
TH
E 

C
H

R
O

N
IC

LE
   

N
ov

em
be

r 2
01

0 
 (N

o.
 2

28
)

November 2010     Volume 62, No. 4        Whole No. 228

United States and New Brunswick two-country franking, mailed at St. John, New Bruns-
wick on May 23, 1859. The U.S. 3¢ 1857 Type II dull red stamp and U.S. 1¢ 1857 Type 
V stamp, along with two New Brunswick 6d olive-yellow stamps, were all used in a suc-
cessful attempt to prepay the 24¢ treaty rate from the U.S. to Great Britain. This curious 
and colorful cover is explained by David D’Alessandris in “St. John, New Brunswick, 
Express Mail to Great Britain” in our Foreign Mails section beginning on page 381.  
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THE EDITOR’S PAGE
MICHAEL LAURENCE

IN THIS ISSUE

The splendid and colorful two-country franking featured on our front cover is one of 
several fascinating objects discussed by David D’Alessandris in an article in our Foreign 
Mails section. D’Alessandris’ subject (page 381) is late-closing transatlantic covers from 
New Brunswick that were posted dockside and carried as loose letters via express mail 
from St. John to Boston. There aren’t many of these, and they are all fascinating. Also in 
our Foreign Mails section, Colin Taebert (page 386) sheds surprising new light on a cover 
to New Zealand that was featured in Chronicle 227.

The discovery of a new earliest documented use (EDU) date for a classic United 
States stamp doesn’t happen every day. In the last decade or so, some of these discoveries 
have involved stamps of the 1851 series, both perforated and imperforate, that are cata-
logued by plate number with separate EDU dates for each plate. In our 1851 section this is-
sue, starting on page 331, Richard Celler discusses a circular-rate cover that moves forward 
by more than a month the EDU date for the Type V perforated 1¢ Franklin stamp from Plate 
10 (Scott 24). Such a profound re-dating is unusual, but this one is clear-cut and unarguable. 
Celler explains why. We’ve shared this discovery with our friends at Scott, and expect to 
see a revised EDU date for this item in the next edition of  the U.S. specialized catalog.

This issue concludes two series that have been running with us for quite some time. 
With his article on the War Department stamps, commencing on page 355, George Sayers 
winds up a nine-part work on the plate varieties of the 1873 Official stamps. We launched 
Sayers’ opus in Chronicle 219 (August 2008) and it has been with us every issue since. 
Fittingly, the announcement was  made in September that Sayers had won the Chase Cup, 
our Society’s most prestigious stamp-related writing award, for this remarkably thorough 
investigation. We’re hoping to see more material from Sayers in years to come.

On page 360, Steven Belasco wraps up his five-part series on 19th century stamp-
dealer advertising covers. This has been a very popular investigation. It’s clear that many 
Society members collect or at least have an interest in this area. Not surprisingly, Belasco’s 
articles have sparked the appearance of a number of previously unrecorded items. He plans 
a follow-up that we hope to publish sometime next year.

In our stampless section, starting on page 306, James W. Milgram discusses hand-
stamped “advertised” markings found on United States stampless covers. This is the first 
major treatment of this subject in more than three decades. The listing at the conclusion 
of Milgram’s article will provide the basis for information to appear in the next edition of 
the American Stampless Cover Catalog, which your Society is in the process of revising. 
Former president Van Koppersmith, head honcho on the catalog revision project, says he 
hopes to establish a publication date by the end of this year. 

In our 1847 section, starting on page 324, Gordon Eubanks discusses 1847 covers 
bearing markings usually seen on stampless covers. Our 1861 section (page 335) features 
a highly visual article by Edwin J. Andrews, discussing postage stamps used on revenue 
documents. As Andrews makes clear, such uses were illegal, but they’re highly collectible. 
Last but not least, in our 1869 section (page 351), Scott Trepel reviews a new book on an 
1869 subject. To say more would make your editor blush. ■
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PRESTAMP & STAMPLESS  PERIOD
JAMES W. MILGRAM, EDITOR

HANDSTAMPED “ADVERTISED” POSTMARKS
ON UNITED STATES STAMPLESS COVERS

JAMES W. MILGRAM, M. D.

Introduction
Collectors of United States stampless covers will occasionally encounter a letter with 

a handstamped “ADVERTISED” postmark.  I am editing a listing of these handstamped 
markings for the forthcoming American Stampless Cover Catalog, to be published by this 
society. An earlier article on this subject, a listing that I prepared in collaboration with N. 
Leonard Persson, was published in The American Philatelist more than 30 years ago.1

Postmasters were required to advertise letters that were not picked up by the address-
ees. The rules for this were provided in a number of early post office regulations from 1798, 
1808, 1820 and other years. The text for these regulations remained virtually unchanged in 
each edition. Here is a representative example, from Section 26 of the 1832 Postal Laws 
and Regulations (PL&R):2

And be it further enacted, That the postmasters shall, respectively, publish, at the expira-
tion of every three months, or oftener, when the Postmaster General shall so direct, in one of 
the newspapers published at or nearest the place of his residence for three successive weeks, 
a list of all the letters remaining, in their respective offices, or instead thereof, shall make out 
a number of such lists, and cause them to be posted at such public places in their vicinity, as 
shall appear to them best adapted for the information of the parties concerned; and at the 
expiration of the next three months, shall send such of the said letters as then remain on hand, 
as dead letters, to the General Post-office, where the same shall be opened and inspected; and 
if any valuable papers or matters of consequence, shall be found therein, it shall be the duty 
of the Postmaster General to return such letter to the writer thereof, or cause a descriptive list 
thereof to be inserted in one of the newspapers published at the place most convenient to the 
supposed residence of the owner, if within the United States; and such letter, and the contents 
shall be preserved, to be delivered to the person, to whom the same shall be addressed, upon 
payment of the postage, and the expense of publication.  And if such letter contain money, 
the Postmaster General may appropriate it to the use of the department, keeping an account 
thereof, and the amount shall be paid by the department to the rightful claimant, so soon as 
he shall be found.

Advertisement for letters can be found in many early newspapers.  Figure 1 is an 
example from 1833, advertising letters remaining in post office at Schoharie Court House, 
New York. The postmaster who placed this ad, Jabez W. Throop, ran the post office from 
his pharmacy, which survives (as a museum) to this day. There must be thousands of these 
early lists of advertised letters to be found in different newspapers. Later examples some-
times separate the letters into two groups, the gentlemen and the ladies.  An ad placed by 
Abraham Lincoln when he was postmaster at New Salem, Illinois was offered on eBay 
some years ago; it did not reach its asking price.

Advertised letters have been seen with year dates as early as 1816 (see Figure 2, dis-
cussed further below).  Perhaps there are earlier examples, because the regulations about 
advertising go back to the 18th century.  But markings showing a charge for advertising are 
not encountered before the 1840s.
306 Chronicle 228 / November 2010 / Vol. 62, No. 4



The PL&R for 1843 and 1847 both state similar regulations as to the advertising of 
letters: “And be it further enacted, that advertisements of letters remaining in post offices 
may, under the direction of the Postmaster General, be made in more than one newspaper: 
Provided, That the whole cost of advertising shall not exceed four cents for each letter.”3

Based on the evidence of surviving covers, the usual fee charged for advertising, until 
1 July 1851, was 2¢ per letter.  A few large post offices charged  4¢ fees; these are discussed 
below. There is no indication that any fees were charged prior to the mid 1840s.

The Postal Act of 3 March 1851, effective 30 June 1851, was published in the Albany 
Argus issue of March 7, 1851. This same paper, in the editorial section on 5 April 1851, 
published this clarification:

In answer to an enquiry, the Postmaster-General has clarified the Act of March 3, with 
respect to advertising letters, as follows:

Gross Receipts of Office  To be Advertised Cost per Letter
Not over $500 per quarter Once in 6 weeks 1¢
Not over $1000 per quarter Once each month 1¢
Not over $7500 per quarter Twice each month 1¢
Over $7500 per quarter Once each week 1¢

To be advertised in one newspaper only printed in the village or city where the post office is 
located. The newspaper used must have the largest circulation within range of the post office 
delivery area.

By 1859 the instructions had changed only slightly:  “Agreeably to law, and the stand-
ing regulations of the Department (Section 181), letters are to be advertised once in six 
weeks, once a month, twice a month, or once a week, according to the yield of the offices, 
and they must be returned as directed by chapter 14 of the Regulations.…”4

The practice of advertising undelivered letters continued into the stamp period and 

Figure 1. An 1833 newspaper advertisement listing the ad-
dressees of letters uncalled for at the post office at Schoha-
rie Court House, New York.
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indeed into the second decade of the 20th century. In summary, the fee charged for advertis-
ing varied with the date of service and with the office doing the advertising. At first there 
was no charge, then 2¢ or 4¢, then 1¢. 

The table that concludes this article lists handstamped “advertised” markings known 
on letters from the earliest period up to 1855, when prepayment of postage by stamps was 
required.  From the years in which prepayment was optional, markings may have been re-
corded from stamp-bearing covers. These are included in the listing because stampless uses 
are presumed to be possible. All of the pre-stamp listings and a few later listings are taken 
from actual stampless covers.  Of course, all advertised fees were not paid in stamps.

The markings are listed alphabetically by state and then by town within each state. In 
virtually all cases, the name of the town applying the marking has been deduced from the 
address. Thus, following convention, the towns in the table are presented in parentheses. 
The date of use is taken from the actual cover or estimated from other evidence. The data 
in the “Marking” column gives the exact spelling and punctuation of the marking. The 
“Description” column presents the color, format and measurement of the marking in mil-
limeters. “SL” abbreviates “straightline”; “2 SL” indicates a double straightline.

Unlisted markings are solicited. Please send a photocopy, a scan or other supporting 
data to the author at the address given on the masthead page of this Chronicle. 

Discussion of Covers
If one browses groups of old newspapers from the 19th century, it is not unusual to 

find a listing for undelivered letters.  If one knows the newspaper used for that purpose in 
a given town, it is sometimes possible to locate the actual ad for a specific letter.  A typical 
listing from an early date was shown in Figure 1.

Although it has been documented that letters were advertised even in the 18th century, 
markings indicating that a cover was advertised are not seen on such early covers.  This is 
probably because there was no charge for advertising until the 1840s. In the absence of a 
charge, there was no need to make special note of the fact of advertising.

Figure 2. 1816 stampless cover to Berwick, Maine, with red pen “Adv July 1, D[itt]o 
Oct 1.” The only sum to be collected was the postage, 18½ cents. No advertising fee 
was assessed.
308 Chronicle 228 / November 2010 / Vol. 62, No. 4



Manuscript Markings
Figure 2 shows a very early manuscript marking.  This is an 1816 stampless cover to 

Berwick, Maine (“District of Maine”). The cover was advertised twice, on July 1 and again 
on October 1, as indicated at lower left in the red pen marking: “Adv July 1 D[itt]o Oct 1.” 
But the only sum collected was the postage, 18½¢.  

The cover in Figure 3 shows another manuscript advertised notation, this one from 
1847 when there was a 2¢ charge for advertising. This cover shows a “PAID” handstamp 
(scratched out) and a manuscript “Pd 43,”  directing the postmaster of Milledgeville, Geor-
gia, where the cover entered the mails, to charge the 10¢ postage to the account of post 
office box number 43. This was done and the “Pd 43” scratched out. After the cover arrived 
reached Richmond, it was not called for and advertised (manuscript “ad 2”). In due course 
an addressee was located. Additional postage was required for forwarding. The cover was 
postmarked “RICHMOND Va. AUG 23,” readdressed with red pen to “Staunton,” marked 
“FORWARDED” with the red straightline handstamp, and rated for 7¢ due with a manu-
script “5” added to the 2¢ advertising fee. The total of 7¢ postage due was collected from 
the recipient in Staunton, a successful outcome of advertising the letter.

Handstamped Markings
The earliest handstamped advertised postmarks were straightlines containing the date 

of advertisement.  No mention is made of a charge until after the change of rates in 1845. 
The earliest example appears to be from Cleveland in 1834.  Figure 4 shows an example 
from 1837. This is a cover from Parkman, Ohio, to Cleveland with 10¢ postage due. The 
cover was “ADVERTISED JULY 1”  with no indication of additional charge for this ser-
vice. This is the second earliest advertised postmark from Cleveland.

Several advertised markings are known from St. Louis from the 1841-1842 era. One 
of these is shown in Figure 5. This is a cover from Jacksonville, Illinois, to St. Louis, post-
marked April 6 [1841] and struck at St. Louis with a blue “Advertised April 15.” Again, 
there was no additional postage charge.

Figure 3. “MILLEDGEVILLE, Ga. AUG 5” with “10” rate marking.  On receipt in Rich-
mond in 1847, this letter was advertised and assessed a 2¢ fee (manuscript “ad 2”). 
Additional postage was needed for forwarding. Illustration courtesy of Frank Crown.
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An advertising marking on a drop letter is illustrated in Figure 6.  Addressed to an un-
married female—“Miss Reese (Teacher)”—this letter was put into the post at Indianapolis 
with 2¢ drop postage “PAID”. Subsequently the cover was struck with a long red straight-
line “ADVERTISED JAN 1” and a manuscript indicating a 2¢ advertising fee. This is earli-

Figure 4. Cover from Parkman, Ohio, to Cleveland in 1837. The cover was “AD-
VERTISED JULY 1”  without any indication of additional charge for this service. 
The 10¢ postage due was the ordinary letter rate.

Figure 5. Cover from Jacksonville, Illinois, to St. Louis in 1841 with blue “Adver-
tised April 15” and no advertising fee charged.
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est handstamp known on a cover showing a 2¢ advertising charge. The cover is undated, 
but known to be from the 1840s.

The 1844 cover shown in Figure 7 shows a rare use from a small town. This cover 
was sent from Henderson, Illinois, to Dover, New Hampshire, in 1844. The cover bears a 
blue “ADV APRIL 1” with no advertising fee indicated. Just 25¢, the ordinary postage for 
this distance, was collected.

The 1843 PL&R contains the comment, noted above, that the fee cannot exceed 4¢.  
The year 1845, with its new rates, seems to begin the era of charging for advertising at 2¢ 
per letter, except for certain cities which advertised more frequently and charged 4¢.

Figure 6. This is a drop letter put into the post at Indianapolis, with 
2¢ drop postage “PAID”. The cover was advertised and received the 
red “ADVERTISED JAN 1” straightline and a manuscript indication of 
a 2¢ advertising charge. 

Figure 7. Henderson, Illinois, to Dover, New Hampshire, in 1844.  The cover 
bears a blue “ADV APRIL 1” in blue with no 2¢ fee indicated.
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The cover in Figure 8 is an early example of an advertising marking incorporating 
the 2¢ fee.  This cover is also interesting because of its association with the Mexican War. 
Addressed to Mobile, Alabama, it originated at Columbus, Ohio, where it received the 

Figure 8. Letter to a Mexican War soldier sent from Columbus, Ohio “OCT 12” (1846) 
to Mobile. Advertised and then forwarded from Mobile to Port Isabel, Texas, and 
then on to Matamoros, Mexico, with no additional postage charged for forwarding.

Figure 9. Cover from Berlin, Illinois (July 1, 1851) to Stockton, 
California. Oval “FORWARDED” and “ADVERTISED” mark-
ings were applied at Stockton, where the cover was read-
dressed to Sonora. Illustration courtesy Bernard Biales.

Figure 9. Cover from Berlin, Illinois (July 1, 1851) to Stockton, California. Oval 
“FORWARDED” and “ADVERTISED” markings were applied at Stockton, where the 
cover was readdressed to Sonora. Illustration courtesy Bernard Biales.
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“OCT 12” [1846] circular datestamp. It was advertised at Mobile, where it received the red 
“ADV 2” showing a fee was charged for the advertising. From Mobile it was forwarded 
without additional postage to Port Isabel, the military base in Texas. It bears a handstamped 
straightline postmark “PT. ISABEL No 9”. Then it was forwarded a second time. A manu-
script notation at top reads “ford, Matamoros, Mex Nov 18”.  Thus the cover went first to 
Texas and then was forwarded again to the troops in Mexico, where it finally reached its ad-
dressee. This is a very interesting forwarding use, showing no additional postage charged. 
This is the only advertised cover to go to a Mexican war soldier. 

Figure 9 is a cover sent from Berlin, Illinois to Stockton, California, on 1 July 1851. 
The cover was advertised at Stockton and ultimately forwarded to Sonoma with 17¢ post-
age due from the recipient (10¢ initial postage, 5¢ forwarding, 2¢ advertising). Above the 
address is a manuscript “missent” but this may be a mistake, using that term rather than 
“forwarded.” Forwarded and advertised handstamps are unusual from western towns.

The illustration in Figure 10 is clipped from an old auction catalog. It shows a cover 
posted at St. Johnsbury, Vermont, as indicated by the orange “ST. JOHNSBURY, VT. AUG 
6” (1850) circular datestamp with matching “X” indicating collect postage. The cover was 
originally addressed to Geneva, New York. It was missent and forwarded from Canandai-
gua, indicated by manuscript notation at top and the “CANANDAIGUA, N.Y. AUG 8” 
circular datestamp in a crimson red. After reaching Geneva it was forwarded again with a 
manuscript “Ford 5  15 due” and blue “GENEVA N.Y. AUG 9.”  It then went to Syracuse, 
where it was struck with the black “AUG 16” postmark and “ADVERTISED”.  That effort 
must have been successful. It caused the cover to be forwarded a third time, to Rochester, 
with additional charges of “2c” for advertising and “5” for postage adding up to a total of  
“22¢” due, as summarized on the cover.

