particul ar stamp and plate it to that pos i­
tion. Th e position may not have plate character istics which permit an unkn own stamp to
be plated to it, or which differenti ate it fro m other posit ions. My research in this area has
bee n very detailed , including the use of enlarged tran sparencies to ident ify plat ing marks.
Based on my research, including the tying-in of multipl es, the best I can say in some cases
is, " Here is what this position looks like."

Sec. Editor: But some positions are plateable, are they not?
L.S.: Yes, but with a major qua lification. There are mark s on the plate which can be

used for plating, but many of these mark s disapp eared as the plate was used. When the
plate was refurbished in 1849 or 1850, many more of these ma rks disapp eared . As a result,
early pr int ings are more likely to be useful in platin g than the later ones. Incident ally, for
some reason , plati ng marks are more likely to be found on the outs ide positions of the
plate rather than the interior positions. For example, I have examined many cop ies of posi­
tion 10L, and this position has multiple, and fairl y persistent , platin g marks.

Sec. Editor : Do yo u subscribe to the theory that the plate was reent ered in 1850 and
that thi s is indicated by the scarcity of the C, D, and F ("Wags hal shift" ) doubl e transfers?

L.S. : No. The reason I don 't is that I have not foun d any instance in which it appears
that an identifiable position has two states, as has been found, for example, in the case of
the I ¢ 1851 , plates I ea rly and late. Mo reover, I have not bee n able to identify more than

'AKA "Large Sphenisciform."
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eight corner positions. Finally, the scarcity of the C and D doubl e transfers are not indica­
tions of a late state of the plate since I have seen each of these in colors characteristic of
early printings.

Sec.Editor: Elliott Perry used the recut frame lines of the 1O¢ 1847 as part of the in­
dicia of his plating of that stamp. Have you found any recutting of the 5¢ 1847 frame
lines?

L.S.: No. However, some of the frame lines appear heavier than others. And in one
left pane position, there is a lay-out line which falls very near a right frame line so that the
frame line looks doubl e. However, this too disappeared with wear. It is possible that if
such lay-out lines fell on a frame line, it might make it appear to be recut.

Sec .Editor: Were you famili ar with the "T" crack reported in the last issue of the
Chronicl e,' and are there any more unreported plate varieties of simi la r significance
known to you, and will you tell us about them ?

L.S.: Yes, 1 had seen the "T" crack, and also saw it identified some years ago in
some Ashbrook research material. Of course, there are other interesting plate markings on
5¢ 1847's. For instance, there is a plat e variety which occ urs below several positions,
mostly on the left pane, about 3/4 mm. below the frame line and closest to the "W" of
"RWH& E." This is a dot, with a horizontal line extending out to the right for about a cou­
ple of mill imeters. It may be slightly broken on some positions. As it appears with some
frequency, this markin g may have been on the transfer roll itself.

Sec .Editor: Thank you very much.

II. An Editorial Commentary on the Interview with L.S.
Two thoughts expressed by L.S. in the preceding interview merit additional discus­

sion.

A. Knowing What a Position Looks Like
Th e observation by L.S. regard ing "know ing what a position looks like" withou t

necessarily being able to "plate" specific stamps as coming from that position is a concept
which has not previously been stated with such skillful clarity in philatel ic literature,
though it has long been implied in the scholarship of philately.

If "plating" is defi ned as being able to identify an unkn own exa mple of a stamp as
coming from a particular plate position, then the application of that definition to the rea l
world must be done cautiously. When Dr. Chase completely "plated" (using the term as
defined in the precedin g sentence) the 2,600 positions of the 1851 3¢ stamp, including the
five orange brown plates and the eight later plates, some students translated his tour de
force into an all-or-nothing standard of plating research which may not always be possible
to achieve, namely, that an entire plate must be "plated" to consider such an endeavor to
be successful.

Th at all-ot-nothing standard was achievable in the case of the 3¢ 185 1 stamp be­
cause the palpable incompetence of the Toppan Carpenter platemakers made all plates of
the 3¢ denomin ation plateable.' Similarly, Dr. Chase was able to reconstruct Plate 1, late
state, of the 1¢ 1851 stamp completely because the Toppan Carpenter siderographer(s?)
agai n exhibited his (their?) incomp etence by leaving eac h of the 200 positions on that
plate with distinguishing characteristics:

2Wade E. Saad i, "The Discovery of a Plate Crack on the 5¢ Stamp of 1847," Chronicle No.
162 (Vol. 46, No. 2)(May 1994), pp. 94- 102.

'To be precise, however, some of the positions on the later plates (Nos . 6, 7 and 8) are almost
impossi ble to distinguish from one another.

"Many collecto rs are unaware of the fact that it was Chase , not Ashbrook, who completed the
plating of Plate I, late state, of the I¢ denomin ation. Ashbrook states, "Dr. Carroll Chase, the pio­
neer in the plating of U.S. stamps, was the first to make a serious study of the One Cent of 1851,
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However, not all of the earl y stamp plates were manufactured with suc h sloppy tech­
nique as the 3¢ plates or the I¢ Plate I Late. It sho uld be kept in mind that the basic idea
und erl yin g the manufacture of stamp plates by the use of the die and tran sfer ro le process
was to crea te an arrange me nt of identical design s. Th at objective was sometimes achieved
by the Toppan Carpent er platemakers, at least partially if not entirel y, on so me of the later
plates of the 1857 issue. For example, some Toppan Carpent er arti san managed to create a
24¢ plat e on which, though the tran sfer roll reliefs have been identified,' no plating has
been accomplished and no identi fiabl e plate variet ies have been found."

Th ere is a broad middle area bet ween the complete ly-platea ble I¢ 1851 Plate I , late
state, and the unplateable 24¢ 1857 plate, i.e. , plates on whic h some, but not all, posit ions
have sufficiently di stin gu ish ing characteris tics to permit "plat ing. " If the all-o r-no thing
standard is applied to this middl e area, the inability to ide ntify di stinguishing charac teris­
tics fo r each position of a parti cul ar stamp plate becom es a source of discourageme nt, and
creates a sense of failure. Tha t negati ve att itude is reflected in As hbrook's stateme nt that:
" In my opinion, no student wi ll ever be able to make a reconstruct ion of the 5c 1847 plate
from sing les, strips and pai rs. :"

L.S. has contributed a more positive perspecti ve to thi s issue by recogni zin g the
broad middle are a. Altho ug h there may not be sufficient plating mark s on the 5¢ plate to
permit the kind o f comple te recon structi on whic h As hbrook spo ke of, th ere may be
enoug h large multiples, including both stamps and plat e proofs, and suffic ient plating
landmarks, to identify all of the plateabl e po sitions which may ex ist on the 5¢ plate, and
also to chart the locat ion of the unpl ateable positi ons on the plate. In sho rt, L.S. has told us
that j ust becau se the entire 5¢ plate canno t be "p lated" wi th suffic ient det ail to permit a
secondary " reconstruction" suc h as Dr. Chase made for Plate I , late state, of the 1851 I¢
stamp, this should not preclude the appreciation of some degree of success by the ident ifi­
catio n of so me of the positi ons of the 5¢ plate with sufficient spec ificity to permit platin g
and at the same tim e recogni zing that oth er po sitions do not allow thi s to be don e.

Th at is a good message . It encourage s the co ntinua tion of the study .

B. Only One State of the 5¢ Plate?
Th e opinion ex press ed by L.S . that there was only one state of the 5¢ plate is, in my

view, open to qu est ion .
As indi ca ted in the interv iew, L.S.'s opinion is based on three factors: ( I) that he has

not ident ified any 5¢ positi on showing charac teristics of an early and late state; (2) that he
has ne ver been abl e to identify more than eight co rne r positions; and (3) that he has found

and the var ious plates from which the stamps we re print ed. Before he departed for Euro pe in 1915
to join the French Arm y, he had completed the first reconstru ction ever made of Plate One Late, and
it was Chase, who first discovered the two states of the plat e." As hbrook, The United States One
Cent Stamp of 1851-1857, Vol. I, pp . 148-49. Th is statement also appears in the Nei nken rev isio n.

"The six reliefs of the 24¢ stamp were first described by Elliott Perry aro und 1918 in a series
of article s in Mekeel 's Weekly, whic h were reprinted as Mekeel Booklet No . 39, United States 1857­
1860 Issue, authored by Perry. Th e rel iefs were aga in descr ibed by Perry in an art icle in the Seven­
teenth American Philatelic Congress Book (November 1951 ), entitled " Plate Varie ties of the Uni ted
States Twent y Four Cent 1860," whic h, desp ite its title, ident ified no plate varieties .

"Starting with the 1861 issue, the siderographers of the National Bank Note Co mpany dem on­
strated eve n grea ter proficiency than those of Toppan Carpe nter. For exa mple, no one has plated any
plate of the 3¢ 1861 stamp or even attempted to do so, at least as far as I am aware.

7Ashbrook , Special Service, p. 259. Th ere is a degree of ambigui ty in Ashbrook's statement.
If Ashbrook was referring to an original " reconstruction" of the plate, there may be enough large
pieces, including stamp multiples and proof mult iples, to permit such a reco nstruc tion, and, indeed ,
I bel ieve that L.S. is engaged in j ust such an unde rtaking. On the other hand , if Ash brook was refer­
ring to a secondary "reconstruction" throu gh the identi ficat ion of the plate position of particul ar
"singles, strips, and pairs" by the use of pla te markings, Ashbrook may have been correct.
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early printings of the rare double transfers which are considere d by some stude nts as evi­
dence of a seco nd state of the plate." Carefully considered, I thin k none of these three fac­
tors should be regarded as concl usive.

No known position showing early and late state characteristics: Although the dis­
cove ry of stamps from a position which shows both early and late characteristics would be
conclus ive evidence of a reworked plate, the fac t that no such position has been found
does not establish the contrary.

To explain this point, let us conside r how such a position would be crea ted and sub­
sequently identifi ed. We must start with a position which shows definite and distinctive
plating marks on the original state of the plate, which is then used to prod uce a quantity of
stamps . The plate is then reworked by the position in question bei ng reentered and/or recut
in a way which not only leaves some of the dis tinguishing characteristics of its original
state but also adds and/or subtracts markings which evidence the change to the late state.
The two states of such a position can be identified by the first position being found on a
dated cover, and the altered position being found on a cover used later than the first cover,"
Most specialists in ei ther the I¢ or 3¢ 1851 stamps can produ ce at least one exa mple of
sets of covers which establish the ex istence of early and late sta tes of the same position in
this way.

However, this chain of proof can be broken in several ways, particularly on the 5¢
1847, so as to make it impossi ble to identi fy these two stamps as bei ng the early and late
states of the same position :

• The stamp in its origi nal state may not be identifiable, although we may "know
what the position look s like ." By L.S. 's own statement, we know that there are a number
of 5¢ 1847 positions like this. In that case a single stamp, although it may have marki ngs
which make it plateable in its late state, could not be connected to the non-plateable ver­
sion of this position in its early state."

• The position as it exis ted on the early state of the plate, even if plateable, may
have been completely erased before alteration, or sufficiently so as to rem ove the mark­
ings which identify the early state. Th is of course wo uld make it impossible to link the po­
sition in the early state to the same position in the late state rega rdles s of whether the late
state itself had a different set of its own distinguishi ng plating marks. I I

In short, it is possib le for the 5¢ 1847 plate to have been prod uced from a plate
which had two states, and for the plate to have been altered in such a way that no single
position can be found showi ng evidence of the two states.

'See Brown, "Observations on Lot 22 in the Ishikawa Sale," Chronicl e No. 161 (February
1994), p. 29 ; and Wagshal , "The Discovery of a Fifth Major Doubl e Tra nsfe r on the 5¢ 1847
Stamp-The Wagshal Shift ," Opinions V: Philatelic Expertizing-i-An Inside View (New York: The
Philatel ic Foundation, 1988), pp. 20 et seq. (hereafter cited as: "The Wagsha l Shift ," Opinions V).

"For the purist, let us assume in this discussion that two or more covers were found showing
the markings in question , thereby confirming that the marki ngs are on the plate.

"Most readers will think about this "early state-late state" discussion in terms of the I¢ and
3¢ denomination s of the 185 I issue, where examples of multiple states of the same plate are most
often found . However, it should be kept in mind that the Rawdon Wright firm exhibited better work­
manship overa ll than the Topp an Carpenter firm, and, at least on the 5¢ 1847 stamp, there are obvi­
ously far fewe r plate positions which are sufficiently distinctive to serve as subjects for the early
state portion of an "early state- late state" proof than there are, for exa mple, on Plate I Early of the
I¢ 1851 stamp.

lilt should be kept in mind that one can only identify reentries where sufficient evidence of a
prior entry remains after erasure. Even with the Toppan Carpenter firm, it can be seen that erasures
on some positions were done with sufficient thoroughness to remo ve any evidence of the original
entry, and the odds of this go up when we deal with the better work of the Rawdon Wright firm.
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Although it might see m eas ier in theory to establish the existence of two states of a
plate by the use of multiples, there are factors which reduce the possibil ity of this alterna­
tive in the case of the 51t 1847 stamp. One factor is simply that there is a paucity of multi ­
ples of the 1847 5¢ issue." Moreover, if there were two states of the 5¢ 1847 plate, multi ­
ples from the second state would be far less likely to have surv ived. It is belie ved that a
late state, if it exis ted, was used only to produ ce the stamps of the fifth and last delivery. I
have calc ulated that less than 6% of the 5¢ 1847 issue came fro m the fifth delivery." Ac­
co rdingly, surviv ing multiples are likely to be fro m the ea rly state of the plate with no
matchi ng multip le from the late state.

Finally, the fac t that no position has yet been found which shows both early and late
state characteristics doe s not preclude the future discovery of such a position. Although
the 5¢ 1847 stamp has been around for almos t a century and a hal f, significant discover ies
about the 5¢ plate are still continuing in these times, as witness the "T" crack report in the
last issue of the Chronicle, and the "Wagshal shift" report in 1988.

No more than eight corner positions: Th e fact that L.S . has been able to identi fy no
more than eight co rner positions of the 5¢ stamp puts his research on a par with Ashbrook,
who also only identified eight corner cop ies." However, the lack of an identi fied ninth cor ­
ner co py did not prevent Ashbrook from concluding that the 5¢ plate had been reworked
in 1850 . Ashbrook reconc iled the apparent ex istence of only eight corner positions with
his belief in a two-state plate by the sugges tion that only "some of the 200 positions were
re-entered,' :" and these "re-e ntered" positions did not include the eight corner positions.

