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"The Posts in the Centre of the Kingdom, comprising Newark, Nottingham, Derby, Lichfield with the 30 or 40
Miles South and North, and also to the Eastward, are of the most difficult nature and of the most refined
Complexity."

So wrote Freeling in April 1836. We must wait until later in the season to see the context in which this was
written but it will serve for the moment to remind us at the start of another season how fascinating is the
postal history of the Midland Counties. It seems unlikely that a ride was introduced from Stafford to
Lichfieid in order that Sheffield should receive its mail a litle earlier in the day. But just read on to find out
why this was so.

May 1 also make the perennial plea of all editors for material for this journal. Elsewhere in this issue are two
items which consist of a few lines about an interesting cover. I am sure that all members must have covers in
their collection which would be of interest to others and about which they could write a few lines.

FORTHCOMING MEETINGS

Our new season will start with a whole-day meeting on 16th September at Northampton on the theme "The
1900's have passed. The Northamptonshire Philatelic Society will join us for this meeting. If you have not
returned the booking form to Derek Smeathers it would be appreciated if you would do so as soon as possible.
Alternatively, you can ring Derek on 01604-406192.

On 21st October we meet at Carrs Lane, Birmingham when John Calladine and Chris Jackson will display
'Stourbridge’ and 'Evesham’ respectively, starting at 1.30 p.m..

Our meeting on 4th November will be held in Warwick at the premises of Warwick & Warwick, starting at
1.30 p.m. Members are invited to bring displays of maps and related materials. The meeting will be preceded
at 11 a.m. by a committee meeting.

MICHAEL JACKSON (PHILATELISTS) LTD
' P. 0. BOX 77
HUNTINGDON, CAMBS PE18 6TZ
01480 456 254

FOR QUALITY POSTAL HISTORY 1550 - 1900

G. B. WESTERN EUROPE
TRANSATLANTIC & MARITIME
& SOME OTHER FOREIGN COUNTIES

PERMEX*

For the safe storage of your precious stamps and covers,
sold in packets of 32 exhibition sheet protectors (* registered trade mark)
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HELP WANTED

I have received a letter from Richard Beith,a member of the Czechoslovak Philatelic Society of Great Britain,
who is writing a monograph on the postal history of the Free Czechoslovak Forces in the UK during WWIL
In particular, he asks if anyone has information (either on the postal history or more general information) on
the Sutton Coldfield Internment Camp which must have been operational in August-October 1940.

Richard has two lettersheets posted from this camp, probably from a Czechoslovak intermee who may have
been one of the left-wing Czechoslovak soldiers who had fought for the republic in the Spanish Civil War and
subsequently had been recruited out of the refugee camps in southern France to join the Free Czechoslovak
Army. When they reached the UK about five-hundred were interned at the end of July 1940 as they did not
want to continue the fight against Germany, the Russian-German pact being operational at the time. After the
German attack on Russia, most went back into the army.

If you can provide any information on the camp at Sutton Coldfield, please let me know and I will forward it
to Richard Beith.

A lettersheet with the machine cancel of Sutton Coldfield and the oval cachet 'ALIENS INTERNMENT
CAMP * SUTTON PARK'. A further item (not shown here) has only an 'OFFICIAL PAID' single circle on
the address side.
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ANOTHER DOUBLE-STAMPED ITEM

Chris Jackson has kindly sent a copy of a letter sent from Droitwich to London in March 1786 and which
carries two strikes of the 'DROIT/WICH, 114" first type mileage mark. The letter aiso shows a manuscript
'PP 5' (the rate to London for a single sheet) and a 'POST PAID' in a circle, both of which are in red. This is
the only double stamped item from that period in Chris' collection as well as the only pre-paid item from that
time. Was the double-stamping related to an authorisation of the pre-paid amount. Or, is there any signifi-
cance in the fact that at the time Droitwich was subordinate to Worcester?
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CASTLE BROMWICH

In February 1833, Mr Churchill reported the death of the penny post receiver at Castle Bromwich who had
also acted as the messenger between there and Birmingham for which he had been paid in all £41.12.0 p.a.

