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Sta'mps of Chili used In Peru 
By S. C. BARNETT 

I
N view of the increasing attention that phila
telists seem to be devoting to the stamps of 
"Foreign Countries" generally, and to South 
American countries in particular, the following 
article will not be without interest to a fair pro

portion of the readers of the Monthly J ournal, more 
particularly as it treats of a subject which has not 
been dealt wi th hitherto at any length. 

I suppose there are few more interesting branches 
of our popular hobby than the study of "stamps used 
abroad"; and of the somewhat numerous varieties 
under this head, the stamps of Chili used in Peru 
must be accorded a prominent place, the conditions 
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catalogued as a provisional issue of Peru, and as such 
have had spaces accorded to them in the Imperial and 
similar albums. 

I am not going to quarrel with this definition, as I 
recognize that by being so defined they hold a position 
as "catalogued varieties" which is not held by any 
other" stamps used abroad," excepting those of Great 
Britain, a great point in their favour; but in this 
paper I am considering them entirely from a Chilian 
specialist's point of view, a point of view which I 
venture to say is the more usually adopted. 

I may here mention that in Gibbons' Catalogue the 
dates for the postmarks are given as July, 1882, to 
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Mollendo, which was inadvertently left out of the above maps, is situatecl on the coast about midway between Iquique and Pisco. 

surrounding their use being in the highest degree 
interesting. 

Luckily for the well-being of Philately, his tory has 
always held a high place in philatelic researches, 
and one finds the majority of philatelis ts not merely 
collecting the various "provisional issues" and 
"stamps used abroad," but demanding to know the 
why and wherefore of their issue and use. To these 
questions the best possible answers can, in this case, 
be given; they were used for the most imperative of 
reasons, War, and this alone should count a great deal 
in their favour. Unquestionably, however, their chief 
claim to philatelic prominence is the fact that they are 

October, 1883; these dates may be correct enough for 
classifyi ng the provisional issues of Peru, but for the 
collector of these stamps as "Chilian stamps used in 
Peru," all dates between N ovem ber, 1879, and 
October, 1883, are" good." 

The stamps we are considering may best be divided 
into three grades of importance :-First and most im
portant of all, those used in Lima and other towns 
which remained Peruvian after the war. Secondly, 
those used in the P rovinces of Arica and Tacna, the 
nation3lity of which, even now, is not definitely fixed; 
and thirdly, those used in the Province of Tarapaca, a 
territory ceded to Chili under the peace treaty. The 
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towns under the first heading are Lima, Callao, 
Mollendo, Yca (or Ica), Paita, Pisco, Eten, Salaverry, 
and Trujillo (or Truxillo). Under the second, Arica 
and Tacna; while the third boasts of Iquique and 
Pisagua. 

It is clear that, for the towns in the first class, the 
date of the postmark is practically immaterial ; any 
Chilian stamps used in these towns are equally of 
interest, since the towns were, and are still, Peruvian. 
On those used in the places mentioned in the second 
division the date is important, and should be before 
1884, though stamps used in these towns after this 
date are sometimes not altogether without interest. 
Those used in the towns given in the third list must 
bear postmarks dated prior to October 23rd, 1883, the 
date of the Treaty of Ancon, though perhaps one 
might claim that the period should be extended to the 
date of the Congress which ratified this treaty, April, 
1884. Legally I suppose the latter date is correct, but 
it is better to adopt the earlier one, to avoid all 
question. 

A brief account of the war itself is necessary to 
explain the existence of these interesting varieties, 
and the sketch maps will, I hope, help to elucidate 
any difficult points. I trust my readers will not con
sider this too much of a geographical lesson, but my 
excuse would be the example set by the most excellent 
series of "Countries of the World," which ap'peared 
in Gibbons Stamp Weekly, and in which the map was 
always a prominent feature. As I have already dealt 
with the events which led up to the war, at some 
length, elsewhere,* the briefest account will suffice. 
The earliest date that it is necessary to go back to is 
1865, when the territories of Chili, Bolivia, and Peru 
were those defined in the first of the sketch maps. 
Peru at this time extended down to Tocopilla, Bolivia 
had a portion along the sea coast to Papose, where 
Chilian territory started. 

