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Cover No. 1 - 3ee Photonraph Mo, 1
B¢ 1847 ~ rair om Cover

From Canada to Illinois in February of 1850, This was a use
prior to the U. S./Canadian Postal Arreement whieh went into
effect on April 6, 1851, Postage in each country ves “Paid

to the Lines,” and at the period of use of this cover, Canada
had not issued any postage stamps. The cover is addressed to
"Professor J. B. Turner, Tllinois College.’ This dark buff
envelope oririnated at ot Catherines, U.C. (Upper Caneda) on
Feb. 11, 1850, The writer paid the Canadian postage “to the
line” in cash and applied a pair of 5S¢ 1847 to prepay the

U, S. postage. The manuscrint "4%7(pence) end the e¢rbdssed
out “"PAID" were apnlied at St. Catherines, an office a short
distance due west from "Nueenston, U.C.," on the Niagara River
opposite Lewiston, N.Y. 1Iail bestween the two countries was

_ exchanged between a number of exchange offices, of which
Queenston - Lewiston was one center. On the back of the ene-
velope is the postmark of 7Jueenston Feb. 12, 1850 - and the
Lewiston postmark on face shows entry into the U, 3., on Feb,1l3,

Ths payment of 4% pence (currency) in Canada was the rate
ver g ounce for a distance up to 60 miles. :

Fron Lewiston, the cover was forwarded to “"Illinois Colleze,?”
but there was no post office by that name in Illinois at that,
time, lMr. Richard Ramey of Champaign, Ill, very kindly fur-
nished me with the information to completc the story of this
interesting cover, Mr., Ramey statec¢, quote:

"The Tllinols College addressee on the cover no doubt is the
'Tllinois College' which then was located, and still is, in
Jacksonville, I11, The town was named for Andrew Jackson,
and was founded in 1825, although it was not chartered until
1867, The first college in the State, (Illinois Colleze) was
opened a few years after the founding of Jacksonville, XICIXxX
The cover traveled to the home toim ol Stephen A. Douglas in
the very year when he was talking about the 1850 Compronise.
No doubt Proi. J. B. Turner must have been a friend of
Douglas. (end of quotation).

Cover No, 2 - See Photogruph No. 2

5¢ 1647 - single g intie

On cover addressed to Coburg - Canada “West,- in March 1848,
Here we have a cover apnarsnily originating in the U. S. and
exchanged thru Queenston from Lowiston, N.Y.? - and forward-
ed to Coburg, (correct spelling ‘'Cobourg®) - a town on the
north shore of Lake Ontario, 69 miles N,E. of Toronto, This
portion of a folded letter shows nothing more than is shown
by the photograph. The original letter is missing and the
only evidence of U. S. origin is the 5¢ 1847 stamp, The
manuscript marking in upper right which looks like *G is
the Canadian rate of "9 nence, currency.” This was the rate
per 4 ounce for distances between 101 and 200 miles (8 »nence
sterling).

The guestion arises, did this cover actually originate in
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the U, S,? If so, why no »ostmark of a U. S. Dost office?
If it originated elsewhere than at Lewistcn why the absence
of the postmark of origin and the »ostmark of Lewiston, N.Y.,
the exchange office with Nueenston? The grids on the stamp
are of U. S. origin(?) but the "tie" to cover is very minor,
I think that due to the absente’ of the4bvriginal letter that
it is only fair to cuestion the actual origin of the cover,
Far example, was this a prepaid Canadian stampless to which
someone added the 5¢ 1847 stamp? Did the pen “PAIDY refer to
the payment of 9d at Queenston? If the letter originated in
the U, S,, then the VPAID" referred to the 5S¢ 1847 stamp(?)
and 94 was due at Cobourg.

What about the stamp on this cover? If it orjginated, as we
see it, then it had to come out of the first lot of 600,000

of the 5¢ stamns delivered by the engravers on June 3, 1847,
That number means 3000 impressions, and again the question
arises -~ does this stamp, in color and sharpness of engraving,
lJook like a stamp from that first consignment? After a care-
ful examination of the cover and taking into consideration the
various features mentioned above, I concluded that in all pro-
bability the eover is genuine, that it could have originated
at Lewiston, N.Y., the 5¢ stamp was apnlied and canceled therc
and that the postmark is missing because of some reason not
apparente. _

Covers No. 3 and No. 4 - See Photographs No. 3 and No. 4.
Here- we have two very remarkable and extremely rare covers,
both of which are probably unique in their proper clasifica-
tions. These two rarities were acnuired by lir. Henry %/, Hill
of Minneapolis, Minn. in Paris, France on a recent trip to
Zurope. Both came from an original find that was made in re-
cent manths in the small tovm of lMaubourguet, in the extreme
southern portion of France not far from the Spanish border.
Covers from this correcspondencc covered almost tvo decades,
from the middle eighteen fiftics, to the middle seventies and
the majority were from Donaldsonville, La, I belicve the
study of these two covers is extrencly interesting.

Cover No. 3 - See Photogreph No. 3.

Block or four ¢f the 5¢ Iggﬁ plus a l¢ 1851, Type II.

Cover to Ifance of the Pre-Tresaty period. Rate 21¢, repre-
senting the rate by “Amcrican Packet’ direct to France - in
this case to Havre., Iron Donaldsonvillc, La. on Sept. 8, 18586
via New Orleans to New York - from New York by American Packet
to Havre, postmarked therc on Oct, 3, 1856, The 21¢ payment
(per % oz.? representcd payment only to the French Frontier,
French domestic postage was extra, and shown by the manuscript
figures which look like ~19" but are the French "12" decimes.
(see my One Cent Book, Vol. II - page 336, trecing “F7)., This
was the ecuivalent at that time of approximately 23¢ U. S., OT
a total of approximately 44¢ collccted by the two countries on
this lettecr. I have no record of any other cover to France
with the '"21l¢ rate’ paid by such a combination, viz.,, a block
of the 5¢ plus a l¢. The stamps are canceled in blaeck by the
rather distinetive grid that was in use at the Donaldsonville
office in the fifties (sce Photograph, No, 3A).
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Cover Woe 4 = See Fhotograph No. 4

Block of six of the H¢ 1857 - Typc 1 = Red Brovm - S,U,S, #e8,
Cover to Franee of the U,S,/French Postal Treaty period, 30¢
payment, double the single rate of 15¢ per &+ ounece, Fron
Donaldsonville, La., April 9, 185&, via New Orlecans to Boston,
thence by British Packet to England, and by Anglo/Freneh mail
to Fronch destination, The red Boston postmark has a #2454 gt
the bhobttom, This was a double eredit of 12¢ per # oz. t0 the
Freneh V.U. wept, Our portion of the 30¢ paid was 2 x 3¢,

On a lectter such as this, transmitted across the Atlantic by -
a British 1ail steamship, we credited France 12¢ per + ouncc
and in turn, the Ffronch paid the British for traassnitting the
lettor froil our shore %o the French Frontier. The British
were paid apwnroximately 18¢ (2 x 9¢) for thoir serviee on
this lettor. All this accounting between three countries on a
single letter sceoms very complicatecd, but the system, (so far
as U.S./French mail), was in effcct from April 1lst, 1857 to
January lst, 1870,

MAIL TO GREAT BRITAIN
1849-1868

The original U.S./British Postel Troaty was signed in Decem-
ber M9, an¢ beeame effcetive in the U. S. the middle of
Febrwary 1849, It cxpired as of Deccmber 31, 1867. The rate
of postage between the two ecountries was fixed at 24¢ per

half ounce, (for the first ouncec), with pre-paymcnts optional.
This rote was arrived at as follows: British domestic 3¢,

U. S. domestic 5¢, sca postagc 16¢, If a letter was forwarded
by a British Mail ship, their sh-rc of a single rate was 3¢
plus 16¢, If by an Ameriecan Packet, 5¢ nlus 16¢, On each
lotter sent fully paid, the forwardins country ecredited the
other with the sum duc, and stamped thc sum on the faec of the
letter in Red, If a letter was sont unpaid, the forwarding
country stamped in black the sum debited, Covers showing sin-
gle and double rates of 24¢ and 48« arc 'rell known, Ouad.-
rates of 96¢ zrc scarcc. The quostion arises, why do we never
sce a triple ratec of 72¢? (3 x 24). I scriously doubt if it
ever oceurrcd to very m-~uy spcceiaslists in “TForcign Rates” to
gcarch for such a covor. The orisinal trcaty provided that a
letter of not over & ounce was to be charged one rate, not
over one ounce, two ratcs, but if over onc ounce, four rates
were to be charged up to tiwo ounces. Such rating was in accord
with the British system but not in accord with the U. S,
system vhich was “por < ounce acecording to weight.

The British did not change their systom of rating until 1865
and the chango was not made in the Treaty until 1866 (cefrec-
tive April 1, 1866).

Covers to or from England showing a triplc, or 72¢ rate, (or 53
shillings) are oxecedingly scarce.

.
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I am indebted to lir. iMaurice C, Blake for the date the new
rating went into offocct. As the Treaty expired as of Dec,
31, 1867, the triplec ratec was in effect for only 33 months,

In the Next Issuc we will furthor discuss this subjcct and ;
inecludec some intorcsting photographs. ;

Comments on any subjeet discussed 1vill be weleome.
Rosngctfully submitted,
7 S’QKLEY B. ASEBROOK

X

FORT TIOLAS, KENTUCKY.

THE WAR RATE COVZRS OF 1815-1816.

To help defray the cipensd of the VWar of 1812, Congress

levied a tax of 50% to the ratcs of vostage then in effect,

offeetive February 1, 1815, Postagc at that time was not by

weight but accorHing ¥0 the number of shects comprising a :
letter. Tho tax added 50% to the followins rates:

not exeoeding 40.nmilcs - 8¢ o i

(“f‘\ ad 102, i

T ] 150 i - 12%¢ :
" i 300 ] - 17¢
i 5 ) 500 i = 30¢
over 500 L - 25¢

Two picccs of papoer - a doubloe rate.
Thiteg " " - g tripl: rato.

The 50% teax was repealed by Act of Congross of February 1, !
1816, efrfective Lpril 1, 1216, on which date the old rates .
again wont into cffcet, but on Anril 9, 1816, Congress Tizoed
new rates, effective May 1, 1816 as follows:

Single sheet of pawar - onc rate

not oxeceding 30 milos - 6¢

L L 80 - 10¢

L f 150 % - 12%¢

it ] 400 H] - 18%¢.
over 400 - e« 25¢

The above ratos were in effcet until April 1st, 1825, when a
slight change was made. The #’ar Ratc¥ covers are vcry scarce
and covors vith the "Restored Rate of April 1, 1816 arc ex-

ccodingly rare, as tho "Reslorcd Ratc' Was im HGTToct only
durlng the nmonth of April 16l6.
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WHERE IS FORT TT Oon, KENTUCKY?

Fort Thomes is a residontial suburb of Cincinnati, Ohio,
located in the highlondés of Nerthern Kentueky, sonc four
miles from the hcart of the City. One-hal? hour by bus

or fifteen minutes by eer or taxi. It is in Camvbell
County, onc of the two Kentueky countics opposite Cincin-
nati, the two soparated by the Liclking River, which cmptics
into the Ohio River opposite Cincinnati,

The town of Fort Thomas bears the name of the U, S, Military
Post established by the Govornment in 1899, This Post was
the dircet desccendant of one of the first military posts
established west of {the Allegheny lMountains in 1789, and was

named Fort 'Jashington. The City of Cincinnati now occupics
the sife of the o%a Fort.

Fort ’'ashington was a log stoekadc and was built on high

ground above the Ohio River and direcctly opposite the mouth §
of the Lioking River, the sourcc of the latter being in the
mountains of Eastern Kentucky =bout 200 miles from its mouth,

In 1808, Fort '/ashington was abandoncd, beecause of the growth
of the town around it and the garrison was moved to a site
across the Ohio River at the mouth of the Licl ting River and
the Pcst was thercaftcr ecealled the 'Newport Barracks.”

It was an imnortant military nost during the ‘jar of 1812,

and  tho Mexiean end Civil “ars.

In 1890, a large tract of ground was purchased in the Ilontueky
highlands overlooking the Ohio River S.T. of Newport, Xy. by
the War Department and the garvison was rcmoved to the now
sitc, which was namod #Fort Thomas'’ aftcr Genural George H.
Thomas, of Chickamauga fonc,

After the ocloso of YWorld War II, the bulldings and grounds
were transforrcd to the Mcdical Corps and the Rescrvation i
is now a ililitary Hospitodes~ ) o ¥ - : :

t !

STANLEY B, ASHBROOK
JUNE 1851

. FORT Tﬁoms KENTUCLY .
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ABHEBROOK SPECIAI, SERVICE

Igsue No, 2~ June 18, 1951.

"IT IS THE STORY BEHIND THE COVER 1..AT ilAKES THE COVER"

Photographs, Nos. 5 & 6,

~Fhoto No, 5 shows a very interesting cover with a 3¢ 1861, and while there is no

evidence of actual year-use it is believed that it was either 1865 or 1866, The
stemp 18 tled by the-postmark of Harrisburgh, Pa., and by a "Shield" marking that
was used at that office. In addition, there is part of a target (concentric cire
cle) cancel at lower left corner of- the stamp but no trace of this cancel exists
on the cover, '

Prind #6 is a photo enlargement of the stamp and the three markings, This cover
is the property of lir. C. M, Phillips, Jr. of Winter Eaven, Fla,, and in my )
opinion 1t 1s genuine in all respects, It is quite evident that the target mark-
ing was applied befors the stamp was attached to the cover and {t is byt natural
perhaps to assume that someone might have used a canceled stamp that "got by" a
postal clerk, but such is not the solution, as it has been established by students
of "Precancels" that the target marking is a "precancel," or rather a "control"
marking.

When Mr. Phillips submitted the cover to me, I had no recollection of ever sseing
such .an item bpefore, but I was convinced that the target, the "Senate" envelope,
and the signature (Frank) under the stamp, all tied together in some way, and that
sheets of the 3¢ 1861 had been precanceled before the eamps were placed on
Officiel mail from the State Senate,

I sent a photograph of the cover to that very keen student of postal markings,
Harold W, Stark, of Ann Arbor, lilch. and stated that I suspected the target was
some sort of a control mark, and received the following reply:

"T believe that you might have something in your theory of a control precancel on
the stamp., It 1s perfectly logical to assume the State Government did want to re-
duce the thief loss on their stamps and to do this made arrangement with the

looal post office that the State would use this four concentric ring marking to
cancel stampa before using (half on each stamp. at least) and that when State mail
with State corner card on the envelope and showing this marking on the stamp were
placed in the mail, they were to honor the stamp; but if any of these precanceled
stamps were used on ordinary stationery to refuse to honor them, A similar con=-
dition prevails now with the meter stamps. At our Commonwealth Industries we have
a meter machine, tut our meter can only be used on our regular envelopess; A simi=-
lar condition in the past, was the perforating of the Company initials in the
stampe" (end), '

I quote the above because 1t 18 such a clear and concise analysis by lir. Stark with=

out any previous knowledge of this Harrisburgh precancel.

I then wrote to Mre. J. Re Boker of New York City, with whom I had had correspondence
in the past regarding early 19th Century precancels, and received the following

replys

R —
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"Thanks for yours of the 19th. I am familiar with the Harrisburgh, Pa. "Legislative" I
covers, There 1s a very good article written dby Allan R, Brown, concerning them in
the Norona "CYCLOPEDIA OF U, S. POSTHARKS." (Note by S.B.A. = Volume 1 - article 16 -
Hand?ook by Americen Philatelic Society = issued 1933 - a very valuable reference
book) « :

I have six of these 3¢ '61's in my collection, three are 'House of Representatives!
and three are 'Senate! covers, All show the same characteristic in that thye are
precancelled with a TARGET~or a pen-stroke, or gen-cross, or both, In all cases
there are sdditional Harrisburgh postmarks on the covers, and in some cases the al=-
ready precancelled stamps are 'tied' to the cover by the postmark, In all instances
at either upper right or upper left, there is a manuscript 'FRANK' by the Senator or
Representatives, On s visit to Harrisburgh I wae unable to unearth any official in=
formation about them, but I believe that the following is the case, The Pennsylvania
Legislature at that period had the 'Franking' privilege given them by thelr own ac=- f
tion which naturally d4id not extend to the Federal Government, Thereafter the Leg-
islature purchased 3¢ stamps, (I have seen no other denominations on about a dozen
covers examined = all of which I have a record) and supplied them to both the Clerk
of the House and the Senates To prevent misuse, I believe that the stamps were pre-
cancelled by the Harrisburgh Post Office and supplied in preczncelled form to the
Clerks, It is possible that the Legislature ran an account with the Post Office,
Lettars written by members of the Legislature were manuscript Franked By them, hand- i
ed to the Clerk, who then mailed them after putting on a precancelled stamp, This is,
of course, conjedtural, Put I believe, quite probable. You are familiar with the
analyous case of the "0.U,S," (Oxford Union Society) overprints in Great Britain when
stamps were overprinted "O0,U,S," and pasted on Society envelopes, supplied free to
members in the Society's writing room at Oxford." (end)

In the Brown artiele the author referred to sueh items as "Legislaetive Precancels"
and stated, quote: "The period of use as determined by these covers ranges from Jan.
24, 1865 thru 1867. The usé xxxx undoubtedly began much earlier and lasted a

longer time." (end)

T

Are. Phillips acquired his cover in a sale by Laurence & Stryker = Apr. 4-7, 1951, As
Lot 557, it was described: "3¢ 1861, fine, beautifully tied with Shield & Harrisburgh,
Fa. on Penn State Officisl Senate corner card covedp in green," ete, No mention of
the precancel feature., The 8ale price was $9.25 but in my opinion, the cover is
worth at least five times that price.

T ———

"It 18 the Story behind the cover that makes the cover." - Yes, it makes the cover of
much greater interest snd incidentally of greater intrinsic value.

COVEER 31

1866 = 33¢ Rate from Philadelphia, Pa, Feb., 23, Vis London, to Lisbon, Portugal, and
forwsrded back to London, Two photo-prints 77 and #8, both of the same cover, #8
shows a tracing of the faint red Philadelphis postmark superimposed over the cover
when phatographed, also traeings of three(3) postmarks on the back of the cover, are :
shown on print j8. :

This cover, the property of Mr., V, E. Sisson of St. Petersburg, Fla. is an extremely P
intoresting study. The following 18 my analysis. f

The Philadolphis poatmark was one that was used in the "Foreign Division" of that
offiec in the year 1866 - It is.as follows:
"PHILA AN PKT - FEB 23 PAID" - Note the "A® PKT", This designation did not necessarily
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meon that the letter was carried by a mail ship of Americsn register but rather that
the sea postage to England was at the expense of the U, S, Post office department,
This is a point it is well to remember as 1t spplied to all such "Am. Pkt." marke
ings on U, 8. foreign mail of the approximate psriod 1850-1870., "Paid ~ Only to
Englend" meant "Paid only to the British Frontler" but as this letter was paid be-
yond, this marking wes stamped thru error on this letter and should have beecn
crossed out as will be explained later. Incidentally, "Paid Only to England" under
the U.S./British Treaty of 1848 required 5¢ (1nland) plus 16¢ Sea (Atlantic
orosaing) - not exceeding % ounce.