The cover shown in Figure 11, addressed to Lowell, Massachusetts, bears a red “So. 
ROYALTON, VT.  FEB 25” and a manuscript “Way 6” notation. The way marking means 
the mail carrier picked the cover up between post offices on his way into South Royalton. 

Figure 10. This 1850 cover was forwarded three times (the first time being missent) 
within New York state before reaching its recipient. The straightline advertised hand-
stamp was applied at Syracuse.
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Figure 11. Cover from South Royalton, Vermont (February 25, 1851) to Lowell, 
Massachusetts. The combination of “Way 6” and “ADV 2” markings create an 
interesting cover.

Figure 12.  Very few covers show the 4¢ advertising fee. This pair of covers to 
Louisville show “ADV. 4 cts.” and “ADV. 2 cts.” handstamps.  The date of use 
of the 4¢ fee is uncertain.
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The year date is 1851. The advertising rate changed from 2¢ to 1¢ on June 30, 1851, but the 
February date on this cover confirms the handstamped “ADV 2” rating, which was applied 
at Lowell. In the later period Lowell used a very similar “ADV 1” postmark. The combina-
tion of Way 6 and ADV 2 markings creates a most interesting cover.

While the regulations mention a 4¢ fee, very few covers document its use. Only about 
half a dozen types are known.  Figure 12 shows 2¢ and 4¢ advertised handstamps on differ-
ent covers addressed to Louisville.  The handstamps are quite similar. One letter must have 
been advertised more extensively to justify the higher rate. Unfortunately, the date on the 
“ADV. 4 cts.” cover is uncertain.

Figure 13 shows an example of the 4¢ fee applied by San Francisco using manuscript 
markings. On this cover, all the markings in red ink were applied at San Francisco. Posted 
at Bethany, Ohio, on 28 May 1849, this cross-country cover travelled by ships via Panama 
to San Francisco at the 40¢ rate. San Francisco was evidently a large enough city to charge 
the 4¢ advertised fee. From San Francisco the cover was forwarded to Culloma, at the 12½¢  
rate.  This resulted in a total collection of 56½¢.

In Figure 14 is an example showing the 2¢ fee applied at  Newark to a cover from 
New York City, franked with a 5¢ 1847 stamp. Although the stamp here is defective, this 
cover well demonstrates the 2¢ advertising fee. Not only does it show a manuscript “adv 
2” in red (just under the word “Hollister”), but the cover also bears a handstamped red “2”.  
The year date is uncertain. Uses of the 5¢ 1847 stamp with advertised markings are very 
rare. No 10¢ 1847 covers with advertised markings are known.

Figure 15 shows a pretty 5¢ 1847 cover that originated at Cambridge, Massachusetts. 
This bears the well-known “ADVERTISED 4 cts” marking used at New York in 1849 and 
1850. This is the most common handstamp showing the 4¢ fee. Most covers advertised at 
New York during 1849-1850 show this handstamp, struck in red.  

Beginning with the change of rates effective June 30, 1851, the advertising rate was 
reduced to 1¢ at all locations. Figure 16 shows a 3¢ 1851 cover posted at Columbia, Penn-
sylvania, and addressed to Niagara Falls, New York. There it was struck with a blue-green 
“ADV.” marking and a separate handstamped date, but no rate.

Figure 13. Cover carried via Panama in 1849 from Bethany, Ohio, to San Francisco at 
the 40 cent rate.  San Francisco charged a 4¢ advertising fee and forwarded the cover 
to Culloma at the 12½¢ California rate.  This resulted in a total due of 56½ cents. Il-
lustration courtesy Rumsey Auctions.
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Figure 17 shows a straightline “ADVERTISED 1 CENT” marking on a franked cover 
sent from Washington, D.C. to Brooklyn. The advertised marking was of course applied at 
Brooklyn. The identity of the franker is difficult to decipher, but this may be the signature 
of James W. Shields, a democrat, who was the only man to serve as a U.S. Senator from 

Figure 14.  2¢ advertising fee assessed at Newark, New Jersey, on 5¢ 1847 cover from 
New York City. The cover shows a manuscript “adv 2” in red along with a handstamped 
red “2”. The year date is uncertain.

Figure 15. 5¢ 1847 cover from Cambridge, Massachusetts, to New York City, showing 
the “ADVERTISED 4 cts” marking used at New York in 1849 and 1850. This is the most 
frequently seen handstamp indicating a the 4¢ fee.
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three different states. Shields was a senator from Illinois between 1849 and 1855, from 
Minnesota from May 11, 1858 to March 3, 1859 and from Missouri briefly during 1879. As 
a young man, he almost fought a duel with Abraham Lincoln.

An advertised marking in an unusual circular format is shown in Figure 18. This is a 
cover from San Francisco to Waterville, Maine, internally dated 1853. The cover is addi-
tionally rated “10”, representing the penalty 10¢ rate for California postage on a letter sent 
unpaid. Prepaid, this cover would have required 6¢ postage. The cover was advertised at 
Waterville and a total of 11¢ was collected from the recipient.

Figure 16. “ADV” with a separate date stamp and no fee mentioned, on a cover from 
Columbia, Pennsylvania, and addressed to Niagara Falls, New York.

Figure 17. Stampless cover bearing a U.S. Senator’s free frank and showing the 
interesting rated advertised handstamp from Brooklyn, New York (“ADVERTISED 1 
CENT”).
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A different sort of western use is the territorial cover shown in Figure 19. This cover 
was sent from Bagdad, Missouri, to Oregon City, Oregon Territory, in 1855. Again, the 
“10” due marking represents the transcontinental penalty rate. At Oregon City the cover 
was struck with the black straightline “ADVERTISED” postmark.

But the most interesting territorial advertised cover is shown in Figure 20.  This cover 
shows the 3¢ under 3000-mile rate from Fort Fillmore, New Mexico, to Washington, D.C. 
in 1854.  It traveled overland on the southern route via San Antonio, Texas. In Washington it 
was not picked up and had to be advertised; Washington applied the “ADVERTISED 1 Ct” 

Figure 18. This cover from San Francisco to Waterville, Maine, with letter dated 1853, 
demonstrates a very unusual circular “ADV 1” marking.

Figure 19. Another western use, showing an “ADVERTISED” postmark applied at 
Oregon City, Oregon Territory, in 1855.
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handstamp. As it turned out, the addressee had returned to Fort Fillmore, so the cover was 
“FORWARDED” at the higher 5¢ unpaid rate back to New Mexico, where a total of 6¢ was 
collected. Note that the year date is 1854, before the 1855 increase in the overland rate.

The cover in Figure 21 was sent prepaid from New York to Chicago to the traveling 
son of the writer; his last known address was the Tremont House in Chicago. It was ad-
vertised at Chicago and there received the oval “ADVERTISED/JUL 1/1 Ct” handstamp. 

Figure 20. Franked with a 3¢ 1851 stamp, this cover from Ft. Fillmore, New Mexico, 
traveled across the country and was returned to the addressee at the same location 
in 1854.  The cover was “ADVERTISED” and “FORWARDED” at Washington, D.C. 

Figure 21. Oval advertised marking showing fee and date, used at Chicago in 1854.  
This cover contained money so it required special treatment at the Dead Letter Of-
fice.  Eventually, it was returned to its sender.
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Subsequently it was sent to the Dead Letter Office in Washington (large dated oval hand-
stamped at upper left).  When opened it was discovered to contained $10 so it became a 
money letter.  Money letters were filed by the first initial of the addressee’s name, “D” in 
this case. Thus the bold red marking at right. Because this cover was found in the original 
correspondence of a Professor Dunn, we know it was ultimately returned to him in New 
York.

Late Uses
Although the cover in Figure 22 is beyond the 1855 cut-off date used for these list-

ings, this is an international stampless cover, sent from Great Britain to Salem, Massachu-
setts, with 24¢ postage due. International mail was frequently sent stampless into the 1860s. 

Figure 22. International mail was frequently sent stampless into the 1860’s. 
When uncalled for, such covers were advertised just like domestic covers. 
This is an example. In addition to showing the “ADVERTISED” handstamp 
of Salem, Massachusetts, it bears a rare British handstamp better known for 
its use during the American Civil War.

Figure 23.  This late stampless cover was a soldier’s due letter sent during 
the Civil War.  Evidently the addressee moved after the soldier left home, 
hence it was “ADVERTISED” at Delaware, Ohio.  
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When uncalled for, such covers were advertised just like domestic covers. This one was 
advertised at Salem, where it received the “ADVERTISED” handstamp, with no successful 
result. The cover was then returned to England, where it received the red triple straightline 
“SENT BACK TO ENGLAND/WITHOUT A REASON/ FOR NON-DELIVERY.”  After 
the Civil War began, this postmark was applied to letters from England addressed to states 
that had seceded from the union.

Advertised postmarks are not rare on patriotic covers from the early 1860s.  The 
soldier’s due cover in Figure 23, sent from Nashville in 1862, shows proper certification 
by an officer. It was addressed to a young lady who did not call for it, hence it was “AD-
VERTISED” at Delaware, Ohio.  Certified soldiers’ due covers rarely show advertising 
markings.

As stated at the beginning of this article, we are trying to record new listings of ad-
vertised handstamped postmarks on United States stampless covers. Photocopies or scans 
are welcome. ■

Endnotes
1. James W. Milgram and N. L. Persson, “ Markings on Advertised Letters to 1870,” The American Philatelist, Vol. 93 
pp. 405-412, 506-12 (May and June, 1979).
2. PL&R, 1832.
3. PL&R, 1843, Section 35.
4. PL&R, 1859.

Preliminary Listing of Handstamped Advertised Markings on 
United States Stampless Covers

City Marking Description Date
(Mobile, Ala) Adv 2 red SL 21x7 1846
(Mobile, Ala.) ADV/1, black circle 21 1850s
(Mobile, Ala.) ADVERTISED black SL 42x4.5 1850s
(Calevaras, Cal.) ADVERTISED black oval 40x19 ?
(Nevada City, Cal.) Adv’d  red SL 50x5 1850
(SanFrancisco, Cal.) Adv 1 ct black SL 32x11 1853
(Stockton, Cal.) ADVERTISED blue oval 40x19 1850’s
(Hartford, Conn.) ADVERTISED red SL 41x4.5 ?
(Middletown, Conn.)  Advertised blue SL 30x3 1850
(Middletown, Conn ADVERTISED [A inverted] black 53x4 1852
(New Haven, Conn) ADVERTISED black SL 48x5 1850-51
(New Haven, Conn.) [date] ADV black circle 32 1850s
(Norwich, Conn) ADVERTISED [date] black SL 40x6 1850s
(Washington, D.C.) ADVERTISED 1 Ct. black SL 48x5.5 1854
(Wilmington, Del.) ADVERTISED 2, green, SL 1850
(Chicago, Ill.) ADVERTISED [date] 1Ct. black oval 40x21 1854
(Chicago, Ill.) CHICAGO ILL./ADVERTISED [date] black circle, 32 1858
(Indianapolis, Ind.) ADVERTISED [date] blue SL 58x3 1843
(Indianapolis, Ind.) ADVERTISED [date] red SL 60x12 1846
(Lafayette. Ind.) ADVERTISED blue SL 32x3 1853
(Lima,Ind.) 2 black SL 5x5 1837
(DesMoines, Iowa) ADVERTISED 1 CENT black circle 27 1850s
(Keokuk, Iowa) ADVERTISED black SL 42.5x4 ?
(Louisville, Ky) ADV 2 blue SL 11x5 1845
(Louisville, Ky.) ADV. 4 Cts blue SL 30x5 ?
(Louisville, Ky.) ADV. 2 Cts blue SL 31x4.5 1846-48
(Louisville, Ky.) A blue (?) SL 13x13 1850s
(Louisville, Ky.) ADV 1 C.  blue SL 31x4 1850s
(Louisville, Ky. ) ADVERTISED blue SL 42.5x5 1850s
(Dover, N.H.) ADV. [date]  blue SL 20x2 1844
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City Marking Description Date
(Baton Rouge, La.) ADVERTISED 2 black SL 30x3 (?) 1847
(New Orleans, La.) ADV 2. red rectangle 39x11 1850
(New Orleans, La.) ADV. 1 red rectangle 33x12 ?
(Opelousas, La.) ADV. 2 black SL 9x3 1847
(Bangor, Me.) ADVERTISED 2 [2 in center]  red circle 34 1847
(Bangor, Me.) ADVERTISED 1 [1 in center]  black circle 28 1855
(Waterville, Me.) ADV 1  black circle 16 1853
(Boston, Mass) ADVERTISED  2 CTS  red SL 45x4 1851
(Cabbotville, Ma.) ADVERTISED blue SL 33x4 1851
(Cambridge, Mass.) ADVERTISED 1  blue SL 36x3 ?
(Chelsea, Mass) ADV 1 [separate 2-line date]  black 2 SL 20x16 1854
(Lawrence, Mass) ADV. 1  blue SL 23.5x3.5 ?
(Lawrence, Mass) ADV 1  black SL 22x4 1850s
(Lowell, Mass.) ADV 2  blue SL 17x3.5 1851
(Lowell, Mass. ADV 1   blue SL 12x3.5 1852
(Lowell, Mass.) ADV.1  black SL 19x4 1854
(New Bedford, Mass.) ADVERT’S’D 1 [month]  blue circle 22 1855
(Northampton, Mass.] ADVER –T-D  red SL 26.5x3.5 1840
(Salem, Mass.) ADVERTISED  black SL 37x4 1860
(Westfield, Mass.) Adv 1 black SL ?
(Westfield, Mass.) adv 1 black SL ?
(Worchester, Mass.) Adv. 1 cent  black SL 35x4 1850s
(Natchez, Miss.) 1 A black SL 24x12 ?
(St. Louis, Mo.) Advertised [date]   blue SL 32x2.5 1840
(St. Louis, Mo.) ADVERTISED [date]  red, black, blue SL 46x2.5 1841
(St. Louis, Mo.) Advertised [date]  blue SL 42x2 1842
(St. Louis, Mo.) ADVERTISED/[date]  black circle 31 1856
(Dover, N.H.) ADV date blue, SL 20x2 1844
(Great Falls, N.H.) ADV 1   black SL 16x3.5 1854
(Newark, N.J.) 2 [with “adv2” in manuscript] red 1850
(Binghamton, N.Y.) ADV 2 cts  blue SL ?x4.5 1840
(Binghamton, N.Y.) ADV. [with separate] 2  black SL 1849
(Binghamton, N.Y. ADV [date]  1CT.  blue SL 49x5 ?
(Brooklyn, N.Y.) ADVERTISED 1 CENT black SL 60x6 ?
(Chitanango, N.Y.) ADVERTISED [ms] 1  blue SL 36x3 ?
(Deposit, N.Y.) ADVERTISED 1ct  black SL 25x1.5 1850s
(New York, N.Y.) ADVERTISED 4 cts.   red SL 56x10 1849-50
(New York, N.Y.) ADVERTISED, 2 CENTS  blue SL 41x3 1849
(New York, N.Y.) ADVERTISED  red SL 37x6 1851
(New York, N.Y.) ADVERTISED  black SL 40x6 1853
(Niagara Falls, N.Y.) ADv./[date]  blue 2 SL 17x8 1850s
(Plattsburgh, N.Y.) ADVERTISED/1 ct  black, 2 SL 44x5, 11x5 1850s
(Poughkeepsie, N.Y.) ADVERTISED  red SL 54x5.5 1854
(Rochester, N.Y. ADVERTISED.    blue SL 21x2 1850
(Rome, N.Y.) ADVERTISED  blue SL 29x3.5 ?
(Saratoga, N.Y.) ADVT/1 black arc 13x12 1850s
(Seneca Falls, N.Y. ADVERTISED [separate date] red SL 39x4 1850s
(Syracuse, N.Y.) ADVERTISED black SL 1850
(Syracuse, N.Y.) ADV 1 ct  black SL 28x4 1850s
(Syracuse, N.Y.) ADV 1 ct. blue SL 35x5 1850s
(Towanda, N.Y.) Advertised  blue SL 30x4 1850s
(Troy, N.Y.) ADVERTISED: 4cts  blue oval 43x7 1849-50
(Troy, N.Y.) ADVERTISED: 1 ct.  blue oval 43x7 1850s
(Troy, N.Y.) Advertised/1 ct/[date] blue 2 SL 38x10 1850s
(Utica, N.Y.) ADVERTISED 2 CENTS. blue SL 42x3.5 1849
(Utica, N.Y.) ADVERTISED, 2 CENTS  blue SL 42x2.5 1850s
(Utica, N.Y.) ADVERTISED 2 CT.  black SL 60x7 1850
(Utica, N.Y.) ADVERTISED 1 CT.   red oval 60x7 ?
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City Marking Description Date
(Utica, N.Y.) ADVERTISED 1 CT black SL 60x7 1852
(Utica, N.Y.) ADVERTISED 1 red SL 55x7 1853
(Watertown, N.Y.) ADVERTISED  black SL 40x5 1852
(Akron, Oh.) Adv. 2   red SL 24x6 ?
(Cincinnati, Oh.) ADV  red SL 22x6 1851
(Cincinnati, Oh.) ADV 1  red SL 22x5 1850s
(Cleveland, Oh.) ADVERTISED/[date] black SL 25x6 1834
(Cleveland, Oh.) ADVERTISED/[date] black SL 25x5 1837
(Cleveland, Oh.) ADVERTISED/[date]  black SL 20x6 1839
(Cleveland, Oh.) ADVERTISED/[date] red SL 24x11 1840-42
(Cleveland, Oh.) ADVERTISED, [date]  red rectangle 31x13 ?
(Cleveland, Oh.) ADVERTISED, [date]  blue rectangle 31x13 ?
(Dayton, Ohio) ADV. 1  black SL 28x5 1851
(Painesville, Oh.) Adv 1   blue SL 7x5 1851
(Piqua, Oh.) ADV  red oval 21x17 1839
(Oregon City, O.T.) ADVERTISED black SL 42x5 1855
(Philadelphia, Pa.) ADVD / 4 CTS  blue 2 SL 33x19 1848
(Philadelphia, Pa.) ADVERTISED black SL 43x4 1855
(Providence, R.I.) ADV/CE1NT red rectangle 23x19 1850s
(Charleston, S.C.) ADVERTISED/ ONE CENT blue rectangle 37x12 1850s
(Richmond, Va.) ADVERTISED green SL 39x4 1847
(Fond du Lac, Wis.) ADVERTISED black SL 46x5 1850s
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THE 1847 PERIOD 
WADE E. SAADI, EDITOR

1847 COVERS WITH STAMPLESS RATE MARKINGS
GORDON EUBANKS

On July 1, 1847, the federal government released its first general issue postage stamps.  
While the preponderance of mail continued to be sent stampless and often unpaid, postmas-
ters now had to deal with covers that were franked with postage stamps. In Chronicle 201 
(February 2004), in an article entitled “1847 Covers Reflect Stampless Usages,” James 
Milgram discussed many of the issues that postmasters faced, using examples from the 
Matthew Bennett Auction of some of the Guido Craveri collection for his illustrations.  This 
commentary will focus on one aspect of Milgram’s topic, the use of rate markings on covers 
that also bear stamps.

