
Nigeria Unlisted Surcharged Aerogram 
Wayne Menuz reports: 
The review of “Aerogrammes of Nigeria 1948 to 2000” later in 
this issue notes the difficult 1988-2000 surcharges during 
Nigeria’s runaway inflation.  One item not listed is the 50k green 
aerogram of March 1952 depicting a modern post office, 
surcharged ₦ 20:00.   

 
The book lists this surcharge on the 20k blue  aerogram of 1979 
depicting vaccine production, noting it is known used from June 
16, 1993.  The new item was used February 28, 1994.  It is likely 
a number of older aerograms were retrieved from stocks at 
smaller post offices, and from central storage, and surcharged as 
needed. 
 
Exhibit Awards 
Robert Bell writes: 
I noticed in your Editor’s Notes of the September - October 2016 
issue of Postal Stationery that neither of the two postal stationery 
entrants to the 2016 APS Champion of Champions (C of C) 
competition won.   There has also never been a modern exhibit 
that has won the C of C. And I suspect there are several other 
categories of exhibiting that have also never won.  With regard 
to postal stationery or modern material, I think that there are no 
Judging Manual inhibitions to them winning. 
The C of C competition has routinely awarded the prestigious 
“prize" for 48 years to a classical exhibit. It has never been 
awarded to a modern exhibit, or even a postal stationery exhibit 
that can have classical material included.  One would ask, why 
does this happen, and is there a fairness issue involved? 
 
Correction of Name Spelling 
Peter Hørlyck writes: 
In the NY2016 results in the July-August issue, my name is 
misspelled. I made the mistake of using my real name “Peter 
Hørlyck” rather than Anglicizing it for my NY2016 entry form, 
thinking that in this age of Unicode it would not be a problem. 
Well, the exhibition catalogue got it right, but at some point 
something went wrong. The first indication was when I picked 
up my badge at the exhibition, where my last name had become 
Herlyck. As it was only a badge, I didn't make a fuss about it, 

but perhaps I should have, because the palmares and medal also 
had the error. I am still waiting for a corrected medal.  [Ed:  I 
should have spotted the error, as Peter is a member of the UPSS, 
and a friend, but did not.  The list was copied from the NY2016 
website, and the error was not noticed.] 
 
Pakistan Stationery with Deleted Paper Charges 
Jafar “Jeff” Siddiqui wrote: 
I just "discovered" these items in an unnoticed stack, have you 
seen stuff like this? If yes, do you have any used examples?  
Looking at the two "Zero" markings, it appears that there must 
be MANY such markings, differing from place to place. Plus, 
the many different envelopes probably makes this an impossible 
task to complete.  Any comments?  [Ed:  I had not previously 
seen any Pakistan item with the printed extra charge for the 
paper (the “stationery charge”) deleted.  I have many examples 
of earlier issues with the charge uprated by handstamps, but was 
unaware the Pakistan post office decided to sell its postal 
stationery at face value with no paper charge.] 
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Front sides of stationery envelopes with 
different postal slogans at upper left. 



 
Reverse sides of stationery envelopes 

with different types of overprints. 
Joachim Wrede replied: 
Yes, I know this and I have both types in my collection. I only 
have examples on the shown Rs. 2 envelope (Quiad-e-Azam). I 
have 16 items with "NO stationery charge" handstamp including 
one used Lahore 16-Nov-2001. With "XXX NILL" I have 13 
items, only unused. It looks as if the handstamps on my items 
are identical to those shown in the picture. Are other types 
existing? 
It would be very interesting to get more usage dates. We then 
could estimate the date of abolishing stationery charge. It would 
be great  to find an official postal document, describing the date 
and process of abolishing stationery charge. 
Aslam Zahid replied: 
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This stationery charging abolishing was made on Rs. 2 
Envelopes, at that time for inland postage . I think every post 
office or regional head office distributor of stamps and stationery 
made rubber stamps locally and printed on stationery charges .  
Mostly these types in scans by Jeff Siddiqui are available in mint 
condition only very few in. used. . Those days, a dealer of 

Lahore had some different kinds, but was not accepted by most 
collectors.  If I find some, I shall send scans. 
 
