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CA1:ADA & NI;PIFOUNDLAND POSTAL STATIObX2Y CATALWJE - 4TJHHE31TJz - J . F . ',,,EB3 ----- ----------- 
A t  l a s t  the new 4th edi t ion of Vebbts Canada & Newfo-mdla~d Postal  Stationery 
Catalogue i s  available! ?hen the f i r s t  edition appeared i n  1971 Jim We3b 
spurred a revival  i n  the col lect ing of Canadian Postal  Stationery. Indeed 
h i s  l i s t i n g  has become the Canadian pos ta l  s ta t ionery catalogue. Anyone who 
doubts Jim Ye5bts contribution ~ e e d  only compare t h i s  new volume with the 
s tat ionery section of the 1 9 6 ~  edi t ion of Holmes* catalogue. 

It i s  now f i v e  years since the  3rd edi t ion appeared and iriflation has been 
high d:J,ring tha t  period. One indicat ion of t h i s  i s  the  f a c t  t he  4th edi t ion 
costs  $12.00; the th i rd  edi t ion was priced a t  $7.50. Better s ta t ionery items 
have been se l l ing  a t  a premium over pr ices  given i n  the  tkiArd edition f o r  
most of tha t  f i v e  year interval .  Therefore, it i s  not surprising tha t  prices 
a r e  generally higher i n  the  4th edition. 

There a r e  many substant ial  increases in Newfoundland, with the  largest  
percentage changes appearing f o r  scarce used and re la t ive ly  common unused 
material. The increase in  the  pr ice of the  reply l e t t e r  card is  p r t i c u l a r i y  
s t r iking.  

t 

The price changes f o r  Canada a r e  led  by .a  general increase of over 100% f o r  the  
r a i l ~ . a y  view .cards and of ,approemately 1 0 s  f o r  .aerogrames i n  used condition. 
For t h e  most par t  t he  prices f o r  the  more common regular issue material  have 
changed only s l ight ly .  Large increases have been given f o r  many of the 
scarcer pieces (e.g, Eh'Sa, EK&, EIi17e, P35, P36 and P u b )  while .other ' 

wdi f f i cu l t f f  items which appear t o  be i n  l e s s  demand or  which have not been 
sold recently a t  auction (e.g. EN56, EN69c, P27d and A27a) show l i t t l e  o r  no 
change..in price. Several previously mpriced items now bear very high 
valuations (e.g. f o r  EIG'a used - $2000. ). There a r e  few ckanges i n  the section 
on elect ion envelopes bilt l a rge  increases f o r  selected special  order m t e r i a l .  
This a l s o  r e f l e c t s  the f a c t  t h a t  a t  auction almost a l l  bxt the commonest 
pieces of special  order s ta t ionery have been rea l iz ing  prices a t , o r  often very 
much above,catalogue. I expect tha t  there w i l l  be considerable disagreenent 
with a few of Jim ?iebb?s prices,  but, overall ,  they a r e  so.md and well- 
considered. 

