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Edita’s Netes .....

APS StampShow

As noted on the front page
the APS stamp show will be
held on August 11-14 in Colum-
bus, Ohio. That is Chuck Woos-
ter’s home town so you can be
sure that he will be in atten-
dance. In fact, word has it that
he will be judging and so, busy
much of the show. I also will be
present and hope that other pe-
ruanistas will be there.

Web Site

Have you been keeping
track of our web site? Henry is
doing a fantastic job getting
new material on line.

Henry’s one-frame exhibit
entitled, A Synoptic View of Pe-
ruvian Philately up to 1900 may

be seen on the opening page.

The Boletin Postal y Tele-
grafico for the years 1903 to
1957 is now available. So far as
I know, this resource is un-
matched on any other web site.
It is an extraordinary research
tool that can answer most of
your questions about the rules
and regulations that governed
the Peruvian mails. Usage is
something that we philatelists
have to determine. The Posal
Guide for 1913 and 1930 is also
available along with a good
many other official postal docu-
ments.

Write for Trencito2

Once again I am begging
for copy. If you do not think that
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you English is up to it, write in
Spanish. I will be glad to pub-
lish it either way. Those writing
in Spanish may rest secure that |
will not edit their copy.

Palmares

There are now at least four
of us who exhibit Peru in the
United States—Henry Marquez,
Chuck Wooster, Jack Wynns,
and myself.

Please let me know of your
national or international exhib-
its. I'd be glad to give you rec-
ognition in these pages. If you
don’t tell me, I am not likely to
know about it.
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Peru-GB-US mixed franking covers in auction

Item # 118 of sale 1004
next March 1 by Robert A.
Siegel Auction Galleries, Inc. of
New York, brings an interesting
topic for Peruvian postal history
collectors: “ triple mix frank-
ings”, that is, covers bearing
stamps from three different
countries, each of them to pay
the corresponding postage fee
for their portion of the trip to
destination.

As it is known, this situa-
tion occurred before the forma-
tion of the Universal Postal Un-
ion (UPU) in 1878, in the case
of Peru in particular, before June
of 1879 when Peru was admitted
as member of the UPU.

Siegel describes this cover
as one of 4 known triple-mix-
franking (all 4 with Peru, British
and US stamps) recorded bear-
ing US pictorial issue stamps of
1869 Fig. 1). The description
goes into much more detail, in-
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cluding full disclosure of previ-
ous examinations. You can read
it directly from the auction cata-
log available online at http://
www.siegelauctions.com/

An interesting item to high-
light about this cover is that the
US stamp was not cancelled

Fig. 2 - 1877 CALLAO to NEW York, triple mix franking with US stamp
cancelled upon arrival

Fig. 1. Lot number 118 from Siegel's auction # 1004

upon arrival to New York; how-
ever a circular 10 cents incom-
ing fee marking was applied on
the front as if the US stamp was-
n’t noticed to be there. Other
mix-franking covers (Peru-GB-
US & Peru-US) known to me
don’t have the US incoming
marking applied on the cover,
when the US stamp is present,
instead the US stamps are ap-
propriately cancelled upon arri-
val to the port of entrance.

One aspect to notice is the
placement of all three stamps,
being all three next to each other
without leaving room for
[obvious] rearrangement, makes
perfect and consistent sense (in
my opinion) with the way the
stamps should have been affixed
at time of handing over this let-
ter to the BPO at Callao.

Furthermore, the US stamp
is on the far right of the 3 and, if
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cancelled with a dated N. York/
steamship mark which was used
from 1867 to 1876.'

The cover was marked with
a large hand stamped “48” and a
due handstamp to which “28”
was added in manuscript. Nei-
ther is readily identifiable as
having been used in New York.

The last cover (fig. 4) is
franked entirely with American
stamps even though originating
in Callao in October, 1872. It
did not pass through the Peru-

- Boalor,

YP1035.

Figure 3 - PERU-US mixed franking, also with US stamp appropriately
cancel upon arrival

one follows the idiosyncrasies of
postal users to begin placing the
stamps starting at the upper right
corner, the layout of the 3
stamps on this cover also makes
sense (to me).

The description goes into
details of matching toning stains
marks surrounding the perfora-
tion of the stamps, etc. I’m not
sure how to match that to a cer-
tain age period, other than the
location where the cover was
stored. I have FDCs from the
mid-1980s (kept in Lima all this
time) that present significant
toning stains even bleeding thru
the cover paper, revealing the
silhouette of the stamp perfora-
tion on the other side.

Skeptical opinions for sure
exist out there. What’s yours?