The postal regulations in effect at the time required that the postmaster mark each 
cover with the town name, the state and the date and month that the letter left the post office. 
For letters not prepaid with stamps, the postmaster was required to include the amount of 
postage and indicate if it had been paid. In the absence of a “paid” marking, the indicated 
postage would be collected from the recipient. 

Figure 1 shows a folded letter that was sent unpaid from Southport, Wisconsin Ter-
ritory, to Cleveland, Ohio. The “10” in octagon is the rate marking indicating that 10¢ was 
due from the recipient. When stamps were applied to prepay the entire amount of postage, 
there was no need to otherwise indicate the amount of postage or that it was prepaid. The 
stamps themselves were proof of the prepayment. Regulations did not preclude applying 
rate or paid markings. However, if stamps were used, a new requirement existed to cancel 
or “kill” the stamp to prevent reuse. Since well over 95 percent of the mail in this era was 

Figure 1. Stampless folded letter sent unpaid from Southport, Wisconsin Territory, 
to Cleveland, Ohio. The “10” in octagon is the rate marking indicating that 10¢ was 
due from the recipient.
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sent without stamps (and mostly unpaid), postmasters would sometimes ignore the fact that 
the stamp itself was all that was needed to prove payment and apply rate markings and/or 
paid markings to letters that were franked with proper postage paid in stamps.

Figure 2 shows another cover from Southport, Wisconsin. But here the rate marking 
cancels the stamp. Wisconsin joined the Union on 29 May 1848; this folded letter was sent 
after statehood. The use of a rate marking as a canceller was a technical violation of the 
regulation that specified that stamps be cancelled with a manuscript “X” or a supplied grid, 
but it got the job done. Such practices have left us with some outstanding postal history 
items. Southport received no 1847 stamps and we can speculate that the postmaster was not 
accustomed to the use of stamps. No doubt he employed what was handy, the rate marker, 
to cancel this stamp. In the instance of the cover in Figure 2, the postmaster met the intent 
of the law on one of the very few 1847 stamps that ever passed through his office.

More examples of rate makings applied to stamp-bearing letters are shown in Figures 
3 and 4. These are a pair of covers that show the distinctive oval cogwheel rate markings 
that were used at Chicago during this era. On the 5¢ cover in Figure 3, addressed to Joliet, 
Illinois, the oval cogwheel “5” helps kill the stamp. On the 10¢ cover in Figure 4, addressed 
to Buffalo, New York, the oval cogwheel “10” is struck on the cover, not as a canceller but 
as a rate marking. The stamp on this cover is the Harelip variety, from Position 57L.

The two covers from Philadelphia shown in Figures 5 and 6 are similar. The cover in 
Figure 5, addressed to New York City, is franked at the 5¢ rate (for a distance under 300 
miles). The 5¢ 1847 stamp is well tied by the common Philadelphia double-circle “5” rate 
marking. On the cover in Figure 6, addressed to Albion, Illinois, over 300 miles distant, the 
10¢ 1847 stamp is tied by two strikes of Philadelphia’s double-circle “10” rate marking. 

Again, in all of these examples, there was no postal requirement to apply the rate 
markings but they served the function of killing the stamps. Chicago and Philadelphia were 
large towns with heavy mail traffic. They received many 1847 stamps and certainly were 
accustomed to stamped mail. Nevertheless, their postal personnel used rate markings to 
show the rate paid on these stamped letters.

Figure 2. Another cover from Southport, Wisconsin, this one addressed to Con-
necticut. Here the “10” in octagon rate marking was used to cancel the stamp.
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A more unusual example is shown in Figure 7. On this cover Baltimore’s “2” in an 
oval, normally used on stampless drop letters, cancels and ties a 5¢ 1847 stamp. The letter 
within is datelined Wrightsville, Pennsylvania, a small town north of Baltimore along the 
Susquehanna River. Wrightsville was the northern terminus of the Susquehanna and Tide-
water Canal, which connected to Havre de Grace, Maryland, at the head of Chesapeake 
Bay. The Figure 7 cover was most likely carried privately on a coal barge to Baltimore, 
where it entered the mails as a drop letter. The use of a 5¢ stamp to overpay the drop rate is 

Figure 3. 5¢ 1847 cover from Chicago to Joliet, Illinois. The distinctive Chicago oval 
cogwheel “5” helps kill the stamp.

Figure 4. 10¢ 1847 cover from Chicago to Buffalo, New York. Here the Chicago oval cog-
wheel “10” is struck not as a canceling device but as a rate marking. The stamp on this 
cover is the Harelip variety, Position 57L.
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Figure 5. Cover from  Philadelphia to New York City, with a 5¢ 1847 stamp well tied by 
the Philadelphia double-circle “5” rate marking.

Figure 6. Cover from Philadelphia to Albion, Illinois, with a 10¢ 1847 stamp tied by two 
strikes of Philadelphia’s double-circle “10” rate marking.

most unusual. Perhaps the sender intended to mail the letter at Wrightsville.
Sometimes rate markings were necessary on stamp-bearing mail. Figure 8 shows an 

underpaid letter from Boston to Philadelphia. The letter weighs between one half and one 
ounce and was franked with just one 10¢ 1847 stamp.  In this case the “20” in flattened 
circle rate marking was necessary to show that the 10¢ stamp did not fully pay the post-
age. The Boston post office made this very clear when it applied, in crayon, the manuscript  
“Unpaid 10.”
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Figure 9 is another example of a rate marking used to indicate partial payment. This 
is a 10¢ 1847 cover from Philadelphia, addressed to Delafield, Wisconsin. The slanted “20” 
was applied at Philadelphia to express the full postage requirement, again with a manu-
script clarification (“10 due”). In both Figure 8 and Figure 9, the postmaster gave credit for 

Figure 7. Datelined Wrightsville, Pennsylvania, this cover was carried privately to Balti-
more where it entered the mails and was picked up as a drop letter. The 5¢ 1847 stamp 
is tied by a Baltimore “2” in oval, normally used on stampless drop letters. 

Figure 8. Underpaid letter from Boston to Philadelphia. The letter weighs between one 
half and one ounce but was franked with a single 10¢ 1847 stamp. The encircled “20” rate 
marking was applied to show that the 10¢ stamp did not fully pay the postage. Boston 
made this very clear with the manuscript  “Unpaid 10.”
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partial payment by stamp. This seems to be the practice throughout the 1847 period.
In some cases the rate marking seems to serve no purpose at all, except to cancel the 

stamp. Figure 10 shows a cover from New York City to Albany. The 5¢ 1847 stamp is  well 
killed and tied by a New York “6” in circle rater. This rate marking was normally used on 
incoming (stampless) ship letters.

These are but a few of many uses of stampless-period rate markings on covers bearing 
stamps. In general, postmasters did a remarkable job of handling mail. While a few mark-
ings were used redundantly, it is rare to see an 1847 cover improperly rated. ■

Figure 9. 10¢ 1847 cover from Philadelphia  to Delafield, Wisconsin. The slanted 
“20” was applied at Philadelphia to express the full postage requirement, with a 
manuscript “10 due” expressing the deficiency.

Figure 10. 5¢ 1847 cover from New York City to Albany. The stamp is tied by a New 
York “6” in circle rater, a  marking normally used on incoming ship letters.
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THE 1851-61 PERIOD

NEW EARLIEST DOCUMENTED USE 
FOR SCOTT #24 FROM PLATE 10

RICHARD C. CELLER

Currently, the earliest documented use (EDU) of the 1857 1¢ Type V stamp from 
Plate 10 (Scott 24) is June 14, 1860. That date is listed in the 2010 Scott specialized catalog. 
This article documents a recently discovered printed circular bearing a Plate 10 stamp used 
more than a month earlier, on May 5, 1860.

The address portion of the circular is shown in Figure 1 and the contents are shown in 
Figure 2. The circular was mailed by N. Kingsbury & Co., Wool Dealers, 145 State Street, 
Hartford, Connecticut. It contains a printed dateline of May 1, 1860, and is postmarked 
with a Hartford circular marking that is clearly dated  May 5, 1860. 

In Stanley Ashbrook’s 1938 two-volume book on the 1¢ stamp of 1851-57, he illus-
trated (on page 297 of Volume I) a December 21, 1860 cover that was the earliest use for 
which he then had a record. He made the following comment: “It is entirely possible Plate 
Ten was made at a much earlier period than any actual evidence we have indicates.”

When Neinken published his One Cent 1851-1861 book in 1972 (an update of Ash-
brook’s Volume I), he illustrated a June 14, 1860 cover that Ashbrook had found after the 
publication of his 1938 book. Ashbrook had been right, this new date was more than six 
months earlier than the December 21 date in his book.

Figure 1: Address portion of a printed circular postmarked at Hartford, Connecticut on May 
5, 1860. The stamp is position 11R10, showing a natural straight edge at the left side.
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Figure 2:  The printed circular on the reverse of Figure 1, with the heading “Office of N. 
Kingsbury & Co., Wool Dealers, 145 State Street, Hartford, Conn., May 1, 1860.”
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It is unusual at the present time to discover a new EDU on the 1851-57 stamps that 
improves the listed date by as much as a month. A reason this may occur on the Type V 
stamps from Plate 10 is that the stamps from this plate are more difficult to identify than 
stamps from the other plates that produced Type V stamps, namely Plates 5, 7, 8 and 9. 
There may well be covers in collector hands with Plate 10 stamps used even earlier than the 
one being reported here, on which the stamp has yet to be plated.

Fortunately, in the case of the cover in Figure 1, the stamp has numerous strong 
scratches that identify position 11R10. An enlargement of the lower left portion of the 
stamp is shown in Figure 3. The scratches show quite clearly. Some of these scratches are 
indicated on the 11R10 plating mat on page 459 of the Neinken book. The plating of the 
stamp has also been confirmed by comparing it with a full right pane of Plate 10 recently 
sold at auction. ■

Figure 3: Enlargement of the lower 
left corner of the stamp on the Fig-
ure 1 cover, showing the scratches 
that identify Position 11R10. 
FREEMAN’s
Established 1974

BUYING & SELLING
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Greg Sutherland
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THE 1861-69 PERIOD
MICHAEL C. McCLUNG, EDITOR

Figure 1. Example 
of a document 
without a revenue 
stamp, but with 
the revenue tax 
legally paid by a 
double-rate stamp 
on a companion 
document. The 
manuscript nota-
tion at upper left 
“Stamp duty paid” 
refers to a stamp 
on the accompany-
ing document.

VALUATION FACTORS 
FOR UNITED STATES POSTAGE STAMPS 

USED AS REVENUES
EDWIN J. ANDREWS

The purpose of this article is not to provide a checklist of the illegal use of Unit-
ed States  postage stamps to satisfy revenue tax as previously reported by Beaumont,1 
Caldwell,2 Graham3 and Ward.4 Rather I will focus on the factors that need to be considered 
when valuing these relatively elusive items and provide examples of several previously 
unreported rarities.

There have been quite a few articles written regarding these stamp usages as well as 
arguments for and against their being illegal. Troutman5 and Morrissey6 provide representa-
tive examples. However, at this point it is accepted that whether the application of the stamp  
was accidental or intentional, use of postage stamps to pay revenue tax was categorically 
illegal and rendered invalid the document (instrument) on which the stamps were used. 
Mahler7 and Stanford8 have made that clear. It is fairly evident that the majority of such 
uses were for convenience, when revenue stamps were not available or not available in the 
correct denomination.

Figure 1, ex-Morrissey, is an example of a document properly executed but with no 
revenue stamps applied. This is a summons (certificate) from Meigs County, Ohio, dated 
December 12, 1862, very early in the taxation period. In this case there were two docu-
ments. In  the absence of the correct denomination of revenue stamps for each, the proper 
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Figure 2. Example of a bisected revenue stamp used to make the correct rate when prop-
er denomination stamps were not available. 

Figure 3. Illegal postage use when revenue stamps were not available: A run 
of bank checks in chronological order, numbered 1739, 1753 and 1758. The 
top and bottom checks paid the bank check tax per the Act of 1862 with a 
perforated 2¢ orange Certificate revenue stamp and an imperforate 2¢ Bank 
Check revenue. The middle check bears a 1¢ 1861 stamp.
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tax of 50¢ cents was applied to one document, while the document shown in Figure 1 car-
ried the notation “Stamp duty paid” (manuscript at upper left), referring to the stamp on the 
companion document.

Figure 2, ex-Mahler, shows use of a bisected revenue stamp created when the correct 
denomination was not available. The image shown is electronically cropped from a hotel 
license bond (general bond) executed May 19, 1871, at Callicoon, New York. The 25¢ tax 
duty per the Act of 1862 is paid using a 25¢ Certificate revenue stamp. The 5¢ Justice of the 
Peace fee for certification of execution (per the Act of 1863) is satisfied by a bisected 10¢ 
revenue stamp (either Inland or Foreign Exchange).

Figure 3 shows an example of illegal postage use when revenue stamps were not avail-
able. This is a run of bank checks, ex-Mahler, in chronological order from the top, numbers 
1739, 1753 and 1758, showing both revenue and postage use. The top and bottom checks 
appropriately satisfied the bank check tax per the Act of 1862 with, respectively, a fully 
perforate 2¢ orange Certificate revenue and an imperforate 2¢ Bank Check stamp. Each of 
these is properly cancelled with manuscript “S. Bros.” (representing “Stevens Brothers,” 
the issuer) and the date. The center check was apparently handled on a day when the clerk 
was absent. It bears a 1¢ 1861 postage stamp cancelled in manuscript “AGS” followed by 
the date. The initials are those of A. Gallatin Stevens, one of the proprietors.

These items are uncommon and as such carry a premium over the intrinsic value of 
either the stamp or the document on which it is affixed. Factors for consideration in valuing 
such documents are listed herewith roughly in the order of their importance: stamp issue, 
denomination, multiple use, mixed use with revenue stamps, type of document, date of use, 
condition and appearance of the document, and type of cancel. Each of these factors will be 
discussed in turn with examples where appropriate. 

Stamp Issue
Howard B. Beaumont was an early student of these uses and amassed a decent col-

lection before selling to Philip Ward, the well-known Philadelphia dealer. Beaumont and 
Ward both published articles and listings (cited above) regarding these uses and in those 
listings detail stamps (albeit few) from the 1847 issue. It is unclear if they are reporting the 
same sightings or different examples. Mahler has reported the 1¢ 1857 Franklin used as a 
revenue stamp.9 In all these cases, I would be suspicious of the use of any stamp from a 
period much earlier than the enactment of the revenue tax law in August, 1862. While such 
an occurrence is certainly possible, such a use, if it could be certified as genuine, would 
have to be considered exceedingly rare. I have not personally seen any postage stamps prior 
to the 1861 issue used as revenues, so am not in a position to form an opinion. As a general 
rule, the stamp issue itself will dictate a premium only if it happens to be one with limited 
printing (such as the Z-grill stamps of 1867), or a short period of existence, hence fewer 
stamps in circulation (such as the 1869s).

