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PART 1. INTRODUCTIONbased onmy Regisiered Envelope article)

I expect to see 0new whatdiscovarsiea(e dubbed im dua philatelic b ut t
parl ance) in Hong Kong postnal hTi hsattobrsy . wh yT hla t a
S

dondt expect to ee dramatic new finds in Hon
see them in Hong Kong stamps. I canot recal
significant in Hong Kong stampsUnt i | 200 3, the |l ast significa

Kong postal stationery was the 20c KG V registered postal envelope with flap folding to the rear,

and | was one of the discoverers of that. And tinetme Spring of 200&long @amethe Hong
Kongregistered envelopgi t h A RO i n oval at the top left,
in bright redi not just one example, beightused and one mint, of which | am aware. Now

how could something that amazingly different go unrecognized partesl for so long?

So when Andrew twisted my arm hard enough for me to agree to write an article for the HKPS
journal, Hong Kong postal stationengw finds came to mind After | completed the original

HKPS registration envelope article, | thought | sldoexpand it beyond the constraints of that
topic to encompass new finds and to include updates to the earliest and latest dates that Col.
Webb and others have recorded for the rest of the various types of Hong Kong postal stationery.

This occurredatj ust because of the new A Racumemediav al r
the predecessor artiglbut also becausaf afew i n e ems that have come to handrecent

years that | hadndét yet gott en iadthogasdramatc r epo
as the new register ed stlimteredtingp Also theérd dne atdegleof n o v
I tems that I w o findisdif | was joshingfiohel of myChirealldcting friends

about a find of similar magnitude in Chinesansps. Then again, rounded versus pointed flaps

of KG V post al stationery envelopes could al s

Hong Kong postal stationery has been one of my collecting interests for many years, initially
because it was eelatively inexpensive topic that bridged the gap between stamps and postal
history. Another attractive feature is that, with the exception of a handful of rare and expensive
items,a Hong Kong postal stationery collectioan beficompleted ( i f HNing to&ettle wii
for just one of each cataloged item) without having to mortgage the house. Speaking of
cataloged, that is another reason that | decided thidarticle on Hong Kong postal stationery.
Besides Webb, there afiee other cahlogs of,or including at least parts of, Hong Kong postal
stationery. Andas with any publication, some errors have crept into each that need to be
corrected for the recordNo disrespect is intended in pointing out the mistakes of those authors.
It is just a matte of continuing to improve the body of philatelic knowledge for the benefit of
contemporary and future collectors. | assume mistakes will be found in this effort, and hope
those who find them willet me know, and/gpublish corrections of my goofs.

Asany of you who know me well are awar e, Col
(ERD) and Latest Recorded Date (LRD) rubbed off on me. It adds another reason to continue

the hunt. From a postal history view poinERD is of considerably more sigéfince than LRD.

The fact that someone found an old QV envelope laying around and used it in 1910 is really of

little significance, but Col. Webb started it, so | will carry it on. Similarly, modern philatelically
contrived Afirst dgytbevessoaecommammreat iaer ogr
me, but they do serve to document the fact of the issue, and in a few cases they are the only such
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record. | used to chide one of npgstal history mentors for ang paquebot covers. His

response wathat if hehad not, there would have been a number of such marks that never would

have been documented. This wise gendlem al so had a favorite sayin
find tHowetme. Acoupleof the WAfindso documecovereddn her ei
my collection until | began the research for this artick® thanks, Andrew, for twisting my arm.

The pertinent information for these finds atid ERD / LRD informationare summarized in

tabular form. Each table contains one of the five ioatypes of Hong Kong postal stationery:

post cards, envelopes, registered envelopes, newspaper wrappers, and aerogrammes. In cases of
lengthy entries, more than one table has been included per postal stationery type, with a table
generally including iterm issued during a single reign or set of reighbese tableappear at the
beginning of each part or section of this article.

Each table is generally in chronological order by issue date of the postal stationery items in that
table. This has resulteth some cases where the Webb and/or Schoenfeld catalog numbers, used
for reference between the tables and the text, do not progress in strictly ascandergcal

order. However, the value of listing PS items contiguously with others issued at thearsame t
seemed to outweigh this relatively minor inconvenientée textalsoincludes illustrations of
significant covers, andtherrelated information. Color renditionswere not availabléor all of

the illustrations so some had to becanmd from blackand white photocopiesiot all of high

guality, unfortunately You will see some figure numbers with alpha suffixes (e.g., Figure PC
la) In some cases these suffixes denote closely related aspects of a cover or covers, but in other
cases they were engyled simply to avoid renumbering the rest of the figures in that part of the
article when Idecidedto include an additional figure after the draft was completed.

Dr. Schoenfeld provided an update to the Hong Kong postal stationery information reloprded

Col. Webh Yang, Higgins & Gage, et. alyhich is, n generalmore complete and accurate, as
would be expected of a |l ater publication. A
provided herein, iis, in my opinion,the best of any of the cabtgsthat address Hong Kong

postal stationery Both Webb and Schoenfeld catalog humbers are listed for eachinitdra

tables hereinwhere tlos catalog numbersxist. Not e t hat Dr . Schoenf el d¢
crossreference tassuenumbers in othr postal stationery catalogsSchoenfeld is sometimes
abbreviated MrSc hY.adn ghdesr erienf.e r e or pastal statiomere items ar e
postdating those cataloged IBchoenfeld.fi WO finds are designated as such in the tables.