The widow of the receiver, a Mrs Lewis, was anxious to keep the office and as she was said by Mr Churchill
to be "a very decent Woman and fit for the situation”, he presumed there would be no objection to her
appointment. However, as she could not undertake the duty of the messenger, Mr Churchill felt that it would
be appropriate to separate the two jobs.

The penny post at Castle Bromwich produced about £60 p.a. and as the delivery was very extensive, Mr
Churchill proposed that the receiver be paid £10 p.a. and the messenger 16/- a week for his daily walk of "6
miles out”.

Mr Churchill ended his report by saying that Castle Bromwich formed part of the Birmingham Penny Post

which produced not less than £1200 p.a.
[Ref: Post 40/156/1833]
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THE BIRMINGHAM-LEAMINGTON MAILCOACH

In March 1833, Mr Churchill wrote to Freeling saying that he had completed the arrangements necessitated by
the introduction of a mailcoach between Birmingham and Leamington. He went on to outline the benefits
that this new coach afforded to the area: the saving of a day in the communication of Warwick and
Leamington with the North and West of England; three more hours for Kenilworth to answer London letters
by altering the time of the Coventry horse post; and unspecified benefits to the penny posts at Solihull and
Knowle. At Leamington, the letters from Birmingham and the North were delivered with those from Oxford
and Cheltenham etc. at 10 a.m. instead of the following evening at about 10 p.m., so saving a whole day and
allowing the withdrawal of the late evening delivery apart from a few letters which arrived by the evening
mail and could be called for at the office.

Mr Churchill went on to say that had he been aware of the establishment of the mailcoach before it had
actually happened [An astonishing statement but, as we shall see, he was not the only surveyor who was not
informed about possible changes.], he would have suggested that instead of leaving Leamington at 4.25 p.m.,
the mailcoach could have been dispatched at 3.35 p.m. so as to arrive in Birmingham in time for the evening
delivery. Although the arrival in Birmingham at 7 p.m. was in time for the Liverpool, Manchester and Bristol
mailcoaches, it was too late for the delivery of the town letters which had to remain in the office until the
following morning. Also a 3.25 dispatch would have saved £20 p.a. by making redundant the Warwick and
Leamington section of the ride from Coventry.

When the proprietor of the Warwick Advertiser complained that his paper was not delivered in Birmingham
until the morning after its dispatch, Freeling readily consented to the earlier departure at 3.25 p.m.

[Refs: Post 40/259/1833 and 40/457/1833]

MORE ON BUXTON'S MAIL

Readers might like to refer to the following MM101/14, 112/17, 113/13 before reading this piece.

On 24th March 1833, Mr Karstadt wrote that the contractors for the mailcoach from Manchester to Buxton via
Stockport and Chapel-en-le-Frith had given notice of their intention to quit on Sth April.

Initially, he suggested that the mailcoach should be replaced by a horsepost from Macclesfield to fit in with
an accelerated London-Manchester mailcoach. However, that proposed acceleration was abandoned.

So, on 13th April, Mr Karstadt proposed the introduction a horsepost on virtually the same route as the mail-
coach. The mailcoach had left Manchester at 3 p.m. so as to reach Stockport in time to take up the London
letters etc. for Buxton, Tideswell, and Chapel-en-le-Frith as soon as they had been sorted. This sorting took
half-an-hour and as the passengers could not be detained for that length of time, the mail was kept back so as
to reach Stockport well after the arrival of the mailcoach from London, so delaying the delivery at Stockport.

Instead, the ride was to leave Manchester at 1 p.m. with the letters brought by the mails from Chester and
Liverpool (with Dublin), and arrive in Stockport before the London mailcoach so the letters could be ready for
delivery from London. It was to wait in Stockport until the mail brought by the London coach was ready and
then take the direct rode to Buxton, a messenger meeting it at Whaley Bridge to take the bag for Chapel-en-
le-Frith. The reason for not sending the ride through Chapel, a detour of nearly three miles, was so as not to
delay the arrival at Buxton was to be at S p.m., over an hour earlier than the mailcoach.

