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A cover to Mentone, France franked with a pair of Sc 
207 overpaying the 5c UPU rate is shown as Figure 4.

Figure 4

Figure 5 illustrates a single rate domestic cover paid 
by a strip of three Sc 206.

Digitized by https://stampsmarter.org/



U.S. Cancellation Club NEWS, May 2003 94

Figure 6

Figure 7

Figure 5
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A cover to Chihuahua, Mexico paid with a Sc 205 is 
shown in Figure 6. The killer has a “4” in the center.

It is interesting to note that Edward Willard, in his 
extensive study of Sc 210, reported numerals “1” through “5” 
in the 8-bar design, but no “6.”7 He did report numerals “I”- 
“6” in the barrel design.8 As noted above, Alan Campbell 
found numbers “4” and “6” to be “particularly hard to find” on 
official stamps. We can speculate that the “4” has been 
particularly popular with cancel collectors because it is the 
most fancy of the “fishtail” numerals and has thus been 
subject to greater demand. And given that Willard didn’t find

an 8-bar “6” on a Sc 210, perhaps this handstamp was taken 
out of service early for some reason or was lost or broken, 
leaving only the barrel design. Figure 7 illustrates an 8-bar 

“6” cover postmarked about three months before Sc 210 was 
introduced on October 1, 1883.

Figure 8 shows a cover bearing an overall House of 
Representatives design.

The earliest reported use of a split barrel killer is 
illustrated in Figure 9.

A strip of four Sc 206 on cover paying the double 
weight domestic rate is shown in Figure 10.

The latest reported use of a “fishtail numeral” is 
shown in Figure 11. Due to the incomplete strike, the numeral 
in the center of the killer cannot be determined.

Readers are encouraged to add to the story by 
reporting covers that extend the dates mentioned above or that 
show unusual or otherwise interesting usages. ■
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An Unusual “8” Cancel

On page 119 of the November 2001 NEWS an interesting “8” 
cancel in the collection of Wendell Triplett was illustrated on 
an off-cover Sc 186. Wendell pointed out what is probably a 

partial strike of the same cancel appearing as NU-75 on page 
188 of the Cole book. Cole’s tracing is incomplete and it led 
him to conclude it was a “38.” He lists it as found on 1873 
issue stamps. Until now we have not been able to report the 
post office of origin. John Donnes recently submitted a cover 
in his collection, locally addressed, bearing the cancel on a Sc 
183 stamp. John’s tracing of the postmark and cancel are 
shown as Figure 1. We still have no year date - can anyone 
help?a
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More on the New York Double Ovals

by Roger D. Curran

In the August 2002 NEWS we presented an early 
New York double oval cancel on a cover that was postmarked 
January 12, 1880. The following was stated:

“These unduplexed cancels have postal 
history significance because they are 
believed to be the first rubber obliterators 
employed by the NYPO ”

A footnote clarified that this comment referred to obliterators 
designed as obliterators because rubber bottle stoppers are 
known to have been used as cancelers by the NYPO in 1874.

In the February 2003 NEWS we reported a New York 
double oval cancel on a cover that bears a company 
handstamp dated November 1, 1879. While the cover may not 
have been postmarked by the double oval on that date, it is no 
doubt safe to assume it was postmarked very close to that date.

Since November, I have had occasion to reread 
portions of a calendar year 1877 report of the Third Division 
(Mailing and Distribution Dept) of the NYPO that had been 
sent to the NEWS by Martin Margulis many years ago. In a 
section entitled “Postmarking and Canceling Stamps” it states 
at one point:

“The handstamp used in the Newspaper
Department for canceling stamps on 3rf class 
matter is simply a piece of rubber; 
somewhat the shape of a bottle cork; set in a 
wooden handle and having its face cut out in 
the shape of a cross.”

These particular cross cancels presumably appear only on 
wrappers. Who can report an example for illustration in the 
NEWS? One could say that this cross represents a step by the 
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NYPO beyond bottle stoppers in the use of rubber cancelers. 
While not, of course, the product of a molded rubber design - 
which became the norm with widespread usage in a number of 
post offices beginning in 1877 - it is a rubber obliterator 
designed as an obliterator.

There is an aspect about the various New York 
double ovals - and, indeed, the similar double ovals used by 
other large post offices - that makes one wonder a bit about 
classifying them as products of rubber-faced handstamps. 
This concerns the fact that they are struck in black ink. As we 
have discussed in several previous articles, a major problem 
with the introduction of rubber-faced handstamps was that 
they didn’t work well with black printer’s ink and the colored 
inks provided by handstamp suppliers for their use could be 
washed off the canceled stamps.

Before addressing the ink question, however, I want 
to say that there is, I believe, substantial evidence in support of 
the rubber classification. The most distinctive aspect of 
rubber handstamp facings is their flexible or pliable nature. If, 
for example, a handstamp is applied with more force on one 
side than another, the rubber letters and/or rim, etc. will flatten 
out and apply a larger or at least thicker impression. A rather 
extreme example of this is shown in Figure 1. Note how small 
the “N” is in relation to the letters in the right side. I don’t 
believe one would ever see such wide variations in letter size 
from any handstamp of the period other than rubber.

Another characteristic I look for, particularly on the 
thin rimmed CDS designs, are distortions in the round 
shape so that it is no longer geometrically proportioned. See 
Figure 2.

The absence of such indicators on particular strikes 
doesn’t mean that the marking is not from a rubber-faced 
handstamp, because many strikes from rubber-faced 
handstamps result in “good” impressions. But when one sees 
various examples and such an indicator is present on some, I

Figure 1
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Figure 2
think we can start developing at least preliminary conclusions. 
This whole area, incidentally, appears to be quite under- 
studied and is certainly under-reported in the literature. The 
NEWS is eager to receive comments, questions and 
information bearing on what are the indicators of markings 
from rubber-faced handstamps, as the above only scratches the 
surface.