Here, aga in, the discovery of a ninth comer position would be conclusive proof of a
two- state plate, but the fact that only eight corner positi ons have been identi fied, or eve n
that only eight corner posi tions exis t, does not establish a one-state plate. Mo reover, as
pre viously noted , a ninth co rner copy may yet be discovered .

The rare doub le transfers: Th e principa l evidence of a possible second state of the
5¢ 1847 plate is the exi stence of three rare double transfers, the C, D, and F ("Wagshal
shift" ) doubles. Ashbrook based his belief that the 5¢ sta mp had bee n reworked late in its
life, i.e., that it had a late state, on the rarity of the C and D shifts, the only two rare double
transfers known at the time. He believed the rar ity of these two doubl e transfers resulted
fro m the fact that they were created in late 1850 when the 5¢ plate was rewo rked before
the fifth and final del ivery of 5¢ stamps from the Rawdon Wright firm. Ashbrook 's words
on this subjec t are wor th quoting: 16

TWO STATES OF TH E 5c PLATE?
Covers are know n showing uses of the ' A' and 'B ' doubl e transfers prior to 1850,
hence I attribute these two varieties to the 'Early State ' of the 5c plate. Two cove rs

12A listing of known multipl es of the 5¢ 1847 stamp would be a worthwhile project for a fu­
ture issue of this sec tion.

"Only about 200,000 stam ps out of an estimated 3,600,000 total so ld to the public. See "The
Wagshal Shift," Opinions V, p. 22, for the details of this calculation.

1·"For many years I photographed eve ry sheet margin or co rner copy that I could locate. Way
back in the nineteen thirties I had the late Judge Emerson loan me a grea t many such cop ies from
his fine co llection, and I made photographs of eac h and recorded on diagram s all consistent plating
marks. My main objec t was to learn if I could find and ident ify more than eight corner copies. If not
more than eight, then this would indicate only one plate of 200, if more than eight, then there must
have been two plates. From many sources I borrowed sheet and corner copies and in time I identi­
fied and plated the eight co rner positions of the 5c plate. I believe that there was only one 5c plate
beca use I have never been able to find a corner stamp that was not from one of my eight plated posi­
tions. In other word s, I have never been able to find a ninth corner copy ." Ashbroo k, Special Ser­
vice, p. 434 (October I, I955 )(emp hasis in original).

"See expanded quota tion below (note 16).
"Ashbrook, Special Service, page 435 .
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with the 'C' are know n with uses in 1851, and the stamps are in the Chase ' Brow n Or­
ange' color. These indicate the cleaned or 'Late State ' of the plate . In the Newb ury col­
lection is a H.S. [hor izontal strip] of three of the 5c with half a stam p to right. This
'half' is a 'C' doub le transfer. Amo ng the four known '0' double transfers there is a
cover showing a use in March 1851 but unfortunately I do not have a reco rd of the col­
or of the stamp. The other three examples are all off cover.

CLEANED AND A FEW RE-ENTRIES
It is my theory that the 5c plate was thoroughly cleaned at some period in 1850, and
that at that time some of the 200 positions were re-entered, result ing in two new double
transfers we call 'C' and '0.' . . . The scarcity of exam ples of the 'C' and '0' double
transfers as compared to the more common 'A' & ' B' seems to indicate that sheets con­
taining these two varieties were in the last shipment made by the Rawdon firm in De­
cember 1850.

More recently, I endorsed this same theory based on the rarity of the Wagshal Shift,
double transfer "F," which I believe also originated on the late state of the plate."

L.S. 's opinion that there was only one state of the 5¢ plate is grounded on his claim
to have seen each of the three rare double transfers "in colors characteristic of early print­
ings." I respec tfully sugges t that it may not be conclusive to say, as L.S. does, that these
shifts are known "in colors characteristic of early printings," because such a claim is based
on fallible, qualitative judgments. "

Dated cove rs would constitute the best evidence of when a stamp was produced.I.If
L.S., or anyone else, can produce copies of the C, D, or F double transfers used on cove rs
dated prior to December 9, 1850, the date of the fifth delivery, this would be strong evi­
dence in favo r of L.S.'s position. I know of no such cove rs. All of the on-cover usages of
the three rare double transfers known to me are 185 1 usages." I think this fact provides
very strong support for the belief in a reworked , seco nd-state 5¢ plate.

17See "The Wagshal Shift," Opinions V, pp. 20-23 .
181 do not lightly note a disagreement with a researc her of L.S.'s stature. In this case I do so

with the shade of Stanley Ashbrook by my side in agreement. Dr. Chase also can be said to ascr ibe
to the two-state school with respec t to the 5¢ 1847 plate, in that Dr. Chase thought there might have
been two plates of the 5¢ denomination.

Furthermore, my doubts as to the accuracy of chronologica l identification of a 5¢ 1847 by
colo r and impression are not directed personally to L.S., but rather are long-standing doubts applica­
ble to the phi late lic community ge nera lly. Thus, I sta ted in 1988 : "U nfor tunate ly, Dr. Chase's
philatelic skills which enabled him to state that # II 016 was an 185 1 printing have not been passed
on to succeeding genera tions, at least to my knowledge. Dr. Chase's conclusion was almost certain­
ly based on color together with quali ty of impression, but the judgment which resulted from these
factors was a matter of art rather than objec tive standard which can be mechani cally applied by oth­
ers today." "The Wagshal Shift," Opinions V, p. 25 .

I·We know that the stamp could not have been printed after that date. Where the cover origi­
nated in an area in which stamp usage was likely to have occurre d soon after dis tribution to the Post
Office, for exam ple, in a large city, we can also regard the date of the cover as probably being near
the time of its production. Indeed, Dr. Chase himself indicated he acquired his identification skills
by studying stamps on cover. See his comments in the August 1916 Philatelic Gazette, pp. 225 et
seq., reprinted in Brookman, The United States Postage Stamps of the 19th Century, Vol. I, 1966
ed., pp. 34-35 .

"T he two covers bearing the C double transfer which were known to Ashbroo k were both
1851 usages. See Ashbroo k, supra, note 16. In addition to these two, lot 366 in the Kelleher 6/20/89
sale bore two 5¢ 1847 stamps, one of which showed part of the adjace nt stamp, and this part was
enough to identi fy it as the C double transfer. This cove r, also, was an 1851 usage.

The only cove r with a "0" double transfer I have recorded was used in March 1851. See Ash­
brook, Special Service, p. 435 .

I know of no on-cover usages of the Wagsha l Shift.
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Another point: if there was only one state of the 5¢ 1847 plate, how do we explain
the fact that the C, D, and F double transfers are so rare in comparison to the A and B dou­
ble transfers, as Ashbrook noted in his statement quoted above ? It has been suggested that
the 200-subject 5¢ plate was cut in half at some point during its use, and thereafter the left
pane, on which the A and B doubles are known to be located, was used far more than the
right pane , and the C, D, and F double transfers were on the less-used right pane . Propo­
nents of this theory find support in the curious wording of the affida vit of destruction of
the 1847 plates, which speaks of the destruction of " 1- 5c stamp plate, 100 on, 1847 is­
sue.'?'

Of course, even if the two panes of the 5¢ plate were cut apart during its period of
use, this is in no way incon sistent with the idea of a reworked right pane, and, indeed , the
reworking on the right pane may be related in some way to the fact that the plate was cut
in half. (I have never seen this thought previously expressed.) L.S . might also find some
relationship between the idea that the right pane of the 5¢ plate was used less than the left
pane and the fact that his platin g efforts on the right pane have been markedly less suc­
cessful than on the left pane.

Perhaps the most significant aspect of the discussion with L.S. is the confirmation
that there is another serious studen t who is working on these issues. I have come to realize
since undertaking the editorship of this section that there has been a far more widespread
philatelic underground concerned with the plating of the 5¢ 1847 than has been commonly
believed. As this group becomes more visible and others join in the study, I am confident
that exciting discoveries lie in store, and that the answers to the questions now being asked
will eventually be found.

Whate ver those answers may turn out to be, the search for them is a stirring chal-
lenge , and great fun. In the last analysis, isn 't that what this is all about ? 0

" See Brookm an, The United States Postage Stamps of the 19th Century, Vol. I, 1966 ed., p.
9 1. And see the comments by Malcolm L. Brown , in Chronicle, No. 161 (Feb. 1994), p. 30.
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THE 1851-61 PERIOD
HUBERT C. SKINNER, Editor
QUINTESSENTIAL COVERS: PART II
HUBERT C. SKINNER

Thi s is th e seco nd pa rt in a series of short ar ticle s on what I have termed
"Quintesse ntial Covers" (see Chronicle 162, p. 103). Such a cover is highly desirab le and
collec tible for a numb er of compelling reasons-not merely another attractive and pre­
sentable exa mple of a certain stamp used on cover. As defined, a quintessential cover com­
monly is uniqu e in several of its aspec ts and in its combination of stamp varieties and us­
ages is "matchless" and clearly "o ne of a kind."

Figure 1. The second use of the envelope, "MILWAUKEE/Wise." to Clinton, Rock County,
Wisconsin, on "FEB 1 1858," with the 3¢ Type II stamp paying the ordinary inter-
city domestic rate of postage.

The present cover is from "MILWAUKIE, Wis." Thi s great city is situated on the
west shore of Lake Michigan where the Milwaukee, Menomonee, and Kinnickinni c rivers
merge and flow into the lake. Here, the North West Company established a fur-trading
post in 1795 and by 1835-36 a territorial settlement had formed (part of Northwest Territo­
ry, 1787-1 836 ; Wisconsin Territ ory, 1836; statehood from May 29, 1848) sufficient to pro­
duce postmarked letters. Both variant spellings are known from the territorial period. In
fac t , th e earliest record ed letter (M ay 15, 1835) fro m Mil wau kie Village bear s a
manuscript postm ark spelled "Milwaukee MT," but another, one week later, reads "Mil­
waukie MT." Other territorial postm arks (before 1840), early postal guides, lists and al­
manacs retain the "ie" form. From 1839 until as late as 1863, both variant spellings are
recorded and persist alternative ly (both as manuscript and handstamped postmarks). The
first handstamped postmark , a 29 mm circle, dated "N OV 6 [1843]" , reads "MILWAU­
KEElWi s." Other circular date stamps from 1847 until the early 1860s (including this cov­
er) read "MILWAUKIElWis."
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Thus, the first element of interest for the quintessential cover here illustrated and de­
scribed is that it represents the archaic, now obsolete, spelling of the city name. This was
the element first noted by its owner when it was acquired . Almost immediately, however,
he observed a shadow showing through the paper of the envelope and, on looking inside,
discovered that the cove r had been turned and reused.

The stamp on the outside of the cove r is the ordinary 3¢ Type II stamp of 1857
(Scott No. 26) used to prepay the single inter-city rate between Milwaukie and Clinton in
Rock County, Wisconsin (see Figure 1). The adhesive found concealed inside the cover is
the I¢ Type II perforated stamp of 1857 (Scott No. 20)(see Figure 2). Closer examination
of this stamp revealed that the design was crossed by a bold plate crack- the very scarce
"Big Flaw" from Plate Two, position 2L2. Thi s third element was and is most exciting as
covers with this major plate variety are quite rare and highly desirable. The 1¢ stamp was
cancele d and tied to the cover by the year-dated 33 mm "MILWAUKIE/wis." cds of
"Na Y 7 1857" struck in black ink. On the turned side, the 3¢ stamp is canceled and tied
by the common-place 13 mm seven-bar grid killer in black and to the left is the same year­
dated cds but struck in red on "FEB 1 1858."

Figure 2. The first use of the envelope, "MILWAUKEE/Wise" to Franklin, Wisconsin, on
"NOV 7 1857," with the 1¢ Type II stamp paying the single rate for an unsealed circular.
The stamp is a remarkable example of the "Big Crack" or the "Big Flaw" on Plate Two,
position 2L2.

Fourth , the turned cover represents two different rates, the 3¢ inter-c ity rate and, ap­
parently, the I¢ rate for unsealed circulars. Opening and re-use of the envelope made it
impossible to determin e whether it was left unsealed when first used. The cover is ad­
dressed to Franklin in the southwest part of Milwaukee County, which even today is eight
to ten miles outside the city of Milwaukee. Surely, in 1857, this town was too far away for
the cover to be rated as a drop letter. These four factors combine to make this cover re­
markable and a privilege to own and enjoy-a quintessential cover.
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The "Big Flaw" from Plate Two
Stanley B. Ashbrook, the preeminent student of early United States classic stamps,

described the "Big Flaw" in 1938 in his definiti ve two-volum e work on the I¢ stamp of
1851-1857 (see Vol. I, pp. 192-96). This description , edited and abbrev iated, was repub­
lished in 1972 in Mort Neinken's revision of Ashbrook's first volume (pp. 176-79).

Figure 3. An upper left corner block of nine imperforate stamps from the left pane of
Plate Two showing the "Big Flaw" extending from position 212 across 12l2, 13l2, and
2312 (reproduced from Ashbrook (19381, Vol. 1, p. 1931.
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Figure 4. Ashbrook's drawings illustrating how the "Big Flaw" from Plate Two originat­
ed. 1, the steel surface with a low angle hairline crack ("a") before the transfer roll en­
tered the stamp designs; 2, the surface of the plate after the pressure from the transfer
roll caused small portions of the plate surface ("b") to "flake away"; 3, enlarged view of
the inked depression ("d") with its ripped and torn margin ("c"). At the right is an en­
larged image of the actual "flaw" or " crack" on position 23l2. (Reproduced from Ash­
brook (1938), Vol. 1, p. 195.)
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Th e fines t and most ce lebra ted example of the "Big Flaw" is an unu sed block of 12
imperforate sta mps fro m the up per left corner o f Plate Two which has resid ed in the
renowned collections of Co l. E.H.R. Green, W. L. Moody III and Ryohei Ishikawa. The
block of nine at the left of this block was illu strated by Ashbroo k and is reproduced here
(Figure 3). The crack is long and quite prom inent. It begins in the top margin, descends
vertically throu gh posit ions 2L and the upper part of 12L , crosses the space between posi­
tions 12L and 13L, continues through the lower part of 13L , descends vertically through
position 23L, and extends a very short distance into the top of posi tion 33L (which is not
present in this block ). Clearly, the best two individ ual positions showing the "Big Flaw"
are 2L2 and 23L2, with the bo ldly defined crack ex tending en tirely acro ss these positions
vertically. The cover descr ibed here bears a perforated exam ple of 2L2, which is a prem i­
um posit ion .

