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A TWO-TIMING MACHINE MARK
by Frederick A. Brofos

“It can’t happen?”, an article by Ken Olson in

" FORUM No. 7, showed an interesting American Co.

machine from Boston with inverted data head, a thing

which supposedly couldn’t happen on that type of

machine. The date was October 15, 1832 and the
machine number or letter was not distinguishable.

A similar mark in my collection shows more of a
space between the circle and the bars. The machine
number is “12" and besides the inverted data head it
shows no day or month. Instead, two times are
given, one right way up, the other upside down,
namely 12-45P and 1-PM. Fortunately a back-stamp,
as well as the dated letter itself, tells us that this
intriguing error occurred on August 26, 1892.

IT CAN'T HAPPEN?
by Frederick A. Brofos

It was supposed that the dials could not be inverted
" on the early American Co. machines, but Forum No. 7
and 8 show two examples from Boston, the one dated
Oct. 15, 1892 {machine no. illegible), the other from
Aug. 26, 1892 (machine no. 12).. The latter one
oddly enough carried two sets of time slugs, com-
pletely omitting the day and month. Now, a third
one of these errors has turned up, also from Boston,
but from two years previously, namely Nov. 5, 1890. .
It appears on a nice illustrated cover picturing a shot-
gun, pistol, billy club and handcuffs, one if not all of
~ which items should have been used on the VANDAL
who clipped off the worthless 1¢ stamp and with it

the machine number!
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IS THIS AN EARLY MACHINE CANCEL ?

Victorian toilet.
prominently displayed in that staid age may be ex-
plained by the fact that flush toilets were rather a
novelty in those days of outhouses and the like.
Only the more affluent homes had an arrangement
such as we nowadays consider indispensable. -

A FANCY FLAG AND SEAT
by Frederick A. Brofos

Any involute flag on an illustrated advertising
cover dresses up a collection or display very nicely,
and this Boston die L cover from June, 1800, is a

It shows, of all things, an elaborately decorated
Why such a subject should be so
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by Frederi&k A. Brofos ‘*MWM Forum A B75 WMW

Such a clear impression and yet rather awkward-
shaped to be a hand-cancel. | suspect it may be an
early unrecorded machine cancel, but of what make |
don’t yet know. Can anyone show other examples of
its use? This one is from November 30, 1876, and is
on a printed assessment card to a member of the D.C.
Masonic Relief Association. Together with similar
cards to the rest of the membership | imagine it would
have formed a nice bundle of mail of equal size and

) thickness for a test run of a new machine at ‘the

Washington, D. C. post office.
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THE BIZARRE BOSTON ERROR MACHINES
by Frederick Brofos

At the Boston main post office, during 1898, there
occurred an almost unbelievable mix-up among the
die parts on certain AmericanCo. cancelling machines.
This confusion produced a number of real gems for
future collectors. In those days, the text dials were
composed of two parts, which were sandwiched
around the date in the center. Startling errors
happened when a careless clerk joined together dials
of two different designs. The result was a garbled

text with the town name misspelled and the state
abbreviation included twice (one misspelled) or almost
left out entirely.

For a long time, only the curious “OSTON,MAS
MASS.” error was known to collectors. One could
imagine the opposite wrong part being used on another
machine but, as no one had ever reported seeing a
specimen in 78 years, its existence became doubtful.
Then, after all those years, the honor fell upon me to
suddenly find that missing link. This came about,
when it was my good luck to uncover a store
correspondence from the 1890’s in a Vermont barn,
Among the bundles of envelopes in the old wooden
biscuit boxes | had hoped to find the well-known
“Eagle and Thunderbolts” cancel. .Instead, | was
astonished to discover the unknown B BOSTON S.”
error. It has been hailed as "‘one of the most re-
markable and surprising discoveries” in the third
editon of the Standard Flag Cancel Encyclopedia,
by Frederick Langford. Ever since its discovery a
few years ago, this rarity has remained unique,
despite streneous efforts by several experts to find
another one. | have often reflected upon how easily
it could have been destroyed, as many covers were,
by rodents, rain, or simply vandals tearing off stamps.

Why one error was in use for a relatively long
period is something of a mystery. Oneis tempted to

speculate that the “B&S" ‘errot; which appeared so

briefly in May, was promptly noticed, thrown out or' .

possibly repaired with a last replacement of that
design. Later, when the “QOSTON" error was seen, it
couldn’t be changed. Probably, tight appropriations
allowed only for new dies at the end of the year, yet
no machine could stand idle with the increasing
volume of mail that poured in. The 1891 Postmaster
General's Report includes an interesting picture (see
also pg. 374, MCF #45) of the interior of the Boston
post office. It clearly shows the rows of cancelling
machines, which were probably arranged in numerical
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sequence. The mis-matching trouble occurred in the
section of machines numbered 6 to 8. Could it be
that a clerk secretly switched the error onto a nearby
machine, as a joke, and that this was repeated on
down the line? Be that as,it may, the “OSTON"
dial was used at various times on four different ma-
chines in the course of seven months until a correct
replacement arrived early in December.

