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Figure 8

Figure 9

they were sent out of the UPU mailbags), in effect, they were 
still required to pay postage (stamped envelope) to get to their 
destination, Therefore, this initial charge can be thought of as a 
fee, not unlike the “supplementary fee” used in New York City's 
supplementary system. The charge for supplementary mail was 
double postage (fee + postage). Although a bit different, the 
charge for Red D Line mail was the fee (entire) + double postage 
due by addressee. Also similar is the process of placing mail on­
board ships at the last minute of sailing. During the 1880’s, sup­
plementary mail was received at the main post office after the 
ordinary mails had closed. Red D Line letters were received just 
prior to ship departures at the Red D Line office “up to noon on 
days the steamers sail”. Finally, both systems predominately car­
ried business correspondence regarding shipping information as 
well as bills of lading. Red D Line covers are quite scarce but 
occasionally appear at auction or in dealer's stocks and make an 
excellent addition to any collection of postal history procedural 
oddities.
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NYC “SHIP” Postmark Used as a Canceler
by Roger D. Curran

SEP 25

Figure 2

The cover in Figure 1 bears an uncom­
mon New York postmark canceling a Scl 1 
stamp. An illustration of this style of post­
mark as presented in Alexander is shown here 
as Figure 2.1 Alexander gives it a “7” rarity 
number which translates to “rare” with 7-10 
examples known.* 2 In 2005 Dick Winter ex­
amined the cover and reconstructed its itiner­
ary. His report is quoted as follows:

'Alexander, Thomas J. U.S. Postal Markings 1851-61 ,UPSCS, Columbus OH 1979, pg. 265.
2Ibid., pg. 4.

“8 February 1853 (27 Jan on Greek calen­
dar) - Syra (?) to Union Springs, New York 
-11 February 1853 - French Line Du 
Levant steamer Caire departed Syra
19 Feb 1853 - Caire arrived at Marseille 
21 February 1853 - letter arrived at Paris 
(French entry marking applied here 
showing entry from Greece at Marseille) 
22 February 1853 - letter arrived at Bu­
reau Maritime, Havre
27 Feb 1853 - Union Line sailing packet 
St. Denis, Captain Follansbee, departed 
Havre
11 April 1853 (evening) - St. Denis ar­
rived at New York

I can’t read the Greek postmark, but it 
may have been applied at Syra as it starts 
with an “S.” I think the sender (perhaps on 
an American vessel in the Mediterranean) 
put the 3? adhesive on the letter thinking 
it would pay the U.S. internal postage. Ap­
parently, the French considered the letter 
paid and sent it to Havre for a sailing ship 
to the U.S. Upon arrival in New York, the 
30 adhesive was ignored and the letter was 
marked as an incoming ship letter and 
rated 70 postage due, 20 ship fee plus 50 
U.S. inland fee for an unpaid letter.”

figure I

Dick remarked that he had seen no mail from 
Greece this early.

Another 1853 cover bearing the Figure 2 
postmark as a canceler is shown as Figure 3.
It was sold as lot 39 in Siegel sale 899 of September 27,2005 and the image is shown through the courtesy of Siegel Auction Galleries. 
As with the adhesive on the Figure 1 cover, the 120 bisect was not accepted and the cover was rated as an unpaid ship letter charged a 
20 fee for the ship captain’s service in depositing the letter in the NYPO, plus 50 internal postage to Boston.
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Noted in Passing
by Roger D. Curran

The November 2016 NEWS illustrated 
on page 74 an odd marking that combines 
a Batavia, New York postmark with can­
celing bars. We expressed doubt that the 
Post Office Department (POD) would 
have found this marking to be acceptable 
for use as a canceler of stamps since using 
a postmark as a canceler had long been 
seen by the POD to create legibility prob­
lems. We wondered if Batavia used the 
marking only for local mail as was the case 
of the cover that was illustrated. Recently, 
the cover shown here as Figure 1 came to 
our attention bearing a similar marking, 
this from Holly, Michigan, except that it 
also shows a year date. And we note that 
Figure 1 was a piece of out-of-town mail. 
Apparently there was a commercial sup-

- - 1880

Figure 1

plier that offered handstamps with this design. Judging from 
covers available today, use of this postmark design never 
achieved widespread use. Reports of additional post offices that 
used these postmarks would be very much welcomed. I’m con­
fident, incidentally, that the handstamps were rubber faced.