Aside from the badly needed pr ice  adjustments what does the new 4th edi t ion 
offer? There a r e  no new sections. There are ,  of course4he new items issued 
since 197E. There a r e  the  tfnornaltt additions t o  the l is t  or" special  order 
envelopes (with sane minor renu?5ering), and a var ie ty  of newly reported 
pr ivate  order postal  cards and postal  bands. Several inconsistent o r  incorrect  
l i s t i n g s  have been changed. Unfortunately, except f o r  the envelopes, the new 
catalogue continues the prac+,ice of mixing the l i s t i n g s  of regular issues and 
private  order issues. This i s  very confusing - especially f o r  the  Xlizakethan 
postal  cards. Additions to  the l i s t  of ltregularly issuedw r a t e r i a l  include a 
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l imited nmber  of newly reported revalued' items (1968 i s s u e ) ,  a s e l ec t i on  of 
f a i r l y  minor v a r i e t i e s  and one o r  two r e a l  surpr ises .  One i s  EG81, the  Queen 
Victor ia  3$ envelope ( small s i z e )  on p p e r  watermrked "Old Berkshire IeXlls 
i ~ g 1 "  ( p r e v i o u s l ~  t h i s  watermark had o n l j  been reported on the  1$  envelope); 
another (although i t  nay be pr iva te  order)  i s  P65p - t h e  1 6  George KC pos ta l  card, 
~ i m e o  rou le t ted  but with the  standard bi&igaug& heading? (DO similar cards e x i s t  
f o r  any other  issue? ) . 
!!ot a l l  i tems discovered s h c e  t he  3rd ed i t i on  went t o  press  a r e  l i s t e d  i n  t h e  
4th  edi t ion,  and i n  zany (bu t  not  a l l )  cases Jim !:ebb i s  not t o  5lane. I t e n s  
a r e  l i s t e d  only if they have been e a z i e d  3g h i a  personally, ar,d nary col lec tors ,  
myself incl .~ded,  tend t o  p roc ra s t i r a t e .  (I usual ly  send i tems f o r  E s t i ~ g  by 
regis tered mil  and enclose an envelope bearing su f f i c i en t  postage f o r  re turn  by 
reg is te red  6 1  ). If your f a v o r i t e  "findff i s  not l i s t e d , i t  never w i l l  be i f  you 
don13 properly r ~ p r t  it. 
rn  he whiter paper used f o r  t h i s  ed i t ion  provides a good cont ras t  t o  t h e  pr inted 
??aterial. Unfortunately, a t  l e a s t  i n  cop;r, rrany of t h e  pages show of fse t8  
of o ther  pages,and one o r  two of t h e  p ic tures  have faded out  a h o s t  completely. 
There a r e  a l s o  a few new typographical  e r rors .  However, these  a r e  r e a l l y  minor 
flaws. 

The new catalogue (ava i lab le  d i r e c t l y  from Jim Idebb, Hornby, On'k~rio,  Carada 
LOP 1EO - CfiT$12.00) i s  a necessamj t o o l  f o r  a l l  ser ious  co l l ec to r s  of Canadian 
pos t a l  s ta t ionery ,  and i s  w e l l  worth i t s  price.  Regardless of i ts  f a u l t s  it is  
s t i l l ,  by f a r ,  t h e  bes t  up-to-date l i s t i n g  avai lable .  

Robert Lemire. 

Kith t h i s  issue an i n i t i a l  l i s t  of E D s  f o r  r e g u h r l y  issued pos t a l  s ta t ionery  
i s  completed. A s  i s  evident from t h i s  and t h e  previous lists much work remains t o  
be done, and considerable rev is ion  w i l l  be necessar j  a s  members compare da tes  with 
those on pieces i n  t h e i r  own col lect ions .  I t , i s  hoped t h a t  many new da tes  w i l l  be 
given i n  t h e  next i s sue  of Pos ta l  S ta t ionery  Kotes, and t h a t  a complete l is t  w i l l  
Se ava i lab le  f o r  d i s t r i b u t i o n  t o  menbers by ear ly  Septmber ,  possibly i n  time f o r  
BKAFEX. I f  you have an  item which has an e a r l i e r  da t e  than the  date  l i s t e d  i n  t h e  
newsletter ,  please send a photocopy of both t h e  f ron t  and t h e  back of the  item t o  
t he  ed i to r s  of Pos ta l  Sta t ionery Kotes, o r  d i r e c t l y  t o  B i l l  1:Jalton. Iterns in  t h i s  
l i s t  a r e  arranged by Vebb number with t he  Higgins and Gage number in parentheses. 

( ~ 3 2 )  ? 
( ~ 3 2 a )  ? 
( ~ 3 3  1 ? 
( ~ 3 3 a  ) ? 
0 3 5 )  Oct. 17,  1973 
( - 1  ? 

Oct. 18, 1978 

L e t t e r  Sheets 
LS3-14 ( ~ 3 4 )  Oct. 17, 1973 



Postal  Cards 
P99 (204) June 7, 1968 

? 
? 
? 