The most commonly seen uses involve the 1861 stamps followed by rarer sightings of 
the 1867 grills and the 1869 issue. Bank Notes fall in place next, up to the rescinding of the 
tax act in 1873 (for all but bank checks which was rescinded in 1883). Taxes were reinstated 
for certain documents for the Spanish-American War so later uses are occasionally found.

Figure 4 shows a rarity that recently came to light in the Cunliffe estate. This is a pre-
viously unreported vertical pair of 6¢ 1869 stamps, satisfying the rate for six separate pay 
orders to the treasurer of the Boston and Providence Railroad Company, dated January 1, 
1870. This is the only recorded example of a 6¢ 1869 pair in revenue usage.

Denomination
As might be expected, the lower denominations are most frequently reported and 
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seen.10 This makes sense since the majority of the documents involved were simple checks 
and receipts or certificates of various kinds. The legislation called for most instruments to 
be taxed at rates of 2¢ to 5¢ although there were many higher tax rates depending on the 
value of the transaction. Several works by Mahler provide details.11 

Writers have suggested that the 2¢ Blackjack stamp (Scott 73) is the most commonly 
used postage stamp found on revenue documents, but in my experience the 3¢ Washington 
(Scott 65) is more common. From the standpoint of catalog value, the 2¢ Blackjack is cer-
tainly a scarcer stamp and should therefore command a greater premium on an instrument. 
Of the other 1861 stamps, the next most common stamp is the 5¢ followed by the 10¢. The 
12¢, 24¢ and 30¢ stamps are extremely rare on revenue documents. The 15¢ has been re-
ported but I have never seen an example. Of all the 1861s, the 15¢ and the 90¢ would have 
to be considered the rarest.

Figure 5 shows an 1867 promissory note, ex-Turner, with a 12¢ black 1861 stamp.  
The note, for $200, is dated  August 1, 1867. The tax rate then in effect required 10¢ tax on 
instruments valued between $100 to $200, so the 12¢ stamp overpaid the proper rate by 2¢. 
Only two 12¢ 1861 stamps are recorded used on revenue documents.

Figure 6 shows a piece of a draft bearing a pair and single 30¢ 1861 stamps along with 
a $3 Charter Party revenue stamp. This is an incoming foreign-exchange draft payable at 

Figure 4. Pair of 6¢ 1869 stamps on document. The tax rate required 2¢ for amounts 
over $10 drawn on any corporation. Consisting of six separate pay orders, this docu-
ment represents is the only recorded example of a pair of 6¢ 1869s in revenue use.
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other than sight or demand. Per evidence on the reverse, this instrument was issued at Ha-
vana, Cuba, in the amount of $8,000. It was accepted in New York on February 23, 1866 by 
Youngs, Smith & Co. It was subject to the August 1, 1864, tax rates for inland exchange, 5¢ 
for each $100 or fraction thereof. The 30¢ pair and single plus the $3 Charter party revenue 
stamp failed to pay the full $4 tax due. Ex-Colonel Green, this is the only recorded multiple 
of a 30¢ 1861 stamp on a revenue document.

Multiple Illegal Uses
As with covers or even mint stamps, multiples such as pairs or blocks will carry a 

premium over the catalog value of the single stamps. This holds true for revenue use on an 
instrument. Multiple uses of postage stamps on the same document are less common than 

Figure 5. Promissory note for $200 dated August 1, 1867. The rate in effect required 10¢ 
tax on instruments $100 to $200 so the 12¢ stamp overpaid the rate by 2¢. This is one of 
two 12¢ 1861 stamps recorded used as revenue stamps.

Figure 6. Front and back of a piece of a foreign exchange draft issued at Havana, 
Cuba, for $8,000, accepted February 23, 1866 by Youngs Smith & Co., New York. 
This is the only recorded multiple of a 30¢ 1861 stamp used as a revenue. 
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single stamps and therefore carry a premium. A good example is the use of five copies of an 
1861 10¢ green stamp shown in Figure 7. This is electronically cropped from a promissory 
note for $150 dated February 10, 1863. The rate in effect required 10¢ tax on instruments of  
$100 to $200, so these stamps grossly overpaid the required tax. It is likely that the instru-
ment was erroneously taxed as a conveyance which (prior to August 1, 1864) would have 
required a tax of 50¢ on an amount between $100 and $500. This is the largest number of 
10¢ 1861 stamps known in revenue use. 

Mixed Use with Revenue Stamps
There are two types of mixed use. The first is occurs when the postage stamp simply 

makes up the tax rate along with a revenue stamp.  Simple mixed use is rarer than a single 
postage stamp on a document and clearly shows that the intent was to pay the correct rate 
for the tax. Such uses always command a premium. Figure 8, ex-Morrissey, shows such 
a mixed use with a 24¢ brown lilac stamp of 1861 used alongside a 5¢ Inland Exchange 

Figure 7. Portion of a promissory note for $150 dated February 10, 1863, and bearing five 
10¢ postage stamps, overpaying the tax. The stamps are properly cancelled. This is the 
largest recorded multiple use of 10¢ 1861 stamps as revenues. 

Figure 8. Promissory note for $552 dated February 11, 1867, paid with a 24¢ brown lilac 
1861 stamp and a 5¢ Inland Exchange revenue stamp. The required 30¢ rate was under-
paid by 1¢. This is the sole recorded mixed use of a 24¢ 1861 and a revenue stamp.
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stamp on a promissory note (for $552) dated 11 February 1867. Here the required 30¢ rate 
was underpaid by 1¢. This is the only recorded use of a 24¢ 1861 stamp along with a rev-
enue stamp.

Mixed use can also occur when the same document is subject to two different taxes, 
usually at different times. An example is shown in Figure 9. This is a pay order, on sight, 
paid with a 2¢ Jackson and cancelled with a N.Y. Central Railroad handstamp, April 26, 
1866. The revenue stamp pays the 2¢ tax for a receipt, denoting payment to John Bunk on 
May 27, 1866. The 2¢ Internal Revenue stamp is properly cancelled with initials and date.

Corrective or recovery use, a term coined by Morrissey in his Linn’s article cited ear-
lier, is another matter. This relates to guilt or more likely the desire to assure the legality of 
the document. In some cases there are attempts to remove the postage stamp before apply-
ing the revenue stamp,12 but most frequently the revenue stamp is placed over or adjacent 
to the postage stamp. 

Recovery uses are much less common and command the highest premium of mixed 
usage. Figure 10 shows a recovery use with the revenue stamp over the postage stamp. The 
underlying stamp is a 2¢ Blackjack, Scott number not known. The revenue stamp is the 
common 2¢ orange Internal Revenue stamp. The document is a pay order to the Haverhill 
(Massachusetts) Savings Bank for $100, dated February 2, 1869, and paid March 2, 1869.

Figure 9.  Very uncommon mixed use of postage and revenue stamps, a 2¢ Blackjack and 
a 2¢ Internal Revenue stamp. 

Figure 10. Recovery 
or corrective use: A 
2¢ revenue stamp is 
here placed on top of 
a Blackjack to legal-
ize the document. 
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Figure 11 is another recovery use with the stamps adjacent to one another. Applying 
the silk-paper variety 2¢ bank check stamp legalized the document in lieu of the 3¢ rose 
postage stamp. Both stamps were properly cancelled at Columbus, Ohio, on February 13, 
1865. Since the check is payable to a state agency (“Wisconsin Taxes”), one can assume 
that the signatory wanted to insure the legality of the instrument.

Figure 12, ex-Morrissey, is another recovery use with a 3¢ 1861 postage stamp and 
a 5¢ revenue stamp. The document is a promissory note ($61.17 payable within 10 days) 
created at Wilmington, Delaware, on December 31, 1864. The tax rate per the Act of 1864 
was 5¢ for each $100. The original attempt to pay the tax was with a 3¢ rose from the 1861 
issue. Both stamps are properly canceled.

Type of Document
Very few reports of these uses take the time to accurately describe the instrument on 

which the postage is used and the correct tax rate for the instrument. Morrissey and Mahler 
have been judicious in their reports. Mahler is certainly the authority on the tax rates and 
has published numerous articles and several books detailing the rates and uses. Clearly the 
most common instruments will have less value than more obscure documents. Bank checks 
and drafts as well as various types of receipts are the most common followed by various 
classifications of certificates. It behooves the collector (or dealer) to understand the instru-
ment and what its proper rate should have been when assessing whether the postage satis-
fied that rate. The more unusual the document the higher the premium.

Figure 11. Recovery use of a silk-paper 2¢ Bank Check revenue stamp, legalizing the 
document in lieu of the 3¢ rose postage stamp. 

Figure 12. Promissory note with recovery use of a revenue stamp: Wilmington, Dela-
ware, December 31, 1864. This is a note for $61.17 payable within 10 days. 
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As an example of an unusual document, Figure 13 shows an 1865 Certificate of Mea-
surement of Weight, with a mixed use of a 3¢ rose 1861 stamp and a 2¢ Internal Revenue 
stamp to pay the 5¢ rate for a general certificate. However, after August 1864 no stamps 
were necessary for coal weight certificates and this one is dated July 10, 1865. Also, the 
stamps are not properly cancelled as they lack initials of the signatory and a date. But this 
is an unusual document nonetheless, ex-Morrissey.

In addition to the type of document the item may also command a premium based on 
striking appearance. Figure 14 shows part of an engraved life membership certificate issued 
by a business college. The 2¢ brown 1869 stamp fails to pay the 5¢ tax then in effect for 
certificates. The signatory likely applied the 2¢ stamp as payment of a receipt tax. 

Date of Use
The earlier the use to the enactment of the given tax rate, the more desirable is a docu-

ment that shows the rate. Similarly, uses after the rescinding of a given tax rate have extra 
interest. Mahler’s catalog established a class of revenue stamped documents referred to as 
“Early Matching Usages” or “EMUs”. The original revenue tax act required that specific 
stamp designations be used only on like documents, i.e. Bond stamps on bonds, Certificate 
stamps on certificates, Bank Check stamps on checks, etc. But  owing to the short initial 
supplies of stamps and general confusion among the public about using them, the law was 
quickly amended (on December 25, 1862). The amendment allowed for any revenue stamp, 
of proper denomination, to be used to satisfy the required tax. The only exception was for 
proprietary articles, and later photographs, which specifically required the use of either 
Playing Card or Proprietary stamps. EMUs are proper matching uses found from the early 
days of the tax act. The generally accepted cutoff date for considering a revenue stamped 
document to be an EMU is June 30, 1863. By extension, postage stamps used as revenues 
from the early period of the tax act are also more desirable.

Figure 13. Certificate of weight for coal, July 10, 1865. The stamps are not properly 
cancelled as they lack initials of the signatory and a date. Nevertheless an unusual 
document.
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Figure 14. A beautifully engraved business college membership certificate, issued at 
Burlington, Vermont, on December 21, 1869. The 2¢ 1869 stamp is properly cancelled.

Condition and Appearance of Document
As with stamps and covers, condition is all important when valuing these uses. Unlike 

covers that might have been carefully filed or bundled, revenue instruments such as receipts 
were often dashed off on lined paper or crudely fashioned from scrap paper. Bank checks 
were often cancelled with cut or punch cancels so defacement of both the instrument and 
stamp are possible. Legal documents were often bound. Glue defacement or punch holes 
for filing are possible along with file folds or spindle holes which can affect the stamps. 
While the item may be desirable for its other factors, condition needs to be weighed in the 
final valuation.

Type of Cancel
The type of cancel also provides some margin of value. Revenue stamps were specifi-

cally required to be canceled by the user’s initials and the date.  Accordingly, proper reve-
nue cancelations on documents using postage instead of revenue stamps are very important. 
A faker could easily use a simple “X” or similar manuscript cancel to make an otherwise 
inexpensive revenue document seem much more valuable. Ideally the stamp will bear the 
initials of the signer of the document and in the best of situations, is will be tied to the docu-
ment. The penmanship or hand of the signatory should match that of the document. The 
dates on the stamp cancel and instrument should also match. Improperly canceled postage 
stamps on revenue instruments, if tied, certainly denote authentic (though illegal) uses and 
are acceptable, but less desirable, than properly cancelled postage used the same way. 
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Figure 15 illustrates a proper revenue cancel on a small promissory note. Here the 3¢ 
rose 1861 stamp is properly cancelled with the date and initials of the signatory. The pen-
manship also matches the document. The promissory note, executed at Honesdale, Penn-
sylvania,  September 17, 1863, is for “60 Thaler”.  The signer, Andrew Free, likely meant 
dollars when he wrote the note. The correct tax per the Act of 1863 would have been 3¢ 
for amounts $20 up to $200 payable within 63 to 93 days. Since the instrument does not 
designate a payment period, there is no way to determine the correct tax.

Figure 16 shows another example of a postage stamp properly cancelled on a bank 
check, drawn on the Union Bank of Watertown, New York, October 26, 1863. The green 
printing partly obscured by the 2¢ 1861 Blackjack stamp advises that “Checks over $20 
must be stamped.” Though its use wasn’t legal, the stamp paid the correct tax.

Non-manuscript cancels such as steel die handstamps or patent ribbon stampers gen-
erally satisfy the name and date requirements of revenue cancellations. Very often these 
also tie the stamp to the actual document. Figure 17 shows a bold broker’s handstamp on a 
3¢ 1861 postage stamp. The illustration is electronically cropped from a New York Central 
Railroad receipt, dated August 1, 1866. The document acknowledges payment for the ser-
vices of a clerk. The bold oval handstamp of D. E. Wilson Co., New York brokers, is not 
totally proper as a revenue canceller because it lacks a date. The 3¢ brown-red (1865) stamp 
overpays the 2¢ receipt rate. 

Figure 15.  Promissory note executed at Honesdale, Pennsylvania, September 17, 1863, 
for “60 Thaler.” The 3¢ rose stamp is properly cancelled with the date and initials of the 
signatory. The penmanship on the cancel matches that on the document. 

Figure 16.  Properly cancelled 2¢ Blackjack from the 1861 issue. The green legend under  
the stamp advises “Checks over $20 must be stamped.” Check dated October 26, 1863,  
and drawn on the Union Bank of Watertown, New York. The 2¢ tax rate is correct.
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Figure 17. Bold oval handstamp of D. E. Wilson Co., brokers in New York City. The cancel 
is not totally correct because it fails to provide a date. From a New York Central Railroad 
receipt dated August 1, 1866, paying for the services of a clerk. 

Figure 18. Both sides of a tuition receipt from the treasurer of the Rensselaer Polytech-
nic Institute, Troy, New York, February 14, 1867.  Struck with a handstamped steel die 
cancel, the 3¢ rose 1861 stamp overpays the required 2¢ receipt tax. 

Figure 19. At right, a page from an 
1867 ledger with three receipts each 
for $250. The upper receipt uses a 
properly cancelled 2¢ orange Bank 
Check revenue stamp. The middle 
receipt has a properly cancelled 3¢ 
rose stamp from the 1861 issue. The 
bottom receipt bears a 3¢ rose with 
a postal grid killer. This is shown en-
larged in the photograph above.  
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Figure 18 shows the steel handstamp of the treasurer of Rensselaer Polytechnic Insti-
tute, as it appears on the reverse of a small receipt (also shown) acknowledging payment 
of tuition for the summer session of 1867. The marking was applied at Troy, New York, on 
February 14, 1867. The 3¢ rose 1861 stamp overpays the required 2¢ receipt tax.

A final cancel category, seldom seen, is the use of postally canceled stamps when nei-
ther a revenue nor mint postage stamp was available. These need to be carefully assessed to 
insure they are not a philatelic contrivance by simply adding canceled postage to a revenue 
document. Figure 19 shows a page from an 1867 ledger. It contains three receipts, apparent-
ly created on the same day, each for $250. The upper receipt bears a 2¢ orange Bank Check 
revenue stamp, properly cancelled. The middle receipt bears a 3¢ rose 1861 postage stamp, 
also properly cancelled for revenue use. The bottom receipt bears another 3¢ rose 1861 
stamp, this one with a postal grid killer. Certainly this is a most unusual combination. 

Figure 20 shows a 2¢ Blackjack with a postal cancel overwritten by a manuscript 
revenue cancel. This is a receipt for payment of labor ($50 for two months), dated July 11, 
1866. The 2¢ 1861 Blackjack was postally used as evidenced by the partial circular black 
cancel. But it was also cancelled as a revenue use, in the distinctive blue ink in which the 
document was written, and with the initials of the signatory. This is a rare combination of 
illegal uses.

Epilog
There is one situation where postage stamps can be legally used on an instrument 

bearing a revenue stamp. This is when the instrument is mailed using the postage stamp 
properly. This combination is rarely seen but when found will likely be on an insurance 
policy. An example is shown in Figure 21. Here the 3¢ 1861 stamp properly paid postage to 
deliver an insurance policy to its named recipient. Mailed from Le Roy,  Ohio, on June 13, 
1863, the policy insured a house, barn, wash house, feed and wagons for $833, requiring a 
premium payment of $5.10. The revenue rate in effect after March 3, 1863, for insurance 
premiums not exceeding $10 was 10¢. This tax was paid by the 10¢ Inland Exchange rev-
enue stamp affixed at upper right. An unusual combination.