While on the subject of Michigan postal history, Figure 2 
illustrates a quite delicate anchor and rope cancel from Bay 
City, Michigan which may or may not have been duplexed to 
the CDS. The excellent tracing is provided through the courtesy

of John Donnes. Bay City sits just below the foot of Saginaw 
Bay which is part of Lake Huron. The cancel is not listed in 
Cole or Whitfield.

The ellipse cancel on the off-cover J3 postage due stamp 
in Figure 3 seems ordinary enough at first glance. But there is 
something odd about it. In the center there clearly appears to 
be a letter “C.” Even under magnification, it seems unquestion­
ably to be a “C,” not an incomplete letter “O” or ring. The odd 
thing is that the orientation of this “C” indicates that the ellipse
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would have been horizontal. Vertical el­
lipses, of course, are overwhelmingly the 
norm. Any horizontal ellipse, in my ex­
perience, would be rare. I have no idea 
what post office used this cancel. Apart 
from the orientation of the “C,” the el­
lipse design is otherwise quite unremark­
able. Can readers report other examples 
of this cancel or provide information on 
where it was used?

Figure 4 shows a pair of Banknotes 
bearing two strikes of a cancel consisting 
of a circle within which the name 
“SHERMAN” appears. Again, the trac­
ing is courtesy of John Donnes. We can 
speculate that “SHERMAN” was the 
name of a railway mail clerk since such 
uses in the 1870s and 1880s of the last 
name in cancelers are well known. (See 
Whitfield page 153 for tracings of similar 
cancels). Figure 5 shows two strikes of 
“AYLES” within an outer rim at top and 
bottom. A prominent “S,” no doubt for 
“south,” appears below “AYLES.” Fig­
ure 6 is likely the mate to Figure 5 (al­
though an upper rim is not visible) with 
what must be an “N” below. Figure 6 
identifies the full spelling of the Figure 5 
name to be “SAYLES.” Neither cancel is 
listed in Cole, Whitfield or Willard. Who 
can report additional examples of these 
cancels or the name of the rail line in­
volved?

The card in Figure 7, addressed to an 
attorney in Charlottesville, Virginia, orig­
inated at Gordonsville, Virginia and was 
missent to the University of Virginia post 
office whereupon the “MISSENT” mark­
ings and the University of Virginia post­
mark, apparently duplexed to the “ 18” in 
circle, were struck. The “18” in circle 
corresponds, of course, to the “ 18” in the 
postmark, but what would be the purpose

Figure 7

Figure 10

of restating the day in a companion mark­
ing? I assume the “18” in circle was not 
designed as a canceler of stamps because, 
as far as I know, examples have not been 
reported from UVa with the “18” or other 
similar numbers in a circle, although 
there is Whitfield 6483, listed in blue ink 
and unattributed - see Figure 8. The year 
of mailing the Figure 7 card, based on the 
dateline on the back, is 1879. Can readers 
unravel the mystery of this unusual du­
plex marking?

The Figure 9 stamp was canceled

by two strikes of a Boston marking de­
signed to record receipt of incoming 
mail from other post offices. It was to be 
struck on the back of covers but, pre­
sumably in this case, the clerk noted that 
the stamp on the front of the cover had 
escaped cancellation and rectified the 
situation with the handstamp he was 
using. In their seminal book Boston 
Postmarks to 1890, Blake and Davis 
show a number of tracings of variations 
of this marking on page 30 - see Figure 
10 for an example.