The return from Buxton was to be at 5 a.m. instead of 7 am. (The earliest time at which passengers could
have been expected.). This would ensure that the Buxton letters would arrive in Manchester in time for the
morning delivery along with those from the Birmingham and York mailcoaches.

Mr Karstadt said that the London letters could have been in Buxton by 3 p.m. if sent by an express from Leek.
However that ride had not been used for two or three years as the London letters amounted to only half of
those coming through Manchester.

An express ride was used to carry the bags from Manchester in the time between the withdrawal ofthe coach
and the introduction of the new ride.

[Ref: Post 40/293/1833]

There will be more on Buxton in the next issue.
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AN ACCELERATION OF THE BRISTOL-BIRMINGHAM MAILCOACH

In the spring of 1833 it was arranged for this mailcoach to leave Bristol at earlier time. Although the various
reports do not state the precise time, it does appear that the mailcoach was leaving Bristol at least half-an-
hour earlier than it had done before. In Mr Rideout's district this affected the town of Cheltenham and the
Worcester to Wolverhampton road.

Before the acceleration of the mailcoach a ride left Gloucester at 5 a.m. and at 6.20 p.m. reached Cheltenham
from where it returned at 9.30 p.m., arriving in Gloucester at 10.50 p.m. But, after the acceleration, the coach
arrived in Gloucester at 10.30 p.m. So, in order to maintain the connection it was necessary for the ride to
leave Cheltenbam at 9 p.m., depriving the inhabitants of thirty minutes to answer their letters for the North
and the West.

After he had considered a number of alternatives, Mr Rideout proposed that a ride should run to Cheltenham
from Tewkesbury instead of from Gloucester. This ride was to leave Tewkesbury at 1 a.m.. reach Cheltenham
at 2.15 a.m., return at 9.30 p.m. and reach Tewkesbury at 10.40 p.m. in time for the mailcoach.

As the distance covered by this ride was 8§ miles S furlongs compared with 9 miles 4 furlongs for the
Gloucester ride it was possible to save £15.15.0.

Before reading the next part members may wish to refer to articles in MM107/19, 108/18 and 110/12.

Mr Rideout explained that the line between Worcester and Wolverhampton was covered by two horseposts -
one from Worcester through Stourport to Kidderminster, the other from Wolverhampton through Bewdley to
Kidderminster. Also their was a daily post from Bewdley to Kidderminster.

As the ride, which departed from Worcester at 2.15 a.m. and arrived in Wolverhampton at 7 a.m., carried bags
made up at Bristol, Dursley, Gloucester, Cheltenham and Tewkesbury for the towns on the line, it could not
leave Worcester until after the arrival of the mailcoach from Bristol. However, the ride also took up at
Stourport, Bewdley, Kidderminster, Stourbridge and Dudley bags which were forwarded from
Wolverhampton by the Birmingham to Manchester mailcoach.

Mr Rideout pointed out that as a consequence of the alteration in the times of the mailcoaches there was not
enough time for the ride to cover the thirty-five miles, leaving Worcester after the arrival of the mail from
Bristol at 1.30 a.m. and arrive in Wolverhampton in time for the Manchester mailcoach at 5.30 a.m.

Instead, Mr Rideout proposed to dispatch a ride from Worcester at 1.35 a.m. for Stourbridge (arrive 5 a.m.)
passing through Bewdley and Kidderminster. Another was to start from Stourport at 1.30 a.m. for
Wolverhampton (arrive 5 a.m.) calling at Bewdley, Kidderminster, Stourbridge and Dudley. The first post
was to return from Stourbridge at 3 p.m. and amive in Worcester at 7 pm. The second was to leave
Wolverhampton at 8.15 a.m. as before and reach Dudley in time for the down London mail (the Birmingham
to Stourport mailcoach).

These changes made redundant the footpost between Bewdley and Kidderminster. They also involved an
increase in expense of £4 p.a.

