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EDITORIAL

As most of the readers of Capital Philately will know, Dingle Smith is currently on
study leave in South Africa for five months. As a result I have had the job of 'Acting
Editor' for this issue.

This task has proved to be an easy one as Dingle left me with a good supply of articles.
There is not, however, a supply of articles for the following issue which is due to
appear shortly after his return and I am keen to assist Dingle in that regard. I would
therefore make a plea for articles for the Journal especially from authors who have not
previously contributed. The more authors contributing to the Journal the greater the
variety. So if you are able, for example, to write a page or two on an interesting stamp
or cover from your collection please contact me.

Society members will be sad to hear of the recent deaths of Edna Tippett and Mogens
Juhl. Edna was a well known and respected member of the Society while Mogens Juhl
was well known as a philatelic writer and researcher, especially in relation to Western
Australia, and had exhibited a number of times at Society meetings.

Society members will be pleased to hear that Capital Philately received a Silver
Certificate at the Cardinal Spellman Philatelic Museum Literature Fair, while the
Society received a Vermeil Certificate for its first monograph Printed to Private Order
Stationery of the Commonwealth of Australia. John Mathews and John Grant received
a Gold Certificate for their book Commercial Perfins of Australia at the same
exhibition. They also won a Vermeil medal for their book at the National Literature
Exhibition in Canada in April.

Ian McMahon
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Fig. 1 The original sketch of
PMG Fellows.

Fig. 2 The sketch as amended by
Secretary Turner.

Fig. 3 A machine like the one referred to
by Accountant Waymouth.
Note the "bands (feeders)".

Fig. 4 The die made by De
Gruchy& Co.

Fig. 5 The accompanying sketch and note
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THE BIRTH OF THE FRANK STAMPS OF VICTORIA

Hans Karman

Recently two items relating to the postal history of the frank stamps of Victoria came
into my hands together with related research notes. The pieces were also quoted by Dr
Kellow in his article on the Frank Stamps of Victoria in Philately from Australia in
December 1981. So, on the face of it, the pieces were very nice additions to a franking
collection, but did not have much scope for the expansion of one's knowledge on the
subject.

On closer inspection it soon became apparent that what had been said already was far
from the full story, and was in some respects incorrect. My interpretation of the two
documents is set out below. My story is deduced from the evidence on the pieces of
paper and deductions based on their interpretation, backed by some knowledge of how
the Public Service worked.

The first item is a Memorandum from the Postmaster-General of Victoria, Thomas
Howard Fellows. Fellows was a Member of the first Legislative Assembly under
responsible government, as one of two members for the seat of St Kilda. He stood for
one of the 5 seats for the central Province of the Legislative Council in mid-1856, but
received only 597 votes out of 7526 and missed out. He was appointed to the
Executive Council on 27 June 1856 as Solicitor-General. On 25 February 1857 he
became Attorney-General, a post from which he resigned 2 weeks later. At the end of
April he was back as Solicitor-General. When Henry Miller, a Central Province
member, was elected to the Western Province in 1858 he gave up his Central Province
seat and Fellows became a member of the Legislative Council on 11 May 1858. He
was reelected in his own right on 22 September 1862. On 14 October 1863 he took
over as Postmaster-General from George Samuel Evans. His Memorandum is on lined
and preprinted paper of the General Post Office, Melbourne, with watermark
SYDNEY. The handwritten note says:

Thepractice of using postage stamps on lettersfrom this office appears to me
to be unnecessary and not required by the Acts in force. It may be necessary
to check the unauthorised transmission of letters and that may be done by an
"official stamp". For this purpose a stamp should be made which will save
postage stamps and serve also as a pattern for a ''frank stamp" (if the new Bill
passes) for other offices. THF 17/3/1864.

At the top of the sheet of paper is the impression of a frankstamp for Victoria. That
does not fit with the date of the memo, nor with the tenor of the note. That particular
stamp will fall in place later in my story.

