
LA POSTA: A JOURNAL
OF AMERICAN POSTAL
HISTORY
33470 Chinook Plaza, Suite 216,
Scappoose, OR 97056

Website: www.la-posta.com

Publisher: Richard W. Helbock
Associate Editors:

Henry Berthelot Tom Clarke
Rod Crossley Michael Dattolico
Martin Margulis Bob Munshower
Dennis H. Pack Robert G. Schultz
Randy Stehle

Advertising Manager: Cathy R. Clark

COVER:  An anonymous Japanese photographer snapped
our background cover picture as the first troops advanced
into Manila on January 2nd, 1942. Manila had been
declared an “Open City” by the US Army the day after
Christmas as American and Philippine military and
government units withdrew leaving some 3,000 American
and Western civilians behind to face internment by the
Japanese at the Santo Tomas Camp.

La Posta: A Journal of American Postal History is published six times a year
with issues mailed on or about the 20th of February, April, June, August,
October and December. Persons wishing additional information about ad-
vertising, manuscript submittals or subscription should contact the pub-
lisher at 33470 Chinook Plaza, Suite 216, Scappoose, OR 97056

SUBSCRIPTION RATES:
U. S. A. - $20.00 per annum (6 issues)
CANADA - $28(US) per annum (6 issues)
OVERSEAS - $32.00 per annum surface

- $55.00 per annum airmail

August -  September 2003
Volume 34, Number 4
Whole Number 202

IN THIS ISSUE:

World War II Mail to & from the Camps
Part 3: Other Civilian Internees in the US and
US Civilians Detained Abroad
By Richard W. Helbock .......... 9

The Postmasters General of the United States,
1775-1971
Part IX: John Milton Niles, 1840-1841
By Daniel Y. Meschter .......... 29

Recent Texas Discontinued Post Offices
Part II
By Michael M. Ludeman .......... 32

A Decade of Change - 1850s Philadelphia
By Tom Clarke .......... 49

Auxiliary Markings - The Federal Aid Road Act of
1916 & the RFD System
By Randy Stehle .......... 61

William Carey Brown’s Letters from Fort Klamath,
Oregon, 1878-1880
Part 5: Letters to Lieutenant Brown
Transcribed by Cath Clark  .......... 65

Also Miscellaneous Columns, Notes
and Announcements



2         Whole Number 202    La Posta
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PUBLISHER'S PAGE
Keeping the Colors
This is the third successive issue of La Posta to fea-
ture a bright, full-color image highlighting an article
featured in that issue. So many readers wrote and e-
mailed us with positive comments after we published
our 200th whole number with a colorful collage of
Lewis & Clark Exposition envelopes on the cover
that we decided to run a one-year trial to see if we
could increase revenues sufficiently to continue pub-
lishing La Posta covers in color.

Color covers add approximately $2,100 per year to
the printing costs for our journal. Since have been
operating at what is essentially a break even point
financially for the past few years, the challenge be-
comes finding a source of new revenue sufficient to
offset the cost of color covers. We thought and dis-
cussed several possible options including asking read-
ers to sponsor an individual cover, creating a new
form of subscription whereby subscribers could vol-
unteer to underwrite the cost of color; launching a
campaign to increase the number of subscribers suf-
ficiently to offset the color cover cost; and increas-
ing the basic subscription rate by $5 per year.

After a good deal of soul-searching and weighing the
pros and cons of each option, we have decided to
undertake the following course of action:

1) Cath and I will personally finance a demonstra-
tion project consisting of six consecutive issues
with full-color covers. This is the third issue of
the six and three more will follow regardless of
readership response.

2) The cover price of each issue will immediately
be increased to $5 and La Posta will now be
shipped to selected magazine distributors for
over-the-counter sales at a few retail outlets
around the nation.

3) The basic subscription rate will be increased to
$25 per year for domestic subscribers begin-
ning in January 2004.

4) We will continue our expanded attempt to
attract new subscribers by mailing sample
copies with invitations to subscribe.

5) We will attempt to attract an advertiser who is
interested in buying a full-color ad space on
our back cover that will run unaltered for at
least two issues in a row.

If we find that this com-
bination of revenue
raising activities ap-
pears to be succeeding
in producing enough
new income to offset
the increased cost of
color covers, they will
remain a constant fea-
ture of La Posta into the
future. We realize that
this is somewhat of a
gamble. Cath and I are betting that there are enough
of you—our readers—who will be willing to support
this innovation to the tune of $5 a year that we will be
able to continue bringing you these beautiful, lami-
nated full-color covers. We look forward to hearing
your response.

Our plea in the July issue for new authors to join our
ranks has had some preliminary positive responses.
Already in the hopper for our November issue is an
outstanding postal history of the US Marines in Haiti
between 1915 and 1934, and an intensive examina-
tion of the postal history of a Maryland community.
Other subjects have been mentioned in preliminary
discussions and we are very optimistic.

Optimistic yes, but not overwhelmed with volunteers.
We still want more new ideas from you hundreds of
talented readers with postal history interests so var-
ied that they make our 34-year combined subject in-
dex pale in comparison. I’d like to quote you one of
my favorite comments received in recognition of our
200th anniversary issue:

Congratulations on the publication of number 200.
Extraordinary accomplishment, especially when I
think how diverse your subscribers’ interests are—
philately by and large, and postal history especially,
involve so many specialties, and so many self-pro-
claimed experts doing their own things—among other
awards you should get is one for mastering the art of
herding cats.

That captures the core issue of our postal history
hobby doesn’t it? We all, in effect, become experts in
our own narrow areas of interest. All I am asking you
to do is to share your hard-won expertise with our
readers and, in so doing, save it for posterity. We can
only hope and believe that others will come after us
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POSTAL HISTORIANS
ON LINE

The following individuals have expressed an
interest in corresponding with other collectors via e-
mail. Names are followed by specific interest (where
known) and complete e-mail address. If you would
like to join this list in future issues of La Posta, send
us a note via e-mail at  helbock@la-posta.com

to follow this peculiar, meandering pathway through
the history of letter communications. Let’s do what
we can to leave them useful trail markers.

New Nebraska E-Book
Nebraska Post Offices and Postmasters by Alton L.
Craft and Russ Czaplewski has been released in e-
book format. The CD-ROM contains three major sec-
tions: the master listing of 3,076 post offices and over
16 thousand postmasters covering 822 pages; a se-
lection of 80 Nebraska cover illustrations including
many beautiful territorials; and a collection of over
30 maps depicting changes in Nebraska county bound-
aries from 1854-1925.

Users of the disc are provided a variety of formats
including Adobe Acrobat©, Microsoft Works© and
Microsoft Word/Wordpad©. A copy of Adobe Acro-
bat Reader© is also provided on the CD.

This new e-book illustrates quite well the way that a
massive, life-long research project can be made avail-
able to the public at a fraction of the cost of tradi-
tional publishing. Contact Alton L. Kraft, 2708 W.
John St., Grand Island, NE 68803-5709 for additional
information.

The Prexie Era Goes Digital
Editor Steve Roth has announced that the popular
newsletter devoted to postal history of the 1938 Presi-
dential Series will now be available by subscription
in both  print and digital (e-mail) versions. Subscrib-
ers choosing to receive the digital version will be sent
a CD-ROM containing the complete 26 issue run to
date for an initial charge of $10.

Subscription to the paper edition will be $10 for the
four annual issues and the digital edition will cost
$5.00 per year and arrive via e-mail. Readers inter-
ested in either the print or digital versions of The
Prexie Era should contact John Grabowski, PO Box
536, Willernie, MN 55090-0536.

Paul G. Abajian [Vermont postal history]
— PGA@vbimail.champlain.edu

Murray Abramson [4th Bureaus & air to foreign dest.ination]
— abram001@mc.duke.edu

Charlie Adrion [Flag Cancels] — adrionc@mail.idt.net
Carl W. Albrecht [Certified Mail/Postal Forms & Labels]

— calbrech@infinet.com
Jim Alexander [Texas Postal History] — JAlexa5943@aol.com
John Amberman  [Dealer]

— amberman@ambermanpostalhistory.com
Gary Anderson [US Doanes & ND postal history]

— garyndak@ix.netcom.com
Kirk Andrews — kirk.j.andrews@intel.com
A.A. Armstrong, Jr. [Western Nebraska & S.D. butcher

PPCs] — draa@rockski.net
Roland Austin [Liberty Series & Modern p.h.]

— raustin13@aol.com
Harold Babb [Southern States postal history]

— babbx01@netside.com
Debby Baker [Iowa, Alabama, AK] — ykngld33Waol.com
Mark Baker Enterprises [Dealer CA & NV postal history,

 postcards, ephemera] — mbcovers@directcon.net
Bob Baldridge — [Wisconsin p.h.] bobbaldridge@earthlink.net
Michael A. Ball [Alaska Arctic & Antarctic incl. military]

— BallAgency@aol.com
Alan Banks [Missouri] — abanks7@aol.com
Mike Baranoski [MI & Phillippines] — debbar@provide.net
Richard Bard, Jr. — dbard@plix.com
William H. Bauer [CO; NY: Osage Co] — whbcphs@mkl.com
John H. Barwis — j.h.barwis@siep.shell.com
John E. Beane, MD [West Virginia postal history]

— JBEANE@prodigy.net
William R. Beith [Eastern Oregon] — wrbeith@comcast.net
Kevin Belmont [SW Arkansas, West Pointers on stamps]

— kevin.belmont@west-point.org
Bary D. Bender [Dealer p.c.’s & p.h.; + collects WA: Columbia Co]

— ngatecol@aol.com
Larry Berg — lberg@charter.net
Henry J. Berthelot [train, ship wreck mail & US postal card

 p.h.]— hankberthelot@yahoo.com
Henry Betz [Franklin Co., PA & Cumberland Valley RR]

— hbetz@epix.net
Jim Blandford [Mich. Doanes & RPOs, booklet stamp

usage on cover, pre-1880 Detroit postal markings]
— jblandf526@aol.com

Tim Boardman [Washington PH, photos, books & maps]
— RSBCO@aol.com

Joe Bock [US Airmail 1935-1950 & Arizona town cancels]
— jandrhobbies@commspeed.net

Eppe Bosch [Eastern WA; railroad; central Wisconsin]
— bonep@qwest.net

Caj Brejtfus [1851-61 3c & Machine cancels]
— brejtfus@earthlink.com

Deane Briggs, MD [Florida Postal History]
 — dbriggs2@tampabay.rr.com

Roger S. Brody [US 1902, modern issues] — RSBCO@aol.com
Kenneth Burden [Washington & CA; western RPOs]

— burden@localaccess.com
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Mark Burnett [Washington-Franklins Series]
— MBur331547@aol.com

Raymond Buse [Cincinnati & Clermont Co., OH p.h.]
— stamppat@aol.com

Conrad L. Bush [Confederate Fancy & Unusual Cancels]
— bearclan@brandons.net

James W. Busse [San Diego Co.p.h.] — Jimb1997@aol.com
C & H Stamps [Canal Zone, DWI postal history]

— CZCD@aol.com
Ardy Callender [U.S. banknote issues]

—callenderardy@sbcglobal.net
Carl Cammarata [AK, IN, RPO, Civil War, Special Delivery]

 — carlcammarata@earthlink.net
Gary Carlson [machine cancels] — gcarlson@columbus.rr.com
Glenda & John Cheramy [Dealers; Canada] — gcheramy@shaw.ca
Robert Chisholm — chizz5@aol.com
Bob Chow [Colorado] — rc71135@aol.com
Douglas Clark [Railway Mail] —dnc@alpha.math.uga.edu
Nancy B. Clark [Maine postal history]—nbc@cape.com
Tom Clarke [Philadelphia] — ocl-tom@ix.netcom.com
Lawrence E. Clay [Scouting, Broken Bow, NE]

 — cclay@3-cities.com
Louis Cohen [Kentucky postal history]

—cohenstamps32@aol.com
Giles Cokelet [Montana postal history]

— giles_c@coe.montana.edu
William G. Coleman, Jr. [Mississippi: DPO emphasis]

— jearnest@netdoor.com
Robert W. Collins [Korean War & “Collins” postmarks]

— ohiorwc@aol.com
Joe H. Crosby [Oklahoma & Indian Territory; U.S. Despatch

Agents Markings] — joecrosby@cox.net
W.H. “Tom” Crosby — tcrosby@wans.net
E. Rod Crossley [US military, RR, Spruce Production Division,

CA: Ventura Co] — rcrossley@worldnet.att.net
Tony L. Crumbley [Dealer; NC & Confederate postal history]

— tcrumbley2@aol.com
Roger D. Curran [US 19th C cancels] — rdcnrc@evenlink.com
Richard Curtin — curtin@inreach.com
Allison W. Cusick [Ohio & WV p.h.; Doanes & Non-standard]

— awcusick@aol.com
Matt Dakin [Mississippi Postal History] — patdakin@mindspring.com
Mike Dattolico [La Posta Associate Editor]

—  MMDATTOL@aol.com
Hugh J.W. Daugherty [Postal History Dealer]

— hjwd@capecod.net
Bob Delaney — bdelaney@uclink4.berkeley.edu
Joseph M. Del Grosso — jmdelgrosso@aol.com
Thomas S. Donnelly [history on postals] — tdonn@adelphia.net
James P. Doolin [19th century postal history of all “Columbus”

named towns — juliandoolin@hotmail.com
Lee Drickamer — lee.drickamer@nav.edu
John L. DuBois — jld@thlogic.com
Joseph E. DuBois [AK, CO, MT & eastern OH]

— hobbyduby@aol.com
Geoffrey Dutton [2d Bureau Issues] — geoff@neddog.com.

Website: http://neddog.com/stamps
Don East [fancy cancels on officials & CA: Mendocino & Humbolt Co]

 — doneast@mcn.org
Leonard M. Eddy [Oklahoma & Arkansas p.h.]

— lmeddy@arkansas.net
L. Steve Edmondson [Tennessee] — tenac@hctc.com
Craig Eggleston [US Possessions] — cae@airmail.net
James F. Elin [Arizona post. hist.]  — tucscon1934@aol.com
Mike Ellingson [North Dakota p.h.] — mikeellingson@comcast.net
David Ellis [Michigan postal history]—dellis7109@nctimes.net
Darrell Ertzberger [NC, VA, railroad, RFD] — mteton@aol.com
Paul Eslinger [MT, WY, & Dakota Territory] — elkaholic@mcn.net
Alyce and Don Evans [WVa and Los Angeles, CA]

— DEvansUSAF@aol.com

James W. Faber [WY, NW OH, Hancock Co, ME, No. WI]
— faber@bluemarble.net

John Farkas [US Possessions] — jonfark@cs.com
Wayne Farley [West Virginia P. H.] — CWFARLEY@aol.com
Richard Farquhar — FARQRICH@aol.com
Louis Fiset [WWII civilian internment ph]

—  fiset@u.washington.edu
Ken Flagg [WWII APO, esp. Alaska & Canada]

— ken0737@cwo.com
Jane King Fohn [TX WWI air branches; Nedina Co, TX;

US#1043 (9c Alamo)] — jkfohn@sbcglobal.net
Jim Forte [Dealer] — jimforte@postalhistory.com

& Website http://postalhistory.com
Nancy Foutz [Dealer/collector small NYS towns esp.

Ulster Co. postcards] — dexterpc@bestweb.net
Myron Fox [WWI/WWI U.S. German censor, German occupation]

— MyronFox1@aol.com
Bob & Kathy Friedman [Dealer-Friedman’s Covers]

— covercnr@eaze.net
Gene Fricks [Literature, TN & NJ PH] — genefricks@prodigy.net
Mike Fritz [Idaho postal history] - idahofritz@msn.com
Douglas Gary [Dealer] — doug_gary@hotmail.com
Bob Gaudian [Connecticut Postal History]

— rgstamper @aol.com
Don Garrett [Mississippi] — Donompix@aol.com
John Germann [Texas postal history & ship covers]

— jghist@houston.rr.com
Ray Getsug [Minnesota postal history, literature]

—RayG669563@aol.com
Glenn Gholston — mgholston@osbar.org
Atholl S. Glass [Stamp affixers & control perfins]

— athollglass@hotmail.com
Don Glickstein [postal cards used in Alaska]

— glickstein.d@ghc.org
Jerry Gorman [Rhode Island PH]

 — barbarag@worldnet.att.net
John Grabowski [20th Cent. postal history, esp. Prexy era]

— minnjohn@alum.mit.edu
Ken Grant — kgrant@uwc.edu
Thomas E. Greene [Rhode Island PH] —TGBG@aol.com
John Grosse — johngrosse@compuserve.com
Ted Gruber [Nevada] — TedGruber@aol.com
E. J. Guerrant [Unusual US Stamp Usages]

— ejguerrant@prodigy.net
Alex Gundel [Mail to Foreign Destinations]

— Alexander.Gundel@dlr.de
Michael Gutman [Mass ph & 19th cent,. Precancels]

— mikeg94@comcast.net.
Larry Haller [Handstamped Flags] — LJHaller@aol.com
Arthur Hadley [Indiana, flag cancels] — ahadley@insightbb.com
Raymond Hadley [Wessons, postal cards]— ray-suzann@gci.net
Ken Hamlin [Montana postal history, photographs & ephemera]

— kphamlin@in-tch.com
Lou Hannen [Classic Railway & Waterways]

— loucanoe@3rddoor.com
Scott Hansen [US Navy WWII, Philippines & Cent. Michigan]

— hansens@genrad.com
John T. Hardy, Jr. [US postal cards & general; Philippines]

 — john_hardy@msn.com
Richard A. Hargarten — rahargarten@yahoo.com
Clair Harkenson [North Dakota] — chaakens@msn.com
Ron Harmon [Florida PH] — rrhrm@hotmail.com
Labron Harris [Dealer, postal history] — labronharr@aol.com
Leonard Hartman [Literature dealer] —www.pbbooks.com
Wayne Hassell [Dealer, US Marines, Wisconsin & Michigan]

— junostamps@aol.com
Thomas Hayes [South Dakota & pre-territorial Wyoming]

— dakter@nvc.net
Steve Henderson [military postal history] — vshenderson@aol.com
Gary Hendren [Missouri PH] — g2hslm@msn.com
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POSTAL HISTORIANS ON LINE William O. Kvale [MN ph, esp. territorial & MN Civil War patriotics]
— flo3wil@aol.com

Eliot Landau [U.S. Registry, U.S. Classics, All Lincoln issues on
 cover] — elandau@aol.com

Walter LaForce [US Doanes & NY RFD & Co/PM cancels].
—vlwl@rochester.rr.com

Gary Laing [Virginia p.h.] — laing@naxs.com
Dick Laird [U.S. Doanes and Indiana Postal History]

— d.laird@insightbb.com
Curt J. Lamm [Unusual 1851-61 townmarks]

—cjlamm@netstorm.net
Eliot A. Landau — elandau@aol.com
Russell C. Lang [Nebraska] — LangWhiteOak@nntc.net
Robert M. Langer [Boston ad covers; Carroll County NH]

— rla4141975@aol.com
Peter B. Larson [Northern Idaho] — plarson@wsu.edu
Ken Lawrence — apsken@aol.com
Wes Leatherock — wleathus@yahoo.com
Howard Lee [4th Bureau Issues & US Int’l. Airmail thru 1941]

— gimpo@adnc.com
James E. Lee [Philatelic Literature Dealer]

— philately2@earthlink.net & www.jameslee.com
Brian R. Levy [Long Island PH & Expositions]

— bellobl@aol.com
Bruce Lewin — bjlewin@att.net
Matthew Liebson [Ohio PH; Licking Co., Doanes, stampless]

— paperhistory@mindspring.com
Ron Leith [USA banknote issues to foreign destinations]

— ronleith@uniserve.com
MingKung Jason Liu [China/US combinations & crash cvrs.]

— mliu@DataPathSystems.Com
William Lizotte [VT postal history, Doanes]

 — billl@dec.anr.state.vt.us
Bud Luckey [ Siskiyou Co. and N. Ca. covers & related paper]

— luckey@snowcrest.net
Len Lukens [Oregon p.h. & trans-Pacific airmail]

— llukens@easystreet.com
David Lyman [World postmarks on covers or piece]

— postmark@sympatico.ca
Max Lynds [Aroostook Co., Maine p.h.] — Max@pwless.net
Millard Mack — millardhmack@yahoo.com
Larry Maddux [Douglas Co, OR] — lmaddux@pacifier.com
James Majka — jsmajka@ameritech.net
Tom Maringer [Arkansas PH] — willwhitfoot@shirepost.com
Robert L. Markovits [dealer. Collects US officials, worldwide Special

Delivery, US Sc C24, C38, C46 postal history]
— lrlm@pioneeris.net

Peter Martin — pmartin2020@aol.com
Richard Martorelli [Military, Postage Due]

— martorel@pobox.upenn.edu
Doug Marty - [Dealer Postal History, Ephemera, Postcards]

— dmarty@wtp.net
Chester M. Masters [Jefferson & Clallam, Washington]

— stamps29@att.net
Bernard Mayer [Oklahoma] — Bernie@m47303.com
Larry McBride [U.S. town cancels] — lgmcbride@yahoo.com
David McCord — damac52@comcast.net
Harry McDowell [Columbia SC Confed. p.h.]

— harmacd@aol.com
Chuck & Jan McFarlane [Ausdenmoore-McFarlane Stamps]

— Mcmichigan@aol.com
Bob McKain [Western PA]- bmckain@nb.net
Michael J. McMorrow [Vermont photocards & POW cards

of  WWI & WWII] — SFA@SOVER.NET
Michael E. Mead [Britannia Enterprises - postal history dealer]

— meadbe@s-way.com
Jim Mehrer — [Dealer. Collects expo’s, Navy ships]

—mehrer@postal-history.com
   & website http://www.postal-history.com

Doug Merenda — dougm43@webtv.net

Monte Hensley [Mexico pre1868 & Revolution]
 — MHENSLEY@IBM.NET

Jack Hilbing [Illinois postal hisory; U.S. stampless]
— jack@hilbing.net

Terence Hines [Hanover, NH & #E12-21 on cover]
— terencehines@aol.com

Gerald Hof [Maryland, Virginia, Penn. postal history]
— alfredson2@msn.com

Tim Holmes [machine cancels] — timhol@hotmail.com
Joe Horn — horn@mail.utexas.edu
John Hotchner [20th c auxiliary markings; Xmas seals tied;

Special delivery; wreck & crash mail; some FDCs]
— JMHStamp@ix.netcom.com

Pete Hubicki [1861 3c & Columbia, Montour &
Northumberland Co., PA]
— phubicki@carolina.rr.com

Stan Jameson — empire65@tampabay.rr.com
Stefan T. Jaronski [Ithaca NY; Confed. States military ph]

— bug@midrivers.com
Cary E. Johnson [Michigan p.h.; Railway, Waterway

& Streetcars] — cejohn@umich.edu
Gerald Johnson [3c 1851] — gdj@ix.netcom.com
Jim Johnson [Dealer - Postal History USA]

— Jimdad67@cs.com
Charles A. Jones [CO & Prexy postal history]

— cgjones@gj.net
Barton D. Kamp [Massachusetts postal history]

— bartdk@mindspring.com
Gordon Katz [Postal History on Postcards & Maryland]

— g.e.katz@worldnet.att.net
Phil Kay [Hawaiian postal history] — pilau@aloha.net
Robert Keatts [Walla Walla Co., WA p.h.]

—  lkeatts@innw.net
Joe Kenton [Kansas City airports & flights] — apsjoe2@aol.com
Peter Keyes — [VT illustrated covers] — pbk@sover.net
Curtis R. Kimes [US naval postal history] — pmarche@jps.net
John L. Kimbrough — jlkcsa@aol.com
Kelvin Kindahl [New England p.h.; postmarks]

 — kanda.javanet@rcn.com
Lon King — lon@lonking.net
C. Randy Kimes [US Naval covers] — pmarche@jps.net
Klein, Lucien [Prexies, OR: Marion & Grant Co] — lusal@msn.com
Jim Klinger [Colorado ph & Navel covers] — IX15@aol.com
Kenneth Kloss [OH: Ashland Co; CA: Humboldt Co & LA area;

advertising covers & collars] — monion@webtv.net
Vincent L. Knauss III [Key West ph & US Fancy Cancels]

— knausv@springfieldstampclub.org
Daniel M. Knowles [NY: Suffolk Co, Long Island; 3c 1861-

auxiliary markings, fancy town cancels, paid cancellations]
 — dknowles@med.cornell.edu

Kent Kobersteen [US Scott CII, unusual commercial usages,
unusual off-cover stamps] — kobersteen@aol.com

John Koehler [Montana postal history]
—jkoehler@wa.freei.net

Konigsberg, Paul [Museum of Postal History, NYC]
— pkonigsb@email.usps.gov

Van Koppersmith [Alabama & Mississippi p.h.]
— cleave3@aol.com

Jim Kotanchik [Franklin Co., MA & PO Seals]
— jkotanchik@flashcom.net

George Kramer [west; telegraph]— gjkk@optonline.net
Jon E. Krupnick [Pacific Flights 1936-46 & US Pacific

Possessions]— jonpac@aol.com
Alfred Kugel [20th Cent. Military Mail, US Possessions &

Offices Abroad]— afkugel@hotmail.com
Paul Kukstis [Auction House] — letters@kukstis.com
Rick Kunz [RPO, AGT, RR postmarks]

— rkunz@eskimo.com & www.eskimo.com/~rkunz/
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POSTAL HISTORIANS ON LINE Thomas E. Reiersgord [MN: Hennepin Co; Ux27 usages]
— Reiersgord@aol.com

Norm Ritchie [CO, UT, AZ & NM postal history]
—  mnp@ctos.com

Roger Rhoads [UX1 & UX3 cancels & PH]
— rrrhoads@aol.com

Martin Richardson [OH & IL] — martinR362@aol.com
Thomas Richardson [North Carolina P.H.]

— stamps@northstate.net
Harold Richow [WWII Alaska, US in Canada &

Philippines] — harr@pe.net
Al Ring [Arizona postal history] — ringal@msn.com
William B. Robinson [Dealer; Wisconsin postal history]

—wbrob@hotmail.com
Julius Rockwell [Alaska] — juliusro@alaska.net
Michael Rogers — mrogersinc@aol.com
Robert C. Roland [post cards, postal history, U.S.]