Sept. 29, 1967 
Apri l  28, 1969 

'7 

? 
Feo. 24, 1969 
June 15, 1971 
Feb. 13,1974 

'i 

? 
June 30, 1971 
Dec. 30, 1971 
Oct. 12, 1973 

r, 

? 
? 

Aug. 3, 1959 
Kay 20, 1970 

? 
? 
? 

liar. 29, 1971 
Aug. 30, 1969 
Aug. 24, 1970 
Dec. 4, 1971 
Dec. 4, 1971 
Sept. 17, 1973 
Nar. 3, 1975 
Aug. 28, 1975 
Nar. 3, 1975 
Oct. It?, 1976 

,- 

Kar. 9 ,  1977 
? 

Apri l  2E, 1978 
Mar. 2e, 1979 

r, 

Nar. 2C3, 1979 
act. 24, 19e2 

? 

Sept. 13, 1958 
Mar. 15, 1968 
Jan. 21, 1968 
Dec. 18, 1967 
June 4 ,  1968 
Ju ly  27, 1967 
Oct. 26, 1967 

Dec. 28, 1957 
Feb. 21, 1968 
b h r .  2, 1971 
Apri l  26, 1971 
Jan. 29, 1959 
Dec. 13, 1968 
June 29, 1970 
Cct. 7, 1970 
Ju ly  29, 1971 
Ju ly  23, 1971 
Kov. 30, 1971 
Kov. 30, 1971 
Jan. 23, 1974 
Feb. 13, 1974 
June 30, 1971 
Oct. 25, 1971 
Jan. 31, 1972 
Flar.  11, 1973 
Far. 26, 1972 
Sept. 25, 1973 

c. 

? 
Kay 27, 1969 
Aug. 29, 1969 
Feb. 26. 1970 
Ju ly  10; 1970 - 
J 1 d y  7,  1970 

Oct. 7, 1969 
June 23, 1969 
Ibkr. 4, 1969 

? 
1;ar. 31: 1969 
Apri l  13, 1949 
I-iar. 26, 1969 
Ju ly  22,1969 
Ju ly  18, 1?69 .-. 
Apri l  15, 1969 
A p r i l  22, 1969 
June 30, 1969 
l h r .  31, 1969 
Feb. 25, 1969 
Feb. 8, 1970 
Ju ly  2, 1969 
Kay 21, 1969 
Aug. 21, 1969 

r 

Ju ly  29, 1971 
Ju ly  29, 1971 
Ihrch 3, 1975 
Narch 3, 1975 
Farch 3, 1975 
leiarch 3, 1975 



Sept. 23, 1976 
Sept. 23, 1976 
Aug. 3 ,. 1977 
i4ay 20, 1977 
Y!r. 10, 1977 
I h r .  9, 1977 
l a r .  27, 1979 
Apr i l  u, 1978 
Apr i l  5, 1978 
March 28, 1979 
Yarch 2&, 1979 

lkrch 31, 1979 
k r c h  2E, 1979 
'krch 7, 1960 
Nov. 20, 1979 
Ju ly  23, 1979 
Par. 2€, 1979 
Kov. 20, 1979 
Ju ly  15, 1982 
June I&, 1982 

? 
? 

+c catalogue nxnbers f r o 3  !JebSTs 4th edi t ion.  

L E I  E Y s  ( f o r  items on previous l i s t s )  
Another good set. of add i t ions  from Earie  Covert, Colin Carnpbeil, Lawrence Sandford, 
John ~ i ' ; k ~ ~ ,  B r ~ c e  ;.!cCallum, Robert L e a i r e  and Horace luarrisor.. 