Thesetabes include ERD and LRD, where they exten
aware of sucldates Many of these ER®Ds L RDO6s are from my own col
i L CS 0 Notesareaokthe fales(although most have since been sold alontlp wiher parts

of my collection) Others wereecordedin HKSC Bulletin 268, or wergleaned from various

other publications,which are also referenced in the notesy ch as M691lrecBrd ofu d 6 s
postal stationery usage at the various Treaty Paitsvever,I make no claim that | have done
anywhere near an exhaugigearch for such informatipas time and energgid not permit
reviewingall of theauction catalogsé my 40 year accumulationBesides the record in the table

notes aboutthe sourceo t he f i nds, ERDG6s, and LRDOG6s, the
that | thought of significance and/or intereséipdates(corrections)to other Hong Kong postal

stationery catalogare mentioned in the texdr in the table notesyhere appropriz.
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Anot her sour ce wasEbay. EOR®dnly has to lbodR Btdlremendousncrease

in information on security maitkgspublished over the lagtw years by Philippe Orsetti and his
associates to realize what an amazing research tool Edagttaer web resources have become.
Speaking of wank®ithel HludedVveld Makterand tloe HKE for agreeing to
publish this recordof Hong Kong postal stationery finds and updateshe HKSC web site
(http://www.hongkongstudycircle.com/index.h)ml To make this article become a living
documentas has been dorier security markingscollectorswill need towatch for and submit
new information when they see it, and the webk siicord must be updated on a timely basis
Ho we v @preferndt  takeon this maintenance effornyself, so | am hopeful that someone
else with the time and energy to do so will step forward.

In the interests of time and space, | omgluded the official Hong Kong aerogram issues
beginning withthosethat Col. Webb recorded fBection A ofhis Hong Kong Airmailsbooklet

from which his ERD / LRD citeswere taken for the aerogram list;igerein There are new

finds and updates with thgeneral Bitish aerogram issueand unofficial typedisted by Webb

as well, but thewill have to wait for another articlend maybdor another writer. Similarly, |

did not includethe post cards used during MAV 1l Japanese occupation of Hong Kong, thar
newer (Queen Elizabeth eraypes of postage prepaid postcards, Christmas aerogrammes, etc.
Besides the time and spapenstraintdor this article, | have yet to see a nphilatelic usage of
such items, and h aMiedbatheoétnes abservationudensurpri€ing.6 s .

Return to the Table of Contents
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PART 2. POST CARDS

U.P.U. regulationsequired that post cards (PC) be made available to the public, and Hong Kong
complied, although somewhat belatedlyosPCards are probably the most collected item of
Hong Kong postal stationery, and they are, correspondingly, the mosstuditd. The postal

rates established by government authorities, generally within UPU guidelines, are the key to
understanding wheand what value stamps and postal stationery were issued. However, while
stamps and postal stationery are cataloged in great and generally correct detail, the same cannot
be said, unfortunately, for complete and accurate publication of the rates updn tiase
philatelic issues are based. A good example of this problem is provided in the KG VI section.

The AHong Kong Post Card Rates (Surface Mail)
301 / 4 was used as the basis for an attempt to update shegrd rates recorded by various

authors over the years. In a number of cases, it was necessary to consider extant examples in an
effort to resolve the rate discrepancies between these authors. Such efforts are discussed in the
pertinent byreign sectios, and the resulting post card surface rates (see Crewe and Halewood

for post card airmail rates) have been compiled into the following table:
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British

Effective Local, Br. China, Other Rate Notes
Date Agencies Macau Empire |Countries| Reference
1.4.1879 3 cents? 3 cents? 3 cents 3 cents 5c via Brindisi
18.2.1880 1 cents 1 cents - - 3c by any route
1.12.1894 - - - - 4 cents 4 cents GN 430 17.11.94 HK Gov. Gaz.
18.2.1918 1c in HK 1c to Macau - - -- Thorndike | * 1-1/2c: between TPs,
1-1/2c in TPs |1-1/2c to China * TPs to China, Macau
1.10.1919 - - - - - - --* Proud, Sieh | * S,M, T changed from
& Blackburn |China to UPU rates
c.l.2to - - - - - - -- % Perrin, Sieh | * 6¢ from Agencies to
30.11.1922 & Blackburn |other countries
1.10.22 - - -- - - -- PMG, Sieh &| * 2c from Agencies to
Blackburn |China proper
15.1.1923 1 cent 1c to Macau - - -- Proud, Sieh | TPs closed 30.11.22.
2c to China * & Blackburn [* 2c reciprocal rate
1.4.1931 2 cents 2 cents 8 cents 8 cents 181/1931 | Notice #s per Ashby
4.7.1935 - - -- % - - - - Ashby, Sieh | * S,M,T included in
& Blackburn |rates to China proper
1.6.1936 - - - - 10c/15¢ *| 15 cents 438/1936 | * 15c via Siberia to BE
1.9.1938 - - - - 10c - - 657/1938 | Via Siberia rate ended
15.9.1941 - - 4 cents - - - - 1093/1941
1941 - 1945 Japanese rates
1.4.1946 - - - - - - - - Schoenfeld
1.4.1948 - - 5 cents 15 cents | 20 cents - -
1.4.1949 5 cents - - - - - - - -
1.6.1952 - - - - - - 25 cents - -
China, Macau,
Taiwan: 1967
9.1967 - - * 10 cents - - - - - - * 1.4.66 per Proud
1.7.1971 10 cents 15 cents 25 cents | 30 cents | Sch., Proud
1.4.1975 - - 20 cents * - - - - Proud *Sch. -20c: 1.1.76
1.1.1976 |["No senice" * 20 cents - - -- Schoenfeld, | * Local card rate as
Proud letter rate subsequently
1.7.1976 20 cents - - X* 40 cents | Schoenfeld | * Brit. Emp. rate ended
1.1.1980 - - 30 cents - - 60 cents * - - * "Other" card rate as
letter rate subsequently
1.7.1981 - - 40 cents * - - $1.00 Sch., Proud | * Proud: 50c in error?
1.7.1982 30 cents - - - - - - Schoenfeld
1.10.1983?*| 40 cents 50 cents - - - - Proud * Schoenfeld: 1.6.1985?
2.9.1985 50 cents 60 cents * - - $1.20 Sch., Proud | * China card rate as
letter rate subsequently
1.9.1988 60 cents 70 cents - - $1.30 Sch., Proud
1.4.1991 80 cents 90 cents - - $1.70 Sch., Proud
1.11.1993 $1.00 $1.20 - - $2.00 Sch., Proud
1.6.1995 $1.20 $1.50 - - $2.30 Proud Schoenfeld: Not shown
Zone 1*| Zone 2 * * See Proud page 254
2.9.1996 $1.30 $1.60 $2.30 $2.60 Sch., Proud