Among the accompanying illustrations (all com-
plete covers) note the one which shows a nice combi-
nation of the latest known date of the “OSTON"
error on flag die 8 (Sep 1 9-45A) together with
Received die 6 (Aug 31 5-30P), which previously was
combined with that error.

Although presumably not connected with the
main Boston mix-up, mention should be made of
another dial accident that occurred at a branch post
office a couple of months before our story started.
During a week in mid-February 1898, a machine with
a flag inscribed “Dorchester Station” carried a dial
which read “BOSTON,MASS MASS.”. Now, for
complete bliss, all | need is to get that one, plus the
ovate flag 7 error and the Eagle & Thunderbolts, of
course. | won't hold my breath though.



The following chart shows the chronological relationship of the errors as they appeared on the five machines.

ocToN,MAG  MASL, oval recd. iy [~ 15 &20f
"Error Type Dates (1898) Remarks
B BOSTON S. Ovate flag, die 8 May 3 4-15P Seen without error Apr. 28 12-45P
OSTON,MAS MASS. Oval rec’d. die 6 May 11 - July 10 Probably used a bit longer
” e i QOrdin. flag, die 8 Aug. "2:6_-Sep. 1 Latest error seen Sep. 1 9-45A
. Ovate flag, die 7 Sep. 1 4-45P -5(07 6 3
4 ol & Ovate flag, die 6 Sep. 13-Nov. 29 Corrected dial seen Dec. 1 6PM
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THE BAKRY ERROR: SPRINGFIELD, IIL.
by Frederick Brofos

| have observed a remarkable error of spellingon a

Barry machine, a company not otherwise noted for

misspellings. It is Bond type F-2 (open die space)
from Springfield, I1linois, but the error was apparently
unknown to him and is therefore not recorded in his
handbook. The mistake is in the second letter of
“ILL.”, which is erroneously an “1"*, making it read
“[IL." So far, | have seen this fault in use only four

days, from May 19 to 22, 1896.

A corrected die (with slightly larger type) was
hastily introduced by May 28 or possibly earlier.
Later on, the killer portion was damaged somehow
and a sweeping cut through the lower bars appears
from at least July 18, 1896 and on out the year.

Funnily enough, this long overlooked spelling error
was among duplicates traded to me last summer by a
usually very eagle-eyed machine cancel specialist.
Well, Maurice, | guess you can’'t win ‘em all. ..

SPRINGHELD,HL.:? .
MAY 19 430 PM'96 ‘%\ ~ ; .
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EARLIEST KNOWN LEAVITT

by Frederick A. Brofos // /
flawesl

Eureka! Here it is, the Grand Daddy of them all!
This corker was popped through the first Leav:tt/é/x
cancelling machine on its first day of operation at the M _
Boston post office on January 6, 1876, at 3 P.M. '
It thus beats by one hour the postal card cancelled___ﬁ

on the same first day (but at 4 P.M.) which is shown
in the frontispiece of Frank Stratton's Leavitt hand-

book.

THE RED “CPNY" MYSTERY
by Frederick A. Brofos

A curious looking machine mark appears in red
on the back of several envelopes | have. It was ap-
parently meant only for backstamping, as the dial-
space is to the right of the seven wavy lines. In
place of the usual circular dial there are just the
curve-shaped letters: CPNY. The latter part stands
obviously for New York, but the first part is a little
more difficult to guess about. | have been wondering
whether it could stand for Concentration—, Censor-
ship—, or Control Point? This marking appears on
mail sent from Concord, N.H. vetween November
1944 and June 1945 to U.S. military or naval person-
nel on various Army or Navy transport ships c¢/o P.M.
or c/o FPO, New York, N.Y. All covers were returned
to sender marked ““Not aboard”. One has a U.S.
censor tape on one side, another has an additional
mark reading: Port Terminals NYPE (N.Y. Port of
Embarkation) Postal Section HQ. Can someone give
any further enlightenment?
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“THE BOSTON MASSACRE"
by Frederick A. Brofos

As we seldom see eye to eye, it is only occasionally
that | drop in on a certain acquaintance of mine. He i
is an avid stamp collector and cares nothing at all for i
covers or postmarks. | remember well the particular
day | called, when he was going through a box of old
covers acquired cheaply at a country auction. As they
were mostly common stamps, he had decided that it
would take up much less room if the stamps were
torn off the envelopes, soaked off the paper, dried
and bundled. The marvellous cover illustrated here- |

with was just going to be decapitated when | stopped
the execution. A unique Leavitt experimental ma-
chine mark had survived for over 100 years, albeit
unappreciated, was close to sudden oblivion. Fortu- |
nately, money talks, and | was able to ransom and |
save for posterity this heretofore unknown cancella-
tion Type X1-3, see Machine Cancel Forum, pg. 416-
17). Not another like it has ever been found since.
It boggles the mind to realize that such massacres are
being perpetrated all the time by the unenlightened.

It‘r-mt cl'ill.;;l for In Fl-\-o Days,
; o & . ;e!.urr. to
: HALL®& WHITING, -
wo0low ., BOSTON, BLASS.