It is not clear why Fellows states that "using postage stamps on letters from this office
appears to me to be unnecessary and not required by the Acts in force". The Acts in
force were 17 VIC No. 30, plus a few minor amendments to it. These Acts quite
clearly stipulate that postage must be prepaid with postage stamps unless a Postmaster
happens to run out of stamps. However, 17 VIC No. 30, clause 2, allows the
Lieutenant Governor to make rules and regulations as he deems expedient.
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Fig. 6 The Memorandum of Fellows.
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Fig. 7 The back of the sketch
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That would presumably allow a Regulation allowing Government Offices to prepay
their postage in cash. The "if the new Bill passes" refers to 27 VIC No. 226, which
was to introduce frank stamps on 2 August 1864. In the left margin someone wrote
the word "cover" in heavy indelible pencil, underlined. A possible explanation is that
Fellows discussed the Memo with William Turner, and during the discussion wrote the
instruction in the margin to remind Turner of the particular passage he had to progress.

William Turner was appointed by the Government of Victoria to the Post Office on
1 October 1852. By 1860 he was on 'a salary of 1000 pounds per annum, and had
lodged a surety of 2000 pounds. His hours of duty were mild for the Post Office,
being 9 am. to 4 pm. He was a Londoner by birth. He was apparently not a healthy
man in 1863, when he had at least two long absences on leave from his job as
Secretary of the Post Office and Collector of Imposts. He became the first Deputy
Postmaster General of Victoria on 3 August 1864.

Accompanying the memo is a second piece of paper, blue and unlined. The front has a
note, unsigned, but the handwriting has all the characteristics of the handwritten memo
from Fellows, and I believe we can safely assume that he wrote that note:

A stamp with the above words on it to be made and the Imperial Crown in the
Centre.

Above the note is a sketch, which originally I believe looked like Figure 1. The back
of the note explains much. At the top is a note from Turner to one of his clerks:

Mr Waymouth. Please see to this at once, the stamp should be fixed in a
Machine & should have the word "Victoria" in addition. WT 21/3/64.

The sketch of the frank stamp now looked like Figure 2: Bill Turner wrote Victoria
into it. The handwriting in the note and the sketch match. Whether Turner made the
addition on his own initiative or whether he wrote it in during discussions with Fellows
cannot be deduced from the documents. Next comes a note from Waymouth. Bryant
Waymouth was appointed to the Melbourne GPO by Sir Charles Hotham on
1 April 1854. By 1860 he was on a salary of 600 pounds with a surety of 1000
pounds, as the Accountant, General Post Office. He also came from London and
worked 9 till 4. He did some investigations and came up with the following:

The cost will be 3 pounds made by De Gruchy & Co with bands (feeders).
May I order it. BW 22/3/64.

He had done his homework quickly, and must have known that Turner understood
what was meant by "bands (feeders)". I was not so well informed, but the answer
came from John Grant, who has investigated Australian perfins. Perfins were made
with the help of "Machines" and these machines could be supplied with "band-s"which
were used to "feed" the paper into the right position in the machine, although many did
not have these feeders. These same machines were used for embossing, or for the
impression of company seals. It is likely that Waymouth referred to one of these: see
Figure 3. Bill Turner finally added a very cryptic paragraph:
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Order WT 22/3/64

Bryant Waymouth now went ahead and ordered a frank stamp from De Gruchy & Co
a frank stamp. The stamp came back some time later, how much later cannot be
deduced from the evidence. It was probably not very much later, since the Memo was
not yet buried in the files. My conjecture is that when it arrived, Bill Turner made a
proof impression of it at the top of Fellows' original Memorandum, see Figure 4. I
cannot think of any other explanation for the presence of a finished professionally
made frank stamp in a memo referring to the possibility of its manufacture, nor for the
use of a crude sketch if an actual impression had been available at the time. This oval
frank stamp is not known used on any mail. Figures 1, 2 and 4 are actual size, figure 3
is a computer-enhanced reproduction from John Grant's book and figures 5, 6 and 7
are reduced size copies of the documents quoted.