Miles City, Montana Monogram Cancel
by Roger D. Curran

The 1890s saw a very diminished use of fancy can­
cels, even from just a decade earlier. And those that are 
noted are primarily from the first half of the decade. A 
cancel such as that in Figure 1 on a Sc 264 stamp, which 
was introduced in 1895, is unusual. The stamp and cancel 
were opined “genuine” in a 2016 APEX certificate. The 
cancel is described on the certificate as containing the let­
ters “UM” which is understandable given their appear­
ance. Similar but not the same cancels appear in Cole 
(Figure 2) and Whitfield (Figure 3). Earlier this year the 

ML-214

1890 Issues

Figure 2
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postal card in Figure 4, dated July 17, 
1896, appeared on eBay. Surely the 
Figures 1 and 4 cancels are the same.
I believe we can say that the letters are 
“MC.”

Miles City is an operating post of­
fice established in 1877 and the town 
lies along the Yellowstone River in the 
less populated eastern portion of the 
state. The population of Miles City in 
1890 was reported to be 956.

The message on the back of the 
card is interesting:

Miles City, Mont. July 7. 96

I arrived here at 10 this am. Had 
good roads from the creeks where 
I was delayed nearly all the way 
here. Hope to go on again this af­
ternoon up the river towards Big Timber. Got lots of mail 
here and hope to make B.T. Thurs night or Friday. Got 
2592 miles so far rode 106 yesterday. Have stopped at

Figure 4
ranches of all kinds and am seeing lots of the country.
Came through some - pretty rugged.
A.R.F.

Fultonville, NY “Stampless” Cancel

Figure 1 illustrates what can be 
considered a “grid” cancel of three 
bars. The cover is postmarked Ful­
tonville, NY and addressed to a party 
at “Rome Oneida Co. NY.” The Ful­
tonville post office was established in 
1832 in Montgomery Co. and operates 
today.

This type of cancel may have 
been discussed in the literature but, if 
so, I haven’t found it. While viewing 
the Figure 1 cancel as a grid is reason­
able, I don't believe it started out that 
way. It was, I suspect, originally a 
“10” in circle and the “0” was cut at 
the top and bottom to make it a grid 
and also, perhaps, to eliminate any 

by Roger D. Curran

Figure 1confusion about a “10” rate being ap-
plicable to the cover. Several exam­
ples of disfigured “10” in circle markings used as cancelers 
are seen in the literature - see Skinner-Eno examples in 
Figure 2 and a Whitfield example in Figure 3.

Occasional uses of “stampless” rate markers as cancel­
ers occurred for many years after the end of the stampless 
era. Just as an aside, I have noticed that some of the covers 
bearing “stampless” cancels also show town postmarks that 
are not very clear due to deteriorating handstamps, ink clog­
ging, etc. In both cases, one supposes, these reflect the de­
sires of thrifty postmasters to save money.

Figure 2

Comments and additional information will be welcomed.
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A Stenciled Cancel

The cover in Figure 1, postmarked 
Albany, Missouri, bears a remarkable 
cancel - remarkable from the stand­
point of how it was applied. It is a sten­
ciled marking and has not, as far as I 
know, been reported before in the lit­
erature. Why a time consuming sten­
ciling process was chosen is an 
interesting question. One can speculate 
that the postmaster had time on his 
hands and wanted to create a cancel 
with a distinctive appearance, which 
was surely accomplished. Albany is an 
operating post office in Gentry County 
established in 1857.

The Figure 1 cancel brings to 
mind an interesting article written by

by Roger D. Curran

Figure 1George W. Linn that appeared in the 
November 1956 NEWS and was repro­
duced in the Special 50th Anniversary Issue of the NEWS pub­
lished in 2001. Given its direct relevance to the Albany cancel 
and the fact that it tells an entertaining story that hasn’t been 
in print for more than 15 years, we are publishing it once 
again, this time with some minor editing. The book referred 
to in the article, authored by Mr. Linn, is entitled The PAID 
Markings of the U.S. Stamp in 1861. Although written many 
years ago (1955), it remains today a valuable resource for col­
lectors.

• • » PAID
FANCY PAID 

TYPE VI

Figure 2
Figure 3

A NEW DISCOVERY

Due to the eagle eye of Mr. L.A. Hazard of Derby, N.Y., 
the philatelic world may be astonished to find a new type of 
cancellation that heretofore has never been known to have 
been used on any postage stamp.