This was the state of things in 1865, when the land 
between Tocopilla and Papose, known as the desert 
of Atacama, was practically unwanted. In 1866, 
however, it was discovered that this land was 
extremely rich in minerals, etc.; the question of 
boundary then cropped up. The Chilians claimed 
the bulk of the disputed territory, and an agreement 
was effected in 1866 placing the boundaries as shown 
in the second map, the boundary originally claimed 
by Chili being shown by the dotted line. In 1879, 
Bolivia attempted to tax the exportation of nitrate by 
the Antofagasta Co., a company that was virtually 
Chilian, and on the company refusing to pay the tax, 
the Bolivians seized their goods; this was the cul
minating point, and war against Bolivia was declared 
on February 14th, 1879; the Chilians seized Antofa
gasta, the chief port of Bolivia, and two months later 
war with Peru was commenced, Pisagua being the 
first town to capitulate, on November 2nd, 1879. 
Previous to this the Chilians had gained command of 
the sea, in spite of the skilful generalship of Admiral 
Grau, who, outclassed in everything except brains 
and pluck, put up a sterling fight which was only 
closed by the entire annihilation of his fleet. The 

* U Stamps of Chili used in Bolivia" (see P. /. 0/ G. B., January, 
'9'0). 

incidents of the naval side of the war make exciting 
reading, but space does not permit of anything but 
the mere facts being given, particularly as it is the 
war on land only that especially concerns us here; 
those who may be inteJ;ested will find the war dealt 
with at some length, and in an entertaining manner, 
by Mr. J. R. Burton, in The P. J. of G. B. for June, 
1909, and I can recommend a perusal of a still 
lengthier account in C. R. Markham's War between 
Peru and Cht'li. 

After the capture of Pisagua, in November, 1879, 
the Chilian forces pressed onward and occupied 
Iquique on the 27th of the same month; this was an 
important gain, Iquique being the seat of the nitrate 
industry. The war was now conducted in an energetic 
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manner, and Mollendo and other towns fell one by 
one before the all-conquering Chilian army, whose 
victories culminated in the battles of Tacna and 
Arica, the former being one of the most sternly fought 
out of any in the campaign, and resulting in much 
loss of life to both combatants. Tacna fell on the 26th 
of May, 1880, and Arica a week or so later. The 
seat of the war was now transferred to the northern 
portion of Peru, and after a short and decisive naval 
attack Paita was captured in September, 1880. The 
Chilians then commenced to ravage the coast of Peru 
from Paita to Callao, destroying everything; Eten 
and Salaverry were occupied, and those villages and 
towns which offered resistance were ruthlessly burned. 
Meantime at Arica an attempt at peace was being 
made, through the mediation of the United States. 
This failed, however, on account of the excessive de
mands of the Chilians. A month later, in October, 
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1880, a landing was effected by the Chilians at Pisco; 
Yca was occupied and the attack on Lima prepared 
for. In January, 1881, the two armies carne into con
flict, Peru had by this time lost the support of her 
ally Bolivia, and the result !;If the battle which en
sued, the , battle of Chorillos, although fought out to 
th~ bitter end, was never really in doubt, and after 
two, days' hard fighting Lima was captured on the 
17th of January, 1881, Callao, the seaport of Lima, 
sharing the same fate. Soon after this the Chilians 
landed, at" Chimboto an<;l occupied the city of Trujillo. 
Although their capital was lost, the Peruvians did not 
give in, and guerilla warfare raged for two years. 
However, eventually, late in 1883, after many fruitless 
negotiations" peace was declared; the treaty was 
drawn up on the 20th of August; signed at Ancon on 
the 23rd of October, 1883, and finally ratified by 
Congress in April and May, 1884, By the terms of 

Fig. 1. 

amount of postal busine'ss was of very small propor
tions. Some years previous to the outbreak of the 
war, the cancelling stamp used here, was one on 
somewhat .similar lines to those of Paita: and Pisco, 
which a year or so later were employed in overprinting 
Peruvian stamps for local use, Pisagua, however, 
being one of the towns that became Chilian after the 
war, these early cancelling stamps disappeared soon 
after the occupation by Chili. I have before me 
specimens of the 10 c. of Chili, 1867 issue, and the 

' I din, of Peru, 1868 issue, both cancelled with this 
postmark; I can only surniise that the first-mentioned 
stamp was used during the early stages of the 
occupation, before the Chilians took over the postal 
administration. Possibly it was used by one of 
' the conquering soldiers, in which contingency the 
Peruvian postal official probably thought it more 
prudent to pass the slight irregularity than to object. 

Fig. la.-Stamps used in Pi:sa,gua, June 20th, 1883. 

the treaty Peru ceded to Chili the Province of Tara
paca, which included the towns of Iquique and 
Pisagua; 'the provinces of Arica and Tacna were 
placed under Chilian authority for ten years, the 
inhabitants then to decide by plebiscite whe.ther to. 
belong to Chili or Peru; in the latter case Peru was 
to pay Chili $10,000,000, Even to this day, twenty
seven years after, the question of the nationality of 
these two provinces is still unsettled, Chili still being 
in possession. In the third sketch map the present 
position of the boundaries between the three countries 
i's shown. 