A17c Apri l  10,1951 A22 Sept. 29,1955 A23 Apri l  23, 1955 
A23a !4ay 30,1955 ~ 2 6  Jan. 24,1966 
A28 Oct. 12,1958 ~ 1 6 / 1 6 b  Kar. 10,1931 K2Ob 1-iay ? , 1940 
!1:22 Ju ly  12,1958 W25 ~ u n s  10,1961 P48 Jan. 23,1931 
P71 June 11,1953 P77 Aug. 7,1943 Pe4a Oct. 28,1954 
P85 Aug. 17,1954 P87 Nov. 26,1954 P89 Kov. 1,1955 
P90 Kov. 29,1956 P91 June 14,1960 P92 Aug. 12,1960 
p93 Sept. 16,1969 P94f Oct. U , l 9 6 5  X- P95a Aug. 5,1966 * 
%6b/65 Aug. 6,1888 m16a Oct. 19,1911 EX63 Jure  6,1951 
EN63a Sept. 25,1951 ENS4a Dec. 17,1943 EN65a Aug. 20,1951 
EN66a Feb. 16,1952 EK70 Kay 1€ ,  1954 EX71 June 11,1954 
EN7la Jan. 30,1955 EK71b Xar. l4,1955 El?j"j'c Oct, 15,1955 
EK72 Apri l  8,1954 EK72b Feb. 16 1955 EM72c Kov. 21,L955 
EN73 (kn i fe  1 )  Dec. 17,1954 Eh.73 (knife  2 )  Apr. 5,1955 
EK74 Dec. 16,1952 EK74a Aug. 20,1962 EK75 Iov. 9,1962 
l3J75a Ju ly  12,1962 E , N ? ~  Oct. 13,1952 EM76a Nov. 19,1962 
EK77 Sept. 29, 1954 EN77b Kov. 17,1964 EK79 Apri l  25,1954 . 
EN79a ?:ay 4,1964 Er;79o Itov. 2 5,1965 EK79c Sept. 2,1955 
EK80a Jan. 5,1965 EK81b Kov. 25,1955 EMld Kov. 26, 1965 + - 7 rh81e Dec. 22, 1965 + ~ ~ 8 2  Ju ly  28, 1964 Nfld. P6 1;hr. 15, 1692 -x+ -- 

?t t e x t  da te  
+ catalogue numbers f ron  1;l'ebb's 4th edi t ion.  EN8ld i s  t h e  envelope with t h e  

36na inspection not ice ,  EK8le i s  t h e  envelope with t h e  message 414mm long. 
-x- a p r t i c * & r l y  n ice  da t e  reported by Horace Xarrison. The I-hrch 1E92 i s sue  

of TlPostal Cardv r e f e r s  t o  t h i s  card as " ju s t  issuedT1 as does t h e  inessage on 
the  Sack of Koracets card. 

Ear le  Covert repor t s  a copy of t h e  #10 17$ envelope with the  3rown colour omitted, 
and a copy of t h e  7% l 7 $  envelope with t h e  stamp impression on t h e  ins ide.  Leopold 
Seaudet sen t  a copy of a 30# envelope f o r  ewmination. This had the  normal $8 
b i f e  and had the  no rm1  secu r i t y  pr int ing.  The tag bar  was present, b u t  a l l  o the r  
p r in t ing  was missing. Xith a s t rong g lass  and a good l i g h t  the  f a i n t e s t  t r a c e s  of 
a par t  of the  French language pos t a l  code inessage was v i s ib l e .  1.k. Eeaudet reported 
t h a t  another copy w a s  missing even t h e  tag bar,  while a t h i r d  showed only one of t h e  
t h r e e  locomotives. 
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July 1, 1931 t h e  f i r s t  c l a s s  domestic r a t e  ( 1 s t  ounce) was ra i sed  from 24 t o  34. 
This l e f t  the  Post Office with a considerable stock of 24 stamps and pos ta l  
s t a t i one ry  printed i n  t h e  same colour ( r ed )  a s  the  supplies pr inted i n  t h e  new 3q 
denomination. On Ju ly  16, 1931 t h e  postmaster a t  Halifax wrote t o  t he  Firiancial 
Superintendent of t h e  Postage Stamp Division (H. E. ~ t w a t e r ) :  

" I beg t o  advise t h e  rece ip t  of your communication of t h e  13th i n s t .  
advisihg t h a t  t be  new 3$ red postage stamps a r e  beirg issued t o  Postmasters 
and t o  say t h a t  the  supply sen t  t o  t h i s  o f f i c e  has been received. 