Origin of the "Big Flaw"
In 1938, Ashbrook suggested tha t a hairline crack in the plate was present before the

I¢ stamp designs we re entered, a result of the plate manufactu re and "flattening." Thi s
crac k ev idently extended into and belo w the plate surface at a low ang le and portions of
the surface metal "fl aked off ' under the pressure exerted by the transfer roll as it entered
the designs, leaving the long, irreg ular, torn crevice which retained ink when the plate was
inked Gust as the recessed engraved lines did ) and, thus, became part of the printed "de­
signs." Ashbrook's drawings illustratin g the progressive stage s of this crack as it devel­
oped are shown in Figure 4. In stage I, the hai rline crack ("a") is shown before the transfer
ro ll entere d the designs; in stage 2, the depression ("b" ) left by flak ing of the surface after
the transfe r roll was app lied is shown; and, in stage 3, an enlarged view of the inked de­
pression ("d") with its ripped and torn margin ("c") is illustrated . To the right of Ash­
bro ok 's draw ings is an enlarged image of the actual "flaw" or "c rack" on position 23L2.
For a more detailed discu ssio n of the origin of this flaw , the reader is referred to Ash­
bro ok 's description (Yol. I, 1938 ed., pp. 192-96).

In summary, this envelope was fra nked wit h the I¢ perforated Type II stamp of
1857 (Scott No . 20) to carry an unsealed circular from "MILWAUKIE/wisc." to Fran klin,
Wisco nsin, a short distance away, canceled and postmarked in black with the 33 mm cds
on "NOY 7 1857." Fortuit ously, the I¢ stamp on the cover is a remarkable exa mple of po­
sition 2L2, a key position of the "Big Flaw" fro m Plate Two. Th e postmark shows the now
obso lete spelling of the city name. Nea rly three month s later, the enve lope was opened,
turn ed and reused to carry a letter from "MILWAUKIE" to Clinton in Rock Count y, Wis­
consin. The 3¢ Type II perforated stamp of 1857 (Sco tt No.26) was placed on the turned
enve lope to prepay the inter-cit y letter rate . It was canceled by the seven-bar grid in black
and postmarked in red by the same 33 mm cds on "FEB I 1858." Thi s combination of
rates, the varied franking and the rare plat e variety make this a quintessential cover.
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THE 1861-69 PERIOD
HUBERT C. SKINNER, Editor
PATENTS AND PHILATELY DURING THE 18605
HUBERT C. SKINNER

From the time of the first adhesives (Great Britain, 1840), postal officials in both the
United States and abroad have been greatly concerned with the dual problems (more antic­
ipated than real) of possible forger y and the fraudulent reuse of postage stamps. Thus, it is
only natural that numerous inventive, innovative and ingenious mechanical devices have
been advanced for the prevention of these two problems. The grills on the stamps of 1867,
1869 and 1870 are the best known of the efforts to prevent the reuse of adhesive stamps.

Here in the United States, the innovators of many of these ideas sought protection
from the United States Patent Office by patentin g their schemes or their devices. The em­
bossed grills, die- cut envelopes (some with "patent lines"), pull wires, fastening devices
and-yes, indeed-handstamping and canceling devices were among the variety of ideas
and mechanisms patented by hopeful inventors.

Our distinguished colleag ue, Richard B. Graham, has written a number of articles on
Marcus P. Norton and Norton 's patented duplex handstamps in recent issues of the Chron­
icle (Whole Nos. lSI , 152, 154, 156-58, 160)(Aug. 1991-Nov. 1993). The Norton hand­
stamps of 1859 et seq. are the subject of considera ble interes t among postal historians,
since on July 23, 1860, Postmaster General Joseph Holt issued a regulation prohib iting the
use of townmarks or rate marks to cancel stamps. Fortuitously, Norton's duplex device sat­
isfied this regul at ion without the need of two instr ument s to mark lett ers and cance l
stamps.

In 1963, Arthur H. Bond published an article on the origin and early development of
duplex handstamps (Postal History Journal, Vol. 7, No . I, pp. 59-63) in which he dis­
cussed the Norton handstamps among others . Bond notes that Ezra Miller of Janesville,
Wisconsin, was granted a patent [No. 23307] on March 22, 1859, for a "so -called 'ham­
mer ' stamp, with handle parallel to the printing faces; the townmark to be inserted in one
end of the hammer-head and an obliterator in the other end. This was an early attempt at
dealin g with the serious problem of the loss of time involved in using separate handstamp s
for the two functions of dating and canceling." [Bond , p. 60]

In early 1859, Marcus P. Norton of Troy, New York , invented and fashioned a work­
ing model of his duplex hand stamp , comprising a double-lin e circular dated town marking
with rotatable "type cylinders" to set the year, month and day, and an attached "blotter" to
mark and deface postage stamps. Norton 's device and his experimental duplex postmarks
are well known among postal historians who eagerly seek exa mples of the Norton post­
marks with the "sideways year date" (or, "lazy year date").

Norton filed an application for a patent with the United States Patent Office on May
3, 1859. His working models were designed for use at Troy, and one of his instruments
was tested (unofficially) on three thousand lette rs prior to April II , 1859, when he wrote
to the Assistant Postm aster General requ esting an official trial of his marking device
[Bond , p. 60] . Experimental use at Troy of Norton' s handstamp was authorized on May 4,
1859, for a period of three months. Graham illustrated one of these experimental covers in
Chronicle 151, p. 177, and another in Chronicle 156, p. 26 1. They were postmarked "MA
24/59" and "JU 2/59," respective ly, and bear an attached 8-blade cutter-killer which oblit­
erates the stamp (see Figure I). The third known exa mple from the Troy trial period was
illu str ated in 1992 by Frank Man del, in his defin itive work on "The Development of
Hand stamp ed Markin gs in the United States to 1900" (in the Philatelic Foundation's u.s.
Postmarks and Cancellations, p. 30); it is dated "JU 10/59."
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Figure 1. The earliest of the three recorded examples of covers cancelled by Norton's
handstamp during the three month trial period at Troy, New York, authorized by the
POD beginning on 4 May 1859. This cover is dated "MA 24/59." (Skinner Collection)

The initial patent (No. 25036) on Norton 's handstamps was granted on August 9,
1859. However, as reported by Graham (Chronicle 156, pp. 262-63), his claim for the use
of rotatabl e type cylinders was not granted, as T.J.W. Robertson had previously patented
this feature (No. 18249 , Sept. 22, 1857); thus, the other feature, an attached "blotter" with
cutter blades-in effect, the "duplex handstamp"-is the only one protected by Norton 's
first patent.

The actual working model device submitted by Norton with his patent applic ation is
extant and is illustrated in Figure 2. It differs from Norton 's earlier device used for the
Troy experiments in having only seven blade s in the cutter-killer (as shown in Figure 3).

Later, Norton was granted additional patents, including:

No. 34184-14 January 1862, to Marcus P. Norton. A single handstamp with contained
cylinders, the first one bearing in series the initials of months of the year, two
with numerals for the days of the month , and one set with two-digit numerals for
ten successive years (pos itioned sideways) encircled by a type ring set with a
town name and an abbreviated state name.

No. 37175-16 December 1862, to Marcus P. Norton. A duplex handstamp/obliterator
with a "cutting and inking device" designed to both cancel with ink and cut the
stamp such that , if removed from the letter , "it shall be redu ced to part s or
pieces."

No. 38175-14 April 1863, to Marcus P. Norton. A duplex handstamp/obliterator with
a (replaceable) cork, rubber or wooden "blotter . . . inserted in a tube or recess
therein for the purpo se of effacing or blott ing such stamps with indelible ink,"
combined with a (duplex or attached ) device for postmarking letters.

No. 49432-15 August 1865, to Marcu s P. Norton . A circular single handstamp/obliter­
ator for revenu e stamps, with name of firm, date and center cutters or punches;
alternatively, to be set with a cork or wooden obliterator for postage stamps sur­
roundin g cutters or punches set to penetrate the stamp(s).
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Figure 2. The original working model of the duplex handstamp submitted to the United
States Patent Office by Marcus P. Norton to accompany his application for Patent No .
25,036, granted 9th August 1859. (Courtesy of The Smithsonian Institution)

Figure 3. An actual impression [scale 1:1] made from the original handstamp shown in
Figure 2. Note that only seven cutter bars are present in the "blotter" of Norton's origi­
nal working model. (Courtesy of The Smithsonian Institution)
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No. 92688-13July 1869, to Marcus P. Norton . A hand stamp with add itional improve­
ments over those covered by previous patent applica tions .

No. 106716- 23 Aug ust 1870, to Marcus P. Norton . A single, spring-operated oblitera­
tor which could be mounted on a stationary frame, an improvement consisting of
knives or cutters placed between the lines of type for month , day and year.

Numerous other individuals were granted patent s for various styles of postmarking
devices in the 1850s, I860s and 1870s. A partial list of the better known ones is presented
here in Appendix A.

Norton's purpose in attac hing a "ki ller" device (or "b lotter," as he called it) to his
dupl exed town marking was for "c utting, blottin g, cance ling or effaci ng ' the frank,' or
'postage stamp,' so as to prevent a seco nd use of the same, while at the same time the
name of the 'post office,' the year, the month and the day of the month , is printed on the
envelop [sic]. " (Quoted from the original publi shed patent spec ificat ions.) Norton's "blot­
ter" was designed not only to apply ink to ca ncel the stamp but at the same time to pene­
trate the paper of the stamp so that attemp ts to wash the stamp for reuse would not be ef­
fective. One of the innovative features of Norton 's design was that qu ick-setting rotary
"type cylinders" were used to set the month , day and year in his handstamp s. (TJ. Robert­
son held an earlier patent for a device with rotatable date cylinders but no postm arks made
by his machin e have been reported.) A uniqu e and identify ing feat ure of Norton's date
cylinders is the two-charac ter year dates arranged on a single cy linde r so that they ap­
peared sideways in the date line. Duplex handstamps were produced according to Norton's
design and used , on a trial basis, both at Troy (in 1859) and at New York City (in 1860­
62). Both the Troy and New York City handstamp s were made for Norton by Edmund
Hoole of Mount Vernon, Westchester County, New York (later, of Brooklyn) [Bond, p. 6 1;
Graha m, Chronicle 126, p. 110, and Chronicle 156, p. 264 ].

Bond reports that General John A. Dix, postmaster at New York, reac ted to PMG
Holt 's order of July 23, 1860, by directin g his "s tamp maker" to attach a "blotter" to the
side of the regular handstamp in such a manner that the oblitera tion and the townmark
co uld be applied in a sing le stroke. On August 8, 1860, in a lett er to Firs t Ass is tant

t\\\\1
Fig. Za, Blotter attached to handstamp
enabled townmark and obliteration to be

applied with one stroke.

Fig. 2b. Duplex Handstamp manu­
factured by Marcus P. Norton. This
supplanted device shown in Fig. Za,
which evidently was an infringement

on Norton's patent.

Figures 4a, b. Drawings to scale of duplex handstamps used at NYC in late 1860, repro­
duced from Arthur H. Bond's article (June 1963). Figure 4a [Bond's 2al is from an experi­
mental duplex handstamp with attached obliterator/grid made by his own die-maker at
the order of General Dix , the PM of NYC. Figure 4b [Bond's 2b) possibly is from one of
the ten handstamps ordered for trial use by General Dix from Marcus P. Norton in August
1860.
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Postmaster Genera l Horat io King, General Dix requested permission to adopt this type of
stamp [Bond , p. 60]. On August 10, he was informed by Act ing First Ass istant Postma ster
General St. John B.L. Skinner that this method "has not onl y been though t of before, but
has actually been patented," and that this "a rrangement . .. may ... subjec t your office to
a heavy charge for its use , or perh ap s to a lawsuit" [H .R . Exec . Doc. No . 27, 38th
Congress , 2nd Session, 1865, pp. 4,5]. On August 2 1, he wro te agai n reporting that he had
met with Marcus P. Norton and "requests permission to buy ten of Norton's stamps of this
type," which Bond believes must "have been furnished prom ptly, since an entirely differ­
ent strike is seen on September 4, 1860 ." [Bond, p. 60] Bon d illus trated strikes of two du­
plex handstamp s (see Figure s 4a and b) from New York City, the first (Bond's Fig. 2a) evi ­
dentl y from the device made by General Dix 's "s tamp maker" [Bond, p. 60] and the sec­
ond (Bond's Fig. 2b) possibly from one of those supplied by Marcus P. Norton [Bond , p.
6 1]. Dated cove rs from New York City confirm the sequential use of these two devices in
1860 and 1860-6 2.

IIII1I1III1
1

Figure 5. Drawing to scale of the experimental Norton duplex handstamp with "side­
ways year date" used in the domestic division of the post office in NYC in January,
February and March 1861 (with a brief anomalous use in late January 1862). About twen­
ty to twenty-five covers bearing this postmark are recorded.

In early 1861 , experimental Norton handstamps with the "sideways year date" (Fig ­
ures 5-8) were in regular, but not exclusive, use in the New York City post office for a pe­
riod of about ten weeks (recorded usage January 17 through March 28, 1861). The "blot­
ter" in this dupl ex handstamp consi sts of a twelve-bar circular grid composed of fine lines,
markedly different from the grid s in the duplex postmarks used at New York City in late
1860. Covers bearin g these experim ental Norton postmarks are quite scarce, but a suffi­
cient number has been seen to document this period of experimental usage quite clearly.
That the Norton device was in general use in the dome stic division of the New York post
office is demonstrated by its use on the Canada mails which were handled, canceled and
dispatched by the dom estic division . Three such covers are recorded: two to Nova Scot ia
(see Figure 9), the third to Newfoundland (Figure 10). All other exampl es recorded are
from the ordinary inter-city dom estic mail s (Fig ures 6-8). Two Norton covers bearing ad­
hesives from the 1861 issue are known dated "JA 30/62." These covers represent reuse of
the Norton postm ark for a brie f period (both are dated the same day) in late January 1862,
some nine months after the last previous recorded use [Chron icle 126, p. III , Fig. 2]. The
stamps on these two letter s were issued in late 1861, therefore the January usage on these
two covers is 1862 .

