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Editor’s Notes …..
Apologies are in order. It
has been a long time since the last
appearance of Trencito2. It is
entirelymy fault and I can only
apologize. And try to do better in
the future.
Chicagopex and VAPEX
By the time you read this
Chicagopex will be history. We
had a lot of Peruvian exhibits
entered and I am sure that they
will do very well.
Much to my dismay I was
unable to make Chicagopex because of a conflict with VAPEX,
the Virginia Philatelic Exhibition,
of which I am show chairman.
We are rebuilding the show after
several down years. We seem to
be getting a new crop of participants. Fifteen of 25 exhibits were
by VAPEX participant members.
However, them majority of
frames are filled by outsiders.
U.S. Palmares in 2012
There are at least nine Peruvian exhibits by five exhibitors
on the circuit in the United States.
At Colopex Chuck Wooster won
the Grand Award with The Postage Due Stamps of Peru 1874-

1946. Tom Myers won a gold
award with Peruvian Airmail,
1927-1941.
John P. Wynns won gold
medals for his one-frame exhibit,
Peru - 1897 Lima Post Office
Issue Aripex and Pipex.
At AmeriStamp Chuck
Wooster and Henry Marquez participated in the Single Frame
Champion of Champions with
their exhibits: Avisos de Recepción in Peru and The First Coil
Stamp of the World respectively.
Henry’s exhibit was selected by the judges as the CoC 2012
winner out of 31 exhbits in the
CoC..
In open competition Henry
Marquez won a gold for 1866
Llamas - The First Perforated
Stamps of Peru. Chuck Wooster
also won a gold with Peru: 1901
Advent of 20th Century Issue. and
John Wynns for Peru: 1897 Lima
Post Office Issue. Tom Myers
garnered a vermeil for Peru's
First Postal Cards, 1884-1896
and Julio C. Ponce won a vermeil
for "Peru Independiente" Overprints. Stamped Revenue Paper.

Successful exhibiting
I hope that others will develop exhibits. It is not embarrassing
if you do not win a gold on the
first time out. Non-exhibitors find
it hard to believe, but material is
only part of the equation in winning a gold. Development of the
story line is just as important.
Some people don’t believe that.
Believe it!
Sometimes you don’t realize
what you need until put the exhibit together. In reworking an
exhibit for VAPEX I found some
gaping holes. Judges can be a lot
of help. No question, you are the
expert. You know what is missing. But you may not need it for a
gold. One exhibitor was convinced that he needed a scarce
proof to get a gold. No one on the
panel agreed with him. Instead
we suggested that he take out a
couple of frames of crash covers.
As an expert he could check them
off, but they added nothing to the
exhibit.
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Peru Double Grills
Richard Abrams
Three years ago, I purchased a stamp from a U.S.
dealer who buys and sells a
great deal of Peru post-classic
philatelic material. The stamp I
purchased was an 1882 50centavo rose with the U.P.U.
“horseshoe” and overprinted
with the arms of Chile in blue
ink (ScN32) .
The stamp looked great on
the front, and since it was mint,
I turned it over to give a cursory
inspection of the gum. I was
about to mount it in my album
when it occurred to me that
something was odd about the
back of the stamp. I picked up
my magnifying glass to take a
closer look, and was astonished
that, for the very first time in 50
years of collecting Peruvian
stamps, I was looking at a double grill!!
Upon consultation of the
Bustamante Specialized Catalogue, I have noted that among
the grilled stamps of Peru beginning in 1874 through 1883
(Scott 21-100 and J1-J5), there
are only six different stamps
known to have the double grill
error, and five of them bear the
U.P.U. “horseshoe” overprint:
 Scott 96 (1883 - 2c. vermilion – overprinted horseshoe
alone)
 Scott N21 (1882 – 50c. rose
with Chilean arms in black)
 Scott N22 (1882 – 50c. rose

Fig. 1. Double grill on ScN22.




with Chilean arms in blue)
Scott N23 (1882 – 1 sol ultramarine with Chilean arms
in red)
Scott 127 (1894 – 50c. rose
with the bust of Pres. Morales Bermudez in black)
The only stamp from the