In 1866 the U, S. rate to Portugal (frontier only) was "British Mail - Via England,
33¢ per % 0za, Or 45¢ per 3 oz,"

This letter did not weigh over £ ounce, hence the payment of 33¢ was correct and
the British applied marking "Peid = Only to England" did not apply to the trans-
mission from the U. S. Via England to Portugal,

Carried to Englend, "Am,Pkt," the division of the 33¢ rate was as follows:

5¢ U, S. Inland
16¢ Atlantic Sea
21¢ The totsl U, S. share
12¢ Britein's share (six pence) for carriage to
A __ Portugel by British iiail Ship.
Total - 33¢

Below end to the left of the handstamped "160" is a red penciled "12," which was
applied at Philadelphia and reprcsents the U, S. credit to G,B, of the above l2¢
(or 6 pence British). The handstamped "160" was applied at Lisbon and represents
the Portuguese domestic rate that was due from the addresses,

According to my understanding a Portuguese llilries was equivalent at that time to
$1.08 in U. S. currency - 1000 Reis made & Milreis, hence s Reis was 1/10 of a

U, S. cent - thus the sum of "160" due, was ecuivalent to 16¢ in U. S, currency
or 8 pence British.

The letter was not delivered but wes forwarded bmck to Southampton, England, with

the following sums due on delivery:

The "160" Reis that was due at Lisbon, equal to 16¢ U,S, or British ,...... 8 pence

The "Packet" charge back to england from Portugal of 12¢ or ...............ﬂé,penca

: 14 pence

Thus we- account for the mearking resding: British 6
Foreign 8

The sum of 14 pence was one(l) shilling 2 pence(12 pence equel 1 shilling) -
hence the total due from the addressee at Southampton was "1/2" and this appears
in menuscript below the stemps, over the Lisbon address, -

Regarding the crossed out manuseript "6" in upper left. In all probsbility this
was in accordance with the handstamp "Peid-Only to England" and indicated that if
the letter wes only peid in the U.S. to the British Frontier that “6" pence was due
to carry the letter from England to Portugal, When the error of the handstamp was
discovered, the "6" was crossed out.

Regarding the manuscript merkings =

Sp—

it
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The mesning is as follows:
: P.B, 1.20 « {Por Barco) By Shino
P,P. __40 - (Porte a pager) Frocdom to pay
1.60

In other words,- (in my opinion) = & "Ship Letter" (unnanid).

At thet period, the U, S. did not have & postel convention with Portugal whero-
by mail originating in either country could be prcpsid to destination in elther,
Msil to Portugal, was not sent by private ship direct to that country, but thru
regular channels, viz,.:

Via Englend - British Packet to Portugsl seeee.33¢ pur %2 0Z.=45¢ Per } oz,
By Bromen Meil (Via Gormeny) esesecsssceesssss3Of¢ “ -42¢g " 0w
By Ha.mburg Iﬂail (Vla Germany) Sre s s s antnnns -30¢ s e -42¢ il b

By French bizil « (Via Bohobi@) ceeseeesscnssesslg " "  =42g " ®
By " < (Vie Bordeaux & Lisbon) s..see30¢ " " <60¢g " 0
COVER ;9

See Photograph No. 9. :

1851 - 5¢ 1847 on cover to Germsay.

From Boston Jan. 28, 1851, Vie Nocw York and Englend to Germany.
A very rare snd interesting cover,

Covers with the "Forty-Sevens" used to foreign countries are much scarcer then
is generelly supposed, and those that do turn up occssionally in suctions are
either to France or to Englsnd. For meny years I have kept & reccord of such
uses and in ell the timeé I heve recorded only three covers with 1847 stamps to
Germeny, It is odd how msny collactors will include in their collecctions & num=
ber of 1847 covers end fail to show cven one that went abrozd. I imagine a
collection of 1847 covers that was confinecd solely to "Uscd Abroad" would be

very novel end would prove a very sefe snd profitable investment in the long run.

In such a collection a cover %o Germany would be outstzanding.

This letter wes sent "Vis Enclend" undcr the terms of the U.S,/British Treaty
(1848) and the 5¢ paid the "shere to ship" charge. It was routed "per Steamer
Asia from N.York." The "Asia" was s British lieil Stcemship of the Cunard Lins,

-eand the sailings of this Line wére every other Wicdnesday from New York or

Boston. The letter inside is datoed Boston Jan, 28, 1851, which was Tuesday,
The records show that the "Asia" ssiled from New York on Wcdnasday, Jan. 29,
1851. The stamp is an "Orsngo Brown! tied to cover by a black grid. It is
well to recell that 5¢ 1847 stamps with biacy grids, (or towns), are far from
common. Boston used a black grid late in 1850 and in the early part of 1851.
It is rether odd thet there is no Boston or New York postmarks on front or
back, The manuscript merking to right is the British 1/4, (one shilling - 4
pecnce - epproximately 32¢ in U. S. currcney). This was the British charge to
Prussis for cerrisge from the U. S, Fronticr to the Germen Frontier. The
blue manuscript merking to left is the German postaege due, representing the
sum due from the eddresses, and includcs the shilling four pcnce due the
British.,

On the back of this cover is & red fremed S.L. msrking, "AMERICA per ENGLAXD,"
No doubt this wes British spplied. It is the only record that I have of it,
but it mey be well known on stempless ¢overs,

SR————

T ———————_
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Papge #1
ASHBROOK SPECIAL SERVICE

ISSUE No. 3 July 20, 1951,

SOME INTERESTING NOTES ON POSTAL
REGULATIONS IN EFFZCT IN 1860

Letters Mailed direct with Route Apents - No letters should be given to
Route Agents upon the cars or steamboats, except such as cannot be written
before the closing of the mail at the post office, Under no circumstances
can Route Agents receive letters that are not prepaid by stamps,

Stamped Envelopes were issued in 1853, for the purposes of enablying mail
to be carried "outside of the Mail"™ by private carriers, without a mail
contract. Note the following instruction of October 1860, quote: "Legal
provision has been made by Congress, by which letters may be sent out of
the mail in cases of emergency. By the uss of the Government envelopes,
with the stamps printed thereon, and constituting a part thereof, letters
may be so sent, provided the envelope is duly sealed snd addressed with
ink, snd the date of receipt or transmission of such letter written or
stamped thereon., The use of such envelope more than once, subjects the
offender to a fine of fifty dollars. A letter or ordinary envelope with
a postage stamp, put on by the writer, cannot go out of the mail (except
by private hand) for the reason that the law confines the matter entire-
ly to the envelopes furnished by the Department. Were the privilege ex-
tended to the other kind of stamps, there being no way of cancelling them
by their re-use, extensive frauds upon the revenue might be the result. A
singular notion seems long to have prevailed that it is no violation of
law to send an unsealed letter outside of the mail. This makes no differ-
ence whatever, Even if the paper written upon is not folded, it is a
letter,”

Stamps cut from Government Envelopes not legal, quote: "A letter bearing a
stamp, cut or separated from a stamped envelope cennot be sent through the
mail as a pre-paid letter. Stamps so cut or separated from stamped eanvel=-
opes lose their legal value.

The Registered Mail Fee - The Act of Congress, which provided for the re-
gistration of letters - {(liarch 3, 1855), went into effect on July 1, 1855,
From that date until 1867, registration fees were payable in cash at the
time of mailing. Fayment by postage stamps was not accepted. FEach Regis=
try Clerk had to account in cash for letters registered. For a clerk to
have accepted a letter for registration, with the fee paid by a postage
stamp would have caused him to be short in his cash account. Note the
following instruction, quote: "Letters can be registered on_the payment
of the registry fee of five cents for each letter, but if lost Congress has

made no provision for restitution, if the letters contains valuables.”

Carrier Delivery - Not until after June 30, 1863, was there any free de-

livery of letters by Government employed letter carriers, However, a num-
ber of the larger cities had carriers, but the service was at the expense
of the public. An interesting instruction of October 1860 read as follows,
quote: "The address of letters intended for delivery in cities, especially
should include, if possible, the occupation, street and number of the

party addressed."

U ——
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Business Cards on Circulars ~ Note this instruction: "A printed business card or
the name of the sender, placed upon the outside of a eircular, subjects it to
letter postage." The following is also of interest, cuote: "A Price Current
sheet with the card of a mercantile house substituted for the name of the publis-
er may be mailed as a circular for one cent postage, If the name of the publish-
er and of the business firm both appear upon the sheet, it will be subject to

two cents postage."

‘Time recuired in 1860 to trensmit mail to New York from Buffelo 2 days - Pittse

burgh 2 - Riehmond, Va, 2 - Charleston, S. C., 2 = Columbia, S. C. 3 = Mobile,
Ala. 5 - Montgomery, Ala, 4 - Nashville 3 - Louisville 2 - Jackson, Miss., 5 =
Little Rock 8 - New Orleans 5 and 6 - Baton Rouge 9 to 10 = Galveston 8 to 10 =
Chicago 2 - Detroit 3 - Cincinnati 2 - St. Paul 7 to 8 - California, Overland
Mail 25 to 26, Steamers Via Panama 20 to 23 - Oregon 30 to 40 - Utah 30 to 40
and New Mexico 30,

Regarding Foreign Rates (1860) = In the 1850's - 1860's and early 1870Vs, mail
to the far East is found with two principal routing instructions, viz: "Via
Southampton" or "Via lMarseilles" ~ Regarding the first - Such mail was sent

‘across the Atlantic by "British Packet" (Cunard), or "American Packet" to Zng-

land, from whence it traveled in British mail ships sailing from Southampton Via
Gibraltar, Suez Canal, ete, to India, and the far East., Such'mail was rated
only per % ounce, Mail routed "Via liarseilles," was likewise sent to England in
British or Americasn Packets, thence across the Channel to Calais and overland
thru Frence to Marseilles - saving much time in transmission. At Marseilles it
was picked up by ships bound for Suez end the far Zast. France rated mail at

. % 02., (or rather - per 7% grammes), and for passage thru France from Calais to

Marseilles a charge was made of 6¢ (U.S.) per each £ ounce, For example, we
see rates quoted as follows, (October 1860):

Per = 0z. Per > oz.
SINGAPORE = "VIA SOUTHAIPTON"™ ,eecessescssnce (noné] 33¢
. “ - 'lml\‘mF‘Im“ UL O I B B B B B BB B B ) }9¢ djd

Overlend thru Frence wes 6¢ more per ¢ oz., than the 33¢ per & oz, rate "Via
Southampton" and the % o0z. rate thru France was 2 x 6¢ plus the 33¢ rate "Via
Southampton."

In 1860, the China and East India mails were dispatched from London "Via
Marseilles on the 10th and 26th of each month and "Via Southampton" on the
4th and 20th of each month,

3¢ plus 1¢
New York City - November 1860 = Mail with 3¢ postage, addressed to out of town

points - dropped in street letter-boxes without the extra payment of l¢ for
conveyance to the post office by carriers. The following is a comment at the
time: - "The Street Letter-Boxes - We have ascertained that many of the com-
plaints or delays in the receipt of letters sent by mail from this city, are
traceable to the following cause; A merchant located at some distance from the
general post office in Nassau Street, prepares his letters just in season for
the afternoon mails, and hands them to his clerk or porter to be taken to the
Post Office, xxxxx who sometimes drop the lettsrs into the most accessible
street letter-box. The collector may have been his rounds but a moment befcre,
and when he makes his next visit, it is too late for the mails of that day.
Nor is this the worst of it, The postage by mail only, is prepaid, 3¢, the
extra penny Tor the collecting being of course omitted, and the letter cannot
go into the mail at all, until the deficient postage is paid." .

T S —
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Referring to the above, it is of interest to note that earlier in 1860, lottow.
addressed out of town with only 3¢ payments, were frequently found in lstter;“
boxes in New York, Boston and Philadelphia. At first it was the custom to rnw
such letters, "Due 1 cent" and let them go forward, but this practice was scon
stopped by the Post Office Department at Washington. There was no provision
under the law whereby a "Carrier Fee" could be sent as a "Postage Due.," Such
covers are known but they ars rare and are reslly worth much more than is Eon=-
erally supposed, Washington ruled that such mail should be held, the addressog
notified to send l¢, and the letter would be forwarded. Examples are known and
they are exceedingly fine items to own, {(in my opinion).

Regarding the aecounting system under the "Due 1 cent." For example, a letter
from New York to Albany., One Cent was paid the New York Carrier, on the 3¢
box~letter, and in the Quarterly Report, the payment was charged to Washington,
When the letter was delivered at Albany, the l¢ was credited to Washington, but
such debits and credits were not legal and were forbidden by the Postmaster
General,

3k o6y % 2 K o 3k 3 o 36 sk 4 ok S K

FOR THE RECORD, THE FOLLOWING IS INCIUDED AS A PART OF THIS SERVICE

THE FRAUDULENT 5¢ 1847 COVER WITH A 10¢ ADDED KNOWN AS THE "KNAPP COVER"

(From the Knapp First Sals, May 10, 1941 -Lot #2284 - Sale Price $325,00)

Photograph No, 10, This well-known fake shows a 5¢ 1847 tied to a cover (folded
letter) by a blue Philadelphia postmark. Some faker added a 10¢ 1847 stamp and
tied it to the 5¢ with a fake blue grid. The cover was from Philadelphia, Pa.,
postmarked "JUN 20" (1848) and addressed to amsterdam; Holland (see Photo 710).
The blue postmark originally read, WPHILAD® PA - JUN 20-5 CTS." The faker
peinted a slanting "1" before the "5 CTS" and made it read, "15 CTS." In the
lower left corner is the manuscript routing, "Per Steam Ship Acadia = from New
York June 2lst,"

In my opinion, this fake was made by a notorious philatelic faker who has for
years operated in Paris, France, and has made a specialty of faking covers with
U,S, stamps, and disposing of his crooked material thru agents in London and
New York.

There 18 no question but what this cover fooled the late Edward S, Knapp and I
am sure that he never doubted it was genuine, It also fooled the Expert Com-
mittee of The Philatelic Foundation. It was submitted to the Committee in the
Spring of 1950 by Mr. Gordon Harmer of Harmer, Rooke & Co. at my suggestion and
it was in the hands of that Committee until June of 1950 at which time they
issued their cartificate, stating it was genuine, That certificate was numbered,
"Noo 2160," and dated "Junse 12, 1950," It read as follows, quote:

M"¥e have examined the enclosed United States 1847 = 5¢ 71 - 10¢ ;2 on cover, sub=
mitted by Harmer, Rooke & Co., Inec., = of which a photograph is attached on the re-
verse, and are of the opinion that it is genuine in a1l respects.
(signed) Theodore E. Steinway
For The Expert Commistee
Chairman"

In any expert examination of this cpver the first point that should have been
considearad was, "WHY A PAVMENT OF 16 OWNTS ON TUTS FALDTD LETTER?® If anyone
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connected with the Committes had any knowledge ¢ the actual meaning of the
markings on this faske cover, surely the above ° riificate would never heve been
issued. It is a very glaring example of amateur experts attempting to pass
"expert" opinions on items of which they have little if any knowledge. This, I
will clearly demonstrate in the remarks to follow,

This fake cover did not weigh over % ounce, and all the U, S, postage required
on the letter was the U, S, rate (a single of 5¢) from Philadelphia to New York
City. There, the letter was put sboard the British Mail Steamship "Acadia" -
and postage was due from the addresses from the U, S. froatier thru Englsnd to
destination, There are two manuseript markings on this cover, both of which
c¢learly prove that the rate was a single. The one dirsctly under the faked
Philadelphia postmark was applied by the British Postal Officials, and repre-
sented tia sum due the British P.0.D, from the P.0.D. of Holland for the carri-
ago of the letter from New York by the British to the Duteh frontier. As.stated,
this letter was originally s single rate, hence recuired only 5¢ U., S. postage
from Philadelphia to New Yorlk City. It must be rcomembersd that the date was
Jun 20 1848, over six months becfore the U.S./British Postal Treaty went into ef-
fect, and prepayment beyond our frontiers was not nossible. That this lettsr
was a single rate, and not over % ounce is proved by the Eritish debit marking
to the Dutch which actually reads, "1/8" - or, one shilling - 8 pence, = or 40¢
in U. S, currency, Iad this letter required 15¢ to carry it from Philadelphia
to New York it would have weighed over one ouncs. The fact that both the
British and Dutch post offices rated it as a singles - not over % ounce = is
surely sufficient proof that the letter did not recuire a 15¢ payment at Phila-
delphia, The partly erased manuscript marking over the address was applied by
the Dutch and read, "120" and meant 120 Duteh "Cents." 100 Dutch cents made a
guilder, hence "1 guilder, 20 cents." Thus the totel sum dus from the addressee
in amsterdam was "120 Dutch cents" or 48¢ in U, S, currency (2 shillings British.
Of this sum 8¢ U.S. or 20 Dutch cents bslonged to the Duteh P,0,D., and 40¢
U«S. or one shilling 8 pence belonged to the British P.0.D.

I submit further cevidence that this letter did not weigh over one-half ounce,
and was a "single rate.," During those years the British rated their mail as

follows:
Not over } ounce - one rate - not over 1 ounce - two rates - over
1 ounce but not over 2 ounces - four {(4) rates

Thus it will be noted that if a lstter wcighed over ons ounce and not ovsr one
and a half ounces - four rates were charged by the British instsad of three.

This system of rating wat included in the 1848 Postal Treaty with the United
States, and no change was mads in the treaty in this respect until 1866{April 1st)

Had this letter requirsed a 15¢ payment in the U.S.,, the British would have
charged Holland four times a shiling, 8 pence. And this same ratio would have
been charged the addressee in Amsterdam.

In authenticating this cover as "genuine in all rospscts," the Zxpert Committee
of the Foundation entirely ignored evidence that actuslly e}ists on the face of -
the cover that this item is & rank fake.