The "blotter" or grid-killer of blad es intended to cut the stamp wo uld qualify the
Norton handstamp devices as "pa tent cancellations," as they have come to be called in the
philatelic community, if the grid did in fact indent or cut the stamp paper. For more than
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Figure 6. An early use of the experimental Norton duplex handstamp with the 12-bar cir­
cular "blotter" clearly struck on 25 January 1861 on an envelope with a 3C 1857 paying
the normal inter-city rate to Boston, Mass. (Skinner Collection)

(J!{..'
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Figure 7. Another example of the experimental Norton duplex handstamp struck 29 Jan­
uary 1861 on an inter-city letter to Springfield, Mass. Note that none of the duplex mark­
ings illustrated here show any evidence of a "dent" in the outer circle of the postmark.
(Skinner Collection)
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sixty years, this term "patent cancellations" has been applied to canceling devices which
cut, pierced, scraped or otherwise defaced the paper of the stamps to which the devices
were appli ed. Thi s nam e or label for scarifying cance llations rem ains generally unsatisfac­
tory and equivocal, as by no mean s all cancelers made to deface stamps were patent ed de­
vices and many of those that were are difficult to identify with the indi vidual patent s
which were obtained by their manufacturers. Also , as in the Norton "blo tters," some
killers which were intended to cut or deface the stamps fai led to do so effectively, Though
some early impre ssion s of the Norton "blotters" appear to indent the stamp paper slightly,
no unequivocal examples have yet been seen by this writer. Thus, though the Norton hand­
stamps were patented at the United States Patent Offic e, the cancels themselves cannot be
termed "patent cance ls" with confidence or firm conviction (by this writer).
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Figure 8. A t hird example of the No rton duplex handstamp. The letter w as addressed to
Wilbur, Uls te r Co., New York, and was postmarked in February 1861. This cove r is illus­
trated and described in Ashbrook 's One Cent book, vol. 2, p. 121. (Sk inner Collection)

However, it should be noted that in 1985 the distin gui shed philateli st Th omas J.
Alexander restricted the definition of "patent cance ls" to "only patented instrument s that
damaged the stamps they cancelled [sic ] in order to prevent their reuse." Further, he stated
"[m]any patented handstamps that obliterated postage stamps did not physicall y damage
them in the process." In the next sentence, he then acce pted the 'Troy instrument" as "a
true patent cance lla tion unde r our defin ition" based on "the spec ifications of the U.S.
pat ent that was granted to Nort on" [Chronicle 126, p. 103], whic h states clearly that
"sharp edge projections on the face of the blotter , .. cut throu gh the postage stamp . , .
thus preventing a seco nd use of such postage stamp . . . ."

In the late 1970s, when Amo s Eno and this writer were co mpiling their cancellati on
volume, whether certain "patent cancels" actually cut the stamp paper was one of the diffi ­
cult probl ems we encountered. Also, whether or not each of the defacing can cels listed and
illustrated as a "patent cancellation" had been patent ed became another major problem
when we were choosing and definin g "Class" headings for the class ificatio n scheme
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Figure 9. A folded letter from New York to Halifax, Nova Scotia, postmarked at NYC with
the Norton handstamp on 5 February 1861 (the same date as Figure 8). It was dispatched
to Boston by the domestic division where it was placed on the Cunard Line steamship
Niagara for Halifax. The five cents U.S. postage was prepaid by a marginal imprint copy
of the 5C brown Type II stamp of 1860. (Skinner Collection)

Figure 10. A remarkable twice "cross-border" cover originating in Havana, Cuba ; thus a
foreign cover placed in the domestic division mails at NYC for dispatch to Newfoundland
(a foreign destination) through Boston via the Cunard Line steamship America for coast­
wise transport to Newfoundland. The ten cents postage is prepaid by the 10C Type V of
1857 [issued 18591. (Skinner Collection)
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adopted in United States Cancellations, 1845-1869. We did not want to rename the we ll­
established category "Patent Cancellations," nor did we want to mislead or confuse our
readers. For lack of a better term, "Patent and Patent-like Cancellations" was selec ted as
the label for Class VIII. In the introductory text, we explained that only "[s]ome of these
were patented at the United States Patent Office" and that " [tlhe arra ngement used here is
based upon that used by Fred R. Schmalzriedt, the pioneer stude nt of patent cance lla ­
tions." [Skinner-Eno, p. 16] Of course, all of the cance llations we listed in Class VIII cut
or deface the paper of the stamps to which they were applied. Thu s, the headin g selec ted
for Class VIII did not avo id "the question of dec iding, for each item listed, whether exa m­
ples exist on which the killer cut or otherw ise mutilated the stamps [Graha m, Chronicle
158, p. 107]."

The first and foremost student of "patent cance llations" was Fred R. Schmalzriedt of
Detroit, Michigan, who began forming his collect ion before 1930. He diligentl y sought out
and obtained many hundreds of stamps and cove rs which fit into this category, and thus
was able to amass a comprehensive holding of materi al which remains toda y the best co l­
lection of its type ever asse mbled. In 1931-33, he wro te a series of articles [published in
the Collectors Club Philatelist, Vol. 10, pp. 33-50 (Ja n. 1931), 121- 35 (April 1931); Vol.
II , pp. 15-19 (Jan . 1932) and 9 1-92 (April 1933)] in which he listed and illustrated what
he termed "patent cance llations." These notes were later revised and published as Article
13 of Delf Norona's Cyclop edia of United States Postmarks and Postal History ( 1933;
repr inted 1975 by Quarterman). In the revision, the cancellations were organized, types
were designated and numb ers were ass igned.

Some time later, E.N. "Nort" Samp son acquired the Schma lzriedt co llection intact
and continued to add material and identify new types and attributions to towns of use. In
1976 , th is co llec t io n was pu rchased by its p re sent ow ner, w ho merg ed th e
Schmalzriedt/Sa mpso n co llection with his own and co ntinued the study of "patent and
pate nt- like ca ncellatio ns ." Today, thi s five-volume collec tio n sti ll contai ns a ll of
Schmalzriedt's orig inal material toge ther with the conside rable add itions which have ac­
crued over a period of more than sixty years. Nearly all of the known types are confirmed
by cove rs. All issues from the I847s through the Bank Notes are included . Ob viously, all
of the very early material (late I840s, early 1850s) designated as examples of "patent can­
cellations" by Schmalzriedt was not in fact struck from devices patent ed at the U.S. Patent
Office; in every case, however, the blades or needles deepl y indent or cut the paper. Quite
naturally, much of the most interesting material com pris ing "patent ca ncellations" is from
the I860s (see listings in Skinner-Eno, pp. 249-59).

In Chronicle 157 (Figures 7 and 8, pp. 40-4 1), Gra ham illustrates a cover front can­
celed at New York on 15 OCT 1862 with a "patent" killer described as having 12 cutter
blades. Further, he quotes Schmalzriedt (in Noro na, Article 13, p. 9) as reporting "exam­
ples with 9, 10 or 12 blades" ; this is incorrect. In 1933, Schma lzriedt reported three exa m­
ples with 13, 9 or 10 blades [see Skinner-Eno: PN-A I (13), PN- A 2 (9) ; PN-A 3 (10) ].
Subsequently, examples with 8 and 7 blades were ident ified [S-E: PN- A 4 (8) and PN- A 5
(7)]. Covers confirming all five types are in either the Schmalzrie dt/Sa mpso n or the Skin­
ner collection; all were used in October or November 1862 at New York City; all pene trate
and cut the paper of the stamps. The cove r front illustrated by Graham is PN-A I and
would show 13 cutter blades if fully and squarely struck (see Fig ure II ). No 12-blade type
is known from New York City. The cove r shown at the top of Graham 's Figure 9 and on
Figure 10 (p. 41) is another example of PN-A I (13 blades) which is incomplete because
of not having been squarely struck. The other cover in Graham's Figure 9 appears to be
PN-A 2.

Extensive tests of duplex handstamp s with cutting and piercing obliterators attached
to the doubl e circle town marking were conducted at the New York City post office in the
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thirteen blades

PN-A 1 1862
New York .

New York

Figure 11. A cover from New York City to Baltimore, Md., cancelled in October 1862 by
the NYC "Patent Cancellation " with thirteen cut t er blades [S·E: PN·A 1]. which clearly
cut the paper of the 3C postage stamp from the 1861 issue. (Skinner Collection)

last three months of 1862. In addition to the five types wi th cutter blades listed above, PN­
B 4 with at lea st 43 blun t nee dles arranged in a gridiron (see Figure 12) was used on Octo­
ber 25, and PN-D 4 with more than 90 paired need les arra nged in a circular pattern wa s
used Octob er 2 1-2 3. 1862. Numerous other penetra ting killers are recorded from Ne w
York City in 1862: most of these were ex isting co rk cancel s with sing le piercin g needles
inse rted wi thin the design (see Skinner-En o, p. 256 , PN-G 13 and PN-G 6-8 ). Thi s ex peri­
me nta l period is described-comp lete with references to the Nor ton dup lex design-in a

......
.. . . . . .
· . .· . .· ... . . . . .

Figure 12. Another type of "Patent Cancellation" tested at NYC in October 1862 [S-E: PN­
B41. The needles in this marking deeply cut into the stamp paper.

lett er from Abram Wakema n, postmaster at New York, to Th ird Assistant Postmaster Ge n­
eral A.N. Zevely at Was hington, dated Janu ary 3, 1863. Thi s letter describes the damage
ca use d by the cutter blades to the co ntents of the enve lopes, and adv ises that a stamp with
an oblitera tor made of boxwood "promises well and ca n be made at a very trifling ex­
pen se." However, he expresse s co nce rn ove r " its liabilit y to yield to the wear" which may
"prevent its ge neral ado ption. " This letter was publi shed in 1865 [H.R . Exe c. Doc. No . 27,
38 th Congress. 2nd Session, p. 4, 5j and was photo-rep roduc ed by Graham in 1993 in
Chronicle 157, p. 39. Fur ther expe rime nts with duplex postmarks set with cutt ing or de­
facing kille rs were conduc ted at New York City in 1863, 1866-68 and in the ear ly l 870s
(documented in the Sk inner collection) .
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In Chronicle 158, pp. 105-06, Graham discusses the use of duplex "patent cance lla­
tion" devices at Philadelphia which are similar to those used in New York City (see Figure
13). In Graham 's Figure 13 (p. 105), he illustrates two covers with round bar grid killers
[not "ro und cutter bars"]. The upper cover is equivocal. It is not a duplex device and the
bars clearly do not cut the stamp even though this killer does resembl e the one which did
cut the stamps early in its usage. The lower cover does bear this latter duplex device, but it
was applied rather late in the year, long after the cutter bars had become dull and no longer
cut into the stamp paper. There are 12 cutter blades in this killer when fully struck (not II
as Graham indic ated). On page 106, Graham quotes Edward T. Harvey and misquotes
Tom Clarke (A Catalog of Philadelphia Postma rks , Part I, p. 22) to support an erroneous
theory that the Philadelphi a round killer did not cut the stamps. Clarke's Type 104a is list­
ed as a " 12-line ' true experimental '" [not II-line] used in early 1863; his "true experimen­
tal" designation would appear to be an acceptance that the bars cut the paper. Graham then
quotes Schm alzriedt 's discussion of Type A-6 (from Norona, Article 13, p. 9) as: "Un­
questionably attached. Earlier copies cut into stamps [sic], but later specimens appear as
ordinary cancels due probabl y to dulling or wearing." The quotation is essentially accu­
rate, although it omits the dates Schmalzriedt provided ("Mar. 12-Ma y, 1863"). However,
this seemingly clear and authoritative statement appears to be unconvincing to Graham.
Also, he discounted the unequivocal listing [PN-A 6] for this device in Skinner-Eno , as he
had misinterpreted the section heading (as discussed above). Although he quoted exten­
sively from J. David Baker (Bakers' U.S. Classics, 1985, pp. 257-59), he omitted Baker 's
clearcut statement that: "Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, used a kni fe cancelling device con­
sisting of twelve blades, arranged in circular form, and attached to the town canceller [sic].
The ear liest recorded use is March 21, 1863, and only uses during March , April and the
early part of May of 1863 seem to have been cut by the blades. They were never as sharp
as those used in New York City."

twelve blades

PN·A 6
Philadelphia,

Pennsylvania

Figure 13. An early usage of the Philadelphia "Patent Cancellation" with twelve cutter
blades [S-E: PN-A 6). The blades cut the paper of the postage stamps during the months
of March, April and early May 1861; later usages do not cut as the blades had become
dull. Thus, PH-A 6 clearly is a true cutter cancellation. (Skinner Collection)
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This writer believes the evidence that the Philadelphia 12-bar duplex device actually
cut the stamp early in its use period to be overwhelming. There are several examples on
cover in the Schmalzriedt/Sampson collection and in the Skinner collection which show
PN-A 6 cutting the paper of the stamps. Each has 12 cutting blades and these covers are
dated during March and April 1863.

On page 106 of his Chronicle 158 article, Graham reprodu ces illustrations of six
stamps from Bakers ' U.S. Classics (pp. 257-59) which he identi fies by the letters A
through F, and states: " It would appear that these identifications need confirmation, not
only as to town of use in some cases, but as to whether they are really patent killers in the
sense that they cut into the stamps." This writer can assure our readers that each of these
six killers did in fact cut into the stamps when struck. Confirming examples for all six can
be examined in the Schmal zriedt/Sampson collection and the Skinner collection. Five of
the six are listed in Skinner-Eno, and a marking similar to the sixth is listed there also. The
identifications follow:

A-New York Ci ty [S-E: PN- A 5] . Baker was in error; thi s ki ller is not fro m
Philadelphi a.

B-Philadelphia [S-E: PN-A 6]. This is the 12-bar duplex discussed above. Correctly
identified by Baker.

C- Town not confirmed [S-E: PH-H 19]. Baker states Charleston, S.c.; unlikely, since
Charleston was in the South and this stamp could not have been used there until
after the war (as correc tly stated by Graham in Chronicle 158, p. 107).

D-Albany, New York [compare with S-E: PN-F 22]. This is similar to the Buffalo
killer, but is from Albany (confirmed on cover). Also confirmed by cover shown
in Graham's Figure 17 (Chronicle 158, p. 11 0).

E-Albany, New York [S-E: PN-F 19]. Confirmed by several covers; correctly identi­
fied by Baker.

F- Fall River, Massachusetts [S-E: PN-B 2]. Correctly identified by Baker. Confirmed
on cover.

Apparently Graham failed to find his "C" and "F" items in Skinner-Eno (see Chron­
icle 158, p. 107); however, both are listed therein as patent devices. The towns of use are
confirmed by covers with exception of Graham's Type "C."