I n  cannection with this supply and .the ins t ruc t ions  thereon t h a t  the  i s sue  
t o  t h e  public of all 2$ red postage sCvamp values i s  t o  de discontinued, I 
beg to  say t h a t  there  a r e  nox i n  stock here - 6OOO-2q red stmp books, and 
75000 2$ red envelopes. Is it t o  be understood t h a t  t h e  i s sue  of these  
i t e n s  i s  a l s o  t o  cease." 

A l e t t e r  was sen t  on Ju ly  20, 1931 by M r .  ktwater co~f i rming  the  balance of t h e  2q 
suppl ies  were t o  be " la id  a s i d e  pending r ece ip t  of  instruction^.^ On t he  sane day 
Mr. Atwater wrote t o  , t he  Deputy Postmaster General: 

1, It may be preferable  t h a t  a i l  2$ reds  be reca l led  t o  have an add i t i ona l  
one cent stamp pr inted thereon t o  be l a t e  disposed of as 3$ envelopes. 

It i s  probable t h a t  l a r g e  quan t i t i e s  of Such envelopes a r e  on hand a t  a l l  
Depots which may possibly t o t a l  up t o  a quant i ty  of 400 o r  590 thousand. A s  
t h e  cos t  of p r in t ing  f o r  such a quant i ty  would be approximately 504 per  I{., 
making a t o t a l  cos t  t o  the  Department of about $200.00 o r  more, t he  matter  
i s  being deferred pending the  rece ip t  of ins t ruc t ions  t o  t h a t  effect." 

A copy of t he  24 + 1$  #lo envelope ( E N ~ o ~ )  was a t tached t o  t he  l e t t e r .  A s  w i l l  be 
seen, M r .  Atwater was overly op$imistic about t h e  cost  of adding the  ex t r a  stamp 
irnpression.The E a r l i e s t  Reported Postxiarks f o r  copies of EX40 and a r e  Ju ly  16, 
1931 and July  23, 1931 respectively.  I t ' i s  probable t h a t  the  post o f f i c e  had had 
recent  experience with t he  cos t  of applying two stamp impressions t o  a s ing le  
envelope. It would be most i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  see documents re la ted  t o  EKl+O,l+Oa t o  
f i nd  out  t h e  reason f o r  t h e i r  being pr inted and what t h i s  pr int ing cost. 

On August 11. 1931Xr.  Atwater wrote t o  t he  p s t m a s t e r s  of eight major post  
o f f i ce s  enquiring a s  t o  t he  quan t i t i e s  of t h e  24 red items remaining a t  t h e  depots. 
The r e p l i e s  indicated t h a t  t h e  t o t a l  numbers of envelopes were 2e2,350 #8's and 
176,350 #lot s . 
The whole idea of revaluing the  24 envelopes appears t o  have been forgot ten f o r  
severa l  months and: f u r t h e r  delays were caused by the  misplacing of some or" t h e  
correspondence. It was, therefore ,  not  u n t i l  January 28, 1932 t h a t  Mr. Atwater 
wrote again t o  t h e  Deputy Postmaster General f o r  permission t o  revalue t h e  

' envelope;. On )!arch 15 Mr. Atwater requested M r .  Legault (liccountant i n  Charge, 
Postage Stamp ~ i v i s i o n )  t o  have envelopes forwarded t o  Ottawa f o r  "overprintingw. 
This was done and on Apr i l  7 th  Px. Atlrmter wrote t o  M r .  C. G. Cowan, Vice- 
president and Managing Director of B r i t i s h  American Bank Kote Company: 

'?The department has on hand 74,500 No. 8 and t22,000 No. 10  two cent red 
s t am~ed  envelopes which cannot be put i n t o  c i r c i d a t i o n  owing t o  t he  colour 
which i s  now used f o r  t h e  3$ den~~n ina t ion .  