Photograph No. 1ll. Regarding the strange looking "15 CTS" with the painted in
slanting "1." (see Photo j11). How this doctored postmark would fool any com-
petent Board of Experts is beyond understanding = In the first place, the Phila-
dslphia Post Office never used a postmark with a "15 CTS" at the bottom, and had

e r——r———




Pago #15

the Committee consulted with studeats of Philadelphia postal markings they wouls
have been informed to that effect. The faker not only painted a "1" before th,
"5 CTS" but he also "painted over" other perts of the two postmarks, one on ths
face, and the othesr on the 5¢ stamp, thus making it appear that his faked ")
was stemped in the same blue ink as the genuine blue used at the Philadelphia
Post Office in Juns 1848,

Photograph No, 12, Further regarding the 10¢ 1847 stamp which was added %o this
cover. Here the faker used & 10¢ stamp that originally had a pen cancelation,
He removed the pen markings and applied a fake imitation of a Philadelphiavgzia,
liy photographs made Ultra Violet Ray of the 10y 1847 stamp mads under my powcr-
ful Hanovia Lamp show very clearly the pen removed lines on the 10¢ stamp, No
pen lines show on the 5¢ stamp. (see Photograph 12)

Our Postal Treaty with Great Britain was deted Desc, 15, 1848, and it became cf-
fective in the U. S, the middle of February 1849, Additional articles wers
sdded in May 1849, The "Additional Articles™ had effsct on the total rate bee
tween the U. S. and Holland as well as other countries on the Continent. For
example, the British rats, (single) prior to the Treaty, from the U.S.Frontier
to the Dutch Frontier, was "1/8" - ona shilling, eight pence, This also applied
to Germany, and Belgium, but this rate was reduced to "1/4" - one shilling,
four pence, effective in May or June(?) 1849 ("additional articles"). The re-
duction of four (4) ponce was reflected in a reduction of the sum due in
Holland from the addressee, from "120" Dutch cents to "100" cents (100 cents
squal to one guilder - also the equivalent to "1/8" Sterling, or 40¢ U,S.).

Photograph No. 13. Photogrenh No., 13 is en example of a cover addressed to
Amsterdam, during the Trcaty period., This cover shows payment of the 5¢ rate
from Philadelphia (Dec. 17, 1849) 4o Boston (5¢ under the Treaty), also the
British “1/4" (one shilling, four pence, or 32¢ U,S,) - due from the Dutch for
British transit from Boston to the Dutch Frontier, Also the Dutch postage due
from the addressee of "100" Dutch cents. A comparison with the Knapp cover
follows, in U, S, currency: ;

U,S.Pay British Dutch
Knapp cover @ QP * s e 0T O 00T RS SR AR PSS 5¢ *0¢ 48¢
Dac.17, 1849 cover (Noe. 13) cenceccccsoccess 5¢ 32¢ 40¢

Photograph No, 1l4. Again referring to the partly erssed Dutch postage due mark-

" ing on the Knapp cover, which rcad "120" Dutch cents. Photograph No, 14, shows

a cover that was sold in the "Moody Sale" in October 1950s This pre-Treaty
cover shows the same nanuscript markings as the Knapp cover and is an example
of a single rate of the period, It was sent to Boston for the sailing of the
British Mail Ship, "Caledonia" (Cunard), which ths records show sailed from
that port, on Thursday, Sep. 16th, 1849. The U.S. postage was 1lO¢ from Phila=-
delphis to Boston (over 300 miles) - the British shows "1/8" and the Duich
"120." Incidentally the "2" looks like a "9." However, if any doubt cxists
thet the figurs was a "2" may I call attention to my "One Cent 1851-57" Book,
Volume two - page 336 - Figurs "F" in Fig, 56UA, the same being a "12" but
appoars to be a "19,"

Photograph No., 15. Photograph No. 15 shows a cover with a 5¢ 1847 postmarked
"Philadelphia, Jen, 14, 5CTS" - (1848), I believe that this is a marking from
the sams stamper that was used on the Knapp faked covar.
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FURTHER REGARDING THI ':NAFP FAKE

When it was reported to me that the knapp cover wass to be offered for sals by
Harmer, Rooke & Co., I wrote to Mr., Gordon Harmer, advising him that in my
opinion, the cover was bad and that before offering it for sale, it would be
advisable to submit it to the Expert Commitisz of the Foundation, I was of the
opinion that the Committee would condemn it and that their action would be the
end of the cover, However, the cover was never sent to me for my opinion dur-
ing the months the Committee had it under discussion, though I am quite sure
that they were well aware that 1 considered the item to be bad,

On the strength of the Foundetion certificate, Mr, Hammer entered the cover in
the Harmer, Rooke & Co. Sale of September 26, 1950, but before this was done I
again advised him that ths cover was fraudulent, but that in my opinion he
could not do otherwise bacause the cover was accompanied by a Foundation certi-
ficate that it was "genuine in all respects," In other words, it was up to Mr,
Harmeyr o accept my opinion or that of the Expert Committee of The Foundstion,
On the strength of the P.F, certificate, a collector purchesed the cover in the
sale @ $220.00, but he was not advised that I had condemned the cover. For-
tunately, right after the sele, he submitted the covsr to me, and on my statce
ment that the cover was a falke he returncd it to Harmsr, Rooke & Co, and the
sale was canceled,

Since the sale in September 1950, I have repcatedly requested the Export Com=-
mittese of the Foundation to recall their certificatec and cancel it, but all my
appeals have so far been in vain, Last January (1951} I submitted a full re-
port of my examination of the cover, togethecr with numerous photographs, to
the committee and appealed for a cancelation of the erroneous certificate thet
thoy had issused. They certainly owe that duty to American Philately, and as
long es that certificate is outstanding it is a disgrace to serious philatelic
rosearch work.

Photorrach No, 16, A prominent British collector exhibited a similar 5¢ plus
10¢ 1847 cover at the International Zxhibition, held in New York in May 1947,
and at the time I felt sure that the cover was not genuine., In later yesrs,
at my roquest, the owner was kind enough to send the cover to me and I made a
careful ocxamination of it and also a number of photographs by Ultra Violet
Rays. This was apparently a very beautiful and convincing looking cover with
a 5¢ and 10¢ 1847,- also postmarked Philadelphia and addressed to Bridgewater,
Xass, The postmark had "15 CTS" at the bottom and the two stamps - apparently
very fine, wore tied by blus grids to the cover. This fake was originally a
stempless folded letter sent uvnpaid and the Philadelphia postmark originally
had "10 CTS" at the bottom. The crook changed this to read, "15 CIS," snd
added two damsged end pencenceled and cleaned 1847 stamps (5¢ & 10¢) to the
covors Tho whole right side and bottom hed been added to the 5¢ stamp end the
missing parts of the design "peinted" in. The damaged 10¢ had been skillfully
repaircd. Photograph No. 16 shows this Take.

At my suggestion, the owner had the stamps removed fram the covar and submitted
to the famous British Export, on repaired and faked stamps, Mr. W.H.S.Cheavin
of london. Mr. Cheavin made some wonderful photographs by XRays and confirmed
my findings in each respect.

Notation by E.5.Knapp
On the back of the Knapp cover at the time I examined it was a signed memo by
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the late Edwerd S, Knepp, which read as follows:

"Careful examination under a quartz lamp proves it to be absolutely 0.%. and
Kleeman says its positive. Under the light the 1 of 15 in cancel shows up as a
tPoid? lettor « E.S.Knapp ~ Jan, 1934."

The Kleeman referred to was John Kleeman of the ¢ld Nasssu Stamp Co,, who doubte
loss obtained the coves from the French crook sfid s0ld it to Knspp, probably ase
suring him that the ¢oVver was "positively" genuine. The notation indicates thst
the queer painted "1" was questionsd, but the lamp showed it tc be okay., Mr.
Knapp was evidently not eware of the fact that the faker had changed the original
U.,S, rate from a single to a triple, but had not chanzed the British and Dutch
rates to agres with same, and it is quite evident that this error was repeated By
the Expert Committes of the Philatelic Foundation, of the City of New York.

“m" L} B‘E‘C ".S__l .n. COJTJ?.
LOOKS GCOD
IS NO INDICATICN THEAT IT IS GOOD,"

I recall an instance whers a cover was submitted to a Board of Experts, one of
whom wrote on the slip - "It looks good to me" - and signed his name, Just that
and nothing more - just a look and an expert opinion. I was so imprsssed with
such nonsense that I made a photograph of the cover and the slip,.

Years ago, many advanced collectors passed on the validity of covers simply bee
cause the stamps were convineingly tied and because the item "looked good,® If
the cover happened to be fraudulent in any way and was made by a clever crook, it
was not surprising that the faker endeavored to accomplish that very end, viz..
make it look good, so as to fool amateur expertsy Unfortunately we still have oX-
perts who have very little knowledge of the actual meaning of many postal markings
and who attempt to express expert opinions on covers, It frequently happsns that
"faked covers" sre declared "genuine in all respects" - or a perfectly genuine
cover is declared to be bad, such as "this stemp was not used originally on this

cover,"®

The following is quoted from Chapter One in the new book reccntly published, en=-
titled, "THE POSTAL HISTORY OF THE PORT PHIILLIP DISTRICT - 1835-1851," by J.R.W.
Purves, F,R.F.5.L, Published by the Royal Philatelic Society of Victoria,
(Australia), quote: "In the second place it is important for any relatively seri-
ous collector,- he nced not be a profound studen®,- interested in the 'Classic!
items of & particuler country,- to rcalize that, at any rate in their last stages,
certein conditions applicable to Ypre-stamp! covers - viz., rates of postage and
routeg - were precissly those obtaining when the first stamps were issued. Stamps
were only a more convenlent method of denoting pra-payment and as a result, sub-
sequent fcollesct! peyments by the addresseec became fewsr and fewer. The other ex-
isting factors,- ¢:8.; "rates and routcs'e psrsisted, until they too had to be al-

tered to comply with the altered facts of history. It therefore follows that a
student with a knowledge of a country's Postal History prior to the issue of its
first stamps is so much better equipped to study the stamps themselves., As a con-
crete instance of the value of a knowledge of Postal History, I need only cuote
the case of my friend Stanley B, Ashbrook, one of the truly great expsrts today
on United Statss stamps, He has, over many ycars, made a profound study of ths
early postal rates on the various routes (and of course the postal markings).
This has enabled him to detect many 'faked! covors which had 'beaten'? others.
Those covers werc originals, but they had hzd genuine stamps {usually alrecady
postmarked), cleverly added to them to present the appearance of a genuine
fentire,! The First thing Ashbrnnk, looking »t a covar, asks is - Is the rais

of postess shown by the stamps the corract onc? If it isn't, then he goes on to
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look for other evidences of faking, 6«2., 'painting! on of an additional piece
of cancellstion in order to 'tis' the stamp to the cover, and so on. The

lest thing the faker knows anything @bout is the rate of postags, and in the
grost majority of such ceses thieé is where he has fallen down." {end of quote),.

A Review of the above book appeared in "Stamps" - issue of January 6, 1851,
pege 21.

Purther re ~ the Knapp cover - I offer my apologies to my friends for going
into such detail regarding this cover. The reason that prompted so much
detail and repeated statements was because I wanted to make my examination of
the ecover a metter of record, and to describe it in a wey that would lcave no
misunderstanding of the points involved.

1863 - 1865
DROP LETTZES

LOCAL DELIVERY LETTERS

The Act of March 3, 1863 - Sec., 11, provided that letter carriers be employed
for the free delivery of mail at such post offices as the Postmaster General
selected, effective July 1, 1863, The postags on Drop letters was raised from
1¢ prepaid, to 2¢ {per % ounce). It was an unfair bit of legislation as the
new 2¢ rate was the same at post offices, that did not have free delivery, as
it was at the large officées that had the new free service. Section 23 of the
same Act also provided - "But no extra postage or carrier’'s fee shall hereafter
be cherged or collected upon letters delivered by Carriers, nor upon letters
collected by them for mailing or delivery."

This inequality in rates for local letters was corrected by the act of March 3,
1865 - Sec. 15, which fixed the prepaid Drop Letter Rats at One Cent, at all
offices except those which had free delivery service. The part of the Act

read, quote: "And provided further, That the prepayment postage on drop letters
in all places wherc free delivery is not established shall be one cent only."

The S.U.S. states on page 42, (1951 Edition), quote: "The Act of Congress, ap-
proved Merch 3, 1863, abolished carricrs! fees and established a prepald rate of
two cents for Drop letters, mckinag necessary the 2 cent Jackson (No., 73)."

This notation fails to state that 2¢ was not required on "Drop lLetters" after
June 30th, 1865, thet is, Drop Letters, not delivered by Carriers.

The term "Drop Letters" should only be applied to lestters deposited in post
offices that did not havs free delivery servics, that is, Dropped in an office
to be called for, no delivery service furnished. And likewise, the term
“Locel Delivery" should be applied to letters, delivered by Carriers at
offices of origin.
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ASHBROOK STECIsL SEEVILE

Issue o, 4 - aufust 23, 1951

— A VAIULBELE CONTRIBUTION TO PillIATHLIC RESEARCH WORK

At the CENEX, held in Philadelphia last month, Mr. Philip H, Ward, Jr. wzs
host at a luncheon to a number of his friends and exhibited for the first
time, a copy of a document that had recently been called to his sttention.
This amazing bit of U, S. Postal History was the Receipt given to Tonpan,
Carpenter & Co,, for the Dies, Transfer Rolls, snd Plates whiclh they had used
during the term of their contract for supplving U. S. postage stamps to the
Post Office Department for the period 1851-1861, lir., ¥ard very xindly pave meé
& copy and permission to convey this information to subscribsrs to this Ser-
vice, The Receipt reads as follows:

Received Phile. aug. 14th 1861 of Tonpan, Carnenter, and Co.,
the following stamp nletes:

Viz.
29 plates of Three Cent Stamps
14 i "  One " i
2 L " Five il i
2 ] 1] Ten i il
3 1 [t Twelve o "
1l plate " Twenty-
four ¢ i
1 " Thirty " "
l 9 1 Nine‘ty " it
4 plates " Frail and broken
1 plate " Carrier's Stamp Franklin Head
1" 0 " " Earle
also

10 Dies of Stamps
24 Rolls of Stamps

The above Rolls, Dies and Plates are the property of the U, 5. Government
and deliverod in aceordmance with the terms of ths Stamp Contract between
the Post Office Department snd Toppsn, Carpenter & Co., as verified by
Jonathen Guest, as Special agent, P.0.Dept.
I,H.%Walton,
Treas. U.S.Mint,

The original contract with Toppan, Carpenter, Casilear & Co., to supply post-
age s*amps to the P. O. Department was signed on June 10, 1851 and was for a
period of six years. A Tour years extension was granted in April 1857, with
the expiraticn as of June 10th, 1861.

(See copy of contract - Brazer Chapter - Ashbrook Book, One Cent 1851-1857,

.Vol. 1, pages 48-49).

The contrect did not specify that the transfer rnlls were to become the pro=-
perty of the Government but the receint shows that "24 holls™ were surrendered.
The contract read in pert as follows: "and =1l *the dies and plates enrsraved
end srovided under this sgreement are to belon~ to and be the exclusive pro-
perty or the United States, etc.”

Ten Dies were delivered whieh no doubt wers =s follows: 1¢, 37, 5¢, 10¢, 124,

24¢, 304 and 90d - Franklin #ud Sa le ecarriar, It wonld be wonderful if we hLas




a detailecd description of the 24 transfer rolls,

Regarding the plates.

Cne Cent - The roceipt lists 14 plates, but I have no evidence whatsoever that any
One Cent stamps were issued to the public other than stamps from Plates Onas to
Twelve, inelusive. JFFurther, I have recorded imprints, with the plate numbor,

from all the twelve plates except Plate No. 6. In my Cnz Cent Book, Vol. No. 1,
page 264, I stated, in referance to Piate 6, "We havs never seon an imprint contain-
ing any pa“t of tha plats numbar, ThHis “late is unioue in this respesct, as plzate
numburs, or parts of plate numbers, exist from all the other eleven plates.® This
was published fourtecn years ago and no Plats 6 imprint with the plate number has
bsecn discovered during that time to my knowledge.

Two new plates of the One Cent wsre masds late in 1860 and were given nlate numbers
"11Y and "12," My earliest record of a2 use of a stamp from Plate 12 is Jan. 25,
1861, With the contract due to expire on June 10, 1861 it seems most improbable
that two additional plates following Plates 11 anq 12 wers made in 1861, Could it
be possible that two One Cont plates that wers ussd and are well known werc among
those four plates listed as "Frail and Broken?" TFor cxample, Plate 2, with the
big "Flaw" and the mysterious Flate 3, which s have long suspceted wss retired
rather early inm its life probzbly because of some defsct.

Three Cents - The receipt lists "29" Three Cent plates, which egrees with the
Chase record, viz., Plate "O" plus Plates 1 to 28 inclusive. Dr. Chase stated w
that Plate "O" was probably made late in August 1851 and discarded several months
later, "probably because of somes serious dzfuct." Could it be possible that
Plate “O" was one of the four broken platecs, mentioncd in the rsceipt?

Five Cents. The receipt lists two plates, which are of course, the two well-
known Plates 1 snd 2, the former mads lste in 1855, or early in 18;6 and consist-
ing of 200 Type I stamps. The latter, made in ths spring of 1860, consisting of
200 Type II stamps, The S.,U.S. lisss the date of issue of the first 5¢, (S.U.S,
No. 12) as January 1, 1856, but to my knowledps therc is no official dats to con-
firm that date. Tiffany. in his book published in 1587, listed January 5, 1856

as the date of issue, The carliest use ln my records is Marech 15, 1856. Copies
of tho 5¢ impsrforats (Plate Mo. 1) showing a part of the imprint are extremsly
rare and I have no record in &y files of an imprint copy showing any part of the
actusl plate numbsr, "Mo. 1." I ecertainly would liks to sce such an item., In the
Paul Rohloff collection thore is a cover with a horizontal strip of four of the 5¢
1856 (plus a 1¢ 1851). Thc stwip is 37R1, 38R1l, 39RL, 40Rl; the 40R showing part
of the righ% pane imprint as fcllows:® "ON & CINCINNAT" (No. I in Cincinnati, due
to a short transfer), This cover was in tho "m, West Sale in 1943 (¥ard), 2nd also
in a Bartels Sale in 19%z!. My earliest record of a use of a stamp from Platc 2,
(Type II) is May 14, 1860, The date in the S.U.S. (Mo. 30a) is from my rocords,
Singles and multiplcs, used and unvsed, showing the nlate "No, 2" are a mettor of
record.

Ten Cents. In the receipt, two (2) plates are listed, and thess are the well-
known 10¢ Platcs No, 1 and No. 2, Imprint coniss showing the plate numbers are
known from all four panes.