Graham seems to have co nside rable difficulty with Schma1zriedt' s fi ndi ngs .
Schm alzriedt stated [Noron a, pp. 2 and 20] that the Albany, Buffalo and Rochester cancel­
ers probably were covered by the Norton Patent No. 37,175. Graham noted [po 107] that
Patent No. 37,175 could be confused with Patent No. 38,175 because of the similarity of
the numbers. Agreed. Schmalzriedt had quoted from Norton 's specifications for Patent No.
37, 175 describing "ci rcular knives or cutters," which Schmalzriedt compared with the
small cutting circles at the center of the killers used at the three named cities. Although
Schmalzriedt slightly edited and shortened the quoted text, comparison with the original
published patent specifications shows the quotation to be substantively accurate. The ac­
companying published illustrations for Norton 's handstamp design for which Patent No.
37,175 was issued clearly show "circular knives or cutters" as described in the accompa­
nying specifications (see Figure 14, below). Two circular cutter blades are labeled "e" and
"0" in Norton's Fig. 2; in his Fig. 3, a frontal view, the two cutter blades are darkened and
form the outer and inner rings of a quartered target design, with three non-cutting inked
rings between the cutters. The inner circular cutter is nearly identical to the cutter ring in
the Albany, Buffalo and Rochester handstamps to which Schmalzriedt referred, differing
only in being entire rather than quartered as in the patent specifications. The drawings for
Patent No. 38,175 (see Graham, Chronicle 157, p. 43) do not resemble the patent can­
celling devices from th ese th re e cities . Th e compari son made 60 years ago by
Schmalzriedt appears to be correct.
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Figure 14. The drawings from Norton's patent specifications for Patent No. 37 ,175. Note
the circular cutter blade at center which is quartered bu t otherwise closely resembles
the cutting circles in the "Patent Cancellations" from Albany, Buffalo and Rochester, N.Y.

Graham (Chron icle 159, p. 107) sta tes :

The two markin gs shown as "D" and "E" were subject to some confusion in the
Schmalzriedt article, which may have carried over to the Baker columns. Schmalzriedt
suggested that the cancels with the cut round circles in the center came from devices
made under Norton's Patent No. 37,175. This statement, made on page 2 of the intro­
duction to his article of 1933, seems quite misleading when considered in terms of the
illustrations of the devices as included in both Patents Nos. 37, 175 (dated December
16, 1862) and 38, 175 (dated April 14, 1863), the latter being an amended reissuance of
the first. .. . The drawing shown in Figure 12, Chronicle 157:43 (February 1993), has
no cutter of a shape that would have produced the type of '/, diameter cut circle as have
the Buffalo, Albany, Rochester and other markings of the same type.

Th is writer find s not Schmalzried t but rather Grah am con fu sed . Th e patent ca ncella­
tions from Alba ny, Buffalo and Rochester were placed in use before Patent No. 38, 175
was issued ; thu s, only Patent No . 37, 175 could possibly be the one involved . Th e drawing
in Graham's Fig. 12 is from Patent No . 38,1 75, whic h is the wrong one to match to the
specifications from Paten t No. 37,175. Further, the lon g discussion on Patent No. 49,432,
issued in August 1865, has no relevance to the cancell ation s used in 1862 and early 1863.
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Thi s wri ter agrees with the sp irit of the last two paragr aph s in Graham's article in
Chronicle 158. However, it wo uld seem that most of wha t is asked for in these two para ­
graphs has alrea dy been done. The basic research has been accomp lished, a large co llec­
tion of covers has been assemb led, and the category of "Pa tent Cance ls" or "Patent and
Patent-Like C an cell ations" [whichev er term yo u prefer] has in fact been re stricted to
kill ers which cut, pierce, scrape or otherw ise deface the paper of the stamps to which these
devices are applied. One task rem ains-to compile all that has been learned into a compre­
hen sive book on thi s fasc inating subject.

In Chronicle 160 (pp. 243 -53 ), Graham ably and at length reviewed the history of
the efforts by Norton and his assig nees to co llec t com pensa tion fro m the Post Offi ce De­
partmen t for "use" of his invention. Some of the hum an interest, the personal opinions and
the emotiona l effec ts of the lon g-term disputes are included , but the article appears to im­
ply that the disputes and litigati ons ceased in 1881 with the decision against Norton et al.
in James liS. Campb ell whe n the United States Supreme Court overturned the "victory" for
Norton 's assignee s in the prior Circ uit Co urt case, Campbell vs. James. In fac t, efforts by
No rton, his assignees and their heir s to ga in compensation co ntinued for more than anoth­
er ce ntury- prima rily through petit ions to Co ngre ss for paym ent by mean s of a spec ia l
Ac t of Con gress-and such notable indi vidu als as Presid ent Fra nklin D. Roosevelt and
Rob ert F. Kenn ed y became players in the Norton saga. Th e major steps in the Norton story
fro m 1859-1982 are summarized in a chronologica l list (Appendix B).
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Van Koppersmith , Fr ank Mandel , William K. McD ani el , Gordon McH enry, Lowell S.
Newm an and Rob ert J . Payne. Their considerable co ntributions to my kno wledge of patent
de vices are grate fully acknowledged .
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APPENDIX A

PARTIAL LIST OF PATENTS GRANTED TO OTHER INDIVIDUALS-1857-1871

No. 18249 - 22 Septembe r 1857, to T. 1. W. Robertson.
A single handstamp: designed to produce a double circle postmark with rotatable
wheels for setting the month and day at the cen ter; no year date was indica ted.

No. 23307 - 22 March 1859, to Ezra Miller, of Janesville, Wisco nsin.
A double postmarking device: designed with a handle, resembling a ham mer,
with a townmark on one face and an oblitera tor on the other.

No. 38222 - 2 1 April 1863, to Samuel Ward Francis, of New York, New York.
A single obliterator: with a spring-operated rotating scarifier.

No. 40430 - 27 October 1863, to William Raynor, of Brook lyn, New York.
A single obli terator: mounted in a stationary frame , with male and female dies
producing an embossed circular postmark with two lateral punches penetrating
the paper of the stamp.

No. 45708 - 3 January 1865, to John W. Foster, of Washing ton, District of Columbia.
A single obliterato r: a circular postmark with an integra l annular cutter at center.

No. 50058 - 19 September 1865, to Charles S. Wells, of Chicopee, Massach usetts.
A single obliterator: with an improved spring-operated, rotating, circular cutter.

No. 892 13 - 20 April 1869, to J. C. Gaston, of Cincinnati, Ohio.
A single obliterator : with a perforating blade and an adjus table ring to regu late
the depth of the cut or perforations.

No. 133435 - 26 November 1872, to John Goldsborough, of Philadelphia, Pennsylva­
nia.
A single obliterator: with vertical "rasp-like" serrated wheels placed such that
they rotate and tear the stamp when the handle is depressed .

No. 165308 - 6 July 1875, to David M. Cooper, of Georgetown, District of Columbia .
A single obliterator: with an improvemen t in the tubular encasement of the rotat­
ing scarifier designed to prevent it from cutting into the letter and to protect the
hand of the operator.

No. 175914 - I I April 1876, to William H. Bowyer, of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, as­
signor to John J. Ridgway, Jr.
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A cancelling machine : with a treadle-activated revolvin g grinding-roller in con­
nection to a spring-board with a rubber feed-roller placed below the grinder.

No. 176075 - II April 1876, to Joseph J. Scholfield, of Salt Lake City, Utah Territory.
A duple x handstamp: with a series of sharp pins arranged in concentric circles
designed to scratch and cut the postage stamp upon contact.

No. 189000 - 27 March 1877, to John L. Wickers, of Chicago, Illinois.
A single handstamp: with a row of three circular cutters arranged between two
linear canceling pads which are inked to obliterate the stamp.

No. 189009 - 3 April 1877, to George F. Almy, of Delphos, Ohio, assignor of one-half
of his rights to H. M. Clark, of Toledo, Ohio.
An obliterator/handstamp device to which a postmark can be attached: with the
scarifer wheels or discs set into what is termed a "scarifer-regulator" which can
be adjusted for depth of penetrati on when rolled or oscillated aga inst the
stamp(s).

No. 194884 - 4 September 1877, to George F. Almy, of Delphos, Ohio, assignor to
himself and H. M. Clark of Toledo, Ohio.
An obliterator/handstamp device to which a postmark can be attached : with an L­
shaped swinging arm bearing cutter teeth operating from a shifting fulcrum and
activated by a sliding plunger to cancel the stamp(s).

No. 195552 - 25 September 1877, to Walter D. Wesson, of Providence, Rhode Island.
An inked obliterator/handstamp which mutilates the stamp by tearing out a por­
tion so "that it cannot be restored."

No. 196638 - 30 October 1877, to Anthony Daul, of Newark, New Jersey.
A duple x handstamp : with a central post in the obliterator designed to cause "ra­
dial ribs" [blades?] to rotate upon contact and tear or mutilate the stamp.

APPENDIX B

MARCUS P. NORTON AND HIS DUPLEX HANDSTAMPS

1857- 22 Sept

I859-Jan-Feb

1859-22 Mar

1859 -Mar-Apr

1859- 3 May
1859-4 May

1859-1-10 June

1859 - August

I859-c. August

I859-PL&R

1860 -23 July

T. J. W. Robert son obtains Patent No. 18249 for a handstamp/po stmarking device
with rotatable type cylinders to set month and day.
M. P. Norton invents and produces new type of handstamp for Troy, NY [his
hometown], a duplex device with "blotter" [obliterator] attached to side of town­
mark and with rotatable date cylinders for setting month, day, and year in town
circle.
Ezra Miller , Janesville, Wisconsin, is granted Patent No. 23307 for a so-called
hammer stamp with townmark on one end and obliterator on other end of ham­
mer.
Norton 's handstamp used on 3,000 letters at Troy, N.Y., post office (as stated in
his letter to First Ass't PMG, II April 1859).
Marcus P. Norton files his patent application with U.S. Patent Office.
Horatio King, First Ass't PMG, authorizes experimental use of Norton' s hand­
stamped marking for three months (4 May until 4 August 1859).
Model handstamp sent to U.S. Patent Office ; model received by USPO on 14
June 1859.
Patent No. 25036 issued to Marcus P. Norton by U.S. Patent Office; claim for ro­
tatable type cylinders not granted .
Frederi ck G. Ransford, shoe manufacturer and realtor, Troy, N.Y., buys rights to
Patent No. 25036 from Marcus P. Norton, an attorney in Ransford 's real estate
office.
Section 397 , 1859 PL&R, reads "The use of the office dating or postmarking
stamp as a cancelling instrument is prohibited, unless it be used with black pr int­
ers ' ink and in such a manner as thoroughly to effect the objec t." [Bond, p. 60]
PMG Joseph Holt issues supplementary regulation which repeals above clause of
Sec. 397 and prohibits use of town or rate marks to cancel (obliterate) stamps,
stating that "a distinct canceller must be used".
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1860-8 Aug

1860-10 Aug

1860-21 Aug

I861-mid-Jan

1862-14 Jan
I862-mid-Oct

1862-16 Dec
1863-3 Jan

I863-March

I863-April

1863-14 April

1863-

1864-9 Dec

1865- 20/27 Jan

I865-late

1866- 24 July

1867-

1867-

I868-Dec

1870-14 July
1870-

1870-

1871-25 Feb

Gen. John A. Dix, NYC PM, orders his die maker to fashion a duple x handstamp
device by attaching a die with grid pattern to side of town circle on their regular
handstamp then in use; informs First Ass't PMG of this in letter of this date.
Acting First Ass't PMG St. John B. L. Skinner advises Gen . Dix that concept of
a duplex cancel er had been patented by Norton and that NYPO duplex hand ­
stamp device apparently infringed on Norton 's patent.
Norton meets with Gen. Dix, agrees to allow NYPO to continue using their du­
plex cancelers until Ass't PMG can approve purchase of ten of Norton 's hand­
stamps. [At this time, Norton has his Troy CDS with him.]
Norton-manufactured handstamps introduced in dome stic division of NYPO. Not
all clerks have them; short trial period for these experimental hand stamps ends in
late March (recorded usage: 17 January to 28 March 1861).
Improved Patent No. 34184 granted to Norton.
Production of experimental duplex handstamps equipped with sharp cutti ng
blades or obliterators with needle-type punches, designed to physically damage
paper of postage stamps without injury to envelope. Used on trial basis for three
months at NYPO. (Believed that these tests were made with assistance and coop­
eration of Norton, who had patents pending with similar feature s.)
Improved Patent No. 37 175 awarded to Norton.
Abram Wakeman, NYC PM, reports that experimental usage of Norton's cutters
in combination handstamps was unsuccessful and recommends use of corks
alone as "thorough and less likely to damage envelope and contents."
PO.Dept. officially adopts duplex handstamp as standard; begin s awardin g con­
tracts to die makers and manufacturers to produce duple x handstamps for use by
postmasters.
Four-year contract was awarded to Fairbanks & Co., NYC , to manufacture 5,200
hand stamp s at $6.00 each; work subcontracted to Edmund Hoole (until late
1865).
Further improved Patent No. 38175 awarded to Norton. Re-i ssued 23 Augu st
1864; again re-issued 3 August 1869.
PMG Dennison urges that payment be made to patent owners and urges the own­
er to allow continued use of the duplex hand stamps.
Messrs. Shavor and Corse, assignees of Marcus P. Norton , formall y request com­
pensation from U.S. government for use of Norton 's handstamp invention .
H.R. Exec. Doc. No. 27 publi shed: review s and documents Shavor and Corse
claims.
Benjamin Chambers, Jr., Washington, D.C., takes over subcontract to manufac­
ture handstamps.
Report from Committee on Post Office and Post Roads, 39th Congress, citing a
claim for $ 125,000 from the patentees.
Edmund Hoole , 167 William St., NYC, testifies that he [as subcontractor] made
the first Norton type handstamps for Troy in 1859 and for NYC in 1860 [Bond,
p.61; Graham, Chronicle 126, p. 110, and Chronicle 156, p. 264] . (It is known
that Hoole was involved in manufacture of NYC hand stamp s between approxi­
mately 1838 and 1865.)
PMG Randall calls for immediate and complete payment to owners of the
patents.
Shaver vs. U.S. Government. Gov't claims that it had no contract and states that
Ransford and Shaver heirs therefore should redirect their cla im against manufac­
turers. Recover y of $250,000 sought.
41st Congress of United States approves the use of the handstamps.
Norton files elaborate application for compensation from POD for use of his in­
vention.
Additional disputes arise regarding title to patent rights. Norton has 7 assignees
at this time.
Value of U.S. Government savings in manpower is assessed: amount of $500,000
for immediate payment considered very nominal.
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1871-