Now a bit of wild conjecture: I also have in my collection a metal handstamp of a
frank stamp of the Postmaster General, Figure 8. Its impression is shown in Figure 9.
This frank stamp is not known used either. But compare it to the first frankstamp for
the Postmaster General, issued on 2 August 1864, shown in Figure 10. Is it possible
that Fellows rejected the oval frank stamp and its cumbersome machine, and
commissioned someone else to produce a circular handstamp? If you look closely at
Figure 9 you will see that there are a number of errors and crudities in it which would
have made it unsuitable for real use: the escutcheon of the coat of arms is mirror
reversed, the details of the crown are rather crude, and the text in the Garter is
.represented by little lines. Otherwise it is a professional instrument. The overall
dimensions of the coat of arms, the appearance of the lion and the unicorn, the size of
the circle and of the spacing of the lettering inside it, are all very similar to the well
known first Postmaster General frank stamp. Is the frank stamp in Figure 9 another
rejected proof? There is no evidence one way or another, at least not at present.

Geoff Kellow quotes in his article The Frank Stamps of Victoria from a Stores
Requisition Book that "Steel Frank Stamps" were supplied. The stamp manufacturer
G. T. Leverett requested the return of the frank stamps in a letter on 18 October 1864
"for the purpose of replacing the temporary [steel?] handles with the ivory handles
originally ordered". This task was reported as completed in a minute on 11 November.
Is the stamp shown in figure 9 a rejected sample of Leverett's original steel
frankstamp? Other conjectures are possible, one being fraud although this does not
seem very likely. If that were the case, examples of its use would probably have turned
up somewhere as a used example. If anyone has any proof one way or another I would
be very interested. The instrument was acquired from a well-known collector, who
purchased it from a philatelic dealer in Paris! Maybe the oval frank stamp will turn up
somewhere equally unlikely.

References:
The Stamps of Victoria GeoffKellow
The Frank Stamps of Victoria 1864-1902 G. N. Kellow
Philately from Australia Dee 1981 onwards
Victoria Government Gazette
Proceedings of the Legislative Assembly
Proceedings of the Legislative Council
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Fig. 8 Photo of the PMG frank stamp

Fig. 9 An impression made from the die Fig. 10 The oldest PMG frank stamp
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REPRINTS OF EXPRESS POST ENVELOPES AND SATCHELS AND AN
UNUSUAL PREPAID EXPRESS COURIER SATCHEL

Ian McMahon

The Australian express post envelopes and satchels have now been reprinted with
state-specific details of the express post service on the reverse. The original issue of
the express post envelopes had a description of the nationwide express post network
on the reverse. In contrast the reprints have details of the delivery schedule available
from a particular state. For example, satchels sold in Victoria have details of the
express post service provided if the satchel is used in Victoria. Consequently it is
likely that each type of envelope will exist in six forms, although I have not yet seen all
possible combinations. (New South Wales envelopes are sold in the Australian Capital
Territory.)

The numbering system of the express post envelopes and satchels has also been
changed to reflect the state of origin. Thus the $6.80 satchels sold in New South
Wales have numbers prefixed by 'SN' with satchels with prefix 'SQ' coming from
Queensland, 'SS' from South Australia, 'SW' from Western Australia, 'ST' from
Tasmania and ISV' from Victoria. A similar numbering systems applies for each of the
other types of envelopes and satchels so that the numbers of the New South Wales
versions of the $2.80, $3.80 and $4.80 envelopes are prefixed by 'CN', 'BN' and 'MN'
respectively. One interesting feature of the New South Wales $2.80 express post
. envelopes (Figure 1) is that it has the 'Sydney 2000' Logo, the logo being used to
publicise Sydney's bid for the Olympic Games in the year 2000, printed on the front.

A further reprint of Express Post envelopes and satchels appeared during April and
May. This reprint differs from earlier printings in that the self-adhesive label (Figure 2)
used to indicate that the satchel has been used has been redesigned. This label now has
two detachable self-adhesive strips. One has the satchel number printed on it for the
sender to detach and keep for his records. The other has a barcode printed on it and,
when detached by Australia Post, indicates that the satchel has been used by
uncovering the words 'Postage cancelled', Earlier printings had a single detachable
strip. I have so far seen such reprints from New South Wales ($2.80 and $6.80
envelopes with the 'Sydney 2000' logo), Victoria ($2.80 and $3.80 envelopes (no logo)
and a $6.80 satchel with the 'Sydney 2000' logo which was on sale at the GPO
Brisbane!) and Queensland ($2.80, $4.80 and $6.80 envelopes and satchels (no logo),
a $6.80 satchel with the 'Sydney 2000' logo and on a different type of plastic with
'NOMAD COURIER BAG' and the date 3/93 under the flap and a similar satchel but
without the logo and dated 5/93).