Table PC-1. Hong Kong post card rates by surface mail
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No major Angwespbatvecheéeént catal oged since Col
Although only two new post cardsultypes are recorded herein, quite a number of earlier and

later dates otisage have been identified than those recorded by Col. Webb, the HKSC and Mr.
Prow. Three of what | believe to be the most significant ERD advancements for QV post cards

are illustrated in figures RCc, the3c/16¢ on white cardPCG-2, the 4c greydefinitive; andPG

3a, the4c in red on 3c brown card Each of t heatiens thdt servalts updatea s i r
previously held understandings of the postal history related to postal stationery.

Al t hough Dr . Schoenfeld recorded no finewO pos
gave catalog subhumbers to some of the subtypeatthVebb mentioned, but did not number.

The onlyfine w @.e., uncataloged) post card subtypes recorded in this study are the use of two

of the reply card types with AREPL4anddandet ed,
PG5 below. As previosly stated in the introduction, the Japanese occupation post cards, and

the newer types of general issue postage prepaid post cards are not addressed herein, except for
the Queen Elizabeth official APostage paido a

Due to the rddtively large number of Hong Kong post cards, not all are specifically addressed
herein. Only those thought to be of sufficient significance from a HK postal stationery
viewpoint, and/or which have other significant postal history features, have beessdibc

Again, due to the relatively large number of Hong Kong post cards, the ERD / LRD and related
information have been provided in separate ta
overprint cards. Information may be accessed by clickingwen the text section for the
associated reign during which the post cards were issued. The corresponding table generally
appears at the beginning of each section.

Reign Section Table
Queen Victoria PC-A PC-2
King Edward PCB PC-3
King George V PC-C PC-4
KGVifACHI NAO PC-D PC-5
King George VI PC-E PC-6
Postage & Official Paid PC-F

Although Col. Webb cataloged the normal and reply cards as individual items, in most cases he
recorded ERD / LRD information only as a composite for each normal and reply card set of
cards of the same value. He usually included angrothrieties of the basic card in that set for

which a composite ERD / LRD was provided. An effort has been made to distinguish ERD /
LRD information for each post card | isted 1in
values are shown at the top otkaf his sets within a table, and any earlier or later known dates

for individual cataloged items are recorded below. Since it is not possible to know to which
specific cataloged item Webbdés composite ERD
for a specific post card has been recorded tha
LRD for a specific post card has been |isted
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Section PCA. Queen Victoria Post Cards

Webb | Sch. | QV Webb | Webb
# # __|lssued Value & Format Early | Early | Late | Late Notes
1879

P1 I-la 3c / 16¢, with or without short "T" 1.4.79 | 4.2.80 | 26.5.82 |25 used examples recorded by Spink, 2.2004,
Yellow card including LRD

P2 [|Ill-lla 5c / 18c, with or without short "T" 14.4.79 |28.12.80 Webb ERD: Gibbons, 3.1988, lot 815 - from Ningpo:
Blue card, "Via Brindisi & London" "N1" over-cancelled "S1"

P3 Ib-Ic 3c / 16¢, with or without short "T,"[22.4.79 | 5.9.79 | 5.3.80 |7.4.81 |ERD: Spink, 2.2004, lot 128
on white card with red printing LRD: "F1" - Zurich Asia, 11.2002, lot 1172,

+ isolated 1882, 83, 85, and 1888 uses

P3 Id-le 3c / 16¢, with or without short "T," Not recorded or seen used
on white card with blue printing, --- --- --- ---
vs. intended 5¢ / 18c

P4 lIb-c 5¢ / 18c, with or without short "T,"| 2.2.81 Only known used example recorded by Gurevitch,
on white card with red printing, --- --- pg. A157. 5c¢/18c with red printing not recorded
vs. intended 3c / 16¢ used by Schoenfeld (nor 3c/16c with blue printing)

P4 [lid-lle 5c / 18c, with or without short "T,"| 7.5.79 | 15.7.79 | 1.80 | 2.2.81 |ERD: Gurevitch pg. A149
on white card with blue printing, LRD: Gurevitch pg. A157 - To Java
"Via Brindisi & London"

P5 lll-llla THREE / 5¢ / 18c, white card, 7.1.80 | 1879 | 7.3.80 | 17.3.80 JERD: Ishikawa, Sotheby, 12.1980, lot 397; see text
blue printing, w/ or w/o short "T," LRD: Gurevitch pg. A154, apparent correction of
"Via Brindisi & London" struck out Webb 7.3.80, as Gurevitch recorded only 2 used