The following letter from Mr. Hazard tells the story as 
good as I can tell it and it was due to his purchase of my recent 
book ... that this discovery was made.

Dear Mr. Linn:

were used to put the address on freight boxes and any 
number of other things. I have a bedspring made in a 
factory here in 1870 with a stencil marking of 5 lines 
on it.

I never heard of so small a stencil but the post­
master might have been a maker of stencils or had a 
friend who made one for him as a novelty to cancel 
stamps. It would not take much more time to use than 
some of the old cork cancellations. It would be inter­
esting if we ever found the name of the town where it 
was used.

Received your new book ... it certainly is a dandy. 
The print is so large and clear, the descriptions so plain 
and the arrangements of subject matter so logical that 
it is a pleasure to use the book. Wish we could have 
other small books on stamps like it. I can well under­
stand that it does not pay to make such a book as the 
possible sales are so limited. But I for one thank you 
for the time and effort spent on this book.

My son and I have been studying the Fancy Paid 
type VI and have about decided that it might have 
been made with a stencil. The spaces in the letters cor­
respond with those made by a stencil and most of the 
old stencils have fancy marks above and below the let­
ters. Stencils were very common in the old days. They

Sincerely,
L.A. Hazard

For lack of any better idea I am going to go along with 
the belief suggested by Mr. Hazard until proof to the contrary 
is available. This proof may be found if all collectors who may 
have a copy of this marking will cooperate. I should like to 
see such markings as I have a theory which might prove or 
disprove the belief of Mr. Hazard and myself.

The whole key to the thought that this marking may have 
been made by a stencil lies in the fact that the back loop of the 
letter “P” is separated from the down stroke by a fine white 
line. However, this line is so faint in our illustration that it 
barely shows and may not show at all in this illustration. The
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object of that white line, which would be the face of the brass 
plate of the stencil, was to hold the inner portion (what appears 
as the white spot) in the stencil plate. You will note also that 
the front stroke of the letter “A is separated from the back 
stroke, at the back, and that the back curved stroke of the letter 
“D” is also separated from the front stroke of the “D.” This is 
how stencils were cut, usually cut from thin sheets of brass, 
but could be cut from other metals, or materials.

Another striking resemblance to stencils is the presence 
of three small marks above and below the word PAID. There 
is a small diamond shape mark with a round dot in the center. 
This is a common mark on most all old stencils. For the sake 
of you who may not understand what a stencil is, or how it is 
used, we can say that the print from a stencil is made by laying 
the stencil on the object where the print is to be made and then 
brushing over it with a small brush that has been dipped in 
ink. The part of that stencil that is cut out is the part as shown 
by our illustration of the PAID. When the brush with ink is 
moved over the stencil, the ink makes the print as shown.

It is not beyond the possibility that such a stencil was used 
to make this print and if so, it represents an entirely new and 

heretofore unheard of method of canceling stamps By all 
means, if you have a copy of this cancel, please let me see it 
for study and comparison. It is the FANCY PAID - TYPE VI, 
on page 89 in my book

As yet we do not know in what town this PAID was used, 
so that a copy on cover would be of very great interest.

The tracing that accompanied the 1956 NEWS article is 
shown here as Figure 2 (defining better the thin white lines) 
and the tracing of this cancel that appeared earlier in the Linn 
book as “Fancy Paid - Type VI” is shown as Figure 3. The 
cancel is listed in the Skinner-Eno book on page 321 as PM- 
PD 27 with the notation “stencil(?).”

The August 2015 NEWS (pg. 135) illustrated two off- 
cover stamps canceled by stenciled markings, one a Sc 65 can­
celed by a partial townmark and the other a 30 green canceled 
by a numeral “6.” The May 2013 NEWS illustrated a Sc 65 
canceled by a partial strike of a stenciled Waverly, Ohio town­
mark.

Readers are encouraged to report information about other 
stenciled postal markings used as cancels.

