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Editor’s Notes ….. 
Just a couple of articles this time both on mid 

twentieth century material.  One is on regular 

postal issues; the other is on airmail. The first is 

traditional, focusing on the stamps and their uses; 

the other is postal history. Just goes to show, there 

is a world of philately available in the twentieth 

century.  

It seems to me that the time is ripe for some-

one to look at the postal history and overprints of 

the late twentieth century, especially during the 

inflation of the 80s. I remember that Allen Hen-

drickson once had an exhibit that included some of 

this material. Not hard to believe that the judges 

underestimated the difficulty of acquisition.  

A Little Late 

You may have noticed that this issue is a little 

late. My apologies. I got behind the 8-ball some-

where and only just noticed that it had not been 

assembled. Perhaps we make up on it by an issue 

that is a little longer than the planned ten pages. 

But please, I need copy.  

Web site 

Don’t forget our web site. It is one of the best 

society web sites 

going. Check out the 

on-line exhibits as 

well as the on-line 

literature. Much of 

this is in the 

“members only” section.  If you are interested in 

joining, fill out the Membership Application form 

under the Virtual Library section of our web site. 

You can send your membership dues via Paypal 

from that page also. 

Speaking of web sites, take a look at Exponet 

http://www.exponet.info/, an exhibit web site run out 

of Czechoslovakia.    There are now 656 on line ex-

hibits from 343 exhibitors from 47 countries! A word 

search didn’t find any Peruvian exhibits but the site is 

definitely worth looking at.  

Airmail to Asia and the Pacific 

An essay on this subject begins on page 5. If 

you have originals of any of the illustrated covers 

or if you have other covers in your collection I 

would greatly appreciate scans at 300 dpi that are 

suitable for print publication. Both back and front 

of the cover please! 

 

Write for Trencito2. 
 

We have a very small membership so the responsibility to contribute something 
falls on every reader. Let me hear from you for the next issue.  



Trencito2                                                                 August 2010                                                              Vol. 1 No. 4 

3 

Peruvian airmail to Asia 

and the Pacific is unusual. Prior 

to the opening of Pan Am’s Pa-

cific route in 1937 the mail 

might be carried either by the 

North Atlantic route, passing 

through New York then continu-

ing to Asia probably via KLM.1 

Or, it might travel the South Pa-

cific route via French or German 

airways. In the early days mail 

carried by the North Atlantic 

route could be distinguished 

from mail on the South Atlantic 

route can be distinguished only 

if it is docketed, and that needs 

confirmation, and by negatives – 

lack of a Cristobal transit mark 

or lack of New York’s magenta 

bars crossing out the airmail 

label. Or, if the letter is regis-

tered, lack of the NY transit 

mark. 

Alternatively, it might be 

carried by air to North America 

then transferred to a ship for 

carriage to eastern Asia.  

I have recorded just ten 

letters from Peru to Asia and the 

Pacific (Table I). The earliest is 

a registered letter dated Decem-

ber 1932 and is addressed to 

Hong Kong (fig. 1). There 

seems to be a Cristobal transit 

mark and a Seattle mark from 

Terminal A. The letter bears S/o 

Table I: Peruvian Airmail to Asia and the Pacific, 1932 – 1940 

Year Month Destination UPU Air R Total Notes 

1932 Dec HK 15 1.80 20 2.15   

1933 Jan HK 15 1.05 20 1.40   

1934 = HK 15 0.40   0.55 Back not shown 

1936 May Australia = = 20 0.20 Official 

1936 Jul Australia = = 20 0.20 Official 

1937 Jul Australia = = = = Official 

1937 Dec Philippines 15 2.75 = 2.90   

1938 Apr Philippines 15 1.50 20 1.85   

1940 Nov Dutch East Indies 15 3.95 20 4.30   

1940 = Japan 15     1.20   

1937 Apr Hong Kong 15 2.80 = 2.95 Back not shown 

Peruvian Air Mail to Asia and the Pacific, 1933 – 1940 
Thomas P. Myers 

Fig. 1. Registered letter from Lima to Hong Kong, December 1932, by sea 

from Seattle. 
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2.15 in postage of which 15c is 

attributable to the UPU rate for 

up to 20g and 20c to the regis-

tration fee, leaving S/o 1.80 as 

the air supplement. At that date 

the air supplement to the USA 

was 90c per 5g. The letter is 

easily understood as a letter 

weighing 5-10g that was carried 

by air to Seattle then by sea to 

Hong Kong. 