USA Official Free Frank Card 
Lindsey Arnold writes: 
I am wondering if you could give me a hand here.  I am not a 
stamp dealer or anything, just a guy who has been bouncing 
around the word for over 40 years on military and business 
assignments; and throughout that time filling up a few 
footlockers with philatelic “stuff.  But I hate not being able to 
identify things. 

 

 
A few months ago, when looking through that “stuff” I ran 
across the postal card which I have attached, some sort of 
treasury card incorporated into a U.S. Customs form.  I can’t 
find anything out about it in Scott’s, APS could not help, and 
finally I went back to Scott’s and simply looked up UPSS in 
their index.  Looking at the web site, you seemed a likely 
candidate to, perhaps, either know what this is or point me 
toward someone who may. 
Wayne Menuz replied: 
The item is one of tens of thousands of different free frank 
stationery cards and envelopes used by the US government 
agencies, who can send mail without using stamps or postal 
stationery cards and envelopes by merely printing the "Penalty 
for Private Use $300" notice.  Each government user designs and 
prints its cards and envelopes, and as long as they include that 
phrase, they are carried free.  In this case, and not unusual, the 
U. S. Treasurery Department incorporated the phrase around 
their logo into what looks like a "stamp" on the card.  As far as I 
am aware, there are no catalogs of such items (if one were to be 
made, it would certainly be huge!). 



H&G suggest perf 6 and 7 but Ascher gives as 7 and 8. This 
suggests that the card exists in two different perforation formats, 
although Hoey indicates that he had never seen a perforated 
example other than 7.  

The ambiguity  that occurs in measuring PS perfs is that on one 
hand, if you place the end of your rule somewhere between the 
perf holes and count the number of holes within 30mm, that is 
one way.  If, however, you place the end of your rule over a hole 
and count the holes, it could very well come to one hole more. I 
believe the first is the better way of measuring.  In the H&G 
Bahamas example above, the indicated ‘perf. 7’ could also be 
‘perf. 6’ if the first hole after zero is made the first count, and 
therein lies the root of the differences, I believe. So, I’d be very 
interested to know what perforation measurement you would 
state for this example.  Can you help us on this? What are your 
standard measurements for reply card perforations? 

Wayne Menuz replied:  H&G did use the number of holes in 
30mm, vs. 20mm normally used for stamps.  The British 
catalogues use the stamp perforation numbers, but note that 
either one of every two, or two of every three pins, were 
removed by DLR from their perforator when used on reply 
cards. 

I checked my collection, and can confirm the 1883 reply card of 
Bahamas had two printings: 

H&G 2, perf 6 (in 30 mm) on white stock 
H&G 2a, perf 7 (in 30 mm) on buff stock. 

 
Attached is a scan of both cards, message sides back to back, 
showing the perforation holes, with the first hole of each on the 
left lined up, then diverging as you go to the right.  The shorter 
blue line is 20 mm, and the longer violet one is 30 mm. 

The Bahamas surcharged cards in the H&G #4 group are all on 
the white, perf 6 card. The 1d 1892 card is on the same buff 
stock as 2a, and also perf 7. 

The method used by H&G is not good, and as you note, subject 
to misapplication.  I do not use it.  Instead, I use the system 
devised by Alan Huggins in his 1977 catalog of GB postal 
stationery, and carried forward by the Huggins and (Colin) 
Baker catalog “Collect British Postal Stationery” issued a few 
years ago, and now universally used by all GB collectors.  To 
quote from their postcard preface:  “Perforation measurements 
are normal gauge with alternative pins removed (12/2, 14/2) or 
two out of three pins removed (12/3, 14/3).”  

Thus, collectors can use an ordinary stamp perforation gauge, 
aligning the holes to every other tooth or line on the gauge, or 

every third.  Actually, this also better relates to what the printer 
did in removing pins.  This situation occurred throughout the 
reply cards of the British Empire, not just Bahamas. 