Twelve Conts. The. rsceipt lists thre 9(3) 12¢ nlatas, yst only two platess are known
to have Leer used., The 12¢ 1851 imperforate was issued in July 1851, and I heve
nevor scen any «vidence that indicated that all of the 12¢ impsrforates did not
comc Trom the “first nlate," or the plate that - have always called Plate "No.l,"
The "sscond" plate bore an imprint of the “ssenpd trpe." See my One Cent Book,
Vol. 1, page 301, Fip. 28435 also page 31., Fig. 2..; also page 322, Figurss 295

Ty ®

and 29T, This imprint of tho "sccond Ty
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reed: "TOPPAN, CARPINTER & C0,~PHILLDAZIPHIA" end underneath was 3" - not
"No. 3P," but merely “3,"

liy earliest recorded use of a stamp from 12¢ Plate 3 is June 1, 1860 (Vard).
The S.U.S. states thet l2¢ 1857 stamps (36) ecemo "rom two plates, "1" and
#3," the latter, the stamps with the broken frar= lines.

For the record, I would like to record the following facts as they are known

to me. Some thirty or more years ago, an officer in the Marine Corps became
very much interasted in the 12¢ steamp and he accumulated a large smount of
material, poor To fine, with the intention of reconstructing the first plsate,

I refer to that very competent philatelic student and valued friend of nine,
the late Lt. Col. J. X, Tracy. In the early nineteen twenties I worked with
Col. Tracy on his plating end when he had about completed his reconstruction of
the early nlate, I urged him to publish an article on the subject, This he was
reluctant to do but instead, in 19°3, he turned all of his material over to me,
together with all his plating notes, sc that I could put his work into print.
For months I checked and double-checked his reconstruction and then wrote an
article under cur joint names, This wes published in 1924 in the llay and June
issues of "Scoit's Monthly Journal" and in 1926 it was published in booklst
form by the Scott Co., under the title of, "Notes on tha Twelve Cents 1851~57
United States Adhesives - by Lt., Col. J, ¥. Tracy and Stanley B. Lshbrook.”

In the above article we stated, quote: "Mr, Luff in his excellent bnok on U.S.
Stamps, states that thers were probably thrse plates used for the 12¢ value,
inasmuch as Plates 'l' and '3' were known tn exist. We do not know whether Kr.
Luff referred to ths setual plete numbers or not. We have seen an imprint
bearing the number !'3' but have never been abls to tura up any imprints from
the Twelve Cents plates bearing the figurss '1' or '2.'" (end)

The above was written 27 vears ago and to this date I have never sesn a 12¢
1851, or 1857 imprint with a Plate "No, 1" or "Mo, 2."

Further quoting from the Tracy-ashbrook 12¢ Book: "All stamps issued from 1851
to 1860, so far as we know, come from one nlatec and one nlate only. Every l2¢
imperforate stamp, 'regularly issued' comes from this ‘early! plete, XAXXXXAX.
e do not know if the 'Early' pnlate boraz a number though ve do know it had an
imprint, which was of the same type used on the 1« and 3¢ plates of that
period, This 'Early' 12¢ nlsts was in use from July 1, 1851 until Plate '3}
was mede; and as far as we know, it produced all of the known impsrforates and
a graat percentage of the perforates. xxxxxxxx While it is not probably that
the plate we know as the first plats mny have been numbered 'No, 27, still it
is possible, but we will go on the theory that this plate xxxxxxX was numbsr
'1.,' Mr, Luff in his book rsproduced a letter from S,H.Carpenter of the firm
of Toppan, Carpenter & Company, and dated April 2, 1863, The letter was ad-
dressed to ths Commissionsr of Internal Revenue, and contained the following -
'Tn 1857 xxxxxxx it became nccessary for us to make 3 NEW plates of ) cent,

6 plates of3¢, 1 plate of 5¢, 1 plate of 10¢, 1 plate of 12¢, stec.'( lir, Car-
penter closed this letter with the following remarks: °I have given the above
Tacts not only from my own recollsction of them but from the contract with

the P,0,Department which is before me.'" (end ol quote).

In spite of ¥r. Carnenter's statement it is my belief that his memory was at
feult, Xe stated & 5¢ plete was made in 1857, but he must have referraed to the
Type II plate which was surely(?) not made until 1860, EHe also listed a 10¢
plate made in 1857, but I fesl sure he referred to £late No. 2 which was not




made - in my opinion - until 1R59., It is, thsrefore, possible that the "1
plate of 12¢" could have bson "Plste 3" which was not made until the spring
of 1860, in my opinion,

I am quite frank in stating thet up until -, YWard digcovercd tho above re-
¢eipt, that I always thonght that a "3" we ‘1HCuu o the 12¢ plate thru an
error, and that it should have born: the rec 2. Perhans future rcsearch

work will give us the facts regarding the hyutﬁrﬂizs third 12¢ plote. Until
then, we can only theorize.

In the Octobar 1926 issus of the american Fhilatelist, Colonel Tracy nublish-
ed a short article on tha 12¢ stamp from which I quote:

"as far as is known sll the twelve cent stamps wsre printed from two plates,
gach of 200 positions, the first plate boeing probably marked Plate One though
no copy has yet been found with plate number, and the other Plate Threc,

There is no svidence that the missing plute, Plate Two, ever existed, or if it
did, that any stamps were srinted from it." (end of quote).

Colonel Tracy passcd sway some *twenty woars ago a2nd in affer years his collee-
tion of thne 12¢ was acquired by th. late Faul HacGuffin of Libertyville, I1l.
In the fall of 1934, iir. MacGuffin wsz vory anxisus to have an sriicle publishe-
ed on the plsting of the First FPlate, with illustrations of sach position, so
that collcctors could nlate copies in thelr collesctions.,

The late ~dolph Fennel, was Zditor of the American FPhilatelist at that time and
Mr, MecGuffin mrde a number of trips to Cincinnati in ths endeavor to have a
12¢ article nublished, with the rosult that the cntire meiter was placed in my
hands. Uir. FacGuffin turnsd over all of his 12¢ 1851-57 collsctication to ms
togethor with all the Tracy matsrial and voluminous notszs. Once again I chock-
ed and doubls-chscked the plating, corrscted numerous errors, made s detailed
racord of each position on the first plate, No article was evur preparod bo-
cause I was guite sure that plating was not nossiblzs by the use of zine etch-
ings or half-tonc sngrsvincs. It is nossible that the Tracy-llacGuffin recon-
struction of the First Platc may still be in cxistancs but I am rather surc that
I am ths only ons who possasses an accurate récord of all of the positions on
"Plate Ons,” 'y “accurate,” I do not meéan a rizcord of onc or two copizs of a
given position, but a composite record of numarous copics from the same position
Plating the 12¢ 1851 is as fascinating a bit of philastelic work as onc can
possibly imesine. It is to be regretted that only a fsw collectors have paid an
attention to tha plating.

TEEZ RECEIPT
Thank you, Philip H. War&, Ir., s Tor or the discovery of such an interesting documsr
and here ig the wish that more -will cons %o light from the same source.

TEE TWELVI CENTS 1851

The earlisst sctual use rscorded in my files of s 12¢ 1851 stamp is August 4,
1851, thc second earliesst is susust 7, 1851, and the third susust 21, 1851,
I have nevsr b-cn able to locate a cover showing & use in July 1851.

Back in 1915 the late J. iv, Sartels sublished an article in the old “Philatelic
Gazette," in which he gave a list of the datcs of the "first consignments” and

receipts of the 1l¢, 37 and 12¢ 1951 stamps, His racord showed that 1000 of the
12¢ were shipped to Albany, W,Y, on June 10 (L851) and were received on July 2.
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also 1000 to 3uffalo on June 30th, roceived on July 3; also 500 to Auburn,
N.Y, received on $hs 4th, etecs '

The :hove date is probably incomplete, because consignments of the three
values wers evidently shipped to othar poss offices wnrior to June 30th and if
we can believe a nsws item of the period, the threo valuus wsre pleced on
sale as carly as Junc 30th, 1851, or at luast at ... post office,

nouch to furnish me with an

lir., Wilson Lynes of Westernvills, N.Y. was kind &
£ the period, viz:

actual clipping, cut from a weckly nswspapser O

"lioore!'s Rural New Yorker" published every Thursday, at Rochester, N.Y. by
D.D.T, ¥oore. Publication officc in Durns' Block (No, 1 - 2nd floor) - coraer
of State and Buffalo Sts. In the issue of Thursday, July 3, 1851 was the

_ Tollowing news item, quote:

“During the forenoon of the 30th ult., fivas thousand three cent postage stamps
were sold at the Post-Office in this eity, & vory considerable number of
twelve cent and onc cent stamps was also disposzsd of." (end).

Hare is evidence that the thres values, the 1¢, 3¢ and 12¢ 1851 stamps, wero
plsced on sale at Rochester, N.Y., on Juns 30th, 1851,

To the student of U. S. Postal History, the most vsluable reference work avail-
able are the various editions of the "2, L. & R.," meaning "Postal laws & Re-
gulations," the officisl title & century zzo bsing, "Laws end Regulstions for
the Government of the Post Office Denartuecnt. This bible of the U, S. P.0,D.
is still being nublished undsr the titls of “Fostal Laws and Resgulations of

the United Statcs of America." Any philsatslic student who possesses a com—
plete file of the various editions is indsed most Toriunste, as he has a
veriteble mine of postal history data and rogsrdless of what they cost him, he
has an investment which will sursly enhance in value in the ycars to come,

Ths earlicst edition that I possess is that of 1825. It bears the title,

“POST OFFICE LAW, INSTRUCTICONS AND FORMS," published for the REGULATION OF THE
POST OFFICE,"

I do not possess the carlier editions which were published as follows: 1798,
1808, 1809, 1810, 1817, 1818, and tho one mentionad above 1825, Vhether the
cerly editions w.rs “officiel" or not, I do not know, Subsecqucnt editions were
1828, 1832, 1843, 1847, 1852, 1854 (unofficial), 1855 (unofficial), 1857
(unofficial), 1859, 1866, 1773, 1879, I have made little offort to acquire
later editions but I have the following: 1887, 1893, 1902, 1913 and 1932, I
was advised that an unofficial cdition was issusd in 1863 but I have never beon
able to find a copy or to obtain any definite information regarding it. Sseven
years olapsed beiween the 1859 and 1866 =ditions and during that psriod some
very importent postal history was made, and no 2, L. & K. of the period has
proved quite a handicap to the postal history student. Alsc thare was no

“?. L. &« R." published between 1866 and 1373, a period of seven years during
which time there were many important chenges in U, S. postal affairs, covering
the reconstruction period, expiration of important postal treaties, new posta
treaties, many changes in foreign postal rates, many changes in ocean routes
and methods of transmission of our foreign mail, ste,, ete., etc. In the ab-
sence of "P., L. x R.'s" during thosc two long seven year periods, the studont
« i
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of postal history has been compellcd to ssck information from many sources, -
bit by bit, snd few realize what a tedious task this really is. I make
special mention of all this because within recent months I became sware of a
regular gold mine of postal history that covered a poriod extending from
October 1860 until the middle of 1876. I rafar to a four-page publication -
newspaper style - approximately 12 x 24 inches - which was published noht“ly
at New Yorls, commencing in October 1860, It was entitled, "THE UNITED STA
ATL & POLT OFFICE ASSISTANT," and its publisher and Editor was "7, Bolbroox"
who many vears previous was an employes of ths General F.0.D, as a "Special
agonte." Holbrook is bestter known to postsl history students as the author of

the book - "Ten Yoears Among the Mail Bags" (1855)

Helbrock's "U., S, Hail" was published for the bensfit of postmastsrs and pose
tal employces thruout the country and it had the offiecial endorsemant of the
Washington authorities,

I% is a question whether s complcte fils of this interesting publication iz

in existence but I have been in communication with numerous librariss thruout
the couasry and have located various Tiles covsring many of tho important

years, 1 have had microfilms made of all the monthly 2ditions for the first
five years and intend to cventually have all available issues clear thru to

the middle of 1876, microfilmed., 48 all students of "Foreign Rates" ars

fully aware, such rates wsre constantly changing from time to time, Thersfore,
one of tho most valuable classes of data are the "Tables of Foreipgn Rates of
Postage" for a cortein year, or a certain month in that year, On the fourth
page of each monthly issue of the "U,S.l7ail" a "Foreign Rate" table wss publish-
=d., Each Tablc was official, &s any changss that wure made in Regulations,
Hates, etec., were immediately pas~sed on to Zditor Holbrnok by the Department,

so that all his postal subscribers would have thz information. Zvéntually I hope
Beo heve almost a complete officisl monthly record of “Foreizn Rates" from
October 1st, 1860 to the middle of 1876. To the advanced collector and to the
student of U, S, "Foreign Rate" covers, such data is of the greatest valuc and
assistance,

Philetelic eriminals change rates and stamps on covers, converting inexpensive
covers to those which armpear to be genuinz and vory valuable. I have spent
many years in the study of foreign rates and the markings on foreign rate
covers and I am ever on the alert to 2dd mores data %o my files on the subject,
The "U, S, Mail" has proved to be a real goid mine, and in future issues of
this “Service," much interssting and valuabla postal datz will be passed on

to subscribears.




ASEBROQII SPECIAL SERVICE

Issus No. 5 - September 10, 1351

Postmaster General, J. Holt, Vs J, Holbrook {editor of "U,S.iail &
Post Office Assistant,’'

o

RY - CARRIZR SERVICE - PRIOR TO JULY 1, 1863 - 3¢ plus l¢g,

This writer has for many years bsen of the verr positive opinion that the
extra payment of 1¢ on a letier would have prepnaid Carrier delivery in
cities which had Carrier Delivery Service. To be explicit - 4T s persen,
in the year 1862, mailed a letter from s small town which did not have ony
Carrior Service, to IFew York City and wished it delivered to a street ad-
dress, all he had to do was to attach a 3¢ 1861, plus a 1¢ 1861, end the
latter would prepay the Carrier's delivery Tee, Letters dropped in lamp-
post boxes and addressed to offices beyvond MNew York City were not forward-
ed unless a prepavment of 4¢ was made, viz! 3¢ regular postage and l¢ to
pay the Carrier Fee to the New York Fost 0ffice - (pick-up fee). In the
Annual Report of the Postmaster Gensral for the fiscal year ending Decem-
ber 1, 1860, P, i, G, Holt stated:

It is contemplated to introduce immediastely two new denominations of en=-
velopes; one embossed with a one cent stanp, the other with both the one
and the three cent stamps. The cne-cent envelope is designed mainly for
circulars, of which many millions are snnually distributed through the
nails, The same envelone, however, will azlsc be largely used Tor city
correspondence, The envelope with the one~cent and three-cent stamps
{note by S.5.A. = reference is made to tho “"Compound - Star Die" - issued
in December 1860), will be required in cities where there are lamp-post
letter-boxes or other depositories for the carrier’s fee, and the other
stamp paying the postage on letters to be zent out of the ciity by mail.
This envelope will also be used br those who, when addressins their city
correspondents, desire to relisve them from the pavment of the carrier's
fee for delivering their letters ei their domicil." {end)

In a monthly publication of the early eishtesn sixties, entitled, "THE U,S.
HATL & POST OFFICZ ASSISTANT" - issue of ..wjust 1862 - (Vol, 2, No. 11 -
whole 23) and edited by J. iHolbrook, appsared the following notice, cuote:

"THE FOUR-CENT RATE - There is & somewhat prevalent impression that the fixe-
ing of a penny stamp to an otherwise prepaid letter, designed to be for-
warded by mail, will psv the carrier’s feec when it arrives at the place of
destination, and many letters thus prepaid are received at New York and
other offices employing carriers. The imnression is entirely erronsous.,
When & mail letter is deposited in a U, 5., lamp-nost box or cther recepta-
c¢le provided by the Government, to be carried from thence to the post
office, the extrs penny stamp is then requisite to pay the carrierf?s fes
for delivering to the office. In all other cases, any prepayment of a
penny beyond the regular rate, is simply money thrown away." (end)

The Zditor, J. Holbrook was an sx-post office employee, a former "Specizl
agent' of the General Post Office, and his publication had the official

endorsenent of the Vashington Department.

I believe that IElliott Perry statsd at one time, in commenting on the
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statement of P. il, G. Holt, as quoted above, that "Holt didn't know what
he was talking {or writing ?) about,"

To be perfectly fair, and quite frank, it certainly does appear that
Fditor Holbrook should have been reliubly informed to have published such
a positive statuient, and iT his statonioat was absolutely true, then it
seams 1o me 1nuﬂ,11cable as to why pre; ient of the Carrierts fee of 1l¢g
tc the post offits was comnulsory, but payment of the Carrier's deliv-
ory fee in the sums manner, (by a l¢ V. S. postape stamp), was not per-
mitted, or as Holbrook stated was "simply money thrown away."

FURTHEER REGARDING CuRRIFR DELIVERY SERVICE PRIOR TO JULY 1, 1863,

icle con1¢d from
takzn out

In the "U, S, liail" - issue of July 1862, appeared an ar
it d r
2 of uy the

the Boston Chronicle. =s~ccording to this article, e
of the Boston Fost Office for delivery had to be accounted
carrier in cash or its return to the P, 0. - %We quote in pa

]
o
H

WTHE PENNY-POST - We cony the following from the Boston Chronicla.

Although written for that locality, which it is admitted is blessed with a
renny-post system, as perfect, to ssy the least, as in any other of our
large cities, is still applicable to the penny-postman everywhere, as are
the wholescme suggestions to those whoss servant he is;- 'Our Penny-FPost-
man- There are thousands of our citizens vwho are served daily by the penny=-
postman, and served very faithfull; too, who are not sware that by a very
little attention on their part thoy could greatly relieve them of a por-
tion of their most dlma;"rﬂanl“ du,_,g. rxxxx A few surgestions may be ad-

vantageous. ZXvery letter xxxx taken Irom the Post Offies for delivery is
charged to the postman, and on his return to the office from his route he

must either pay for it or return.it. :ow unfeir, then, is it to blame him,

O

ot
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W
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because he will not trust or c}ang; a biil % it one or two
ecnts.'" ate, ste,
THE DEHORETIZATION OF TiE "0ID ST/iFS &« ERV_LOTESY
COFRiNCING IN AUGUST 1861,

With the commencement of the Civil ¥ar in 1861, the U.S, £,0,D. was com-
pelled to demonetize all ncstage stamps and eanvelopas of the "old style!
because of largs amounts hcld by postmasters in the Seceded States. The
original circulars issusd to postmasters in the Loral States declared all
stemps and sll envelopes of the old style to be invalid for postal use
after a period given for exchsngs of the nsw for the old. It is wall
known that the l¢ Star Die snvelope of 1860 and the 4 Star Die "Compound"-
(3¢ plus l¢) of 1860 were aftcrwerds recognized as valld, as was the 1¢
newspaper wrapper and all three are lepal for postage at the pressnt time.
I believe the cuestion hes been raised as to whether the 6¢ Stsr Die envel-
ope was actually demonctized, bocausc it is believed that very small sup-
plies were sent to Southern Post Offices.