1880
P6 1 1c green on buff card 3.4.80 (22.11.80( 28.5.03 | 11.2.05 JERD: Cawendish, 3.2003, lot 317 - "B/MACAO"
LRD: PhilaChina, 5.2005, lot 977

P7 2 3c brown on buff card 3.3.80 [ 9.8.80 | 2.8.94 [12.12.94)ERD: Sussex collection; LRD: LCS

P8 3 4c grey on buff card 16.2.80( 3.1.96 [17.10.99| 11.5.03 JERD for 4c and all defintive PC's: LCS - From HK
"Via Brindisi & London" usually GPO to Brisbane GPO with PO sonnet on back
struck out LRD: Christie's, 11.95, x-lot 2571 - French Packhoi

P10 5 18807 |ONE CENT / 4c grey; "Via 5.4.81 |16.8.81 | 24.3.94 | 1895 |ERD: HKSC 268. LRD: Bull, 9.1991, lot 1051
Brindisi - - - " usually struck out See text re. possible 1880 vs. 1881 issue date

Table PC-2a. Hong Kong Queen Victoria post cards issued 18791 1880, description and usage dates
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Webb ] Sch. | QV Webb | Webb
# # |Issued Value & Format Early | Early | Late Late Notes
1886
P9 4 ONE CENT/ 3c brown 27.5.86 | 7.2.87 | 8.1.00 ERD: x-Kerr, but no photo; Proud - ERD: 6.7.86.
See text re. 1886 issue date
1887
P11 2a 3c brown on white card 23.6.87  5.1.88 [23.7.94 (12.12.94 JERD: HKSC Newsletter 268
18.2.957)12.12.94 LRD: LCS. 18.2.95 LRD: Proud -
Questionable unless postage due or 2c stamp
added, since rate raised to 4c on 1.12.94
1892/4 Reply cards issued 14.5.92 per Proud
P12 6 18927 |1c + 1c green pre-paid reply card | 3.4.93 | 12.4.01 (17.11.04{12.10.06 JERD: HKSC 268. LRD: Cavendish, 10.2003, lot 302}
- from Hankow. See text re. "1892?" issue date
P13 7 1892 (3c + 3c brown pre-paid reply card | 7?2.7.92 | 3.5.93 --- |16.4.96?|ERD: LCS Ebay scan; LRD: Proud: - Swatow
Same note as for Sch. 2are. 18.2.95 LRD
P14 la |[1894?|1c green on white card 13.4.94 | 28.9.95 | 4.12.95 ERD: HKSC 268. See text re. 1892 vs. "18947?"
1894/5
16.1.95 | 23.8.01
P15 8 4c red surcharge on 3c brown 6.12.94 9.12.02 JERD: LCS - see text re. issue date
(Schoenfeld 2, 2a) LRD: Zurich-Asia, 6.2003, lot 938
P16 |9, 9x, 4c + 4c red on 3c + 3c reply card | 6.3.95 11.9.02 |ERD: Gaertner, 2.2008, lot 521A; also 10.6.95 to
9y (Schoenfeld 7), unseparated (9), Montenegro: EB250176660864
message (9x), or reply half (9y) LRD: LCS - Ningpo
P16 Sch. 9 - Surcharge down to right |14.3.99 8.3.00 JRecorded by Webb, but only 2 used seen
(North West to South East) ERD: Gaertner, 2.2008, lot 14527
LRD: LCS - on REPLY half from Shanghai
Reply half of Schoenfeld 9 with 30.5.96 17.12.96JERD: LCS
* * "REPLY" deleted --- --- LRD: EB 5562911294. Also 7.8.96: Foochow -
* Only recorded by Higgins&Gage PhilaChina, 8.2003, lot 1308
P17 3a 4c grey on white card 6.5.95 | 14.5.95 | 3.12.01 | 11.9.02 JERD: LCS - based on dateline; cds 6.5 or 8.5
"Via Brindisi . . . " usually deleted LRD: Ningpo - Cavendish, 10.2003, lot 342

Table PC-2b. Hong Kong Queen Victoria post cards issued 18861 1895, description and usage dates
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Webb| Sch. | Qv Webb | Webb
# # |Issued Value & Format Early | Early | Late | Late Notes
1900 9.4.00 |30.4.06
P18 10 4c + 4c black on 3c + 3c reply 13.2.00 ERD: Bull, 2.2004, lot 989 - Outward half of card to
P18a | 10x card (Schoenfeld 7), unseparated Germany, apparently posted on board, so cancelled
(10), message (10x), or reply half on arrival at Singapore
P18 10y As Sch. # 10 - Reply half with 18.4.00 [ 3.02 _ | 22.8.04 JERD: LCS
"REPLY" deleted LRD: Cawvendish, 3.2003, lot 151
P18 Schoenfeld 10, 10x, 10y with 11.8.00 13.12.02|ERD: Philachina, 2.2004, lot 231 - REPLY deleted
P18a black surcharge down to right LRD: PhilaChina, 4.2004, lot 976 - Amoy/Shanghai
P19 11 4c black surcharge over 4c red 27.3.00 9.4.00 JERD: HKSC 268
lla surcharge on 3c brown (Sch. 9) - LRD: Cawvendish, 9.2004, lot 439 - sent by French
Message or reply half of card paquebot to Turkey
P19 Sch. 11, Red surcharge down to | 14.4.00 7.7.00 [Surcharge from NW to SE not known to Webb.
right (NW to SE) . 14.4.00 and 7.7.00: Zurich Asia, 11.2002, lot 1102
Both surcharges down to right 23.6.00 23.6.00: Hoiland (Denmark), 8.1997, lot 2736
Sch. 11a: 4c black over 4c red on | 31.3.00 9.4.00 |Only 2 known examples: ERD: Christies. 11.95, lot
NEW 3c brown - Reply half of card with --- --- 2485 - to Vienna. LRD: HKPSJ 11 (2007) - local
"REPLY" deleted usage. See text re. positions of surcharges
P22 14 Reply half of Sch. 6, 1c + 1c 16.11.00|20.11.00|11.12.01| 21.1.05 JERD: Ebay ...2968, 19.11.2003
green with "REPLY" deleted LRD: EB9509226157 - Basel Mission on 1c stamp
1901 14.10.01|14.10.03
P20 12 4c carmine 5.10.01 Circa |ERD: LCS
19.3.07 JLRD: LCS - Double ring Foochow BPO, Type G
P21 13 4c + 4c carmine reply card 1.7.07 JLRD: LCS - With unseparated "Reply" deleted, only
unused example seen; see next entry: "New"
Reply half of Schoenfeld 13 with {25.12.03 27.1.04 JOnly 2 used examples seen:
NEW "REPLY" deleted --- --- ERD: Sun, 11.1998, lot 841 - to Japan