Mr Rideout ended his report of 11th April:

"I was in hope I should have made the proposed alteration in the rides between Worcester &
Wolverhampton without any increased expense whatever & if I had had only three days notice of the
alteration I think I should have succeeded. It was only on the moming of the 3rd inst. I was informed
that the time of the mails artival [?] was to be changed on that night  Consequently I was
compelled to give orders for the rides to be altered so as to meet the mails without coming to any
arrangement with respect to the allowances. I have also to regret that I was compelled to send one of
my orders by express. Had I not done so the whole of the Cheltenham Bags to the North & West must
have been delayed 24 hours.”

So we have instances in which two surveyors were not informed about changes to the mailcoach system
until the very last moment. One wonders if this was deliberate policy on the part of the Mailcoach
Department or an oversight caused by pressure of work. Possibly it was the latter for we have seen in The
Surveyors' Journals a number of instances where Mr Johnson, the Superintendent of Mailcoaches, worked
closely with the surveyors.

[Ref: Post 40/276/1833 and 40/278/1833]
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AN ACCELERATION OF THE LONDON-LEEDS MAIL.COACH
AND RELATED MATTERS

Some of the inhabitants of Sheffield asked in the spring of 1833 for an earlier arrival of the maiicoaches from
London and Birmingham. In reply, Freeling said that while it was practicable to bring forward by half-an-
hour the arrival in Sheffield of the mailcoach from London, the coach from Birmingham already travelled so
fast that it was not possible to consider any further acceleration. So, if the people of Sheffield were content to
have an earlier delivery of their London letters and wait for those brought by the coach from Birmingham to
be included in the second delivery, he would suggest that the P.M.G. should authorise the alteration.

Then, in a later report, Mr Johnson said that the earlier arrival in Birmingham of the mailcoach from Bristol
meant that the confractors for the Birmingham to Sheffield coach were willing to leave Birmingham at
5.30 a.m. and travel at a greater speed for a payment of an extra penny per mile. He suggested that the matter
be referred to Mr Karstadt.

Mr Karstadt pointed out that if the coach to Sheffield passed through Derby before that to Manchester, all the
letters from the Leicester line of road for the towns between Derby and Leeds would be delayed. Letters put
in at Leicester overnight and sent off early in the momning reached the whole line to Leeds that day, amiving
in Leeds at 6.45 p.m. Such letters if sent round via Manchester would arrive at Leeds in the night. However,
he pointed out, Leicester did have another connection with the Leeds line by Melton Mowbray at 2 p.m. He
went on to say that he was not aware of the extent of the intended accelerations but if it did not exceed an
hour (9.35 am. instead of 10.35 a.m.) it could be arranged at Derby without disturbing other circulations. In
fact it would be of benefit for it would make possible an earlier delivery in the town and an earlier dispatch of
the ride to Bakewell and Wirksworth as well as that to Nottingham with letters from the west.

Another drawback mentioned by Mr Karstadt was that the Birmingham-Sheffield coach would pass through
Lichfield before the arrival of the branch mailcoach from Wolverhampton. He suggested that this could be
overcome by sending a ride from Stafford to Lichfield but Mr Churchill was better qualified to answer that.

Mr Churchill said that the main function of the Wolverhampton to Lichfield coach was to take letters from the
Liverpool and Manchester lines [to Birmingham] for places such as Burton-on-Trent, Derby and Nottingham
which averaged over two hundred a day. These letters reached Wolverhampton at 5 a.m. and were sent in the
branch mailcoach to Lichfield where they arrived at 7.30 a.m. to be taken on by the Birmingham-Sheffield
mailcoach at 7.44 am. Therefore any acceleration of the coach to Sheffield would make it impossible to
maintain this connection.

He agreed with Mr Karstadt that the solution was to put on a ride from Stafford to Lichfield. The Liverpool-
Birmingham mailcoach reached Stafford soon after 3 a.m. so the letters could be sorted and forwarded by a
ride to Lichfield where they would amive at about 6 am. This would place the communication from
Manchester and Liverpooi with Derby and Nottingham etc. on a more securebasis as the connection at
Lichfield often failed.