Early Pittsburgh Machine Cancels
by Roger D. Curran

Machine cancel specialists have identified certain Pitts­
burgh postmark and cancel combinations, used in Pittsburgh 
on a very limited basis in 1871 and 1872, as the products of a 
machine of an unknown inventor. The 1871 markings differ 
considerably from those used in 1872 and are much harder to 
find, with fewer than 15 covers known. The cancel portion in 
1871 took the form of either a hollow star or a hollow shield. 
The dies were double lined as shown in Figure 11 but quickly 
filled with ink. Covers are reported from July through October 
1871.

1 Reg Marris and Bob Payne “The Pittsburgh Star and Shield 
Machine Cancels of Unknown Origin” Machine Cancel 
Forum, July 1987, pg. 113.
2 Ibid.

The stamp in Figure 2 is a Sc 149 that was introduced in 
March 1871 and I have wondered if the star cancel was from 
the Pittsburgh machine. The distance from tip to tip for this 
cancel is reported by Reg Morris and Bob Payne to be 22mm.,1 2 
but in the case of Figure 2 is 21mm. Most known strikes are 
heavily inked but Figure 2 is not. That might account for the 
difference. Figure 3 shows a black and white image of a por­
tion of a cover that was in Bob Payne’s collection. The Figure 
2 cancel shows breaks that are at least somewhat similar to 
those in Figure 3 and both strikes give the appearance of the 
top arm being larger than the one immediately to the left. If 
Figure 2 is a Pittsburgh machine star, it was likely used on a 
cover to a foreign destination which would make it very nice. 
I’m not aware that 1871 cancels are reported on a 70 stamp. 
In a similar vein, John Donnes submits the 120 stamp, Sc 151, 
in Figure 4 bearing an 1872 Pittsburgh machine cancel. Have 
other examples on the 120 been reported?
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Asked and Answered
by Joe Crosby

Early reports in the literature, including Whitfield who did 
his tracings in the early 1950s (see Figure 1), identified a partic­
ular cancel from Westerville, Ohio as containing the letters SKLO. 
In the Summer 1987 NEWS, Alyce Evans changed the identifica­
tion of letters to SKED with a reported use of the cancel on May 
12,1888. She also identified William Rowe as the postmaster at 
the time, and reported that a Sked family lived in the area. She 
opined that perhaps one of the Sked family members clerked at 
the post office.

The Whitefield book was originally published in 2001. It has 
been updated twice, in 2007 and 2012, and along the way the 
“SKED” report was made. In the 1995 Cole book, SKED lettering 
is shown as well as a span of dates - see Figure 2.

This article answers Alyce’s 30-year-old speculation. One 
phone call to the Westerville Public Library, Local History Center 
and I asked about a cancel from their town in 1888 that was either 
SKLO or SKED. The librarian, Nina Thomas, immediately replied 
that there is a large Sked family in Westerville. I asked if any of 
them ever worked at the local post office. She would have to get 
back to me. Thirty minutes later I got an email with the informa­
tion about John Franklin Sked who owned a greenhouse for 40 
years at the comer of College Avenue and Vine Street in Wester­
ville and had spent a few years out west as a detective. In a letter 
to the local editor (undated) J.F Sked said “he was never postmas­
ter, as previously reported, but assistant to W. Rowe.” The librar­
ian reported that William Rowe served as postmaster from 
1885-1889.

So the correct attribution of this multiple letter killer is to the 
Westerville, Ohio Assistant Postmaster in 1888, John Franklin 
Sked. The known period of use is from May 12 to May 22,1888. 
Now we need additional on cover examples to further expand the 
period of use.

SKLO'

87 WesteriziUe 0. 
5KLO 
£________________

NIL-228 11+

■SKED' 
Westerville, Ohio

May 12-15, 1888

Figure 2Figure 1

Figure 3

Figure 4

When “US” Doesn’t Necessarily Mean “United States”

Cancels featuring “US” in the de­
sign were popular in the 19th century. 
These letters are routinely assumed to 
represent “United States,” although it is 
conceivable that in a small percentage of 
cases the letters have some other mean­
ing such as the initials of the local post­
master or postal clerk. I am, however, 
aware of no cases where such an in­
stance has been established.