LRD: LCS - Via Siberia 1st period: only 11.03 - 2.04

Table PC-2c. Hong Kong Queen Victoria post cards issued 19001 1901, description and usage dates
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Col. Webb stated that Hong Kong applied to London for stamped post caradomdatwe with

UPU requirements, but pending their arrival engaged the local Government printer, Noronha, to
print provisional formula cards and surcharge existing stamps for application to those cards.
Commodore Gurevitch made a case for both the suretiatgamps and post cards to which they

were affixed having been produced in England, based on De La Rue essays. In HKPSJ 6 Mr.
Campion provided written evidence that the ndne
Kong Postmaster to the Colonial $etary, and thence forwarded via the Crown Agents to De La

Rue, with their 29.4.79 specifications and order for the first definitive post cards.

The initially issued provisional cards were printed in yellow for the route via Marseille, and in
blueforhe route via Brindisi, to assist in sort.i
Brindi si & Londond inscription, the two cent
Italy. The 3c surcharged on 16c stamps were intended to be affixbd galiow cards, and the

5c on 18c stamps were to be affixed on the blue cards, although the errant reversal is also
cataloged. Webb recorded a 1.4.79 first day of use of the 3c/16c on yellow card, but | have not
seen it. The earliest (5.4.79) 3c/16¢ ywillow PC recorded by Gurevitch, based on a source

other than Webb, is illustrated in FigureRG (| ot 396 in Sothebybs 12
| shi kawadés HK collection; 3c/16c stamp at bot

Write nothing but the
address on this side.

Figure PC-la. 5.4.79 - Earliest use seen of 3c / 16¢ on yellow post card
Webbdéds 14.4. 79 ERD for the 5c¢c / 18c on blue ¢
since publication, is illustrated in Figure ACb . The stamp on this carc
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the Ningpoorigination Post Office (PO), and overancel |l ed AS10 in transi
ANi ngpoo date stamp wit hi 9.020€ leyWelb,Giod not amendedc or d e
by Schoenfeld, although Webb illustrated a 26.1.81 example in his Plate 63.riRardhéNebb

recorded the 5¢c/18c card shown below, but did
Co c.d. s. This card was offered as |l ot 815 i

Figure PC-1b. 14.4.79 - Earliest known use of 5¢ / 18c on blue card

Webb stated: ARExperience quickly showed that
to read, and three months | ater white cards w
known use of the 5¢/18c on white card with blumfing, and gave a 5.9.79 ERD for the 3c/16¢

on white card with red printing. Gurevitch recorded the earliest known use of the 5c¢/18c on
white card as 7.5.79, and listed a 9.5.79 ERD for the 3c/16¢ on white card.

Two earlier usages of the 3c/16c oniteicard were offered by Spink in their 2.2004 auction:

22.4.79 (lot 128), see Figure A€, and 27.4.79 (lot 129), both of these less than one month after

the initial issue of the 3c/16¢ on yellow card, vs. the three months stated by Webb. The 22.4.79
cd/ d message includes: Awhite cards have been
implies that printing cost may have been more of a driver for the Hong Kong GPO to move very
quickly from colored to white cards than legibility of the writing on theds.
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Write nothing but the
address on ¢his side,

&3
NeSTazpI22228222 .::‘z",

Figure PC-1c. 22.4.79 - Earliest known use of 3c / 16¢c on white card

However, the issue of these two significantly different sets of cards within such a short time
appears quite unusual, and raises the question of whether both typewesalproduced by the

same printer. It would seem likely that a case could be made for the colored cards having been
produced in Hong Kong as a fAstop gapo measur e
cards when they were received from Englandcdlly produced cards could have been required

to satisfy the UPU requirement to issue post cards by 1.4.79, which was also the date when the
new post card rates went into effect, along with the second set of UPU letter rates. The issuance

of two differentsets of provisional cards, along with the variance in appearance of the colored

vs. the white cards, tend to support this hypothesis.

I n HKPSJ 7 Mr. Campion argued that #A . . . h a
very unlikely that theywwoul d have wused more than one type
argument is consistent with the thought that the colored cards may have been produced in Hong
Kong in order to meet the required issue date, and then the white cards were subsequently put o
sale when they were received from England. However, Campion reproduced a 16.9.79 letter
from De La Rue to the Crown Agents in which De La Rue stated in part:

Ailn place, however, of a border in the fodhy of a tv
the indent, we have substituted a Greek fret, for we found that the rope pattern did not come out
well to so smal/l a scale . . . 0
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The fAsketchd bearing the twisted rope border
specimen of the second type mbvisional card; i.e., the smaller white card, the colored cards
having a straighline border, except for the ornament in the corners. It would seem inconsistent,

and not in keeping with the stature of De La Rue, for them to have produced the padvision

white cards with twisted rope border, and then less than a year later taken exception to the use of
that style of border for production of the definitive post cards. Similarly, it seems unlikely that

De La Rue would have produced the provisional cantls the wide Hong Kong coat of arms,

and then have changed to the significantly narrower coat of arms depicted on the definitive cards.