An Unusual Prepaid Courier Satchel

I have previously described the range of prepaid courier satchels sold by Australia Post
(,Capital Philately' August 1992). Figure 3 shows an Australia Post pre-paid Express
Courier satchel which appears to be have been issued in conjunction with Australian
Air Express, a private courier firm. Unlike the regularly issued satchels, both the
Australia Post and Australian Air Express logos appear on the consignment note. The
satchel prepays delivery of up to 500g by express courier anywhere in Australia
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including delivery by Australia Post. The inscription 'Post Office Prepaid' appears in a
circle on the reverse. (Australian Air Express is one of a number of companies
contracted by Australia Post to carry courier items.) I have also seen an Australian Air
Express self-adhesive label prepaying carriage of 3 kg intrastate which is also inscribed
'Post Office Prepaid' and has been used on a parcel posted at the Sydney GPO.
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OFFICIAL USE ONLY
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PROUD SUPPORTER
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SENDER TO KEEP

Figure 1 Figure 2

Australian air Express ~

Courier Letterpack

500g
• No insurance cover IS applicable for satchels

• Conditions of carnage as per the reverse of the consignment note attached. A.C.N. 054 307 336.

This satchel must not contain dangerous 90,,(45
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POSTAL STATIONERY SNIPPETS FROM THE ARCHIVES: PART 2

Ian McMahon

Impressing Stamps on Private Lettercards: On 22 January 1917 the
Commonwealth Stamp Printer, J Cooke, wrote to the Secretary of the Treasury stating
that there was no provision for charging for impressing stamps on private lettercards
and suggesting that a charge of 2/- per thousand be made as was the case for
impressing private envelopes. The Secretary of the Postmaster-General's (PMG's)
Department, Justinian Oxenham, replied on 8 February 1917 agreeing to the
suggestion.

Lettercard Paper: On 15 September 1911 Cooke wrote to the Treasury saying that
since the introduction of the Postal Act on 1 May 1911 he had issued 1 412 086
lettercards and had experienced difficulty in securing sufficient quantities of suitable
lettercard paper. He asked to be allowed to use some of the surplus postcard boards
to produce lettercards. He commented that lettercards seemed to be taking the place
of postcards and that consequently the demand for postcards had diminished and
would practically cease altogether when lettercards became more widely known.
Approval from Treasury was granted on 22 September 1911.

Lettercards with views: In 1911, Cooke printed more than 100000 lettercards each
week with a George.V full face stamp and views printed on the reverse. They were
printed twelve to a sheet with views of 2 beauty spots from each State to a sheet. By
27 November 1911 he had printed 3 million lettercards from the plate presently in use.
This plate had become worn and he proposed contacting the Commonwealth
photographer to obtain twelve new views for a new plate.

Views of Portland: On 23 November 1911 Cooke was asked by the Town Clerk of
Portland whether pictures of Portland supplied by the Council could be used on the
backs of lettercards. As he was in the process of contacting the Commonwealth
photographer to obtain twelve new views, Cooke replied that he would be pleased to
receive suitable views but reserved the right to decide whether or not they were
suitable from the point of view of public importance for reproduction on lettercards.
He said that there had been similar requests from other states and that the photos
should be silver plates, 9 inches x 4 inches. Oxenham, Secretary of the PMG's
Department, replied on 26 June 1912 enclosing six photos from the Mayor of Portland
and asked Cooke to advise the Mayor which photos were regarded as suitable. Cooke
responded on 1 July 1912 saying that he could use the photograph showing Portland
from the south and asking for a good silver print, 8 inches by 6 inches in size. GAllen,
Secretary to the Treasury wrote to the PMG's Department on 12 July 1912 returning
the other photographs, and asking for the new silver print. Oxenham wrote on 9
September 1912 providing the required photograph. Cooke on 14 September 1912
noted that the photograph referred to had been withdrawn but gave no reason.