In dealing with the various postmarks in use in the 
(owns ta'ken by the Chilians, I think it will be best to 
consider them somewhat in the order in which the 
to\\(.:: s ~ere ca,ptured, 

In this way the towns in the third class that I men
tioned corne first, and those in the first diviSion last. 

Pisagua.-Pisagua, at the time ,of its capitulation, 
'yas a town of very minor importance from the postal 
point of view; practically the bulk of its commerce 
w;is centred in the coasting trade, and therefore the, 

On the Chilians taking over control of the postal 
work, the cancelling stamp adopted was of the type 
in use in a good many Chilian towns, the name-of the 
town in a small circle with a cross at the bottom (-Fig. 
I), the name Chili not appearing. 

This cancelling stamp appears to have remained in 
use until a short time after the war, when it. was 
replaced by one of a similar design, only with the \\'ord 
Chili replacing the cross. 

The postmark we require should be like Fig. I, and 
should ' be dated prior to , October 23rd, 18.83; those 
dated after this are interesting as showing their use 
before the Chilians finally declared their sovereignty 
in Pisagua by placing the word Chili after the town 
name, but interesting though these may be they 
~annot claim to have been" used in Peru." I hav~ 
noticed that the great majority of stamps postmarked 
Pisagua only show a portion of the cancellation, 
therefore a wholly dated copy is the exception; the 
postmark is also generally lightly impressed, so that it 
is by no means easy to distinguish the ones with the 
right dates. It is fairly safe to take the I c., grey, 2 c'L 
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orange, and 5 c., lake, showing only a portion of this 
postmark, as these stamps became obsolete before the 
end of the war. The earlier dated copies, to the end 
of [88[, were invariably oblitera ted with blue ink, 
coloured inks being much in vogue with the Peruvians 
and the Bolivians at this date; from 1882 onwards, to 
the end of the war, these postmarks appear in black 
ink only. The following values, in addition to the three 
mentioned above, are to be found: I c., green, 2 c., 
cal"mine, 5 c., rose, [0 c., blue, 20 c., green, 50 c., lilac, 
a'nd, I suppose, the 5 c., blue, but I ha\'e not see'1 a 
copy of this properly dated. 

Iquique.-As in the case of the previous town, much 
of Iquique's trade was carried on by coasting vessels, 
but at the same time a large amo!Jnt of postal business 
was transacted. Chilian stamps used here are, to my 
mind, some of the most interesting of any, owing to 
the fact that there were two types of postmarks in use 
during the war. The first type, Fig. 2, appears to 
have been in use some years before the outbreak of 
the war, at least five, as 1 have a specimen of the [866 
issue of Peru cancelled with this type of postmark 
dated 1874, This cancelling stamp remained in use 

Fig. 2 . Fig. 3. 

until 1882, when it was superseded by the second type, 
Fig. 3, which 1 will deal with presently. When 
dividing these stamps into c1asses, '1 said that for 
those used in Iquique the visibility of the date was an 
all-important factor, but it is obvious, as regards the 
first type of postmark, that this condition is not a 
sil1e qua 11011, since this particular type of postmark 
became obsolete long before the end of the war. 1 
have found it used as late as March, 1882, and almost 
as frequently in blue ink as in black. The following 
are the values I have seen :-1 c., grey, 2 c., orange, 
5 c., lake,s c., rose, I c., green, 2 c., carmine, 10 c., 
blue, and 20 c., green. 1 have not come across the 

50 c. with this postmark, but 1 suspect it is to be 
found . 

Early in 1882 we se'e the effect of the Chilian 
administration in the new cancelling stamp, a typical 
Chilian one, like that used in Pisagua, only larger. 
The earliest date of the postmark of this type, that 1 
have seen, is May, 1882; thus the date of the change 
must have been between Man:h and May, 1882. 

Unlike its predecessor, this p::Jstmark is very rarely 
found in blue or coloured ink, and out of the many 
hundreds of lquique postmarks of this type which 
have passed through my hands, I have only seen one 
in colour. The following values are to be found with 
this postmark :-1 c , grey, 2 c., orange, 5 c., rose, 
10 c., blue, 20 c., green, 50 c., lilac, [ c., green, 2 c., 
carmine, and 5 c., blue. The 5 c., lake (issue of 
[878), no doubt is to be found, as I have seen this 
stamp used in Chilian towns well into the middle of 
J 882 ; a nice dated copy of the second lquique post
mark on this value should rank as a treasure to the 
lucky finder. By far the scarcest of all the previously 
mentioned values is the 5 c'., blue, which is very 
scarce; the 5 c. was first issued in blue, in Santiago, 
on the IOth' of July, [883, so there was very little time 
for the stamps to reach the "war zone" before the 
official close of the war. 1 think this value is only 
likely to be found used in the towns near Santiago, 
i.e. Iqui que, Pisagua, Arica, and Tacna. 1 have never 

Fig·3a . 

seen or heard of one used in the northern towns, such 
as Lima and Callao. While dealing with this value, 
I may mention that Gibbons' 1912 Catalogue does 
not give the 5 c., blue, as one of the values to be found 
used between July, [882, and October, 1883. I do not 
quite know why this value has been omitted from the 
list, as there is no question whatever that it is to be 
found correctly dated, as shown by the illustration 
(Fig·3a ). 