 
Australia Envelope Article 

Steve Zirinsky writes: 

I recall that you produced a list in the PS of Printed to Private 
Order Australian Stationery - is it still available somewhere? I 
am trying to look up a few of the firms.  [Ed:  That issue is long 
sold out as a paper copy.  But, since you are a member of the 
UPSS, you can access that issue on the website and download it 
as a PDF file:  It was #318, May-June 2001, Vol. 43, #3.] 
 
British India Stationery with Specimen Overprints 
Steve Zwillinger writes: 
I saw the on-line catalog, and wanted to contribute the following 
images. Two of the six are cut and pasted images from a 2009 
auction and the others are from my collection.  They are all 
Edwardian material from British India.  If I read the website 
correctly, it does not list any. 
[Ed: The auction illustrations are too grainy to reproduce here.  
They consist of Indian post cards, regular and registration 
envelopes, an OHMS card and a card overprinted C.E.F., each, 
overprinted “ULTRAMAR’.  The scans of items from his 
collection are on album pages. They have been electronically 
removed and made into individual files. The following is 
overprinted “ULTRAMAR”. 

 
As noted in many past issues of PS, and as pointed out in the 
UPSS Website UPU Specimens catalog, Portugal received the 
UPU distributions on behalf of its colonies.  It overprinted them 
initially Ultramar (“Overseas”), and then forwarded them to the 
colonies.  These are receiving authority overprints, not those of 
the issuing countries.  In the case of British India, it sent mint 
items to the UPU for distribution, and thus they have only the 
Ultramar overprint.  The website is limited to items protected by 
the word specimen or equivalent applied by the issuing country.  
Virtually every issue of all countries of the time is known with 
Portuguese and a few other countries’ receiving marks.  
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The following are overprinted “CANCELLED” 
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As noted on the scanned exhibition pages (and placed on several 
of the items with Photoshop Text) these items with “Cancelled”  
are from government archives.  They have no relation to the 
UPU, and thus they are not appropriate to be listed in a catalog 
of UPU Specimen postal stationery that currently resides on the 
UPSS website. 
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In summary, the UPSS website listing is not for general postal 
stationery with ”Specimen” (or equivalent )overprints, but one 
for stationery overprinted or otherwise protected (such as with a 
date stamp) by the issuing country and sent to the UPU for 
distribution to member countries.] 

 
Waterlow Specimen Card of Indore 
Sandeep Jaiswal writes: 

Can you provide any information regarding this card from the 
Indian state of Indore, H&G 1, Deschl C1? 

 
As you can see, there is a red imprint in center reading 
“WATERLOW & SONS /LIMITED/ SPECIMEN” around the 
circle, and “CANCELLED” across the center.  [Ed:  This is from 
one of the company’s salesmen’s sample kits, used to show 
prospective customers samples of the company’s work.  For 
other examples, and additional examples from other countries, 
see the following issues of PS:  Rhodesia (Sept-Oct 2010); 

Uruguay (Nov-Dec 2010); Liberia (Jan-Feb 2014); and Chile 
(Mar-April 2016.)  This is the first record I can find of an Indore 
card with the impression.] 

 
Israel Postal Money Orders 
Jack Harwood writes: 
Do you know anything about these Israeli MO forms (scan 
attached)?  I have 5 or 6 different denominations, some green, 
some orange.  The inscriptions at lower left bottom seem to 
indicate they are from the 1978-79 era, and I don't see them 

listed in any catalog I own.  The left end of the counterfoil is 
slightly cut off, as the forms are longer than my scanner.  [Ed: 
Regret, but nothing at all.  Perhaps a reader can help?] 
 

 

 

UPSS members are welcome to participate in the Sales 
Circuit for Foreign Countries and USA Possessions 
Stationery.  {The USA circuit is currently not in operation.)  
This is an excellent opportunity to see material in the 
comfort of your home, as well as an easy way to dispose 
of those duplicates that have been sitting around your 
shoeboxes and just gathering dust – turn them into cash, 
and maybe help another collector fill a wantlist.  For 
details, contact: 

Robert T. Combs, Circuit Manager 
P.O. Box 220, Tome, NM 887060 
s t a m p m g r @ h u b w e s t . c o m  

New material is urgently needed in all areas.  
Consign your material now!
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