The Supply of Lettercard paper: Towards the end of the First World War the stock
of lettercard paper held by the Commonwealth Stamp Printer had declined to a
precarious level. Before the war the Printer had a contract with the British firm
Richard Herring and Co of BunhillRow, London but this contract expired in 1916 and
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had not been renewed due to the war. On 19 November 1917 Cooke wrote to the
Secretary of the Treasury to say that he had enough lettercard paper to last only 36
weeks and requested permission to order more stocks. At that time his weekly
consumption of lettercard paper was 12 reams and he had 248 reams of lettercard
paper in stock and 184 reams of printed lettercards. He repeated his request on 23
November 1918 when he had only 6 months supply of boards left suggesting that
Richard Herring and Co be approached 'to supply a quote for supplying 1000 reams of
lettercard paper. Richard Herring and Co provided a quote on 6 February 1918 for
200 reams at 135/- per ream as the Company was uncertain of being able to obtain
materials due to war time shortages. On 13 February 1918 James Spicer and Sons of
Upper Thames St London quoted 140/- per ream for 250 reams of boards, 30 1/2" x
38" in size with each ream weighing 145 lbs and comprising 480 sheets at a total cost
of 1750 pounds. Both quotes were accepted on the condition that the shipments had
to pass inspection by W G Wightman of HMSO before shipment and the High
Commissioner was advised to proceed with the orders on 21 February 1918. 92 reams
of lettercard paper from Richard Herring & Co were shipped on the Parrattah on 11
October 1918 while 109 112 reams of paper from Spicer arrived in Australia on the
Anstralrange. Further offers to supply lettercard paper from Spicer (500 reams of
card for 146/6 per ream) and Richard Herring (1000 reams at 162/-) were declined.
After these orders had been placed, Harrison, the Commonwealth Note Printer,
decided to seek future supplies of lettercard paper from Australian manufacturers.
Despite trying a number of manufacturers including Cumberland Paper Board Mills
and CW Board Mills Ltd, Australian Paper Mills (APM) was the only company in a
position to provide suitable paper. On 16 May 1918 John McGregor from APM
provided a quote for 500 reams of lettercard paper (25 inches x 24 inches, 70 lbs per
ream of 500 sheets) at 46/8 per ream.' This quote was accepted by Treasury on 19
June 1918 and in addition Harrison obtained permission to tender for an additional
1000 reams. Although the Australian manufactured board was felt to be of inferior
quality to English manufactured board, it was cheaper and it was felt important to buy
the Australian made product. The board supplied by APM was half the size of the
English board but taking this into account was significantly cheaper. An additional 17
reams of paper was obtained from APM at a cost of 47 pounds 4/4 in November 1918.

Cost of producing lettercards: The high cost of the paper purchased from England
led Treasury to enquire if there needed to be an increase in the price of lettercards
charged to the PMG's Department. On 25 February 1918 Cooke wrote to the
Secretary of the Treasury concerning the need for increased charges to the PMG's
Department for lettercards. The cost of the boards had risen from 14/11 per ream in
January 1912, to 15/3 in May 1916, 37110 in July 1916 and now to 135/- and 140/- per
ream although the sheets being obtained from the United Kingdom were now twice the
size. The net profit of the branch in 1917 was 1 982 pounds not withstanding the
increased costs in materials. This had been achieved by labour savings and Cooke felt
that there was no need for an increase in the costs of lettercards. The present charge
of 1211per 1000 cards had been arrived at when the cost of boards had been 37/10 per
single size ream. This cost included 6/3' 3/4d per 1000 cards for the paper and printing
costs of 5/9 1I4d per thousand cards. However by 8 June 1918 Treasury had decided
that an increase in the charge was necessary and wrote to the Postmaster-General's
Department suggesting a charge of 16/8 per thousand lettercards as the average new
cost was 1110 1I4d per 1000 cards for the paper and 5/7 3/4d per thousand cards for
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pnntmg. The PMG's Department replied on 15 June 1918 agreeing to the increase in
charge but stated that the new charge should only come into effect after the existing
board had been used up in three months time. On 19 June 1918 Oxenham inquired as
to the date from which the new price would apply. Harrison replied on 26 June 1918
that the present stock of lettercard paper would run out at the end of August and that
the new price should take effect from" 1 September 1918. He promised to submit
samples of views printed on the new supply of paper when it arrived. Oxenham replied
on 4 July 1918 that as the price of lettercards to the public had increased from 1 1I2d
each to 2d from 1 July 1918, the demand for lettercards was expected to decrease and
that therefore the current supply of lettercard paper might last longer than
1 September. He asked that the Treasury reconsider the date of effect of the proposed
increased charge for lettercards. On 18 September 1918 Harrison advised that as he
was now using the new supply of boards the new price of 16/8 per thousand cards
would apply.