earlier 1874 series is:
Scott 120 (1894 – 2c. violet
overprinted with Pres. Morales Bermudez in black)
It is interesting to remember that, since the grill was added as part of the printing process, it is safe to assume that if
even one double grill is noted,
there must have been at least a
complete sheet of that error.
However, in more than a
decade trading on Ebay and other sites, including philatelic auctions, I have never heard of a
single double grill error come on
the market. In my case, it seems
the experienced dealer that sold
me the stamp never noted the
error on the back of the stamp.
But he was not alone! I
realized that I had handled hundreds of stamps of these same
issues without checking the
grill. I’m sure most of the collectors of Peru are guilty of the
same.
I suspect that a closer examination of some collections of
grilled stamps of Peru would
reveal a big surprise or two.
There are un-noted double grills
out there. Let’s take a closer
look!
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Estampilla Usada Markings
Chuck Wooster
In 1987, Herbert Moll published a short article in Filatelia
Peruana1 about the rare ESTAMPILLA USADA markings.
He showed illustrations of five
covers, four with a round ESTAMPILLA USADA cancel
and one with a straight line ESTAMPILLA USADA cancel.
All five covers were found to
have reused previously cancelled stamps and were subject
to a penalty of 10 times the required postage. The postage
was collected by two each 50
centavos postage due stamps
(Scott J26) affixed to the back of
the covers. Since I collect the
postage due stamps of Peru and
have exhibited in this area, I
have attempted to compile a
census of other such covers.
The earliest official record
of this penalty that I have found
is Article 357 of the 1876 Reglamento General de Correos
Del Peru;
“El que emplee estampilla
ya usada ó inutilizada pagará
una multa diez veces mayor del
valor de la estampilla usada.”
Article 356 also states that
persons who erase cancellations
in order to reuse stamps may be
subject to criminal charges that
carry a fine of between 10 and
50 Soles, considerably more
than the fine assessed on any
one letter. Article 363 goes on
to define the procedures that
postal authorities should use to
determine the identity of the
sender of such letters so that he
may be prosecuted.

Fig. 1. Cover with manuscript estampilla usada mark.

To date, I have cataloged
20 covers that have been penalized for reuse of cancelled
stamps. The earliest cover I
have seen is a cover sent to Eten
(Fig. 1) with a reused 10 centavos 1876 green stamp (Scott
25). All the markings on the
cover are manuscript and it is
impossible to determine the exact date it was sent. It does have
two 50 centavos postage dues
without
triangle
overprints
(Scott J5) placed on the back, so
the cover was likely posted before the War of the Pacific.
That would place it between
1876 and 1879.
The next earliest cover is
dated May 1, 1886 and possesses the round ESTAMPILLA
USADA (Fig. 2) cancel that
Moll discussed. The cancel has

a diameter of 25mm. This cover
is one of five such covers that
were sold in Nutmeg Auctions
Sale No. 51, August 8, 2002.
Four of these covers had the
round ESTAMPILLA USADA
cancel and one had an oval
MULTADA / LIMA cancel with
a manuscript 1 Sol.
In all, there are eleven covers in the census with the round

Fig. 2. Round estampilla usada
mark, 25 mm in diameter, used in
Lima from 1886 to 1893.
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Fig 4b. 1893 straight line estampilla
usada mark from Lima.

Fig. 3. 1890 cover from Lima with round estampilla usada mark.

ESTAMPILLA USADA cancel.
The latest is dated March 22,
1893, giving a range of about 7

years for this cancel. All these
cancels appear to have been applied at Lima.

Fig. 4a. 1893 cover with straight line estampilla usada mark from Lima.

Another cover, dated October 14, 1893, has a straight line
ESTAMPILLA USADA (Figure
4 and 4a) cancel and another
dated, October 31, 1894, has a
straight line ESTAMPILLA
SIRVIDA (Fig. 4a, 4b) cancel.
The former measures 4 x 39mm
and the latter 5 x 49mm. These
are the only recorded covers
with these cancels. Both were
applied in Lima and appear to
have been made from loose type
fitted into a brace. These types
of cancels are not known to last
very long and appear to have
been created as replacements of
the round ESTAMPILLA USADA cancel.
There are three covers in
the census with manuscript ESTAMILLA USADA notations
and two covers that do not have
any notation except an oval
MULTADA / LIMA cancel.
Two of the 20 covers reused the 1876 green 10 centavos
stamp (Scott 25) and 15 reused
the 1886 slate gray 10 centavos
stamp (Scott 110). For three of
the covers, I only have black
and white photos and cannot
discern which of these two
stamps was reused?
The latest cover is dated
December 1894 (illegible date).
This cover is clearly marked in
manuscript
ESTAMPILLA
USADA, but the penalty that
was assessed was only 20 centavos, or the same as an unpaid
letter. The 1893 and 1916 Re-
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not seen an attempted re-usage
of this stamp.
I would appreciate receiving information on any other
covers which were assessed a
penalty of 10 times postage for
reuse of stamps. This would
include covers with and without
the ESTAMPILLA USADA
cancels
(Chuck
Wooster
cwooster@aol.com).

Fig. 5a. 1894 cover from Lima with straight line estampilla servida mark.

glamentos (Articles 357 and
183, respectively) clearly include the 10 times postage penalty for reuse of stamps, so this
must have been an error. So
why are there no further covers
with reused stamps after 1894?
One explanation is that the 10

centavos slate gray stamp,
which was an ideal candidate for
reuse since its color helped hide
black cancels, was no longer in
use after 1894. However, the
Pizarro 10 centavos gray black
stamp (Scott 149) was introduced in 1896, but so far I have

Callao Harbor 1908

Fig. 5. 1894 estampilla servida mark
from Lima.