I n  order  t o  make use of them, it i s  des i red  t o  have addi t iona l  l $  postage 
s tanp impressions pr inted on same i n  order  t o  dispose of them as 3$ 
envelopes. 

A s  you a r e  no doubt equipped t o  perform work of t h i s  kind, I would be much 
obliged if you w i l l  l e t  me know a t  what cost  per thousand such work could 
be done. 
I am enclosing samples of t h e  envelopes i n  question, as wel l  as an  envelope 

which was previously pr inted i n  t h i s  way, which you w i l l  p lease  re turn  with 
your quotations.  lt  

I t  i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  note  t h e  l a rge  percentage of t he  two cent envelopes which had 
(apparentljj) been disposed of normally by t h e  post o f f i c e s  s ince  t h e  survey of 
envelopes on hand t h e  previous August. Indeed if they had continued t o  dispose of 
t he  2$ envelopes at t h e  same r a t e  t h e  problem woilld have solved i t s e l f  by l a t e  1932. 

Yr. Burland, Secretary-Treasurer of EABNC rep l ied  on Apri l  8: 
11 \l!e a r e  i n  a pos i t ion  t o  add a 1$ stamp t o  these  envelopes, pr inted from 
on of t h e  Post Card d i e s  i n  our ~ o s s e s s i o n .  For p r in t ing  the  t o t a l  of 
156,500 envelopes in t h i s  manner, we quote t h e  sum of Three Hundred and Ten 
($310.00) Dollars, including Sales Tax a t  t h e  r a t e  of 3%. 

A s  an  a l t e r n a t i v e  proposit ion these  envelopes might have t h e  2$ Stamp 
appearing on them at  present surcharged 113$11. This operation would be 
somewhat l e s s  c o s t l y  as covered by t h e  following quotation: 

Surcharging 156,500 envelopes, t h e  sum of Two Hundred and S ix ty  ($260.00) 
Dollars,  including Sa les  Tax a t  the  r a t e  of 3%. l1 

The pr ice  quoted was much higher than ant ic ipated.  M r .  Atwater wrote t o  M r .  Burl%d 
on Apri? 1 5 ,  1932: 

I a m  sor ry  t o  say t h a t  it w i l l  be d s e h s s  t o  go ahead on t h e  f igures  
quoted and t h e  Department w i l l  have t o  t r y  and have t h e  pr in t ing  done 
elsewhere. 

It is  pointed out  t h a t  t h e  o r i g i n a l  cos t  of manufacture and pr int ing of 
the  envelopes i n  question averaged about $1.75 per  M., and same could be 
replaced a t  t h a t  cos t  by envelopes bearing 3$ postage stamp impressions. A s  
t h e  p r i c e  you quote i s  approximately $2.00 per M., t he  suggestion of 
disposing of t h e  envelopes i n  t h i s  way would not be pract icable .  

The same would apply t o  your suggestion of surcharging the  envelopes t o  
3e. l1 

bIr .  Burland rep l ied  immediately : 
l1 We can r ead i ly  understand the  d i f fe rence  i n  p r ices  o w i ~ g  t o  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  
t h e  envelopes a r e  o r ig ina l ly  made on spec i a l  equipment which does t he  whole 
operation a t  one time and probably p r i n t s  a s  many a s  16 on t h e  sheet .  On the  
o ther  hand, we a r e  handicapped inasmuch.as t h e  p r in t i ng  woldd have had t o  be 
done s ingle .  , 

and reduced h i s  quotation f o r  surcharging t o  $1.60 per  thousand and then on Apri l  27, 
i932 Y r .  Cowan offered "a spec i a l  p r i ce  of One Dollar and Twenty-five Cents ($1.25) 
per thousand envelopes ... ll. The King's P r i n t e r  was asked f o r  a quotation,  and 
i ~ d i c a t e d  i n  a l e t t e r  wr i t t en  )lay 10, 1932 t h a t  they could do the  work f o r  
approximately $1.33 per thousand. Both these  pr ices  represented a saving over 
buying an  equivalent number of new 3$ envelopes. On Fay 28, 1932 a memorandum from 
'.!r. Atwater t o  M r .  Legault indicated t h a t  approval f o r  s u r c h a r g i r ~  of the  envelopes 
by BABKC had been obtained from t h e  Deputy Postmaster General. 