Quality of Lettercard Paper: The poorer quality Australian made paper was
regarded by Harrison as being unsuitable for printing from the half-tone blocks used to
print the views on the reverse of the lettercards and he suggested in a letter of 7 June
1918 to the Postmaster-General's Department that the views be discontinued:

regarding the quality of the locally manufactured board I have to say that the
sample submitted has not an ideal printing surface for giving good results
from a half tone block and I recommend that the printings of views on the
backs of lettercards be discontinued. Even from the imported paper the
pictures to my mind arefar from nice.

On 17 December 1918 Harrison provided proofs of the views on the new English
boards and Oxenham agreed that the views should be retained but that the question
should be raised again when the supply of English boards ran out. On 11 November
1919 Harrison wrote that due to decreased demand for lettercards he still had enough
English paper to print 3 100 000 lettercards and that he would submit proofs of the
views on Australian paper when the supplies of English manufactured boards were
exhausted. On 11 March 1921 Cooke wrote that the supply of English lettercard
board was now exhausted and he submitted proofs of the views on locally
manufactured paper. He commented that the quality of the result was not as good but
suggested that views should be retained. The PMG's Department agreed.

Advertisements on the reverse of lettercards: A proposal for the pnntmg of
advertisements on the back of lettercards is mentioned by Harrison in a letter to the
PMG's Department dated 17 December 1918. He commented that the Australian
made paper although of poor quality would be 'good enough' for the printing of
advertisements provided they were not of a very ornate nature. Oxenham replied that
the proposal had not been approved.

Demand for Lettercards: On 11 November 1919 Harrison wrote that the demand
for lettercards was falling off given the increasing cost of the cards to the public. In
the quarter ending June 1918 1 670 400 cards had been sold at 1d each, in the quarter
ending September 1918 694 060 had been sold at 1 1I2d each while in the period
1 November 1918 to 31 January 1919325440 cards had been sold at 2d each.
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Postal Notes: Postal notes were first supplied to Papua by the Commonwealth Stamp
Printer, J Cooke, on 10 September 1917. 1000 postal notes were supplied in each
denomination stapled in books of ten. The following denominations were issued: 6d,
11-, 1/6, 2/-, 2/6, 3/-, 4/-, 4/6, 5/-, 10/-, -10/6, 15/- and 20/-. The notes were similar in
design to the Australian notes except that 'Papua' replaced the name of the state of
issue and that the text was modified where appropriate, for example, 'Postmaster-
General' was replaced by 'Chief Postmaster'. Postal notes were provided for Papua
after discussions between the Treasurer of Papua, R W Kendrick, and the Treasury.
Cooke forwarded proofs to the Postmaster-General's Department on 18 July 1917.
These were approved on 2 August 1917 by Oxenham, subject to 'Papua' being printed
at the top of the notes. The extension of the postal note service to Papua resulted in
the text of the Australian notes being amended to indicate that they were now payable
in Papua. Postal Notes were not printed for New Guinea until 1932 after ten years of
discussions between the Territory's Administration and the PMG's Department. While
the Administration wanted to follow the example of Papua and issue postal notes to
facilitate the exchange of money between the Territory and Australia, Oxenham
considered that the small potential sales did not justify the extension of the postal note
service to the Territory. On 28 September 1931, D S Wanliss, Acting Administrator of
New Guinea, wrote to Oxenham requesting the printing of postal notes similar to the
Australian notes but with the name of the Territory replacing the name of the state on
the front of the note. He suggested that overprinting be used if the production of a
new plate was too expensive. He ordered 1 000 notes in denominations of 11-, 116and
2/-; 1 500 notes in denominations of 2/6, 3/-, 3/6, 4/-, and 4/6; 2 000 notes in
denominations of 5/-, 5/6, 6/- , and 7/6; and 2 500 notes in denominations of 10/-, 11/-,
15/- and 20/-. Finally on 24 June 193229 500 notes were forwarded to the Territory.
Despite persistent efforts commencing in 1921, Nauru was unable to persuade the
PMG's Department to extend the postal note service to the island up until the
beginning of the Second World War.