Figure 20. A receipt for payment of labor, July 11, 1866. The 2¢ 1861 Blackjack was pre-
viously used as postage, evidenced by the partial circular black cancel. It is also can-
celled as a revenue in blue ink with the initials of the signatory. A doubly illegal use.
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Conclusion
The illegal use of postage to satisfy revenue taxes during the Civil War and related 

tax periods can be an interesting and challenging area of study and collecting. Discernment 
and knowledge are needed to ensure that the postage used on the instrument is authentic and 
not a philatelic fabrication. Various factors will affect the value of these items and should 
be considered when acquiring them. ■
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Figure 21.  Legal use of 
a 3¢ rose 1861 stamp to 
pay letter-rate postage on 
the face of an insurance 
policy. Mailed from Le Roy 
Ohio, June 13, 1863, the 
policy insured a house, 
barn, wash house, feed 
and wagons for $833. This  
required a premium pay-
ment of $5.10. The revenue 
rate in effect after March 3, 
1863 for insurance pre-
miums not exceeding $10 
was 10¢, here paid by the 
10¢ Inland Exchange rev-
enue stamp. This is a very 
unusual combination.
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THE 1869 PERIOD
SCOTT R. TREPEL, EDITOR

TEN-CENT 1869 COVERS: A POSTAL HISTORICAL SURVEY,
BY MICHAEL LAURENCE

REVIEWED BY SCOTT R. TREPEL

Books about stamps are usually written to raise collector awareness of a particu-
lar area and to document the author’s research and collecting accomplishments. Philatelic 
books with general themes, such as The 100 Greatest U.S. Stamps, seem to be less suc-
cessful in achieving these goals than books focused on a narrow area of specialization. 
But paradoxically, books on highly-specialized subjects often fail to find a broad audi-

ence, which undermines the authors’ efforts 
to educate philatelists and stimulate interest 
in a particular collecting specialty.

After reading Michael Laurence’s new 
book on the 10¢ 1869 Pictorial stamp and 
its use on mail—a 400-page tour de force in 
philately and postal history—this reviewer 
had the uneasy feeling that hundreds, or per-
haps thousands, of stamp collectors, philat-
elists and postal historians around the world 
might never bother to order a copy, misled 
by the assumption that this is a book about 
one U.S. stamp. The person who dismisses 
this book as a work of extraordinary spe-
cialization and limited utility will be miss-
ing an essential tutorial on an epic period 
of postal history in America and, indeed, 
the world. The contrast between this book’s 
subject and its scope is captured in a pithy 
reviewer’s quote on the inside dust jacket, 
penned by postal historian Richard Frajola: 
“Laurence’s book is about 10¢ 1869 covers 
the way Moby Dick is about whales.”

Laurence covers his subject in seven 
sections, preceded by an introduction and 
followed by six appendices, a bibliography 
and detailed index. There are 476 illustra-
tions and 119 tables supplementing the well-
written narrative. Laurence is a professional 
journalist, former editor and frequent con-

tributor to Playboy magazine, and former editor-publisher of Linn’s Stamp News. Like the 
men’s magazine Laurence once wrote for, his book could be recommended solely for its vi-
sual stimulation, but it also makes an easy and informative read, striking the perfect balance 
between scholarly achievement and intellectual accessibility. Explaining the complexities 
of mid-19th century international postal arrangements can easily induce somnolence, but 
Laurence manages to keep the discussion lively without sacrificing detail or accuracy.

Ten-Cent 1869 Covers, A Postal Histori-
cal Survey, by Michael Laurence. Pub-
lished in 2010 by the Collectors Club of 
Chicago, 1029 North Dearborn Street, 
Chicago, IL 60610. Hardbound, 8½ x 11 
inch format, illustrated, color through-
out, 400 pages, $75.  
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The title of the book, Ten-Cent 1869 Covers: A Postal Historical Survey, defines the 
subject. Although collector Laurence owns and exhibits 10¢ 1869 essays, proofs, stamps 
and cancellations off cover, in this book author Laurence focuses exclusively on covers. A 
census of 1,298 covers provides the empirical evidence for his analysis and conclusions. 
Laurence was one of the first philatelic researchers to develop his own comprehensive 
cover census for study. Eventually the entire 1869 Pictorial Research Associates group 
coordinated census-taking for all the higher-value 1869 stamps. This work in the 1970s and 
1980s led to publication of The 1869 Issue on Cover: A Census and Analysis.

Laurence’s book follows the structure that has become de rigueur for displaying in-
ternational-mail covers in FIP and APS exhibitions. Section 1 is devoted to domestic and 
cross-border mails. Sections 2 through 7 present international-mail covers according to the 
postal routing: Pan-American mails, British mails, French mails, German mails, mails to 
other treaty nations and Transpacific mails. A trailing chapter presents re-issue covers, fake 
covers and concluding remarks. The chronology is principally limited to the period from 
1869 to 1876, at which point the simplifying standards of Universal (or General) Postal 
Union obsoleted most of the prevailing postal treaties and conventions.

The tables provide easy access to sailing dates, postage rates and information about 
actual 10¢ 1869 covers. More than 20 tables provide data that are not limited to 10¢ 1869 
covers, making this book a valuable resource for all postal history students. In particular, 
the sections on Pan-American mails and Transpacific mails are extremely useful to anyone 
whose interests involve these areas. The appendices present supporting data and illustra-
tions, including tracings of markings, U.S. credits on British Mail covers and lists of 10¢ 
1869 covers in various categories.

Almost all the cover illustrations are in color. Laurence shows many items from his 
outstanding collection, but he is also willing to picture significant items from other collec-
tions which, by his own admission, carry a cost “beyond my means.” In addition to photos 
of covers from private collections, the book contains high-resolution color images of covers 
from the Smithsonian National Postal Museum and the Hirzel Collection at the Museum of 
Communication in Bern, Switzerland.

Laurence’s narrative has a very contemporary and inviting tone, referring frequently 
to other collectors, to auctions and to auction realizations in an effort to bring the reader in-
side the circle of specialist collectors. Opinions regarding scarcity, desirability and, in cer-
tain cases, questions of genuineness are found throughout the book. Through this approach, 
Laurence succeeds in mentoring the reader. For example, at the conclusion of Chapter 5 in 
the Pan-American Mails section, Laurence sums up the objective of his presentation:

“I hope this information will enable collectors to better appreciate 10¢ 1869 covers 
carried by the Brazil line. At least a passing familiarity with the routes and ports of the 
mail-carrying steamer lines is necessary to fully appreciate the covers they carried. Surviv-
ing covers do not stand as mute objects to be classified solely by rate, origin or destination. 
Rather, they are all artifacts of an evolving international communications network whose 
complexities and interrelationships are often evidenced by the markings that they bear.”

The book’s design and layout are attractive and skillfully executed. The introductory 
text for each main section is set in a slightly larger type than the body text, helping the 
reader to find a good starting point for each broad category of mail. The right-page headers 
follow the section titles, which makes it easy to navigate the book. 

Everyone should own this book, and anyone who uses reference books with vigor 
should buy two copies. This reviewer has already marked up one copy with notes, Post-Its 
and dog-ears. With the publication of Richard Winter’s two-volume Understanding Trans-
atlantic Mail and Laurence’s 10¢ 1869 book, this reviewer is ready to relagate the old Harg-
est volume to the bottom shelf. ■
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ALAN C. CAMPBELL, EDITOR

CONSTANT PLATE VARIETIES OF THE 1873 OFFICIAL STAMPS:
WAR DEPARTMENT

GEORGE G. SAYERS

This is the final of nine studies, documenting the constant plate varieties currently 
reported and verified in the philatelic literature both public and privately distributed, for 
the 1873 Official stamps. Definitions and historical references are found in the introduction 
to the series preceding the first article.1 Most plate varieties not illustrated but described in 
these studies can be found as printed, enlarged scans in the author’s book, Departmentals 
Plate Varieties at the American Philatelic Research Library.2 These studies are intended to 
be informative and useful to the interested non-specialist collector. Suggestions to further 
these goals will be welcomed.

This study of the War Department stamps is intended to clarify the few catalog list-
ings of constant plate varieties in the Scott  Specialized Catalogue of United States Stamps 
& Covers, where only one plate variety is listed on a hard-paper stamp, and two plate 
varieties are listed on a different soft-paper stamp. The ink compositions used for both pa-
pers were efficient at minimizing the appearance of plate varieties and very few have been 
recorded. Literature citations are minimal. The author has not examined the large blocks of 
plate proofs for the War stamps. Examination of more than 30 sets of proofs, and full and 
part sheets of several values, shows no notable new plate varieties, just a few small plate 
scratches and minimal double transfers. Production varieties, particularly large ink smears, 
can be found for several values.

Most War stamps are readily available. The seven denominations reprinted on soft 
paper are generally much more common, as thousands of stamp sets, mostly soft-paper 
stamps, were distributed free by War Department officials after the 1884 demonetization. 
The 1875 Special Printing stamps are rare. No plate varieties have been reported from this 
printing. The 2¢ and 3¢ stamps were printed from plates of 200 impressions divided into 
panes of 100 by interpane arrows aligned to the margin between Columns 10 and 11. The 
other nine values were printed from plates of 100 impressions. The original plates were 
used for all printings. The author has not examined the War plate proofs for plate layout 
marks. 

War Department: 1¢ (Scott O83, O114 soft paper)
No plate varieties have been reported for these stamps.

War Department: 2¢ (Scott O84, O115 soft paper)
No plate varieties have been reported for these stamps.

War Department: 3¢ (Scott O85, O116 soft paper)
The catalog listing for the plate flaw at upper left for the soft-paper stamp is incorrect. 

The plate damage was correctly described and illustrated by David H. Lobdell in Chronicle 
174, page 131, as being found at the upper left corner of Position 11 of the right pane. Lob-
dell noted that the flaw was partly in the margin between columns 10 and 11, the location 
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of the interpane cut, and that left panes cut with a wide right margin would show a piece of 
the flaw at Position 20. Thus the listing error. At this time, the variety has not been reported 
or catalog-listed on hard paper.

There is a group of plate damages found in Positions 2 and 12 of the left pane, in their 
right margins and in between. The affected area is shown in Figure 1, from a late India-
paper proof block. The black arrows indicate the small damages in the margins. The small 
blue arrows indicate the scratch in Position 2. In Position 12, the white arrow indicates the 
damage obliterating part of the “P” and most of the “T” of “DEPT.”, and the large blue ar-
row indicates the small damages in the “S”. This group of damages is the most significant 
plate variety found on the War Department stamps. While it was first described by Kon-
wiser,3 it was more extensively described as part of a block by Herman Toaspern,4 editor of 
the “Specialized United States” column in Scott’s Monthly Stamp Journal for December, 
1927, page 274. The block came from one Col. Bonesteel, (probably a pseudonym), a 
frequent contributor. Toaspern’s column was the pathway to catalog listing for varieties at 
the time. All three men missed the damages in Position 12 and the margins, and the variety 
inexplicably missed catalog listing. “Bonesteel” reported the variety as being found on hard 
and soft papers.

There is a catalog-listed double transfer priced mint and used for the soft-paper stamp. 
The author has not a clue as to what this refers. No double transfers have been found on full 
panes of stamps or proofs.

War Department: 6¢ (Scott O86, O117 soft paper)
A few examples of what appear to be double transfers in different letters of “DEPT.” 

have been noted, but confirming copies have not been reported and these examples may be 
production varieties.

Figure 1. 3¢ War India-paper 
proof block (O85P3), from posi-
tions 2, 3, 12 and 13 on the left 
pane, showing plate damage. 
The small blue arrows indicate 
the scratch in Position 2. The 
black arrows indicate the small 
damages in the margins. In Posi-
tion 12, the large white arrow 
indicates the deep damage in the 
“PT” of “DEPT.” and the large 
blue arrow indicates the mul-
tiple small damages in the “S”. 
This proof block is shown here 
through the courtesy of  Alfred 
E. Staubus.
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War Department: 7¢ (Scott O87)
No plate varieties have been reported for this stamp.

War Department: 10¢ (Scott O88, O118 soft paper)
Phillips reported “a broad, thick crack extending from the left hand margin right to the 

bust.”5 A few copies with differing ink patterns in this area have been reported. As of yet, 
confirming copies have not been found. Examination of full sheets of the soft-paper stamp 
show no such damage, and this is considered an ink-spatter production variety.

There is a crack descending from the left bottom frame found on the die and therefore 
found on all stamps. This crack was catalog-listed for many years, then de-listed in 2001.

War Department: 12¢ (Scott O89, O119 soft paper)
No plate varieties have been reported for this stamp.

War Department: 15¢ (Scott O90)
The catalog-listed erasure of the top right corner at Position 74 is shown as Figure 2, 

indicated by the black arrows, from a proof on card stock (O90P4). A much smaller erasure 
of the same corner occurs at an unknown position.

Figure 2. 15¢ War proof on 
card stock (O90P4), Position 
74. The erasure of the top 
right corner is indicated by 
the black arrows.

A notable ink smear across at least eight stamps in the lower two rows has been re-
ported.

War Department: 24¢ (Scott O91)
The double transfer of the top imprint was described and illustrated in the author’s 

article on plate varieties of marginal markings in Chronicle 218, page 143. No other plate 
varieties have been reported for these stamps.

War Department: 30¢ (Scott O92, O120 soft paper)
An unidentified position shows a doubled bottom frame line on two “Atlanta” proofs 

on card stock. This variety has been reported on production stamps and probably occurs at 
more than one position.

War Department: 90¢ (Scott O93)
No plate varieties have been reported for this stamp.
Chronicle 228 / November 2010 / Vol. 62, No. 4 357



Conclusion
Preparation of these studies has taken about four years, after five years of literature 

search. The studies, originally intended as a straightforward listing of Officials constant 
plate varieties, have included speculation on aspects of the Continental Bank Note Compa-
ny’s printing technology. One conclusion which derives from the overall analysis of plate 
varieties is that the Officials plates, at least the first 95, were not case-hardened.

The number of plate scratches, damages and possible rust pits appearing throughout 
the lives of the plates is consistent with annealed dead soft “mild” steel plates. Case-harden-
ing will make plates much less prone to scratches and rust, but more brittle on the surface 
and susceptible to cracking. The possible cracks noted on the 10¢ Navy and the 6¢ Post 
Office plates are more typical of fatigue cracks caused by repetitive flexing,  which thin 
unhardened mild steel plates would experience on a printing press. Case-hardened plate 
cracks generally show a zigzag lightning-bolt or spider-web cracking pattern. Since most 
earlier U.S. plates were case-hardened, confusion between cracks and scratches has ensued. 
Omission of the time-consuming hardening procedure is consistent with the hurried pace 
of plate production at CBNC in the spring of 1873. After having been used for printing, the 
pigment and organic ink surface contaminants on the plates likely rendered them unsuitable 
for hardening. Much more work remains to be done, both in identifying plate varieties and 
in studying the technology that produced them.

Plate Variety and Plating Resources
The most important primary resources for this study have been the Crawford plate 

proofs on card stock, the Ackerman India-paper plate proofs and the photographic record of 
the Crawford proofs made by Elliott Perry in 1967. Alan C. Campbell detailed much of the 
recent history of these proofs in his article, “Plating the Official Stamps” in Chronicle 175 
(pages 199-203). Ackerman, Brazer, Perry and Campbell all recognized the importance of 
the plate proofs and called for their preservation as a unique historical resource.

These studies strongly verify such arguments. The proof sheets were intact less than 
50 years ago. Their dissemination into the collector community, primarily as a few large 
blocks and recognizable blocks of four, can be reversed, electronically if not physically. 
The author encourages some group to solicit extremely high resolution scans of the surviv-
ing parts of the sheets for assembly into an electronic database. Someone needs to begin by 
setting standards for such a philatelic database.

The extremely complex task of indexing the early philatelic literature is far from 
complete. The author relied on the Piper card index at the American Philatelic Research 
Library, the W. R. Ricketts Index, published in the quarterly Philatelic Literature Review 
in 1995-97, and the annual indexes of the periodicals cited, to find relevant articles. One 
lesson the author has learned, particularly from the Ricketts Index, is that the meanings of 
technology-specific words have evolved with changing technology. Researchers should not 
assume that 19th-century article titles adequately explain their content. Much important 
information, not recognized as significant at the time, is buried in untitled columns and 
editorials. Particular thanks go to Gini Horn and Ellen Peachey at the American Philatelic 
Research Library for their tireless assistance in tracking down obscure references.

The single most important secondary historical document is John Luff’s revised 
work, The Postage Stamps of the United States. The Officials sections are reportedly based 
on India-paper proof sheets from Henry G. Mandel’s salvage of the American Bank Note 
Company’s production archives, and Post Office records. Luff’s comprehensive compila-
tion of plate data for the Officials stamps appears accurate for the plates of 100 impressions, 
but ranges from incomplete (as in the listing of plates used for the Officials soft paper print-
ings) to incorrect. The 3¢ War plate is listed as 100 impressions, it is 200 impressions, and  
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the American Bank Note Company Plate 428 for the 1¢ Post Office stamp is listed as a plate 
of 200 impressions, it is 100 impressions. Of course no work of that scale can be completely 
correct, and Luff appears less than enthusiastic about the Officials issue, possibly because 
of the lack of information. Students using the philatelic literature from the 1890s through 
the 1920s should keep in mind the Victorian cultural demand for completness, which en-
couraged many authors to pave over ambiguities and unanswered questions. ■
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SPECIAL FEATURE

State Recipient City Date Reference
Minnesota Royal Stamp Exchange Winona 10/13/1896 Figure 11-9
South Dakota F. Pettijohn Vermillion 5/18/1898 Figure 11-14

Table 8. Earliest Uses in Minnesota and South Dakota, 1880s

POSTAL HISTORY OF U.S. STAMP COLLECTING: 1862-1899 (5)
STEVEN R. BELASCO

Introduction
In this fifth and final installment of our examination of the history of stamp collect-

ing in the United States, as depicted by covers from collectors and dealers, we conclude 
our discussion of the stamp collecting postal history of the 1890s, begun in the last issue, 
exploring covers from the midwest, the west, and various U.S. territories. 