Commodore Gurevitch, in his response to Mr. C
used for ®@RUMNNowvekPocel dle . : : i's exactly the s
unquestionably produced by De La Rue), as on the provisional cards, with the exception of the

|l arger first | etter of each of t hbighlgunkkely ds on
that the same type would have been avail abl e
Commodore Gurevitch noted that abnormalities

of characters in all stamp surcharges produced by the Hong Government printer, but he
stated that Aithe spacing of the word OCENTS®S
on the post card stamps. He observed that such precision printing of the surcharges on the post
card stamps fdientemwtithelt Whec ®esiLa Rue wor k. 0

| f Gurevitchds reasoning that the post card ¢
along with Mr. Campionds evidence and ration.
printed in Hong Kong, a most interewi compromise conclusion results, based on parts of the
positions espoused by each of these two gentlemen. Such a composite result would also help
explain two of the other il oose endso in thi:
subsequent aglipation to the cards printed in Hong Kong, would seem to be more consistent

with the recorded errant misapplication of the two stamp values to the wrong white cards (see

next paragraph), than the alternative of the highly regarded De La Rue firm hamngttzul

such an error. Similarly, the known existence of apparently mint examples of the surcharged
stamps separate from the cards, also seems more likely if the stamps were sent separately to
Hong Kong, than if they were applied to the cards in England.

Webb noted that the formula on the 1879 provisional white cards, to which 3c/16¢ stamps were
affixed, was printed in red or blue, and that the formula was printed in blue or red on the white
cards affixed with 5¢/18c stamps. Schoenfeld recorded efthese as separate subtypes, but
indicated that the white cards printed in blu
intended for use with the 5¢/18c adhesive stamps, but bearing 3c/16¢ stamps instead, and the
white cards printed in redntended for use with the 3c/16c adhesive stamps, but bearing 5¢/18c
stamps instead, were not known used.

What | would consider as the most significant new post card find was recorded by Commodore
Gurevitch in his outstanding 2001 treatise. He reedra single example, used on 2.2.81, of the
5¢/18c adhesive stamp on white card with red printing, instead of the 3c/16c intended for that
card. Unfortunately, an image of this amazing usage is not available. Gurevitch listed no used
examples of the wretcard printed in blue, intended for use with the 5c¢/18c adhesive stamp, but
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bearing 3c/16¢ stamp instead. A mint example of the latter was offered as lot 309 in the 12.2007
PhilaChina auction.

The 7.1.80 example of the 3c/5¢/18c card, which is one lgftbree recorded usages of this rare
PC, is illustrated in FigureRCd (1 ot 397 in Sothebyds 12.1980
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Figure PC-1d. 7.1.807 1 of only 3recorded uses of 3c / 5c /18c post card

Commander Gurevitch provided rationale tbe remaining stock of 5¢/18c cards having been
surcharged ATHREEO cents in | ate December 187
to GB, without noting the day and month, but Gurevitch did not record that example. Gurevitch
recorded only two sages of the 3c/5¢/18c card: 7.1.80 (page 271 and A153), and 17.3.80 (page
Al54) . It seems | ikely that Gurevitchoés 17. ¢
since the P&OThibetdid not depart HK until 10.3, but the French LigneAMa left HK on

17.3.80, and much of the outgoing mail was typically dated the day of or the day before the
departure of one of the mail steamers.

The annual Hong Kong Post Of fice report for 1
now obligatory foreverydi on country to i ssue, wi || probab
That report showed sale of 3,584 3c cards and 1,721 5c cards in 1879, for a total of less than
$200 revenue to the GPO. Another table listed international dispatch of 2,970 posincards

1879, and local use of about 100 more cards. There was no mention in the report of the switch
from colored to white provisional post cards. The two cent surcharge for the routing of post
cards via Brindisi was eliminated in 1880, so the new defingoveards issued in that year could

be used to any UPU member country by any route.
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Contrary to the pessimistic outlook for the sale of post cards in the 1879 Hong Kong Post Office
report, the 1880 report indicates that the sale of 3c cards almoseddal®,429 from sales in

1879, while 19,562 of the 1c cards, which were issued for local use in 1880, were also sold. The
1880 report notes:

iThe sale of post cards has exceeded all expectatic
obligatory to issue them, but it was not expected that more than a few dozen would be sold.

Some difficulty was experienced in keeping pace with the demand. At least two-thirds of those

purchased, however, have gone to gratify the mania for Stamp-collecting, which seems to

increase with the obstacles surrounding it. It is difficult to make votaries of the great science of

Philately understand that post offices exist for any other purposes than to supply them with every

conceivable variety and shade of Postage stamp.0

Although that report referred specifically to supplying varieties and shades of stamps, it would
seem to apply as well to the provisional post cards, and could account, at least in part, for the
change from colored to white cards. Since the varieties witt shofi TO ar e ext ant [
same quantity as those with nor mal AT, 0O no at

Apparently, the original 5¢ post card rate via Brindisi, a surcharge of 2c over the longer sea route
to England, was to have belwered to 4c, as Col. Webb noted that 4c cards were ordered for

the Brindisi rout e, and one of the RAessayso
changed from a 5c¢c to a 4c rate. The AFE 16
Figure PG2a is the earliest known use of any of the Hong Kong definitive postal cards. The