In the Luff book, (page 8l), is a cony of a eircular that was ssnt to po
masters with supplies of the new adhaesive stsaps, and the wording of &
ilar circular appeared in the Tirfany book {1536), but I do not recall
1 ever ssw a copy, or the wording, of one of the circulars that was st
out with supplies of the new envzlopss. (Sunplics of the nasw envelopss were
sent to post offices before the sdhesive stemns.)
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A cereful search thru thz 1861 June and July issues
11 c v mention that the P. 0, D. in

Lage stamns, but in the Aurus

eresting deta. It is my bslia? that iss

tion were mailed to subseribers about a woslk Te

As I suspected the Tirst(?) circular rofurrsd on

exception was mcdc as to those which were declared inv

-

Mail item was s follows:

WILPORTANT INSTRUCTIONS

The introduction of new strles of Government envelopes and postage stam
has rendered new instructions to postmestcrs nsccssary, respecting the
position of such of the old issucs as remain on hand. These instructions
require that zs soon as a supply of the new stamps or envelopes arz rcceive
ed by a postnasiesr, he is to give immed notice through the nswspapers
end otherwise that he is pre; x them for an egquivalent amount
of the old issue, during a pe om the date of the “ot‘c;,
and that after the cxpiration of the si he old siesmps and envelopes
will not be rsceived in payment of postege on ldtt rs sent from his oifice.
xxxxxx The CIECULAR reforred to, which is from the "FIN&NCE OFFICE" of the
Department further instructs postmzsters as follows:

3
is-
-
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"Immediately after the expiration of the above pariod of six days, you will
return to the Third Assistant P. li. Gonoral, all stamped envelopes of ths
old style in your possession, 1nclumina auch as you may obitain by exchange
plaecing them in a secure package which must be carefully registerdd Txxxxk
Instead of sending the old envelopcs to the Department, you can if conven-
lent exchange thom for new ones at some c¢ity post office, where large sup-
plies are to be found." {(eand)

THE 4¢ ENVELOPE DECLARED ViLIT

In the Issue of the "U, S, Lail" for Julr 1862, - the following notice appear-
ed, cuote:

%It has been ascertained at the Post Officc Departnment that singls rate
letters, which arec enclosed in aﬂVulOpuq cmbossed with both the ons cent and
three cent stamp of the "old style,”™ have,  in some instances, bdeen treated
by postmasters as wholly unpzid.- Public notice is therefors given by the
Depertment that stamped envelopes of this description, which ars designed

to facilitate the prepayment .of the Carricr's fee in cities, have not bcen
superseded, and that they are pcrfectly valid for the prepayment of postagse

to the amount which the stamps indicate.” (end).

Us 5. - BRITISH 1.aIL - 1866 & 1867

ined why covers showing triple ratcs
, and that such a ratc was only in
to Dec, 31, 1867 inclusive,

time as 33 months, whereas it
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On pages 4 gnd 5 of th_s S rvice I
of 3 x 24¢ to Great 3Brite
effecet for 21 months fror p .
(A typographical error on pags 5 gav
should have rcad 21 months).
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Photorraph io. 17 - shows a cover (facez only) in the collsction of Iir,
Donald IllacCGragor of Detroit, liich. This 1s a very interesting itom as it
shows the rare triple rate to G. E. which was in effect for only the "21
months as mentionzd above, In addition, this cover was a "Registered"
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letter. Therc is no evidence of the actusl year use but I believe the
year was 1867 for the following rcasons =

(1) Because the triple rate was only in eifuet for 21 months, the use must
have beon Dec, 18, 1BAG or Dec. 18, 1067.

(2) The cover was routed for the "aAsia," thus by "Zritish Packet." This
was & Cunard Mail Steamship, a wooden side psddler and a great ship in her
day. ©She was built in 1850 and at different times held the record for an
cast-bound crossing of the atlantic, and later for a western. From data
that I have, I note the statement, "Her last sailing on the Cunard Servicej
was in 1867." I doubt if her last sailing wes as late as December 1867
from New York.

(3) From and after Januarv lst, 1867, all registered fees, domestic and
foreign, were payable in_stamps rather then in cash,

The Cunard Hail Ships sailed regularly every other “ednesday from Eoston
and New York, In 1866, the 18th of December fell on Tuesday, hence it is
possible that this letter was Registercd at New York on the 18th to catch
the Boston seiling of the Asia on Viednesday, the 19th, 1866,

If my deductions are true theh this is the latest record that I havs of a
foreign registered letter showing payment of the Registered Fee in cash,

Further regarding this very intercsting and rare cover., The registration
fee in 1866 was 20¢ for each letter, both domestic, and to Great Britain,
onae-half of which was to be credited to that country., The "Asia" shows
the letter was transmitted by a British Packect, hence the British 7,0.D,
was entitled to credits for; (1) sea carriage, 3 x l6¢g, (2) British domes-
_tie, 3 x 3¢, plus (3) half of the rsgistered fse - 10¢ or a total of 67¢,
(The U, S. received a total of 72¢ plus 20¢ cash). What appears to have
been a "67" in red peneil is shown at left, thus the credit to the British
Pa Ol Di l

Further, M¥r. liacGresgor, who is our foremost student of "Registgred cove
ors," informed me that the double circle New York merking was usoed in
1866 but not sgain until 1873 or 1874.

The rod British "Registercd" marking with crown was so faint that I mede a
tracing which is shown to left of the ona on the cover,

Photogreph No. 18 is also of a Registered cover in the collection of lr,
MacGregor. This is a use from New York on Sept., 12, 1868, and the follow-
ing is an ecxplanation of this interssting cover,

On January lst, 1868 a new postal convention with Great Britain went into
effect. The 24¢ rate par 1 ounce was reduced to 12¢ (per } ounce) and
each countiry was to retain postages and registration fees collectcd in
each country. The registration feec was fixed at 8¢. Thus the payment of
32¢ on cover Mo, 18, shows a double rate of 2 x 12¢ plus the 8¢ regisira-
tion fec. The 12¢ rate wes in effoct until December 31lst, 1869 inclusive-
a period of but twenty-four (24) months, and registersd covers of that two
years period to G.B., are, in my opinion, very scarce and very desirable.
They certainly ars items which should bs added to a representative collecc-
tion of U, S, 19th Caentury covers whenevar the opportunity presents itsclf.
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Photograph Ko, 19 is of another cover with the triple 24¢ rate to G. B,
This one from Cincinnati on November 18, 1867, to London, England. At
left is a red pencil "9," same being th: crodit t6 the British P, 0, D. of
3 x 3¢ for the British domestie¢. This erodit shows that the letter was
transmitted by "Americen Packet," hence thae U, 5, share of the 72¢ paid,
was 3 x 21¢ (16¢ sca & 5¢ domestic) or 63¢ and the British share was

3 x 3d.

I am especially desirous of making a record of all the known covars showing
the triplc rate of 72¢ to G, B, - Can any of my friends show such a cover?
If so, please scnd it to me.

Photorreph Mo. 20 shows a cover that was submitted to me last month for cx-
emination and opinion, The question - "Is this cover genulne - l.ere thcse
three stamps used originally on this.cover?" Uy opinion was that the threc
stamps were not used on this cover, because the various maerkings prove that
the letter was forwarded without sny prepaypent, or an "unpaid stampless"
~covers The New York postmark is in black, Had the postage been prepaid,
this marking would have becen in red and this also applies to the black "4"
in top center, which was applied at MNew York and was the U. S, debit to the
British P, 0, D. for our carriage of an unpaid § ounce letter to the
British Frontier,

The letter inside bears the date line of "New York Jan, 17, 1871," The
black postmzrk is "Jan. 18" and the letteor was transmitted via England to
Havre, France, At the period of this lettdér we did not heve a postal
treaty with Frence. (The old one expired on Dec, 31, 1869, and was not re-
newed). Mail to France was to a large extent forwarded to Britain undor
the U,S,./British Treaty, and thence to Fronce under the Anglo/Frsnch
Treaty, (All very complicated). Our rate to Britain at that period was 6¢
per & ounce, and represented 2¢ U. S, = 2¢ sea - and 2¢ British, The
carriage of this letter to the British Frontier was at the expense of the
U, S. Fs 0. D,, hence our dsbit to Britain of 4¢, In France the letter was
rated at "8" decimes_postace due, or approximately 15¢ in U, S, money.

It will be noted that the black cancel on the 24¢ stamp is entirely differ-
ent from those on the two 3¢ stampsy but this difference was not cuite as
apparent to the eye as is shown in ths photograph which was made by

spcecial color filter.

Further, thcre was no 30¢ rate to France in 1871, The faker, being un-
aware of the roal rates, copied a double 15¢ rate of the period prior to
Jenuary lst, 1870. Thse "8" French Due proves that no payment was mede in
the U, S, :
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Issue No, 6 = September 20, 1951

"WIA PRUSSIAN CLOSED MAILY

We see numerous covers of the period of the eighteen fifties and eighteen
sixties with tha above routing addressecd to Germany, or to points beyond
thru the Prussien Postel System, but I doubt if few advanced collectors
have a correct understanding of how such mail was handled and the actual
meaning of the various markings which appoar on such mail,

Photograph No., 21, shows a singlc rate letter prepaid by 30¢ in cash st St.
Louis on Dsec, 2, 1858, This is sddrcssed to Prussia and it was forwarded
by "PRUSSIAN CLOSED :isIl." The St. Louis office handstamped this letter
with a brown oval marking,- "PAID - 30," The letter was forwarded to the
"Foreign Division" of the New York Post Office where it was postmarked in
red with a departure date of "Dec, 8" (1858). The letter was deposited in
a scaled bag (closed mail) and as the postmark shows, was forwarded to
England by a Cunard (Br.Pkt.) lail Steamer, Why the "7" in this New York
postmark? We will explain this later. Arriving in England, the sealcd bag
was sent across the Channcl to Ostend, Belgium, and thence to "Aachen" -
{Aix-la-Chappelle), at the Prussian border., Here the ssezled bag was opened
and this letter was handstamped with the familiar red rectangular marking
of "ALCHEN," The letter was then sent to its German destinetion as fully

paid.

For this Service, I have preparcd the following data on the Postal Treaty
of 1852, between the U, S. and Prussia under the terms of which mail was

transmitted.,

POSTAL TREATY WITH PRUSSIA
Signed at Washington July 17, 1852
J " Berlin Aug. 26, 1852
Went into cffcet October 16, 1852

Rate 30¢ per % ounco

Propavment optional

No part pavments = all or none.
U, S, Exchangs Offices - Boston & New York.
Prussian Exchange Officas - Aachen (Aix-la-Chapelle).
Closed Ilail by american & British Packcts to England, and English & Belgium
}ail-Lines to Ostend, Belgium.
Mail forwarded in sealed bags thru England,- thence across Channel to
Ostend, Bslgium, and to the Prussian Frontier at Aachen., Sealed Bags
opened at Aachen, mail was postmarked there, and forwarded to destinations
in Prussia, and to all states belonging to the German-Austrian Postal
Union, and foreign countries beyond,

Rete. The 30¢ rate per % ounce was arrived at as follows:
(1) The U,S. postage on each letter not exceeding & ounce ..se.. 5¢
(2) The charge imposed to meet the expense of transmission
in Closed lMails between the two countries, including
sea (Atlantic crossing to England) and British & Bolgium
transit poStAEO csesssscasccarsccsssscsaisssssonansnsvscnseesellf

(3) Thg Pmssian Postage L O B B B B IR B B R B B R B B B BB B R BB N R BB B B R ] Ed
Total seess-30¢
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RATES
Above a single rate. Over } ouace the rate was as follows:

Over % ounce but not above 1 HUNCE ssessecesscseesssdD
F ) " " " " 2 ounhcea lll.l'li.l..#liao

It will be noted there was no tripls rate of 1 ounce to 1% ounces.

For sach additional ounce above ONE OUNCE sessessasssss o600

WEIGHTS. The U. S. Exchange Offices to use the American ounce for unit.
The Prussisn Office of Exchange t0 usc the Prussian LOTH, with two(2) loth
being considered esqual to onc American ounce,.

ACCOUNTING
P-C.I‘.’l.
(1) The Prussian Post Office to account to the U, S, P,0. as follows:

Unpaid letters from U, S, t0 Prussia svesccssvecccssscoccssssscecpes 23¢
Prepaid " " PruSSia to the U S G0 ebBPABPEEOBEOTRBEORROPOETES 25¢
The Prussian Post Office to account to Belgium for jits transit rata

on all letters reccived in the Closed Mails from the U. S.

(2) u,s. P.0.D, to account to the Prussian P,0,D,
on each prepaid single rate letter from the U. S, to Prussia seeees 7¢

(3) On each UNPAID letter sent from Prussia, the postage (30¢)
cOllected in tha U. S' AR R RN RN N RN NN NN R R N N R E R NN NN NN NN RN 5¢

(4) ACCOURTING TO GREAT BRITAIN

FOR BRITISH TRANSIT - by bulk weight,
The U. S. to account to Britain at the rate of 57¢ per ounce when the
mails srce conveyed by the British packots scross tho Atlantic, and at the
rate of 174¢d per ounce when conveyed by U, S. packets.,
In addition - the U.5. F.0. to account to the Pritish P.0, for the
BELGIUM TRANSIT POSTACE, at 8¢ por cunce, on all lettors sent FROL Prussia
in the Closed heils, that is, when ths British and Belgium conveyancos ars
used.

To _sum up = a single letter = (not over £ ounce).

(1) Paid_in the U, S. to Prussia.

A letter to Prussia Prcpeid in the U, S,

The U. S. credited Prussia in red the sum of spesssssavescdopbaveE 7¢
out of which Prussia naid Belgium for the transit charge from

Ostend to asschen (sse Photo, No. 21).

(2) Unpsid in the U, S, to Prussia

A letter to Prussia - Unpaid - in the U, S,

The U. S. debited Prussis in black tho Sum Of eesssscscesssscssaeeld¢
out of which the U, S, paid G. B. for transit to Ostend, and Prussia
settled with Belgium for the Belpium transit.

Photograph No, 22 (Marked "3") shows a letter by P.C.i. in a 3¢ 1853

U, S. envclone. Becauss no partial psyments were permitted this letter
was ratcd &s "entircly UNPAID" with a U, 3. debit in black to Prussia of
23¢. (30¢ U, S, wes due at destination).
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(3) Paid in Prussia, to the U, S, = Photograph No, 23

A Letter from Prussia « "Prcpaid” « in Prussia « Prussia ¢redited in red
the Uy S, P.0O, the sum of P PR ECIIN IVl eBEReROOdORaamgiROBOIBAS 25¢

out of which the U, S, settled with G. B, for the transit from Aachen =
(Belgium and British)

Photopraph No, 24 - From Freiberg, Saxony, Dec, 10, 1858, to Oswogo, N.Y.
u30¢ Due.“

(4) Unpaid in Prussia to the U. 3.

A letter from Prussia - Unpaid in Prussia - Prussia dobited in black the
Uq S. with the sum of SepAseeresrenatrseranttaapenessRRiesnpiane 54

On such a letter the U, S, collected 30¢, out of which payment was made
to Britain.for the transit from Aachen, via Ostend to the U. S. (Belgium
and British).

ook s ok x ok Kok K ok

Article VII « of the Treaty provided that if in the future any reducticn
was made in the sea postage on closed mails between the U, S. and England,
a corresponding reduction would be made in the rate for the "Prussian

Closecd kail,"

35 2 6 % oF 3 Rk K Kk

Why the rate of 30¢ Via Prussien Closod Mail?

The rate was adopted on the suppesition that four (4) letters to tho ounce
would be about the sverage, but Art., VIII provided that should it be found
that the averago was less, thet a higher rate be established, (aftcr a
trial of one ycar).

P,C.li, (continued)
Sgttlements to be made cuerterlv,

POSTAL MARKIIIGS = ART AVI
All prepaid letters wers to be stamped "PAID" together with the amount
paid in RED IMK in the upper right hand corner, together with the stamp
of the Exchenra Office sending the letter (Boston or New York) - seme to
be impressed on the face of the lstter., The stamp of the Exchange Office
recaeiving the letter "shall, in evcry instancc, be impressed on the
beck cf same."

P.C.I,

In this connection it will be noted that the markings of the Exchange
Officos are almost invariably found on the face of letters, For exampls,
the rectangle merking of "AACHEN," so familiar on all covers that were
transmitted from the U. S. by "P.C,l." It was also stipulated that the
(cuote), "name of the ship by which the lctters are received or sent, or
the words YAm., Packet! or 'Br, Packet.' xxuxxxxx shall also ba stamped on
the back of each lsttor, so that the amount of credit to be allowed in the
British Post Office for dead letters returncd ean be shown,"

"PRUSSIAN CLOSED IAIL" « U, S, = Prussian Treaty of 1852.

Article XVIII is very interesting as it displays the rather minute postal
accounting, of ninety-nine years ego. I quote it as follows, (with abre-
vietions): "The U.S. £.0. is to take c¢redit from the British P.0, for sll
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British transit and sea postage charged on such letters transmitted in
the U. S, and Prussian Closed llails as have become dead, or were mise
sent or misdirected, as well as for the Balpgium transit postage on such
letters sent in said closed mails from Prussia; and the Prussian office
is to teke credit of the Bolpium office for the Belgium transit postage
on such letters sent in ssaid closed mail from the U, S." (end)

U,S./Prussia - ADDITIONAL ARTICLES OF 1855 - Re - REGISTERED MAIL,

The U, S, Rogistration Act (March 3, 1855), went into effect on July 1,
1855. Additional articles to the U.S./Prussian Treaty were agreed upon
and signed at Washington on August 29, 1855 and at Berlin on October 14,
1855. The new articles provided for the Registration of letters exchanged
botween the %wo countries, but stipulated that the postage had to be

rcpaid, and a registration feo of 5¢ be paid at the office of mailing.,
(Note,= the rogistration fee, at that period, was payable in cash in the
U, S. = not in postage stamps.)