The order  (KO. 76) was sent  t o  BASNC on June 2, 1932 mistakenly requesting pr in t ing  
one cent stamp impressions on t h e  two cent envelopes! On June 6, 1932 the  order 
was corrected,  requesting surcharging. 



It appears t h a t  there  were problems with t he  pr in t ing  which were probably 
discussed by telephone, f o r ,  on June 22, 1932, a l e t t e r  t o  Xr. Cowan from M r .  
Atwater contains t h e  paragraph: 

ft I n  reeard to  t he  pr in t ing  of ex t ra  postage on the 2$ envelopes, t he  
Deputy h a s  approved of the  s1x&gesLion t h a t  stamps should be put on since 
i t  i s  almost impossible t o  properly over-print the stamps which a r e  
already on. This may be proceeded with a s  soon as you a r e  ready t o  go 
ahead. If 

A p a r t i a l  accounting from BASXC sias given on June 28, 1932 and on Ju ly  25, 1932 
the  following l e t t e r  was sent :  

Th!ith ref  ererice 
l 1  !'it,h reference t o  Departmental Order KO. 76 covering 2$ red stamped 
envelopes, we beg t o  advise yoa as t o  de l ive r j ,  etc.,  as follows: 

KO. 10  
Surcharged 
s tamped-1 $ - B&- 

Total  81,222 
S p i l a g e  - surcharged 777 

1 
To ta l  8 2 , m  

Under your i n s t r u c t i o ~ s  t h e  spoiled envelopes have been retained here 
and we understand t h a t  yoa w i l l  arrange f o r  t h e i r  destruct ion under t he  
jo in t  supervision of t he  Department and our Compary. . 

KO. 8- - 
Stamped 1# - 72,500 . 
Returned ( u n f i t  f o r  

stamping) 1,978 
Shortage 22 --- 

Total  74,500 

I n  view of t he  f a c t  t h a t  w e  were not ca l led  upon t o  stamp 2,000 KO. 8 
envelopes re fe r red  t o  above it was only necessary t o  use 294 r o l l s  of 1 $  
stamps and t h e  balance of 203 stamps has been delivered t o  t he  
Department. Our charge will be based upon a t o t a l  del ivery of 154,500 
envelopes a t  the  agreed pr ice  of $1.25 per thousand l e s s  t he  cost  of t h e  
stamps a t  contract  r a t e s ;  v i z . ,  $95.00 per thousand. " 

The f igure  of $95.00 per thousand does not make any sense (perhaps it should 
have read $0.95 per thousand ? ). A marginal note on a p S e  of the 
correspondence ind ica tes  t h a t  the  'spoiled envelopes were destroyed on June 27, 
1934. The f i n a l  memorandum i n  the f i l e  r e l a t i ng  t o  t he  3t on 2$ s-ucharge 
i s sue  is' dated August' 9, 1932 and reads: 

lf A s  requested i n  t he  Financial Superintendent's memorandum of the  3rd 
ins t an t ,  t he  undersigned begs t o  confirm verbal report  made some time 
ago regarding 2$ red stamped envelopes surcharged t o  3$ by the  Br i t i sh  
American Bank Note Company. 

6925 No. 10 envelopes which a r e  qu i te  sa t i s fac tory  were delivered by 
the  company and are being held pending an opportunity t o  i s sue  a small 



quant i ty  t o  t h e  Postmaster a t  Ottawa when t h e  majori ty of them w i l l  be 
placed on s a l e  t o  stamp co l l ec to r s  through t h e  Cash Sales  Section. 
This i s  i n  accordance with verbal  i n s t ruc t i ons  received. 

The balance of t h e  2$ red e n v e l b ~ e s ,  both No. 8 and KO. 10,  t o  
which 1# stamps have been a f f ixed ,  have been returned t o  t h i s  Division 
and a r e  being issued t o  Postmasters a s  3$ envelopes i n  the  regular  way. 