Other triple franked covers
have different arrangements of
stamps. The cover in figure 2,
for example has British and Pe-
ruvian stamps at the upper left
with the American stamp at the
lower right. This arrangement
makes sense because the British
and Peruvian stamps were can-

vian postal system and was
probably handed directly to the
ship’s captain.

End Notes

1) Wierenga, Theron (1983)
United States Incoming
Steamship Mail, 1847-1875.
Muskegon ML

celled in Callao while the
American stamp was not can-
celled until the letter reached the
United States.

A mixed franking Peru—
U.S. cover dated 1875 is shown
in figure 3. As with the first
cover, the stamps are in a row at
the top of the envelope with the
American stamps in the UR cor-
ner.

The American stamps are

Consulate of the Mnited States, !
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Figure 4 - October 31, 1872. CALLAO to ROCHESTER sent from Consulate
of the United States at Callao, the US stamps were affixed before arrival
to US, likely in Peru, as they were cancelled with CDS N. York / Steam-
ship. The Due 10 cents blue crayon indicates this was a double rate in-
coming due 20 cents total.
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The 4 centavos José Galvez horizontally imperforated

Last year, in number 3 of
our journal Trencito2, Henry
Marquez published an interest-
ing article regarding the 1 cen-
tavo San Martin with inverted
center from the Centenary of
Independence issue in 1921.
Apart from the interesting back-
ground of this famous error
from XX century Peruvian phi-
lately, and the amusing stories
around the forgeries, Henry
brought up the question about its
real market value, compared to
the big classic error of Peruvian
philately: the Medio Peso error
of color. Both stamps are avail-
able in more or less equal quan-
tities to the market
(approximately 150 stamps);
however the Medio Peso error
of color costs more or less ten
times as much as the inverted
San Martin.

I think that the secret of
this difference in market value is
basically the difference in de-
mand on the marketplace. Dur-
ing the relatively short period of
time that I am active in Peruvian
philately, I’ve known at least six
or seven persons with a special-
ized collection of Classic Peru.
In each of these collections, the
Medio Peso error of color is an
indispensable item. And not just
one, but several (all types ‘A’
through ‘E’, different shades of
red, on cover, etc.). Let’s as-
sume in average seven or eight
copies per collection and we are
already talking about fifty cop-
ies, i.e. one third of the available
stock. The inverted San Martin
would only be required in a spe-
cialized collection on the Cen-

Wim de Gelder

tenary of Independence issue
and I’m not aware that any such
exists. This automatically con-
verts the inverted San Martin
into a ‘nice to have’ error.

But things get more inter-
esting still. There is another er-
ror in XX century Peruvian phi-
lately that is even more elusive
than the inverted San Martin,
but however is cheaper (if you
would come across one...). That
is the 4 centavos José Galvez
with missing horizontal perfora-
tion from the Peruvian Heroes
issue in 1918.

This error appeared on the
market in 1958, four decades
after the series was issued. At
some moment during that year, a
dealer from Lima bought at an
auction in the US a strip of two
stamps from the bottom row of
the sheet, with the printers’
mark of the American Banknote
Company on the border of the
sheet. That same year, in num-
ber 40 of the magazine Filatelia
Peruana (Oct. — Dec. 1958),
Herbert Moll wrote a short arti-
cle about this error.

These stamps were printed
by the ABC in sheets of 100 (10
x 10). It looks like this error was
caused by the fact that at least
one sheet of this stamp passed
incorrectly through the perfora-
tion process, causing only the
bottom row of the sheet to be
imperforated horizontally both
top and bottom. The reason why
we suppose this to have been the
cause is that all known copies of
this error comply with the fol-
lowing characteristics:
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The stamp belongs to the
bottom row of the sheet.

The stamp from the one-but
-last row of the sheet (row nine)
has been cut in half; leaving the
error stamp attached to the bot-
tom half of the adjacent stamp
from row nine.

So, apparently, the stamps
on row nine did have horizontal
perforation on the top (if not,
why cut it up?).

The next question would
be: how much sheets did have
this error? At the risk of making
a serious mistake, I have a gut
feeling that tells me there was
only one single sheet. Why?
Because all copies are having
the same characteristics, includ-
ing the cut-up row nine stamps
attached. It would be unlikely
that two independent persons,
both having a sheet with one
row of stamps in error, would
detach the error stamps in the
same way, i.e. by cutting up the
stamps on row nine. It would
also be unlikely that one single
person would have owned two
(partial) sheets with the error.
Hence my educated guess: there
are at most ten copies available

(Continued on page 10)