1872-1 5 May

1879----4 Aug

1880­
l88l -January

1882- 26 May
1887-1 August
1890-
1894-

1905-

1906- 23 Feb

1911- Nov

1915-

1921-
I 929-0ct

1929-

1940-

1945-

1962-

1965-

I976- August

1981-5 Oct

1981-15 Dec

1982-27 Jan

Deci sion rendered by Circuit Count, Northern District of New York , Judges Wall
and Nelson presiding: in favor of the Letter Patent dated August 23, 1863, recog­
nizing Marcu s P. Norton as first inventor of that patent.
Committee on Post Office and Post Roads, 42d Congress , recommends referral
of matt er to U.S. Court of Claims.
Christopher C. Campbell [assignee] \'s. Thomas L. James [NYC PM], Case
236 1, Circuit Court, Southern District of New York [or, Vermont (?), see Gra­
ham]; decides against James. At issue, the infringement of patents of 1869 and
the ass ignees; a long and tiring legal disputation; several such disputes contin­
ued .
Secombe vs. Campbell.
James vs. Campbell, U.S. Supreme Court reverses previous decision of Circuit
Court.
Campbell vs. Ward.
Frederi ck Ransford dies in his 73rd year.
Marcus P. Norton dies.
PMG Bissell asks that assig nees be paid. Mrs. Frederick G. Ransford declines
$50,000. (So mew hat later, report ed that Charity Ann Ban sford was offered
$250,000; this may have been from a private source offering to buy her " rights"
to letters patent .)
Char ity Ann Ransford is offered $2,200,000 [dies before she has chance to re­
spond] .
Charity Ann Ransford dies at II : 10 a.m. in her 93rd year, at 5 11 Grand Street,
Troy, N.Y.
Charles Lewis retained to represent rightful heirs of Charity Ann Ransford; all
parties agree to their apportioned shares , as represented in document retainin g
the attorney.
Senator Robert Wagner and George C. Lewis. attorney, met with Senate Postal
Committee.
Ransford heir s press non-payment of claim; informed Act of Congress required.
Charity Ann Ransford heirs agree to appoint Manu facturer 's National Bank of
Troy [now Marine Mid land Bank] as administrator of estate.
G. Branald Mosley (1878-1946), Boston attorney, selected to handle the case for
the family. After a hard and bitter battle, on 10 January 1935, House passes bill
and forwards to Senate. Afte r five terms in Post Offices and Post Roads Commit­
tee ... [see 1940]
the Bill (S755) comes out of Committee and is in "stack" to be voted on when
Mr. Lawrence Cook, Troy, N.¥. , receives letter from President Franklin D. Roo­
sevelt asking that the claim be set aside in response to War Effort .
War ends ; the one surviv ing sister and one brother for several reaso ns unable to
pursue their claim.
Senator Robert F. Kennedy reviews case and states "an atrocity had been com­
mitted agai nst this family by the United States Gove rnment's failure to pay this
rightful claim ."
A widow, a granddaughter and a grandson of original heirs meet with an attorney
to review the history of case in a revived attempt to pursue the matter.
Bansford-Roberts-Cook Family Reunion held in Valley Falls, NY; Attorney C.
Fred Schwarz, Troy, N.¥. , retained as fami ly attorney to pursue matter for the
[now 66] legal heirs.
Samuel J. Dinkel , Jr., Mansfield, Ohio [whose wife is the daughter of Lawrence
Coo k], writes to Ohio Senator Howard M. Metzenbaum reque sting ass istance.
Senator Metzenbaum makes inquiry to U.S. Postal Service asking why legisla­
tion is needed to resolve claims.
USPS replie s that they believe Congress ional action necessary. 0
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CONSIGN YOUR STAMPS TO CHRISTIE'S

United States: 1847 10c Black, unused block of six
From the R yohei Ishikawa Collection
Pre-sale estimate: $350,000-400,000.

Sold at Chr istie's New York, September 1993, for $464 ,500.

Christie's holds regular stamp auctions in New York,
London, ZUrich, Hong Kong, Singapore and Melbourne.

For further information on buying or selling stamps at
Christie's, please contact Colin Fraser and

Brian Bleckwenn in New York or David Parsons
and Jeffrey Schneider in London.

For catalogues of previous or upcoming auctions,
please telephone 800 395 6300 in the United States or

071 3892677 in London.

502 Park Avenue
New York, NY 10022
Tel: (212) 546 1087
Fax: (212) 750 1602

CHRISTIE'S
ROBSON LOWE

8 King Street, St.James's
London SW1 Y 6QT
Tel: (071) 839 9060
Fax: (071) 389 2688
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SPECIAL PRINTINGS 1875-84
THE SPECIAL PRINTINGS OF THE 2¢, 3¢ AND 4¢
1874 NEWSPAPER AND PERIODICAL STAMPS

WILLIAM E. MOOZ

Thi s is another in a series of articles which deal with the special printing program
begun in 1875 and terminated in 1884. The purp ose of these articles is to bring together
data from seve ral sources in a way that builds a story about these elusive stam ps, and that
determ ines how man y of the stamps there were, who printed them , when the printings
were made , and how the printings differ from each other.

Thi s article focu ses on the special printin g of the 2¢, 3¢ and 4¢ Newspaper and Peri ­
odical stamps of 1874, 1commonly known as the 1875 issue . These stamps were printed
and availabl e to the publi c at the same time as the regular issue was in use, although the
postal regulations in force at the time did not allow the legal ownership of Newspaper and
Periodical stamps .' Whether this fact was taken into account or not , we cannot say. How­
ever, while most of the stamps in this program had an initial printin g of 10,000 , only 5,000
of eac h of the stamps covered in this article were initially printed.

Quantity
5,000

10,000
5,000
5,000

25,000

Contractor
Continental Bank Note Company
Continental Bank Note Company
American Bank Note Comp any
American Bank Note Company

Total

The 2¢ Stamp
The first printing of the 2¢ stamp was followed by a second, third and fourth print ing

as the orders for the stamp exceeded what was available from the previous printings. The
records are avail able to us from the Bill Books, which show the followin g payments for
the printings:

Date
6/30/75
12/31/75
4/30/83
5/31/84

These records are illustrated in Figures 1 through 4.
The total number of 2¢ stamps sold durin g the program may now be calculated by

subtracting the remainders from the 25,000 stamps purchased . Luff records that 5,4 86
stamps were unsold and destroyed on July 23, 1884,3 which means that a total of 19,514
stamps were sold during the life of the program . Luff also ident ifies the four printings list­
ed above, and calculates the same number of stamps sold.

The sales of these stamps may be examined for the period from May 1879 to July
1882 by using the Press Copies of the Invoices: These records yield the data shown in

'Note that I have designat ed these stamps as the issue of 1874, as they are referred to in the
Press Copies of the Invoi ces by the clerks of the 3rd Assistant Post Master General 's office. Luff
note s that these stamps were sent out to the postmasters on December II , 1874, so they must have
been printed in 1874 . The issue is popul arly referred to by Luff, Scott, and the general stamp col­
lect ing community as the issue of 1875, and I shall conform to this convention .

-Interested readers are referred to " 1894 Newspaper Stamps Are Unlisted !," The American
Philatelist, Vol. 103, No.8 (August 1989), which describes this peculi ar situation and its resolution
by the cou rts.

' John Luff, The Postage Stamps of the United States, Scott Stamp & Coin Co., Ltd. , 1902, p.
36 1.

"Records of the Post Office Department, Record Group 28, Press Copies of Invoices, 1879,
GSA , National Archi ves and Records Service, Washington, D. C.
194 Chron icle 163 / August 1994 / Vol. 46, No.3



1 .;,.. .
_.. ._-- ._-

-~. ' . ~

I------------.-------r-------,r------.~-,

~.

~q. ~(j

u .. ~s
U ', Col.~-

s-~ . ~\1

't~ .~r

~ .._ ~, ~~ ,

Figure 1. Bill Book record of June 30, 1875, for 2C through 4C N&P Special Printing
stamps delivered April-June 1875.
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Figure 2. Bi ll Book reco rd of December 31, 1875, for [2C and 3Cl N&P Special Printing
stamps delivered October-December 1875.
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Figure 3. Bill Book record of Apri l 30, 1883, for 5,000 2C N&P Special Printing stamps de­
livered by American Bank Note Company during April 1883.
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Figure 4. Bill Book record of May 31, 1884, for 2C and 4C N&P Special Printing sta mps de­
livered by American Bank Note Company during May 1884.

Tab le I. where the sa les of si ngle copies of the stamp are illus tra ted in cumulative fashion.
T he sa les in this three year period total 4. 151 co pies . Th e data shown in Tab le are plotted
in Figure 5; sales averaged about 1,380 copies per year durin g the period.

A better idea of the pace of the sales may be had by combining the informat ion in
Tab le I and Figure 5 with the purchase dat a shown above. To do this. we make the as­
sumption tha t the order for additiona l stamps was not placed unt il it was fairly clear that
the exi st ing supply wo uld soon be depl eted. This woul d impl y that approximately 4.000 of
the first 5,000 stamps might have been sold by December 1875 (date of paym ent for the
second printing order), and tha t 14,000 stamps had bee n sold by April 1883. A review of
Table I shows tha t 3,890 stamps had been sold be tween May 1879 and Apri l 1883, which
would imply that about 10,000 stamps had bee n sold prior to May 1879.

Taking thi s assump tion as va lid , we add 10 ,000 stamps to the tot al sa les data in
Tab le I and Fig ure 5. Doi ng so sugges ts that abo ut 18,000 stamps had then been sold by
May 1884, and this is the da te at which the next shipment of 5,000 stamps was rece ived.
This helps to verify the or igina l assum ption that perhaps abo ut 10,000 stamps were so ld
prior to the detailed records in the Press Co pies . Th e co mbined data are plotted in Fig. 6.

Th e sales pattern shown in Fig. 6 echoes what we have seen in the sa les pattern of
the 1865 5¢ Newspaper and Period ical reprint and the 1869 I¢ reissue, in that there was a
spurt of sa les toward s the end of the program. This suggests that the end had been an­
nounced , and that dealer s were qui ck to stock up on stamps that would soon be unavail­
ab le to them fro m this source .

The printings are re lative ly easy to recogn ize and separate. The first pri nting is the
distincti ve gray black co lor, and is on hard white paper (Figure 7). It is catalog ued as Sco tt
PR33. Th e second print ing is on the horizont all y ribbed paper used by the Co ntinenta l
Ban k Note Co mpany, which is the easiest way to recogni ze it (Figure 8) . It is also cata­
logued as Scott PR 33, horizo nta lly ribbe d paper. The third printing, by the America n Ban k
No te Co mpany, is on the ir soft paper, and the co lor is intense black (Figure 9). It app ears
in the cat alogue as Sc ott PR 80. It see ms unlikely that any of the fourth printi ng was ever
sold . This last pri nting wa s of 5,000 stamps, and 5,4 86 stamps were destro yed . Th ese
probably incl uded the entire fourth printing.

Scott errs by not pro viding a separate catalogue iden tification for the second pri nt­
ing, and by inclu ding it with the first printing. The second printi ng wa s presumably deli v­
ered in January 1876, and it should be so identified . Finally, Sco tt list s the number of
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Sales of Special printinQs of the 1874 Newspaper and Periodical Stamps
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Fig. 5 - Sales of 2¢ Newspaper and Periodical Stamp
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Fig. 6 - Total Sales of 2¢ N&P Stamp
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PR3 3 sold as 19,514 (which "may include the 1883 Re-issue"); as we have seen, the cor­
rect total number fo r the three printings is 19,514. Correct catalogue listings should be as
follows , using a numbering scheme which is not disruptive to the present numbers:

1875 SPECIAL PRINTING OF 1875 ISSUE
Produ ced by the Continental Bank Note Company

Perf. 12
Hard white paper, without gum

PRJJ N4 2¢ gray black (5,000)
198 Chronicle 163 I August 1994 I Vol. 46 . No.3



Figure 8. 1875 Special Printing, 2C N&P, sec­
ond printing, gray black, horizontally ribbed
paper.

Figure 7. 1875 Special Printing, 2C N&P, first
printing, gray black on hard white paper.

Figure 9. 1875 Special Printing, 2C N&P, third print­
ing, intense black on soft porous paper.
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1875 SPECIAL PRINTING OF 1875 ISS UE
Produced by the Cont inent al Bank Note Co mpany

Perf. 12
Horizon tally ribbed paper, without gum

PR33a 4 2C gray black (10,000)

1883 SPECIAL PRI NTI G OF 1875 ISSUE
Produced by the American Bank Note Compan y

Perf. 12
Soft porous paper, wi thout gum

PR80 N4 2¢ inten se black (4,514)

It is interesting to examine the catalogue values of these three stamps in co mpariso n
to the number of them which were sold. Both the first and second printings are catalog ued
at $ 100,5yet there were twice as man y of the ribbed paper second printing so ld as the hard
paper first printing. T he third prin ting catalog ues $225," ye t there were 4,5 14 co pies so ld,
or j ust about 10% fewer than the first pri nting . One would ordinarily expe ct that the cata­
logu e values would be in inverse pro portion to the number of stamps sold, if all othe r
thin gs we re equal. Ho wever, in this cas e, the values presumably reflec t the desirabili ty of
the stamps in the eyes of co llectors. If true, collec tors clearly value the intense black third
printing on soft paper far more high ly than ei ther the first or second printings.

The 3¢ Stamp
Figures I and 2 also show the payments for the two deliveri es of the 3¢ stamp: 5,000

in July 1875 . and 10.000 in Decem ber 1875 , for a total of 15,000 stamps . Lu ff reports that
8.048 stamps we re destroyed.' which indicates that 6.952 stamps were so ld. Of these. we
can say that 5,000 were fro m the first printing on hard white paper, and 1,952 were on the
horizon tall y ribbed paper used by Continental for the second printin g of these stamps.

The sales of these stamps may be exa mined for the per iod from May 1879 to Jul y
1882 by usin g the Press Copies of the Invoices.' These records yield the data shown in
Table I , where the sales of single copies of the stamp are illustra ted in cumulat ive fash ion .
Th e sales in this three year peri od tota l 1,376 copies. The data shown in Table I are plot­
ted in Figure 10; sales averaged about 450 copies per year during the per iod . Most of these
were sold to stamp dealers.