Part 11 – The 1890s in the Midwest
In the 1890s philately was flourishing throughout the midwest.  The two midwestern 

states missing from our survey of the previous decades, Minnesota and South Dakota, now 
make their appearance. Information about the earliest uses for Minnesota and South Dakota 
is shown in Table 8.  The philatelic postal history of the midwest from this era mainly fo-

cuses on interesting domestic and foreign uses by stamp dealers and collectors, as well as 
the first postal history items from Minnesota and South Dakota.  

Now let’s look at this material alphabetically by state.

Illinois
Chicago was the center of midwestern philately as well as the setting for the Colum-

bian Exposition in 1893. Philatelic items were created for the exposition, and one of the 
dealers who produced quite a number of them was J. A. Pierce. Figure 11-1 shows a cover 
he prepared using a 3¢ red 1876 Centennial stamped envelope (Scott U218). It is preprinted 
with a picture of a Columbian half dollar commemorative coin, his return address and 
publicity for Chicago Day at the World’s Columbian Exposition. The cover is franked with 
a 50¢ Columbian stamp (240) cancelled at the World’s Fair Station on October 13, 1893. 
Pierce made dozens of these souvenirs for events such as Manhattan Day and Columbus 
Day, using Columbian stamps, Columbian commemorative postal stationary and foreign 
stamped envelopes.

Figure 11-2 shows a stamp dealer cover with an unusual art nouveau design. The 
corner advertisement of Chicago dealer Edward Loring spelled out “Postage Stamps” in 
elaborately designed letters. The cancellation tying the 2¢ Columbian stamp is unclear, but 
this use is certainly from the 1890s.
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Indiana
The envelope in Figure 11-3, from Charles E. Babcock, shows that he was a stamp 

dealer as well as the editor and publisher of The Hoosier Stamp. This publication lasted 17 
issues over four years, with most of the issues produced by Babcock. The 1¢ Columbian 
stamped envelope (Scott U348) is cancelled “INDIANAPOLIS, IND., 1894.” The receiv-
ing marking on the reverse shows that it arrived in St. Louis on Feb 17, 1894, the same 
month as the last issue of The Hoosier Stamp.   

Figure 11-1. Columbian Exhibition souvenir cover prepared by stamp dealer J. A. Pierce 
using a 50¢ Columbian stamp on a 3¢ red 1876 stamped envelope (Scott 240 and U218). 
The cover is postmarked World’s Fair Station October 13, 1893.

Figure 11-2. Advertising cover with an art deco design, sent in the 1890s by Chicago 
stamp dealer Edward Loring.
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Iowa
Joe. F. Beard was a stamp dealer in Muscatine, Iowa. In part, he was known for the 

corner card on the envelopes he used: a caricature of a hunter with a gun searching for the 
addressee, with the words “If You Don’t Find Him in 5 Days return to Joe F. Beard, Lock 
Box 73, Muscatine, Iowa.” Figure 11-4 shows an example with a 2¢ First Bureau stamp, 
postmarked at Muscatine on August 21, 1895.

Figure 11-3. 1¢ Columbian stamped envelope from Charles Babcock, Editor 
and Publisher of The Hoosier Stamp, postmarked Indianapolis, 1894.

Figure 11-4. Cover from stamp dealer Joe F. Beard with an unusual return address, 
postmarked Muscatine, Iowa, August 21, 1895.
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Kentucky
Figure 11-5 shows a cover with an interesting corner card. T. L. Green was the Clerk 

of the County court in Mt. Olivet, Kentucky, but he was so a member of the American Phil-
atelic Association and a stamp dealer. This cover is postmarked at Mount Olivet on January 
27, 1897.  The cover is addressed to Joel DuBose in Huguenot, Georgia, a stamp dealer who 
figured in our previous installment. (See Chronicle 227, page 284, Figure 10-3.)

Michigan
Millar and Lane (first names not known) were stamp dealers (also commission mer-

chants and produce dealers) in the small town of Vassar, Michigan.  Figure 11-6 shows their 

Figure 11-5. Cover from stamp dealer T. L. Green, postmarked Mt. Olivet, Kentucky, Jan-
uary 27, 1897, to stamp dealer Joel DuBose, Huguenot, Georgia.

Figure 11-6. Advertising cover from dealers Miller and Lane in Vassar, Michigan.
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attractive corner card with a fairly crude reproduction of the 30 centavos Argentina stamp 
of 1888, Scott 65.  The cover is postmarked March 12, 1890, with a 2¢ large Bank Note 
stamp (Scott 213) paying the first-class rate to Bristol, Connecticut.

The 1890s saw four unrelated periodicals with the name The Michigan Philatelist.  
An advertising cover for one of them, based in Coldwater, Michigan, is shown in Figure 
11-7.  This periodical lasted 17 issues, beginning December, 1894 and ending April, 1896.  

Figure 11-8. Cover from W. M. Waterbury, stamp dealer and publisher of The Michigan 
Philatelist, postmarked Ithaca, Michigan, December 10, 1898. This publication and The 
Michigan Philatelist illustrated in Figure 11-7 are unrelated.

Figure 11-7. Advertising cover for The Michigan Philatelist, postmarked Coldwater, Michi-
gan, December 22, 1894.
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The cover, postmarked at Coldwater on 22 December 1894, dates from the first month of 
publication.  A later Michigan Philatelist was published for one issue in June, 1898, by W. 
M. Waterbury of Ithaca, Michigan.  The cover shown in Figure 11-8, from Waterbury, is 
franked with a 2¢ First Bureau stamp and postmarked at Ithaca on 10 December 1898, a few 
months after the lone issue appeared.

Minnesota
The Royal Exchange Stamp Company based in Winona, Minnesota did a big stamp-

exchange business for a few years in the mid 1890s.  Figure 11-9 shows an attractive reg-
istered letter sent to the Royal Exchange on a printed return envelope. The cover was reg-
istered in New York City on October 13, 1896.  The 2¢ first-class rate and 8¢ registry fee 
was paid by three different Columbian commemoratives, the 1¢, 3¢ and 6¢ values (Scott 
230, 232 and 235). Although there is no return address, the sender must have been a stamp 
dealer or collector. As indicated in Table 8, this is the earliest Minnesota stamp dealer cover 
in my records.

Missouri
In the 1890s St. Louis continued to be a major center for philately.  Charles H. Me-

keel continued as the most prominent stamp dealer and publisher in that city.  Figure 11-
10 shows a bicolored patriotic Spanish-American War cover from Mekeel’s Weekly Stamp 
News, postmarked St. Louis, July 9, 1898. I. A. Mekeel, named as publisher on the enve-
lope, was Charles’ brother. The cover was sent locally, franked with a 1¢ Trans-Mississippi 
stamp (Scott 285) which had been issued just a few weeks earlier.

Nebraska
The Nebraska Stamp Co., of Smithfield, Nebraska, was involved in importing and 

exporting foreign postage stamps. Figure 11-11 shows a 1¢ Columbian stamped envelope 
(Scott U348) that was sent by Nebraska Stamp Co. to Manila, Philippine Islands. Presum-

Figure 11-9. Registered cover to the Royal Exchange Stamp Co. of Winona, Minnesota. 
Postmarked New York, October 13, 1896. The 2¢ first-class letter rate and 8¢ registry fee 
were paid by 1¢, 3¢ and 6¢ Columbian stamps.
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ably the envelope contained printed matter. The front is postmarked “SMITHFIELD, NEB. 
JAN 3, 1897” and was apparently sent via Europe. On the back is a San Francisco receiving 
stamp dated January 5 and a New York postmark dated January 8, 1897.

Ohio
William Witt of Cincinnati, Ohio, was a collector and dealer in worldwide postage 

stamps.  Figure 11-12 shows a registered cover Witt sent to Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, on 1 
October 1895. Postage of 10¢, for a letter weighing ½ oz. to 1 oz. at the UPU international 

Figure 11-10. Spanish-American War patriotic cover used by Mekeel’s Weekly Stamp 
News, postmarked St. Louis, July 9, 1898.

Figure 11-11. Cover from the Nebraska Stamp Co., postmarked Smithfield, Ne-
braska, January 3, 1897, to Manila, Philippine Islands. The 1¢ circular rate postage 
was paid by the 1¢ deep blue Columbian envelope.
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rate, plus a registry fee of 8¢, was paid by a pair of 8¢ First Bureau stamps on a 2¢ stamped 
envelope (Scott 257 and U313).  The letter reached Rio de Janeiro on November 4, 1895.

Figure 11-13 shows an attractive advertising cover, with a reproduction of a 10 shil-
ling British stamp (Scott 74), used by the Forest City Stamp Company of Cleveland, Ohio. 
The 2¢ small Bank Note stamp was postmarked at Cleveland on November 24, 1893. The 
cover is addressed to E. B. Sterling of Trenton, New Jersey, the pioneer revenue collector 
and dealer discussed in Part 5 (Chronicle 226, pp. 161-163), who by 1893 was nearing the 
end of his long philatelic career.

Figure 11-12. Registered cover from stamp collector and dealer William Witt, postmarked 
Cincinnati, October 1, 1895, to Rio de Janeiro, Brazil.

Figure 11-13. Advertising cover from the Forest City Stamp Company, postmarked Cleve-
land, November 24, 1893, to stamp dealer E. B. Sterling, Trenton, New Jersey.
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South Dakota
South Dakota enters philatelic postal history by way of Brooklyn, New York. A 

Brooklyn stamp dealer, George J. Carter, mailed the cover shown in Figure 11-14 to “Mr. F. 
Pettijohn, Vermillion, S. Dakota.” In 1899 the small city of Vermillion was celebrating its 
40th anniversary. This attractive cover is franked with a 2¢ First Bureau stamp postmarked 
at Brooklyn on May 18, 1899, and bears Carter’s striking corner advertisement, a wood 
engraving showing downtown Brooklyn and the Brooklyn Bridge.

Wisconsin
The cover shown in Figure 11-15, also franked with a 2¢ First Bureau stamp, is from 

H. D. Ruehlman of Sharon, Wisconsin, a stamp dealer and philatelic publisher. It was post-

Figure 11-14. Advertising cover to F. Pettijohns in Vermillion, South Dakota, from 
stamp dealer George Carter, postmarked Brooklyn, New York, May 18, 1899.

Figure 11-15. Cover from H. D. Ruehlman, Sharon, Wisconsin, December 8, 1896, 
with a list of his philatelic activities as a stamp dealer, editor and publisher.
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marked at Sharon on December 8, 1896. Ruehlman must have been “Mr. Philately” in 
Wisconsin in the 1890s.  His corner card shows he was Exchange Superintendent for the 
Philatelic Sons of America, Vice President of the Wisconsin Philatelic Association, Vice 
President for Wisconsin for the Philatelic Sons of America, Sons of Philatelia and the Soci-
ety of Philatelic Americans. In addition, he was the Editor of The Minnesota Stamp, which 
appeared for one issue in August, 1896.

To finish up the 1890s in the Midwest, I show one more unusual foreign destination.  
Figure 11-16 shows a 2¢ international postal card (Scott UX6) addressed to the Bombay 
Philatelic Co., Bombay, India.  The message on the back reads: “Appleton, Wisc., U.S.A., 
June 29, 1892. Gentlemen, Please write and let me know at what prices you could furnish 
me with ½ anna and 1 anna in quantities of 1,000 each. B.L. Wendelborn, Appleton, Wis. 
U.S.A. (saw advertisement in P. J of A. June ’92).”

In the 1890s, philatelic links among stamp dealers, collectors and publishers were 
routinely worldwide.

Part 12 – The 1890s in the West
In the 1890s philately was spreading to more of the west. The philatelic hub for the 

west remained San Francisco. In this decade, four more western states—Oregon, New 
Mexico, Utah and Washington—make their first appearance in the postal history record. 
Details on the earliest known use covers for these four states are presented in Table 9.  I 

Figure 11-16. Postal card (UX6) to the Bombay Philatelic Co. in Bombay, India, 
postmarked Appleton, Wisconsin, June 30, 1892. The message on the back re-
quests large quantities of ½ and 1 Anna Indian stamps.

State Sender City Date Reference
New Mexico New Mexico Stamp Co. Vaud near Eddy 9/11/1893 Figure 12-8
Utah Box Elder 12/3/1894 Figure 12-10
Washington Evergreen State Philatelist Hartland 6/18/1896
Oregon Evergreen State Philatelist The Dalles 6/6/1897 Figure 12-9

Table 9 – Earliest uses New Mexico, Oregon, Utah and Washington, 1890s
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have yet to record any 19th century stamp-collecting postal history items from Alaska, 
Idaho, Montana, Oklahoma and Wyoming. If there are any, I’d love to see them.

Now let’s look at some of the interesting postal history material from 1890s for the 
West, alphabetically by state.

Figure 12-1. 2¢ green stamped envelope with a brown 25¢ Bicycle Mail stamp (Scott U311 
and 12LU1, respectively) sent to stamp dealer W. Sellschopp, postmarked San Fran-
cisco,  July 19, 1894 (last day of the bicycle service), and handstamped on the reverse 
“Victor Bicycle Messenger Service”.

Figure 12-2. Cover from Eugene Donze, engraver of the Bicycle Mail local, with a corner 
illustration showing a defaced Bicycle Mail stamp, sent from San Francisco on January 
29, 1895 to stamp collector H. P. Atherton in Massachusetts.
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California
In July, 1894, there was a railroad strike which disrupted normal mail delivery in 

California.  A local post using bicycle messengers was established to carry mail from Fres-
no to San Francisco.  Figure 12-1 shows a 2¢ green stamped envelope with a 25¢ brown 
Bicycle Mail stamp (Scott U311 and 12LU1) sent to W. Sellschopp & Co. in San Fran-
cisco.  Sellschopp was a well-known stamp dealer based in San Francisco.  The envelope is 
stamped on the back “Victor Bicycle Messenger Service, Fresno and San Francisco, Fres-
no, Cal. Jul 17, 1894” in purple with a picture of a bicycle.  The cover was postmarked with 
a San Francisco machine cancel dated July 19, 1894, the last day of Bicycle Mail service. 
While most of the mail carried by Bicycle Mail seems to have been commercial, Sellschopp 
sent several covers by Bicycle Mail on the last day and created a nice connection between 
philately and Bicycle Mail service.

Figure 12-2 shows another interesting connection between stamp collecting and the 
Bicycle Mail.  This is a cover franked with a 2¢ large Bank Note stamp (213) postmarked 
at San Francisco on 29 January 1895 and sent to H. P. Atherton in Holyoke, Massachusetts, 
a well-known stamp collector still remembered for his 2¢ Black Jack collection. The corner 
card bears a reprint of a Bicycle Mail stamp (printed from a defaced die) and the name 
Eugene Donze, Santa Barbara, California. Donze was the engraver of the Bicycle Mail 
stamps. In one of the letters from this correspondence Donze offered to sell Atherton origi-
nal Bicycle stamps for cash or in exchange for stamps he needed for his collection. 

Figure 12-3 shows a registered letter sent by Georges Carion, “Philatelic Expert,” of 
San Francisco, to T. L. Green, Mount Olivet, Kentucky. The 4¢ double first-class postage 
and 8¢ registry fee was paid with 1¢ and 2¢ First Bureau stamps (Scott 264 and 267) on a 1¢ 
Columbian stamped envelope (U348). The San Francisco registry marking is dated October 
7, 1897. A fair number of covers are known with Carion’s “Philatelic Expert” return address 
so it must have been popular to save them. Tyler’s Philatelic Forgers highlights Carion’s 
activities as a faker of foreign overprints and western express covers. The addressee, T. L. 
Green, is the stamp dealer and a country court clerk whose advertising envelope was shown 
in Figure 11-5.

Figure 12-3. Cover sent from San Francisco by Georges Carion, “Philatelic Expert” (and 
faker), to stamp dealer T. L. Green, Mt. Olivet, Kentucky, postmarked October 7, 1897.
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Colorado
There are not many philatelic postal history items from Colorado in the 1890s.  Figure 

12-4 shows a 2¢ Columbian cover, addressed to Illinois, from “W. H. Walker & Co., Deal-
ers in Cancelled Postage Stamps, Box 887, Denver, Colorado.”  The cover was postmarked 
at Denver on January 23, 1894.

Hawaii
Hawaiian stamps were very popular during the 1890s and many stamp collecting 

postal history covers have survived. The principal stamp firm in Hawaii in the 1890s was 
the Hawaiian Stamp Company of Honolulu. Figure 12-5 shows a striking cover created by 
the Hawaiian Stamp Co. and sent to E. J. Clinton in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania on April 

Figure 12-4. Cover postmarked Denver, Colorado, January 23, 1894, from stamp deal-
er W. H. Walker & Co. 