Al1l60 of AFE 16 / 800 date stamp is not cert a

However, the 16.2.80 date printed on the back of this card (see Figt2b)Rrorroborates the
likelihood that the c.d.s is also 16.2 vs. 19.2.80. Although Col. Webb stated that these 4c post
cards were not received in Hong Kong until the Brindisi route surcharge was abolished on
18.2.80, the date of the Figure 2@ card coalusively demonstrates that it was available on or
before 16.2.80.
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Figure PC-2a. 16.2.80 - Earliest known use of definitive post cards

The UPU decision to make the post card rate among UPU countries 3c, regardless of the route,
became effectivern18.2.80. This obviated the need for a 4c post card, so the 4c cards, received

only a few days before, almost immediately became obsolete. Some stock of these obsolete 4c
cards was wused up in 1881 by surch&ol.gMebbg t her

stated, Afas far as we know the 4c¢c postcard ws
was changed to 4c. 0 El sewhere he stated that
1.1.95. At that ti me, $ d$treck duty and theBe 4c cards ware a n d

again put into use. The card illustrated in FigureZaGs not only the earliest known use of any

of the definitive post cards, it is also the only known use of this 4c card prior to the rate increase
to 4c almost 1%ears later. Col. Webb did not record use of this 4c¢ card until 3.1.96, but | have
(had) an 8.5.95 example, after increase of the rate from 3c to 4c.
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A POST OFFICE SONNET.

U ——

Stout Marco Polo. sailing sTowly home,
With gilver hair, and weary of the sea,
Did chanece divert thy Southward course, to roam
Where these wild peaks and barren headlands be ?
Could’st thoun foresee by such a desert strand
Gathering of masts from every far-off clime
With letters, from the unknown Western Land,
From thy bhelovéd Venice, yea, in time,
From Sturt’s Australia, and from high Cashmere ?
Ah no! suach vision passed the boldest seer:
Where shrill winds whistled o'er the empty bay
Are messagzes of love from lands long barr'd, 5
Japan to rich Nyassa, and the card R
That farthest Thule sends to old Cathay.

GENeran Post OFFiCE,
Hongkong, 16th February, 1880.

oo ST

ERALSS AN
AR <. i

Figure PC-2b. Post Office sonnet on back of earliest definitive post card

The definitive 1c greepost cards for local and China use (Sch. 1), and the 3c brown for UPU
destinations (Sch. 2), were received in Hong Kong at the same time as the 4c cards. Although
Webb did not record use of the 1c until 22.11.80, and the 3c until 9.8.80, these datsmt@ve
been advanced considerably closer to the issu
are misleadingly listed in the Yang catalog as if they were the actual issue dates. The earliest
known use of the 1c card is now 3.4.80, and the eakiesin used 3c card is 3.3.80.

The various catalogs of Hong Kong postal st a;
brown (Sch. 4) and the AONE CENTO on 4c grey
with the exception of Higgins and Gage whi ch notes i ssuance as 0l

1881 as the earliest known use of the 1c/4c card, but Gurevitch illustrated a 1.10.80 HKPO
notice on page 28 which states that the 1c/4c PC was issued in 1880. Gurevitch noted various
errors in that HKPnotice, but it is difficult to believe that an 1880 HKPO notice could have
erroneously listed the issuance of the 1c/4c PC in 1880, if it was not actually issued until 1881.

Col . Webb stated 1881 as the i ssumvnpbsttaed, of t h
but he did not record its use until 1887. Although usage of the 1c/3c card has been advanced to
1886 herein, no usage date any nearer to 1881

publication. Gurevitch illustrated a 1.3.92 HKR®tice on page 30 stating that the 1c/3c PC
was issued in 1886, which is validated by the cited empirical evidence.
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Webb stated that 3c brown post cards were printed on white stock (Sch. 2a) in 1887, but he noted
5.1.88 as his ERD. The postal statone sur vey in HKSC newsletter
up to 23.6.87. As previously discussed, the 3c post card rate was raised to 4c on 1.12.94, but |
have (had) a 12.12.94 3c card not marked postage due, indicating that there was a grace period.
Mr. Proud ecorded an 18.2.95 use of the 3c card, but this seems questionable, unless that card
was postage due, or a 2c stamp was added to it.

Webb recorded that 1c green cards were printe
as the two part 1c and 3eply cards (i.e., 1892). The other catalogs of Hong Kong postal
stationery show this 1c green on white card as issued in 1892, with the exception of Higgins and
Gage, which does not catalog this as a separate issue (although it did so for the 3c brown on
white card). Notwithstanding the supposed 1892 issue date, Webb only recorded the 1c green on
white card used in 1895. The postal stationery survey in HKSC newsletter 268 moved the ERD

up to 13.4.94, but again no earlier used example has been founel medhy 20 intervening

years. It therefore seems reasonable to postulate that, while the 1c green card may or may not
have been produced on white stock in 1892, it was not actually sold and used until 1894.

Even the stated 1892 issue date of the tewd pc + 1c reply card (Sch. 6) is suspect, since it is
not recorded used until 1901 by Webb, and moved up to 1893 in HKSC newsletter 268. The
1.3.92 HKPO notice illustrated by Gurevitch on page 30 records issuance of the 3c + 3c reply
card in 1892, but mkes no mention of the 1c + 1c reply card. This indicates that the 1c + 1c
reply card was not issued until later in 1892 than the 1.3.92 HKPO notice, or perhaps not until
1893, as suggested by the empirical evidence.