In September 1912 the PMG's Department suggested that provision be made for
adding postage stamps to Australian postal notes to increase the value of the notes by
amounts up to 5d. It was decided not to increase the size of notes as this would
increase their cost of manufacture but to provide an area on the notes where adhesives
could be added. Cooke provided a number of proofs with the area for the stamps
defined by a black rectangle and with various styles of text in different positions and a
second series using various types of stars in the area defined for the addition of stamps.
None of these proved satisfactory as Oxenham wrote to Cooke on 24 June 1913
saying that he had wanted the space for stamps defined by stars and the text 'postage
stamps to the value of five pence may be affixed herein'. A revised proof was
approved by the PMG's Department on 23 September 1913. The regulation allowing
the use of stamps to increase the value of postage notes was subject to abuse and was
to be repealed from 1 January 1917. Cooke was asked to provide future supplies of the
notes without provision for the addition of adhesives. He successfully argued for a
delay in the changes to the regulations to 1 April 1918 to enable old stocks of notes to
be used up.

Sources: Australian Archives files Series A571 Nos: 14/9559, 14118098, 18/31618,
17/4168, 11/13940, 12/13767,21110640,22/24264
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RARITY AND IMPORTANCE

Ken Humphreys

Illustrated is a mock-up of a 1915 postcard that was auctioned last year with an
estimate of $375. It sold for $625. That excellent result was due to the fact that
possibly no more than six examples exist of the Maori reinforcements free franking
postmark which is catalogued as Type 18 in the Postage Stamps of New Zealand
Volume III. In fifteen years of researching New Zealand WWI material I had never
seen an example of Type 18. The auction house noted that this was the first that they
had seen.

Background
On 1 September 1914, it was announced that unpaid mail from the New Zealand
Expeditionary Force (NZEF) about to sail for England would be delivered without
charges by the New Zealand Post Office. To qualify for untaxed delivery the mail had
to be stamped with aNew Zealand Post Office postmarker.

The first Maori contingent of 515 men departed New Zealand on the Warrimoo on
14 February 1915 and arrived in Egypt in late March. The 1914 NZEF and our AIF
had been disembarked in Egypt instead of proceeding to Salisbury Plain for winter
training. However, evidence exists that another reason for the Egypt terminus was for
the troops to bolster the economy as the war had decimated the winter tourist trade!
There is no record of a first Maori contingent postmarker and no mail off the
. Warrimoo has been recognised. The majority of the Maoris were sent to Malta on the
Runic which departed Alexandria on 13 April 1915. Those that remained in Egypt
were to see service on Gallipoli from early July.

On 18 September 1915 a second Maori contingent departed New Zealand on the
Waitemata, and it was on that transport that the card was posted. The date of
12 October indicates the card was lodged with the postal orderly near Colombo. It is
unknown whether the mail was then shipped from Colombo to Sydney on P&O or
Orient, or kept on board until arrival in Egypt. The ERD of Type 18 is 29 September
1914 which was probably when the ship was approaching Albany, Western Australia to
coal and water. The LRD is 15 October.