Figure 12-5. Registered cover from the Hawaiian Stamp Co. to Philadelphia, post-
marked Honolulu, April 24, 1894.
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24, 1894. The Hawaiian 2¢ stamped envelope has three different 2¢ stamps and a 5¢ stamp 
(Scott U11, 56, 65, 66 and 76, respectively). The 13¢ postage paid the 5¢ rate to the United 
States and the 8¢ registry fee.

Another stamp dealer in the Hawaiian Islands was James Steiner.  Figure 12-6 shows 
a cover he prepared and serviced using a printed return envelope.  The 5¢ ultramarine Ka-
mehameha stamp with “Provisional Govt.” overprint (Scott 59) was postmarked March 29, 
1897.

Philatelic covers were also created for mainland stamp dealers.  Figure 12-7 shows a 
very colorful cover on a printed return envelope to Los Angeles stamp dealer A. W. Dun-

Figure 12-6. Printed return envelope to stamp dealer Jas. Steiner, franked with a Ha-
waii 5¢ ultramarine stamp (Scott 59), postmarked Honolulu, March 29, 1897.

Figure 12-7. Printed return envelope to stamp dealer A. W. Dunning, Los Angeles, with 
five different Hawaiian stamps, postmarked Honolulu, March 7, 1894.
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ning.  The cover has five different Hawaiian overprint stamps (55, 57, 61, 65 and 66) and 
was postmarked at Honolulu on March 7, 1894. Unfortunately there is no return address so 
we do not know who posted this for Dunning.

New Mexico
The earliest philatelic cover I know of for New Mexico has a Hawaii connection. 

Figure 12-8 shows this attractive registered cover from Honolulu, addressed to the New 

Figure 12-8. Registered cover from Hawaii to the New Mexico Stamp Co., “Vaud near 
Eddy,” New Mexico. This 5¢ blue stamped envelope (U12) with two black 10¢ stamps (61) 
was postmarked in Honolulu on September 11, 1893.

Figure 12-9. Cover to Michigan from R. W. French, Publisher, Evergreen State Philatelist, 
postmarked The Dalles, Oregon, June 27, 1897.
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Mexico Stamp Co., “Vaud near Eddy,” New Mexico. In 1893 and 1894 there was a post of-
fice in Vaud, Eddy County, which is in sparsely populated southeastern New Mexico.  This 
5¢ stamped envelope (Scott U12) with two Hawaiian 10¢ overprint stamps (Scott 61) was 
postmarked “SEP 11 1893” at Honolulu and bears a San Francisco registry marking, dated 
September 20, 1893, on the reverse. 

Oregon
The Evergreen State Philatelist was published from 1894 to 1900, first in Hartland, 

Washington and then (in 1897-98) in The Dalles, Oregon. As indicated in Table 9, covers 
from this publication constitute the earliest known philately-related covers from both states.  
Figure 12-9 shows a cover to Michigan, franked with a pair of blue 1¢ Franklin first bureau 
stamps (Scott 264), sent by R. W. French, publisher of the Evergreen State Philatelist, post-
marked The Dalles, Oregon, June 6, 1897.

Utah
The only 19th century philatelic postal history item I am aware of from Utah is shown 

in Figure 12-10. This is a 1¢ stamped envelope (Scott U294) with a 1¢ small Bank Note 
stamp (Scott 219) paying the 2¢ first-class rate on a printed return envelope to “E. F. Gambs, 
Coin and Stamp Dealer, San Francisco, Cal.”  The cover is postmarked Box Elder, Utah, 
Dec. 3, 1894. Box Elder is a sparsely populated county in northwestern Utah which had a 
Box Elder post office from 1883 through 1895.

Washington
The earliest philatelic postal history cover I am aware of for Washington is a cover 

with a corner card for the Evergreen State Philatelist postmarked at Hartland, Washing-
ton on 18 June 1896, from the era in which this periodical was published in Hartland.  A 
companion Evergreen State Philatelist cover from The Dalles, Oregon is shown in Figure 
12-9.

Figure 12-10. Cover postmarked Box Elder, Utah, December 3, 1894 to stamp dealer E. 
F. Gambs in San Francisco. Box Elder was a remote post office in northwest Utah that 
operated for just 12 years in the late 19th century. 
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Territory Sender City Date Reference
Puerto Rico A. O. Tillman Ponce 4/17/1899 Figure 13-04
Cuba Boston Stamp Co. Havana 8/7/1899 Figure 13-01
Guam Makins & Co. Marianas 9/11/1899 Figure 13-02

Table 10 – Earliest uses Cuba, Guam and Puerto Rico, 1890s

Part 13 – The 1890s in the U.S. Territories, Conclusion
The Spanish-American War in 1898 resulted in the U. S. acquiring several posses-

sions: Cuba, Guam, the Philippines and Puerto Rico. The earliest recorded stamp-collecting 
covers from these U.S. territories date from 1899. I know of 1899 covers from three territo-

ries: Cuba, Guam and Puerto Rico. These are listed in Table 10.  I have yet to see any U. S. 
philatelic postal history items from 1898 or 1899 from the Philippines. Now let’s look at the 
postal history material from 1899 for these three territories, discussed alphabetically.

Cuba
The earliest U.S. postal history item I am aware of from Cuba while a U. S. Territory 

is the cover shown in Figure 13-1.  On this cover, the 1¢ through 10¢ Cuba overprints of 
1899 (Scott 221-226) totaling 25¢, are postmarked Havana, Cuba, August 7, 1899 on a pre-
printed return envelope of the Boston Stamp Company, Boston, Massachusetts. Obviously 
this was created as a philatelic souvenir, but it counts as a cover showing U.S. philatelic 
activity in Cuba.

Guam
The earliest U. S. postal history item I am aware of from Guam while a U. S. Terri-

tory is shown in Figure 13-2.  On this cover the 1¢ and 5¢ Guam overprints of 1899 (Scott 
1 and 5) are cancelled with blue ovals of tiny squares with a star in the center and a small 

Figure 13-1. Preprinted return envelope, postmarked Havana, Cuba, 7 August 1899, to the 
Boston Stamp Company, Boston, Massachusetts, franked with U.S. stamps overprinted 
for Cuba (Scott 221, 222, 223, 224, 225 and 226).
376 Chronicle 228 / November 2010 / Vol. 62, No. 4



“MARIANAS 11 SET” circular date stamp on a preprinted return envelope of a stamp 
dealer, Makins & Co., 506 Market Street, San Francisco. On the back are postal markings 
of Yokohama (“18 Sep 1899”) and San Francisco (“Oct 9, 1899”). In the upper left corner 
of the front is a hand stamped “#17”. This cover was one of a series of 25 covers prepared 
for Makins.

Later in 1899, the firm had another series of 25 covers made for them.  Figure 13-3 
shows a Makins & Co. return envelope with 1¢, 2¢ and 5¢ Guam overprints of 1899 (Scott 
1, 2 and 5) tied by a San Luis D’Apra, Guam, two-line handstamp dated “Dec. 9, 1899”. On 

Figure 13-2. Preprinted return envelope, postmarked Marianas, 11 September [1899], to 
Makins & Co., San Francisco, with U.S. stamps overprinted for Guam (Scott 1 and 5).

Figure 13-3. Preprinted return envelope, postmarked San Luis D’Apra, Guam, December 
9, 1899, to Makins & Co., San Francisco, with Guam overprints (1, 2 and 5).
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the back is a “Mil. Stat No. 1 Manila Dec. 16, 1899” marking and a San Francisco receiving 
marking dated January 20, 1900.

Puerto Rico
The earliest U.S. postal history item I am aware of from Puerto Rico while a U. S. 

Territory is shown in Figure 13-4.  A.O. Tillman used 1¢ and 2¢ Puerto Rico overprints of 
1899 (Scott 210 and 211) and a regular U.S. 10¢ stamp (Scott 282C) on a 5¢ Columbian 
entire envelope (U350) to send a registered letter, postmarked Ponce, Puerto Rico, April 
17, 1899, to stamp collector and dealer Hiram Deats of Flemington, New Jersey. (Deats’ 
philatelic career is discussed in more detail in Part 9.) 

On the same day, Tillman sent Deats another registered letter bearing 1¢ and 5¢ Puer-
to Rico overprinted stamps on a 10¢ Columbian postal envelope, thus confirming the phila-
telic nature of these covers.

Another interesting cover from 1899 is shown in Figure 13-5.  It is a “Soldier’s Let-
ter” from F. M. Barney to the Columbian Stamp Company in New York City.  A 2¢ Puerto 
Rico overprint stamp (Scott 211) paid the postage to the United States. Next to the stamp 
is a black “Las Marias Certificado Puerto Rico” registry handstamp. Handstamps on the 
reverse show that this cover was mailed at Military Station No. 4 in San Juan, Puerto Rico 
on May 17, 1899 and that it arrived New York on May 30.  

Conclusion
I have now explored what I know of the postal history of U.S. stamp collecting in the 

second half of the 19th century. In this 40-year period, stamp collecting and dealing spread 
from the northeast to the midwest, south and west. All but six states and one territory are 

Figure 13-4. Registered cover, postmarked Ponce, Puerto Rico, April 17, 1899, to stamp 
collector and dealer H. E. Deats, Flemington, New Jersey.
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represented. The six states for which no 19th century material is recorded are Alaska, Idaho, 
Montana, Oklahoma, West Virginia and Wyoming.  The missing territory is the Philip-
pines.

While the data presented here is the result of diligent research, I have just scratched 
the surface. Certainly there is much more to learn about this interesting subject and several 
readers have already provided me with new information about the postal history of phi-
lately in a number of states. I encourage readers to let me know more about other postal 
history items that document the spread of stamp collecting across the United States.  I plan 
to provide an update involving all this new information, including new earliest uses for 
various states, in an article planned for the Chronicle sometime in 2011. 

I wish to thank Herbert Trenchard for his invaluable help over the years, provid-
ing information about early philatelic covers from many states and tracking down auction 
information using his peerless collection of auction catalogs. Michael Laurence provided 
important editorial assistance to make these articles more readable and postal history ori-
ented. The Robert A. Siegel Auction Galleries and the Philatelic Foundation provided il-
lustrations for a number of the covers discussed in this series. Notwithstanding their help, 
and the help received from several others, the errors and omissions in this article are solely 
my responsibility. ■ 

Figure 13-5. Soldier’s Letter from F. M. Barney to the Columbian Stamp Co., New York 
City. A 2¢ reddish carmine U. S. stamp overprinted “Puerto Rico” (Scott 211) paid the 
postage to New York on May 17, 1899.
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THE FOREIGN MAILS
RICHARD F. WINTER, EDITOR
ST. JOHN, NEW BRUNSWICK, EXPRESS MAIL TO GREAT BRITAIN
DAVID D’ALESSANDRIS

With the commencement in 1840 of Cunard Line service between Boston, Halifax and 
Liverpool, nearly all mail between New Brunswick and Europe was routed through Hali-
fax, Nova Scotia. This remained true in 1848, when Cunard added service between New 
York and Liverpool, with calls at Halifax in both directions, thus providing weekly service 
to Halifax during most of the year. In 1850 the New York to Liverpool steamships stopped 
calling at Halifax, leaving New Brunswick with transatlantic service via Halifax just once 
every two weeks. However, a correspondent in New Brunswick could save roughly a week 
of transit time by sending European mail to New York for the Cunard steamers, using a fast 
connection to New York provided by the Boston to St. John steamboat lines. 

As background, beginning in 1850, mail from New Brunswick to Great Britain could 
be sent via the United States subject to an additional 2½d New Brunswick “currency” (2d 
sterling) United States transit charge. The rate at this time via Halifax was 1 shilling 3d cur-
rency (1 shilling sterling). The rate via the U.S. was 1 shilling 5½d currency (1 shilling 2d 
sterling). In 1854, the rate to Great Britain via Halifax by the Cunard Line was reduced to 
7½d currency (6d sterling). Mail sent via New York on the Cunard Line was then rated 10d 
currency (8d sterling), comprised of 7½d (6d sterling) plus 2½d (2d sterling) U.S. transit. 
Mail sent by an American packet from New York continued to be rated 1 shilling 5½d cur-
rency (1 shilling 2d sterling). In 1860, with New Brunswick’s conversion to decimal cur-
rency, the 10d rate via the U.S. became 17¢. 

There was an additional option available to correspondents in St. John, New Bruns-
wick, who did not post a letter at the New Brunswick post office 15 minutes before the ad-
vertised sailing time of the Boston to St. John steamboat line. Foreign mail could be handed 
as loose letters to the United States route agent, known as a “Steamboat Letter Carrier,” 
on board the Boston to St. John steamboat, at the dock in St. John.1 Beginning in 1853, 
Steamboat Letter Carriers were authorized to carry mail to St. John. (Before that date, the 
Steamboat Letter Carriers had operated only domestically between Boston and Eastport, 
Maine.) The following notice was published in the New Brunswick Courier to announce 
the new service:2

Notice to the Public

Arrangements have been made with the Postmaster General of the United States, under 
which MAILS will in future be forwarded to and from this City and BOSTON, PORTLAND 
and EASTPORT, by the Steamer Eastern City, and in charge of Mr. Benjamin M. Flint, who 
has been appointed Steam Boat Mail Carrier under the United States Post Office Depart-
ment.

The Regulations will be precisely the same as those under which mails are at present con-
veyed by Colonel Favor, in the Admiral. 

Until further notice therefore: Mails will be closed for one or other of the above-named 
Steamers on MONDAY, WEDNESDAY and FRIDAY mornings and Letters to be thus for-
warded must be posted at this Office fifteen minutes before the time advertised for the depar-
ture of the Boats, after which time none can be received; but Col. Favor, on board the Admiral, 
and Mr. Flint, on board the Eastern City, will be prepared to take charge of loose letters, from 
the time of closing at this Office until the Boats leave.
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The Rates of Postage chargeable on Letters thus forwarded are the same as by the land 
route, viz: Six Pence currency or ten cents the half ounce, to all parts of the United States 
except California and Oregon; and nine Pence currency or fifteen cents to the latter places. 
The prepayment of this postage will be optional, and may be made by affixing Postage Stamps 
but not less than the whole postage, or an equivalent amount of postage labels can be taken. 
It must be borne in mind, however, that loose letters forwarded in charge of Colonel Favor or 
Mr. Flint, cannot be pre-paid in money–they must either be prepaid by affixing Postage labels, 
or be forwarded unpaid.

GENERAL POST OFFICE, J. Howe, PMG,                                      St. John 23rd July 1853

Loose letters deposited with the Steamboat Letter Carriers received “Express Mail” 
route agent markings.3 There were four express mail markings used in St. John, with the 
large circular “COLONIAL EXPRESS MAIL” marking (see the covers in Figures 1, 2 and 
4 below) being the last marking introduced.

Loose letters addressed to the United States and handed to the Steamboat Letter Car-
rier at the dock in St. John, New Brunswick, were treated as having been mailed in New 
Brunswick, despite bypassing the New Brunswick post office. Such letters were rated 10¢, 
the treaty rate between New Brunswick and the United States, rather than 3¢ as prepaid 
domestic letters or 5¢ as unpaid domestic letters.  Loose letters addressed to Great Britain, 
however, were uniformly treated as having been mailed in the United States. They were 
rated at 24¢ per half ounce, the U.S. letter rate to Great Britain. For these letters the U.S. 
rate to Great Britain was actually higher than the rate from New Brunswick. (As noted 
above, the rate for letters from Canada to Great Britain by closed bag via the United States 
was 10d currency–17¢–if carried by British packet; these loose letters never entered the 
New Brunswick postal system, incurred no New Brunswick postal charges, and bear no 
New Brunswick postal markings.)

Loose letters sent to Great Britain by the St. John express mail route are a fascinating 
group of covers, not only for the remarkable adhesive frankings on two of them, but also for 
their postal rates. Five loose letters sent to Great Britain by the Boston to St. John steam-
boats have been recorded. Details of the five covers are presented in Table 1.

Date Franking Destination Reference
July 6, 1858 9, 11, 12(4) Glasgow Figure 1
Nov. 22, 1858 stampless Glasgow Sanderson-Montgomery, pg. 259
May 23, 1859 24, 26, NB 2(2) Liverpool Figure 2
Sept. 10, 1860 stampless London/Norwich Figure 4
Aug. 26, 1861 65(8), one missing Liverpool Siegel sale 685, lot 762

Table 1.  Loose letters to Great Britain by St. John express mail

The earliest of the recorded Colonial Express Mail covers to Great Britain, shown in 
Figure 1, survives as a front only. The letter from which it was cut, addressed to Glasgow, 
Scotland, was handed to the Steamboat Letter Carrier on the Admiral on July 6, 1858. The 
cover was franked with a striking array of U.S. imperforate stamps: a 1¢ 1851 blue Type 
IV (Scott 9), a 3¢ 1851 dull red (11) and two horizontal pairs of the 5¢ 1856 Jefferson (12). 
Endorsed “via New York,” the cover was carried from St. John to Boston by Admiral then 
sent overland to New York, where it caught the Cunard Persia, which departed New York 
on July 7 and arrived at Liverpool on July 17.