The articles provided that registration feos c¢ollected in either country
should sccrue to the country of origin. While the fee wes fixed at 5¢ in
the U, S., it was not stipulated what sum was to be charged in Prussia,

ek 5 243 ke o 6 3 3K % 2

SEP, - 1861 - OCT,
CHANGE 1IN RATE OF "PRUSSIAN CLOSED MAIL"
28¢ PREPAID -« 30¢ UNPAID

A most unusual change was mede in the rate to Prussia in the latter part of
1861, when the old rate of 30¢ psid or unpaid, was changed to 28¢ prepaid
end 30¢ unpaid, This wes most unusual for a rate to a foreign country.
According to the best infnrmation available I believe the new rating went
into effect about the middle of Septembcr or the first of October 1861,

The following is from the "Instructinns" given the New York and Boston
Foreign Exchange Offices by the Generel P,0.D,, (quote in part):

"A reduction of one penny (two cents) the sinpgle rate having been made by
Great Britain on prepaid letters mailed in the United Kingdom and addrcss-
od to Prussia, Austrias, Bnvaria, Saxony, Wurtemburgh, lMecklinburgh-Shelitz,
Aldenburg, Luxemburgh, Brunswick, Lubeck, Hamburg, or Bromen, the British
Office has conscnted to extend the benefit thereof to the "PAID" corres-
pondence between the United Statos end those eountries respectively, trans-
mitted through England, in the "United States and Prussian Closed Mail,"

by reducing the British territorial trensit rate in respect to such prepaid
letters from 82 pcnce to 6% pence per ounce." (From the "U,S.Mail" - Oct-
ober 1861 - Vol. 2, No, 1)

In respect to the above Editor Holbrook commented, quote:

“This reduced rate is confined to PRZPAID letters, and to those only which
are addressed to the sev.ral stetes enumerated above, thereforse sll un-
paid letters to whatever part of Goermeny they may bs addressed, and all
propaid lettors addressed to any other German state than those msnticned,
will continue to be chargeable with the existing rates of thirty cents,"

(end)




Pape *'4

Photogranh No, 25 shows a vory rare and unusual cover in the collection of
lir. Edgar B. Jessup. Here is a cover from Honolulu on May 18, 1865, thru
San Francisco on June 12, 1865 end from New York on July 8, 1865, via
Prussian Closed Mail to Saxony at tho propaid rate of 28¢, The unusual
part about this cover is that it was not ovirpaid by 2¢ but on the contrary
the extra 2¢ paid the "Ship Fee" into San Frencisco from Hawaii. The
Honolulu postmark actually meant the following:

"Hawaii and U, S, postage PAID at Honolulu."

In other werds, 35¢ in cash was paid at the time the letter was mailed at
Honolulu - 5¢ was retained for the Hawaii postage and the 30¢ 1861 was ape
plied to prepay the 2¢ Ship Fee and 28d rate tc Saxony. When the Captein -
of the ship deposited the letter in the 5.F, £.0. he was cntitled to re-
ceive a 2¢ Ship Fee, This is a beautiful cover with the various postal
markings in red and bleck arrayed in a row across the top of the cover. A
trecing of the Prussiasn marking on the back is shown in lower left. The
elapsed time was as follows:?

Honolulu « San Francisco PessssssnsoesceaBseBRsRBIE g 25 days
San Franeisco - New York (Via Penome ?) sessessccsass 26 "

Now York = Prussif sesecessesssscssascsssssssssesssssnro_l ¥
Total 64 days

This cover is the only record in my files where a 30¢ 1861 was used to pay
a foreign rate plus a Ship Fee of 2¢.

* * * * * * % ¥ =

"P,C.iis" PREPATD = 28¢ IN PRUSSTA - 1861-1867 inc.

Photograph Nn, 26 shows a cover from Hamburg, August 17, 1864 to Aachen

and "P,C.M." to Boston (Sep, 2, 1864). = prepaid at the 28¢ rate st
Hamburg, It will be noted that the Aachen cradit was 23¢, Prussia ro=-
taining her 5¢ internel, When the prepaid rate was 30¢, prior to October
1861, the Prussien credit (et Aachen) to the U, 3, was 25¢., See cnver
0. 23,
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ASHBROOK SPECIAL STRVICE

Issue Noy 7 - Oc¢tober 20, 1951

POSTAL HISTORY

At the International Exhibition held at Toronto last month I attended two
luncheons given by two British societies, one by the POSTAL HISTORY
SOCIETY, presided over by Major Adrian Hopkins, of Bath, Zngland; the
other by THE SOCIETY OF POSTAL HISTORIANS, presided over by Mr. Robson
Lowe of London. Incidentally I am listed as a member of the latter
Society, and I note the following well known fellow citizens are listed
as FELIOWS: Jere H. Barr, Winthrop Boggs, Dr. C., W, Hennen and Prof, H.E.
Lobdell.

It hes been proposed to organize a "Postal History Society" in this coun=-
try and our good friend Charles F, lMeroni of Chicago has undertaken the
tasks Such a society wes under informal discussion at Toronto and the
consensus of opinion seemed to be that the new society should be entirely
independent and not affiliated with any other organization or group, such
as a Unit of the A, P. S., etec,, etc.

Mr. Meronl is a very thorough student of postal history, not only of our
own country, but of the world and we wish him all success possible in tha
new undertaking,

U, S. POSTAL HISTORY

Many interesting and unusual covers come to my desk each month and it
would be a pleasure indeed if I could share each and every one with the
subscribers to this Service, By "unusual" covers I refer to those which
have some connection with an historical event or with some unusual rats
or some unusual use, etec,, etcs Vhat could be more interesting than s
collection made up entirely of "unusual U. S, postsl history" covers.
Each unusual cover has its own story to relate, but the average collec-
tor does not possess the necessary reference material, perhaps enough
spare time to be able to solve many of the problems that are present on
unusual covers, GCuite often a very ordinaryv looking cover, perhaps ons
that cost very little may have a very rare rate, postal marking or use
that make it an outstanding item to the student of POSTAL HISTORY, I

will mention some "unusual" covers,

(1) 4 two-page printed circular (Price Current) dated Baltimore Oct. 21,
1859, addressed to New York with two One Cent Type V 1857 stamps. The
circular rate, prepaid, was l¢ for three (3) ounces at that time - (See
my One Cent Book - Vol, 2 = page 8l). The query: Why 2¢? Surely this
circular did not weigh 3 ounces. On the face was written, "2 Price
Currents" - Section 119 - of the "Regulations” = P,L. & R, = 1857 =
specified that when more than one circular was enclosed, that a separate
rate be charged for both,

(2) Here is another cover of the late fifties that came under the same
"Regulation." It is & buff envelope with a corner card in upper left of
a drug firm. It was mailed unsealed from New York to a small town in

e —— T PR U SIS =N G S -t
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Vermont with a 1¢ 1857, Type V stemp, It is marked "DUE 2" - Why "DUE 2"%
Here is a most unusual item and as near as I can recall, it is the only
one that I heve ever seen, It is indeed s real "Postal History item,"

and surely an item that is far more rare than a cover with a St, Louis
Bear P, M. Provisional, What a simple explanation there is to this ine.
triguing item, because the wording of the "Regulation" is ns follows:

"A BUSINESS CARD ON AN UNSEALED ENVELOPE OF A CIRCULAR, SUBJECTS THE
ENTIRE PACKAGE TO LETTER POSTAGE."

(3) A cover showing a use late in 1863, It has a 3¢ 1861 and a large
hendstamped numeral "6," It is a very ordinary looking "3¢ 1861" cover
but why the "6"? Was it a postage due marking and if so, why? We are
reminded that the Act of March 3, 1855 made the prepeyment of postage

on first-class domestic mail, compulsory and later the P. M. G, ruled -
that as of January 1, 1856, that payments had to be made by stamps or
Government envelopes. The Act of March 3, 1863, effective July 1, 1863,
went further, - Section 26, provided,- that if any matter on which post-
age was required to be prepaid should reach its destination without such
prepayment that double the rate be ¢ollected on delivery. The "Regula=
tion" on this section read in part: "If postage is partly prepaid, the
unpaid postage will be charged at doublg_;ates." Thus the cover above
mentioned weighed over one~half ounce and should have had a prepayment of
6¢e The deficient 3¢ was rated as "6" cents due on delivery, Vhile a
cover such as this is not especially rars, they are not common, and in
my opinion are very interesting items of Postal History.

3¢ ON ALL DOMESTIC FIRST-CLASS MAIL

Mention of the above reminds us that the Act of March 3, 1863, effective
July 1, 1863, was a most important bit of Postal Legislation, It was ene
actad during a critical period of the Civil War, It became effective on
the day of the opening struggle at Gettysburg, the supreme test of amms
batween the North and the South, the result of which spelled the doom of
the Southern Confederacy. :

On July 1, 1863,- 3¢ was established as the single rate of postage upon
all first-class domestic mail thruout the U. S, regardless of distance,
From April 1, 1855 to June 30, 1863, inclusive, the single rate to and
from the Pacific Coast was 10¢, From July 1, 1851 to June 30, 1863, the
single half ounce raste, to and from California, Oregon and Washington to
Great Britain was 29¢, On July 1, 1863, this rate was reduced to 24¢,

Prior to July 1, 1863, the Registration Fee on domestic mail had been
5¢, (since July 1, 1855). On July 1, 1863, the fee was rsised to 20¢,
and this also applied %o Registersd Mail to Great Britain, which since

January 1, 1856 had been 5¢.

Our original postal conventions with Prussia, Bremen and Canada provided
. 8 fee of 5¢, hence no change was made, (Mail to Prussia, or any part of
the German =~ Austrian Postal Union by The Prussian Closed Mail = To
Bremen "by the Bremen ilail").

Our Postal Treaty with France (April 1, 1857 = Dec. 31, 1869 inclusive)
had no provision for the registration of mail which accounts for the
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reason why we never see Riyr registered ecoveirf# %o or from Frence during
those years,

AITOTHER UNUSUAL COVER

Period of 1855, A cover with a 3¢ 1851 and two singles of the l¢ 1851 =
Type I¥. Covers to France with this combination are well known and are
not rare, but the cover which I have before me is in on entirely differe
ent class and examples are extremely rare. Here i1s a cover, a folded
sheet with the above combination, the three stemps tied by a New York
postmark of "NOV 17" (1855), It is addressed to New Bedford, Mass,, but
the letter is missing and no evidence of actual origin is evidenced,

Why 5¢ on a letter which apparently originated in New York City and
going the short distance to New Bedford, Mass,? In the uppsr corner is

the manuscript "Augusta,”

Here we have a rare "prepaid Ship Fee" letter, a letter that was brought
into the Port of New York by a private ship., On such & letter the
captcin's fes wes 2¢s Had the writer sent the letter with no payment of
postage, the captain of the ship would have been entitled to = Ship Fee
of 2¢ when he delivered the letter to the New York Post Office, The 2¢
fee would then have been added to the 3¢ postage due, and 5¢ would have
been collected from the addressee., In this case, tho writer prcpaid the
postage and the Ship Fee, - something that was evidently very scldom done
during the years that the l¢ 1851 or 1857 stamps were current, I made en
investigation of this unusual item and learned that the "Augusta" was a
ship that operated without any mail contract between Savannah, Ga, and
New York Citye A memo on the back reads: "PADEFORD, FAY & CO, = 1l mo. =
13 - 1855," which indicates & psssage nf three or four dayss I have o
record of a similar cover cvidently from the same source and to the same
address at New Bedford with a ew York postmark of "NOV 11" (also 1855),
and carried by the ship "KNOXVILLE."

The records show the following: "HOV 10 - arrived Steamship " I0XVILLE,"
Ludlow, (Captain), (from) Savannah, I'nv, 7, merchcndise and passengers” =
(New York Tribune = llondny = Nov. 12, 1855 = p,9 "Marinoc Journal, Port of
New York."

I have a record of another unusual "Ship cover," one which hos a single
3¢ 1851 tied by a black p.me of "Newport, R.I." « (Year ?) - Addressed

to Boston. On face is o large "SHIP 2", In this case the sddressor paid
the postage but did not prepay the captain's "Ship Fee," which was
ccllected from the addressee,

Us S. = CANADIAN MAIL

THRTE VERY UNUSUAL COVERS

Photograph No, 27 =« herewith = is of a cover which is & great rarity ond o
most interesting Postsl History item. It is genuine in every rospect.

Some eight or nine years ago this cover came to my oattention, As will be
noted, it bears a U, S. 2¢ 1R69 stamp, with the origin postmark of
HOULTON, MAINE, of APR 29, 1870, and is addressed to Wnodstock, New
Brunswick, On the back is the postmnrk of "Woodstock, NeBe, Ap = 30 =
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1870." The envelope was sealed, hence, first = class mail, but why only
a payment of 2¢ on e letter to a town in Now Brunswick when the rate
to Canada at that time was 6¢g, (payment optionnl).

The U. S, domestic rate in 1870 wns 3¢ and our "local delivery" roto wos
2¢, so why 2¢ from a post office in lMaine to an officc across the border
in New Brunswick? A careful search thru my various "P.L., & R.'s" =
"P.lsGs Reports" = "Postal Treaties" = etce = etc. = yielded no cluo in
explanation of this 2¢ rates, I realized that it would be practically a
waste of time to attempt to obtain any information from the Department at
Washington but nevertheless I advised the owner to try. In view of later
developments I think that the reply he received is rather interssting,
I quote as follows: ’

"Pnst Office Dspartment
Third Assistant Pnstmaster General
Washington
April 21, 1943
Mr.,

My deer Sir:

Roference is made to yrur communication of March 4, accompanied with a
letter you received from Mr, Stanley B, Ashbrock further relating to the
postage affixed to envelopes which you previnusly submitted ond which
were used in the mails during or shortly after the Civil War perind.

I regret to have to inform you that although diligent sesarch has been
made of the Department's records covering the period you mention, no
informetion c¢ould be found to support your opinion that letters prepaid
two cents instcad of six cents were deliversd without additinnal charge
when mailed under the cnrnditions provailing in the instances represented
by the envelopes you submitted.

Very truly yours

Remsey S, Black
Third Assistant Postmastor General,"

Referring to a map of Maine I noted that the town of Hnulton is located
near the sastern border, about five miles west of the border line separa-
ting the State of Maine from New Brunswick, and that the town of Wecod-
stock, W.B., is located directly to the east, approximately fifteen (15)
miles distant on the left bank of the St, John River. The two towns
showed a railroad connection and I surmised that a special rete of 2¢
betwoen the two towns had been sgrsed upon between the twe Post Office
Departmentse A further search thru the two B.N.A. books by Jarrett rnd
Holmes failed tn give eny informatione.

The hendstemped "PAID 2" certainly indicated that e 2¢ rate was in ef-
fect, at least between these two nffices. I ermrunicoted with some woll=
known collectors of B.N.A. but none seemed to have any explanation,
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In 1870, the postal rete between Brooklyn and New York was 3¢, between
St, Paul and Minneapolis 3¢, between New York and Newark it wes 3¢,
between San Frencisceo and Oaklend it was 3¢, sn could it be possible
that 2¢ was g legal rate between Houlton, Maine and Vioodstock, N.B. ~ &
distonce of some fifteen miles?

Several years alter I was shown a similar Houlton toWnodstock cover frrm
the seme correspondence, and not long after, in a search thru a U, S.
Postal Guide of 1873, I stumbled across the following, quote:

"248 - letters origineting at either of the frllowing line offices, and
destined for the corresponding line office, the distance being short,
are allowed to go at a postage of two cents each, without remard to

weight, viz:

SAULT ST. MARIE, MICH, - SAULT STE.MARIE,CANADA
PORT EURON, MICH, = - PORT SARNIA, CANADA
DETROIT, MICH, - WINDSOR, CANADA,

ETC, ETC. ETC.
In the list given there was no mention of HOULTON, Me., or Woodstnck, N,B.

In 1948, the two-volume bank, "POSTAL HISTORY OF CANADA"™ by Winthrop S.
Bogges was published and I then obtained the information that I had

sought for some years previous., In Volume 1, page 45, tho author stated,
quote: ‘

"On the 10th of June 1851, the United States agrecd to a rate of 1d (2¢)
for letters between Canada and the United States where the only trans-
portaticn was the ferry, nr a short lond journey over the internctional
boundary betwsen the twc points, an arrangement which continued until
February 1, 1875. The special ferringe charge wos the continuation of a
prectice which had besen in use for meny years." (end of quote).

The asuthor stated that the specisl "ferriage rate" wons "a continuation
of a practice which had boen in use for meny years.” I wonder? I am
aware of the fact that from 1829 until 1837, that "ferry postage" was
added to the total Canadian rate n~n mail to and from the United States,
and I suppose that after 1837 there was a smnll ferry rate frcm a fron-
tier town in Canada tn a frontier tnwn in the U., S,, but as far os I

am sware there was no reduced U, S, rate frrm a frontier town in the

U, S. to one in Canada until the special arrangement of 1851, If I am
wrong, I will welcome a ceorrscticn,

In the Winthrep Boggs book, the auther in Volume 2, (pages 6D, 7D, 8D
and 9D) quoted crrresprndence nf 1851 betwoen the postmasters general
of the two ccuntries (U, S, & Caneda) whereby the special 2¢ rate was
established, In this exchange the rate wass referred to as a "reduced"
or "Ferry Rate" between "frontier towns" and "without regard to weight."

The following letter is from the Boggs book, Vol, 2 = pages 8D - 9D,
From the P, 11, General of Cannda, to the postmaster st Sault Ste, kiarie -

dated, "P,0,D. 18th June '51 J, Wilscn, Esq.
P.1. Sault, Ste, harie

Sir:

The Postmester Genaral of the United Stotes having agreed that your

————— e e i RS
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offica may be placed in nfficial communicatisn with the United States
Post Office at Snult Ste. Marie, I have to instruct you that from the
receipt »f this letter yru moy c-mmence forwarding to thet office 211
letters which yru receive addressed tn the United States, bearing in

mind that the pnatage may be propaid, or not, at the following rates!

On letters posted at y~ur office, addrossed )
to the United States P. Office at Sault Ste.) One panny (2 cents)
Marie )

On letters for other places in the United )
States ) sixpensce (10 ccnts)

On letters for Oregon or Californiea ) ninepeonce (15 cents)

AXXAXAAAXXAAXKXXAXKKL
I em, J. Morris."

In the Postal Agreement nf 1851 betwsen the U, S. and the Government of
New Brunswick, the tcwns of HOULTON, ile »nd WOODSTOCK, N.B., were am~ng
post offices specified as "Exchenge Offices," = (offices which exch=nged
mail), Therofore, I assume that thcre wes probably a 2¢ rate betweon
theso two border offices nc drubt as early as the fall of 1851,

I heve secn but four (4) covers showing the "2¢ Frontier Rate," and all
were from the same correspondence and betwesn Houlton and Woodstock, I
-have never seen & 2¢ rate cover from a Canadian town to nne in the U, S,
I imegine a "frentier" cover to Canada with a pair of the 1l¢ 1851 would
be something tn dream =about,

Photogreph No, 28 « A eover from Cannda to the United States with a U,.S.
stamp to pay the 10¢ rate. A mest unusual cover, No actual evidence of
year use but epparently 1860, fr-m ¥ontrezl, Canada, "Hay 10," addressed
to Burlington, Verm-nt. The rate at that time tn Canede was 10¢, (Cali-
fornia and Oregnn, 15¢) and from Cannda, sixpence, (the equivalent of
10¢ U.S.) and ninepence (Us5.15¢) tc Colifsrnia and Oregon, Rates were
from origin to destinntion, Prepayments were optional, but no part pay-
ments were reengnized., Because the use ~f U, S5, stemps in Canada nn
mail to the U, 3. hed besn tried on numernus(?) occasions, the Canadian
P,0,D, had issued instructi-ns to Cenrdian prstmasters as early as 1852,
not to reeccgnize such payments, but to rate such mail as entirely unpeid,
with the full rate due in the U, S, TFurther, the U, S. stamps were not
to be defaced or canceled.