(To be continued.) 

1 
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Stamps of Chili used In Peru 
By S. C. BARNETT 

(Continued from page 407.) 

Tacna.-The war postmarks used for this town and 
province were again of Chilian origin; a circle similar 
to the second Iquique postmark, with the word 
" PRINCIPAL I' below, in place of the cross (Fig. 4). 

Fig. 4. Fig. 4". 

The same postmark remained in use during the whole 
of the war, and is to be found three or four years 
later. Specimens dated in this latter period are 
interesting as showing the intermediary state of the 
province, before the Chilians quite usurped the 
territory, a state of affairs which came to pass a 
year or so later, and is reflected in the postmark th en 
introduced, the word "CHILE" displacing "PRIN

CIPAL." 

I have not been able to discover an earlier dated 
copy than April, 1881, but suppose the postmark must 
have been in use almost a year before that; while I 
have a copy dated as late as October, 1887. 

I have seen a few envelopes and stamps, used in 
this town and in Arica, cancelled with the American 
Bank Note Company's obliterations, consisting of 
parallel bars and diamond-shaped dots. These are 
generally used in conjunction with the proper Tacna 
and Arica postmarks (Figs. 4b and 4c).* 

Fig. s. Fig. sa. 

The following values are to be found dated before 
October 23rd, 1883 :-1 c., grey, 2 c., orange,s c., lake, 
5 c., rose, 10 c., blue, 20 c., green, and 50 c., lilac, and 
possibly the 5 c., blue. 

Arlca.-The postmark in use here during the war is 
of a curious design. I think it must have been of 
Peruvian origin, particularly as the word" COR REO " 

on postmarks was much affectetl by Peru, and I have 
seen nothing like it among Chilian postmarks (Fig. 5). 

* See page 449. 

Being so large it is naturally difficult to get well post
marked copies, though on the other hand being of 
such a distinctive design it is only necessary, on 
certain stamps, to see a portion in order to identify it. 

This postmark, like the Tacna one, remained in use 
after peace was declared, though not for so long a 
period-I think for less than a year. I have not seen 
one dated after 1884, and it was soon superseded by a 
small circular postmark of the usual Chilian type, 
" AR ICA" above, "CHILE" below. One of the 
scarcest values to be found is the 5 c., lake, while the 
5 c., rose, is the one most frequently met with. I have 
seen all the values enumerated for Tacna, except the 
2 c., orange, but I do not doubt that this also is to be 
found. 

As in the case of Tacna, the only copies of the 5 c., 
blue, which I have come across have all been dated 
after the war, but still I think Chilian specialists 
should take these, since they bear the "war" post
mark, and are exceptional as belonging to a town 
which in 1884 was more Peruvian than Chili an. 

Lima.-We have now arrived at the last class of 
towns, and are no longer bothered with the decipher
ing of blurred dates, etc., all being grist that comes to 
our mill from these towns. 

Fig. 6. Fig. 7. 

Lima had two types of cancelling stamps in use 
(Figs. 6 and 7) ; they are both essentially Peruvian, 
and are to be found, some time before the war broke 
out, on the then current issues of Peru. Judging 
from the various Peruvian stamps which I have seen 
bearing these postmarks, I am inclined to think the 
smaller type was the earlier, but they were both used 
concurrently throughout the war period. 

The I c., grey, 2 c., orange, and 5 c., lake, are the 
rarities of the stamps used in Lima, all three' values 
being about equally scarce, as they were superseded by 
the green, carmine, and rose stamps, respectively, 
about the time that the Chilian stamps were first used 
in Lima. The 5 c., rose, is not so commonly used here 
as in the previous towns, and I have found the 10 c., 
blue, and I c., green, much more frequent; these two 
stamps were generally used together on Peruvian 
letters to England. I give illustrations * of two en- . 
velopes from Lima, both of which are franked with 

* See page 450. 
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Fig. 4C. 

these stamps, and I have seen three or four other 
envelopes similarly stamped. 