The second letter is also 

addressed to Hong Kong, dated 

January 1933. It also is regis-

tered but bears just S/o 1.40 in 

postage (fig. 2). It passed 

through Cristobal on 25 Jan and 

through Seattle on the 31st. It 

reached Hong Kong on 25 Feb 

1933. The air supplement to the 

USA is overpaid by 15c. It is not 

a convenience franking since 

there are two 15c stamps on the 

envelope. 

The third letter is also ad-

dressed to Hong Kong but this 

time in 1934 (Fig. 3). At this 

date the air supplement to North 

America was 90c/5g + 15c UPU 

rate. This letter bears only the 

UPU postage plus 40c. It is not 

registered. The back was not 

shown so back franking and 

transit marks are unknown. 

The next two letters are all 

official letters to Australia in 

1936 and 1937. Pan Am had 

opened its Pacific route on 22 

November 1935 but the exten-

Table II: Peruvian Air Rates to Asia and the Pacific  

Destination 23 Aug 37 17 Aug 1938 14 Feb 1940 

Hawaii /5g 2.00 1.45   

Guam 2.50 1.95   

Philippines 2.75 2.20   

Macao & HK 2.80 2.25   

Siam, Australia, China, Burma, Malaya, India, 

Dutch Indies 

    3.00 

Fig. 2. Registered Lima to Hong Kong, Jan 1933. 

Fig. 3. Lima to Hong Kong, 1934. There may be additional postage on  

the back of the envelope. 
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sion to Macao and Hong Kong 

did not open until 21 April 

1937. The first Peruvian route 

schedule was published in Au-

gust 1937. Australia was not 

listed as an airmail destination 

until 1940 (Table II). 

Two of the letters are regis-

tered but only the 20c registra-

tion fee is paid. The third is un-

registered and unfranked. The 

first of these is addressed to the 

Consul General of Peru in Mel-

bourne, Australia. It was mailed 

from Lima on 20 May 1936 and 

passed through 

Cristobal CZ on 

May 23, then San 

Francisco [?] on 

the 27th. On the 

way it went 

through San 

Pedro CA, but the 

date is illegible. It 

continued to Mel-

bourne, then El-

wood, Victoria. A 

similar official 

registered letter 

from the Ministry 

of Foreign Rela-

tions was mailed 

in July 1936 and 

passed through 

the U.S. Postal 

facility in Barran-

quilla on 26 July 

and San Fran-

cisco on the 28th. 

It transited Melbourne and 

reached Elwood, Victoria on 

August 24 (fig 4). 

Both letters seem to have 

been carried by air in the Ameri-

cas in spite of the fact that the 

air supplement was unpaid. A 

long-standing agreement be-

tween Panagra and the Peruvian 

postal service provided for free 

transportation of official airmail. 

The delay between San Fran-

cisco and Melbourne suggests 

that they were carried by sea 

directly to Melbourne rather 

than taking the trans-Pacific air-

mail to Manila, then by sea to 

Australia. 

Pan Am extended trans-

Pacific airmail service to Macao 

and Hong Kong in April 1937. 

A first flight cover from Lima is 

shown in fig. 5. S/o 2.95 postage Fig. 4. Official letter to Australia pays only  

the registration fee.  

Fig. 5. 1937 first flight to Honk Kong, April 1937. 
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was paid, the correct rate that 

was not published until August. 