T.R. Legault, 
Accountar.t i n  charge 
Postage Stamp Division. I t .  

Copies of "FIilST DAY" covers of El?& a r e  known postnarked Septerrber 1,1933. 
The copy i n  ~ q y  possession is backstanped with a c i r c u l a r  cancel from the  
Postage Stamp Division, Fin. Er. P. 0. D e ~ t .  It i s  not known whether t h e  Post 
Office a c t c a l l y  followed through on t h e i r  plans and released a smll  quant i ty  
through the  Ottawa Post  Office,but apparent ly  most copies were issued through 
the  ~ k l a t e l i c  Service. Although fewer than 7000 copies were printed t h i s  
envelope i s  qu i t e  common unused. I have never seen a copy properly used i n  
~ e r i o d  except f o r  t h e  F i r s t  Day Cover copies. 

I wish t o  express my thanks t o  t h e  s t a f f  of t h e  Kational Pos ta l  &!useurn who 
helped me research t h i s  i s sue  d w i n g  my visit i n  19e0. The bulk of t h e  
reference mater ia l  r e l a t ed  t o  EN& can be found i n  Post Off ice  f i l e  13-12-27. 

Robert Lemire 
C 

FCST OFFICE SPECIAL O-WE9 STATIOhX7Y ? -- ---------------- ------ 
Sl;e .of our members has reported d e t a i l s  on an'unusual $10 306 envelope. The 
e ~ v e l o p e  has no security.  p r in t ing  nor re turn  address l i ne s .  'The pos t a l  code 
information i s  pr inted on the  back and the re  i s  a pr in ted  re turn  address in the 
YJpper l e f t  hand corner of t he  f ron t .  These envelopes were apparently used by the  
Canada Post Corporation t o  evaluate de l ivery  times f o r  m a i l  within Canada. Kone 
:rere released t o  %he public through normal channels, but  a few used copies a r e  
i n   collectors^ hands. A s i n i l a r  32$ envelope i s  a l s o  r,moured t o  e A s t .  

CAKADIAN - A E ~ J U ~ ~ G  F X -  A VAYETY ACKKO18JLEDGED BY THE POST OFFICE 
Eeneath t h e  l i s t i n g  f o r  the aerogramme F24 (Webb A 2 5 )  i n  the  ~ G ~ i n s  and Gage 
Ca+;alogue appears the  note: ttKumbers 24 through 28a were pr inted in red,  black 
and shades of gray. The a i r  l e t t e r  shee t s  a r e  on various shades and types of 
unvratermarked b lu i sh  stock. IvIany v a r i e t i e s  of paper and pr in t ing  occur f o r  each 
l i s t e d  item." 

I have a copy of a l e t t e r  from J . A .  VacDorald, Director of Financial  Services, 
Pcst  Office Department. The l e t t e r  dated 10th Ju ly  1951 reads: ttli'E',i TYPE OF 
PAPE;? FOR G30C;WI.!~X1p The enclosed aerogramme contains a s l i g h t  modification i n  
t h e  spec i f ica t ions  of t h e  paper and it i s  now being d i s t r i bu t ed  throughout 
':ar,ada. A s o l i d  arrowhead, preceeding the  words !'First f o l d  here" on the new 
..aper d i s t i ~ g u i s h e s  i t  from the  previous form on which t h e  arrowhead i s  composed 
of minute do t s  v i s i b l e  with a magnifying glass.t1 

/.r,tually the arrowhead f o r  the  o r i g i n a l  a e r o g r m e  consisted of cross-hatching, 
rl-\t dots.  The dif ferences  i n  t h e  papers a r e  small, but aerogrammes e A s t  with 
s s o l i d  black arrowhead i n  t h e  indicated locat ion.  Do any of  our members have 
d e t a i l s  of o ther  minor v a r i e t i e s  of t he se  aerogrames from the  ea r ly  and mid- 
1950' s? 

Robert Lemire 