It is somewhat more d ifficult to synthesize the sales pattern of the 3¢ stamp, becau se
the seco nd printing was made at a time prior to the date at which we ca n use the data from
the Press Copies . Howev er, again making the ass umption that the second printing was
made to forestall exhaus ting the supply of stamps on hand, and assumin g tha t about 5,000
stamps had been so ld in total by May 1879, we can develop the chart shown in Figure I I
to illustrate the pattern of sa les.

Identificati on of these two stamps is simple . The first printin g is on hard white paper
(Figure 12), and the second printing is on horizontally ribbed paper (Figure 13). Scott does
not provide a ca talog number di fferent iation between the two printings, which both appear
und er PR34. Th e hard paper variety is listed with a value of $ 105, and the ribbed paper va­
riety is listed at $ 115.9 Th is diffe rence reflects the fact that the second printing is sca rce r

5SCO(( 1994 Special ized Catalogue of United States Stamps. Scott Publishing Co mpany. p.
207.

"lbid.
"Luff, p. 361
' Records of the Post Office Depa rtment, op. cit.
"Scott. loc. cit.
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Fig. 10 • Sales of 3¢ N&P Stamp
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Fig. 11 - Total Sales of 3¢ N&P Stamp
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than the first, but the difference is not what one might expect from the difference in the
number sold. For every five sold of the first printing stamps, there were less than two of
the seco nd printing. Another way of looking at it is that the second printing is more than
twice as scarce as the first.

The Scott catalogue listing of these two stamps should be more explicit in separating
them and in listing the number of stamps sold. A suggested listing is as follows :

1875 SPECIAL PRINTING OF 1875 ISSUE
Produced by the Continental Bank Note Company

Perf. 12
Hard white paper, without gum

PR34 N4 3¢ gray black (5,000)
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202
Figure 12. 1875 Special Printing, 3C N&P,
first printing, hard white paper.

Figure 13. 1875 Special Printing, 3C N&P,
second printing, horizontally ribbed paper.
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1875 SPECIAL PRINTING OF 1875 ISSUE
Produced by the Continental Bank Note Company

Perf. 12
Horizontally ribbed paper, without gum

PR34a N4 3¢ gray black (1,952)

•­•

Figure 14. 1875 Special Printing, 4C N&P,
first printing, hard white paper.

The4¢ Stamp
There were two printings of the 4¢ stamp, with payments made on 7/2 1/75 and

5/31/84. Each printing was of 5,000 stamps. Figure I shows the record of the payment for
the initial order of 5,000 stamps, and Figure 4 shows the record of the second 5,000
stamps. The first printing was printed on the hard white paper of the Continental Bank
Note Company; stamps are the gray black characteristic of this print ing (Figure 14). The
second printing was by the American Bank Note Company, presumably on their soft pa­
per. Luff reporte d that there were 5,549 10 of these stamps destroyed at the end of the pro­
gram, and this leads to the conclusion that a total of 4,45 1 stamps were sold. We assume
that all 5,000 stamps from the American Bank Note printing were destroyed. Sales during

IlILuff, p. 361.
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Fig. 15 - Sales of 4¢ N&P Stamp
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Fig. 16 - Total Sales of 4¢ N&P Stamp
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the period covered by the Press Copie s of the Invoices are shown in Table I , and these are
plotted in Figure IS. Since we know that the total number sold was 4,451, we can synthe­
size the sales ove r the entire program as shown in Figure 16. Th is has been done by simply
"eyeballing" the known sales into a reasonable sales pattern .

There is the very interesting point that there were only 549 of these 4¢ stamps re­
mainin g on July 16, 1884. Replacement stamps had been ordered, and these were paid for
only two months earlier, on May 3 1, 1884. The order for replacement stock appears to
have been made when the numb er of stamps on hand was down to about 1,000 . This ex­
ampl e of the 4¢ New spaper and Periodical stamp lends validity to this general assumption,
and suggests that, at least on occasion, supplies on hand may have been even lower than
1,000 by the time orders were placed. D
204 Chronicl e 163 I August 1994 I Vol. 46. No.3



We offer ...

and provide . . .

and buy •..

• U.S.. BNA & CSA Philatelic Literature
• Books, Auction Catalogs & Periodicals
• Out-of-print our specialty
• Over 900 titles in stock

• Same day order fulfillment
• Want lists searched and filled
• 100% satisfaction guaranteed

• Immediate cash payment for complete
libraries. individual titles or remainders

JAMES E. LEE
P .O. DRAWER 250 . DEPT. 81

WHEELING, IL 60090·0250
(708)215-1231 FAX (708)215-7253
Gold PhiLITex 92
Gold and Reserve Grand, Oropex '91

NORTH ATLANTIC
MAIL SAILINGS

1840-75
by Walter Hubbard

and Richard F. Winter

Detailed information on con­
tract mail sailings in 31 chap­
ters. Listings and illustrations
of New York exchange office
markings. Five appendices.
Hardbound; 430 pages; over 250
illustrations in text.

$39.50 postpaid; please add $2 for foreign address.
Order: us.nc.s., P.O. Box 445, Wheeling, IL 60090
Chro nicle 163 I Aug ust 1994 I Vol. 46, No.3 205



THE FOREIGN MAIL
RICHARD F. WINTER, Editor
"BY WEST INDIA STEAM PACKET"
COLINTABEART

An account of the Royal Mai l Stea m Packet Company's Branch Line from Havana
to Halifax, Nova Scotia, via Nassau, Savannah, Charleston, and New York in 1842 .

Introduction
The Royal Mail Steam Packet Compa ny, under co ntrac t to the Br itish Ad miralty,

opened its service from Falmo uth to the Caribbean and Cent ral America in January 1842.
The initial , very co mplex , sched ule of routes and branches included a branch line between
Havana and Halifax, with calls at Nassau, Savannah, Charles ton and New York in each di­
rec tion. A fin e study of this bra nch line by Morris Ludington ' appeared in 1985, dis­
cuss ing the route, ships, dates and various politi cal difficulties for the four round-trip voy­
ages then known. So , the present reader may wonder, why this update? Further material
has been discovered recently, both in U.S. and U.K. archives, shedding new light on An­
glo-American postal relations, together with informa tion on a fifth voyage north ward hith­
erto unrecorded , which was deemed sufficient to warrant a revised treatment. For reason­
able co mpleteness some of Ludington's original work will have to be repeated: his kind­
ness in supplying copies of his work and in commenting on the first draft of this present
offering is much appreciated.

From accounts re ndered by the British packet agent at New York, ' postage of
£87 .3.4d was co llec ted for the four full voyages leaving that port. Letters to the U.K. or
British possessions were to be sent unpaid, so postage was co llected by the British packet
age nts in the U.S. only on letters to destinations deemed "foreign" by the British Post Of­
fice , at 1/- per 'h-ounce letter, or 2/- for the west coast of Sou th America via Panama.' As
a broad approximation, assuming that every foreign letter was a sing le, £87 .3.4d repre­
sents abo ut 1,740 letters to foreign places. Adding the unknown num ber to British destina­
tions, it would seem that somet hing between two and three thousand letters were probably

'Morris H. Ludington, "The Royal Mail Steam Packet Service Between Havana and Halifax,
1842, the North America Route," The Philatelist - PJ .G.B., September-October 1985, pp. 216-21.

'U.K. Post Office Archives, Post 29/31 Pkt 615T/1843.
3U.K. Treasury Warrant dated 31 August 1841, effective 11 October 1841, and quoted in the

Instructions sent to Packet Agents, Post 29/29 Pkt 441S/184 I. This was a British packet rate only;
additional charges were almost certainly raised by foreign post offices concerned on arrival.
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despatched from New York by this route. As of 1993, very few letters out of New York
have been seen, and only one into that port. Perhaps this article will flush a few more
out-the author would be delighted to see photocopies. Letters to, and from, the other two
ports were, presumably, even fewer: none have been seen.

Setting up the Service
James MacQueen, founder of the Royal Mail Steam Packet Company, submitted

printed proposals in 1839,4which included a map showing the branch line to North Ameri­
ca and the following table:

Distance Days

Havannah to New York by Savannah & Charleston
New York to Halifax
Halifax to Havannah by New York &c , and Matanzas

Stoppages at New York and Halifax

Total

1200
520

1720

3440

6
3
9

10

28

The proposals provided that:

These steamers, twice each month, will be so regulated that they will reach Ha­
vannah from New York before the outward steamer arrives from Jamaica, and will
leave Havannah for New York&c immediately after her arrival. The stoppages either at
Halifax or New York may be as above stated; because if the steamers perform the work
from the Havannah to the Havannah again within 30 days, they will always meet the ar­
rival at and departure from the Havannah, of the packets with the mails to and from Eu­
rope and the Colonies, and South America. They can take their coals for the voyage at
Halifax.

The complexity of the full scheme may be judged from the sketch map in Figure I,
which shows the approved scheme as it opened.

On 20 March 1840, the Admiralty wrote to the Royal Mail Steam Packet Company
approving, amongst other things, the branch line to New York and Halifax.' It seems al­
most inconceivable therefore that 21 months later, and less than a month before the service
was due to commence, the question of who would act as packet agents had still to be re­
solved, as the following extracts from a minute from the Foreign Office dated 22 Decem­
ber 18416 show:

Memorandum on the Details of the Plan for Levying Postage at Foreign Ports,
under the Contract with the Royal Mail Steam Packet Co

The subject first discussed having been the places at which mails are to be deliv­
ered under the contract with the Royal Mail Steam Packet Company, we have taken
these places in the order mentioned in the Schedule enclosed in the letter from the Post
Office to the Foreign Office, dated 16 Oct 1841.

I st Havana. It being admitted on the part of the Post Office that Havana will be a
central point from whence various mails will have to be despatched, and that a consid­
erable duty will thus devolve on the individual who may act as packet agent, it was
stated on the part of the Foreign Office that the appointment of Her Majesty's Consul to
act in that capacity would be attended with great inconvenience, and might be injurious
to the Post Office service.... At the same time, doubts have arisen whether the Havana
authorities will allow of such a special Appointment, and, indeed, whether

4U.K. Post Office Archives, Post 29/29 Pkt 441S/1841.
"Ibid.
-n u.
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those Author ities will allow the British Post Office age nt to act for the British Post Of­
fice in the manner which is deemed requisite. It was agreed therefore, that as the Post
Office is about to send a surveyor to the West Indies, it wo uld be desirable that officer
should proceed without loss of time to the Havana in order to obvia te any difficult y that
may arise there; but that, in the mean time, Mr Turnbull, the present Consul, shall be
instructed to act temporarily as Packet Agent.

15th New Orleans. The Packet Agency at this port is at the present moment at­
tended with some inconvenience. The Brit ish Consul, Mr John Crawford, has been offi­
cially represented by Her Majesty's Minister at Washington, to be " incorrigibly negli­
gent of his duties" , and, under the circumstances, he can scarcely be considered a fit
person to undertake the peculiar duties of Packet Age nt. In other respects there is no
objec tion to the Consul acting in that capacity, and it is submitted that a competent per­
son should be appointed Consul and Packet Agent at New Orleans.

18, 19, 20, 2 1. Vera Cru z, New York, Sav annah, Cha rleston, Agreed that Mr
Francis Giffa, Mr James Buchanan, Mr Edmund Molyneux, and Mr William Ogilby,
Her Majesty's Consuls at the above places be appointed Packet Age nts,

The remaining subjects for discussion being the Instructions to be given by the
Foreign Office and Post Office respectively to the Brit ish agents abroad, drafts of these
instructions have been prepared and are herewith submitted for approval.

Signed James Murray, Willm W Page,

Note the reservations about acceptance of the arra nge ments by the Ha vana auth ori­
ties, However, no one saw fit to state reservations at the way the United States might re­
spond to such an invasion of its home waters, There may have been diplomatic exc hanges
between the two Governments, but I have not discovered any. Indeed, the tone and content
of James Buchan an 's letter to the U,S. Postmaster General on 14 February 1842, and the
reply (see later), sugges t that no prior diplomatic activity had occ urred. Incredible though
it may seem, it appears that the United Kingdom intend ed to establish a postal service
within the territorial waters of the United States without an exc hange of diplomatic notes
and , indeed, without prior notice of any kind ,

On 3 1 Decemb er 1841, the Fore ign Office advised the Postm aster General of the
content of instructions to British consuls, which were to be forwarded by the mail of the
next day:

To HM Consuls at: St Iago de Cuba, La Guayra, Puerto Ca be llo, Carthagena, Santa
Martha, Panama, New Orleans, Tampico, Vera Cruz, New York , Savannah, Charleston,
Marac aibo.

Sir,
I am direc ted by the Earl of Aberdeen' to acquaint you that the vessels of the

Royal Ma il Steam Packet Company will commence running with HM 's mails, fro m
this country on the Ist of January next, acco rding to the scheme (of which a copy is
herewith annexed) qualified by the Lords of the Admira lty (in a letter of which a copy
is also annexed) [letter of Dec 13 1841] . It has been dec ided by HM 's Govt, that at each
port at which mails are to be embarked and landed , those mail s shall, if possible, pass
through the hands of British agents, who are to act as agents of the General Post Office,
London. I am directed by Lord Aberdeen to desire that you will act as Packet Age nt at
" .."". and I enclose to you the accompanying printed Instruct ions from the Post Office
for your guidance in this matter. You will, as Packet Age nt, rece ive further directions
from the Secretary of the Post Office and Lord Aberdeen desires that you will corre ­
spond with that Officer in regard to the Packet Agency, and act in conformity with any
orders with which he may furnish you in your capac ity of Packet Age nt. You will be
careful not to interfere with any local Post Office Regulations, No such interfe rence is
co ntempla ted in the prop osed arrange ments whic h mu st , of co urse, be subject to

'George H. Gordon, 4th Earl of Aberdeen, U.K. Foreign Secretary from 1841 to 1846 and
subsequently Prime Minister.
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the Post Office regulations already exist ing at foreign places. All that HM's Gov t re­
quire is that the mai ls be del ivered by the Admiralty Agent in charge of such mails to
the British Post Office agent at the port of debarca tion; who will deal with such mai ls
acc ord ing to his instructions; and that no letters be put on boa rd the packets, exce pting
such as are delivered by the British Post Office agent at the port of embarcation, to the
Admira lty age nt on boa rd the mail packets: and that, where letters sen t from the port of
embarcation are des tined for foreig n intermedia te ports, that is for any foreign ports in­
cluded in the before mentioned scheme, the postage at the rate ordered in the Post Of­
fice instructions, is to be prepaid to the British Post Office agent before such letters can
be forwarded by him .