In addition to the values enumerated above, I 
have seen the 20 c., green, and 50 c., lilac, also the 2 c., 
carmine. 

C81180.- This town, the seaport of Lima, had also 
a cancelling stamp of Peruvian type, a distinctive 
and curious one, lettered" ADN. D~; CORREOS" above, 
and" CALLAO" below (Fig. 8). I have found it a 
good deal scarcer than that of Lima, which is of 
course to be expected, bearing in mind the difference 
in size and importance of the two towns. 

Callao was captured at practically the same time as 
Lima, January, 1881, but I think in both towns the 

Chilians allowed the Peruvians to run the postal 
service for about a year; this accounts for the fact 

Fig. 8. 

that one does not come across Chilian stamps used 
here much before the middle of 1882. The same 

~--------------------------------------------------------------------------~ 
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Fig. 6a -Used in Lima, Feb. I3th, I883' 

Fig. 7a.-Used in Lima, Sept. 20th, 1882. 

postmark remained in use after peace was declared, 
and I have a copy of the 1 c., yellow, Peru postmarked 
October, 1884. 

I have seen the following values used here :-1 c., 
green, 2 c., carmine,s c., rose, 10 c., blue, 20 c., green, 
and 50 c., lilac, but not the 1 c., grey, 2 c., orange, and 
5 c., lake, of the earlier issue of Chili; I do not expect, 

either, that these are to be found, if, as I suggested 
before, the Peruvians looked after the postal business 
until well into 1882. Still, of course, occasional 
copies of these may well have got into circulation, 
as in the case of Lima, but Callao being considerably 
smaller the probability is likewise diminished. Copies 
of these if found should be valued accordingly. 

(To be continued.) 
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: Stamps of Chili used In Peru 
By S. C. BARNETT 

(Continued from page 450, Vol. XIX.) 

G HE postmarks of Mollendo, Paita, Pisco, 
and Yea differ totally from any of those 
of the prev~ously mentioned towns, there 
being merely the town name shown and 
no evidence of date. This last fact has 

,een responsible for a great deal of misconception as 
o the original object of these postmarks; this is 
aused also by the fact that we find the same designs, 
Iresumably the very same handstamps, in use about 
884, for overprinting stamps used in the various 
livisions of Peru, which were thus marked in the 
:eneral disturbance consequent on the finish of the 
,ar. Mr. Burton, in hi s article already referred to, 
uggested that these postmarks were a kind of pre
ancelling stamps; I think, however, that there is no 
luestion that they were orig inally purely and simply 
,ostmarking dies, which were afterwards employed 
Dr overprinting Peruvian stamps for" Local " use. 

The illustrations of the envelopes, which are both 
lated 1883, spould go to prove this. 

I do not think, however, that the handstamp for 
v1ollendo was ever used in this fashion, and the above 
lpplies merely to l'aita, Pisco, and Y ca. 

Mollendo.-The postmark of this town is a simple 
me, merely the town name in a long rectangle 
Fig. 9). 

I MOLLENDO] 
Fig. 9. 

Fi g. ga. 

It is very rarely met with, and being of long dimen
,ions it is naturally impossible to find the whole word 
m a single stamp, unless it was put on by an obliging 
)ostmaster, diagonally; even then it would not be 
luite complete. I have only seen two specimens, one 
m a copy of the 5 c., lake, which I saw about two 
'ears ago; in this case only the letters "LLEND " 

lppeared, between two parallel bars; unfortunately I 
lid not secure it, in fact at the time I did not consider 
t sufficient evidence of the stamp having been used 
n Mollendo, although I made a note of it. I have 
\Ow"however, come across a copy of the 5 c., blue, 
vith the letters" MOLL," in a similar frame (Fig. 9a ), 
vhich practically completes the postmark; a search 
hrough the most exhaustive gazetteer of Chili and 
)eru fails to reveal any other town beginning with 
, MOLL." I therefore think one is entitled to consider 
he chain of evidence complete. 

It is curious tbat the only copy I possess should be 
he scarce value, the 5 c., blue, more particularly as 
110llendo is a good deal north of Arica and Tacna, 
vhich towns were, I thought, about the most northerly 

229c 

reached by the 5 c., blue, before the close of the war. 
Of course it is highly probable that, even after peace 
was declared, Chilian stamps were still used for frank
ing letters in these out-of-the-way Peruvian towns. 
News must have travelled very slowly in those 
days, and it might be months before the decree that 
Peruvian stamps were again to be used would reach 
towns like Mollendo. t). little general philatelic 
knowledge reveals to us many more exceptional uses 
of postage stamps, even at the present time, than this. 