— robt.roland@sbc.global.net
Robert G. Rose [New Jersey p.h.] — rrose@phks.com
Vincent Ross [Indians, machine cancels, RPO]

— var@bluemarble.net
Steve Roth — smroth@itsanet.com
Art Rupert [Rural Branches & Stations]

— aerupert@bentonrea.com
Roger Rydberg [Colorado postal history]

— rrydberg@comcast.net
Russ Ryle [Indiana p.h; U.S. Registered material]

— theryles@bluemarble.net
Bill Sammis [US Express Company labels, stamps & covers]

— cds13@cornell.edu
William A. Sandrik [Dealer + collects Disinfected mail] — sandrik@

ballstonphilatelics.com & www.ballstonphilatelics.com
Robert Sanford [U.S. auxiliary markings]

— rsanford50@hotmail.com
A.J. Savakis [Ohio-machines] — mcsforum@aol.com
Allan Schefer [U.S. foreign mails 1861-1870; fancy cancels, 3c US

1861, Bicycle advertising covers & pcs]
— schef21n@netscape.net

Henry B. Scheuer .[U.S. FDCs, pre-1930] —
hscheuer@jmsonline.com
Dennis W. Schmidt [US Officials & early Texas]

— dews@cox-internet.com
Fred Schmitt —  [Dealer] — fred@fredschmitt.com &

http://www.fredschmitt.com
Roger G. Schnell [Mok Hill pre1870; US ph to fgn. dest.

1934-54] — rkschloss@pstcomputers.com
Niles Schuh [Florida postal history] — niless@earthlink.net
Robert Schultz [Missouri postal history]

— schulhstry@aol.com
Joseph Sedivy [1909 corners. AYPE, uses & destinations]

— JNJSED717@aol.com
John Seidl — jseidl@mindspring.com
Larry R. Sell [postal history] — philart@infoblvd.net
Mike Senta [Alaska postal history] —

msenta@pobox.mtaonline.net
Norman Shachat [Phila. & Bucks Co. PH]

— nshachat@aol.com
Edwin H. Shane [Philippines, WWII military PI, masonic,

Computers — edmarshane@earthlink.net
Lloyd W. Shaw [Utah p.h. & general postal stationery]

— LWStamp@aol.com
Terry Shaw [Alaska] — cgsarchxx@aol.com
Timothy M. Sheehan [NM Territorial ph]

— sheehantm@aol.com
Wesley Shellen [Montana p.h. & Machine cancels]

— WesNDeb@aol.com
Gina Sheridan — [eclectic] gsherida8502@yahoo.com
David J. Simmons [Central Massachusetts] — dsim465835@cs.com
Roland Simoneau [Nevada postal history] — simmy@totcon.com
Ed Siskin [Pre-1800 Postal History] - esiskin@cox.rr.com

Mark Metkin [Idaho postal history]
— metkin@mindspring.com

Jewell Meyer [Arizona] — jlmeyer_2000@yahoo.com
James W. Milgram, M.D. [U.S. postal history and historical

letters, esp. Civil War & West] — j-milgram@nwu.edu
Corbin Miller [Idaho P.h., photo postcards] — clm@lastphase.com
Jim Miller [Dealer] — jmiller@cariboo.bc.ca
Andrew W. Mitchell — ajmitchell2@comcast.net
John Moore — janmoore@comcast.net
Steve Morehead [Colorado postal history]

— steveasc@ix.netcom.com
John G. Mullen [WA state; flags; Ntl Air Mail Week; Snohomish,

Skagit, Island County posmarks]
— longjohn.wa007@netzero.com

Bob Munshower — bearmt19@mail.idt.net
Larry Neal [Holmes Co., Ohio postal history]

—larryln@valkyrie.net
Burnham Neill [FL-Miami/Dade DPOs on PPCs; some MS, MO]

— mbneill@bellsouth.net
Howard Ness — hbness@hotmail.com
Ray L. Newburn [CO, US Pac Islands (Guam, Wake, Midway, etc)

— newburn@mindspring.com
Martin Nicholson — Martin@crozet.demon.co.uk
Bill Nix [Skamania Co., WA] — wanix@gorge.net
Jim Noll — [computer postage] jenca@pacbell.net
Charles A. O’Dell [Missouri & eastern Colorado]

 — odellcd@earthlink.net
Francis E.W. Ogle — fewogle@comcast.net
Clay Olson [Tioga Co., PA] — shawmut@comcast.net
James Orcutt [Washington] — jorcutt@u.washington.edu
Kevin O’Reilly [NWT, Yukon & Labrador; US APOs in Canada]

— xcarc@ssimicro.com
Dennis Pack [Sub-station postmarks; Utah ph]

— packd@hbci.com
John Palm [Merced & Mariposa Co., CA]

—jwpalm@elite.net
Ray Palmer [Oregon, esp. Yamhill & Polk Counties]

— rpalmer@onlinemac.com
Dr. Everett L. Parker [Pitcairn, Canada, Maine]

— eparker@midmaine.com
Alan Parsons [US, UN, NY: Steuben, Schuyllar &

Chemung counties] — alatholleyrd@aol.com
Ed Patera [California] — ELPATERA@aol.com
Bob Patkin [Machine cancels] —  bpat@shore.net
James Patterson — patterson@azbar.org
Norman Pence [Oklahoma] — norpen@hotmail.com
Randy Pence [Yangtze Rier Patrol; WWI medical]

— catclan@earthlink.net
Ken Pendergast — kenp44@charter.net
Eustolio G. Perez [Dealer/Collector Mexico to US covers]

—  SouthwestCC@Prodigy.net
Paul E. Petosky [Michigan postal history & RPOs]

— paulpetosky@yahoo.com
Hans Pohler [U.S. postal history] — hpohler@juno.com
Walt Potts [Monona Co., Iowa] —  Pottsplit@aol.com
Stephen Prigozy [Telegraph covers] — prigozys@aol.com
Ada M. Prill [Delarare Co., NY]

— ada@math.rochester.edu
Peter Rathwell [AZ pre-1890; 1869 US or Canada large Queens]

 — prathwell@swlaw.com
Byron L. Reed [South Dakota p.h.] — laposta@byronreed.com
Art Rupert [Rural stations & branches, CPO & photos]

— aerupert@bentonlea.com
Robert Quintero [Detroit Marine Office/Detroit River Sta

1895-Current] — qover@ameritech.net
Michael J. Rainey [Western/Nevada County, CA covers]

— mjrainey9@hotmail.com
Ramkissoon, Reuben A. — rramkissoon@juno.com
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Rich Small [Machine cancels, post offices] — rsmall9293@aol.com

&http://hometown.aol.com/rsmall9293/mcfmain.htm
R. J. “Jack” Smalling [Iowa DPOs; baseball autographs]

— jack@baseballaddresses.com
Chet Smith [US branches & stations] — cms@psu.edu
Jack M. Smith, Sr. [Texas DPOs; TX Doane Co-ordinator]

— jacksr@tstar.net
Fred Smyithe — FSmyithe@aol.com
Al Soth — asoth@teleport.com
Gus Spector [PA advertising covers & postal history]

— gspec56@aol.com
Keith Spencer [Alberta & western Canada] — krs2@ualberta.ca
Duane Spidle [Colorado; RPOs; precancels 1907 + pre-1907]

—dspidle@concentric.net
Anita Sprankle — sprankle@kutztown.edu
Chet Sprinkle — 73114,.2115@compuserve.com
Ken Stach [Dakota & Nebraska territories]

— ken.stach@kosa.com
Randy Stehle — RSTEHLE@ix.netcom.com
Rex H. “Jim” Stever [Republic of Texas] — rhstever@hotmail.com
Carl Stieg [Dist. Of Columbia to 1910] — carl_phil@webtv.net
Seymour B. Stiss (Chicago & Illinois postal history)

—sbstiss@msn.com
Robert Stoldal [Nevada] - stoldal@lvcom.com
Matt Stoll [Samoa, Arizona & NJ p.h.] — stoll57@yahoo.com
Greg Stone — michcovers@ec.rr.com
David L. Straight [Back of Book] — dls@library.wustl.ed
Howard P. Strohn [CA: Monterey & San Benito Co]

 — howardpstrohn@mybluelight.com
Bob Summerell [Dealer. Collects: U.S. postal history; depression era

4-bars; deltiology] — kusummer@aol.com
Greg Sutherland — Gregfree@aol.com
Robert Svoboda [Montana postal history]

— SVOBODA7@aol.com
Bob Swanson [WWI p.h.] — rds@swansongrp.com

& www.swansongrp.com/posthist.html
John Swanson — jns@johnninaswanson.com
Doug Swisher [Ohio & Florida P.H.] — doug22@mediaone.net
Bill Tatham [California] — wtatham@gte.net
Lavar Taylor — ltaylor@taylorlaw.com
Stephen T. Taylor [Dealer: USA stamps & postal history]

— staylor995@aol.com & www.stephentaylor.co.uk
Gerry Tenney [Prexies, washFrank, 1860s] — gtenney@earthlink.net
Ed Thomas [New England town cancels]

— Edthomas@fsc.edu
The Collectors Club — collectorsclub@nac.net
Don Thompson [Stampless NH, MA, FL]

— thomcat7405@aol.com
Harvey Tilles — tilles@triad.rr.com
Robert L. Toal — rtoal@ukt.edu
Don Tocher [19th Century US] — dontoch@ix.netcom.com

& www.postalnet.com/portfolios
Bob Trachimowicz [Worcester, Mass.] — track@alum.wpe.edu
William Treat [Colorado] — jtsouthwest@msn.com
Ron Trosclair [Louisiana postal history]

— rontrosclair@yahoo.com
Henry G. Turnbull [Arizona & Maine p.h.]

— aznpthgt1@webtv.net
Tom Turner [Alabama postal history] — turnertomp@aol.com
William T. Uhls [19th century US covers; Canal Zone]

— buhls@worldnet.att.net
Frans van de Rivière [international: postmarkers and

procedures] - fr123@planet.nl
Tonny van Loij — tonnyvanl@msn.com
Dirk van Gelderen [Alaska postal history] — dirk@esveld.nl
George P. Wagner [US 2nd Bureau, Wash-Franklins &

Prexies] — Gpwwauk@aol.com
Jim Walker [NJ: Coryell Ferry Stamp Club] — jiwalker@rcn.com

W. Danforth Walker [MD: Baltimore, Howard Co., Westminster]
— dan@insurecollectibles.com

Charles Wallis [OK Indian Territory] — cswallis@telepath.com
Lauck Walton [Meagher Co, MT & Shenandoah Co, VA]

— jwalton@shentel.net
Ron Wankel [Nebraska & WWII APOs on #UC9]

— rwankel@aol.com
Ron Ward [Maryland PH] — Anoph2@aol.com
Jim Watson [Mendocino/Lake Co. CA cancels] — pygwats@mcn.org
John S. Weigle [CA: Vetura Co; officially seald mail of world;

Interrupted mail] — jweigle@vcnet.com
Edward Weinberg [Contra Costa, CA p.h]

— edwardepirus@hotmail.com
Larry Weinstock [Dealer-Western postal history]

— wstampscovers@aol.com
Robert B. Whitney — rmwhit1@juno.com
Mike Wiedemann [Florida p.h. & Cutley Advertising]

— cmikew@mindspring.com
Clarence J. Winstead [NC postcards, RPOs & Doanes]

— clarencewinstead@hotmail.com.
Kirk Wolford [P.H. Dealer] — krkstpco@goldstate.net
Gene Youngman — youngmanpc@juno.com
Nicholas Zevos [Postal history of Northern New York]

— zevosn@Potsdam.edu
Michael Zolno —mzolno@aol.com

Help us Grow La
Posta!

Our goal in 2003 is to in-
crease subscriptions by 10%.
With a little help from you,
our loyal subscribers, this
should be easily achievable.
Do you know of any libraries,
historical societies, or stamp/
postal history societies in
your area? We’d love to send
them a sample issue! Getting addresses isn’t always
easy, though, and that’s where we’d like your help.
Please get out your yellow pages, and send us ad-
dresses of people or organizations who might be inter-
ested in La Posta. Better yet, take out an extra sub-
scription for your favorite organization for only $20/
year, and become a Sustaining Subscriber at the same
time.

Write or e-mail:  Cath Clark, Ad Manager La
Posta  PO Box 100 Chatsworth Island  NSW

2469 AUSTRALIA
laposta_cclark@hotmail.com
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Part 3: Other Civilian Internees in the US and
US Civilians Detained Abroad

By Richard W. Helbock
Previous installments have discussed mail from Nisei
soldiers serving with various US Army units and mail
from Japanese-American civilians interned at the ten
major relocation centers scattered around the west-
ern and central United States. While the vast major-
ity of civilians interned in the United States during
World War II were of Japanese ancestry—and most
of them were housed in the ten relocation centers—
there were also some civilians of other nationalities
interned as well as a number of smaller internment
facilities that held both Japanese-Americans and oth-
ers. These smaller facilities were operated either by
the Department of Justice through its Immigration and
Naturalization Service (U.S.I. & N.S., herein abbre-
viated INS) or the US Army. Official records con-

cerning some of these facilities are sketchy, but those
that have been documented will be discussed in this
article.

Most American civilians—both government employ-
ees and private citizens—managed to evacuate areas
of potential conflict in Europe and Asia prior to ini-
tiation of hostilities, but there were some who were
trapped in areas controlled by hostile forces. A fairly
large-scale capture of American civilians occurred in
the Philippines after the surprise attack by Japan on
December 8, 1941. This article will also consider mail
to and from American civilians held in Europe and
Asia during the war. It will not consider mail services
to and from military prisoners of war—either Ameri-
can service men and women held abroad or foreign
combatants held in the United States—although some
of the same facilities that housed civilian internees
within the US were also used to hold captured for-
eign military personnel.

Detention of Enemy Aliens

Surveillance of selected alien residents was under-
taken by the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) as
early as January 1941. Following the US declaration

The author is indebted to Louis Fiset of Seattle,
Washington, for his invaluable assistance in both
providing certain critical factual details and
allowing us to publish several illustrations from his
award winning collections.

Figure 1 This cover was mailed in March 1943 by Rose Maier, a German national being held at
the Ellis Island Internment Hall as an ememy alien by the INS. As such she was allowed free
franking priviledges on surface mail under terms of the Geneva Convention of 1929.

World War II Mail to & from the Camps
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The most widely used temporary detention center was
Ellis Island in New York Bay, but other centers such
as Sharp Park south of San Francisco were also used.

Ellis Island is, of course, an American icon. Between
1892 and 1941 the Immigration Center was the pri-
mary point of entry into the United States for hun-
dreds of thousands of immigrants—mostly from Eu-
rope—seeking a better life in the New World. The
role of the center changed with the outbreak of war,
and by late December 1941 the detention center held
279 Japanese, 248 Germans, and 81 Italians all from
the East Coast. Hundreds of new detainees were
brought to Ellis Island with each passing month of
the war. Most of these were Germans and Italians,
and most were either transferred or released after only
a few months . A few, however, were held at Ellis
Island for as long as two years (figure 1).

Department of Justice Camps

Internment camps operated by the Department of Jus-
tice, unlike the relocation centers run by the War Re-
location Authority, were cloaked in wartime security.
Even today, there is little detailed information avail-
able about the numbers of people interned, their na-
tionalities, or the length of their internment. The very
existence of the number and location of some of these
camps is open to question. Michi Nishiura Weglyn in
her pioneering book Years of Infamy, identified a list
of Justice Department camps that held Japanese
Americans based upon the distribution of Japanese
relief goods carried on the M/V Gripsholm, a Swed-
ish ship used as an intermediary by the Japanese and
American governments to exchange prisoners.

of war against Japan, Germany and Italy on Decem-
ber 8, 1941, and by prior arrangement between the
Justice Department and the War Department, enemy
aliens perceived as national security risks were ar-
rested by the FBI and turned over to the INS for tem-
porary detention. During this period each individual,
whether Japanese, German, or Italian, was to be heard
before a loyalty hearing board to determine whether
he [and in a few cases, she] should be released or
interned. Those ordered interned were to be turned
over to the Army for permanent internment.

About 4,000 civilians living in the United States were
detained by the FBI as “enemy aliens.” About half of
these people were Japanese immigrants, or Issei, many
of whom had resided in the US for years but were
still citizens of Japan. The remainder were people of
German and Italian nationality.

Initially, these enemy aliens were sent to temporary
detention stations operated by the INS where they
were extensively interrogated at hearings held to de-
termine their future disposition. Most of the aliens
considered a threat to the US were then sent to in-
ternment camps operated by the U. S. Army. This plan
changed with the influx of POWs from the North
Africa campaign. The Army, in February 1943, asked
to be relieved from its obligation, and the INS was all
too happy to regain control over its original charges.
The return of internees of war to INS custody was
completed by June 1943.

All internees fell under the guidelines of the Geneva
Convention of 1929 and were thus guaranteed letter
writing privileges. However, unlike Japanese Ameri-
cans in the assembly centers and relocation centers,
quotas were placed on outgoing mail, and
100% of the mail, both outgoing and incom-
ing, was censored.  Free franking privileges
were provided for surface mail. German,
Italian, and Japanese language censors were
hired by the INS and stationed at their
camps, thus facilitating the movement of
mail. Local Army censors could only read
English language mail and had to send all
other mail to New York (POW Unit), thus
delaying the transmission of the mail and
subjecting it to different standards of cen-
sorship.

Map 1 The INS operated seven major internment camps
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The first of these camps were initiated prior to
US entry into the war when the INS secured
long term leases of facilities at Fort Missoula,
Montana, Fort Lincoln, North Dakota, and Fort
Stanton, New Mexico in Spring 1941. The ser-
vice had been assigned the task of housing some
one thousand Italian and 700 German merchant
seamen during 1940 when their vessels had been
surrendered or sunk in neutral waters after their
countries entered the war. The 1,000 Italian sea-
men were sent Fort Missoula, and the German
seamen were divided with 450 confined at Fort
Stanton and 250 sent to Fort Lincoln.

Seven major Department of Justice camps are
rather well documented and those will be con-
sidered individually herein (map 1). Unlike the
relocation and assembly centers that were
guarded by military police, these camps were
policed by Border Patrol Agents.

CRYSTAL CITY, TEXAS

A 290-acre site adjacent to the town of Crystal
City that had originally been a Farm Security
Administration migrant labor camp was up-
graded beginning in late 1942 to house 3,500
people in a fenced compound watched over by
armed guards in towers. Although originally
intended as a family camp for Japanese nation-
als, the first arrivals were Germans and the camp
was eventually divided into a Japanese section
and a German-Italian section. The peak popula-
tion was about 4,000, and some two-thirds of
those were of Japanese ancestry. Of that num-
ber, some 600 were brought in from Hawaii and
660 were transported from Peru (figure 2).

The Peruvian government under the leadership
of President Manuel Prado was very enthusias-
tic about the US State Department’s invitation
in late 1941 to “impound, with the option of
handing over to American authorities for care
and custody, persons who might be considered
potentially dangerous to hemispheric security,
with special emphasis on the Japanese.”
(Weglyn, p.57) The State Department was de-
sirous of increasing the number of Japanese citi-
zens held in the US in order to have greater le-
verage in bartering for American civilians cap-
tured by the Japanese in China, the Philippines
and elsewhere. More on this subject later in the
article.

Figure 2 Internee of War lettersheet from Crystal City
to Lima, Peru. Censored at New York Censorship
station.
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KENEDY, TEXAS

The Kenedy Internment Camp had formerly been a
Civilian Conservation Corp facility and the townsfolk
reportedly lobbied vigorously to convert the aban-
doned 22-acre site into an internment camp. The first
internees arrived in April 1942 and included 464 Ger-
man, 156 Japanese and 14 Italian citizens who had
been living in Latin American countries.

Figure 3 This cover was mailed by a German
national interned at the Kenedy Detention Station
in April 1943.

Figure 4 This cover was mailed by the same German national that sent the letter from Ellis
Island shown in figure 1. Here we see that she had been transferred to the Seagoville Detention
Station in Texas. Note the use of the incorrectly worded handstamp marking to indicate free
franking. Rose Maier was not a Prisoner of War, but an interned enemy alien.

Population of the camp increased to about 2,000 in
1943 and included some 700 Japanese nationals (fig-
ure 3). In September 1944, the Kenedy camp was con-
verted to a POW facility to house German prisoners
and after July 1945 the camp also housed several hun-
dred Japanese POWs.

SEAGOVILLE, TEXAS

The Seagoville Internment Camp was located near
Dallas. It had originally been built as a federal prison
for women, but in 1942 the Justice Department re-
designated it as an internment camp. It initially housed
a group of 50 female Japanese language teachers re-
moved from the West Coast. Female internees of
German nationality were also interned at Seagoville
(figure 4).

The facility consisted of two-story brick buildings
including six dormitories of 40 to 68 rooms each. Ini-
tially there was no fence around the grounds, but, as
the population was expanded to include families of
Japanese nationals from Latin American countries,
the facility was enclosed by a high fence and 50 small
plywood huts were built as family quarters.
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Figure 5 This cover was mailed by Captain Wilhelm Daehne of the
German luxury liner SS Columbus while he was interned at the Fort
Stanton detention Station in February 1942. It displays the boxed
censor marking used by INS on Detained Enemy Alien Mail. [Courtesy
of Louis Fiset Collection, hereafter identified as “LFC”]

FORT STANTON, NEW MEXICO

This facility, located about 20 miles north of Ruidoso
in south central New Mexico, occupied buildings and
grounds that had once been part of the US Army’s
Fort Stanton reservation in the last half of the 19th

century. In 1890s the fort was transferred to the US
Public Health Ser-
vice to be used as a
tuberculosis sana-
torium, and during
the 1930s the CCC
added barracks to
the complex.

The first internees
were German na-
tionals who had
been the crew of
the luxury liner
Columbus that was
scuttled 450 miles
off Cape May, New
Jersey, on orders
from Berlin on De-
cember 19, 1939.
The crew was res-
cued by an Ameri-
can ship and taken
to Ellis Island. Nu-
merous attempts

were made to repatriate
them, but all proved unsuc-
cessful and in the Spring of
1941 they were assigned
temporary housing in the
deserted CCC barracks.
Entry of the US into war
with Germany meant that
the Columbus crew were
now enemy aliens (figure
5). The INS brought in bor-
der guards and erected at
barbed wire fence. Later,
other German civilians
were taken to Fort Stanton
from the Los Angeles area.

SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

The Department of Justice
acquired an 80-acre site
from the New Mexico State
Penitentiary in February

1942 that included a CCC barracks built to house 450
men. Work was begun immediately to expand the fa-
cility and by March the Santa Fe Detention Station
was able to accommodate 1,400 men in wood and
tarpaper barracks.

Figure 6 This post card was mailed by an ememy alien of Japanese ancentry
from the Santa Fe Detention Center to an interned Japanese-American at the
Gila River Relocation Center in Arizona.
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1930s the post became a regional headquarters of the
CCC, and in 1941 it was acquired by the Justice De-
partment and used to house 1,000 Italian seamen who
had surrendered their vessels in neutral ports after
Italy entered the war. With America’s entry into war,
the Italian seamen became enemy aliens. The com-
pound was fenced and guard towers were added.

A group of Issei from various locations along the West
coast were brought to Fort Missoula by train on De-
cember 18, 1941, and by the end of the year there
were 633 Issei interned at the camp. Many more ci-
vilians were brought in during the early months of
1942 and by April there were over 2,000 male intern-
ees roughly half Japanese American and half Italian
seamen. The average age of the Issei detainees was
60, and most were quickly given custody hearings
and either paroled or handed over to the Army. Only
29 Issei remained by the end of 1942.

An initial population of 826 Japanese-American men
were brought to the Santa Fe Detention Station from
California in March 1942. These individuals were
quickly processed and over 500 of them were trans-
ferred to relocation centers. The remainder were sent
on to camps run by the US Army. All had left Santa
Fe by the end of September 1942. The camp was de-
activated at that time, but it reopened in February 1943
when plans were made to transfer all civilian intern-
ees back to the Justice Department. This caused the
Santa Fe camp to be expanded, and it eventually
reached a peak population of 2,100 in July 1945. A
large number of the new arrivals were older Japa-
nese-Americans from the Tule Lake Segregation Cen-
ter in California who had elected to renounce their
US citizenship (figure 6).

FORT MISSOULA, MONTANA

The Army post at Fort Missoula dates from 1877 when
it was established just four miles from the town of
Missoula to control local Indian problems. In the

Figure 7 This cover carried a message from an Italian detainee at the Fort Missoula Detention Camp. It was
apparently sent on via courier to the New York Censor Station for translation and postmarked there October
19, 1943. Since the Italians surrendered in early September 1943, the interned Italians were technically no
longer “enemy aliens.” Treatment of the detainee’s mail did not, however, immediately change with the sign-
ing of an armistice.
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Lochsa River between Lewiston, Idaho, and Lolo Pass
on the Montana border. The Kooskia camp was closed
in May 1945.

FORT LINCOLN, NORTH DAKOTA

Fort Lincoln Internment Camp occupied an old US
Army facility that had served as the state headquar-
ters for the CCC in the 1930s. Situated about five
miles south of Bismarck, the site featured two brick
army barracks built in 1903 and a scattering of wooden
prefabricated building left by the CCC.

The first internees at Fort Lincoln were German com-
mercial seamen who had been onboard ships in Ameri-
can waters when the war broke out. A group of Japa-
nese American were brought to Fort Lincoln in 1942,
but they were swiftly paroled and moved on to camps
operated by the US Army. Throughout most of the
war, the internee population was composed almost
completely of German nationals (figure 8).

In February 1945 a group of 650 Japanese Nisei were
brought to Fort Lincoln. Most of these were Japa-
nese-Americans who had been classified as “recalci-
trants” from Tule Lake. They had renounced their

The Italian seamen population rose to over 1,200 and
included an opera company that had been touring the
US when war broke out and 75 workers from the Italy
Pavilion at the New York World’s fair who were
stranded after the fair closed in October 1940. Some
Italian internees worked on local farms, helped fight
forest fires and at jobs in Missoula until they were
released following the surrender of Italy in 1943 (fig-
ure 7). In March 1944, a group of 258 Japanese na-
tionals were temporarily held at Fort Missoula be-
fore being transferred to Santa Fe, New Mexico. The
Fort Missoula internment camp was closed in July
1944.