There was a third and apparently last Maori contingent which sailed in February 1916,
but no postmarker is recorded. I estimate that only a thousand Maoris volunteered for
the NZEF. Possibly their recruitment ceased when conscription was introduced.
While race relations reportedly were good at home, that appears not to have been the
case overseas. Eventually the Maoris were sent to England and France, though three
received the Belgian Croix de Guerre. They were never sent to German Samoa
because of vehement native Samoan protests; reasons unknown. Maoris acquitted
themselves well in the Middle East with one MC, one DCM, and fourteen Military
Medals being awarded. Australia has just started to research the contribution that her
aborigines made to our World War I effort. I don't know of any such work in New
Zealand. Interestingly, the Turks and British Tommies thought that the First AIF
would be black!
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Rarity and Importance
Type 18 is rare as explained above. When I first saw the auction catalogue I wanted to
submit a buy at all costs bid to secure such an item. There are only two Great War
NZEF exhibits besides my material, but I have never seen them. One is Australian
state level and the other has an international large silver rating. Acquisition of a Type
18 would not only have added a little spice to my exhibit but would have provided an
inner glow for some weeks, especially for the Bankcard computer! But I sat back and
thought - 'Is Type 18 really important?' Type 18 is one of at least thirty five free
franking postmarkers used at sea by New Zealand personnel. Is that so important?

Exhibiting the card
The FIP says that: Exhibitors should aim at showing material which is comparable
with the best condition obtainable but where a rare item is unobtainable in good
condition the exhibitor is encouraged to include it providing its appearance is not so
poor as to disfigure the display. The strike on the card is average and
REINFORCEMENTS is very faint. Even if one was able to impart its rarity to non-
New Zealand judges no benefit would result as the appearance of the card would lead
a judge to opine that a better example should be obtainable. After all judges are
continually bombarded with true and false statements of rarity. There could be a dozen
crisp examples of Type 18 hidden away in New Zealand collections for all I know.
And imagine my distress if the two exhibits mentioned above have better strikes than
the one I was going to pay more than $625 for!

Conclusion
So here we have an item that bears a rare postmark which was issued for a common
purpose, that of franking free mail. Other NZEF postmarkers served the same purpose
and there are excellent strikes available. I decided not to buy as I only purchase to
exhibit now. I just don't have the skill to impart rarity of the Type 18 strike and obtain
extra points. The $625 result was fair and the card was a good buy for a collector
even though it was not posted by a Maori.
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POSTAL HISTORY ITS FASCINATION

Bernie Beston

Recently in Melbourne I called on a well known Auctioneer to pay an overdue
account. In the few minutes available with the Taxi meter running (literally) enroute to
the airport I checked the 'unsold' lots from his last sale. One item attracted my
attention (Figure 1). I had not bid for. it because it has a 6d sideface which is quite
common on cover. It was not illustrated in the catalogue and if I had viewed the lot
before the sale I too would have passed it by.

It is a cover but on first appearance looks like a front only. It is thin and has bad
crease lines to the left side. Having the opportunity to view it after the sale the
destination, 'Alameda County, California', attracted my attention. What was the rate to
the USA in November 1881? The schedule of rates gives the rate to the USA via San
Francisco as 8d while the rate via the United Kingdom was only 6d. The cover bears
the handstamp 'Insufficiently Pre-Paid' and bears '2' in red crayon which I suspect was
applied in Brisbane.

The cover left Gowrie Junction on 18 November via the South and Western Railway
(No 1) and thence by ship. As it was short paid for the San Francisco route it was sent
via the United Kingdom and New York and as a result received a New York
backstamp dated February 1882. The cover is similar to a cover depicted in Hugh
Campbell's book Queensland Postal History on page 112.

Quite obviously it was assumed by the Queensland postal staff that US mail, especially
that to California, would go via San Francisco at the 8d rate even though the cover
was not so endorsed. The letter had taken at least 74 days (at 1 February 1882) as
against the time of 46 days it would have taken via San Francisco. It presumably went
by the Orient line Sorata which left Sydney on 25 November 1881 arriving in
Plymouth on 14 January 1882. ...__
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