In the Boggs bock, Vnl, 2, pege 10D, tha author ouoted & letter daoted
Feb, 14, 1854, from the Canadian P,0.D. to a local postmaster which recd:
"Dear Sir; When letters are posted 2t yo~ur cffice bearing stamps »f tho
United States - you are right in rating them as unpaid - but it will be
botter nct to obliterate or doface the stamps in any way - let them pass
to be accepted nr rejected by the Unitcd States Prnst Office authoritiss.™

(end)

Cover No. 28 is most unusual because the Mrntreal nffice feiled to rate

tho letter as entirely unpaid and in additinn, apparently recognized the
U, S. stamp and canceled it. Because the Burlington, Vt., office received
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a Us 3, stomp canceled nutside our borders I suppcse the postmaster
should have refused the strmp as evidence of payment end roted the letter
as "Duec 10," but no drubt he saw nn reas~n why cur P. O. Department
should receive a dcouble payment on this lettur, especislly in view of the
fact that if sixpenco (6d) had becan prepaid in Canada the U, S, 2. 0., D,
would nnt have received any payment.

Photogreph No, 29, Here we have a very unusual cover - one that prcbably
originated in Canerda - was transmitted thru the United States tn London,
Englend. There is a red pnstmark which ties the Canadisn and U, S.

. 8temps but it is not legible other than apparently having an "APR" date

in the center thus "APR 17", Whether this is Canadian nr U, S. is nnt
evidencod., The solution of this cover seems tn be that the two 3¢
Canadian stamps paid the pnstage to the U, S, and the pair of 3¢ 1869 paid
the U, S, rate of 6¢g t~n London, Tho Canadisn stamps are the "DULL RID" of
1870, Scott's /236, “

Last month, at Toronto, I showed this cover ¢» Mr, Gernld E, Vellburn, re-
engnized authority nn the stamps #nd pnstal histnry cf British North
Amecrica, Mr, %Wellburn stated that he was familiar with such a sue and
thet the origin was probably from somc town in ¥estern Caneda., Whatever
the errrect explanatinn, the cnver is an cxceedingly nice U, S, « Canadian
combinetirn and quite en unusual postsl history item,

U, S, = CANADIAN IMAIL

THE 15¢ RATE

Back in 1851 when a postal agreemcnt was signed with Canada, a single rate

of 15¢ (per %—nunce) was agrsad upon on mail from Oregon and Califnrnia

to Eastern Caneada, or ninepence (15¢ U.S.) from Eastern Ccneda to paints
in California end Oregon. According to the Boggs book (Volume 1, page 53),
this 15¢ rate romained in effact until April 1, 1868. However, such a
statement is in error. Collectors of "lcsterns" are quite familiar with
covers showing the 15¢ rato, but I drubt if many arc awarg that a2t a2 cer-
tain perind, the 15¢ rote was discontinued and 10¢ becarne the legal chcrgs.
If therc is ony mentinn »f this reductinn in the Jerrett bock, I was nct

able to find it,

At Toronte I hed sevcral chats with students of Canadian Postzl History
2nd mentioned the 15¢ California rate, but ncne seemed t~ be aware thet 1t
had not bsen in effect from 1851 until april 1, 1868, 1lir, “ellburn was
the cne exception,- "Yes," he replied trn my query, "the 15¢ rato wns dis-
continued end & 10¢ rate wes put inte effect, and this nccurred s-metime
in 1864," which wes quite correct,

The original 1851 postal agreement menti~ned "Califnrnia snd Oreg-n" but
edltions of the P, L. &« R, of later years were more specific, listing the
rates as follows, (1857 Editinon): "10 cents when not over 3000 miles
from the line of crossing; 15 cents whare distance exceeds 3000 miles."

15¢ RATE DISCONTINUED

The follrwing is the wording of the offieial ruling abolishing the 15¢ rate
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to end from Canada,
"(OFFICIAL)
ORDER ESTABLISHING A UNIFOR{ RATE OF LETTER POSTAGE BETWEEN
THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA,

Pnst Office Department
Washington February 17, 1864

Wherens the asctual distance between San Francisen and the fronticr line of
Canada, VIA THE QVERLAND IAIL ROUTE, #s at present traveled, is under

the limit of 3,000 miles, within which, by the terms of Article 3d of the
postal arrangements between the United States and Cansda of 25th March 1851,
the combined internationnal rato of ten cents is chargeable; and whereas

the Post Office Department of Canzda hes, for tho sake of uniformity, con=-
sented to so modify the provisinns of Article 3d of the said ponstal arrange-
ment as tn abolish the intsrneticnal prstage chrrge of fifteen cents, the
single rate heretofore lsvied upon letters passing between Conada and
California, Oregnon and Weshington Territery, ~nd thus ostablish & uniform
postage fcr letters of ten cents thse single rate between Ceancda and all
parts of the United States; IT IS FEREBY ORDERED that in future the inter-
naticnal postage charge upon all lettors between Canada and any part of

the United States shall be ten cents the singlo rate »f half an ounce or
under, prepayment npticnal, withcut regard to difference of distance or
route of conveyance.

He Blair
Postmaster General"

BN o4 e o ok o Sk o ok 3 o o R R R
Inasmuch s the Overland llail was moved up to the Central Rrute as of July

1, 1861, it does seem ndd that the 15¢ rrte was not reduced before February
of 1864, As of April 1, 1868 the zate was further reduced to 6¢.

Covers showing the California 10¢ rate are scarce and are "unususl"
pcestal histery itenms,

END OF ISSUE NO. 7
Oct, 20, 1951

Three photographs included, viz - No, 27 = 28 - 29
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ASHBROOK SPICIAL SERVIGE

Issug No. 8 = November 15, 1951

Arain wo discuss

“THZ PREIIEERS GRAVUEES OF 1861"

Tho 1936 Scott Catalo; ue was the last edition to list "two 1861 Issues,”
In that edition, ths Catalofue numbers 55 to 62a wore listed as the
"First Issue" and no warning was insorted that thess bits of paper viere

not rarc U. 5. po:tage stamps thet were "rogularly issuecd.”

The 1937 edition changed tho hceding "First Issue" to "First Desirns,"

but again no warning that Nos. 55 to 628 ware nothing more than privately
printed samples of work of a bank note engraving fimn. In that edition
(1937) the term “Sccond Issue" was changed to "Regular Issue." It was not
until the 1940 Edition the* the following warning appesred undor the head-
ing of the "First Designs", quota:

"It is doubtful that Nos. 55, 56, 57, 59,61 and 62 were rsgularly issued."
Note the word "DOUBTFUL,"

In the 1945 Edition the following addit*nna] warning was insorted: it is

belioved that Nos. 55, 56, 56a, 57, 59, 62 and 62a arc gssays end No, 61
is a color trial." Note, "It is believed," As if there was ever any

doubt of the fact,
OMITTED BY THE GIBBONS CATALOGUE

I suspect thet fow collectors of U. S. 19th Century strmps and covars are
aware of tho fret that the so-called "Premiercs Gravures' were taken out of
the British Gibbons Catalogue in the 1948 edition, but no doubt many in
this country noted that the 1751 S. U, 5., oniftted the warning thet these
bits of paper "arce bclieved to be essays, etec."

It anpears thet a concerted offort is being made to ro-sstablish in the
Scott Catalosus the standing of the "Premiosres Gravurcs." ‘“hat the pur-
posc of this backward move roally is, is anybody's guess but I wish %o
bring before all my friends some of the reccont developments, h.nce this

further discussion of this subjcct,

In the Sloane column in "Stemps , issue of Scotember 15, 1951, appoared tho
following under e hcading, "Scott's 1952 Catalog, Volume 1" = cuote:

"It is of particular intersst to note that the 1861 First Issue, gencrally
¥known as tho 'August' issue, Nos. 55 to 62, are all, and oncoe again, in-
dividually priced, quotations ranging from 335 for tha 3¢ stamp, up to
$3000 for the 12¢ black. The 3¢ lake, No., 66 and the 3¢ scarlet, No. 74
are likowise priced again., This restoration of price quotations may waell
bé intorpreted as a significant proclamstion from the dosk of Gordon &,
Harmer, of his final dctorminrtion not to dczlets theso items from tho

U, 5. listings," (end of quotetion)
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Sloane referred to Nos. 55 to 62 as "the FINST ISSUE, generally known as
the 'August issue,' ete," ZIZven the 1951 S. U, 8, did not refer to these
lebels as "the First Issue of 1861," ?erhnps Sloane is not aware of the
faet that there is no evidence whatsoever to indicate that these labels
were ever regularly issued as U. S. postage stanps, hence it is certainly
" a misnomer to refer to them as "the 1861 First Issue,”

The 1951 S. U, S. Catnlogue has a heading which reads, quote: "It is
doubtful that lNos. 55, 56, 56a, 57, 59, 61, 62 and 62a were recularly
issued." Why was the word "doubtful" used when there exists no evidence
whatsoever to indicate that these labels were ever issued to the public?

Beneath the listings of 66 (3¢ lake) and 66a (lake = imperforate) is the
statement, "Nos. 66 and 66a were not regularly issued," = iAlso under 74
(3¢ scarlet) and 74s is the sesme wording, "Nos. 74 and 74a were not re-
gularly issued." Why is the Catalogue so positive regarding the Lake and
the Scarlet things and a bit "doubtful" regarding the "First Designs," or
88 Sloane calls them, "the 1861 First Issue?" 1In the 1944 5, U. 5,
Catalocue unused copies of the "Premieres Gravures" were priced as follows:

1¢g = 32500

3¢ L 2?-50
5¢ = 150
12¢ = 3500
30¢ - 1250
90¢ - 1500

In the 1945 S5, U, S, the above prices were deleted and no pricesthave been
given since, And further, the notation, in the 1945 S, U, S., heading the
listing of the "First Designs" resd as follows, cuote:

"It is doubtful that Nos. 55, 56, 56a, 57, 59, 61, 62 and 62a were regular-
ly issued, It is believed that I'os. 55, 56, S6a, 57, 59, 62 and 62a are
essays and No, 61 is a color trial.” (end)

The statement that these bits of paper were believed to be "essays" remain=-
ed in the S, U, S., editions of 1946, 1947, 1948, 154y and 1950, but in the
present, or 1951 edition, it was removed and the only warning given to
colleoctors possessing more money than philatelic knowledge was, "It is
doubtful that Nos, xxxxx were regularly issued,” Collectors were not warned
that these bits of naper were not stamps but merely essays, L chonose to

"call them sampnle labels,

Sloane stated that the "restoration" of nrice gquotations may well be inter-
preted as & significant "proclamation" from the desk of the editor, Gordon
R. Harmer, of his final determination not to delete these items from the

U. S. listings."

What about the British Catalogue, the very reliasble (in my estimation),
"Stanley Gibbons Postage Stamp Catalogue?"

In Pert III = United States and Possessions « 1948 Rdition, our '"Premieres
Gravures" were "deleted" from that publication and the following notation

was inserted, quote?
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".ith the exception of the 10¢, the stamps formerly knotn as 'Premieres
Gravures' are now believed to be printers' samples or essays and are
therefore omitted,"

Mre Phillips, the editor of the Gibbons Catelogus, referred to them as
"Printers' Semples," or essays, but I call them the "sample labels,” be=-
cause these things that Sloane referred to as "the 1861 First Issue" were
not printed by the U, S. Government and at %the time they were manufactured
in the early part of 1861, the Company that produced them didn't even have
a contract to manufecture postage stamps for the U. 5. Government., In
spite of the facts, these privately printed labels are given almost a full
page in the S. U, S,, and the only warning in the 1951 Rdition of the true
nature of them is the line reading, "It is doubtful that Nos. 55, 56, 56a,
57, 59,61, 62, 62a were regularly issued., sgain I incuire, why the word
"DOUBTFUL?"

In the "Introduction" to the 1948 Zdition of the Gibbons Catalogue of U, S.
Postage Stamps, the editor made the following statement, quote:

"Readers who are familiar with our previous lists of United States stamps
(the last of which appeared in Part II of our catalogfue for 1945), will find
nany inprovements in the present edition, as ruch work hes been done to
bring the list into _line with modern knowledpe., The descriptions of the
types of the early issues are now clearer; those Premieres Gravures which
ars now known to be only printers' samnles or essazys have been deleted;"{end)

THE BRAZEER BOOK OM T.SSAYS

This book was published by the Handbook Committee of the American Philatelic
Society and was copyrighted by that Society in 1941, 1it, therefore, has an
official standing. In this book an "issay" is defined as follows, (quote
page 2): TAn Zssav is any design essayed for a Government svamp and differ-
ing in design in any particular from an officially issued stamp. There are
die essays, nlate essays and experimental forms of essays." (end)

In this Brazer book, entitled, "Zssavs for U, S, sdhesive Postage Stamps,

By Clarence W, Brazer = 1941," the "Premieres Gravures,” or as Sloane de=-
scribed them, "the 1861 First Issue," are listed as Essars, "3y National
Bank Note Co." end are headed as follows: "1861 - Premiere Gravures," the
author, Mr. 3rezer commented in part as follows, (pare 33) quote: "Ly

study of the National Bank Note Co. essars and proofs for the 1861 issue

(1) leads me to believe that the following are essays, as they were consider=
ed prior to 1895, and should be listed here as the designs are not identical
with the regularly issued stsmps. The nunbers used are 3cott's 1941 numbers
listed under stamps and proofs ctc. etc.” (end). The author listed the
things I call "sample labels" as follows:

(C) (12) = June 1861 -~ Premiere Gravurs, finished essay on transpareat stamp
paper perforated 12 end with brown gum ZVOTY rare) Scoht's

(F) (3¢) = June 1861 ~ Finished Premiere Gravure - Essay on transparent
stamp paper, perforated 12 with brovwn gun - Scott's 56,

(D) (5¢) -« Finished Premiere Gravure esse; s on transparent stamp paper
perforated 12 with brown pum (very rare) Scott's 57.
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(E) (12¢) « “Finished Premiers Gravure essey on transparent stamp paper
perforated 12 with brown gum. Scott's 49 (ver; rare)

(G) (30¢) = Finished Tyne I Premiere Gravure on transparent stamp paper,
perforated and gunmned, probably cxist but have not been identified.
Scott's 61.

(G) (90¢) = June, 1R6l « Preniere Gravure impressions from Plste 8, On

transparent stemp papar imperforate; (rars) = Dull blue - (Scott's é2a)
Rlue green (Scott's 627TC)

(H) (50¢) = June 1861 = Pronierc Gravure finished essays on trensparent
stenp paper perforated 12 with brown gum. (very rare) - Scott's 62,
Dull blue.

"SAI PLE LABELS"

Under the above term, I have referred to theso bits of papar for rears
past and I have insisted that they be removed from catalogues listing
“regularly issued U, 5, postage stamps,"

¥hy should privately printed labels that resemble postage stamps be listed
amnong our legitimate postage issuses? Ilir. Phillins referrcd to then as
"Printers' semples,” but as lonr as thoy are known for what they really are
what diffurence does it make what we coll them just so long as we do not
refer to them as "the 1861 First Issue,"

As statcd sbove the "sample labels,” viz,, l¢, 37, 5¢, 12¢ end 90¢ -

(s. U, S. numbers 55, 56, 57, 59,62 and €2a) were produced in the plant of
e privete bank nots engraving firm which did not possess any Govaranent
contract for manufacturing U. S. postags stamps, at the time that shcets of
these labels were manufactured. The printed, pwiuied and perforated sheets
of these labols were produced by The iiational 3ank Note Co, as "samples, or
snecimens of work" thet the Company was capable of nroducing, provided the
Company would be awarded a contract for supplying the Post Office Departi-
rient with adhesive postage stemps. Full sheets of thes:z s=smple labels with
their unfinished desipgns accompaniecd the bid of the National 3ank Note
Company in 1861, and the shects, representing different valucs, wers ine
tended to fully demonstrate the various features of fine and artistic work-
manship the Company was prepared to furnish the Government, Those full
shects of 200 labels were not only samnles of skilled engraving, beautiful
designs, accurate transferring from rolls to plates, but samples of papar
and sanples of fine inks, fum and last, but not least, of the ability of
the Company to furnish adhesive postage stamps in parforated panes. Yes,
these labels were "samples," « "printers' samples," of the finest, and at
that time, the most up=-to-date workmanshin, At any rate they sc: omplished
their intended purpose, because thay secured for the National Zank Note
Company a six years Government contract, hence there can be little doubt
thaet the money expended in naking the dies, transfer rolls and pletes was
money wisely invested.

-n 1868 whe¢n tie contract of the National Bank Note Com-any was due to
exniras, tho Company adopted the same methods to again secure the postage
-stamp contract, they ongraved new dies, made transfer rolls, and platcs
and from the latter they produced full shcets of finished labels -
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"samples" of the product they were propsrcd to furn‘sh, and these "sample¥”
sheets were subnitted to the Post Office Departrent officials with their
bid, Again these samples of the finished product sccured for the National
Bank Note Company, the coveted stamp contract. It is interesting to note
that these semples of the engraver's art nrs now knowvn as the "1869 Essays."
No one, to my knowledge, ever claimed that they "wore rsgulerly issued"
postage stamns or were "the First Issua of 1869," One wonders why Tish

was made of the 1861 samples and fowl was made of the 1862 samplos? Both
arc in tho sene category, that is, "printers' samnles,” and it is immaterial
what we actually call them ss long as none of the two batchcs are not mis-
reprosented as "rare United States postace stamps" as was dons for many
years, alded and abetted by the Scott Catalogue, and the Luff book.

The Government postage stamp contract with the engraving firm of Toppen,
Carpenter & Co, was due to expire as of Junc 30th, 1861 and as early as
March 28th of that yoar the Post Cffice Department advcrtised that bids for
a now contract would be received. The Advertisement headed, "Proposals

for Postage Stamps" and signed by M. Blair, Postmaster Genzsral, was in-
serted in the "Daily National Intellipencer," (Washington, D.C.), issue of
March 28, 1861, and one of the significant features of this advertisement
was the following, cuote:

"Each bid is %o be accompanied with a specinmen of the style of engraving
and the quality of paper to bo furnished, which will be submitted to a
board of disinterested experts or artists for examination, etc. ste,"
(end of nuote)

ADVERTISEI'ET OF 1868

A similapr advertisement for submission of bids for a new contract was pube
lished by Postmaster Gencral Alex. W, Randall in June 1868, It will be
noted that the wording is much the same as that of 1861,

“Each bid is to be accompanicd with a speccinen of the style of engraving
and quality of the paper to be furnishad, which will be .submitted to com-
petent persons to be selected by the Postmaster-Gencral, for examination;

ete,” (epd)
THE POST OFFICE DZPABT.ZIT 1861 ADVERTISE [ENT

Becausc the entire wording of this advertisemsnt has never been given
heretofora in any philatelic publication, I am reproducing it word for
word as follows:

"Proposals for Postage Stanmps,
'

Post Office Department, March 27, 1861.
PROPOSALS will be received until 12 If. of 30th April naxt for furnishing
Postage Stamps of the general style and description of thoss now in use,
on suitable paper of the best quality, for a term of six years, commencing
first July next.