The cachet reads, "Panagra sis-

tema aereo Panamericano in-

augracion primer correo aereo 

at lejano oriente peru a la china 

11 dias." Mail to destinations 

beyond Hong Kong was carried 

as far as India with no additional 

charge.2  

An unfranked registered 

letter from Peru’s postal mu-

seum is dated 22 Jul 1937.  It 

passed through Cristobal on July 

25 and Seattle on the 27th. It 

next appears in Melbourne on 

August 30 and in Elwood on 

August 31. The Cristobal transit 

mark suggests that the letter re-

ceived registered airmail service 

in the Americas but the delay 

between Seattle and Melbourne 

suggests transit by ship rather 

than by air. In any case it still 

received registered treatment in 

spite of the fact that no postage 

was paid. 

The next letter is addressed 

to the Philippines (fig. 6). It is 

dated December 1937 and un-

registered. The back was not 

shown so there is no evidence 

on the transit marks. Unless the 

Philippines received the UPAE 

rate as a U.S. territory, the S/o 

2.90 postage paid is 5c short 

paid of the 15c UPU rate + the 

S/o 2.75 air supplement. 

The following registered 

letter is also addressed to the 

Philippines (fig 7). Dated 24 

April 1938, it bears only S/o 

1.85 in postage. With the UPU 

rate of 15c and the registration 

fee of 20c that leaves only S/o 

1.50 for the air supplement. That 

is sufficient to cover S/o 1.35 air 

supplement to the United States 

but not enough for air carriage 

to the Philippines.  

The letter transited Miami 

on May 2 and San Francisco on 

May 4. There is an additional 

transit mark that might be from 

the Philippines which seems to 

indicate its arrival on the 13th. If 

the date was May 13 the letter 

was carried by air to Manila 

even though it was under-

franked. Having not been 

Fig. 7. Registered letter to the Philippines.  

Fig. 6. 1937 letter to the Philippines.  
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marked as short paid in Peru; it 

is hardly surprising that San 

Francisco officials forwarded 

the letter by air rather than by 

sea. 

The next example is a reg-

istered letter addressed to the 

Dutch East Indies (fig. 8). Dated 

24 November 1940, it pays S/o 

4.30 total postage. By now the 

UPU rate had risen to 20c while 

the registration fee remained at 

20c leaving  S/o 3.90 for the air 

supplement which was overpaid 

by 90c (Table II). The letter 

passed through the U.S. postal 

facility in Cali on 25 November 

and reached San Francisco on 

November 28. Upon arrival it 

was docketed 16 December 

1940. 

The last letter is addressed 

to Japan. It has an illegible date 

stamp but probably mailed in 

1940 since the overprinted post-

age stamps on the back were 

issued in 1940.  There are no 

transit marks. Japan is not listed 

as an airmail destination at this 

time. Although mailed in an air-

mail envelope there is just S/o 

1.20 postage paid which seems 

insufficient: 15c paid the UPU 

postage leaving S/o 1.05 for the 

air supplement which would 

cover the 80c rate to the USA, 

but not the rate to Asia or the 

Pacific. In the absence of other 

evidence it seems most likely 

that the letter was carried by air 

to Seattle then transshipped to 

Japan via the surface route. 

Conclusions 

Prior to the opening of Pan 

Am’s trans-Pacific route, airmail 

Fig. 9. 1940 short paid air mail letter to Japan. 

Fig. 8. Underpaid letter to the Dutch East Indies  mailed November 1940. 
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The United States Mail Steam-Ship Company's Premises,at Aspinwall.  

From The Illustrated London News Vol XXVI  in 1855. 

from Peru was carried to San 

Francisco or Seattle for carriage 

by ship. Airmail to Manila was 

available and in use by Decem-

ber 1937. There is no evidence 

that the trans-European routes 

were used. 

Many of the letters are un-

der franked but not marked post-

age due. The under franking of 

airmail was a continuing prob-

lem in the Peruvian mails. The 

central post office was com-

plaining that many airmail let-

ters were under franked as early 

as December 1932. The errors 

was not caught and corrected 

after the letter left Peru. Indeed, 

there was little reason the for-

eign postal clerks should be 

aware of Peruvian postal rates. 