But enough of theoretical possibil­
ity. There is one situation where it can 
be an open question as to whether a 
“US” in a cancel was really intended to 
mean “United States” and this is where 
the town name has the initials “US.” 
There are at least three post offices in 
towns with “US” initials that used “US”

by Roger D. Curran

Figure 1
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Figure 2

Figure 3

Upper Sandusky, Ohio

June 13,1892

Figure 3

ub-iua 11-

cancels. Union Springs, Ala­
bama employed at least three 
different “US” cancels. Figure 
1 illustrates a cancel that 
matches Skinner-Eno PT-US 
20. Figure 2 shows a different 
“US,” one that matches Cole 
US-34. Cole also presents a 
third variation, US-33. Figure 
3 shows Cole tracing US-108, 
a cancel used by Upper San­
dusky, Ohio along with a black 
and white image from a clip­
ping file of an actual strike. 
Figure 4 shows a “US” cancel 
from Union Square, NY, Whit­
field tracing 5163. Figure 5 
shows a postal card image 
taken from a photocopy. (For some reason, no postmark was 
struck on the card.) Unfortunately, there is no copy of the back 
but there is a note that says the dateline reads “Union Square 
March 31st.” According to the 1876 Postal Guide the only 
Union Square post office was the one in New York. Thanks

Figure 5

to John Donnes for the tracing.
The “US” in one or more of these cancels may well have 

been intended to represent “United States" but we’ll likely 
never know for sure. Readers who can report additional “U.S.” 
towns that used a “US” cancel are urged to contact the NEWS.

New York “Ocean Mail” Postmark
by Roger D. Curran

The November 2016 NEWS carried a brief 
article on a distinctive New York postmark, used 
from 1854-1861, that includes a small circular 
grid within the outer rim. A tracing of this post­
mark made many years ago by noted postal his­
torian Stanley Ashbrook is shown in Figure 1. I 
have always found this tracing to be very appeal­
ing as it captures, in my estimation, the graceful 
essence of the marking. This postmark is consid­
ered by students as the “Type III” 1850s New 
York ocean mail postmark used on mail to Cali­

fornia and Oregon via Panama. The first two 
types are beyond the scope of this article but suf­
fice it to say they contain no grid and are more 
similar in appearance to other New York post­
marks. They were used before the Type III.

In the November article, the Type III was 
shown on a cover to Nova Scotia dated Novem­
ber 20, 1856. Uses not to California or Oregon 
are quite unusual. However, as remarked in No­
vember, the several covers dated February 25, 
1854, the earliest recorded date of use, were all
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to eastern cities. Beyond these and the 
several examples to Cuba, uses to for­
eign destinations or non-west coast 
domestic addresses are very scarce. 
The present article lists covers in both 
categories.

I know of three examples of the 
Type III, dated later than February 25, 
1854, to domestic addresses not in­
volving California or Oregon. There is 
a March 9 cover, addressed to Lexing­
ton, Kentucky with no docketing or 
enclosure to indicate a year date. 
However, there is a pencil note on the 
back in an anonymous hand that 
states: “Stamp late 1853 or early 1854 
printing per C. Chase.” (See the Win­
ter 1999 NEWS for an image of this 
cover.) A second cover, also post­
marked March 9, is addressed to New 
Orleans - see Figure 2. It is the outer 
sheet of a folded letter, the back of 
which is docketed “1854/New York 8 
March.” It seems very likely that the 
Lexington cover is also 1854. For the 
third cover, we quote Stanley Ash­
brook from page 353 of his Specie 
Service:

“...an unsealed piece of circu­
lar mail with a single 10 1851, 
Type IV from New York to 
Killingworth, Conn., tied by an 
“O.M.” strike of “Mar 29.” 
There is no evidence of year 
use but from the shade and im­
pression of the 10 stamp, my 
guess is that the year is 1854.”