KOOSKIA, IDAHO

Kooskia was a sub-camp of Fort Missoula. Overall
administration of the facility was conducted from Fort
Missoula, and out-going mail written in Japanese was
taken by courier to Fort Missoula for censorship. At
one time the site had been a CCC camp, but in May
1943 it became home to 256 Japanese aliens—most
of whom had been residents of various western
states—and the 28 civilian employees of the Justice
Department who managed the camp. All of the in-
ternees were male and most were employed in road
building on the Lewis and Clark Highway along the

Figure 8 This cover was mailed from Oakland, California, in February 1942 to a German doctor
being held as an enemy alien at Fort Lincoln Detention Center. Note the use of the same INS
boxed censor handstamp as seen on outgoing mail in figures 5 and 6.
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Map 2 Enemy alien civilians including Japanese, German and Italian nationals were
interned at selected US Army installations during the first 18 months of the war. This
map shows the location of some of these facilities.

American citizenship and were to be sent to Japan at
the end of the war. There were also some Japanese
nationals who were to be repatriated to Japan.

U. S. Army Facilities

The US Army interned civil-
ians at several locations
around the nation during the
early years of the war, but
early in 1943 a decision was
reached whereby the Army
would house only military
prisoners at its facilities and
civilian internees were trans-
ferred to the Justice Depart-
ment (map 2). Most of the
civilians interned by the
Army were accommodated
on existing military bases,
but there were two excep-
tions: Camp Lordsburg,
New Mexico and String-
town, Oklahoma.

CAMP LORDSBURG, NEW MEXICO

The camp was located about three miles east of
Lordsburg in far southeastern New Mexico, not far
from the Arizona border. Intended specifically to

Figure 9 This cover was mailed by an internee at the US Army’s
Lordsburg Camp to another internee in the Fort Missoula INS camp.
Note the straight-line War Department censor marking from Lordsburg
and the boxed INS censor marking applied at Fort Missoula. [LFC]
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Figure 10 An Internee of War lettersheet mailed by an interned German national at the
US Army’s Stringtown Interment Camp in August 1942. The letter was written in English
and censored at Stringtown Camp.

house Japanese-Americans, construction began in
February 1942 and in July of that year a group of 613
Issei were transferred to the Lordsburg camp from
the Justice Department’s Fort Lincoln center near
Bismarck, North Dakota.

The internee population of Camp Lordsburg increased
gradually to a peak of about 1,500 Japanese, but these
men were all dispersed to Justice Department camps
in early 1943 and the Lordsburg facility was converted
to a POW camp for Italian military prisoners (figure
9). Between 1943 and 1945 Camp Lordsburg housed
as many as 4,000 POWs.

STRINGTOWN, OKLAHOMA

In 1933 a prison facility was established on 8,000
acres of land north of Stringtown in east-central Okla-
homa. The purpose was to relieve overcrowding at
the Oklahoma State Penitentiary and initially 350 in-
mates were housed in tents and temporary barracks.
In 1937 the Stringtown facility was converted to the
Oklahoma State Technical Institute with a goal of
training inmates to become skilled workers. The Army

acquired use of the Stringtown facility in 1942 and
converted it to an internment camp for enemy aliens
(figure 10).

After the Army transferred all civilian internees to
the Justice department, Stringtown was used to house
German naval POWs. In 1945 the Army declared that
it no longer needed the facility and it was returned to
the Oklahoma State prison system.

FORT SILL, OKLAHOMA

In 1942 some 350 Japanese American Issei were tem-
porarily held at Fort Sill near Lawton, an immense
military reservation that is currently home to the
Army’s Field Artillery branch. No details concerning
the composition of the internees, the location of the
holding facility, nor their length of detention at Fort
Sill are available.

CAMP MCCOY, WISCONSIN

Camp McCoy, a former CCC camp located nine miles
west of Tomah, Wisconsin, was the temporary home
of 170 Issei who were transferred there in February
1942 from Sand Island Internment Camp in Hono-
lulu. The internees were soon dispersed to other camps
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and—ironically—Camp McCoy became the training
camp of the 100th Infantry Battalion, the all Nisei
National Guard unit from Hawaii. Later in the war
Japanese POWs were held at Camp McCoy.

CAMP FORREST, TENNESSEE

Some of the Hawaiian Issei transferred from Camp
McCoy were moved to Camp Forrest near Chatta-
nooga, Tennessee. Accommodations were limited to
hastily built 5-man huts.

Figure 11 This cover was mailed by a Nisei PFC in the 100th Infantry—the famed Hawaiian
National Guard unit—stationed at Camp Shelby, Mississippi, to his cousin who was interned by
the US Army at Camp Livingston. An arrival marking of the Internment Camp post office
indicates that the letter took two days to reach the camp, but a second time clock marking
suggests that it was held up 10 days by censorship.
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CAMP LIVINGSTON, LOUISIANA

Over 800 persons of Japanese ancestry were held at
Camp Livingston near Alexandria, Louisiana (figure
11). About half of these were from the West Coast,
354 were from Hawaii and 160 were from Panama
and Costa Rica. They were dispersed to Justice De-
partment camps in early 1943.

FORT SAM HOUSTON, TEXAS

A number of Hawaiian Issei and about 40 other Issei
who had been held at Fort Missoula were transferred
to Fort Sam Houston and held with about 300 Alas-
kan Issei. This was a very temporary arrangement and
after nine days the group was transferred to Camp
Lordsburg, New Mexico.

FORT MEADE, MARYLAND

This installation held German enemy aliens, but no
other details have been found.

Additional US Sites of Detention of
Civilians

The US State Department also maintained separate
facilities for detaining enemy aliens, but these were
far above the standards of accommodation to which
most interned civilians were subjected. With an eye
toward the treatment expected for captured Ameri-
can diplomats in hostile nations, the State Department
arranged for Japanese, German and Italian diplomats
to be housed in a series of resort hotels scattered
throughout the Appalachian Mountains from Penn-
sylvania to Georgia. Security was provided by the INS,

YTILICAF NOITACOL SETON
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Table 1 Facilities used by the US State Department to hold diplomatic staff of
enemy nations during World War II. (Source: INS History, Genealogy, and
Education (http://www.immigration.gov/graphics/aboutus/history/eados.htm)

but in all other respects these pampered foreigners
were treated as “guests” of the US Government. A
listing of facilities used by the Department of State to
hold foreign diplomats is shown in table 1.

One of the more unusual and least known internments
of civilians during the war was the forced relocation
of Aleuts from the Aleutian and Pribilof Islands to
southeast Alaska. Some 160 were evacuated from vil-
lages in the Aleutians and another 477 were removed
from the Pribilofs in mid-1942 to be housed at a se-
ries of relocation camps for the duration of the war.
Louis Fiset presented a detailed discussion of this
relocation in his “Relocation of Aleuts to Southeast
Alaska in World War II,” in La Posta (Dec 1990-Jan
1991, Whole No. 126).

American Civilians Interned Overseas

Statistics vary widely, but it has been estimated by
the Center for Internee Rights that 4,749 U.S. civil-
ians were held by the Germans and 13,996 American
civilians were interned by Japan.1 The problem of
determining accurate numbers of civilian internees is
complicated by the definition of terms. For example,
Dr. Charles Stenger in his 2000 report prepared for
the Department of Veterans Affairs, claims 7,300
American civilians were interned by Japan. He also
cites an additional 13,000 Amerasians holding Ameri-
can citizenship who hid during this period, but who
were never interned.2

A distinction is also drawn between American civil-
ians living in Europe and Asia who had been warned
several times by the US State Department to leave
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tion. Meanwhile, the American Emergency Commit-
tee of the Red Cross obtained permission from Santo
Tomas University authorities to use the buildings and
grounds as an internment camp in case the incoming
Japanese forces decided to imprison civilians of the
Allied Nations.

On New Years Day the local newspaper declared that
the Japanese were on the verge of entering the city
and advised residents to remain in their homes. Ameri-
can and other Western civilians began packing toilet
articles and a change of clothing. On January 2nd in
mid-afternoon the first units of the Japanese Army
began entering Manila. They set up card tables at
important intersections throughout the city and be-
gan making announcements ordering all enemy aliens
(American and British nationals) to remain at home
until they could be registered and investigated.

The following morning, all Americans and British
were ordered to report to the campus of Santo Tomas
University. On January 4 the first internees arrived at
Santo Tomas numbering approximately 300, all of
whom were from the South Malate District of Ma-
nila. While Americans and British were most numer-
ous, the prisoners were of many nationalities. The
men, women, and children included American, Brit-
ish, Australian, Canadian, Swedish, Polish, Norwe-
gian, French, Egyptian, Slovakian, Swiss, Chinese,
and Mexican passport holders. The camp population
eventually grew to some 3,800 as additional foreign
nationals were added from all over the Philippines.

Figures 12-15 illustrate four pieces from a correspon-
dence addressed to an American woman interned at
the Santo Tomas camp. The figure 12 cover contains
a typed one-page letter dated lined March 16, 1943.
It begins:

Dearest Louise,
We were so happy to be informed today that

we might communicate with you, though briefly.

The letter then went on to report various family ac-
tivities to the recipient suggesting that the internee
was a knowledgable and close relative; perhaps a sis-
ter. The San Bernardino postmark is dated the same
day and the envelope is addressed via New York. It is
possible that this cover was transported on to Japa-
nese authorities on board the second voyage of M/V
Gripsholm.

The letter contained in the figure 13 cover is written
in manuscript and covers two sides of a single piece
of paper. The content is strictly concerned with fam-

Europe and Asia, and those American citizens in the
Philippines and vicinity who were not warned. Oth-
ers might suggest a distinction should be made based
upon the reasons why American civilians found them-
selves in harms way in the first place. Some of the
civilians interned by Germany and Japan were repre-
sentatives of the United States government ranging
from high-ranking diplomats to low-level function-
aries in various overseas agencies including War,
Navy, and Merchant Marine personnel. Other interned
American civilians were overseas for purely private
reasons. These included missionaries, representatives
of commercial enterprises, travelers and even retir-
ees.

When compared to the amount of surviving mail to
and from Japanese-Americans and enemy aliens in-
terned in the United States, mail to and from Ameri-
can civilians interned by Japan and Germany is not
common. Why, we might ask, should that be the case?

First of all, the numbers of civilians interned by each
side were vastly different. Over 110,000 Japanese-
Americans were sent to camps in the US along with
thousands more enemy aliens from Germany and Italy.
This compares with less than 20,000 American civil-
ians interned by Germany and Japan according to even
the most generous estimates.

Secondly, the nature of internment differed consider-
ably. Camps in the United States, although Spartan,
provided internees with the basic requirements of civi-
lization, including the ability to communicate with
the outside world. Despite the fact that there were
some restrictions placed on the amount of correspon-
dence by internees at some camps—particularly non-
English language correspondence—both Japanese-
Americans and enemy aliens were permitted access
to the post. Americans interned in Japan and Germany
faced considerably different circumstances. Japanese
authorities severely restricted mail to and from Ameri-
can internees at the Santo Tomas Internment Camp
in Manila as they did at their other camps for interned
westerners throughout southeast Asia. German au-
thorities, although somewhat less restrictive, also
maintained tight control over the flow of mail.

SANTO TOMAS INTERNMENT CAMP

Manila was declared an open city on December 26,
1941. The local government and United States Army
Forces publicized their retirement from the city in
the hopes that the Japanese Army would not shoot
their way in causing wide scale death and destruc-
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Figure 12 This cover carried a letter from San Bernardino, California, dated March
16, 1943, to an American internee at the Santo Tomas Internment Camp in Manila.
The Japanese chop indicates that the cover was received and is probably an
indication of censorship.

Figure 13 This cover from the same correspondence was mailed five months later.
Note the use of a paper tape bearing Japanese chop to reseal the envelope along the
right edge.
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ily business, but the writer begins
with an indication that this is the
fourth letter she has written since
April 21st and has yet to hear “if
you are getting them.”

The third available cover from this
correspondence is postmarked
February 13, 1944 (figure 14). The
only contents is a 3x5-inch card
that reads:

Dearest Louise,
Our loving thoughts are

with you always. Everyone well
here. Please write when pos-
sible.

FLORENCE

The message is type in capital
block letters of the same style used
to address the envelope. It is quite
evident that severe restrictions had
been imposed between August
1943 and February 1944 on both
the length of acceptable messages
and the form in which they were
delivered.

The fourth and final message
available in the correspondence is
a Postage Free Post Card issued
by the US Government and iden-
tified as Form 2277 of June 1944
(figure 15). According to the no-
tation at upper left on the address
side, it was apparently provided to

Figure 14 Postmarked February 14, 1944, the cover
carried a simple 3x5-inch card with 17 word message.

those wishing to correspond with either
Prisoners of war or Civilian Internees
(Cross out one).

The January 23, 1945, message—like the
address—is written in block capitals as di-
rected at the bottom of the card, and appar-
ently the writer said something that the US
censor found objectionable for a portion of
the message has been both scratched out
and heavily inked over.

Santo Tomas Internment Camp was liber-
ated by allied forces on February 3, 1945,
so it is very likely that Mrs. L. M. Smith
received the card shown in figure 15 after
she was freed from interment. It may be
noted that there is no indication of Japa-
nese censorship on the card.

Figure 15 Form 2277 replaced letters enclosed in envelopes in
late 1944 as the preferred (only permissable?) means of
corresponding with Santo Tomas internees.
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AMERICAN CIVILIANS HELD BY GERMANY

Only about one-third as many American civilians were
held by Germany as those held by Japan. The expan-
sion of Nazi Germany throughout Europe had been
underway for over two years, and to most Americans
the clear and present danger represented by the re-
gime provided strong incentives for seeking safety
before the US became involved in hostilities. Never-
theless, a few thousand American civilians were ap-
parently interned by Germany, but the author is un-
aware of any large scale civilian internment camp in
the nature of the Santo Tomas camp in Manila.

There is evidence, however, that not all American
internees were dealt with on equal basis by the Nazi
Government. According to an article by Peter Ephross
titled “U.S. Holocaust Survivors Scheduled to Receive
German Reparation Funds” in Jewish Telegraphic
Agency, June 22, 1999:

The first instance of internee compensation be-
gan with the Hugo Princz decision. Hugo Princz was
an American citizen living with his family in Slovakia.
When the United States declared war against Ger-
many, Princz and the seven members of his family
were turned over to the Nazis. He spent 3 years in
Auschwitz and was the only member of his immedi-
ate family to survive.

After the war, he waged a 40-year battle through
the courts and Congress for reparations from Ger-
many. Finally, in 1995, Princz and 10 other Ameri-
can survivors shared in a $2.1 million settlement from
Germany. Subsequently, an agreement between the
U.S. government and that of Germany resulted in the
establishment of the Holocaust Claims Program.

In 1997, the Foreign Claims Settlement Commis-
sion ruled that only those Americans who suffered in
a concentration camp or sub camp, or were made to
participate in a forced labor march, were eli-
gible for the Holocaust Claims Program. As
a result of an agreement between the United
States and Germany which is part of the Ho-
locaust Claims Program, the U.S. Treasury
received $18.5 million from Germany, which,
reportedly, it will pay out to 235 eligible sur-
vivors in lump sum payments of $30,000 to
$250,000. According to an article from the
Jewish Telegraphic Agency, until the 1995
Hugo Princz decision, no individuals impris-
oned in Nazi camps who were U.S. citizens
at the time of the war had been compensated
by Germany.3

On the other hand, American diplomats as well as
certain other prominent Americans received much
more favorable treatment at the hands of Germany.
Consider this account of Thomas Kernan, prominent
American journalist and author:

Thomas Kernan was educated at Georgetown Uni-
versity, receiving his B.A. in 1922, and his M.A. in
1923. In 1925, he joined the staff of Conde Nast Pub-
lications in New York City. He was general manager
of the staff and later circulation manager of Vogue,
Vanity Fair, and House and Garden magazines.

In 1937, Kernan became the publisher of the
French edition of Vogue in Paris. When Nazi Ger-
many invaded France in June 1940, he remained in
the country assisting with the evacuation of French
and American friends and the preservation of their
property.

Kernan returned to the U.S. in 1941, and resigned
from Conde Nast the following year. He became a
freelance journalist for some time until August 1942,
when he returned to France with the American Red
Cross to further assist in the evacuation of American
civilians and diplomats.

In November 1942, Kernan was interned with the
American diplomatic corps at Lourdes. Early in 1943,
he was moved to Baden Baden, Germany, where he
would be detained for another thirteen months. Here,
he wrote his novel, Now with the Morning Star, per-
haps the first to be written in an internment camp.

After his release, Kernan entered the U.S. Intelli-
gence Service and served in England and Germany
with the Office of War Information from 1944 through
the end of the war.4

Carl Forkel, Jr. was an diplomat assigned to the Ameri-
can Embassy of the Vichy French government in Oc-
tober 1941 (figure 16). When the US declared war on

Figure 16 This cover was mailed to Carl Forkel while he
was serving with the American Embassy in Vichy, France.
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Germany, he became an enemy alien in the eyes of
the German government and was interned. But, as
with the case with German diplo-
mats in the US, Forkel was sent to
the mountain resort of Baden
Baden. Figure 17 illustrated a cover
mailed by Forkel probably in July
1943 to his father in Texas. The
routing of the cover may be traced
in its backstamps. It passed through
Bern, Switzerland, on August 4th,
and reached the American legation
in Lisbon, Portugal on August 12th.
A handwritten notation on the front
of the cover suggests that it reached
its destination on August 28, 1943.

Figure 18 carried a reply from
Forkel’s father in Texas. After be-
ing censored in the US, it reached
the American Legation at Lisbon on
December 11, 1943, and went on to
Germany where it was censored by
the Nazis.

Figure 17 This cover was
mailed by Carl Forkel while he
was interned by the German
government at a resort hotel in
Baden Baden.The routing was
through Switzerland and
Portugal to the USA.

Figure 18 This cover was mailed from Waco, Texas, in late 1943
to Carl Forkel, an American diplomat interned at a resort in
Baden Baden, Germany. It traveled from New York through the
American Legation in Lisbon.
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US-JAPAN PRISONER EXCHANGES VIA M/V GRIPSHOLM

The Swedish registered M/V Gripsholm was em-
ployed by the United States and Japan as an interme-
diary through which to exchange captured civilians
and mail. The vessel made two such exchange trips
early in the war. On the first trip the Gripsholm de-
parted New York City on June 18, 1942. She rendez-
voused with the M/V Asama Maru, which sailed from
Yokohama on June 25th , at Lorenço Marques, Portu-
guese Mozambique.

The second voyage of the Gripsholm from the United
States departed new York on September 2. 1943. This
time, the exchange took place at Marmagao, Goa,
Portuguese India. The Japanese used M/V Teia Maru
which sailed from Yokohama on September 14th, and
the exchange took place between October 15th and
22nd.5

The degree to which these prisoner exchanges and
the internment of Japanese nationals in US camps is
related becomes clear when considering the letter
written by Secretary of State Cordell Hull to Presi-
dent Roosevelt on August 27, 1942. Hull writes:

There are in China 3,300 American citizens who
desire to return to the United States. Many of them
are substantial persons who have represented impor-
tant American business and commercial interests and

a large number of missionaries. They are scattered
all through that part of China occupied by the Japa-
nese. Some of them are at liberty, some of them are
in concentration camps, and some of them have lim-
ited liberty, but all of them subject to momentary cruel
and harsh treatment by their oppressors. Under our
agreement with Japan which is still operating, we will
be able to remove these people. It will take two more
trips of the Gripsholm to do so. In exchange for them
we will need to send out Japanese in the same quan-
tity….

In addition, there are 3,000 non-resident Ameri-
can citizens in the Philippines. We have no agree-
ment for their exchange but it has been intimated that
Japan might consider an exchange of them. It would
be very gratifying if we could obtain those people
from Japanese control and return them to the United
States. But to do so we would have to exchange Japa-
nese for them. That would take two more round trips
of the Gripsholm.

Still, in addition, there are 700 civilians interned
in Japan proper captured at Guam and Wake. It is
probable that we might arrange for their return. But
in order to obtain them we would have to release Japa-
nese….

With the foregoing as predicate, I propose the fol-
lowing course of action:

…Continue our exchange agreement with the
Japanese until the Americans are out of China, Japan
and the Philippines—so far as possible…

Figure 19 Letter carried to Portuguese East Africa on the Gripsholm.  Airmail to the exchange office
at New York and from there by ship.  Six cents underpays the 8 cent rate.  Postmarked June 2, 1942, in
time to reach New York prior to the departure of the Gripsholm on June 18, 1942.  Censored at New
York; then forwarded to U.S. Customs at New York where a U.S. Customs officer examined and passed
it on June 6th (brown sealing tape.)  Letter was delivered to the addressee after the repatriate boarded
the Gripsholm at Lourenço Marques, on July 28th. [LFC]
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Continue our efforts to remove all the Japanese
from these American Republic countries for intern-
ment in the United States.

Countinue our efforts to remove from South and
Central America all the dangerous Germans and Ital-
ians still there, together with their families…6

The Gripsholm never made a third voyage to exchange
American civilians for Japanese as Secretary Hull sug-
gested in his letter to Roosevelt. After completing her
second voyage in November 1943, she was used to
exchange people in the European theatre and never
returned to East Africa or Asia.7

Figure 20 Red Cross Message U.S. TO JAPAN. Fort Missoula internment camp to Japan. Written April 30, 1942.
Censored at Fort Missoula and the New York POW Unit. Processed by the American Red Cross June 11, 1942 and
carried aboard the Gripsholm to Lourenço Marques, which sailed from New York on June 18th.  Transferred to the
Asama Maru on July 22nd and carried to Japan.  Reply, on reverse side, was processed by the Tokyo Red Cross on
September 3, 1943 and carried to Mormugao, Goa by the Teia Maru.  There it was transferred to the Gripsholm  and
taken to New York on the return leg of its second voyage.[LFC]

Figures 19 through 24 illustrate postal items carried
by the M/V Gripsholm on her two voyages of civilian
prisoner exchange between the United States and Ja-
pan. Such postal history artifacts are not commonly
seen and are highly prized by specialists in this area.

Endnotes

1 See statistics on WWII POWs and internees from
the Center for Internee Rights, Inc an advocacy group,
at its Web site [http:/www.expows.com].

2 Stenger, Charles A. American Prisoners of War in
WWI, WWII, Korea, Vietnam, Persian Gulf, Somalia,
Bosnia, and Kosovo. Statistical Data Concerning
Numbers Captured, Repatriated, and Still Alive as of
January 1, 2000. Prepared for the DVA Advisory Com-



27La Posta         September 2003

Figure 21 Postmarked Sep 28,
1942.  Georgia to New York
City. Held in New York.
Eleven cents overpays the 8
cent domestic airmail/
international surface rate.
New York censorship.
Negotiations for a second
diplomatic exchange continued
for a year.  The exchange site
was not revealed until a week
before the Gripsholm sailed for
Portuguese India (Goa) on
September 2, 1943. Thus, held
mail bears the address of the
original exchange site. 40,000
pieces of held mail
accompanied this second
voyage.[LFC]

Figure 22 Kitchener,
Ontario, to a Canadian
repatriate, c/o the Canadian
Legation at Rio de Janeiro.
72 cents short pays the 75
cent airmail rate to Brazil.
Postmarked October 26,
1943.  Canada censorship.
The Gripsholm reached port
on November 14, 1943.
[LFC]

Figure 23  Nishinomiya,
Japan, to writer’s brother, an
enemy alien interned at the
INS internment camp at Fort
Missoula, Montana.
Postmarked August 31, 1943.
“This letter is being sent by
the exchange ship.”  The
postal card was carried on
the Teia Maru, which left
nearby Kobe on September
16th.  Japan and New York
POW Unit censorship.  Note
“CIVIAN” misspelling on the
hand stamp applied by
Japanese censors.[LFC]
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mittee on Former Prisoners of War, Mental Health
Strategic Group, VHA, DVA, American Ex-Prison-
ers of War Association.

3 Ephross, Peter. U.S. Holocaust Survivors Sched-
uled to Receive German Reparation Funds. Jewish
Telegraphic Agency, June 22, 1999 [Online].
Available: NEXIS Library: NEWS File: CURNWS.

4  http://www.library.georgetown.edu/dept/speccoll/
cl181.htm

5 Ruggiero, Michael “M/V GRIPSHOLM Revis-
ited,” in Military Postal History Society Bulletin,
Vol. 40, No. 2 (Spring 2001), p.11.

6 Letter, Cordell Hull to Roosevelt, August 27, 1942,
OF 20, FDR Library as quoted in Weglyn 1976, p.62-
63.

7 Ruggiero op.cit.
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THE POSTMASTERS GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES 

IX. John Milton Niles, 1840-1841 

Except for his education and holding public 
office, John Milton Niles' career was similar in 
many ways to that of Amos Kendall, his 
predecessor in office. 

John Niles was born in Windsor, Connecticut 
in 1787. Receiving only fair instruction in the 
common scbools of the day, but 
ambitious and determined to rise 
above his modest origins, he 
engaged in a course of self
education and read law privately. 
He was thirty before he was 
admitted to the bar and began 
practice in Hartford in 18171

• 

by Daniel Y. Meschter 

In 1835 Niles was appointed to fill a vacancy in 
the U.S. Senate where he was a trustworthy sup
porter of first Jackson and then Van Buren on the 
senate floor. His appointment as Postmaster Gen
eral in May 1840, vice Amos Kendall, was neither 
controversial nor beneficial2

• As a longtime pub-
lisher/editor and former legislator, 
his qualifications were above 
question and he would be in a 
position to assist Kendall put out 
the Extra Globe in support of Van 
Buren's campaign for reelection; 
but he couldn't deliver Connecti
cut to Van Buren a second time. 

His ten months as Postmaster 
General did not give Niles much 
time to improve on Kendall's 
achievements or to develop a leg-

. islative program. His only annual 
report shows a businessman's 
grasp of the issues current in the 
Post Office. and a journalist's 
facility with words3

. 