A little help, please 

I hope to add to the data 

base and publish an expanded 

version of this article in the Air-

post Journal. If any readers 

have an airmail letter to Asia or 

the Pacific, I would greatly ap-

preciate a scan at 300 dpi to add 

to the data base. If you own any 

of the letters shown here, please 

send a 300dpi scan since many 

of the examples I have recorded 

are only 96dpi—poor resolution 

for a print publication. Credit 

will be given, of course.  

Footnotes 

1) Helbock, Richard W (2007) 

With a Little Help from our 

Friends, Part 4. La Posta 38

(4): 42-57. 

2) American Airmail Catalog 

(2004) vol. 3, p. 144. 

Write for Trencito2. 
 

We have a very small membership so the responsibility to contribute something 
falls on every reader. Let me hear from you for the next issue.  
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The llamita (Scott 20) offered by "Lecyss" 

that closed today on Ebay appears to be the exact 

stamp that Herbert Moll used in his book "Historia 

Postal y Filatélica del Perú", to illustrate the 

"genuine Lima Principal” cancellation on that is-

sue; same date (13 MZO 73) and exact same posi-

tioning on the stamp (fig. 1). 

In his book, Moll on page 142 gives two ma-

jor differences between the genuine and false 

"Lima Principal" cancels: (1) In the genuine, the 

top of the "A" of LIMA ends in a sharp peak, 

whereas in the forgery the top of the "A" is 

blunted, and (2) In the genuine, the second "P" of 

PRINCIPAL has a rounded "eye", whereas in the 

forgery the "eye" of the second "P" is an oval that 

extends toward the right. 

This has inspired me to go through my classic 

and Back-of-Book cancellations and gather any 

clear “Lima Principal” cancellations on other is-

sues where falsifying the cancel would be point-

less.  Among the two dozen “Lima Principal” can-

cels that I found, I discovered three stamps on 

which the “eye” of the second “P” of PRINCI-

PAL clearly is 

an oval that 

extends toward 

the right. These 

were found on 

Scott 16-17, 

with 1874-1875 

dates (fig.20.   

   I also discov-

ered one Sept. 

1874 cancel in 

which the “A” of 

LIMA seems to 

end in a sharp 

peak (see scan, top row, far right), whereas other 

“A’s” seem to be more rounded.   Moreover, I get 

the impression that the lettering on the sharply 

pointed “A” stamp mentioned above has slightly 

larger letters and almost certainly has a different 

font or style of letters.  Compare the “N” of PRIN-

CIPAL on this stamp with that of the second 

stamp from the left on the top row.   They are 

definitely not the same “N”.  Perhaps someone in 

Llamitas with “Lima Principal” 

Richard Abrams 

Fig. 1. Genuine Lima Principal 

on llamita. 

Fig. 2.  oval in eye of second “P” of PRINCIPAL. 
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our group has the ade-

quate equipment to meas-

ure size.  My White Ace 

perforation gauge does 

not seem to be a proper 

tool for this. 

Conclusions 

Conclusions: I certainly 

do not want to give the 

impression that I disagree 

with such an eminent au-

thority as Herbert Moll.  

He was a good friend, an 

excellent scholar; and on more 

than one occasion a gracious host 

to me.  However, I am coming to 

believe that Herbert Moll (and 

perhaps others) may have arrived 

at only half the truth.   

Are we to believe that the 

“Lima Principal” on the 17 

MARZ 73 “llamita” is the same 

cancellation that appears (after 

multiplied thousands of pound-

ings) equally fresh and new on 

the 1877-78 deficit stamps (fig. 

4)?   It is more credible to me to 

believe that two or more “Lima 

Principal” cancels existed, almost 

certainly one with slightly larger 

and different font. 

We are the Peru Philatelic 

Study Circle and I am appealing 

to other members who may have 

much larger classic collections to 

do a similar study and see what 

conclusions your collection gives 

to this subject. 

Fig. 3 a) rounded A in LIMA; b) sharply pointed A in LIma 

Fig. 4. Sharp strikes on deficit stamps cancelled four and five years after the cancel was introduced.  

Fig. 5.  