The illustration of the cover to 
Nova Scotia in the November NEWS 
led to a report by Tom Mazza of sev­
eral covers in his collection (Figures 
3-6) bearing Type III postmarks ad­
dressed to foreign destinations. Fig­
ures 3 and 4 show covers to Panama 
postmarked August 20, 1857 and 
March 11, 1861 respectfully. Tom 
noted that Figure 3 was sent during the 
period when the ocean route was still 
the default route to California. The ad­
dress on this cover would not be clear 
in the illustration. It is: “D.B. 
Hodges/Care of US Consul/ Panama/ 
New Grenada.” The Figure 4 cover 
originated in Havana and was trans­
mitted to New York by a forwarding

Figure 4
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agent. Figure 5 illustrates a cover 
front to England with the pair of 120 
stamps paying the British treaty rate 
and the 10 stamp paying carrier serv­
ice to the post office. Figure 6 is a 
mourning cover to Paris dated June 
11, 1861 struck also with a regular 
New York foreign mail “PAID” post­
mark. Siegel galleries sold the cover 
to Nicaragua in Figure 7 as lot 1039 
in sale 1,000 (2/8/10). The cover was 
described as “... franked to pay the 
340 British mail rate via St. Thomas 
though actually sent via American 
Packet Direct (100)...”. This may 
well be the only known on-cover use 
of the 300 stamp (Sc 38) canceled by 
the Type III postmark. Type III covers 
are also reported to Hong Kong, Bor­
deaux, France and to Portugal by M. 
Scott Polland.1

1 W. Scott Polland. M.D. “The New 
York Ocean Mail Postmarks Via 
Panama to California and Oregon 
1851-1861” Western Express, Vol. 
14, #1 (January 1964), pp. 5-18.

Who can add to the story by re­
porting other Type III covers to un­
usual destinations?

Figure 6

Figure 7
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Correction
by Roger D. Curran

.. II not called for in ten days, return to

■ Board of Oracle Saloan,
J. M. BUSH, Manager.

KALAMA, - - - WASH.

* * * * * * * * *

The May 2013 NEWS (pg 108) illustrated a cover bearing a Sc 220 stamp canceled by a very large *■ 5 J 
wheel of fortune (WOF) measuring 23.5 mm in diameter, whereas the typical WOF is about 17 mm 
wide. The accompanying postmark (unduplexed) is basically illegible but is probably from Kalama, 
Washington. “WASH.” can be seen at the bottom and the corner card refers to Kalama (see Figure 1). 
I speculated that the large cancel was “...due to considerable, quite evenly applied, downward pressure 
causing the rubber face of the canceler to spread out. WRONG! The cancels are different. Club member 
Larry Rausch points out (what should have been obvious to me) that while the designs are similar they 
differ in an important respect. The number of wedges in Figure 1 is 16 while the typical WOF has 24 Figure 2 
(see Figure 2). Can readers show further examples of the Figure 1 cancel or of other variations of the 
typical WOF design.

While on the subject of wheel of fortune cancels, collectors find that there is a wide variety of postmarks associated 
with them. One of the more unusual is shown as Figure 3. The Ritchie, WV post office operated in Ritchie County from 1847 
to 1895.

Figure 3
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Portland Ovals
Shown below are two similar but distinctly different Portland, Maine oval cancels designed for use on non-first class mail. 

Thanks to John Donnes for the tracings. Are there additional versions of this basic cancel design out there to be reported? An ex­
ample of the bottom cancel is shown on page 313 of the Cole book.
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From the collection of Edward 1. Willard, author of the 1970 book 
The Two Cent Red Brown of 1883-1887, one of the most important references 

on 19th century US Cancellations.

OLD THREE CENT RATE MARKS

Paid under 3 3 in a circle Paid over 3

Numeral 3

Jamaica, Vermont Paid over 3
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“Large Boston Negatives” 1878-1883
One of the interesting subgroups of this category of is comprised of cancels that show hand-carved disfigurations in the de­

signs. These were done so that otherwise identical cancelers could be made distinctive, thus allowing the Boston post office to as­
sociate them with individual clerks. Examples are shown below.
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