Realizing that making his 
fortune in law would be slow and 
laborious, he cast about for some
thing more promising. A gifted 
writer himself, he founded the 
Hartford Times, surrounding him
self with talented editors and able 
business managers who within ten 
years JD.ade the Times a power in 
New England politics as a Demo
cratic organ in a traditionally 
Federalist constituency. Mean
while, Niles wrote the first of a 

John Milton Niles 

The outstanding event during 
his tenure was the return of Ken
dall's special agent, George Plitt, 
in August from his fourteen-

number of books, served eight years as a county 
judge, was elected to the Connecticut legislature in 
1826, and was an unsuccessful candidate for U.S. 
senator in 1827. 

The Times' wasn't influential enough to win 
any New England states for Jackson in 1828, but 
made enough inroads in the popular vote to swing 
Maine and New Hampshire to Jackson in the 1832 
election and give Van Buren all except Massachus
sets and Vermont in 1836. However, it was Times' 
editor B. H. Norton whom Jackson rewarded with 
the Hartford postmaster appointment. 

Not to be unfairly denied, Niles gathered up his 
credentials as the Times' publisher and Democratic 
activist and headed for Washington to meet with 
Jackson personally. Jackson was so favorably 
impressed he dfsmissed Norton virtually on the spot 
and named Niles to the Hartford post office in his 
place. He assuaged Norton with appointment to the 
Boston custotns house while Niles obtained a 
reputatlon as an administration loyalist. 

month survey of several European postal systems, 
including England, Belgium, France, Austria, and 
the German States. It is difficult to understate the 
importance of Plitt's recommendations attached to 
Niles' 1840 report4

• 

Plitt suggested six areas for improvement in 
postal management. One urging the employment of 
guards to escort "mail of importance" was not 
adopted in the form he suggested, but may have 
been a basis for the system of registration adopted 
in 1855 modeled on the British system. 

Another suggestion was for the employment of 
"special agents" to visit every post office from time 
to time, instruct postmasters in their duties, advise 
the department on the establishment and 
discontinuance of post offices, recommend the 
removal of unworthy incumbents. check on the 
performance of contractors, and generally oversee 
the oJ)erations of the department in the field. What 
was new in this was assigning agents to stations 
outside of Washington. Plitt himself was a "special 
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agent" of some years experience in the Washington 
office so that it can be assumed the Postmaster 
General had the prerogative to implement this 
recommendation. In fact, Postmaster General 
Charles Wickliffe (1841-45) issued a Letter of 
Instruction addressed to «Special Agents" in 
November 1841 implementing Plitt's recommeda
tion with an intriguing allusion to "the agents or 
travelling postmasters on railroad routes5

." These 
special agents can be recognized as the precursors 
of the postal inspectors of a later age. 

Plitt's other four suggestions related to rates. 
First, he urged the abolition of the franking 
privilege as a costly burden on the Post Office and 
subject to abuse. His most serious charge was 
against Congress itself that, he learned, had posted 
more than 4,300,000 pieces of mail under free 
franks during the first session of the Z6th Congress 
(1839-40) at a cost easily approaching a half 
million dollars in lost revenue. 

Next, he opened the issue of newspapers that 
had been a matter of contention ever since George 
Washington himself championed the role of the 
Post Office in the diffusion of knowledge of the 
laws and the proceedings of the government in 
17916

• Congress considered the distribution of 
newspapers so vital it set the postal rate on them at 
one-cent up to 100 miles and one and a half cents 
over 100 miles, regardless of size or weight, a 
fraction of the rate on letter mail, and exchanges 
between publishers free. Plitt recommended that 
newspapers be charged by weight, say one cent per 
ounce, payable in advance. To lessen the gross 
weight burden on the postal system and reduce 
losses, he even suggested contractors might be 
allowed to carry newspaper outside of the mails by 
private arrangements with publishers. 

Finally, Plitt considered rating letters by weight 
"so obviously just," in contrast to the current 
practice of rating letters by number of sheets and 
distance carried, that comment upon it "is scarcely 
necessary." 

Having abolished the franking privilege and 
corrected the problems relating to newspapers, Plitt 
at last broached the most controversial of his 
proposals, which was to establish a postal rate of 
five cents per half ounce up to 500 miles and ten 
cents over 500 miles when prepaid and double 
when sent collect. He was convinced by the British 
experience that these rates could be adopted 
without loss of revenue through increased volume 
of mail and reducing the number of letters carried 
outside of the mail, especially between New York 
and Boston, in violation of law, which would 

become a major issue during Wickliffe's incum
bency. Plitt also argued that prepayment would 
materially reduce the expense of carrying and 
processing dead letters. 

Niles, however, was not entirely comfortable 
with Plitt's recommendations. He recalled when the 
House asked Kendall for his opinion of the effect of 
a schedule of suggested rates during the Second 
Session of the Twenty-fifth Congress (1837-1838)7

: 

Up to 80 miles 
80 to 200 miles 
200 to 400 miles 

5 cents 
10 cents 
15 cents 

Over 400 miles 20 cents 

Niles "supposed" it was in connection with 
this request that Kendall sent Plitt on his tour of 
Europe in the first place. Niles agreed that the 
reforms and improvements Plitt suggested were 
worthy of consideration, but he was apprehensive 
that reduCing letter rates to five cents per half 
ounce, etc., would reduce gross revenues 'o such 
an extent as to throw the department on the 
Treasury for support. He said he was unofficially 
informed that revenues in England had already 
fallen off more than 500/o within the first year of 
penny postage. 

In support of his position he reported a study 
Kendall had performed that showed the whole 
weight of the mails entered in the post offices in 
New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Washington, 
and Richmond during one week in June 1838 was 
approximately 55,250 pounds of which 44,500 
pounds was newspapers, 8,800 pounds periodicals 
and pamphlets-"more than five-eighths of which 
being public documents, or other free packets, 
deposited in the office at Washington City"-and 
I, 900 pounds of letter mail, both paid and free. 
From this he concluded that printed matter 
constituted ninety-five percent of the weight of the 
mail while yielding only about twelve percent of 
the gross revenue while letter mail comprising less 
than 4% of the mail paid more than eighty-five 
percent of the revenue. This disproportion, in his 
opinion, could not be abated and still keep up the 
extent of the mail service with the improvements 
and additions the future will require, without 
change in the system. 

It appears that while Niles seemed to favor 
Plitt's proposals, as a practical businessman he 
understood the difficulties in equalizing postage on 
printed material and the political obstructions
Congress agreeing to abolish its franking privi
leges, for one-and the years he expected it would 
take to realize the benefits of postal reform. 
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TOMORROW’S POSTAL HISTORY IS HAPPENING TODAY!
Strange but true, it is easier to find what U.S. post offices existed in 1902 than to find out what
U.S. post offices are operating in 2002.

The only official source, USPS’ National 5-Digit Zip Code & Post
Office Directory, leaves out literally thousands of stations and
branches, lists closed offices, and is riddled with other errors.

Finally, a complete list is here! The Post Mark Collectors Club’s Directory
of Post Offices, as noted in Linn’s Stamp News and the American
Philatelist, is as accurate as 10 years of research and 20 volunteers
can make it. The postal rarities of tomorrow are listed here, and only
here.

Available in handsome notebook format for $50, or two computer
disks for $15.80. Payment (payable to PMCC) to Andrew Mitchell, P.O.
Box 5, Tariffville, CT 06081-0005. Individual state lists also available –
see order form at http://www.postmarks.org

Questions or requests for a free sample to above address or by e-
mail to: ajmitchell2@attbi.com
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Recent Texas Discontinued Post Offices
Methodology

The first step was to identify those post offices which
had undergone some type of status change. Most of
the activity since 1982 was in the form of a post of-
fice being closed, but several instances were identi-
fied where a new post office was opened, or the name
of a present post office was modified. For complete-
ness, these changes were also recorded and are re-
ported as part of the present article.

Most status changes for post offices are published in
the Postal Bulletin, which is published by the USPS
on a bi-weekly schedule. Issues for the previous 20
years were examined, and many status changes re-
corded. However, to help ensure that all status changes
were identified, a second approach was used as a
cross-check. This involved the use of two other pub-
lications available to the author. The first was a sec-
ond publication by Germann that was very similar to
Schmidt’s book, but which was published in 1989.4

This list was developed as the basis for Germann’s
county study, and was used in the present exercise
rather than Schmidt’s list only because the author had
earlier converted it to a computer database format,
which was an easier format to work with than the
printed version. The second publication was prepared
by the author for the Post Mark Collectors Club
(PMCC), and consisted of a complete list of all ac-
tive post offices in Texas, including all classified and
contract units as of early in 2002.5

By comparing these two alphabetical lists of post of-
fices, it was possible to identify all those post offices
which had closed or otherwise changed between the
publication of the two lists in 1989 and 2002 respec-
tively. The results of this comparison were then
matched with the data obtained from the Postal Bul-
letins, and the dates were determined for the close or
other status change for each post office. Both John
Germann and the author had been accumulating this
data regarding these changes over the years, but even
with the data from the Postal Bulletins and pooling
our resources, we still lacked dates for about a dozen
post offices. Even the USPS web site was not able to
provide some of the missing dates.

At this point, a new resource was discovered quite by
accident. While viewing the USPS website pages as-
sociated with the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA),
a web page was found which listed a series of USPS-

By Michael M. Ludeman

Postal historians with an interest in Texas are
fortunate to have at their disposal not one but
two detailed studies which provide informa-

tion about the operational periods of the independent
post offices in Texas from the Spanish period (begin-
ning in 1779) up to the present time. The first of these
studies was prepared by John J. Germann and Myron
R. Janzen, who published their project on a subscrip-
tion, county-by-county basis between 1986 and 2000.1
The second was prepared by Walter G. Schmidt, who
published his alphabetical sequence of Texas post of-
fices in 1993.2

Both of these comprehensive studies were developed
using USPOD and USPS source documents, and are
in agreement for most of the post offices and their
operating dates. The few variations can be attributed
to different interpretation of the data in those instances
where multiple sources provided dates. Germann’s
work was published over a 15-year period, and some
post office status changes for counties published early
in the project were distributed to subscribers, but many
other changes from the same period were not pro-
vided. Schmidt’s work was published in 1993, and
the author is not aware of any effort to bring it up to
date.

The USPS has created a website which includes a
page titled “Postmaster Finder,” which includes an
option to view a partial list of post offices by state, as
well as additional information about postmasters ap-
pointed after 1986. These lists (for Texas anyway)
are not very complete, and are missing many of the
establishment and discontinuance dates for current
and recently closed post offices.3

This article will identify all of the status changes
which occurred for Texas post offices between Janu-
ary 1, 1982 and the present, and will revise a few
dates published in the noted references where addi-
tional information has been located and confirmed
by the author.

By Michael M. Ludeman
Continued from La Posta, Vol. 34, No. 3 (July 2003)
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Post Office 
Afton 
Aiken 
Alanreed 
Albert 
Antelope 

Be be 
Bee House 
Ben Arnold 
Best 
Birome 

Boston 
Boys Ranch 
Bula 
Carey 
Chalk 

Cheapside 
Clay 
Cone 
Dermott 
Dryden 

Duff au 
Dumont 
Elbert 
Eliasville 
Fashing 

Fieldton 
Fife 
Flomot 
Geneva 
Goodland 

Hasse 
Justiceburg 
Katemcy 
Kirkland 
Kirvin 

Dist 
FW 
FW 
FW 
RG 
FW 

RG 
RG 
RG 
RG 
RG 

DA 
FW 
FW 
FW 
FW 

RG 
HO 
FW 
FW 
RG 

FW 
FW 
FW 
FW 
RG 

FW 
RG 
FW 
DA 
FW 

FW 
FW 
RG 
FW 
DA 

leaday RG 
lelia lake FW 
leon Junction RG 
long Mott RG 
Magnolia Springs DA 

Maysfield 
McCoy 
Minden 
Monroe City 
Newgulf 

RG 
RG 
DA 
HO 
HO 

EAS 
NA 
c 

NA 
c 
c 

D 
c 
c 
A 
c 

E 

11 
c 
c 

NA 

A 
NA 
c 
E 
E 

A 
A 
c 

11 
A 

c 
c 
E 
E 

NA 

c 
c 
A 
B 

E 

A 
11 
c 
c 

11 

c 
A 
E 
c 

13 

Table 2 
Characteristics of Texas DPO's 

No. 
Pop. Cust 
100 NA 

60 21 
60 NA 
75 38 
65 26 

52 10 
40 NA 

148 44 
25 NA 
31 20 

200 55 
435 87 
105 54 

60 11 
45 NA 

31 NA 
61( I) NA 

110 33 
5 NA 

13 71 

76 4 

85 8 
150 59 
116 105 

50 NA 

126 NA 
32 NA 

181 88 
100 74 

25 NA 

43 59 
76 38 
90 37 

102 18 
112( 1) 85 

55 NA 
125 NA 

25 27 
76 12 
80 50 

Mail 
In Out 
NA NA 

122 19 
NA NA 
71 25 

132 19 

85 NA 
NA NA 
62 12 
NA NA 
65 123 

203 108 
1007 120 

165 24 
37 4 
NA NA 

NA NA 
NA NA 
51 16 
NA NA 

149 76 

4 NA 
NA NA 

163 34 
NA NA 
NA NA 

NA NA 
NA NA 
NA NA 

126 36 
NA NA 

NA NA 
151 12 
154 23 

NA NA 
NA NA 

NA NA 
NA NA 
52 12 
78 52 
18 3 

140 32 NA NA 
25 0(5) NA 

350 NA NA NA 
90 10 152 18 

963 96 501 207 

X act. 
NA 
3 . 

NA 
NA 
12 

2 
NA 
7 

NA 
10 

18 
20 

4 

5 
NA 

NA 
NA 

2 
NA 
17 

NA 
NA 
10 
NA 
NA 

NA 
NA 
NA 
24 
NA 

NA 
NA 
2 

NA 
NA 

NA 
NA 
13 
10 
1 

NA 
1 

NA 
15 
10 

Town 
(OBSC) 
-8--
-4--
-1--
-3--
-3--

0020 
-0--
-0--
-0--
-o--

-2--
-6--
-7--
0101 
-0--

-o--
-2--
-2--
-0--
-2--

-0--
-3--
0202 
1402 
-0--

-S--
-0--
-1--
-1--
-1--

0101 
0301 
-3--
-4--
-3--

-0--
-5--
0100 
-1--
0001 

0101 
1200 
-1--

-0--
1210 

Discontinue 
M/P Justifications 

0 
2M 3,7 

1P 

1P 

0 
1,2,3 
2,8,11 

1,2 
1,2 
8,11 
1 
1,2,3 

3,7 
1,3,7 
3 
1,2 
0 

1,2 
0 
1,2,3 
1,2 
2,3,4,7,9,10 

1,2 
2,3,8 
8 
2,8,(2) 
1*,2,3 

1* 

1,2 
1,3,7 
3 
0 

4 

2,6,11 
2,8 
1,2 

• 3,8,12 

1,2 
0 
2,3,4,11 
2,3,8,11 
2,3,6 

4 
1M 4 

1,2,8 
1,2 

2M 5 

Service 
Alternatives 
A,(3) 
A,(3) 
Z,(3) 
B,G 
C,G 

B,G 
B,C,G 
B,C,G 
B 
C,F,G 

C,E,F,G 
A,(3) 
A,(3*) 
C,G 
Z, ( 4) 

B,F 
z 
B,F 
B,G 
A,B,G,(3) 

C,G 
C,D,(l) ,(4) 
C,F,G 
B,F,G 
B,D,G 

A, (3) 
C,G 
A,B,C,F,(3) 
A,D,(3) 
Z,(3*) 

C,G 
B,F,G 
B,G 
C,G 
A,(3) 

B,G 
A,(3*) 
C,F 
A,D,(3*) 
B,F,G 

C,F,G 
C,G 
A, (3) 

B,G 
D 
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managed computer database systems from which an
individual could request records using the FOIA. One
of these databases was called the Post Office Discon-
tinuance Tracking System (PODTS), and was de-
scribed to contain data about post office closings. An
FOIA request was submitted for the records for Texas,
and after the requisite wait, the response to the re-
quest was received. Because the materials from this

resource are not well known, and may potentially be
of interest to postal historians interested in other
states, the materials which were provided will be dis-
cussed at some length in the following section.



35La Posta         September 2003

The Post Office
Discontinuance Tracking
System

The PODTS database was established about
1994 according to the information provided
in the letter which accompanied these ma-
terials. It is maintained at the USPS Head-
quarters in Washington, DC, and is not
available to personnel in the various Area
or District offices at the present time. The
information which is put into this database
is received from the District offices on vari-
ous standard forms, and then entered into the com-
puter at Headquarters. In spite of the claim that this
database was established in 1994, the Texas portion
of this database was relatively complete for records
going back to about 1985, and also included a few
records from earlier closings.

The records maintained in this database track two
categories of post offices in the closing process of
their life cycle. The first consists of post offices which
have had their operation suspended by the USPS for
some reason, but the post office has not yet been offi-
cially closed. The second category represents those
post offices which have been officially closed, and
the close duly reported in the Postal Bulletin.

The records provided by the USPS consisted of two
summary reports, one for each of the two categories
noted in the previous paragraph, and detailed reports
for each post office. These summary reports included
the name of the post office, state, ZIP Code and the
suspension date, and for the closed offices, the effec-
tive or official closed date. These lists included in-
formation for all but three of the Texas post offices
which had been identified earlier as having closed
during the period of study.

The detailed reports were very interesting. There were
actually two different formats provided. The first was
titled “Discontinued Proposal Fact Sheet,” and con-
sisted of a wide variety of information compiled by
the USPS during the evaluation process made by the
District office prior to the final decision to close the
office, including a number of financial facts about
the post office prior to its close. The second report
was titled the “Emergency Suspension Fact Sheet,”
and contained a subset of the data included in the
first report. The letter that accompanied these reports
noted that the field evaluators were not required to
complete every data field in these reports, so that some

reports would be less complete than others, and that
this was a feature of the process and not an indication
that the missing data was omitted by accident. It sim-
ply was not required as part of the decision process.

Even though a number of these records did not have
complete data, there was sufficient data present to
expand the original scope of the present article to pro-
vide an additional section which will present and ana-
lyze some of this newly discovered data in an effort
to provide some insight into the process the USPS
utilized during the close of these post offices. Re-
ports were provided for a total of 80 post offices. Nine
of these were from the early 1970s, and were subse-
quently ignored for the purposes of this study. One
was a duplicate entry, leaving 70 good entries to use
in the study.

The Post Office Changes

As the records from the PODTS were examined, it
was determined that the earliest record for a post of-
fice not found as listed as closed in Germann’s alpha-
betical list of 1989 was the entry for Hasse, in
Comanche county, which had been closed on July 6,
1982. As a result, it was decided to use 1982 as the
starting point for presenting the results of this study.
In this way, all of the post offices which closed from
the beginning of 1982 up to the present, including
those which may have been previously reported in
the Germann and Schmidt publications, could be listed
in a complete date-order sequence.

During the period covered by this study, two post of-
fices were identified as having been opened. The first
was at Santa Fe, in Galveston county, which had been
established on Jan. 1, 1983. Santa Fe was a new post
office that resulted from the consolidation of two other
post offices, Alta Loma and Arcadia, both of which
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located.
e) The date that the post office was
placed in the “Emergency Suspension”
status.
f) The official close date of the post
office, as published in the Postal
Bulletin.
g) The “actual” close date, which is
strictly the author’s personal opinion as
to when the post office should be
considered closed. This is usually one
of the two previous dates unless a third,
specific close date, was provided in the

PODTS. It was the author’s intention for this
date to reflect the actual date when a postal
patron could no longer obtain services at that
post office.

h) Notes. This field contains the author’s com-
ments for the post office or dates.

Particular attention should be paid to the description
of column “g)”. In many instances throughout the
1980s and 1990s, there was a considerable delay be-
tween the time that postal service was discontinued
at an office, and the official close date which was
reported in the Postal Bulletin. The reader should keep
this in mind whenever dealing with the similar “offi-
cial” close dates reported in the Postal Bulletin for
other states.

In addition to the presentation in table 1, a county
map of Texas identifies the counties where the closed
post offices were located. All Texas post offices are
administered out of one of the four USPS districts.
The Dallas district is responsible for the northeast
section of the state. The Fort Worth district is respon-
sible for the northwest section. The Houston district
is responsible for the southeast section, and the Rio
Grande district, located in San Antonio, is respon-
sible for the southwest and far west section of the
state. While these regions appear to vary significantly
in geographic size, they each contain between 200
and 400 post offices, and provide a convenient way
to present trends in post office activity. These four
USPS districts are designated by the bold lines sepa-
rating the counties on the map in figure 1.

As can be readily observed from the map, the vast
majority of these closed post offices were located in
the central and western regions of the state. In fact,
over half (45 of 88) were located in the Fort Worth
district, which encompasses the Panhandle, South
Plains, and North Central regions of Texas. All of

were closed on Dec. 31, 1982. The second new post
office was the opening (re-establishment) of the post
office at Prairie View, in Waller county, on March
31, 1984. The previous post office at Prairie View
had closed on Dec. 31, 1938.

Also, during this period, two other post offices were
identified as having had an official name change. The
post office at De Soto, in Dallas county, changed the
spelling of that post office to one word, Desoto, on
Sept. 1, 1999. Then on Feb. 22, 2002, the post office
at Little River, in Bell county, changed that name to
Little River Academy, to reflect the consolidation of
the two communities, Little River and Academy,
which had actually occurred back in the early 1980s.

The majority of the status changes, however, involved
the close of post offices. A total of 74 post offices had
been identified as having closed since the appearance
of Germann’s list in 1989, and another 14 post of-
fices were added to the list to fill in all post offices
that had closed beginning on Jan. 1, 1982.

Table 1 presents a summary by year of all post of-
fices which were closed between 1982 and 2002. The
following information is presented in the columns for
this table:

a) The post office name.
b) The county where the post office was located.
c) The ZIP code for the post office at the time of

close. Many of these towns retained their
community identity within the postal system as
either a Community Post Office (CPO) or a
place name, but in some instances, the ZIP code
was changed after the independent post office
closed, usually to the ZIP code of the new
administrative or parent office. The original ZIP
Code is shown in this table.

d) The USPS District in which the post office was
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post office appeared to actually close on (or about)
the official close date published in the Postal Bulle-
tin.

In the second scenario, some sudden event forced the
USPS to physically close the post office and suspend
service without any advance warning. Specific situa-
tions observed in the PODTS included the death or
sudden retirement of the postmaster, a building fire,
and an unsatisfactory report from the Postal Inspec-
tion Service following a visit. The USPS would then
place the post office in “Emergency Suspension” sta-
tus, and then initiate the review process and make a
determination whether to keep the post office open,
or to close it and provide an alternative form of postal
service to the community. There was often consider-
able resistance by the local population when con-
fronted with the possible close of their post office,
and on March 15, 1998, the USPS initiated a morato-
rium on the close of all post offices until they could
decide how to address this issue. For the next four
years, no additional pot offices were closed, and were
only placed in the “Emergency Suspension” status.
However, on April 5, 2002, this moratorium was lifted
by Postmaster General John Potter, and the closing
process started again. For Texas, this was reflected
by the close on Sept. 28, 2002, of seven of these post
offices in the “Emergency Suspension” status. One
of these post offices had been in this suspended state
for nearly 20 years. Many of these closings were re-
ported in Postal Bulletin 22087, and additional ones
reported in PB 22093.

these were in counties character-
ized by large tracts of land used for
farming and ranching, and which
have generally low populations.

Analysis

As of January 1, 1982, there were
1,485 independent post offices op-
erating in Texas. During the period
of this study, two new post offices
were established, and 88 were
closed, leaving a total of 1,399 post
offices in operation as of Decem-
ber 31, 2002. This is a decrease of
5.9% in the count of post offices
for the 21 year period. By way of
comparison, the number of operat-
ing post offices changed from 1,700
on January 1, 1960 to only 1,485 at the beginning of
the present study. This previous 21 year period shows
an overall decline of 215 post offices, or 12.5%—
over double the rate from the most recent 21 year
period.

It should be noted that the author worked closely with
John J. Germann in identifying these DPOs and es-
tablishing their actual close dates. John has given me
permission to state as part of this article that he also
believes that the dates presented here represent the
best information available and are appropriate to be
used in updating the post office listings in his two
publications.

Characteristics of the Discontinued
Post Offices

The data which was provided in the various PODTS
reports was carefully reviewed to determine what sort
of empirical conclusions could be drawn from the
manner in which the USPS approached the closing of
these post offices.

Two general scenarios were observed that seemed to
represent nearly all of the discontinued post offices
(DPOs) for which data was available. The first would
occur when the USPS decided on its own initiative to
look at closing a post office, usually for financial rea-
sons. It also appeared to occur when the USPS was
provided with advance notice that the postmaster was
planning to retire. In this scenario, there was gener-
ally time to review the alternatives, and make a smooth
transition to an alternative form of postal service for
the community. When this scenario was present, the
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following the population figure.
e) No. Cust. This is the number of postal
customers served by the post office, as
probably reported by the postmaster. It
includes both boxholders and local
customers on rural routes and highway
contract routes.
f) Mail In/Mail Out. An estimate of the
daily mail volume in and out of the post
office. Probably an estimate by the
postmaster for the final year of operation.
g) Xact. The number of window transac-
tions in a day.
h) Town/(OBSC). A coded entry which
identifies the number of Organizations
(O) present in the community, Businesses
(B), Schools (S), and Churches (C); all
are entities which might influence mail

volume. This entry was not present for many of
the records, so a second source was used to fill
in part of the missing data. The entries in the
format “0201” were taken from the PODTS
reports. The entries in the format “-2—” were
taken from the Texas Almanac, 1994-1995,
which included a count of the number of
businesses in each community that it listed.

i) M/P. This entry is the number of postage meters
(M) or mailer permits (P) associated with the post
office. The presence of either of these two elements
would likely indicate some business activity and con-
sequently a greater mail volume than might otherwise
be expected. The entry “1M” indicates there was one
postage meter; the entry “1P” would indicate there
was one mailer permit issued.

j) A coded entry to describe the different justifica-
tions presented by the USPS for the close of the post
office. A complete explanation of these codes, their
descriptions, and a count of the number of times that
each justification was observed is provided in table
3.

k) A coded entry to describe the recommended re-
placement alternatives for postal service to the cus-
tomers served by the post office. A complete descrip-
tion of these alternatives, with a count of the number
of times each was observed is provided in table 4.