Webb recorded only a single date afewf the 3c + 3c reply card (Sch. 7): 3.5.93, but HKSC
newsletter 268 advanced that to 27.7.92. | have an Ebay scan of an even earlier example: circa
7.7.92, the day not |l egible in the scan. Th
TelegraphSalatiga, Ned | ndi e, 6 and received a Singapore t
Vol. 2 shows that the P&®ohilladeparted HK on 7.7 and reached Singapore on 12.7.92, so she

most likely carried this card.

ColWebb st at ed Almoutl Jaraarel89b,5h@ postdl rate to Europe (sic: poatdl

rate toall UPU countries outside of Agiachanged from 3c to 4c, and the stock of 3c was
surcharged in redod (Sch. 8) . The other <cat a
provisional cad as having been issued in 1895, with two exceptions. Higgins and Gage notes

l ssuance of this and the associated two part
3.1.95 4c / 3c card as the earliest known use of this rate, but Mr. ProuslTreaty Ports book,

listed & 12.12.94 ERD for a 4c / 3c card sent from Shanghai.
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Figure PC-3a. 6.1294-Ear |l i est known A4 CENTSO in red ol

| recently acquired the 4c/3c example illustrated in Figureé3R@hich, although it canot be

dated by the partial Hong Kong c¢c.d. s., i's see
is confirmed by the 6.1.96ermanarrival datestamp, since the time by steamship from China to
Europe was typically around 30 days at this peribwever, the fact that | also had a 3c card

dated 12.12.94, and had seen a 4.12.94 card sent from Hankow to Luxemburg (PhilaChina,
9.2007, lot 411), raised doubts. Perhaps the sender had acquired and used the 4c¢/3c card on
6.12.94, before the post carate was actually increased to 4c. Technology finally came to the
rescue by means of the Hong Kong Universitylina database of official government notices

and reports. The Figure P8b notice is conclusive evidence that the QV 3c post card rate was
increased to 4c on 1.12.94, vs. 1.1.95.
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GOVERNMENT NOTIFICATION.—No. +30.

The following table of rates of postage will come into force on the 1st December, 180H,

Attention

is directed to the change in the rates for post cards and weight for newspapers,

By Command,

J. H.

Srewart Locruart,

Aeting Coloniol Secietery.

Colonial Sceretary’s Office, llongkong, 14th November, 1894.

042 THE HONGRONG GOVERNMENT GAZETTE, 17tu NOVEMBER, 1894,
RATES OF POSTAGE
IN HHONGKONG, AND AT BRITISH POST OFFICES IN CIIINA. °
L
: =
Books, | Return
o Ningle Reply Pattorns, Nows- >l Receipt
TO _!‘: ,‘h:/ Post Cards | Post Cands | Prices | papurs per “".“-lm. for
50 b ench. cach,  Carrent, &e 2 ox. "] Registered
l ‘ | per 2 oz, ‘ | Article.
| |
— W _‘ | ' — —
I Cents. Cents. ‘ Conts, Cents | Cents. Cents, | Cents,
UN10X COUNTRIES, +erernrnnisresssanans 10 8 2 i 2 10 3
cxcept i —
P . A MU RPN Y 2 l 1 2 2 2 3 3
CoehlneChinn, ..o oreiaqyrioirayens
JAPIIY, csnererprassvssvensaassasaerarant ‘ ‘
Northt Borneo, e e ieicisarecasias | |
Phitipping Islands; coveeiriironnnadf b a 1 | 2 2 2 5 | 5
SIAM, i cciesiitivrenrensnarnsisnsssnsies |
Struits Settloments, oiieiiiean, i ‘ {
Lonuitly ssascnisraveassnsanasasssness J |

(Note: Table of rates to neldnion places not copied)

Generul Post Office, Hongkong,

November 12th, 1894,

A. K. Travens,
Postwaster General,

Copied from:http://sunzil.lib.hku.hk/hkgro/view/g1894/68%4. pdf

Figure PC-3b. Government notice: 3c post card rate raised to 4c effective 1.12.94
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Figure PC-4a. 30596-Ear | i est known AREPLYO del et ed

Although Webbds statement that the 4c¢c bl ack s
3c brown post card can be interpreted to the effect that thisasges was applied to both normal

and reply cards, he did not catalog the 4c surcharge on the normal 3c card. In like manner, both
Higgins & Gage (H&G) and Schoenfeld recorded the 4c black surcharge only on the 3c brown
reply cards. However, Yang and dgkbne catalog the 4c black surcharge on 3c brown in both

the standard (Yang P13) and reply paid card (Yang P14) configurations. Yang P13 incorrectly
references P7, the 1c on 3c brown, as the base 3c card for the 4c black surcharge, whereas the
referenceshould be to P5, the tsurchargedc brown card. Castiglione quoted a price for the

4c black surcharge on 3c brown standard card in used condition, but provided no example. The
basic 4c / 3c card has not been seen used.

Both Webb and Schoenfeld catgéml the urseparated (intact) replgards, as well as the

individual message half and reply half of the complete-pad cards. Since the rationale for

doing so is not clear, the tseparated message, and reply half cards have been combined into
single Istings for all three major card type&: redon 3c brown(Sch. 9),4c black on 3c brown

(Sch. 10), andc black oMc red or3c brown(Sch. 11).Conver sel y, cards with
are separately listed herein, since such alteration represented mtdat to change the usage of

the AReplyd cards.

The various catalogs record a fi4 Centso bl aclk
Centso red surchar ge onWeb's 9 0®BRD forttvoblagkarr t r e p
3c brownreply cards was offeredas lot 439 in the 9.2004 Cavendish auction, and aamilot