1) Una Curiosa Marca Postal,
Filatelia Peruana, No. 121,
1987.
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Mail Exchange between Peru and Argentina before
the Postal Treaty of 1875
Henry Marquez
Given the historic ties that
unite the Republics of Peru and
Argentina, commercial trade and
correspondence during the first
decades of formation of both
republics seem to have had a
low volume, this is the conclusion one arrives when observing
the number of related pieces of
mail that have survived to our
days.
Most of the few known
covers on private collections
belong to the pre-stamps period,
approximately 8 to 10 letters
addressed from Peru to Santa Fe
and Jujuy in northern Argentina
and a few others sent from both
cities and also from Buenos
Aires to Arequipa and Lima in
Peru, represent most of the pieces recorded to date.
Covers with postage paid
with adhesives during the classical period of both countries are
even harder to find. In this category, the number of known covers is limited to only three originated from Peru to Buenos
Aires and none from Argentina
addressed to Peru.
The existence of the postal
treaty between Peru and Argentina signed in 1875 suggests that
there was an adequate flow of
correspondence between the two
countries deserving the benefit
of a proper postal treaty. This
treaty established that local postage at each country paid for the
whole trip and delivery to final
destination at the other country
without any additional charge to
the recipient. Furthermore, it

Circa 1828, Buenos Aires to Arica via Potosí (Bolivia), 20 Reales rate
transit mark of Arequipa on the back

established free franking for
official correspondence sent between both republics.
Since there is not any com-

mercial archive of the period to
determine in more detail the
postal exchange dealings between Peru and Argentina before 1875, this article will try to

Trencito2

November 2012

Vol. 2 No. 2

Trencito2

November 2012

Vol. 2 No. 2

DEVELOPMENT OF FEES IN PESOS AND REALES FOR LETTERS OF FOREIGN ORIGIN TO
BE DISTRIBUTED IN BUENOS AIRES BETWEEN 1857 AND THE FIRST HALF OF 1875
Weight in Adarmes

< 4*

<8

<12

<16

<20

<24

<28

Weight in Grams

< 7.19

< 14.37

< 21.56

< 28.75

< 35.94

< 43.13

< 50.31

Law of June 27, 1857

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

Law of October 15, 1859

1

1/4

2

2/4

3

3 /4

4

Tariff of October 8, 1862

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

Tariff of February 1, 1865

1/2

2/4

3/6

5

6/2

7/4

8/6

New weight reference (grams)

<8

< 16

< 24

< 32

<40

< 48

< 56

Tariff of January , 1874

1/2

2/4

3/6

5

6/2

7/4

8/6

illustrate the situation with the
few covers known to this day.
Incoming fees prior to 1875
Mail from both countries
was subject to incoming fees
upon arrival. In Peru since 1851,
the incoming fee was 1 Real per
half-ounce and 2 Reales for 1
ounce or higher if the letter
came
by
sea.
Argentina had a different tariff
schedule based on weight. In the
article "Argentine rates on letters from France 1857-1878"
published in the journal Documents Philatéliques No. 209,
July 2011 by Jean-Louis Robert
Bourgoin and Abensur, the authors presented the following
tariff table.
The authors explicitly state
that their research is limited to
the correspondence of French
origin, but the conclusions could
be applied without restriction to
incoming letters from Europe or
the United States.
An interesting point made
in the article is to mention that
the amount of the incoming fee
was not marked on letters of
French origin. In the case of the
4 known classic period covers
from Peru to Argentina, of
which 3 are single rate, both
present the crayon marking indicating the corresponding Argen-

November 23, 1863. Lima to Buenos Aires, single rate marked 1 Peso as
incoming fee in Argentina according to the tariff of October 8, 1862.

April 15, 1873. Lima to Buenos Aires, incoming fee marked as 1/2 (1 Peso
2 Reales) according to the tariff of February 1, 1865. Image taken from
page 127 from "Tratados Postales del Perú hasta su ingreso a la UPU"book
by Aldo Salvatteci.
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Circa 1870-75, Tacna to Buenos Aires handwritten Via Magallanes (Strait
of Magellan), marked 2/4 (2 Pesos 4 Reales) double rate incoming fee in
Argentina according to February 1, 1865 or January 1, 1874 tariff.
Collection of Julio Lugon.

tine incoming fee, in accordance
with the same rate table provided. It is unknown whether this
is the case for all single rate covers originated from other
American countries not border-

ing with Argentina or it is just a
fortuitous situation.
The 4 known covers from the
Peruvian classic period
In order to expand this census, it is the intention of this
short article to ask readers for
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additional information regarding
other covers in existence you
may be aware of. Please send
any update or correction by
email to vepcar@gmail.com
A 4th cover was recently
seen at a dealer’s table at Westpex show in San Francisco, this
one bears a One Dinero rose, it
was posted from Tacna to Buenos Aires dated in 1866, the Argentine incoming fee was 1 Peso
4 Reales (1/4 crayon) according
to the tariff of February 1, 1865.
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