A Short Tutorial

Before looking at more of this data in detail, how-
ever, it seems appropriate to introduce some termi-
nology so that everyone starts with the same back-

It further appears that none of those post offices placed
in the “Emergency Suspension” status since the 1980s
were ever reopened for any significant length of time
as an independent post office. All were closed, or re-
opened for a short period, then re-closed with final-
ity.

The PODTS contained records for 70 post offices
which had been suspended or closed between 1982
and 2002. Most of these records had completed or at
least partially completed sections with data on the
justifications presented for the close, recommenda-
tions for providing alternative postal services, statis-
tical data on the business volume at the post office
before it closed, and financial data on the revenues
and operational costs.

The data for the justification, alternative postal ser-
vices recommended, and some other statistical data
for each post office is presented in table 2. The col-
umns in this table are as follows:

a) The post office name.
b) The USPS district where the post office was

located.
c) The USPS Executive and Administrative

Schedule (EAS) Grade assigned to the post
office.

d) The population of the community. This data
was taken from the Texas Almanac, 1994-1995,
which contained primarily estimates of the
populations from local sources. Only two
communities were incorporated, and had an
official population figure from the 1990
Census. These two entries are designated by (I)
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and extract information; some very simple, and oth-
ers very complex. For the present study, we will stick
to relatively simple techniques.

One of the most common ways to make sense out of
data is to organize it into some logical sequence. In
table 1, the basic information about these DPOs was
placed into the table in date order by the author’s de-
termined actual close data. This allowed the reader
to view this list of post offices in a historical perspec-
tive, and observe, for example, that there were sev-
eral years (1985, 1988 and 1989) with quite a bit of
closing activity, and other years with very little (1996-
2001). Such an interpretation would not have been
near as easy to make if the post offices had been se-
quenced in simple alphabetical order, as was done in
table 2. On the other hand, determining if a particular

post office, e.g. Masterson, was in the close
list in table 1 would not be nearly as easy
as by looking in table 2.

Another useful way to organize data is to
group it by some common feature or char-
acteristic. Table 3 and table 4 illustrate this
approach by providing a count of the num-
ber of times each of the various Justifica-
tion types and Service Alternative options
were found in the PODTS reports. This
same information is provided in table 2, and
serves to report what was contained in each
individual record, but it is not easy to gain
a sense of which justification or service al-
ternative was the most common.

A more powerful way to look at data is to
look at two characteristics at the same time
and try to determine if they are related or
not. The technical term for this type of re-

ground and understanding. A collection of data such
as that found in the PODTS reports is typically called
a “dataset.” A dataset typically consists of a series of
“records,” where in our case, a record is associated
with a single post office. These records are made up
of a collection of data elements, where each element
is a single piece of information about the post office,
such as the county where it is located, the ZIP code,
the number of customers, date suspended, and so forth.

But data is not the same thing as information. Infor-
mation is extracted from data, or otherwise obtained
by organizing and analyzing the data, so that it “tells
a story.” There are a number of ways to organize data
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of points, or along a line or band, this is an
indication that there is a significant rela-
tionship between the two characteristics,
or that they are “correlated.” In certain situ-
ations, the knowledge of a correlation of
this type can be used to make predictions
or estimates of what is likely to happen in
similar situations.

The following sections will look at some
of the data from the PODTS in more de-
tail.

Justification Codes

Perhaps the category which is of most in-
terest to postal historians is the “why” a

post office was closed, which in the PODTS is pro-
vided in the “Justification” section. From table 3, it
can be seen that the USPS had identified 12 some-
what ‘Standard” reasons which they used in evaluat-
ing the post office. (Note: the number of the codes
was the author’s shorthand notation to identify them.)
Three of these codes dominated this category. The
most frequently observed justification was that there
was no suitable quarters available to use in replacing
the post office’s physical facility. If one looks ahead
to the population figures presented in table 5, it can
be readily seen that the 1990 population for most of
these communities was less than 200 persons. Since
these are rural, unincorporated communities, these
estimates probably include both the community and
much of the surrounding area as well. Many of these
communities have only one or two businesses, prob-
ably no modern, contemporary structures in town, and

certainly no cost justification to construct a new
facility for use as a post office.

The second most common justification was that the
post office lease was being terminated, and the
USPS was being evicted. This was typically not
the result of a disagreement between the landlord
and the USPS, but a much simpler situation. Be-
cause of the lack of a suitable building in many of
these communities, very often the postmaster also
owned the building which housed the present post
office. This might be a separate structure, but in
some instances was the postmaster’s primary busi-
ness or even his residence. When the postmaster
finally did decide to retire, or as noted in several
instances, died, it was simply not possible or prac-
tical to continue to use the previous building.

lationship between characteristics is “correlation,” and
there are statistical techniques that allow one to com-
pute precisely how close the relationship is. A more
visual, and simpler to present, way to look at this type
of data is by creating a correlation matrix (or table),
which is often called a “Scatter Diagram” in less tech-
nical writings. In a scatter diagram, the data is pre-
sented in a way that shows how often the two data
characteristics are observed for each possible value
of these characteristics. Tables 8 and 9 are examples
of this type of presentation.

When the data in a scatter diagram is “scattered” all
over the diagram, and contains no obvious regions
where the data is concentrated, this is generally inter-
preted as an indication that there is no significant re-
lationship between the two characteristics. In the other
extreme, when data is grouped around a narrow range



41La Posta         September 2003

the postal service, and
then tried to select the
one which would pro-
vide the best service at
the lowest cost, and sat-
isfy the local customers.
The most frequently
recommended alterna-
tive was the installation
of roadside boxes,
which is the USPS des-
ignation for the mailbox
located on the road or
street in front of the cus-
tomers house, and

which is used in conjunction with a rural route (RR)
or a highway contract route (HCR).

The second most frequent recommendation was the
installation of a centralized Non-Personnel Detached
Cluster Box Unit (NDCBU), which was a group of
locked mail boxes where local customers would have
to travel to a central location to pick up their mail.
Some of these also had parcel lockers, where the route
carrier could also leave parcels, then place a key in
the customer’s personal box.

The next most frequent recommendation was the es-
tablishment of a Community Post Office (CPO) to
replace the closed independent post office. A CPO is
a special type of contract postal facility which since
1973 can only be created and established to replace a
closed post office. A CPO is allowed to retain the
original ZIP code and use the town or post office in
the bottom line of the address. A historical overview
of the CPO in Texas can be found in the author’s ar-
ticle, “The Development of Community Post Offices
in Texas,” TPHS Journal, February 2003.6

From the local residents’ point of view, a CPO is the
most desirable alternative, since this would provide
essentially the same services. Operationally, the pri-
mary change is the conversion of the postmaster from

The third most common justification was that the lo-
cal workload was low, or declining. A look at the mail
volume figures for these post offices in table 2 cer-
tainly reflects this in most instances.

The remaining justifications are relatively self-ex-
planatory, and occurred with much less frequency than
the three discussed. Some post offices had as many
as six separate justifications listed in their report, so
that there were a total of 132 justifications provided
for the 70 different post offices, or slightly less than
two per post office.

Recommended Replacement Postal
Service Alternatives

For all but two of the DPOs, the replacement of the
postal service provided by the post offices to be closed
was of great importance to the local residents. These
two exceptions were McCoy, which had no local de-
livery or post office box customers, as all their cus-
tomers were located on rural routes, and Newgulf,
which was essentially a company-owned town. When
the owner, the Texas Gulf Sulphur Company, built
the town in 1928, they retained ownership of all the
houses and buildings that housed the businesses, in-
cluding the post office. The company began closing
the town in the 1960s, and sold the houses to be
moved. By the time the
post office was closed
there were few residents
left, and they also moved,
so there was no town and
no postal customers left.

It appears that the USPS
often recommended sev-
eral alternatives to replace
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Except for the CPOs, it was not directly possible to
determine which alternative or combination of alter-
natives was actually placed in to operation. Based on
the recommended alternatives, there could have been
as many as thirteen post offices where the NDCBUs
with parcel lockers were installed, and five more with
only the NDCBUs.

Population

It should be obvious that the size of the local popula-
tion served by a post office would be one of the most
important considerations in the decision process.
Using the population data from table 2, a distribution

being a USPS employee to one who is a contractor.
In some instances, the CPO continued to use the same
facility that had housed the post office. While the costs
for a CPO would be less than encountered for the
independent post office, they would also be much
greater than those associated with the previously dis-
cussed alternatives. In the present group of DPOs, a
CPO was recommended in the PODTS for 15 post
offices, and in each instance, a CPO was eventually
established in the community. In six other instances,
a CPO was eventually established in the community
even though it had not been one of the original alter-
natives listed in the PODTS reports.
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was created for the population of the communities in
which a post office had been closed. This informa-
tion is presented in table 5. As part of another study,
the author had earlier created a distribution for all
Texas towns which had both a post office and a popu-
lation of 100 persons or less. There were 129 post
offices in this second category, in addition to the 88
post offices in the present study which had been
closed. This additional data was also grouped by popu-
lation and is included in table 5. These two distribu-
tions allow us to compute the number of post offices
which had been located in these small communities,
and also to determine the percentage of post offices
in the four smallest population groups which were
closed during the period under study. As can be seen,
the nine post offices closed from communities which
reported populations of 25 persons or less represented
45% of the total number of post offices which oper-
ated in these very small communities. While smaller
percentages were recorded for the remainder of the
communities with populations under 100 persons, we

still find that overall, 28% of these
small post offices were closed dur-
ing this 20 year period. This is a
significant number of post offices,
and probably does not bode well
for the future of small town post
offices.

Seven of these small post offices
(population under 100 persons)
were replaced by CPOs, but the
balance were simply served by the
installation of NDCBUs and the
creation or expansion of rural
routes or highway contract routes.
Table 6 summarizes the number of

post offices in each population group which were
probably replaced by these various service alterna-
tives.

Unfortunately, it was not practical to compile a simi-
lar distribution for the number of post offices in com-
munities for the larger population groups.

Post Office Size

In the process of looking at the individual data ele-
ments in these PODTS reports, it became apparent
that it would be interesting if there was some way to
correlate some of the data with a standard measure
that described the post office size. For many years,
the USPOD, and later the USPS, classified post of-
fices as either 1st Class (the largest) to 4th class (the
smallest), a classification which was based primarily
on the revenue generated at these post offices. This
classification scheme was later changed to one using
“Cost Ascertainment Group” or CAG, in which CAG
“A” through CAG “G” became a finer resolution of



45La Posta         September 2003

the 1st class post offices. CAG “H” and CAG “J” were
equivalent to the 2nd class post offices. CAG “K” was
equivalent to 3rd class offices, and CAG “L” is the 4th

class offices. These CAG classifications were still
based on postal revenues.

Unfortunately, these CAG classifications were not
present in the PODTS reports, but a similar data ele-
ment was. Nearly all of these individual reports in-
cluded the Executive and Administration Schedule
(EAS) grade for the postmaster assigned to each post
office. While no information was found in the USPS
literature which implied a direct relationship between
the CAG classification and the EAS grade assigned
to the postmaster, it seemed reasonable to assume that
such a relationship does exist. In the absence of a
more definitive measuring baseline, it was decided
to take a look at the relationship between some of the
other data and the provided EAS grade. (See Appen-
dix A.)

Some additional information about these EAS grades
is probably of interest to the reader at this point. The
EAS pay schedule has two separate components, one
for hourly pay scales, and a second for monthly based
salaries. The hourly pay grades, designated as “A”
through “E,” are used at the smaller post offices, most
of which do not operate a full 40 hours each week.
Earlier correspondence with an ex-postmaster at one
of these smaller post offices indicated that there was
a relationship between the EAS grade and the num-
ber of hours of operation that a post office would serve

its community, and this was found to be generally
accurate. This is discussed in more detail in the later
section titled “Window Operation.”

The EAS grades “1” through “26” were used to de-
fine different ranges for monthly salary schedules.
To add some perspective on how this worked, table 7
presents the most recent salary ranges associated with
a few of the EAS grades, with emphasis on those as-
sociated with the post offices in this study.7 The sal-
ary schedules shown in table 7 were effective as of
Dec. 28, 2002, and it should be kept in mind that those
in use during the period of this study would have been
lower. However, one would expect that the relative
differences between an EAS grade of “A” and “11”
would be somewhat in the same proportion.

To help the readers compare the hourly pay schedule
with the monthly salary schedule, the hourly rates for
EAS grades “A” though “E” have been converted into
the equivalent monthly salaries using the reduced
operational hours associated with post offices which
were assigned these grades. It should be repeated that
these are only estimates, and likely did vary with dif-
ferent post offices.

Now that we have a standard measure of sorts to work
with, we can look for the presence of other relation-
ships in the data. One question that could be asked is
“Is there any indication that some justifications are
found to be used more frequently with different size
post offices when the USPS is reviewing them for
closure?” In table 8, we can look at the frequency
with which each of the different Justification Codes,
first defined in table 3, were found to occur for the
different sizes of post offices. Since most of the Jus-
tification Codes represent objective reasons rather
than subjective ones, it would not be expected to find
much correlation between these two factors, and the
rather wide dispersion of the points in this scatter dia-
gram tend to bear out this expectation.

A second question might be “Is there any correlation
between the size of the post office and the proposed
postal service alternative recommended by the
USPS?” By looking at table 9, we can observe that
Alternative “A”, the creation of a Community Post
Office (CPO) occurs only with the larger post offices,
while for the smaller offices, the more common ap-
proach is a combination of Roadside Boxes and ei-
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ther rural routes or highway contract routes, or possi-
bly the NDCBU. These observations should not be a
great surprise, but it is nice to be able to verify such
an observation from the data provided.

We also had earlier looked at the relationship between
the population and the types of alternative postal ser-
vice recommended by the USPS. In table 10, we can
now look at the number of post offices whose service
was replaced by either a CPO, or an NDCBU, either
with or without the parcel locker. As we did with table
6, we still have to assume that these NDCBUs and
parcel lockers were installed when recommended. As
one might expect, these alternatives were only used
twice for the 12 post offices in EAS grade “A”, but
were used 37 times for those of EAS grade “C” and
above.

Table 11 next shows the
relationship between the
population for those
smaller post offices which
were closed and their EAS
grade. Again, as expected,
one can observe a ten-
dency for the data to group
somewhat along the diago-
nal of the scatter diagram,
with the smaller post of-
fices grouping with the
post offices with the
smaller EAS grades, and
the larger populations be-
ing a little more randomly
dispersed. Since it is not
known how often the
USPS might adjust these
EAS grades as post offices
grow or contract their ser-
vice functions, this dispar-
ity might well be an indi-
cation that a post office has
become overclassified in
terms of the customer base
that it serves, a fact which
might also influence the
final decision by the USPS
to close that post office.

Financial Data

A large portion of the individual PODTS reports in-
cluded some or all of the financial data that could be
entered into the PODTS system. As noted earlier, the
USPS did not require that all data fields be competed
when creating these reports, so we are fortunate to
have what data was provided. One of the first things
that stands out with this financial data is that very
few of these post offices generated a level of revenue
that was anywhere close to the operational cost to
keep the post office open. Given the general size of
these communities, this is not a big surprise. The bulk
of the data was in three areas of interest: the operat-
ing revenues, the operating expenses, and projected
costs and cost savings to close the post office and
provide the alternative service to the customer base.

This data was summarized in a series of tables which
were grouped by EAS grade of these post offices. Each
of these tables (tables 12 through 19) contains the
following column entries:
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a) The post office name.

b) The Operating Revenue for the last full year of
operation, and when present, for the two prior years.

c) The Current Operating Cost for the last full year of
operation.

d) The Projected Operating Cost for the recommended
Replacement Postal Service alternative.

e) The Projected Cost Savings.

f) An estimate of any One-Time Costs associated with
the Replacement alternative.

g) Notes.

Most of the data presented in these tables is self-ex-
planatory. The notation “NA” was used to indicate
that the individual data element was not present in
the original PODTS reports. In the Replacement Op-
erating Costs column, these individual reports occa-

sionally contained an entry of $0, and this
was reflected in the tables. In addition,
when no estimate was provided in the Re-
placement column, the Cost Savings was
then computed as though this was a $0
Replacement cost. In addition to the indi-
vidual entries, an average cost of all post
offices in each EAS grade was computed,
and because each column typically con-
tained a different number of valid entries,
the Number of DPOs used to compute this
average was also provided.

In looking at the EAS grade “A” post of-
fices which were closed, the first thing that
stands out is that the Operating Revenues
for the post office at McCoy are signifi-
cantly higher than the others available from
the PODTS reports. In fact, only Newgulf,
an EAS grade “13” post office had a higher
Operating Revenue. While there is noth-
ing obvious in the history of McCoy to
explain this anomaly, it is the author’s be-
lief that there was at least one large busi-
ness with a significant mail order opera-
tion located nearby, which accounted for a
large volume purchase of stamps or other
postage. The presence of a postage meter
permit customer in McCoy (table 2) tends
to confirm this thought. McCoy was also
interesting from the viewpoint that it had
no delivery customers, or local boxholders
who received mail at this post office. All

customer deliveries were made through rural routes
or highway contract routes.

While the Operating Revenues for these post offices
tended to vary greatly within each grade, and across
the various grades, the Operating Expenses were gen-
erally very comparable. There were several signifi-
cant exceptions to this observation in table 14, for
EAS grade “C”, where there were three post offices
with very low revenue relative to the others in this
grade (Carey, Leon Junction, and Turnersville). The
author tends to believe that these three post offices
were mis-classified in the PODTS reports, and these
were probably actually an EAS grade “A” post of-
fice. However, they were included in the table with
the other EAS grade “C” post offices since that was
how the USPS reported them.

Figure 2 Source: Des Moines Register, Des Moines, IA, ca. 1982.
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A Decade of Change - 1850s Philadelphia
by Tom Clarke

It’s been awhile since Philadelphia postal markings
were discussed in La Posta, so at the end of a sum-
mer while no one is paying attention, we’ll slip this
one in.

The 1850s were a bustling time in America. New-
found California gold was continuing to knock the
socks off just about everyone, and not just in this hemi-
sphere. It was one of those, “things will never be the
same ever again” occurrences. Asians, Australians and
Europeans joined the flock of redoubtable easterners
and headed for the Pacific coast. Those who wist-
fully felt that America was destined to shine light on
the world took deep satisfaction.

Families were changing too, becoming more modern
in their approach to their children and the family as
an institution with mutual responsibilities, no longer
quite so male dominated. Women had, after all, just
held their first women’s convention New York State
where they republished the Constitution with  added
feminine pronouns and sentiment, demanded the vote,
etc.

Slavery, of course, was still bedeviling North and
South, particularly after 1852. That is when “the little
woman who started this big war” (as Lincoln is sup-
posed to have said as he greeted her a few years later)
published Uncle Tom’s Cabin.

In a similar vein, musical traveling shows called min-
strels, complete with blackfaced white males (they
also played the female roles) entertained southern and
northern audiences alike with light hearted, black dia-
lect songs and patter. They paved the way for people
like Stephen Foster with their ever-present rumblings
of racial bias.

Pianos came into many homes after 20-30 years of
trial and experimentation. To accompany them, or
guitars as second best, sheet music led the way. It
contained the newest and sweetest contributions from
the finest music halls here and in Europe, and found
a ready place in the parlor when visitors called or
family sing-songs on cold winter nights.

The huzzahs that followed the construction of the
1820s and 1830s barge canals in the North, South,
and especially the Midwest had barely begun when
the iron horse overtook them with tracks that stretched
the length and breadth of the country, tying it together

in ways unforseen just a dozen years before. Astound-
ing speeds of 55 miles per hour were reached on a
straightaway. Travel increased accordingly.

The world no longer seemed quite as perplexing and
large. Though it is said the majority of Americans
still by 1920 hadn’t moved much beyond a 20-mile
radius of their homes, birth to death, in the 1850’s for
early train and stagecoach enthusiasts that was no
longer true.

Whether a “mover and shaker” or stay-at-home, it was
an exciting event in this wondrous age to so easily
and cheaply receive news from near and far from the
innkeep or postman. At the beginning of the ‘50s,
postage rates decreased another 40% to three cents,
now very close to the famed English cry of universal
“penny postage.”  When only six years before a large
percentage of a day’s wage went to pay for an 18-3/4,
25 or 37-1/2 cent postage due letter, a mere three cents
was a dream come true.

Postage stamps at five cents each had proven a win-
ner in 1847. Shocking in it’s liberality, the conserva-
tive good business sense of the program showed that
to do so, additional citizens would avail themselves
of the postal service with the result that postal rev-
enues would climb. And they did.

Philadelphia, per se

Philadelphia too was hankering for change to suit its
own teeming masses. Though these numbered
121,000 in 1850, they  grew an astounding 360% by
1860 to 525,000. It was a popular city with traditions
galore, in spite of it’s famed bell that had developed a
crack in it 16 years before. Most of the phenomenal
growth was due to neither immigration nor gestation,
but to the Act of Consolidation, February 1854.

With it, the City of Philadelphia expanded to coin-
cide with Philadelphia County limits. City and county
had became one and the proud, established hamlets
of Germantown and Frankford and the original “sub-
urbs” of Kensington, Northern Liberties, Penn Town-
ship, etc., already filled with overflow from William
Penn’s initial eight square mile town, were
nowsubdivisions within the city proper.

Postal authorities were no doubt equipped to handle
the reorientation bureaucratically. However,  practi-
cally speaking, each town continued, surely pressured
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ginning in July 1847 brought forth distinctive postal
markers that they would have to get used to. It is ob-
vious that most were unsure at first how to process
the new type of mail.

Should town name devices be used to “kill” the stamp?
But this may make the city of origin mark and the
date difficult to make out.

Or, should a second device be used on the postage
itself, allowing the town name dial to be freed to be
placed to the side safe and sound?  But this would
surely slow processing time by half. Would this re-
quire doubling the number of clerks, or require crack-
ing the whip to get more and faster work out of the
same number of staff?

After some trial and error using town name dials,
existing “PAID” markers, numeral postage due marks
and plain pen strokes, grid marking cancelers came
to the fore as the accepted second marking. Standard
town dial mark from pre-stamp days, for the most
part, continued in use.

By January 1850, Philadelphia too was successfully
double-stamping its letters. There were six different
dial marker types in use for standard mail on July 1,
1847. By January 1850, four of these had been re-
tired and two new types adopted for a total of four
town markers to start off the 1850’s. These four mark-
ers are (keyed by their catalog numbers):

a) #61 PHILADA./Pa. Blue, CD32

b) #67a PH—A PA./3cts/PAID (flat 3), Blue, CD32

c) #73 PHILADA. Pa./5 cts Blue, CD 31+

d) #81a  PHILADA. Pa./10 (it)  CD32+, Blue

The Great Complication

However, over the next five years, many additional
marker styles will be used –during those first five
years, that is. Several reasons mandated this large
number: one was an experimental canceler, and the
rest were specific-rate markers, while others were
color changes dictated by several factors.

During the early 1850s the idea persisted that there
should be a device for each distinct rate or usage.
Were they attempting to save their clerk’s time? Most
will be the “integral” type with a value contained
within the dial. They require only a single stamping
rather than the 1840’s double effort. These devices

the Main Post Office, to maintain its individually
through its town-name cancelers for another nine to
13 years, i.e., some issues are not worth the fight.

Little is known about the working of the “County”
post offices under the new city-wide postmastership.
Instructions and collection schedules had to be uni-
form. Much is conjecture, as are the dates of use of
the “county” markings. By comparison, Philadelphia
with its 90 people per square mile, with its large gov-
ernment mail service, and the several local mail car-
rier services, provides many times more data for us
to draw a more complete picture.

The marking types

Despite all the changes coming to pass across city,
state and country, hundreds and thousands of postal
clerks continued to do stamp with ink and hand de-
vice. The general availability of postage stamps be-

Map 1: The City of Philadelphia was 9 blocks north-
south and 24 blocks east and west in 1853 (the small
rectangular portion river to river, lower center) and
after Consolidation expanded full county to 135
square miles. All boroughs, townships, villages,
settlements and districts were dissolved in favor of
the Philadelphia city government. The Post Office
being Federal was not immediately affected.
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l) #68 - PH—A PA./3Cts/PAID. CD31+, red

m) #69a - PH—A/PA./PAID 3 Cts. CD31, red

n) #69b - same, blue

o) #75a - PH—A.PA./5cts  CD32, blue

p) #75b - same, black  –exists? (ASCC)

q) #76a - PH—A PA./5 “plain 5” CD32+, black

r) #76b - same, blue

s) #77 - PH—A PA./6PAID (sl)  CD31+, red

t) #78 - PH—A PA./9PAID (sl) CD31+, red

u) #80 - PH—A PA./10 (bold)  CD32, blue

v) #81b - PHILADA. Pa./10 (it)  CD32+, red

w) #81c - same, black (=deep blue?)

x) #82 - PHILADA.^ Pa./10cts  CD32, blue

y) #83 - PH—A PA.^/PAID CD31 red

z) #100 - PH—A/Pa  Oct30, black

Some of these are still questioned after 150 years.
Two of the above are from the pages of the eminent
American Stampless Cover Catalog, and may have
been listed in earlier days before letter content dating
and better chronologies had been worked out. Maybe
is was garbled notes. What’s more, some collectors
still conceive of “postal history” only from the stand-
point of the stamp, i.e., “Sc. #11 on cover (1851-
57)...”, and the markings found thereon are given the
same dates.

Another residual problem with properly identifying
and dating cancels: without knowing that subtleties
exist among similar cancels, earlier collectors might
be quick to assume that one basic cancel was the equal
of another, same dates of usage, etc., when a detailed
examination and appreciation of ideas like those pre-
sented in this article would have proven otherwise.

Then there is always the interpretation of colors (very
dependant on a room’s lighting quality): is it black
ink, a transitional blue-black mixture, “deep blue”,
etc. There is no end to source material for such argu-
ments.

The Great Simplification

Is ink color a determining factor in calling a specific
cancel a “type”?  You might argue that #81b inred
was merely an error, not a separate type, since the
blue version had lasted 33 months and had another
three to go. The red seemingly lasted only a few days

will not used at one time, only five or so at a given
moment, changing every year or two. Why the appar-
ent pandemonium over handstamp types?