Paita.-This is the most northerly town in Peru 
reached by the Chilians, and the first town in Upper 
Peru to capitulate. As in the case of Lima and 
Callao, the Peruvians continued to have control of the 
postal arrangements for some time after the occupa
tion by the Chilians in September, 1880, and we do 
not find Chilian stamps used here much before the 
latter part of 1882. These dates are somewhat diffi
cult to arrive at correctly, as one is entirely dependent 
on copies on original envelopes, there being no date 
in the postmark itself, which merely consists of the 
town name in an oval (Figs. 10 and Ioa*). 

}i'ig.10. 

I think, however, that the date~ given will prove to 
be approximately correct. I have only seen the 
following values :-- 1 c., green, 2 c., carrnine, 5 c., rose, 
IO c., blue, and 20 c., green; other values may of 
course be found, but I do not suppose that the list, in 
any case, would be a long one. 

Pisco.-The cancelling stamp fu r this town is simi
lar in design to that for Paita (Fig. I I). 

Fig. II. 

Judging from the relative scarcity of, this postmark, 
the amount of postal business transacted here must 
have been very small, much less than in the previous 
town. The original envelope of which I give an 
illustration * is the only one I have ever seen, and of 
the stamps themselves I have only found the I c., 
green, 5 c., rose, and 10 c., blue, but there is every 
probability that the 2 c., carmine, and 20 c., green, 
exist, and possibly, but I do not think probably, the 
50 c., lilac. 

* ~ee next page. 
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Fig . l oa . 

Fig. ll a. 

Yca.-The postmark here is also similar to tha t of 
Paita, but differs in slight details (Fig. 12 ). 

Fig. 1 2. 

I think here again the postal business was extremely 
small, probably smaller even than in P isco. I have 
only seen th e I c., green, and 5 c. , rose, used here, 
but of CO ~Tse the same probabiliti es of th e other 
values existing are present in thi s case. 

Eten.-The cancellatIon for thi s town is somewha t 
similar to that of Yea, but slightly la rger (Fig. 13). 

F ig. ' 3' 

The only copy I have seen of thi s is in jJ1lrple-red 
ink, and rather fa int; thi s, togeth er with the colour 
of the stamp, the 5 c., rose, rendered the postmark 

almost invisible in the photograph which I had made 
of it, so I am unable to illustra te the stamp itself, as I 
should like to have done. It is impossible to arrive 
at the true value of a Chilian stamp used in this tOWII , 
for the number so used may have been infinitesimal. 
I can only mention the fact that out of the hundred 
odd thousand Chilian stamps of this period th at I 
have examined (the bulk of whi ch consisted of the 
stock of the la te fi rm of Stafford Smith and Co. , which 
had not seen the light of day since it was orig inally 
sold, and was therefore wholly ullsorted), I only found 
one copy of this against four or fi ve hundred used in 
Iquique, Tacna, Arica, etc. 

Trujillo.- The postmark of this town is the last I 
can deal with, that of Salaverry being unknown to 
me. Trujillo, one of th e ancient cities of Peru, was 
one of the last to fall before the Chilians, and the 
postmark is about the most exceptional of any. The 
general shape and appearance of the postmark are 
decidedly Peruvian, somewhat on simila r lines to the 
small Lima or first Iquique postmarks, with th e date 
a ll in one line, the words "TRUJILLO CORR E OS " 

above, and " C HILE " below (Fig . 14). The presence 
of the word " CHILF~ " concl usively proves the post
ma rk to be a Chilian one, in spi te of its Peruvian 
appearance. 
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Fig. '4. 

Fig.I4a . 

As in the case of Eten, I have only seen one stamp, 
a 5 c" rose, bearing · this mark, of which ' I give an 
illustration; luckily in this case it is a fairly good 
copy, on a piece of the original envelope. 

This finishes the list of Peruvian towns, so far 
known, where Chilian stamps were used; but naturally, 
as there were many other towns captured by the 
Chilians, it is highly probable that there are some 
discoveries to be made in this direction. I hope that 
this article may be an incentive to further research 
into the.se interesting varieties. 

In point of scarcity, judging solely from the results 
of some years'-extensive search through some hundred 
thousand Chilian stamps of the "war period," I think 
that those used in Trujillo, Eten, Salaverry, and 
Mollendo must be given premier honours; all four 
varieties are so scarce that it is impossible to place 
one above the others; save that in the case of 
Salaverry, the postmark of which, as I have said, I 
have never seen, I only mention the town on the 
authority of an article which appeared in Gibbons 
Stamp Weekly some year or so ago. The Trujillo ' 
postmark is of exceptional interest, owing to the fact 
that the town has not hitherto been mentioned in the 
lists of towns given in catalogues, etc. 