Bidders will state thc price per thousand stamps, deliverable in packapes
of ten thousand sach 8t the Post Office Department in VYashington,




Also, the price per thousand, in similar packnposs, deliversble to tie
agent of the Dopamtient at tho placo of manufacturo,

Alsy, the price per thousand, dolivered in larger packages, as required,
arther at the Department or place of manufacture.

Also, the price per thousand, separatecd in such quantities as may bde daily
ordered for the use of post offices, never less than two hundred stamps,
and securely packed in tin cases, suitable binder!s-board boxes, with
nuslin or other equally strong covers, or lined envclopcs, according to the
quantity and distance to be conveyed, as may bo required by the Department,
stating the differsnce, if any, between the cost of delivery to an agsat at
the place of manufacture end at Weshingtnn, D, C. ALl such packages, bee
fore mailing, to be re-oxamined and the stanmps re-counted by an arent of
this Department.

Bidders will also give the additional cost for directing packages for the
mails end preparing blank receipts, under tho direction of an agent of the
Department, eithur at the Depertment or manufactory.

Proposals must be made for the stemps in sheets, perfoctly gummed, and per-
foreted in such manner that each separate stamp can be rcsdily detached

and used.

The donominations of stemps now in use are one cent, threce cents, five cents,
tcn cents, twelve cents, twenty-four cents, thirty ccnts, and nincty cents,
The heads of Yiashington and Franklin are tn be prescrved as the lsading de=-
signs; the former on all the stamps, c¢xcept those of cne cent and thirty
cents, on which are to be the hcad of Franklin, On all of the stamps the
denonination must be given distinectly, in figures as well as letters, and
the whole work must be executed in the best style of line engraving on steel.

The whole number of postage starmps furnished to the Department during the
vear ending the 30th June, 1860, was 216,370,660,

From pass experience it is supposcd that the number of packaces mailed
will averago above two hundred daily, varying in size from two sheets,

or 200 stemps, up to 500 sheets, or 50,000 stamps; but by far the larger
proportion of packeges contain not more than 20 shwets, or 2,000 stampsg

Each bid is %o ba accompanicd with a specimcn of the style of engraving
and the quality of paper to bec furnished, which will be submitted to a

board of disinterested expcrts or artists for examination; and the ace

cepted bidder, before thc final consummation of a contract, will be re=
quired to prepare designs and furnish proof impressions of the ongrave

ings of the soveral denominations of stamps,

Specimens of board and tin-boxes and lined envolopes must also be sub-
mitted with each bid, It is necessary to protect the boxes by muslin
or other covers in the most effoctual manner against wet and abrasion.
The contract will require ell dies and plates to be prepared and kept in
repair, and thet new dies and plates shall be made, ecithcr for the pre-
sent denominatinns of stamps or others, without charge, at the pleasure
of the Department; end all such dies and plates arc to be the property
of the United States for the service of the Post O0ffice Department.

Mo bids will be considered except from parties who have becn actually
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enpaged in the business of copperplete and stecl engraving and printing,
and aro thus engaged at the time of bidding, and who are occupying suitable
fire-proof premises end provided with all the necessary facilities to
oxecute the work promptly, and give the requisite protection to the stamps,
dies, and platcs in thoir possession.

Parties not known to the Departrient will furnish proof as to those points
with their bids.

In swarding the contract the Postmaster General reserves thc right of de-
ciding which bid in its practical results nay be most to the interest of
the Department, having reference to the style of the work, security, mode

of packing, etc.

Proposals should be carefully scaled, and marked *'Proposals for Postage
Stamps,' end sddressed to the 'Third Assistant Postmastor Gensral.!
M. EBLAIR
Postmaster General"

1944 - 1952 PRICES

In re-establishing B 1ist of nrices in the 1952 Edition of the Scott Cata-
logue, a comparison of prices with the 1944 Edition, \when thece samples
were last priced) is of intercst. The 1931 quotatinns are also included,

1944 1952 1931
1¢ $2500,00 $1,500.00  53,000,00
3¢ 27.50 35.00 30,00
5¢ 750,00 600.00 1,800.00
12¢ 3500400 3,000,70 7,000,00
30¢ 1250.00 1,000,M0 3,570.00
90¢ 15°0,70 1,250,00 2,102.00

Totals = $9527.50 $7,385.00 $17,330.00

ADDITICITAL INFOR ATION

For anyone desiring more information regarding the "Premiasres Gravures
nay 1 recommend my booklct entitled,
"The United States Issuc of 1869
Preceded by Some sdditional Notes on
The Premiores Cravurss of 1861"
(1944)

Copies of the above will be supplied upon request.

End of Issue No, 8

November 155 1651
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ASHBROCK SPECIAL SERVICTH

Issue No. 9 = Decembar 4, 1951

COLBINATION OF U. S. = CANADIAN

 Covers showing U, S. and Canadian postarse stamps to pay different
cortbined rates

On page 41 of this Service, (Issue No. 7), I discussed and furnished =2
photograph of a very unusual and rare cover - See Photograph No. 29,
This cover showed a use in 1370 to London and it has a pair of the

U, 5, 3¢ 1869 and a pair of the 3¢ Canadian of 1870, known as the
small Cueen designs. At the time I was unable to identify the red
postmark on this cover but a cover of 1873 that subsequently showed

up gave the solution to the 1870 cover. The red postmerk, which was
lightly struck and not legible was undoubtedly applied at New York in
the Foreign Division. It was the type cormonly used on mail to
England efter Dec. 31, 1869, 1In all probability this cover originated
in sorne place in "estern Canada and to insure its more rapid trans-
mission to England, it was not placed in a Canadian Post Office but
was antrusted to an express company for conveyvance to the United
States, XAvidently the Txpress Company carried it all the way to New
Yory where it entered the U. S. 11ail for the first time. Peyment of
the Canadian postage evidently conplied with the law for transmission
of mail by a Private carrier, "outside of the mail."

Photosranh No. 30, shows the 1873 cover and the same payment, 6¢
Canadien and 6¢ U, &, This cover is slso addressed to London and
evidently originated in "'estern Ganada and wes probably transmitted
direct to New York by .ells YFargo « Co, It shows a manuscript routing
"WI,. OLYi’PTA," There is a very faint black circular marking tring the
6¢ Canadian, end this might be a vostmsr: of Olympia, %ash., inasmuch
as the killer on the envelone stamp is in black., If such is true,
then l.ells Farpo deposited the letter in the Olympia(?) Post Office.

In addition, there is a blue marking at left which reads, "FOR GRIAT
BRITAZIY A'D IRELAID™(?) Perhaps this was anplied by the Zxpress Com-
pany in Canada. The rea Tiew York rostmsrk on this cover is of the
same size (24 .i1!) as the faint cirecular strike on the 1870 cover.
These two covers make a wonderful pair and it is covers such as these
thet add so rnueh interest to an outstanding collection.

Photograph No. 31, shows another extremely rare U.3.-Canadizn combina-
tion, a cover which is most unusual, s regular “"show piece" and genu=-
ine in every respect., Here vie have a use in July 1853, the 3 pence
Canadien Beaver naying the Canadian postage to the border and the 3¢
U, o, 1851 used at Toronto to pay the U. S. postage. The U. S. Fostal
Convention of 1851 provided that on letters to the U, S., the Canadisn
rate wes sixpence, and the U. S. rete to Canada was 10¢., All or none
had %o be naid, hence this letter was contrary to the Treaty Rate, and
the office of origin, Toronto, rated it as entirelr unpaid with "6"
(pence) or 10¢ U, S. due at New Yor:z, ITo "postare due" was collected
from the addressee at New York, and no doubt that office concluded
thet inasmuch as Canada had received her full threepence and the U.S,.
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the full 3¢ rate, there was no sense in taxing the addressee with 10¢,
Incidentally, the latter is addressed to the prominent FNew York firm
of E. D, ilorgen & Co, Edward D, iforgan, the head of this wealthy New
York commission firm is given credit for the nomination of Abraham
Lincoln for president in 1860, kir. llorgan at that time was Governor
of the State of New Vork.

A CLEVER FAKE

Photorgreph No, 32, shows a fake cover which was sold in recent weeks
in a New York auction, Fortunately the true character of the cover
was discovered, and it was returned to the auction firm and a refund
was made, In this case, I am sure that the auction firm was not aware
that anything was wrong with the cover but in my opinion, this is not
always the case, There are certain classes of U. S, covers which are
"fixed" and faked by the philatelic eriminals on the Continent and in
sone cases they turn out some exceedingly "artistic" work. & reputa-
ble auction fim should not offer without a certificate of genuineness
certain classes of covers thet are known to be faked by the Parisian
crooks, TFor example, covers with the 24¢ and 30¢ 1869, To pass on
nany such covers requires the knowledge of a student who has devoted
years of study to all phases of the rates, markings, and numerous
other factors thet detemine whether a pgiven cover is a clever fake
and worthless, ¢r perfectly genuine and, therefore, valuable, I will
cite an example, In the Harmer, Rooke &« Co, Sale scheduled for Dec=
ember 10-14 next is a cover with a 30¢ 1869 stamp, Lot 232, and de-~
scribed as follows: "30¢ blue and carmine. Tied by black pinwheel and
red 'London, Ap 1 70' on cover to France, Verr fine (see photo)."
Apparently there is no Philatelic Foundation certificate acconpanying
this cover, an illustration of which is shown on page 44 of the auc-
tion catalogue,

The French due marking on this cover is "5" decimes or approximately
9%¢ in U. 5, currency, which indicates thzt only a single rate of 4¢
was recuired in the U, 5, This same cover was offered in a Harnmer,
Rooke « Lo, Sale of Oct. 25, 1949 - It was Lot 275 and was reported
to have been sold "to order" for 5190.00,

The seme markings on this cover also occur on covers to France in
early 1870 with pairs of the 2¢ 1869, No doubt you have some of the
latter, and if so, you can make a comparison. If not, I will be
pleased to loan nhotorraphs.

Further referring to Photograph No. 32, this shows a 30¢ 1861 tied by
a black encireled "30," from San Francisco July 3, 1865 to Paris,
France, In my opinion, this was a stanpless cover which was forwarded
unpaid with 30¢ U, S. due or "16" French decimes, approximastely 30¢,-
a letter weighing ovar I ounce but not over i ounce, San Francisco
did use a "30" reting stamp of this type in the eighteen fifties and
sixties, and inasmuch as such a letter would have been "rated," it is
very probable that a feker added a "ecleaned" 30¢ 1861 and "painted"
the lower part of the encircled "30" on the stamp. The black New
York Foreign Fxchange postmark shows a debit to France of 6¢ - (2x3)
which was the U, S, share of the rate by this transmission. 4n odd
feature of this cover is the date in the French receiving marking of
"7 JUIL - 65," Evidently the clerk failed to change the July logo to
August,
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WHY ONE CENT DUE?

Photorraph No. 33, shows a post card postnarked at Troy, N. ¥, Feb. 13,
1897 and addressed to Albany, with a l¢ postage due stanp canceled
with the same Albany postmark as stiuck in the lower left corner. The
guestion arises, "Why was 17 due on this card?" On the back of the
card there is no evidence of actual origin, merely "2/18-97." The
Troy postmark is the sare day and l&s 11 A M (?). The Albany showg
"130 P 1" of the same day. Ividently the card did not travel much
distance, Inasmuch as Troy is cnly about six miles north of Albany
one wonders why a rate of 2¢ was recuired? About the onlyr explanation
that I can suggest at this time is that perhaps the card originated at
someé place other than Troy - perhans only a short distance, and wns
conveyed by some private carrier to Troy, with such carriage entitling
the carrier to a fee of l¢, which was collected from the addressee,
One wonders if this could have been carried by a canal boat and sent
across the Hudson River to enter the U, S, ilail at Troy? The Post-
master General possesscd the authority to issue rulings to apply to
special cases at special post offices. One wonders if this card
originated at a point which was not located on a Post Route, but on &
private cerrier, said carrier being entitled to a fee for conveyance
of mail to a U. S. P.0.? Comnuent will be appreciated,

CAMNAL BOAT 1JATL

Photograph No, 34, 1s a photorraph of two photographs which were made
by Ore W, 5S¢ Polland of San Rafael, Calif. The one to the left shows
the outside of a folded Bill of Lsding, the one to right, the insids.
The use was QOctober 1851 and the 3¢ 1851 Orange Brown is canceled with
a black circular marking reading: 'WAY 6," I believe that this rare
"Way" marking was applied at the Lynchburg, Va. fost Office, It is
known in both black and blue. The B/L is dated "Richmond, 21 Oct,
1851" and the carrier is designated,~ "ON BOaED THE CANAL BOAT EAGLE,"

On the face of the cover there is a manuscript "27 Oct 1851" which may
have been the date of rececipt. I assume that this folded B/L accom=-
nanied the shipment of poods from Richmond to Lrnohburg by the Canal
Boat "Eagle" and thet the clapsed time of travel was 6 days, In all
probability, the communication was handed over to an agent of the
Lynchburg Post Office who used his rating stemper (for unpaid Way mail)
to cancel the 3¢ 1851.

One of the Fepulations of the P, 0, Dent. Teguirsdd that all mail
carried by a private vessel (non-mzil contract) had to be turned ovesr
to an agent of the P. 0., before the vessel was psrmitted to "break
bulk.” The following is an interesting P. 0. Dept. Regulation:

P. 0. REGULATIONS - 1852 Edition -~ P2, L. & R, - pags 40 - Sec, 155 =-
"All letters eonveyed by steamboats, rackets, or other vessels, re-
lating to the carpo, must be left unsealed; and if sealed, must be
delivered into the post office and charped with postage; but if upon
being opened in the presence of the postmaster, and found to rclate to
the cargo, the postage may be remitted. The law releting to this sub-
jeet is often violated. Postmasters will use diligence to corrcct the
evil, and prosecute for the nenalty, in cvery case where they can
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obtain testimony." (end)

The "James River Canal" extended aslong iha banks of the James River
from Richmond to Lynchburg, a distance of 147 miles., In its day it
wes a very important muans of freight transportation, In the middle
of the last century Lyncnburg was the largost tobacco senter in the

world,

FURTH R REGALDINIG CANAL BOAT MAIL

It is qucstionable if any great amount of mail was ever carried over
our early canals, the reason being that transit was nuch tco slow as
compared to mail by coach.

It is of interest to note that an Act of Congress, approved July 2,
1836, provided, quote: "Scc. 42 - and be it furthecr enacted, That the
Postmaster General shall be authorizad, in his discretion, to cone
tract for carrying the mail on the navigable cansls of the sceveral
states, in all cases where, in his opinion, the public interest and
convonience shall require it; and for the time during which mails may
be carried on such canals, or any parts thersof, thc same are hereby
deelared to be post roads." {(end)

"THE 24¢ 7STAEL BLUE' OF 1861
4 CCLOR CHANGELIIGS*®

In the "American Philateclist" for July 1946, {Vol, 59, Yo, 10), I
published en article with thc above title, and in which I presented my
belief that the 24¢ 1861 "Steel 3lue" was not a natural c¢olor, by which
I mcan, that the 24¢ stamp was nevar issued in that color but rathar
thet the "Steel Plue" listed in the S, U. S. as ;:70B was a "natural
color chan;cling® of the 24¢ Violst, listed as ,:60. No one has ever
produced any evidence to my knowledge that even indicated that my Cone
clusions were wrong, but it is true that certein individuals differed
very sharply with my study. hOWeVur' my article is a matter of re-
cord and I have no intention of discussing it further at this time,
but rather to relate an incident that happened to a very good friend
of nine thie pest sumnor, iy friend acquired two covers that were
uscd in Soptember and October of 1861, both had single copios of tho
24g 1861 Violet (S, U, S, ;,-60), and were from New York to Dublin,
Irelsnd.

The cover postmarked “Sep 25" had an exceptionally fine example of the
Violet, in fact, my friend described it to me as follows: "Beautiful
24¢ August tied with red grid on homemads Patriotic, handstarped

(on back) '"Dublin Oct 5 1861,' Color is as pgood as « Tho stamp
that he comparad his copy to, is one that is very familiar to me and
is on a cover thet I have known for nmany ycars and shows a vecry carly
use in September 1861.

After my friend had thcse covers for several weeks I received & lettsr
from hinm which I quote in part:

"Znclosed sro two philatelic gradgedins - the 24¢ August covers; the
photographs I sent to you, 4 am not surc what hapnened, but here is




Page ;-54

the story. The covers wcre somewhat stained and dirty and I decidad
to clean them with "Hydrogon Peroxidec." This I did, and aftor drying
them, put them in the ¢ellulose acetate cover mounting that I had
mede for them, The next morning the beautiful violet was a sickly
grecn, ete, I suspect that there was en~ugh H2 02 in the envelopas,
50 thet 0? was &till escaping., 7his 02 was trapped by the cover and
eventually became strong ehough to csuse oxidation of the dselicate
violet dye., This experience has been rather painful,®

Ily friond leter presented tho two covers to ne for my roforcnce
collection and if any of my friends would like to sce them I will be
¢lad to loan them for observetion and study,

I would not class either of these stamps at present as "Steecl 3luc®
because theyr are what I class ss "'chemical color changelings."”
Both arc at present a rather pale gray, perhaps a bit of a pale
bluish gray, but neither one show anv tracs of their original
Violet color.

1861 - Docember

Letters to the Rebel States

The followirg is from a lettor of instructions regarding such mail
from the Post Office Departrment at lashington in December 1861 to the
Postmaster at I'ow York City, quote:

"The facilities affordsad by sending lctters to the rebesl states under
a flag of truce are not intended, and cannot be pcraitted, to cover
general correspondence, as it would impose a labor upon ths commandlng
general at Fortress ilonree, the performance of which would be wholly
incompatible with the discherge of his more important military duties;
but only the correspondence of such prisoners as nmay bs hsld by the
United States or their cnemiss, and the families of such as may bs
prisoners in the rebzl states or Unitod Statces,

Such letters, properly prensid, may be forwarded direct to QLD POINT
COMFORT from ymur offica,

The arrangement is for the accommodation of prisoncrs on both sides

8

John A, Kasson
First Assistant P.l[,Gez."

(From the monthly publication, “The U, S, Mail" for January l862-Fagc 2)
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