Remember that prepaid postage was not needed until
April 1, 1855. The age-old custom, postage payable
by the recipient, had been the norm for centuries. So
prepayment of postage was still a relatively new con-
cept in the first five years of the 1850’s. To end con-
fusion over the interpretation of other post office’s
markings, clerks had to make their intentions very
explicit and obvious. Post office people had to shout
out through their markings when money was NOT to
be collected from the addressee.

There was a government supplied series of paid mark-
ers common to many large towns, not just Philadel-
phia, during these five years. The values represented
the circular rate, “1 PAID”, four different types of “3
PAID”, standard mail rate, seven types of 5 cent rate
identifiers for those who failed to prepay, a six and
nine stamped for multiple paid standard rates, and
four ten cent devices for double non pre-paid mail.
Including color coding changes, the total of collect-
ible cancel types across the decade of the 1850’s in
Philadelphia, discounting spuriously reported types,
is 28 (!).

Color, as mentioned, was another reason for the vari-
eties of cancelers in many towns in the early 1850’s.
Blue and red were used at the beginning of the de-
cade, for no particular reason it seems. A hundred
years before red and black were codes for incoming
and outgoing mail, but no longer. Perhaps it was purely
aesthetic.

The 26 new, briefly used cancel types are

a) #62 - PH—A/PA. CD32+, blue

b) #63a - PH—A/PA. CD31+, blue

c) #63b - same, black

d) #63A - PH—A./PA. CD34, black

e) #64a - PH—A.PA./1 PAID (sl)  CD31+, blue

f) #64b - same, no date = circular use

g) #65a - PH—A/2 (huge) CD31+, black

h) #65b - same, red – exists? (ASCC)

i) #66 - PH—A/PAID/3/Cents/Pa. CD30, blue

j) #67b - same, red

k) #67c - same, red, blank center circular use
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vent stamp reuse. But that’s just the point, the red
markers were not used on stamped mail at all, only
unstamped letters –prepaid in cash, of course. Red
was allowed in order to scream attention to the fact
that the letter was legal and permitted.

In January 1856, nine months after the shift to full
prepayment, red also gives way to basic black. It ap-
pears that the Post Office Department had given the
public the nine to fully digest the fact that even pre-
paid stampless would no longer to be tolerated. Time
was on the march.

That same January of 1856 witnessed the most re-
markable example of streamlined postal efficiency to
date in Philadelphia. At the beginning of 1850 there
were those four markers in use, already mentioned.
In January 1851 and 1852, there were five –not nec-
essarily the same ones the year before, either. Cancel
types were in a continuous flux. In January 1853 there

within that period. Whereas, with #67a, b, and c,
their color helps identify the usage: in blue it de-
noted the 3c circular rate pre-1851; in red a triple
circular rate (or standard letter rate) post-1851; and
of course, without the date slugs, the circular rate
again. Thus, color could be a paid/not paid code as
well as a usage and rating code to postal workers.

In January 1854, black ink was mandated (but we
don’t precisely know why except for the obvious
desire to prevent reuse of stamps). All blue inked
cancellation immediately ceased. The cancel type
may have lived on in another color (se especially
#63a and b), but blue was gone forever, well, ex-
cept for its brief rebirth –for unknown reasons– in
late 1868/early 1869 and the summer of 1872.

Red does continued in use, for an eminently sen-
sible reason, via two markers throughout 1854 and
1855. This may seem odd, given the crusade to pre-



53La Posta         September 2003

Note that there are no reported examples of the Phila-
delphia 5 cents (#81a, LKU 5/10) and 10 cents (#82,
LKU 5/23) devices for late May and June, just prior
to the Big Day of July 1, 1851. Why? Within 30 days,
a rate reduction would reduce business postage bud-
gets between 40 and 70% and businessmen must have
eagerly anticipated this. But whether in a large city
or small town, post offices did not take a vacation for
those six weeks.

The new basic Philadelphia canceler, #62, created to
inaugurate the changeover was in fact used prior to
the big day with its earliest use date so far at June 25.
The latest use of  the retiring device, #61, is May 2.
There must be later dates into early June. People as
well as businesses had long since been bitten by the
correspondence bug and not everyone would want to
be, or every situation permit being, put on hold for so
long. Where are at least the five cent letters that
couldn’t wait another three to four weeks just to save

were six; January 1854, four or five; January 1855,
probably five; and from January 1856 through 1860,
the second five years of the decade, only ONE.

No need to shout through red ink that an unstamped
item had been prepaid. The five and ten cent devices
were passe’ too, because the Postal Act of (April 1,)
1855 had rendered all domestic mail paid devices
obsolete. Letters would henceforth cost three cents
up front, with or without a stamp. The next leap for-
ward will be to require all senders to lick a postage
stamp. The Great Simplification left in its wake a
noticeable peace and calm for the second five years
of the decade. There will be but one single town
marker for all reasons.

The chart

This is a pretty exciting story for postal historians,
full of postal understandings, with many usage dates
lining up. Glance at the chart accompanying to see
graphically the great effect of the Government’s logic
and execution.
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There was a double rate red PAID six cent device
(#77) that made an appearance late in the period, from
July 1854 through September 1855. Accompanying
it is a triple rate red PAID 9’s (#78) from approxi-
mately July 1855. Both are very scarce.

A giant among cancelers

A canceler (#63 and b) with a grand future, though
none suspected it at the time, came into being in Oc-
tober 1853. It was born blue and existed that way for
14 months. A directive from Washington required
black ink instead of blue. Apparently, unscrupulous
postage thieves had figured out how to wash the blue
ink and the General Post Office was striking back. As
a black cancel beginning in January 1854, its life was
effectively tripled. It would go on to faithfully serve
another full four years and four months, until June
1858. Its total of six and a half years makes it the
longest lived device of its day.

Sometime during #63b’s tenure, an experimental type,
#63A, was tried, and tried apparently very little as it
is unique to date. It is overly large at 34mm, prophetic
of the “balloon” (33mm) Civil War era devices to
come. Its color black would appropriately fit any year
1854-8, but it is conservatively suggested to be 1855.

Despite this odd exception, and especially after Janu-
ary 1856, #63b was to be the lone Philadelphia can-
celer. It would have to bear the full canceling respon-
sibility previously carried by those 20-something other
intermittent rate-specific devices that had populated
postal clerks’ desks only a few years before. One may
rightly wonder if all the other clerks were given their
walking papers in favor of one single, overworked,
triple-timing employee?

The answer is no, because the black #63b is known
in at least six sub-types. This means that at least six
clerks marked up mail with the “same” device, though
each actually had an almost exact copy of their
own.This concept makes sense, since we began by
saying that throughout the first half of the decade, so
rate-conscious, there were about five different, vary-
ing devices in use at any given time, doubtless one
per clerk.

Those five clerks were kept busy throughout the early
1850’s and would be needed no less now. The city’s
population was growing rapidly. The newly consoli-
dated Philadelphia citizenry was half a million plus,
but many sent mail through their local “county” sta-
tions, which continued to use their locally-named

two cents?  Here, and for other marker types, ques-
tion marks are added where unreported markings
would seem to reasonably exist.

Another interesting image drawn from the chart is
the dramatic beginnings for other devices besides the
blue #62. Numbers 67b and c changed colors from
blue to red and another 3 cent PAID, #69a, came on
line briefly to meet the expected crush of business.
However, the #69a was apparently not needed. It
changed from red ink to blue in less than 2 months,
and even then will be used for only five months more.
There’s no apparent reason for the color switch in
August 1851: both were used on stampless letter mail.
The brevity of use makes them both very scarce, as
well as a puzzle.

Have it whose way?

Why was there a need to introduce new five cent de-
vices in post-July 1851?  Because those who followed
tradition and expected the recipient to pay the post-
age now had a penalty imposed. But they wouldn’t
have to pay it, the addressee would. What chutzpah!
Two added cents, a total of five, was the price for the
ignominious privilege of accepting another’s unpaid
letter. This sounds surprisingly like today’s phone
company who touts in their TV ads the joy of calling
free, “...dial 1-800-CALL-AT...” You can call anyone
in the country and receive a wonderfully low rate –
except that the person on the other end will pay the
bill.

Thus, the blue “5 cts”, #75a (and b, if it exists), came
into being in August 1851. Its lifetime will extend a
full 25 months. Did it take that long for
Philadelphianconsciences to conclude that imposed
postage on another wasn’t fair? Actually, it took even
longer, because still another blue five cent device,
the “plain 5” (#76a) was required. There must have
been large quantities of due mail because these two
five cent devices overlapped for half a year and then
the “plain 5” took sole possession of the task for an-
other 18 months. The “plain 5” will disappeared
abruptly in March 1855 with the implementation of
the Postal Act of 1855.

A companion blue “plain 10” (#80), a very elusive
marking meant for double weight postage due mail,
was used for a brief while, approximately July through
October 1853, though the year is mere conjecture.
Frugal Philadelphians must not have written (out of
consideration?) lengthy due letters! There are no red
Philadelphia 10’s known to the writer, either.
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tion marks, and as always constructive criticism and
new sources are welcome.

Some covers of the 1850s

Figure 1. 61 This cancel stood the test of time, was
an elder brother to the ‘50’s cancelers. It began life
pre-stamp, in August 1846, and was replaced in the
reduced 3 cent rate transition. Its last known usage
was May 2, 1851. Its rather unsightly image was not
a prestige PR piece for the town. This ca.1847, July
25 drop letter shows it at about its best.

handstamps for some
years to come. Still, in
the overall region there
was sufficient growth of
mail business to require
that sixth and maybe
seventh clerk.

The final canceler of the
1850’s is the unparal-
leled single black octa-
gon (#100). It over-
lapped #63b in June
1858 and then took the
reins until September
1860 (its seven sub-
types were used by at
least seven clerks). Af-
ter a relatively average
life span of 27 months it too passed into history, re-
placed incrementally over several months by an
equally eminent cancel, the small double octagon. But
this is a cancel for the future, the 1860’s, so we will
end our discussion here.

P.S. The work on this article, especially creating the
usage chart, forced the writer to reconsider some pre-
viously close held ideas about these series of devices.
Owners of the Catalog of Philadelphia Cancels may
notice some date revisions as a result. A few letters/
covers have been reexamined and reconsidered, and
what now appears here is as pure a foundation for
further work as possible. Dates line up, principles and
regulations now
seem to coincide
with the letter/
cover data –still
with a few ac-
k n o w l e d g e d
mysteries— and
the effort, though
grueling, has
been very satisfy-
ing. La Posta
readers are en-
couraged to
eMail the writer
with canceler
dates to replace
the chart’s ques-

Figure 1

Figure 2
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Figure 4. 62 A very pretty,
sharp 5 cents collect pen-
alty rate to Pottsville PA.
The rims are holding after
one week. July 2, 1851 is
the second day of the rate.

Figure 5. 63a First seeing
the blue version of this can-
cel caused a double-take,
since we are so used to see-
ing the very many later ex-
amples in black. Used with
a circle 2 drop letter rate to

Connecticut. It was a
precursor to the inte-
gral rate markers that
blossomed during the
first five years of the
1850’s. This cancel
was used about 9
months after issue, Jul
21, 1853.

Figure 6. 63b An Oc-
tober 9, 1855 black
strike on a startling
bright orange brown
(sadly damaged) #10.
This diameter of #63b
is 31mm; the next il-

Figure 2. 62 The first
known day of use, Jun
25, 1851, in the week
prior to the reduced 3
cent rate. Someone had
to get a message through
despite the inopportune
timing. It is rare to see a
full rim!

Figure 3. 62 Eight short
months later, Feb 21,
1852, #62 looks battered
and bruised. Neverthe-
less, it will continue in
use for another 17
months.

Figure 3

Figure 4

Figure 5
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Figure 8. 64b, a These very
clear markings indicate a rule
change. The lower (#64a) is a
circular rate with date (con-
tents dated Feb 10, 1852. The
upper (#64b) shows the date re-
moved (but docketed March
1853). The ruling requiring
dateless circular cancels must
have been issued between their
known usages, some time in
July 1852 (see chart).

Figure 9. 65a The eye popping
“large 2” circular/drop marking
parallels the shock upon first
seeing a 2c Black Jack. Con-
tents dated March 31, 1855.
(This particular cover was a gift
between distinguished Philadel-
phia collectors: to Joseph
Carson from  Horace Barr for
speaking at a Rotary meeting in
Reading PA in 1948.)

Figure 10. 67b One of several
red 3 cent paid handstamps used
on paid, stampless covers. This
one dated Jul 24, 1854. The red
ink shouted the fact that no
money was due. Nine months
later, all mail would have to be
paid in advance, stamps or no
stamps, no more 5 cent penalty
rates.

lustration shows a dif-
ferent subtype of 30mm.

Figure 7. 63b A Sc. 26
of Jan 4, 1858. By pro-
cess of elimination, it
must be 1858 as the
EKU of the stamp is the
previous September,
and the cancel ceased
use in June. Besides, the
grid itself is the EKU,
and last used in July.

Figure 6
(reduced).

Figure 7
(reduced).

Figure 8 (reduced).
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Figure 9

Figure 10

Figure 11

Figure 11. 76a This is a first
day cancel for the color, and
a first day for the color it-
self. Number 76a was forced
to change from blue to black
with the New Year, 1854,
due to the anti-stamp wash-
ing crusade being fought
from Washington. That the
month is inverted suggests
that partying in 1853-4 was
little different than today.

Figure 12. 76b An interest-
ing albino cc cover of the
“plain 5” cancel, January 17,
which, from the condition of

the marker is more 1854
than 1855, the only two
Januaries when it was
used. Note that the stamp
was originally attached
by a wafer seal!  Was it
one of the washed stamps
that the Government was
hotly combating?

Figure 13. 77 The mul-
tiple rate red 6 and 9 are
uncommon, and small
treasures in any condi-
tion. This 6PAID is wrin-
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Figure 12

Figure 13
kly and contained a bulky
enclosure toSan Fran-
cisco, probably dated
August 1854.

Figure 14. 78 This
9PAID, despite imperfec-
tions, is a gorgeous full
strike of a triple rate stan-
dard letter that cold be
January 1855, though
1854 fits the color
scheme better.

Figure 14
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15. 80 The “bold 10” is a rare
cancel, so far of unknown year;
1853 is the current guess, and
in style it does match with the
“plain 5” cancel which was
used in blue in late 1853.

16. 100 The large octagon,
though distinctive, rarely
makes a decent impression.
Perhaps it was a batch of poor
quality ink pads or low quality
ink? This early example five or
six weeks after introduction
shows somefresh details, but
overall looks as if it were in use
for a year or two. Or, perhaps
there was too much work to do
to be careful?

Figure 15

Figure 16

Let a La Posta Classified ad send your message
to over 1,100 of North America's most energetic
and interested postal history enthusiasts.As
simple as 1, 2, 3!!!

1) Write down your ad on a slip of paper;

2)Count words excluding ZIP code and check the
rate card on page 77 to find the cost & number of
insertions, and

3) Send your ad along with a check to La Posta,
33470 Chinook Plaza, #216, Scappoose, OR
97056 and we'll do the rest.
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By Randy Stehle
The impetus to write this article was the discovery of
the Valentine post card shown in figure 1. It was
mailed on February 14, 1916, from Springfield, Mass.
It was addressed to someone living on a Springfield
RFD route. (It is interesting to note that the route
number is not given. Springfield had two RFD routes
at this time). The post card received an auxiliary mark-
ing that reads “Delivery delayed by inability of car-
rier/to cover route because of bad roads.” I had never
seen such a marking before, and to this day have never
seen another one. I wanted to know more about how
the RFD routes were maintained. As it turned out, the
card was mailed just before the first big federal road
aid bill was passed.

During the last quarter of the nineteenth century, the
roads in the United States were not in good shape.
There was no centralized system of road management.

Auxiliary Markings - The Federal Aid Road Act of 1916 &
the RFD System

Most of the personnel who built and maintained the
roads were untrained. It was during this time that a
movement towards improving our roads was begun.
Ultimately, it led to the passage of the first compre-
hensive federal road aid bill in 1916. This article will
detail this process and how the RFD system fit into
the plan.

The events that led to the eventual passage of this bill
began in the late 1870s, when the bicycle craze first
reached our shores. They were initially considered to
be a public nuisance, as they scared horses. This led
to a ban on bicycles from public highways. The
League of American Wheelmen was formed in 1880
from a number of pre-existing bicycle clubs to fight
this ban and promote the pastime.  They were also
very interested in improving the conditions of the
roads they used. In 1888, the League’s agenda grew
to include   a national campaign for road improve-
ment. They joined other groups with a rural focus,
such as the national Grange. In 1892, these organiza-
tions formed the National League for Good Roads.
Their work resulted in a $10,000 appropriation to the

Figure 1 So you think you’ve got pot holes? The auxiliary message on this card
takes us back to a time when even the Post Office Department complained about
the condition of roads.

Randy Stehle is a La Posta Associate Editor and
long-time contributing author. He has written
extensively on the subject of postal auxiliary
markings over the past two decades.
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was expected that the designated roads would be
largely improved, with an average expenditure of
about $600 per mile. When the states added their re-
quired $20,000 to the federal money, it was hoped
that $30,000 would provide for continuous mainte-
nance of the designated roads during a one or possi-
bly two-year period.

The replies from the governors of the states to the
federal road aid offer were not what the drafters of
the bill had hoped for. The Joint Report of the Progress
of Post Road Improvement actually called the plan a
“failure”. The following states did not even reply to
the October 31, 1912, agreement: California, Indi-
ana, Kansas, Pennsylvania and Utah. Six states re-
fused to participate: Delaware, Michigan, New
Mexico, New York, South Dakota and Wisconsin.
Twenty-eight states could not raise the necessary
funds to participate in the program. Three states
(Maine, Connecticut and Vermont) raised the required
funds, but only after special state legislative action.
Ohio was expected to also enact legislation. Minne-
sota, Maryland and Iowa had certain supervisory au-
thority over the work to be done, because their state
laws required it. A few states (Arizona, Colorado and
Washington) were unable to designate a road on which
RFD service had been, or was to have been, estab-
lished. Only two states (Alabama and Oregon) ac-
cepted the allotment as originally proposed in the
agreement.

The Agreement of April 21, 1913

Due to the failure of the agreement made in 1912, it
was withdrawn (except for those few states that had
met the requirements), and a new agreement for
$500,000 was entered into on April 21, 1913. The
language given in section two spelled out the new
requirements:

That there be selected from four to eight loca-
tions in as many sections of the country, where dif-
ferent topographic, soil, and climatic conditions are
found; that the balance of the appropriation be di-
vided into as many parts; that the Postmaster Gen-
eral and the Secretary of Agriculture proceed to se-
lect political subdivisions which will cooperate on
the basis of furnishing twice the amount of money
which shall be furnished by the Government, and
where there is to be found at least 30 miles of road
suitable for conducting the experiments contem-
plated.

Department of Agriculture in 1893 that created the
Office of Road Inquiry (ORI). Their primary task was
to provide information on road improvement.

The ORI helped draft model legislation for the for-
mation of state highway departments. A few states
had already formed such departments -  New Jersey
in 1891 and Massachusetts in 1892. With the help of
ORI, other states (Connecticut, California, Maryland,
New York and Vermont) began to also plan for state
highway departments.

The other major force behind improving the roads
was brought about by the creation of the RFD system
in 1896. By 1899, the RFD “experiment” had become
very successful, with many miles of routes established
throughout the country. In this year, the Post Office
Department (POD) declared that no RFD routes would
be established where the roads were not passable the
year round. By 1904, the nation had 2,151,000 miles
of roads, but only 151,664 had been improved with
gravel, tar or some other substance. The other two
million miles were dirt road that were often not pass-
able at times. The total annual expenditure of the states
for road building amounted to only $2,000,000. By
1912, this amount had risen to $43,000,000.

Until 1912, no federal money had been set aside for
actual road improvements. The reason was based on
the theory that federal aid to the states was unconsti-
tutional.  Fortunately, the RFD system provided a
loophole around this. The constitution gave Congress
the power to establish post offices and post roads.
Since every RFD route was a post road, the Congress
had the right and obligation to construct and main-
tain these roads.

Post Road Improvement Under The
Act Of August 24, 1912

The Post Office appropriation bill for the fiscal year
1913 (which was passed on August 24, 1912) included
$500,000 for the improvement of conditions on RFD
routes. The only catch was that the states had to fur-
nish double the amount of money. The Postmaster
General and the Secretary of Agriculture adopted an
agreement as of October 31, 1912, that spelled out
the procedures to accomplish this. The governor of
each state was to designate 50 miles of road over
which RFD had been established and was a good can-
didate to conduct improvements. Each state would
receive approximately $10,000, which was based on
an equal appropriation among the then 48 states. It
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with all the state, county and local governments. The
Joint Report wanted a way to make the various con-
cerned parties act in better harmony, but was not sure
how to accomplish this. The final recommendation
in the Joint Report urged the continuation of the work,
with a doubling of the appropriation to one million
dollars for fiscal 1915.

The Federal Aid Road Act of July 11,
1916

The purpose of the Federal Aid Road Act of 1916
was to promote construction of rural roads by grant-
ing aid to the various states. The total amount appro-
priated was $85,000,000. Of this amount, $75,000,000
was to be expended on the rural post roads during the
five-year period ending June 30, 1921. The other
$10,000,000 was to be spent on national forest roads.
The handling of the special roads funds allocated in
1912 and 1913 were largely responsible for the larger
provision made in the Federal Aid Road Act of 1916.
By studying these roads, it was possible to calculate
that it cost 23 cents to haul a ton a mile on an unim-
proved road, versus 13 cents a mile on an improved
one.

The leading features of the rural post roads section of
the Act are as follows:

1. It authorized the Secretary of Agriculture to
cooperate with the states through their respec-
tive state highway departments in the construc-
tion of rural post roads. The number of states
with highway commissions went from 29 in
1912 to 39 in 1916.

2. No money appropriated by the Act could be
expended in any state until the legislature of the
state  assented to the provisions of the Act.

3. Federal money may be expended only for the
construction of post roads. If the Secretary of
Agriculture found that any road constructed in
any state was not being properly maintained
within a given period, notice was given. If
within four months of receiving notice the road
was not repaired properly, no further aid would
be extended to the state or civil subdivision.

4. The $75,000,000 was allocated as follows: for
1917 $5,000,000; 1918 $10,000,000; 1919
$15,000,000; 1920 $20,000,000; and 1921
$25,000,000.

5. The contribution of the federal government for
the construction of any road was limited to 50
per cent of the cost.  The cost per mile of road
construction was not to exceed $10,000.

The locations selected were in groups of states as fol-
lows: Eastern, Middle, Southern Atlantic, Southern
Gulf, Central, Middle Western and Western. The gov-
ernors were requested to select one RFD route for
the project. One of the requirements was a route
“…where relative savings to the Government in the
operation of Rural Delivery Service and to the local
inhabitants in the transportation of their products, by
reason of the proposed improvement, could be ascer-
tained for the information of Congress.” Many states
replied favorably to this agreement.

By August of 1913, the Office of Public Roads had
made 26 inspections of designated post routes in 18
different states. The inspections covered 1,143 miles,
of which 359 miles were accepted. Of these, 290 miles
were traversed by RFD carriers, or 81% of the total
designated roads. Many inspections were made that
did not result in agreements to improve the roads.
Delay was largely due to the fact that there were not
local funds available for the project to proceed.

Four designated post roads were studied in detail:
Lauderdale County, Alabama; Leflore and Carroll
Counties, Mississippi; Boone and Story Counties,
Iowa; and Cumberland and Sagadahoc Counties,
Maine. The Joint Report goes on to state, “The inves-
tigation on these designated post roads includes a
study of location of the counties with respect to ex-
isting transportation facilities, population served by
proposed road, traffic area tributary to the roads, de-
grees of existing improvement, the present cost of
transportation, and the annual volume of traffic re-
duced to ton-miles, county finances and road admin-
istration, present value of cultivated and uncultivated
land, also school, church, and general social
conditions…Particular attention is paid to the total
ton-miles of traffic sustained by the proposed post
road and the present cost of hauling per ton-mile, with
the view of accurately determining the total savings
to the community when the roads are improved.”

The types of construction used on the roads were var-
ied: Alabama and Ohio got dirt; Georgia, Mississippi
and Minnesota got gravel; Ohio got a first class brick
road; Maryland and Kentucky got limestone mac-
adam; and Virginia got sand-clay top soil or gravel.
Even though many projects were underway at the time
of the Joint Report (August 23, 1913), operations had
not advanced enough to help Congress devise a gen-
eral plan of national aid for the improvement of the
post roads. One major fact was learned from this “ex-
periment”: there was too much red tape in dealing
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left hand portion of the post card lays out the rate of
pay. The $0.65 rate he charged is not listed. It reads
“FOR EACH MILE DRAGGED BOTH WAYS THE
CHARGE SHALL NOT EXCEED: For 4 horses with
8-foot drag, or larger, per mile $0.75. For 2 or 3 horses
with 7-foot drag, per mile .60.” It was signed by Roy
Bauer, R. 4. It was approved April 8, 1920 by Cleon
Peck, F[alls] C[ity], Superintendent of Dragging.

6. The funds were apportioned to the states on the
basis of three factors: population, area and
mileage of RFD and star routes. Each factor
was given an equal weight of one third. For
instance, in 1917, Texas was allocated the most
aid at $291,928. Delaware got the least at
$8,184, while California was right in the
middle at $151,064.

I was lucky enough to find a post card related to the
maintenance of rural roads. It is a fill-in-the blanks
post card, which served as an invoice from Roy Bauer,
who performed road maintenance. Figure 2 shows
the post card, which was  mailed
in April 1920 from Fall City, Nebr.
It is overpaid with a two-cent
stamp, as the rate was one cent
then. It is addressed to Cleon Peck,
Superintendent of Dragging, Ohio
Township, Route #2, Falls City,
Nebr. The back of the card is shown
in figure 3. It reads “March 31,
1920. I have dragged District No.
1 during the month of Feb and Mar
1920, according to your directions,
on the following dates: 1 miles with
2 horse[s] 8 ft. drag Feb 17 1920
@ .65 per mile, $.65 [followed by
three more dates] And have
charged therefor, $3.80.” The lower

Figure 2

Figure 3
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William Carey Brown’s Letters from Fort Klamath,
Oregon, 1878-1880

When we last looked in on Lt. Brown in
October, 1880 he had written to his father
of his visit to the lava beds where the

Modoc Wars had occurred, complete with battlefield
sketches. While Brown was posted at the Fort through
at least September of 1881, there are no more letters
written by him in his remaining months there. How-
ever, his mother continued to write him from Denver,
which gives us further insights into her life as well as
William’s as he transitioned into a new phase of his
military career.