On the other side of the scale, I have found the 
second type of Iquique far and away the commonest, 
the first type of this postmark next, and then Tacna 
and Arica. The postmarks of Pisagua, Lima, and 
Callao follow in the order given, then Paita; Yca and 
Pisco both being a great deal scarcer than the last 
named. 

Taking the values, I have found the 2 c., orange, 'by 
far the scarcest value, excepting, of course, the 5 c., 
blue; .next I think the 50 c., lilac, should be placed, 
and then the 1 c,' grey. The 2 c., carmine, and 20 c., 
green, are also scarce, particularly as used in the 
northern Peruvian towns; I have never seen either 
of these values, .or the 50 c., used in Yca or Pisco, 
though the 2 c. and 20 c. are fairly frequently met 
with used in Iquique. Of course the 5 c., rose, is by 
far the commonest of all. The two other values, 
which I have not mentioned, the. 1 c., green, and IO c., 
blue, are about equally scarce; as I have said, they 
were very frequen'tly used together on letters. It is 
curious to note th.at in -the case of Paita, I have seen 
quite a large number of copies of the 10 c., blue, and 
only one of the 1 c., green. 
. Apart ' from the philatelic interest which these 

stamps undoubtedly have, they have also a" sportihg'; 
ihterest which· is not offered by ordinary stamps'. '1 
refer to the sport effinding them. With the exception> 

of those on "en tires," and three or four other sta'mps, 
all the Chili used in Peru which I had in my 'collection, 
some 150. in nuinber, were 'picked ' out of dealers' 
stock books, etc., at ' ordinary ' " Chili" prices. I 
remember, in particular, that a visit paid to Messrs. 
Lincoln, and a look through their stock book, resulted 
in over a dozen" finds" being laid' out on the counter. 
Although the attendant was speaking to me about 
these varieties at the time, he apparently coul<;l not 
recognize ' them, and I naturally appeared Iquite 
ignorant as to the points of distinction. A v·isit to 
Messrs. Stanley 'Gibbons also prov:ed fruitful, and in 
this case, on my pointing out my three or fou'r bar
gains to the attendant there, he informed me that the 
firm were glad for their customers to make these 
" finds," particularly if they did not keep the fact all 
to themselves; I therefore make this my excuse for 
the above digression. ' . 

I think that after a careful study of the postmarks 
illustrated here, my readers will be able to sally forth 
bargain-hunting, relying on the fact that stamp dealers, 
as a whole, have no time to go deeply into these 
matters; there are still opportunities of forming a 
collection of these interesting stamps without in all 
cases having to pay special or fancy prices for them. 

In Gibbons' Catalogue for 1912 I see that the Fiscal 
stamp, which used to be chronicled, is omitted. I do 
not think this should have been done. I have only 
seen, it is true, the 2 c., brown, used in Peru; this 
particular stamp Messrs. Stanley Gibbons, Ltd., had for 
some time in their stock book, bearing the first type 
of-Iquique postmark; and as it was on the original 
cover, there is no question as to its authenticity. 
Indeed, there is no reason why there should be any 
question, as in 1882 these Fiscals were very frequently 
used for postage, and I have seen a copy of the 2 c., 
brown, used in Antofagasta in this year. 

No doubt the 1 c. and 5 c.are also to be found, and 
possibly, but not probably, the 10 c. and 20 c., used 
in some of the war towns nearest to Santiago, such as 
Iquique, Pisagua, Arica, and Tacna. I very much 
question whether one was ever genuinely used in the 
northern towns, such as Lima and Callao. 

Before bringing this article to a close, I should like 
to make mention of the stamps postmarked 
"FRANCA," or with the letter" F," which are to be 
found used constantly during the war period. I have 
no doubt whatever in my own mind, and my opinion 
is confirmed by all I have spoken to on the subject, 
that these cancellations are war postmarks, and 
should be included in all collections of these" War 
Stamps." As in this article I have dealt with the 
stamps under town headings, I cannot very well 
include these varieties, but can only mention them. 

The" Franca" postmarks are to be found in many 
forms and colours, well over a dozen different types, 
and I have seen the same cancellation on both Peru
vian and Chili an stamps. 

Since writing the foregoing, I have had the oppor
tunity of seeing a fine selection of these stamps, 
recently purchased by Mr. C. J. Phillips, and from this 
and other sources I am able to amend, in one or two 
particulars, the lists of values, etc., I have given. The 
chief alteration lies in the 5 c., blue .. for in the above-
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mentioned purchase there were two copies of this 
stamp, undoubtedly genuinely used in Lima, one with 
each type of postmark, large and small. I n the 
smaller one the date is quite distinct-December, 1883 
-(unfortunately I trusted the date to my memory 
instead of jotting it down, and have forgotten the 
actual day of the month). The larger postmark is 
not so clear, but to all appearances it was also 
December, 1883. 