SCHOOL COMMITTEE, FOR THE TOWN OF .
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LOVE IT OR LEAVE IT
by Fred Brofos

_ As we sadly surveyed the many imperfect impres-
sioens in his collection, the old commatologist said,
with a wry smile, “One just has to love it or
Leavitt . . ."" After | recovered from his wittycism, |
remarked that the poor state of the majority made
the clear ones just that more desirable- and ap-
preciated. He agreed and commented “In spite of all,
even Leavitts can provide some levity . .."” He recalled
how a rather pompous dealer had offered for sale, at
a ridiculous price, a Leavitt machine mark from
Buffalo dated Aug. 7 5PM 08. The dealer was some-
what deflated when informed that his “latest known
date” had an inverted year plug, making the card
from 1880 instead of 1908! The last Leavitt is on
record as having pooped out in Indianapolis on Sep. 1,
1892. A similar inverted year mark is known from
Detroit, reading Jul. 1 18 (instead of 81). But, it
seems that most of the goofs occurred at Buffalo.
From there, | have seen an inverted “83" (Sep. 14
4 PM), an inverted “84" (May 8 4PM) and the last
known date of Leavitt usage from Buffalo (Feb. 4 92)
shows the month inverted. Furthermore, the careless
clerk even managed to get the whole killer and
Buffalo postmark transposed on Aug. 6 (probably
1891). That inverted dates didn’t occur more often,
is partly due to the year being omitted altogether on

many machines. It is, indeed, fortunate for us that
we can usually find a year date written on the message

side of cards. ‘
“Quaker dates”, with the day ahead of the month,
are well known, but apparently not on Leavitts.
However, there does exist a card from Boston with
the day and year ahead of the month * The Leavitt
type A-2 reads: 11 77 JULY (7 PM). “It's odd”,
said the old commatologist, “how we dislike to see
flaws in the human face or form, but how we do
enjoy errors on postmarks (stamps and coins, too}!”

\ODRESS ON THIG SIDE-THE MESSACE ON THE OTHER
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BOSTON TRANSIT

Fred Brofos sent us a photocopy of the illustratelt
_‘postmark,_ _used as a backstamp on a letter bearing ja

* ¥ ‘Scott #¥97 #postage stamp, hence probably datefd
between 1883 and 1887. It appears to be a machirie
impression, but we do not find it listed as such in tie.

Blake & Davis book Boston Postal Markings to 1890.
The dating above would indicate that it may be from

an American Co. machine. Can any readers help with
photocopies of similar cancels?

THE LEAVITT BOSTON TRANSIT MARK
by Frederick A. Brofos

A curious transit mark of Boston was briefly men-
tioned in Forum, vol. 12, pg. 48. Some inaccuracy in
the description necessitates a re-evaluation. The mark
occurs as'a backstamp on a letter from Sioux City,
loa. to Danbury, N.H. Unfortunately no year date
appears in either the postmark or the backstamp.
A pencil notation +1882"" on the front of the cover
may either refer to a long gone letter or the stamp
issue itself. The stamp is Scott #207 (not #210, as
previously stated) and is the 3¢ green Washington
head printed by the American Bank Note Co. and
issued July 16, 1881. As the postage rate for
letters was reduced on Oct. 1, 1883 10 2¢, and the
yearless postmarks read Nov., the cover is apparently
from either 1881 or 1882. That was about the time
of the Leavitt Type X-1 experimental trials in
Boston. The accompanying photo shows the location
of the mark parallel with the edges of the envelope
and the dial in just the position one would expect
from a machine with the killer portion removed.
Upon consulting the experts, Messrs. Langford ‘and
Morris agreed with me that this was not an American
Cd. cancel but surely mustbe a Leavitt marking. Can

- any reader supply another example for comparison?




THE LEAVITT TRANSIT MARK OF BOSTON
by Frederick A. Brofos

Since | first discovered this interesting machine
mark back in 1975, | never saw another one until
the other day — 7 years later — in spite of diligent
searching. While all other reported examples are
from November, this one is from December and there-
fore the latest recorded use. As far as we know now,
this mark was only in use for about a month’s time.
My cover was sent from Taunton, Mass. to Rockland,
Mass., franked with a 3¢ green Washington stamp.
As on the other covers, there is no year date in the
postmark, but, like them, it is also undoubtedly from
the year 1882. An up to date list of the six known
covers follows:

Date Time Finder Type
NOV 10 1PM Brofos X-T 3
NOV 11 4 PM McDonough X-Ta
NOV 20 11 AM o XTb
NOV 21 1PM Pollard XThb
NOV 27 7 PM Grossman X-Tb
DEC 12 11 AM Brofos X-Thb

The interchangeable line “TRANSIT,” which at
first was at top, | have called Type X-T a, and when
at the bottom later on, Type X-T b.

Previous mention of this mark, as well as illustra-
tion of some of the actual covers has appeared in
Machine Cancel Forum on pages 48, 160, 218, 416/
417, 586, 1182 and 1371. Incidentally, the two
New York candidates, mentioned on pages 1237 and
1372, |1 think are handstamps rather than machines.


























