One of Mrs. Brown’s letters describes in detail the
city-wide memorial services held in Denver for Presi-
dent Garfield, the nation’s 20th president and the fourth
to die in office. He had been shot only four months
after his inauguration, and died two months later from
the wound. His Vice President, Chester A. Arthur,
assumed the office. What is interesting about the let-
ter is that it portrays how deeply the event impacted
an ordinary citizen and her community. Virtually the
entire city of Denver turned out for the funeral pro-
cession, business was suspended for the day, and all
of the shops and many homes were draped in mourn-
ing.

We also have two letters written by Robert L.Cavitt,
who was a contract guide and route explorer for Lt.
Brown.

Denver, Col.

May 14th, 1880 [unaccompanied letter]

My Dear Son
I will write a few lines as your Father is writing. I

have been cleaning house this week and am tired. I
am glad that you have changed your mind and think
it is best for the girls not to remain in Phil. through
the month of June. We are sending them a check to-
day which is the last until they . . . .

Your Father is some better than when I wrote you.
I wrote to Helen suggesting flowers for the Placque
she was to paint for you but she has not told me what
she was painting. The weather is delightful, the trees
have donned their summer [veil] of green full two
weeks in advance of last year. I will write more next
time.

Yours lovingly,
Mother

Part 5: Letters to Lt. Brown
Transcribed by Cath Clark

Denver, Col.

May 16th 80 [unaccompanied letter]

My Dear Son
Yours of the 5th is before me and contents noted. I

think the girls enjoyed their N.Y. visit very much in-
deed. Our friend Mrs Bailey tells me that they are
very well acquainted with Mr Sherman of N.Y. and
that he is a very nice man. The girls will leave Phil.
one week from today. We received a letter yesterday
from Mrs Hanna saying that she will be glad to have
the girls visit her on their return. They will therefore
stay a day or two in Pittsburg (sic).

As you said nothing in your letter about having
received the painting from Helen I infer that you did
not get it in time for the wedding. It is too bad. I do
not even know what she thought of sending. I sug-
gested flowers but she has not said anything about it,
although I have asked her repeatedly what she was
painting. Why didn’t you go to the wedding? By the
way I don’t believe I ever answered your questions
as to whether C.H. Murray signed that receipt for the
registered package you sent him. I think he did but
there was no letter with it simply the receipt showing
that the package had been delivered. I should think
he would write to you acknowledging it.

We are having very warm weather but no mosqui-
toes. I send you by this mail the St. Peter Tribune and
Denver Tribune. Your photo received, I will give it
to Mrs Roeschlaub and let Harry have the one in the
album as you suggest. Last Thursday eve.
Roeschlaubs gave a neighborhood party which was
very pleasant. Capt. Shepard told your Father on Sat-
urday that he would give the girls half fare rates on
the D.&R.G. & A.T. to Santa Fe … so I suppose they
will visit Mrs Hamm on their return. Capt.Yance of
Fort Leavenworth sent Helen a very handsome Eas-
ter card, but I did not send it on to her as she will be
home so soon.

Mrs. Deane told me the other day that they were
going to send all the family photos to you. She goes
East in four weeks and Mrs. Deane in Oct. to attend
the celebration of the battle of Yorktown. The
“World’s Fair” scheme at N.Y. has failed and I fear
with it my hopes of a trip East. Your Father has not
yet got the deed to those “lots” from Mr Cook, but
will send it soon. The lots which have been sold since
have gone much higher than those your Father
brought, and I think they will be worth something
some day. Your Father I think is improving slowly.

Write as often as you can to your loving
Mother
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There was a frightful accident on Larimer St. yes-
terday, caused by the falling of the wall of a building
in [the] course of construction. Two men were killed
and four more wounded. Will send you the paper.

Received a letter from Helen yesterday. Grace has
had an attack of Billious Fever but is now about well.
She says that Mrs. Cary was very kind indeed doing
everything in her power for her she says. I don’t know
what we would have done had we been out at Darby
when Grace was sick. Helen says the next time that
her Uncle comes in to the city that they will set a day
to go to Dr Thompson and have Grace’s eye oper-
ated on. I have not yet mailed your papers but will
try to get them off tomorrow. Your Pa took them down
to the Office and they were over weight so he had to
bring them back. I have made two packages of them,
the Assaying book I had quite a hunt for and was
about to write you that it was not  here. But I at last
found it among your Father’s books in the desk. Will
mail the three packages together. No news except that
the streets are exceedingly muddy, if that is news!

Hoping you have reached your Post in safety and
are well. I am as ever,

Your loving Mother

Denver, Col. March 21st, 1881

[cover to Fort Klamath, postmarked Mar 22]

My Dear Son
Yours of the 13th is at hand and contents noted.

The roads must be about as bad in Oregon as in Den-
ver. They have been almost impassable since you left.
Our snow drying up so that in some parts of town
they are comparatively good. Your friends in this
neighborhood and elsewhere make a great many in-
quiries about you, and you are no longer a stranger
here, but one of our family. Am I authorized to present
kind regards to all such enquiries? Especially among
the neighbors. By the way your Father and myself
were invited over to Mrs. Todd’s for tea on Saturday
eve. Mr & Mrs Deane, Mrs Platt, and the
Roeschlaub’s were invited. Your Father did not go.
We had a very pleasant evening, so you see the sus-
picions of Mesdames Platt & Deane in regard to Mrs
Todd were without foundation. I do not remember
whether I wrote you that Grace had the operation
performed in her eye. It was entirely successful. Helen
says that it also improves her looks very much. Her
eye is still too weak to read, or practice. The opera-
tion was very painful, much more so than they thought
it would be, but Helen says she stood it like a martyr.
The Dr said she was the “pluckiest” girl he ever saw.
I feel very much relieved that it’s over as I felt some-
what nervous about it. It seems like an age since you
left home, and now I congratulate myself that it lacks
three weeks of being two years till you come again. I

Denver, Col.

March 6th 1881

[cover to Fort Klamath, postmarked Denver, March
7, 1881]

My Dear Son
Yours of the 3rd is received. We are glad to know

that so far you have had a pleasant journey. How did
your lunch hold out? I forgot all about the fruitcake
which I had kept so carefully for you and I only wish
you had it, for it will take us a long time to eat it.

We received letters from the girls yesterday. Grace
has had an attack of Billious Fever but was very much
better when she wrote. She says that Mrs. Carey was
very kind indeed doing everything in her power for
her comfort. I cannot tell you how much I miss you
since you [left]. The house seems very lonely with-
out you and I try to be hopeful and look forward to
the return of the girls and to our next visit. It com-
menced to snow last night about 9 p.m. and is still
snowing. I think it is the deepest snow we have had
this winter. Consequently when it melts we will have
the deepest mud, which is not pleasant to contem-
plate. On Friday morning after you left the man who
bought Mrs. Platt’s lot adjoining ours commissioned
to build. The house is to be a story & a half brick and
just one foot from our fence. Delightful isn’t it?

Harrison’s letter was received on Friday and would
have sent if .. had thought that it would still reach
Klamath as soon as you would and did not think it
best so sent it to San Francisco as you might not get
it.

Shall I invest? I think I (should). Hoping you are
well and that you will write us very often I am sure.

Your loving
Mother

Denver, Col.

March 9th 1881

[cover to Fort Klamath, postmarked Mar 10, 1881.]

My Dear Son,
Yours of the 4th came to hand yesterday and I has-

ten to reply so that you may have letters from home
soon after your arrival at Klamath. It is just one week
today since you left us and it seems like a month to
me. I hope the weeks won’t grow longer. If they do I
don’t know how I shall get along the next two years.
Your Pa and myself spent Monday evening with Mrs.
Platt, the Roeschlaub’s and Mrs. Deane were there.
We had a very pleasant evening.
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The neighbors are all well and make many inquir-
ies about you. Well, I must stop writing for tonight.
Write soon and often to your loving

Mother
[ps] Mrs. Reigart is very ill. Mr R. suffers dread-

fully with his limb.

Denver, Col., [ca June 16, 1881]

[Cover to Fort Klamath postmarked Denver, June 17,
1881]

From Mrs G.A. Brown, 32 South 13th Street

My Dear Son,
Yours of May 25th is at hand and contents noted.

Received a letter from the girls last Friday. They were
in East Palestine and had visited in Willsville. They
expected to arrive in Kansas City on Saturday of this
week (June 17th) and will reach home the last of next
week, about the 18th. Your Uncle Will Wills (sic) was
very kind to the girls and wanted them to stay with
him there for four weeks which they could not do of
course. He gave them nearly all of your Aunt Mary’s
things, and also gave them her watch and chain for
me, as long as I wanted it, and then it is to go to
Grace and never to go out of the family.

Your Uncle John Brown died on the 28th day of
May. Nev. Chamberlain took the girls to the funeral
on Monday the 30th as they were then visiting in East
Palestine. I received a letter on Saturday from Charlie
Ellis. He says that J.R. Gardners little boy Bertie is
very low with Spinal Meningitis and the Dr. says if
he lives he will be an idiot. Terrible isn’t it! Thomas
Pettijohn hopes to get $15,000 (fifteen thousand)
dollars back pay. Jenny Tyler (ne Pettijohn) is quite
well again. You remember she was insane for a time.
Charlie spoke very kindly of you and the girls. He
says all my old friends send love to me and would
like to see “my bright smiling face once again”. Isn’t
Charlie complimentary? You wouldn’t beat that your-
self. There was a terrible double murder committed
in the Parsonage of our church last week which has
caused a great excitement in Denver. The Parsonage
is not occupied by our Pastor but rented to a family
who keeps boarders. I will send you the papers. I
sent those “engrassing” pens last week. I am sorry
you were disappointed about going to Vancouver, but
try again. You are going to try for Leavenworth aren’t
you? It would be so nice to have you there. Then we
could see you once in a while. You will doubtless
remember the subject of this newspaper paragraph
enclosed.

The weather is warm and very pleasant but little
dust. All well as usual. I must stop writing and get
dinner. Wish you were here to help us eat strawber-

notice what you say in regard to the Arctic Expedi-
tion. I am still of the opinion that it would be a very
foolish undertaking as well as exposing your life and
health unnecessarily. We are forwarding you papers
as fast as we receive them. I suppose Farrow’s letter
was already at Klamath when you arrived. I received
a Postal from Dr Calhoun (Aunt Almira’s son-in-law)
yesterday saying that Frank Hawkins is very low with
Typhoid fever.

Harry Roeschlaub has just been in to invite us over
to spend the evening, but as I am not very well I shall
not go, and Pa is very busy. I wish you were here to
go, he enquires about you. I would send Helen’s let-
ter but I suppose she has written you. Hoping you are
well and rested from your tiresome journey, I am as
ever,

Your loving
Mother
[ps] Your ministers in Oregon must be fast men.

Denver, Colorado

March 28th, 1881

[cover to Ft. Klamath postmarked March 29th]

My Dear Son
Yours of March is at hand announcing your safe

arrival at your post. We hope that ... you are nicely
rested from your long and fatiguing journey. I cannot
tell you how much I miss you, now that the weather
is warmer and your Father is out so much of the time.
It is quite lonely. I received a letter from the girls on
Friday which I will enclose as I do not feel like writ-
ing. Now in regard to advice about investing in land
I do not feel that I am competent to give advice, but
I think I would invest in the forty acres but I don’t
know about the other. Your Father says to keep the
check from Farrow and try your luck in the forty acres
but thinks he would not at present invest any more in
wild lands as his experience in that line in Minn.
proved very disastrous to him financially. Therefore
his advice is “to go slow.” But do as you think best
about it.

I feel so thankful that Grace’s eyes are likely to be
entirely well and stronger than they have ever been.
What do you think of the girls leaving Phil. in May?
They have both been sick and I am fearful that when
the weather is warmer they will not feel so well as of
course the city will not be as healthy as in cold
weather.

Aunt Hawkins has buried another son with Frank
who also died with Typhoid fever. Uncle was first
able to sit up and Neva not yet out of danger when I
heard from them. Frank I think died about the 12th of
this month. He was the youngest of the family.
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You must excuse poor penmanship. I have worked
so hard my fingers are stiffened up. I remain yours
respectfully,

R.L. Cavitt

Roseburg, Douglas Co Oregon

Sept 18, 1881

From Robert L. Cavitt

[unaccompanied letter]

Lieutenant Brown
Dear Sir
I take the present time to write you. I worked pretty

hard after I got home and got wet a few times so I
was under the weather a few days. It was cloudy some
time so I thought it best not to start but I went out to
mud lake. I went from mud lake to fish lake creek
gap on the eleventh 11 of Sep. In my other letter I
told you the reason I did not examine this route for a
trail. My mule being lame and short of rations no
person went with me when I said I would examine
this route. I was determined to do so from mud lake
to the creek heading by black rock Butte is big tim-
ber. Some brush not bad going no bad gulches to cross
when I came to the creek. It proved to be a wall rock
canyon. I went down six hundred yards got below
the canyon good crossing no steep banks no trouble
from this back to mud lake.

From this creek for two miles South towards the
gap it is verry (sic) brushy mostly pine and poison
laurel. Some chinquapin brush, timber fir, sugar pine,
some mountain cedar. After this I turned more South
East in the direction of the gap. It is timber and brush
not very bad going some steep places of bare rocks
but no place as I seen but could be avoided the ground
is not rock in many places. Kept near the gap. Upon
the whole the route is a practacable one brush being
the worrst (sic) trouble.

At present it is raining here has been two days
past. I have not been from home since I got back. I
was thankful for the letter that I received from you. I
am satisfied most any way as to my pay though would
be glad to get it as soon as possible so as to help lay
in my supplies. I went out to mud lake and back did
not stay long, flies was bad. I killed a few deer on the
trip.

I forgot to say that I crossed Black Rock creek or
the creek I speak of over two miles down from the
Butte. I remain yours respectfully

Robert L. Cavitt

ries. I have not succeeded yet in getting any photos
for you from Roeschlaubs. Hoping you are well I am
as ever your loving

Mother

Roseburg, Douglas Co Oregon

Aug 15, 1881

From Robert L.Cavitt

[cover to Ft. Klamath, postmarked Roseburg]

Lieutenant Brown
Dear Sir I have the honor of addressing you as I

promised. I came home by Williamson’s river then
northwest near the head of  Sand creek than I climbed
the mountain to the north of Mount Scott owing to
my sadle (sic) mule becoming verry (sic) lame in one
hind foot. I had to change from my intended route
north of Crater Lake and west of both red buttes then
to fish lake creek gap.

I came northwest from Mount Scott and came in
to Indian creek. It took three days for me to get to
Skoochum Prarie. I expected to get to Fish lake in
two when I left the fort. Being nearly out of rations I
had to go on to Snow Bird and went from Skoochem
to Snow Bird. I had to walk. I got there at night. I did
not examine from the gap to mudlake owing to being
on the road a day longer than I expected. As soon as
I get my work done … I will take a short trip perhaps
about the 20 of the month. I will try at Roseburg to
get help. If I do I will try the point or ridge west of
Bear Meadows. It looks favorable though it may not
prove so good. If I succeed in getting to the South
Umpqua without its being too steep then I will blaze
up to Fish lake creek gap, but if I go through by my-
self then I will start in at mud lake and go to the gap.

Northeast of Skootchem I [was] stopped a few
hours by rain. I got a good view. I think the best route
for road or trail is to come through fish lake creek
gap, cross both forks of Rogue River higher up. Just
below the willow marshes their  (sic) follow the old
wagon road four or five miles East then turn South-
East leave both red Buttes to the East then come in
west of Crater, cross the canyons west of Crater higher
up.

This I believe is the easiest and fewer obsticles
(sic)  in the way. I believe that there would be three
prongs of Saugues river to cross. To go the way that
we went we had to go too far South to get a round the
big mountains and then the canyons was large and
deep. . . .

I have been verry (sic) busy since I got home and
not had time to go to Roseburg. I will go this morn-
ing. I think of going to fish lake gap this week Friday
and Saturday was rainy so could not work at hay.
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they have lost a personal friend. The “blue & the gray”
have formed hands over the bier of our dead Chieftan
and God grant that all sectional strife and political
jarring and discord may cease and out of this great
national calamity may come the highest good to one
nation. I am sure that President Arthur will have the
prayers of all Christians that he may have wisdom to
fulfill the duties of the high station to which he is
called.

Helen has finished your porcelains and will send
them in a day or two. I hope you will pardon the mis-
takes I have made in writing. I have been interrupted
so that I could scarcely write and you know how ner-
vous I am about interruptions when I want to write.
Pa and the girls join me in much love.

Yours lovingly
Mother

[second letter inserted with the above]

Your Father is about as usual, not very well. Don’t
you want to make your Father a present of an over-
coat? His old one is too light for him, in his state of
health he requires the warmest clothing, and he has
built us a shed for a store-room and has so much in
sheep that finances are low, and as we both need coats
for winter I fear that he will feel as though he could
not afford a good warm, heavy one for himself. I think
he would appreciate a present of that kind from you,
but do not mention that we requested you to send the
money. I think it will require $25 dollars to buy a
good heavy coat.

Denver, Col.

Sept 27, 1881

[cover to Brown postmarked Denver Sep 28.]

Addressed to Ft. Klamath, but crossed out and sent to
Ashland, Ore]

My Dear Son,
Yours of the 20th just received. Glad to learn that

you are relieved for a trip to Portland Vancouver and
hope you will enjoy the visit and the target shooting.
We received a letter from Mr Adams last week in
regard to the Leavenworth school. He says they had
received word from there that they were at work on
the buildings intended for the use of the “Military
school”. So perhaps they may begin the school about
the Holidays and have one long term as two short
ones in the year. We hope so at least. Grace started
today to the Commercial College today. She thinks
she will like it very much but will not take Book keep-
ing, only Penmanship. She pays $5.00 for twenty les-
sons one hour each day. The course in Book keeping
is six months from 9 a.m. to 1 o’clock p.m. daily
tuition $25.00 and we thought we could hardly af-
ford it at present.

We have just built on a shed 12 x 13 at the back of
the kitchen to be used as a store room and in case of
necessity for a bedroom. It is well built and finished
except the plastering so you see we will at least have
a place to put our trunks.

Yesterday at 2 p.m. we attended the funeral ser-
vices of the President which were held out between
Stout and Welton Sts and between 23rd & 24th. It
seemed as though the whole city turned out en masse.
We went down on Larimer and 17th to see the proces-
sion. It took fifty-five minutes for it to pass. From
there we went out to hear the speaking, but were un-
able to get near enough the speaker’s stand to hear
much. All business was suspended for the day, and
all nationalities united in doing honor to the illustri-
ous dead. The whole city is in mourning. All busi-
ness houses a great many private residences & all
public conveyances are draped in mourning. The
bands (there were four) played “Nearer my god to
Thee”, with very fine effect. The Choir sang “Asleep
in Jesus”, and the [Main] choir sang “Rest for the
Weary”. There were memorial services in all the
churches either on Sunday or Monday. Our Pastor
preached a very impressive sermon on Sabbath,
dwelling on the high moral … and Christian charac-
ter of the President and exhorting all especially the
young men to stand firm in the truth and right. The
Rev. Mr. Heilton summed up all in a few words say-
ing that he was a “man of God” and that was why he
had such a hold on the hearts of the people.” Truly
this is a time for tears and each one seems to feel that

To Be Concluded in November issue.
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USA POSTAL HISTORY
Colonial to Prexies: Maritime, Destinations,

Expos, DPOs, Railroad, Territorial,
CSA, Express, Possessions, & Military

ASDA Mega Event, Booth 523
 New York, NY   23 - 26 October

STEPHEN T. TAYLOR
5 Glenbuck Road
Surbiton, Surrey

England KT6 6BS

Phone 01144-208-390-9357
Fax 01144-208-390-2235

Email: staylor995@aol.com
www.stephentaylor.co.uk

Your American dealer in Britain

La Posta Backnumbers

Backnumbers of La Posta may be purchased from
Sherry Straley, 2214 Arden Way #199, Sacramento,
CA 95825. An index of all backnumbers through
Volume 28 has been completed by Daniel Y.
Meschter and is available on the La Posta website
at www.la-posta.com.

To order backnumbers call  Sherry at 916-359-
1898, fax 916-359-1963 or send her an E-mail at
collectibles@4agent.org.

United StatesPostal History
Town Cancels. D.P.O.’s, machines, adver-
tising, R.P.O.’s, stampless and much more
are featured in my state price lists. Which
state may I send you?
P.O. Box 94822
Las Vegas NV 89193
(800) 594-3837
FAX (702) 369-9139

http://postalhistory.com

Help our ‘Club Postal History
Exhibit!’

IRVING, TEXAS IS 100 YEARS OLD.
We need the following cancels:

Irving (1904-70), Kit, Finley, Estelle,
Buck, & Breck.

Contact: John Barrett, Ph.D. at
johnb@royalbodycare.com

Our web site:
www.mid-citiesstampclub.com
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La Posta E-Books!
We are pleased to announce that La Posta Publications has
launched a new series of publications on CD-ROM.
This exciting new format permits postal history works to be
offered with full-color illustrations, the capabilities of
sorting and searching data bases and interactivity.

Each CD E-book is priced at $19.95 postpaid woldwide.
(Note: La Posta subscribers are entitled to purchase titles
at $17.50 postpaid)

The following titles are currently available and ready for shipping:
1) Early Air Mail & Aviation in Southern California by Don Evans. This groundbreaking survey of the history of early air mail in
Southern Califiornia from 1910 to the onset of World War II was originally published in La Posta: A Journal of American Postal
History in serial format. The copiously illustrated work has been updated and reorganized as the first in our new series of Electronic
Monographs, and the images for which color was available are reproduced here in beautiful full-color figures. This will make a very
worthwhile addition to the library of any collector interested in the history of early air mail or the broader postal history of Southern
California. The text is reproduced in pdf format and the disc includes a copy of Adobe Acrobat Reader©......... $19.95 postpaid

2) Oregon Historic Images contains 111 high resolution (400dpi) tiff images of real photo postcards dating from 1910 through the
1940s from the State of Oregon. These represent the cream of a collection assembled over a period of two decades by Richard
Helbock and feature numerous classic small town street scenes; early 20th century transportation including river steamers, stage
coaches, and horse drawn wagons; and classic post offices. The collection is heavily weighted toward views from the Oregon coast
from Astoria to Brookings. All images are available at 400dpi and should be suitable for making 8x10-inch prints...$19.95 postpaid

3-7) United States Post Offices, Volumes 1-5 in SEARCHABLE & SORTABLE database format. Volume 1 - The West , Volume 2 -
The Great Plains, Volume 3 - The Upper Midwest, Volume 4 - The Northeast and Volume 5 - The Ohio Valley are available for
immediate shipment. Each disc contains the introductory text from the printed version along with complete post office data bases in
both MS EXCEL© and tab delimited text formats. In addition each state is represented by full color detailed maps of 1903 each
$19.95 postpaid

8) United States Doanes, 2nd Edition, with full-color illustrations in pdf format and US Doane data bases in both MS EXCEL© and tab
delimited text formats. The sortable, searchable data bases will allow collectors the ability to customize their Doane listings in a variety
of ways and conduct searches to permit identifying partial or hard-to-read cancels..............................$19.95 postpaid

9) Montana Territorial Postmarks, Wes Shellen & Francis Dunn, the complete alphabetical listing of all recorded postmarks of Mon-
tana in the territorial era in an interactive format with dozens of full color cover illustrations. Interactive features include “hot key”
links from hundreds of post offices to their locations on the Montana Postal Route Map of 1883-84 and their listing of businesses and
residents in McKenney’s Directory of 1883-84...........$19.95postpaid

Other titles coming very soon include:

Postmarks on Postcards, 2nd revised edition (in color & featuring an additional huge Gallery of full color cards & covers);
Frontier Oregon Indian Fighter, the Personal Correspondence of Lt. Brown, 1878-1880;
US Army World War II Censor Markings of 1942;
Postmarks of Territorial Alaska, Vol. 4;
and many others.

ORDER FROM: La Posta Publications, P.O. Box 100, Chatsworth Island, NSW 2469 Australia
or

on-line at http://www.la-posta.com/ebooks.htm (Pay Pal payments accepted).
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ATTENTION

Postal History & Literature
Dealers
Trade discounts are available on United States
Post Offices, Volumes 1, 2, 3 & 4 , as well as
other La Posta Publications.

WRITE OR CALL:

James E. Lee, P.O. Drawer 250,
Wheeling, IL 60090

847-215-7253

ARIZONA - NEW
MEXICO

POSTAL HISTORY
SOCIETY

Seeks New Members, Who Seek New
Material, New Information and  New

Friends
DUES $10 Annually

Receive “The Roadrunner” Quarterly
Newsletter

Trade Duplicates at Winter and Summer
Meetings

Contact: J. L. Meyer,
20112 West Point Dr.,
Riverside, CA 92507

or

Peter Rathwell,
4523 E. Mountain View Dr.,
Phoenix, AZ 85028

Alaska Collectors Club
APS Affiliate #218

Dedicated to developing a wider interest in the study
and preservation of Alaska’s Postal History.

We are a wide-ranging group of collectors who are
interested in all aspects of the postal history of Alaska.
From the first covers under United States ownership to
the latest events, we try to cover the gamut of Alaska
postal history.

Some of our features:

Quarterly Journal, The Alaskan Philatelist

Auctions of Alaska material

Fellowship with other Alaska collectors
Dues $15.00, information available from:

David Schwantes
Secretary/Treasurer
8148 E. 4th Ave.
Anchorage, AK  99504-1526
E-mail: David53041@aol.com

WWI Spruce Camp
Mail Wanted

I am seeking information, cov-
ers, postcards, or photos of the
Spruce Production Division—a
U.S. Army unit that logged
spruce trees in Washington &
Oregon for airplane construc-
tion during WW I.

The camps were based in coastal counties, and may
be addressed “Camp 4”, or “S.T. Camp 2/48th Sqd.
S.P.D.” or similar.