Joe Crosby owns the study collection of Gilbert M. 
Burr (the pioneering student of “standardized” cancellations of 
the Banknote era) who reported his research in the American 
Philatelist in 1935 and 1936. Joe has been generous in 
sharing information from Mr. Burr’s collection with present­
day collectors and recently provided to the NEWS Mr. Burr’s 
data on the New York “CR” double oval. Burr made note of 
an example that . . seems to be made up of a series of short 
dashes to form the ovals.” Figure 3 illustrates such an 
example and it is my view that the “dashes” reflect the 
cracking of the molded rubber which, over time, became 
brittle.

Returning now to the question of why, if these double 
ovals were made of rubber, black ink was used, I can only 
offer speculation. These designs were not as finely detailed as 
most postmark designs and may not have been as susceptible 
to the adverse effects of black printer’s ink. Perhaps also 
these handstamps were cheaply produced and frequent 
replacements were not costly. Did the printer’s ink help “dry 
out” the rubber, thus making the facings brittle? So much to 
learn and understand! Please help if you can. ■

Figure 3

Unusual Ellipse Cancel

by Roger D. Curran

There is a variety of ellipse cancels containing a 
double lined (or “hollow”) letter in the center. Actually. I 
have seen only one such cancel and that is from Redwood. 
N.Y. A cover in the Arthur Beane collection bearing this 
cancel is shown as Figure 1. A superb strike on an off-cover 
Sc 210 is illustrated as Figure 2. The stamp was in the retail 
stock of Charlie Wonderlin several years ago. In my 
experience, the cancel is very scarce. It is not listed in Willard 

but does appear in Cole as EL-96 on page 321.

In the November 2002 La Posta, Tom Clarke 
illustrated and discussed a large advertisement that had been 
found in an old post office. Presumably copies were 
distributed widely to postmasters. It is an interesting 
document replete with offerings of various postmarkers, 
cancelers and the like as well as testimonials from satisfied 
customers. Although not exactly the same, one of the 
illustrations is of a double-lined “R” in an ellipse cancel which 
we reproduce here as Figure 3, courtesy of Mr. Clarke. One of
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Figure 1

Figure 2

We can speculate that the Redwood postmaster saw a 
copy of Mr. Clarke’s Goldsborough ad, or one similar to it, 
and ordered a duplex handstamp containing a double-lined 
“R” in ellipse from Goldsborough. I assume handstamp ads of 
the period illustrated markings similar to what would be 
produced by their products but not necessarily identical. ■

URGENT:
We Need To BUY United States

and Foreign Covers

Figure 3

Rauchtown, Pa., January 27, 1885.
J. Goldsborough—Dear Sir—The bras* marker and canceler came to-day. 

It is a perfect gem ; the best thing of the kind I have ever seen. I am ever so 
much pleased with it. Enclosed is check for the amount (|5).
(Sea Sample.) Yours Respectfully. GEO. RAUCH, P. M.

Figure 4

the testimonials listed by Goldsborough is from the 
Rauchtown, Pennsylvania postmaster and we reproduce it here 
as Figure 4. The Rauchtown post office was in operation from 
1884-1942. Can anyone report a Rauchtown “R” in ellipse 
killer? It may well be that Goldsborough never did supply a 
handstamp to Rauchtown with these particular markings but 
rather they were presented in the ad for illustrative purpose 
only.

We especially seek 19th century or earlier, but 
will consider anything pre-1945, including WWI, 
WWII sailor's correspondences, Zeppelins, Ballon 
Monte, historic flights, ship covers, worldwide 
naval, paquebot, mailboats, & specialized cover 
collections & accumulations of all kinds. We pay 
very generous prices! Free appraisals, quick deci­
sion, instant payment! We pay all postage costs.

Fred Schmitt

TOP PRICES PAID!
Visit our website: www.fredschmitt.com

Since 1953

Sc
Member: ASDA, APS, PTS 
(London), CSDA (Canada),

Investors Ltd
International Postal History Specialists Since 1953 

P.O. Box 387''Northport NY 11768 U.S.A. 
Phone: 631 261 6600
Fax: 631 261 7744

E-Mail: fred@fredschmitt.com
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Emergency Temporary Postmarkers and Cancelers

Figure 1 and 2 illustrate unusual postmarks from 
Washington, D.C. and Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. Both are 
dated March 5, 1898. In the February 15, 1947 issue of 
Stamps magazine, K.F. Olson provides a most interesting 
explanation for their use, which we summarize herewith. To 
meet immediate needs for replacing worn out handstamps and 
for newly established offices or military camps, the Post 
Office Department adopted the idea of temporary handstamps 
while more permanent handstamps were being manufactured. 
These consisted of a blank oval or round die into which 
movable type could quickly be set. (The ellipse killers were 
also supplied but they were apparently not duplexed to the 
emergency postmark.)

An illustration from Mr. Olson’s article is shown here 
as Figure 3. He only reported the marking from Washington, 
D.C. In addition to March 5, 1898, Tuck Taylor’s records 
show March 3 and April 16, 1898 examples from Washington. 
I have seen a March 10 example from New York on a letter to 
Germany but am not sure whether it is 1898 or 1899.

Mr. Olson reported a “Type II” emergency marking 
illustrated here as Figure 4. He pointed out how the letters 
spelling out Brighton “do not line up evenly,” thus 
demonstrating that the handstamp face was not engraved.

Readers who can provide additional information on 
the use of these markings or expand the number or post offices 
or dates of use are encouraged to do so.b

Figure 1
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