The cover shown in Figure 2 is even more interesting, because of its mixed franking 
of New Brunswick and United States stamps. This cover was previously discussed in the 
CAPEX ‘87 Special Issue of the Chronicle.4 The cover is franked with two New Brunswick 
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6d 1851 olive-yellow stamps (Scott 2), a United States 3¢ 1857 Type II dull red (26) and a 
1¢ 1857 Type V stamp (24). The New Brunswick 6d stamps each were equivalent to 10¢, so 
the cover is franked with the equivalent of 24¢ postage, as was the cover in Figure 1.

The Figure 2 cover entered the mails as a loose letter handed to the Steamboat Let-
ter Carrier at the dock in St. John, New Brunswick, where it was struck with a Colonial 

Figure 1. Cover front of loose letter to Glasgow, handed 6 July 1858 to the Steamboat 
Letter Carrier on board Admiral at St. John, New Brunswick. The 24¢ treaty rate from 
the U.S. to Great Britain (19¢ credit to England), is here prepaid by two pairs of imperfo-
rate 5¢ 1856 Jefferson stamps and 1¢ and 3¢ 1851 imperforate stamps. Ex-Frederick R. 
Mayer Collection, image courtesy of  Richard Frajola.

Figure 2. Loose letter to Liverpool, May 23, 1859, handed to Steamboat Letter Carrier 
on board Admiral, at St. John, New Brunswick. Letter franked with a combination of 
New Brunswick and United States stamps to prepay the U.S.-Great Britain 24¢ treaty 
rate. Image courtesy of Warren S. Wilkenson and Charles G. Firby Auctions. 
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Express Mail datestamp of May 23 [1859]. It was carried by Admiral to Boston and then 
routed overland to New York. The cover was endorsed “per Royal Mail Steam Packet New 
York to Liverpool.” This endorsement was observed, with the cover being carried on Cu-
nard’s Persia, departing New York on May 25 and arriving at Liverpool on June 4, 1859.

This item is part of a known correspondence between St. John and Liverpool, from 
which a plausible explanation for the mixed franking can be inferred. Susan McDonald 
noted that she had recorded five other letters in this correspondence dated between March 
11, 1859, and August 26, 1859, with letters being sent as close as three days apart.5 

Figure 3 shows a March 11, 1859, letter from the correspondence mentioned by Mc-
Donald. Like the Figure 2 cover it was prepaid (but in cash, not with stamps) and endorsed 
“per Royal Mail Steamer via New York.” However, this letter entered the New Brunswick 
postal system and was sent at the more favorable 10d rate between New Brunswick and 
Great Britain via British packet from the United States. 

Writing about the Figure 2 cover, McDonald speculated that the sender intended to 
have the letter sent prepaid at the 10d rate by the New Brunswick post office. The sender 
apparently arrived at the post office after the mails had closed, but was able to take the letter 
to the dock and hand it to the Steamboat Letter Carrier on the Admiral. While the sender 
could prepay the letter at the post office in cash (as with the prepaid stampless cover in 
Figure 3), loose letters at the dock had to be prepaid with stamps or sent unpaid. The sender 
likely applied the two New Brunswick 6d stamps in an attempt to prepay the British one 
shilling rate (the equivalent of 24¢), not recognizing the depreciation of New Brunswick 
currency against the pound sterling. McDonald speculated quite reasonably that the Steam-
boat Letter Carrier most likely provided the 4¢ in United States stamps, or accepted the 4¢ 
and added the stamps in Boston.6 

Acceptance of New Brunswick stamps to prepay the treaty rate to Great Britain may 
have been a misapplication of New Brunswick’s practice of allowing mail to United States 
destinations to be prepaid with United States stamps. This may have been tolerated because 
mail between the United States and New Brunswick could be sent paid or unpaid and there 

Figure 3. Stampless letter to Liverpool, March 11, 1859, prepaid at the 10d currency rate 
and sent by closed bag from New Brunswick to Great Britain via the United States and 
British packet transatlantic service from New York. 
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Figure 4. Unpaid loose letter handed to Steamboat Letter Carrier at the dock 
in St. John, New Brunswick, September 10, 1860. Rated for the 24¢ U.S.-Great 
Britain treaty rate, 1 shilling due, 5¢ Boston debit to Great Britain for British-
packet transatlantic service. Redirected from London to Norwich.

was no accounting of postal revenue between the countries. Each country kept the postage 
collected on prepaid letters from that country and on unpaid letters to that country. A letter 
from New Brunswick to the United States bearing only United States stamps was essen-
tially an unpaid letter from New Brunswick on which the postage that would be due in the 
United States was prepaid. 

This logic for the New Brunswick post office’s practice did not justify the Steamboat 
Letter Carrier’s and the New York exchange office’s acceptance of New Brunswick stamps 
to pay of all or any part of the rate from the United States to Great Britain. This is because 
the United States had to account to Great Britain for part of the 24¢ treaty rate but New 
Brunswick did not account to the United States for postage it received. Under the United 
States-United Kingdom treaty, the United States received 5¢ for inland postage, the party 
providing the transatlantic packet service was entitled to 16¢, and Great Britain received 
3¢ for inland postage. Since the Figure 2 cover was treated as prepaid and was carried on 
a British packet, the United States credited Great Britain 19¢ (16¢ sea postage, plus 3¢ in-
land) despite having collected only the 4¢ paid by United States stamps, since none of the 
postage paid by New Brunswick stamps could be credited to the United States.

Figure 4 shows a third Express Mail cover carried to Great Britain. This unpaid 
stampless letter was handed to the Steamboat Letter Carrier at the dock in St. John, New 
Brunswick, where it was struck with a Colonial Express Mail, Sep 10 [1860] datestamp. 
It was carried by the steamer Admiral to Boston, marked with a 5¢ Boston debit to Great 
Britain for British packet transatlantic service and then routed overland to New York. Not 
endorsed for a specific transatlantic routing, it was carried on Cunard’s Africa, departing 
New York on September 12, 1860, and arriving at Liverpool on September 22. Marked for 
1 shilling due, the letter was redirected from London to Norwich. As no forwarding postage 
is indicated, it was probably forwarded under separate cover.

Given the scarcity of transatlantic covers from New Brunswick sent via the United 
States, it is no surprise that only five express mail covers to Great Britain have been record-
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ed. Moreover, because of the desirability of the Colonial Express Mail marking, it is unlike-
ly that there are many more examples buried unrecorded in collections. The additional cost 
to send these covers as loose letters at the dock, compared to the rate via Halifax (12½¢) or 
through the New Brunswick post office (17¢) also helps to explain their scarcity. ■ 

Endnotes
1. For a detailed description of this mail service, see David D’Alessandris, “Boston to St. John Steamboat Mail,” 
Chronicle 201, pp. 8-20; Chronicle 202, pp. 109-16: and Chronicle 203,  pp. 167-86.
2. C.M. Jephcott, V.G. Greene and John H. M. Young, The Postal History of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, 1754-
1867 (Toronto: Sissions Publications Ltd. 1964), pp. 206-07.
3. Ibid. pg. 207.
4. Chronicle 134 (May 1987), pp. 144-45.
5. Ibid., pg. 145. 
6. Ibid.
LETTER TO NEW ZEALAND “VIA BRINDISI” IN 1880
COLIN TABEART

Note from the Section Editor: Well-known maritime postal historian Colin Tabeart, 
twice recognized for articles in the Chronicle by the Susan M. McDonald award, has used 
his expertise on mails to Australia and New Zealand to establish the actual routing of the 
cover illustrated by Bob Watson in the Foreign Mail section of the August 2010 Chronicle. 
In addition, he informs us of available on-line sites for sailing data from contemporary 
newspapers that he used to support his routing conclusion. The Australian and New Zea-
land web sites may be used at no cost while the London Times site is a subscription site, 
but available by membership in numerous libraries. Tabeart’s book, Australia New Zealand 
UK Mails to 1880, published in 2004, will soon be followed by a second volume extending 
the period from 1881 to 1900.

With reference to Bob Watson’s excellent article in Chronicle 227 (August 2010), I 
have endeavoured to construct the passage of this letter from Newburyport to Auckland 
using three newspaper files currently available on the Internet.1 I have come to the conclu-
sion that, although the letter was originally routed through London to go via Brindisi and 
Melbourne, in fact it actually re-crossed the Atlantic and travelled via San Francisco after 
all. My rationale is as follows:

We have two definite dates on the cover: New York 2 March [1880] and Auckland 4 
May 1880. Any routing must conform to those dates. The next mail for the United King-
dom left New York on 4 March by the Inman Line steamship City of Montreal.2 She was 
reported as arriving in the Mersey [Liverpool] on 15 March3—probably dropped her mails 
at Queenstown the day before, which would have arrived in London at the earliest on 14 
March. The Brindisi mails had left London on 12 March and arrived in Melbourne on 19 
April, as related by Mr. Watson. So there could not have been a connection with this Brin-
disi mail. The mails for New Zealand by this 12 March Brindisi route left Melbourne on 21 
April by the steamship Ringarooma, heading for The Bluff, New Zealand [bottom of the 
South Island].4  She arrived at The Bluff on 26 April at 0730,5 so these mails would have ar-
rived at Auckland well before 4 May. Thus at both ends of the “via Brindisi” route we have 
a discontinuity. The next mail via Brindisi did not leave until 26 March, so what was the 
London Post Office to do? Incidentally this mail did not arrive in Melbourne until 4 May so 
could not have reached Auckland by the same date.6
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The letter having arrived in London on 14 or 15 March, the Post Office decided that 
the quickest route was to send it back to the United States to catch the next mailing via San 
Francisco. This mail left Queenstown on 26 March by the White Star Line steamship Ger-
manic, arriving in Auckland on 4 May 1880 from San Francisco [12 April] by the steamship 
Australia.7 The Post Office was actually quite right to do so: to have awaited the next sailing 
via Brindisi would have meant a significantly later date of arrival in Auckland since that 
mail did not arrive at Melbourne until 4 May.

As a footnote, had New York decided to send the letter via San Francisco in the 
first place, or had the writer perhaps been better informed, the letter would have left San 
Francisco on 20 March and arrived in Auckland on 9 April, per City of Sydney.8 The writer 
would have saved money and the recipient would have received his letter almost a month 
earlier. Lesson: the most expensive route is not necessarily the best!

Before anyone asks why there was no San Francisco marking on this cover, the reason 
is that mails from the United Kingdom to New Zealand and Australia by this route crossed 
the United States in closed mails. ■

Endnotes
1. The Times (of London): http://infotrac.galegroup.com/galenet; New Zealand Newspapers Past: http://paperspast.
natlib.govt.nz;  Australian Newspapers: http://newspapers.nla.gov.au
2. The Times, 5 March 1880
3. The Times, 16 March 1880
4. Melbourne Argus, 22 April 1880
5. The Star, 26 April 1880 [Newspaper of Lyttelton, NZ]
6. Colin Tabeart, Australia New Zealand UK Mails to 1880 (Fareham, England, the Author, 2004). 
7. Ibid. pg. 338.
8. Ibid.

White Star Line (British) steamship Germanic entering a United States port, flying the 
American and White Star Line flag on the masts and the British flag at her stern. This ves-
sel operated on the North Atlantic route between May 1875 and September 1903.
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THE COVER CORNER
GREG SUTHERLAND, EDITOR

ANSWER TO PROBLEM COVER IN CHRONICLE 226

Our problem cover in Chronicle 226, shown here as Figure 1. was a 2¢ black-on-buff 
international postal card (Scott UX16) mailed at Honolulu on 9 January 1900, transiting 
San Francisco on 17 January on its way to Henry, Illinois.  It was marked at Honolulu with 
the violet “T 10 CENTIMES” handstamp in the lower-left corner, indicating an insufficient 
prepayment of 2¢. It was marked at San Francisco for collection of 8¢ by a black “U.S. 
CHARGE TO COLLECT 8 CENTS” handstamp, also at lower left. The year date in the 
Honolulu circular datestamp shows only the left side of the last zero, but 1900 is substanti-
ated by the San Francisco arrival marking. The questions posed were: Why was this ini-
tially rated as short paid, and why was it marked for 8¢ postage due in San Francisco, since 
this does not coincide with the Honolulu due marking?

Figure 1. Problem cover 
from Chronicle 226, a 2¢ 
international postal card 
mailed at Honolulu on 
9 January 1900, transit-
ing San Francisco on 17 
January. The questions 
were: Why was it rated 
short paid at Honolulu (“T 
10 centimes”) and why 
was it marked for 8¢ post-
age due (“U.S. CHARGE 
TO COLLECT 8 CENTS”) 
in San Francisco? 

In the absence of response from readers after two issues, the solution is provided by 
your editor as follows: The U.S. card franking wasn’t recognized in Hawaii. Even though 
Hawaii was annexed in 1898, full control didn’t occur until it became a Territory on 30 
April 1900.  Hawaiian stamps continued to be valid through 13 June 1900. Thus, Hawaii 
handstamped the card “T 10 CENTIMES” insufficiently prepaid in the lower-left corner, 
treating it as an unpaid postal card. But San Francisco treated it as an unpaid letter at the 
5¢ UPU rate. The handstamped “U.S. CHARGE TO COLLECT 8 CENTS” represented 
the 5¢ international rate, doubled as a penalty to 10¢ due, with 2¢ credit given for the card 
franking.

The U.S. Postal Guide for April 1876 makes mention of this peculiar situation (in 
“Rulings of The Post Office Department”) as follows: “When a postal card is rendered un-
mailable by reason of a violation of the rules governing their transmission in the mails, they 
become ‘matter to which no specific rate of postage is assigned,’ and therefore subject to 
letter rates of postage under sec. 156, p. 65, Postal Laws, edition 1873.” This was also the 
position of the UPU from 1891 through 14 June 1897: “Post Cards not prepaid were hence-
forth subject to the rate of postage for letters not prepaid.” (U.S. International Postal Rates, 
1872-1996, Anthony S. Wawrukiewicz and Henry W. Beecher).  While the latter does not 
apply, I have been unable to find a change to the U.S. 1873 policy, which most likely ap-
plied here.  The card carried an interesting message regarding an outbreak of plague.
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ANSWER TO PROBLEM COVER IN CHRONICLE 227

Our problem cover last issue generated much more response. The cover is shown here 
as Figure 2. This is a stampless folded letter to San Francisco with manuscript “pr Mail 
Steamer from New York” at top, a red “BOSTON JUL 3” circular datestamp, a matching 
“PAID” handstamp and a red crayon “18” cents rate marking. The questions were: What 
rate is represented here and how long was it in effect?

Figure 2. Problem cover from Chronicle 227, a stampless folded letter from Boston 
to California with a red crayon “18” cents rate marking. The questions were: What 
rate is represented here and how long was it in effect?

Figure 3. Cover comparable to Figure 2, but struck with a red a Boston handstamped 
“18 CENTS” rating marking, unlisted in Blake-Davis.
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Answers were provided by the following Route Agents: Mark Schwartz, Len Piszkie-
wicz, Ronald J. Stauber and Geoff Dunlop. The unanimous verdict: this was a triple-rate 
letter weighing between one and one and a half ounces at the prepaid rate of 6¢ per half 
ounce for mail travelling over 3,000 miles. This rate was in effect from July 1, 1851 (Act of 
Congress, March 3, 1851) through March 31, 1855, when the Act of Congress of March 3, 
1855 (effective April 1) increased the coast-to-coast rate to 10¢. 

A manuscript “18” is listed and illustrated as marking 581 in the Blake-Davis hand-
book Boston Postmarks to 1890 (pages 126-127), where it is noted as appearing in red-
brown crayon on a cover dated 3 July 1852. Since that’s the date that appears on our prob-
lem cover, we surmise that Figure 2 is the source of the Blake-Davis listing.

A Boston handstamped “18” also exists in a similar use, unlisted in Blake-Davis. This 
is shown as Figure 3.  Both the Figure 2 and Figure 3 covers currently reside in the collec-
tion of Route Agent Schwartz, whom we thank for sharing these images.

Additional historical information was provided by Ron Stauber, who wrote that the 
addressee, Albert Dibblee, was a notable San Francisco citizen who arrived there in 1850, 
had substantial economic losses in 1851, but remained in the shipping business and was 
also in the mercantile business with Charles W. Crosby, who died in 1853. Dibblee was also 
a politician and large land owner.
PROBLEM COVER FOR THIS ISSUE

Figure 4. Problem cover for this issue. Card mailed from London in 1895, rated for 
collection of 6¢ postage due, paid by the 5¢ Bank Note postage due stamp and a 
Bureau of Engraving 1¢ due stamp. Why was this rated insufficiently paid?

Figure 4 illustrates a card mailed from London in 1895 that was rated for collection of 
6¢ postage due, which was paid for by the addition of a 5¢ Bank Note Postage Due stamp 
and a Bureau of Engraving 1¢ Postage Due stamp. The question is: Why was this rated 
insufficiently paid? ■
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Please visit our website at:
www.rumseyauctions.com

email: srumsey@rumseyauctions.com

47 Kearny Street

San Francisco

California 94108

t: 415-781-5127

f: 415-781-5128

Sold $4,750

The finest collections are built with passion and precision.

Sold $52,500

Sold in our April 2009 Sale. Prices realized do not include the 15% buyer's premium.



Great collections have one name in common.

Lilly 1967 Kapiloff 1992 Honolulu Advertiser 1995

Zoellner 1998 Kilbourne 1999 Golden 1999

Hall 2001 LeBow 2004 Scarsdale 2006
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