Will buy, or would appreciate copies or jpegs.

Rod Crossley,
Box 729,

Montrose, CA  91021.
rcrossley@worldnet.att.net
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Your Ad Could
Appear

in this Space for
just $126 per

year

(six issues)
La Posta advertising reaches over 1,000 active
postal history enthusiasts each issue. Why not
let us carry your message to the hobby?

Write or e-mail

Cath Clark

at

P.O. Box 100,

Chatsworth Island, NSW 2469 Australia

cath@la-posta.com

WANTED: CALIFORNIA

Postal History by County Pre-1920

California

Counties:

Alpine, Inyo, Mono, San Bernardino

Orange & San Diego

and

Cancelled Wells Fargo Pony Express Stamps

Please write or call:

Bob Nichols

1423 N. 1st Ave.

Upland, CA 91786

(909) 982-9697

Randy Stehle Mail Bid No. 103
16 Iris Court, San Mateo, CA 94401

Phone: (650) 344-3080
Email: RSTEHLE@ix.netcom.com

Minimum Bid $3.00 please. Phone bids accepted.
CLOSING DATE: October 14, 2003 (10 PM Pacific)

CALIFORNIA
1  ALCATRAZ, 1910 VG 4-BAR ON PPC (74-63). EST. $5
2  ALCATRAZ/REC’D, 1919 F CDS REC’D ON PPC TO LIGHTHOUSE. E $8
3  ALLENDALE, 1908 VG CDS ON PPC (03-08). EST. $12
4  AROMAS, 1911 F TYPE A 4-BAR ON PPC. EST. $4
5  AROMAS, 1918 VF TYPE B 4-BAR ON PPC. EST. $4
6  BELMAE PARK, 1930 VG 4-BAR REC’D & O/S ON PPC (27-33). E $8
7  BESWICK, 1919 F 4-BAR ON PPC (82-47). EST. $6
8  BRADLEY, 1913 F 4-BAR ON COVER. EST. $4
9  CLEARINGHOUSE, 1915 VG 4-BAR ON PPC (13-33). EST. $8
10  COLES, 1900 F CDS ON COVER (88-03). EST. $20
11  COPCO, 1916 F 4-BAR ON PPC W/CREASE (14-54). EST. $4
12  CROY, 1908 VG 4-BAR ON PPC (  CAL   NOT STRUCK)(07-13). $50
13  DEWITT, 1910 G+ LIGHT CDS ON PPC (03-27). EST. $8
14  DOYLE, 1921 VG PSUEDO SLOGAN MACHINE ON PPC. EST. $10
15  DUFFEY, 1910 F DOANE ON PPC (04-12). EST. $35
16  EASTLAND, 1904 VG DUPLEX ON PPC (92-04). EST. $10
17  EUBANKS, 1914 VG 4-BAR ON PPC (05-18). EST. $12
18  GONZALES, 1908 F 4-BAR ON PPC. EST. $4
19  GONZALES, 1911 F EKU MOT-880 ON PPC. EST. $5
20  HEBER, 1909 VG 4-BAR ON PPC. EST. $4
21  HYNES, 1912 VG 4-BAR ON PPC (58-48). EST. $5
22  KING CITY, 1908 F DOANE ON PPC. EST. $4
23  KLAU, 1912 VG LIGHT 4-BAR ON PPC (01-24). EST. $12
24  LOMITA PARK, 1934 G+ 4-BAR REC’D ON PPC (33-51). EST. $4
25  LOST HILLS, 1915 VG 4-BAR ON PPC. EST. $4
26  LYNCH, 1910 VG 4-BAR ON PPC (94-12). EST. $20
27  MAY, 1907 VG CDS ON PPC W/CORNER BEND (81-20). EST. $8
28  METZ, 1911 VG EKU MOT-1580 ON PPC (88-33). EST. $8
29  MIDLAKE, 1925 F 4-BAR ON PPC W/CREASES (00-45). EST. $5
30  MILLS COLLEGE, 1922 VG PSUEDO SLOGAN MACHINE ON PPC. $10
31  MONSON, 1908 F 4-BAR ON PPC (99-20). EST. $12
32  OLEANDER, 1886 F DC ON COVER (81-35). EST. $8
33  ORWOOD, 1916 VG 4-BAR ON PPC (13-21). EST. $20
34  PACIFIC GROVE/REC’D, 1907 VG CDS REC’D ON PPC. EST. $4
35  POSTS, 1909 F DOANE ON PPC (89-10). EST. $12
36  SALINAS/REC’D, 1906 F CDS REC’D ON PPC. EST. $4
37  SANTA RITA, 1907 VG CDS ON PPC (74-08). EST. $40
38  SOLEDAD, 1910 F LKU MOT-3460 ON PPC. EST. $5
39  STONE CANON/CALIF, 1923 VG NEW TYPE 4-BAR ON PPC (00-32) $15
40  TRENTON, 1911 VG DOANE REC’D ON PPC (87-14). EST. $15
41  WOODVILLE, 1907 F 4-BAR REC’D & O/S ON BENT PPC (71-08). $15

COLORADO
42  AMES, 1910 F DOANE ON PPC W/SM TEAR (80/22). EST. $20
43  FALCON, 1911 F 4-BAR ON PPC (88-42). EST. $6
44  SHOSHONE, 1909 VG 4-BAR ON PPC W/SM TEAR (07-10). EST. $50
45  SUNLIGHT, 1908 F 4-BAR O/S ON PPC (97/12). EST. $35

MONTANA
46  APGAR, 1922 VG LIGHT 4-BAR ON PPC (13/44). EST. $6
47  COLDSPRING, 1909 F 4-BAR ON PPC (72-24). EST. $20
48  FOX, 1909 VG CDS ON PPC (91-18). EST. $20
49  GRAHAM, 1909 VG DOANE ON PPC (94-43). EST. $6

NORTH DAKOTA
50  CHERRY, 1915 VG 4-BAR ON PPC W/CREASE (08-29). EST. $6
51  MONTROSE, 1910 VG 4-BAR ON PPC (06-10). EST. $12
52  SOFIA, 1908 F DOANE ON PPC (06-13). EST. $35

SOUTH DAKOTA
53  ALKALI, 1913 F 4-BAR ON PPC W/CREASE (94/14). EST. $25
54  DIAMOND, 1909 F 4-BAR ON PPC (07-18). EST. $6
55  MANILA, 1908 F DOANE ON PPC (98-23). EST. $12

WASHINGTON
56  EXPANSION, 1906 G+ DUPLEX REC’D ON BACK OF COVER (99-08) $20
57  MA(DR)ONE, 1902 G DUPLEX ON COVER (90-03). EST. $12
58  UNCAS, 1909 VG 4-BAR ON PPC (09-24). EST. $12

WYOMING
59  BIG MUDDY, 1908 F DC DUPLEX ON PPC W/CORNER GONE (02-16) $12
60  GERMANIA, 1910 VG 4-BAR ON PPC (99-18). EST. $6
61  MOUNTAIN VIEW, 1912 CDS MIMIC ON PPC. EST. $5

RPOs
62  ALTON BAY & MERRY, 1952 VG (C-13-b) ON COVER. EST. $5
63  BROOKS JCT & CARRUTHERS, 1933 G+ (458-A-1) ON COVER. EST. $8
64  COLUMBUS & KENOVA, 1896 VG (574-D-1) ON COVER. EST. $6
65  DET & ALGONAC, 1908 VG (Q-3-a) ON PPC. EST. $30
66  DODGE CITY & ELKHART, 1915 F (918.5-C-1) ON PPC. EST. $6
67  JACK O. & TAMPA, 1922 VG (383-H-1) ON COVER. EST. $5
68  McCALL & NAMPA, 1932 F (896.9-A-1) ON COVER. EST. $15
69  MOSCOW & HAAS, 1931 F (896.5-B-2) ON COVER. EST. $10
70  OAKDALE & MERCED, 1908 VG (989-D-2) ON PPC. EST. $15
71  RENO & GOLDFIELD, 1910 VG (977.2-B-1) ON PPC. EST. $8
72  RUMSEY & ELMIRA, 1910 G+ (992.8-B-4) ON PPC. EST. $12
73  S.F. MAYF & SANTA CRUZ, 1920 VG (980-AD-1) ON PPC. EST. $8
74  SEATTLE & SKAGWAY, 1914 F (X-19-h) ON PPC. EST. $15
75  SEATTLE & SKAGWAY, 1939 VG (X-19-c) ON PPC. EST. $8
76  WHITEHALL & ALDER, 1907 VG (891.13-A-1) O/S ON PPC. EST. $10
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PROFESSIONAL POSTMARK
TRACING & MAPS

I will execute to
your exact
specifications
accurate tracings of
plain or fancy
postmarks, cancels
and maps. My work

has appeared in La Posta in both the Washington
Territorial postmark series by Richard A. Long and the
19th Century Colorado postmark series by Richard
Frajola.

If you’ve been thinking of a postmark catalog
project, or any research which requires well-executed
postmarks or maps for illustrations, but do not have
the time required to accomplish the tracings, drop me a
line or give me a call with the particulars, and I will
give you a quote.

Jane Dallison
P. O. Box 296, Langlois, OR 97450

(541) 348-2813

La Posta Backnumbers
Backnumbers of La Posta may be purchased
from Sherry Straley, 2214 Arden Way
#199, Sacramento, CA 95825. An index of
all backnumbers through Volume 28 has been
completed by Daniel Y. Meschter and is
available on the La Posta website at www.la-
posta.com.

To order backnumbers call  Sherry at 916-359-
1898, fax 916-359-1963 or send her an E-mail
at collectibles@4agent.org.

WANTED - ‘Sailor’s mail’ covers
(NON-philatelic)

Postmarked Dec. 1, 1941 - Sep. 2, 1945 aboard:

U.S.S. PENSACOLA (CA-24)
U.S.S. SALT LAKE CITY (CA-25)
U.S.S. NORTHAMPTON (CA-26)

U.S.S. CHESTER (CA-27)
U.S.S. LOUISVILLE (CA-28)

U.S.S. CHICAGO (CA-29)
U.S.S. HOUSTON (CA-30)

Please send full-size image (with price) via

email to: pmarche@jps.net OR photocopy (with
price) to:

C.R. Kimes, 1355 Martin Drive, Auburn, CA
95603
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LA POSTA
CLASSIFIED ADS

Only 5 cents per word delivers your message to the
largest and best informed group of postal historians in

America
Word Count 1 issue 3 issues 6 issues

1-25 $1.25 $3.12 $5.94
26-30 $1.50 $3.75 $7.14
31-35 $1.75 $4.35 $8.28
36-40 $2.00 $4.98 $9.48
41-45 $2.25 $5.61 $10.68
46-50 $2.50 $6.24 $11.88
51-55 $2.75 $6.84 $13.02
56-60 $3.00 $7.47 $14.22
61-65 $3.25 $8.10 $15.42
66-70 $3.50 $8.73 $16.62
71-75 $3.75 $9.33 $17.76
76-80 $4.00 $9.96 $18.96
81-85 $4.25 $10.59 $20.16
86-90 $4.50 $11.22 $21.36
91-95 $4.75 $11.82 $22.50
96-100 $5.00 $12.45 $23.70

TOWNS: WANTED

CALIFORNIA - SISKIYOU COUNTY:
wanted, covers, acrds, letters and billheads
and early paper. Send photocopies, descrip-
tion and prices to: Bud Luckey, 6110 Beverley
Way, Dunsmuir, CA 96025 [34-4]

WASHINGTON, DC COVERS wanted. Non-
machine 1900-1915. No 3rd class. Carl Stieg,
260 Merrydale Rd., Apt 15, San Rafael, CA
94903. carl_phil@webtv.net [34-4]

HAWAII, YUKON and ALASKA postal his-
tory wanted to 1959. Also buy Hawaiian
stamps with town cancels off cover and fancy
cancels and fort cancels on 19th century U.S.
officials. Steve Sims, 11769 Wickersham Dr.,
Anchorage, AK 99507 [34-4]

IDAHO PANHANDLE: Benewah, Bonner,
Boundary, Clearwater, Idaho, Kootenai, La-
tah, Lewis, Nez Perce, and Shoshone Coun-
ties. Interested in all postmarks and other
postal history items. Send photocopies or
priced on approval. Write or e-mail for post
office lists. I will pay all copying or mailing
costs. Peter Larson, 5301 Robinson Park
Rd., Moscow, ID 83843, Tel 208-883-8297,
e-mail plarson@wsu.edu. [34-6]

LOUISIANA and other mid-Gulf Coast states.
Stamped/stampless, etc., postal history
(1790-1920). Individual items/entire corre-
spondences. Ron Trosclair (APS), 1713 Live
Oak St., Metairie, LA 70005-1069, PH: (504)
835-9611. Email: rontrosclair@yahoo.com
[35-5]

NEBRASKA TERRITORIAL covers (before
Mar 1, 1867) wanted for my personal collec-
tion. Write or send copies. Ken Stach, 15 N.
Morning Cloud Circle, The Woodland, TX
77381 [34-4]

 TOWNS: WANTED

ALL STATES and categories wanted! Better
consignment material always needed for my
bi-monthly Mail Bid Sales. Write/ call for con-
signment details. Jim Mehrer, 2405-30th
Street, Rock Island, IL 61201. Phone: (309)
786-6539. Email: mehrer@postal-
history.com. Internet web site: http://
www.postal-history.com. [34-6]

CALIFORNIA: MENDOCINO County to
1900: Albion, Casper, Cleone, Cuffy’s Cove,
Elk, Fish Rock, Fort Bragg, Gualala,
Inglnook, Kibesillah, Little River, Mendocino,
Miller, Navaro, Navaro Ridge, Noyo, Noyo
River, Point Arena, Punta Arenas, Rock Port,
Usal, Westport and Whitesboro. Send pho-
tocopies or priced on approval. Don East
(APS, WCS) P.O. Box 301, Little River, CA
95456 [34-5]

CALIFORNIA - KERN & IMPERIAL County
covers and cards. Especially interested in
Bakersfield corner cards. Send description
or photocopies and prices to John Williams,
887 Litchfield Ave., Sebastopol, CA 95472
[34-5]

CALIFORNIA: LOS ANGELES County to
1900 and City of Los Angeles forerunners.
Scans, photocopies or approvals. Michael
Zolno, 2855 West Pratt, Chicago IL
60645, mzolno@aol.com [34-5]

CARDS & COVERS: FOR
SALE

DO YOU COLLECT State Postal History,
Doane Cancels, or cancels of any kind?
Check out my website www.towncancel.com.
Now with over 30 states online plus Dakota
Territory and more coming. Over 6000 cov-
ers online with over 1000 of them pictured.
Gary Anderson, P.O. Box 600039, St. Paul,
MN 55106. [34-5]

POSTAL HISTORY featured in our mail bid
sales. Free catalogs. Juno Stamps, 1765
Juno Ave., St. Paul, MN 55116-1467.
junostamps@aol.com [34-5]

DPO’s, RPO’s, ships, Doanes, Expos, ma-
chines, military, advertising, auxiliaries, and
more! My Mail Bid Sales offer thousands of
postal history lots. Write/ call for sample cata-
log. Jim Mehrer, 2405-30th Street, Rock Is-
land, IL 61201. Phone: (309) 786-6539.
Email: mehrer@postal-history.com. Internet
website:http://www.postal-history.com.[34-5]

GRAND FATHER’S Collection: All covers old,
U.S.  Postal history 36/$110;  U.S.Naval 36/
$110; First Flights 36/$110; Advertising 36/
$110; Worldwide Postal History 36/$110; (½
lots available). Beautiful covers! Send $5
cash for entire catalog. Victor Schwez, 10519
Casanes Ave., Downey, CA 90241 [35-4]

NOTE:
EXPIRATION DATE SHOWN
AT END OF EACH AD,  i.e.,
[34-4], MEANS AD WILL
EXPIRE WITH THIS ISSUE.

AD DEADLINE FOR NEXT
ISSUE:

Sept. 20, 2003
E-MAIL US IF YOU

INTEND TO RENEW
YOUR AD & TIME IS

SHORT FOR RENEWAL
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TOWNS: WANTED

NORTH DAKOTA: all postal history wanted
from territorial to modern. Send photocopies
or on approval. Gary Anderson, P.O. Box
600039, St. Paul, MN 55106 [34-6]

OHIO-HOLMES & COSHOCTON counties.
All Postal History, DPOs. Especially want
Berlin S/L and CDS on folded letters, Baddow
Pass, Clark(s), DeWitts Ridge, Dino,
Doughty, Drake’s, Humphreysville, Jones
Corners, Killbuck, Manning, Morgan Settle-
ment, Mounthope, Palladium, Pictoria, Prai-
rie, Salt Creek, Saltillo, Special, Tuttleville,
Ward’s and Winesburgh. Larry Neal, 8650
Twp Rd 79, Millersburg, OH 44654. Member
APS, OPHS. [34-4]

SOUTH DAKOTA Territorial and Statehood
covers  wanted for my personal collection.
Write or send copies. Ken Stach, 15 N. Morn-
ing Cloud Circle, The Woodland, TX 77381
[34-4]

WEST POINT, NEW YORK covers --
stampless to 1890 -- wanted for personal col-
lection. Send on approval or photocopies.
Prompt response promised. Richard Helb-
ock, P. O. Box 100, Chatsworth Island, NSW
2469 Australia [34-6].

ADVERTISING COVERS:
WANTED
Pre-1910 RANCHING (Stock companies;
brand regismarks; outfitters; saddlers); Law-
men; Pawnee Bill/Wild West Show. Also
early western Canada (Saskatchewan/
Alberta) postmarks. Photocopies: Mario, Box
342, Saskatoon, SASK., Canada S7K 3L3.
[35-1]

URGENTLY NEEDED: Pre-1900 Philadel-
phia, PA advertising covers illustrated with
buildings and street scenes. Also any paper
memorabilia or postal history from the Phila-
delphia Centennial of 1876. All correspon-
dence answered. Member APS. Gus Spector
,750 S. Main Street, Suite 203, Phoenixville,
PA 19460. [34-4]

DOANE CANCELS:
WANTED
Buy, sell and trade Doane Cancels of all
states. Send photocopies or on approval.
Gary Anderson, P.O. Box 600039, St. Paul,
MN 55106 [34-5]

POSTAL STATIONERY:
WANTED
WANTED: TO BUY, sell or trade, mint or
used, US postally stamped cards. List
availablke on request. Dick Borkowski, PO
Box 118, Edgemont, PA 19028 [34-4]

LITERATURE: FOR SALE

LA POSTA BACKNUMBERS—long run of
the journal available from early subscriber.
Also Western Express. Contact Phil Kay
[pilau@mobettah.net] for details. [34-4]

THE AWARD-WINNING 240-page book of
Wisconsin postal history - Going For the Mail,
A History of Door County Post Offices -- is
now at a special price: $13.00 postpaid from
the author. Jim Hale, 5401 Raymond Road,
Madison, WI 53711. [34-4]

STOCK REDUCTION sale. Great books at
great prices. Free price list. Juno Stamps,
1765 Juno Ave., St. Paul, MN 55116-1467.
junostamps@aol.com[34-4]

NOW AVAILABLE: Post Offices of Virginia -
$20; The Post Offices and Postmasters of
Hawaii - $20; The Post Offices of Alabama
to 1900 - $20; The Post Offices of Georgia -
$20; Post Offices of Puert Rico - $20; Post
Offices of Philippine and Ryukyu Islands (un-
der US administration) - $20. Coming soon
Post Offices of WV and SC. All available from
the author, postpaid: Richard E. Small, 14349
Coleraine Ct, Reston, VA 20191. [34-4]

United States Post Offices on CD-ROM. The
most complete lists currently available*. Con-
tains: Combined alphabetical list of active
and discontinued Offices from all states (in-
cluding years of operation and counties); 50
individual state lists, plus DC and Indian Ter-
ritory; combined list of all Counties; and state-
hood, territorial and Confederate secession
dates. The ultimate reference for identifying
manuscript postmarks, postcards, letters,
etc. (*NOTE: Alabama and Georgia have not
been fully researched, but this CD includes
thousands of offices previously unpublished
from those states.) PC or MAC. $99.00 post-
paid, worldwide. (Illinois residents: $105.68.)
Jim Mehrer, 2405- 30th Street, Rock Island,
IL 61201.[34-5]

SUB-STATION POSTAL
MARKINGS: WANTED
SUB-STATION postal markings from any US
city wanted. Especially interested in legible
duplex and MOB markings. Send photo-
copies with firm price to Dennis Pack, 1915
Gilmore Ave., Winona, MN 55987 [34-4]

POST OFFICE FORMS
WANTED

HELD FOR POSTAGE -- US Post Office
Forms #1543, #3540, #3548 sought for
study of varieties -- Need better items and
accumulations of common. Write for of-
fer: David L. Straight, P.O. Box 32858, St.
Louis, MO 63132 or e-mail:
dls@library.wustl.edu [34-4]

ADDRESS CORRECTION-- US Post Of-
fice Forms #3547, #3578, #3579 sought
for study of varieties -- Need better items
and accumulations of common. Write for
offer: David L. Straight, P.O. Box 32858,
St. Louis, MO 63132 or e-mail:
dls@library.wustl.edu [34-4]

WANTED: MISCELANY
9¢ ALAMO US #1043: plate varities; com-
mercial covers (interesting destinations
and postal markings); unusual FDCs es-
pecially postmarked other than San Anto-
nio; Alamo memorabilia. Jane Fohn, 10325
Little Sugar Creek, Converse, TX 78109-
2409; janekfohn@sbcglobal.net [34-4]

EXPRESS COMPANY & Parcel Delivery
Company covers, Corner-Cards, Labels
and Stamps. Locals: Forgeries and Fan-
tasies. William Sammis, 436 Thomas
Road, Ithaca, NY 14850-9653 E-mail:
cds13@cornell.edu [34-4]

AIRMAIL COVERS - Commercial Only (No
First Flights or philatelic)-United States to
destinations in Europe, Africa, Asia and
Oceania dating from before 1938. Also C1-
C9 on commercial covers to foreign or do-
mestic addresses. Send priced on approval
or photocopies, or request my offer. Rich-
ard Helbock, P.O. Box 100, Chatsworth Is-
land, NSW 2469 Australia [34-5]

FOREIGN: WANTED
COMMERCIAL AIR air covers, 1945 or
earlier, any intercontinental mail, i.e, Eu-
rope to Asia, North America to Africa, Aus-
tralia to Europe, etc. Send scans or pho-
tocopies for my offer, or on approval to Ri-
chard Helbock, PO Box 100, Chatsworth
Island, NSW 2469, Australia or
helbock@la-posta.com
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La Posta Publications
33470 Chinook Plaza, #216,

Scappoose OR 97056
email: helbock@la-posta.com

We hope that you have enjoyed our journal and I wish to cordially invite you to become a subscriber.

LA POSTA is published six times a year and provides over 450 pages of research, news and information
regarding all aspects of American postal history. With a subscription price of just $20 per year, most of our
readers consider us to be the best bargain in postal history today.

In addition to the journal, La Posta conducts regular mail auctions of postal history material submitted by our
subscribers. These Subscribers’ Auctions typically feature over 600 lots per sale and are mailed as separate
booklets. They have proven extremely popular as a way for collectors to acquire moderately priced cards and
covers and to dispose of their duplicate or unwanted material.

I hope you will find La Posta worthy of your support. If so, please take a moment to fill out the form below and
send us a check in the amount of $20, or pay via credit card at www.la-posta.com/journal.htm to begin your
subscription with our next issue.

Sincerely yours,

Richard W. Helbock,

Publisher

————————————————————————————————————————————————
La Posta Publications
33470 Chinook Plaza, #216
Scappoose, OR 97056

Hello Richard:

Yes, I’ll give La Posta a try. You may begin my subscription with the Volume 34, Number 5 (Oct-Nov 2003)
issue. Enclosed is my check in the amount of $20.00.

Name: ————————————————————————

Address: ———————————————————————

City, State, ZIP: ______________________________________________
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AUCTION ADS
RANDY STEHLE - 75

DISPLAY ADS
ALASKA COLLECTORS CLUB - 74
ARIZONA-NEW MEXICO P. H. SOC. - 74
COLORADO P. HIST. SOCIETY - 70
ROD CROSSLEY - 74
JANE DALLISON - 76
MICHAEL DATTOLICO - 48
JIM FORTE - 70
GROW LA POSTA - 8

DISPLAY ADS
RANDY KIMES - 76
LA POSTA BACKNUMBERS - 76
LA POSTA E-BOOKS - 71
LA POSTA SUBSCRIPTION FORM - 79
JAMES E. LEE - 72 & 73
MID-CITIES TEXAS STAMP CLUB - 70
JIM MILLER - 48
BOB NICHOLS - 75
PMCC - 31
SCHMITT INVESTORS LTD. - 76
STEPHEN T. TAYLOR - 70
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INDEX OF ADVERTISERS

ADVERTISING IN LA POSTA
La Posta publishes two types of Ads: Display & Auction/Net Price.  Details for placing each are as
follows:

DISPLAY ADS - May be run on a contract basis for one, three or  six insertions.  Ad contents may be
changed at any time, provided proper notice is given.  Contract  rates for ads of varying sizes are as
follows:

 Ad Size One Issue Three Issues Six Issues
 1/8-page $13.00 $29.90 $54.60
 1/4-page $30.00 $69.00 $126.00
1/2-page $55.00 $126.50 $231.00

1-page $100.00 $230.00 $420.00

These charges include Type setting & Layout

AUCTION/NET PRICE ADS:

The charge for placing a 1/2-page ad is $45.00; 1 -page $90.00; 2-pages $170.00

These prices are for prepaid camera ready copy.  Add $15 typing charge is for 1/2-page auctions, $35
for 1-page auctions; and auctions over 1-page must be camera ready, transmitted via E-mail or
provided on computer disc.

Ad Deadlines are as follows: Dec/Jan issue - Nov 20;  Feb/Mar issue - Jan 20;  Apr/May
issue - Mar 20;  Jun/Jul issue - May 20; Aug/Sep issue - July 20; Oct/Nov issue - Sep 20.

La Posta, 33470 Chinook Plaza, Suite 216, Scappoose, OR 97056

or

P.O. Box 100, Chatsworth Island, NSW 2469 Australia