GPO Notice No. 49 of 1841 , publi shed in December, announced the new service to
the Briti sh public. Amo ngs t the details was the following stateme nt:

Th e S tea m Pac ke ts w il l a lso tou ch at NE W O RLEANS , SAVANNA H,
CHA RLESTON, NE W YORK, and HALI FAX, NOVA SCOTIA; but no Letters or
Newspapers will be forwarded from the United Kingdom for those places, unless spe­
cially addressed, "By West India Steam Packet" .

In Janu ary 1842, the U. K. Post Office sent five pages of printed instructions to the
various per sons authorized to act as packet age nts, most of whom were British Co nsuls for
the spec ific port s. These incl uded a declaration , to be signed by the Agent and any ser­
vants, and returned-those of the New York Co nsul and Packet Age nt, James Buchanan ,
his son Rob er t, and employee John McM anu s survive." The Instructi ons also required eac h
Age nt to coll ect postage on letters to foreign destin ations, but not on those to the U.K., or
to Briti sh possessions or co lonies, and required that the service be advertised. The New
York Commercial Advertiser of 28 January 1842 ran an article, presum ably at the behest
of Jam es Buchanan , the bu lk of which follows:

The es tablishment of British steam packets, embrac ing the West India, the Gulph
of Mexico, incl uding the places set forth in the followi ng list, is one of the most impor­
tant commercial movements of the prese nt day. The fac ilities which will thus be offered
will prove of infinite serv ice . There will be a steam packet twice a month from Havana
to Hali fax, ca lling and de livering letters at Sava nnah, Charleston, and New York; and
so arranged as to meet the Cunard Line from Boston to Halifax, and returning to Ha­
vana, will convey letter s to all ports of the West Indies, South America &c. By the
packet whic h has arrived, we understand Mr Buchanan, Her Majesty's Co nsul, has
been appoi nted Her Majesty's Packet Agent for New York. We further learn that an ar­
rangem ent will be made by Mr Buchanan that letters to any part of the world may be
forwarded from New York - a facil ity not at present afforded .

Th e follow ing list exhibits the places which the arra ngement embraces . The Roy­
al Mail Steam Post Office packets will, on no account, carry any merchandi se, but be
confined solely to letters, passengers, and bullion. [List of des tinations then follows ].

Letters for the Pacific will be liable to the rate of two shillings sterling per half
ounce.

* A mail for the Pacific will be made up at Jamaica and forwarded to Chagres,
from which place it will be sent on by the agent to Panama.

Letters for all parts of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick must be charged on the
Deputy Postm aster Genera l at Halifax; those for Canada and New foundland must be
sent to Halifax as "Forward on Halifax".

The co lumn co nclude d with a timetable showi ng a 30-day round trip from Havana
and back to that port.

' U.K. Post Office Arc hives, Post 29/3 1 Pkt 6 l5T/l843, op. cit.
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The New York Sun carried a similar piece the next day, whilst the New Orleans Bee
carried an advertise ment inserted by Mr. Crawford, the Briti sh Consul , announcing the
service , destinations and rates, which first appeared on 10 Febru ary 1842 and continued
each day for one month. The tone of all these pieces was approving, although it has to be
said that they were probably all inspired by the local consuls.

Relationships with the United States
Despite the favorabl e reception in the newspapers James Buchanan was clearly un­

easy. He first wrote to the U.S. Secretary of the Treasury, Walter Forward, but not receiv­
ing a definiti ve reply he then journeyed especially to Washington to discuss the situation
with the U.S. Postmaster General , Charles A. Wickliffe, whom he addresse d on 14 Febru­
ary 18429 as follows:

Mr Buchanan, Her Majesty's Consul at New York, in connex ion with his con­
sular duties, having been appointed Her Majesty' s packet agen t, upon the 15th day of
January last had the honour to address a letter to the Hon W Forwa rd, Secretary at
Washington, as to her Majesty's packets carrying passengers and letters from one port
in the United States to anothe r port therein , to whi ch Mr Secr etar y Forward was
pleased, upon the 9th February, instant , to reply, "there was no provision in the laws
forbidding the conveyance of passengers by such vesse l, strictly avoidin g the carriage
of merchandise;" and was pleased to add, "that portion of the inqu iry relating to con­
veyance of letters he had referred to the Postmaster General," who has not yet honored
Mr Buchanan with an answer.

Mr Buchanan is aware the laws of the United States prohibit the conveya nce of
letters where a post route is established; yet he is nevertheless desirous of having a
clear understandi ng as to the prevention of passengers carrying letters, although no
charge for doing so should be made by such passengers, as thereby the reven ue of the
United States Post Office would suffer; and, being aware Her Majesty's Governm ent
would not sanction any act which would infringe upon or interfere with the laws of the
United States, he deems it proper to come from New York, to wait upon the Postma ster
General, previous to the arriva l of the steam packets, so that the line of duty may be
clearly defined, and no ground be laid by any act of Her Majesty's agents conducting
the business in the ports of the United States.

Measures for Consideration

If at all allowab le, upon what terms may letters be con veyed on board those royal
mail packets, from one port in the United States to another?

As it is proposed Her Majesty's agents shall take pre-payment of all letters ad­
dressed to foreig n ports, in all parts of the world, query-Would it be considered any
infr ingement of the laws of the United States, that Her Maje sty's Consul, for instance,
at Philadelphia, should receive such letters and such pre-payment , and thereupon for­
ward same, by private conveyance, to Her Majesty's agent at New York, to be forward ­
ed to such foreig n ports, such consul or agent at Philadelphi a receiving two cents, or
any other sum for each, for such agency?

The like as to Her Majesty's postmasters in Canada forwarding letters for foreign
ports to the agent at New York. These queries are put, though, as to quantity, of little
importance; but an earne st desire not to infringe the laws leads Mr Buchanan to submit
the matter, and will feel honoured by offering personal ex planation, while he is anxious
to return immediately to New York.

9U.S. Congress, House of Representatives, Executive Document 161, 27th Congress, 2nd Ses­
sion, pp. 5-6.

(to be continued)
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THE COVER CORNER
SCOTT GALLAGHER, Editor
ANSWERS TO PROBLEM COVERS IN ISSUE 162

Figure I shows a small complete cover from Germany to the U.S . in 1857 with all
markings on the front. A thorough analy sis was received from Allan Radin , who writes:

The cover shown in Figure 4, p. 142 (Chronicle 162) is a transit letter in the
British open mail and as such had to be delivered to the British Post Office free of ac­
counting charges beyond Great Britain. This means the letter could not be sent either
fully prepaid or wholly unpaid.

Figure 1. Germany to U.S. cover, 1857, with numbers "1'/,," "19," "24" and "26(:."

The cover originated in Berlin and went into the Anglo-Prussian Closed Mail.
Th e red " P" in circ le indicates prepa yment of the postage to Great Brita in . The
manuscript markings at lower left are not " I'j;' but are " f" (for franco) , and show divi­
sion of the single rate postage of 7 silbergrosc hen (4 for the German-Austrian Postal
Union, 3'f, plus If, for Belgian transit, and 3 for British internal postage). It should be
noted that the marking "franco" indicates prepayment to the farthest point to which
prepayment could be made-not necessarily to ultimate destinati on.

From Great Britain the letter went into the U.S.-British Treaty Mail as wholl y
unpaid. The " 19" in black with "CENTS" in arc below the numeral is the customary
debit to the U.S. for 3¢ internal postage plus 16¢ sea postage. (See Hargest, History of
Letter Post Communication .. ., p. 29, Figure II ). The Briti sh debit for sea postage
shows conveyance by British packet. Hubbard and Winter 's virtually indispensable ref­
erence shows the Cunard liner Afri ca left Liverpool on 7 March and arrived at New
York 24 March 1857 , where the black "24" was affixe d-single rate British Treaty
Mail postage due.

I can do no better than guess the significance of the "26 " in pencil. There was
probably a 2¢ charge for delivery.
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It is intere sti ng to note that this lette r could have been sent in the (U .S.) Prussian
Closed Mai l, either fully prepai d to destination for 13 silbergrosche n (pract ically equ iv­
alent to 30 ¢) or who lly unpaid at the 30¢ rate. In this case, betwee n sender and ad­
dressee, a total of 7 silbergroschen, equivalent to 16.2¢ plus 24¢, was expe nded for
postage.

Afte r incepti on of the Prussian Closed Mail letters to or from places it serve d,
British open mail letters to such are not common. In addit ion to the reason obvious in
the precedi ng paragraph, letters in the PCM were faster becau se the necessity for open­
ing mail bags and marking letters was obviated.

Th e as tute rea der will notice that the British co llec ted the ir intern al postage
twice-once under the Anglo-Pru ssian Closed Mail Treaty and once under the U.S.­
British Postal Trea ty. Thi s was their usual practice. See Hargest, loco cit., p. 38, first
paragraph , left hand co lumn.

One responder, who will not be identifi ed yet, surmised that the "26" was the 26th
Infantry Regiment of New York. Thi s wild conjecture is being checked ; but I agree with
Allan Radin that it was 26¢ collec ted from the recipient.

Figure 2. Hamburg-Cadiz cover, July 1842, marked "5R" and "ESTADOS UNIDOS."

Figure 2 shows a folded letter to Spain in 1842. No news from the submitter, Anto­
nio Torre s. He's had a busy half- year, fishing with me in Puerto Rico as well as getting
married. An answer was received from Dr. Yamil Kouri of Boston, who writes:

"Malaga" on the uppe r left co rner is the name of the ship that carried the letter.
The hand stamp "ESTADOS UNIOOS" was applied at Cadiz in Southern Spain from
about 1838 to 1851 to letters from the U.S. However, in this case, the marking was un­
doubtedly applied by mistake. Durin g this period the post office at Cadiz handled an
enormous volume of mail and had over a dozen different hand stamp s to appl y to in­
coming mail. I have in my collection several other examples of incomin g and foreig n
mail markings that have clearly been used erro neously (even on domestic mail originat­
ing in Cadiz .)

With a transit time of twenty days it is impossible and illogical that this letter
could have gone fro m Hamburg to the U.S. and back to Cadiz. Five reales was the sin­
gle letter rate for letters from the U.S. and most of the Americas except Mexico.
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The letter, written in English, concerns a shipment of butter, and the sender was J.D.
Lauenburg, which sounds German. However, it has been sugges ted that this letter came
from Hambu rg, New York, near Buffalo, and not Hamburg, Germany, on the river Elbe.
The notion of shipping butter from Lake Erie to Spain seems remote. It is probable that the
clerk at Cadiz made a mistake, and the letter did not come from the U.S.
PROBLEM COVER FOR THIS ISSUE

Figure 3 shows our latest problem cover, sent from Mayaguez to Cabo Raja in 1899.
Both towns are on the coast of SW Puerto Rico. Apprec iative of Jaime Gough 's answer in
the last issue, and admiring of the development of his award-winning exhibit of postage
dues, we are using this cover. It bears three 2¢ U.S. postage due stamps overprinted "POR­
TO RICO" and pen canceled, and "6 cts" in red crayon. There is nothin g on the back. At
the bottom on the front is "I.B.M." in blue, the meaning of which is not known. If denot­
ing a previous owner, the initials are not familiar to any Puerto Rico collectors who have
seen this unusual cover. It is unusual due to the 6¢ rate, and if an explanatory answer is re­
ceived it will be a pleasant surprise. Very few covers are know n from this Spanish-Ameri­
can War period in Puerto Rico with a 6¢, or 3¢, rate.

Figure 3. 1899 Mayaguez-Cabo Raja, Puerto Rico, cover, 6¢ postage due.

Please send your answers and suggestions to the P.O. Box or FAX to (5 13) 563-6287
within two weeks of receiving your Chronicle .

As I' ve previously written, new problem items are needed. Send a copy first, and if
usable, photography can be arranged. 0
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It's Finally Here!
One of the most eagerly anticipated

books of the decade!

U.S. DOMESTIC POSTAL RATES,
1872-1993
By Henry W. Beecher

andAnthony S. Wawrukiewicz
The #1 "must have" book ever published for

the collector of United States covers and postal
history, this is the famous "Beecher Book" that's
been the talk of philatelists for years.And USS&PH
is publishing it in a Limited Edition inApril , 1994.

The first book in history to offer a total, com­
plete compilation of the U.S. domestic postal rates
which have been in effect throughout the U.S., its
territories, and possessions from June 8, 1872, to
the present. The concept ofthis book was the brain­
child of the late Henry W. Beecher, the hobby's re­
nowned authority on America's postal rates, and a
tribute to his memory.

This is one of the most essential reference books
ever released in philately...and the highest standards
of the printing arts will be used.

Tobepublished in a lavishly illustrated, 240-page
edition, U,S, Domestic Postal Rates, 1872-1993 will
contain deep background information on America's
mail rates, over 300 photos of unusual covers show­
ing the various rates, and dozens ofeasy-to-read rate
tables. Plus full-color covers!

To be published in a limited edition, the book is
offered to you now so you will be assured of having
a copy. After Its release this April, It will not be
re-published again for five years,

The First of Manyl
The Beecher/Wawrukiewicz

rates book is only the first of
USS&PH's book publishing pro­
gram . Following soon will be the
completely revised edtion of Randy
Neil's authoritative Philatelic
Exhibitor's Handbook. Watch for
its impending release in the fall of
1994.

U.S. S~~~
Publishers for

United States Philately

NAME:_~ _

Please send me __ copy(ies) of the _ Softbound ($29.95 plus $3.50 ship­
ping) _ Hardbound edition ($39.95 plus $3.50 shipping) of U.S. DOMESTIC
POSTAL RATES, 1872-1993. My check is enclosed or charge to my credit card.

ADDRESS: ~ _

CITY: STATE:__ ZIP: _

Credit Card: _VISA -MasterCard No. _

Expire Date: _

Available in beautiful hard or soft cover editions
Full color covers, over 300 excellent illustrations, dozens of rate tables and

detailed descriptive text. This book is a monument in philatelic publishing history.

$29.95 Softbound, $39.95 Hardbound (plus shipping)

-------------------------,
Return with your check to:
U.S. STAMPS & Postal History
10660 Barkley Lane
Shawnee-Mission, Kansas 66212-1861
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