These two stamps, while they lead to the withdrawal 
of my statement on p:lge 407 of last volume, " I have 
never seen or heard of one used in ... Lima or Callao," 
do not destroy the reason I had for that statement
the short time between the date of issue and the end 
of the war; ,both of these postmarks were dated about 
two months after peace was declared, and though they 
are both undoubtedly good as "Chili used in Peru," 
they were not used during the war. I still think that 
the 5 c., blue, never reached Lima or Callao before the 
date of the declaration of peace. 

Mr. McGowan, the present owner of the collection I 
formed, and to whom I am indebted for the loan of 
the majority of the stamps for illustrations, writes to 
point out an omission under Tacna. I find I omitted 

to mention the I c"green, and 2 c., carmine, stamps as 
having been used here, as of course I should have 
done. I find I mentioned them in the rough draft of 
my article, but I suppose I missed them in copying; 
both these stamps are also to be found used in Arica, 
under which town also should be mentioned a copy 
of the I c., green, with purple postmark; this, like the 
one mentioned under Iquique, being the only copy I 
have ever seen. While on the subject of <;:oloured 
postmarks, I may mention that I have seen the I c., 
l(reen, and 2 c,' carmine, with small Lima postmark in 
blue. Mr. C. T. Hayman informs me that he has a 
copy of the 5 c., blue, postmarked" Yca," which is 
interesting; but of course the Yca postmark, being 
undated, affords no proof that the stamp was used 
before the end of the war. Another interesting stamp 
that he has is the :2 c., black, Chil i, 1867, used in 
Pisagua and postmarked with the ordinary circular 
postmark (Fig. I). This stamp, together with the 10 c., 
blue, which I mentioned under Pisagua, goes I think 
to prove that" in that town at any rate, the postal 
officials were not very plrticular as to what stamps 
franked the letters, provided, I suppose, that the 
denominations were correct. 

T apical Notes 
By CHARLES J. PHILLIPS 

Stanley Gibbons, Incorporated, New York. 

I 
HAVE to announce that the directors of 
Stanley Gibbons, Limited, of London, have 
sold their branch office in New York, which 
traded under the name of Stanley Gibbons, 
Incorporated . The property sold includes 

the whole of the stock of stamps, publications, 
and all philatelic accessories at 198 Broadway, 
New York. This stock was valued at about £47,000, 
catalogue price, and consisted of stock books of all 
the countries in the world, with a special supply of 
the stamps of the United States, and of New Issues 
of the past three years. 

The purchasers have also acquired the right to 
trade in the name of Stanley Gibbons, in any form 
they like, except in conjunction with the word 
"Limited," which can only be used by the original 
firm. 

The purchasers do not wish their names made 
public, ' and I must respect that wish. I may say, 
however, that they are gentlemen of position and 
wealth, and able, if they wish, to put a considerable 
amount of capital into the business. For the present, 
~t any rate, I think it is their intention to carryon 
business under the same name and at the same 
address as hitherto, and above all under the same 
management. 

My friend Mr. Eustace B. Power has most loyally 
worked for our firm for the past twelve years, and to 
him alone we are indebted for the position secured by 
Stanley Gibbons, Incorporated, in philatelic circles m 

, the United States., 

Eustace Power is no ordinary man, but one com
bining in a marked degree the best traits of the 
American and the British business man. He is first of 
all essentially and thoroughly honest, and this I have 
proved in the twelve years I have worked with him; 
then he is a great worker, a man who is not tied to 
business hours, but who when necessary will work 
twelve or fourteen hours a day, and has often done so, 
day after day. Again, he has the wonderful and rare 
gift of being able to make men think as he wants them 
to think. I know no one in our trade (with one possible 
exception) who can so easi ly persuade his clients to 
buy stamps that he wishes to sell them. He is also a 
good and sound philatelist, as shown by his book on 
the Stamps of the United States, and by the able 
manner in which he produces the Circular that he 
edits with so much vim and ability . 

Under the management of Eustace B. Power I 
expect the new and independent firm of Stanley 
Gibbons, Incorporated, wi ll have a brilliant future. 

The New York firm will continue to act as agents 
for our London house, will stock all our publications, 

- and call on us for any stamps they may require from 
our stock. 

Clients in the United States who desire to deal 
direct with the London house may still do so, as 
arrangements about this have been made between the 
two firms. 

From the date of the transfer of the business in 
New York, the London firm of Stanley Gibbons, 
Limited, is not responsible in any manner for the 
engagements of the N,ew York firm. 
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