Mr Churchill finished by asking if the Wolverhampton-Lichfield mailcoach could be withdrawn as, although
it did provide a direct route between Wolverhampton and the Sheffield line of road, such letters could be sent
through Stafford but would be subject to a considerable delay.

Freeling's response was that since the coach did not need to wait for that from Liverpool it could leave
Wolverhampton earlier than 5.30 am. If the contractor was not willing to do this it would be replaced by a
ride. The coach continued fo run until August 1834.

{Ref: Post 40/510/1833}
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THE MANSFIELD-NOTTINGHAM POST

The introduction of this post was also a result of the acceleration of the Leeds mailcoach.

It will be recalled that this coach was one of those scheduled to arrive in London at night so as to enable the
towns in Yorkshire such as Leeds to gain a day in the transmission of their foreign letters. However, this had
the effect of curtailing the time for replying to London letters at a number of towns. For instance at Melton
Mowbray an armed ride to Leicester at 3.20 p.m., and a ride left Nottingham at 3.30 p.m. (The up mailcoach
left at 6 a.m.) for Loughborough from where the London letters were taken by the up Manchester mailcoach.

A few years before the people of Mansfield had asked for a post to Nottingham to connect with that to
Loughborough but there was no a sufficiently large interval between the arrival of the mailcoach from London
and the time at which the ride would have had to leave for Nottingham to give any practicable advantage.

The acceleration of the Leeds mailcoach described in the previous article altered matters for the mailcoach
from London was now due in Mansfield at 10.45 a.m., so a ride to Nottingham leaving at 1 p.m. would allow
two hours for answers to be written. Thus the replies would be received in London on the following morning
instead of waiting for the up mailcoach at 4 a.m. the next day and not being delivered until the day after that.

Mr Karstadt said that he would have been reluctant to recommend the introduction of a ride to Nottingham as
the cost for the fourteen miles would have been at least £112 p.a. while the London letters amounted to
£319 p.a., but the return ride would be very advantageous. Since the acceleration of the mailcoach, the bye-
letters from the Leicester line were delayed; the bye-letters from Birmingham and "that extensive line" along
with those from Derby remained in Chesterfield from noon until the next morning. All these letters plus those

from Manchester and Liverpool could be brought into Mansfield between S and 6 p.m. by the return ride.
[Ref: Post 40/748/1833}
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WITHDRAWAL OF SOME MAILCOACHES IN 1812

In July 1812, an official at the Treasury wrote to the Postmasters General:

"The Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury having taken info consideration a Bill lately pending in
the House of Commons, and intended to be again brought into Parliament for a repealing the Exemption from
TumpikeTolls enjoyed by Coaches carrying the Mail by virtue of the Act of Geo: 3Cap57, I have it in
command to request your Lordships will take into your serious consideration the Complaints made in several
parts of the Country of the Injury sustained by certain Tumpike Trusts in consequence of the Establishment of
Mail Coaches upon the Roads under your management, and whether it may not be advisable in certain Cases
that the Mail Coaches shall be discontinued on the Expiation of any existing contract, and the Mail provided
for by other means in those Cases, particularly in which the Mail is now conveyed by a heavy coach, or
whether in cases in which this may not be practicable without material inconvenience fo the Service of your
Department, some other means may not be found of remedying any real grievance which may exist.”

[Yes, that is one sentence of about 180 words!]
In the last part of their reply two weeks later, Earls Sandwich and Chichester wrote:

"We beg to assure your Lordships of our readiness to attend to any Complaints, and that the subject has been
for a length of time under our consideration, more particularly in regard to the cases where the Mail is
conveyed by a heavy Coach - there are no traces in this Department of any complaint of Injury sustained by
Turnpike Trusts, in consequence of the Establishment of Mail Coaches.

"In justice to the whole consideration we think it necessary to add that the Establishment of Mail Coaches has
been in general the consequence of earnest Solicitation from the local interests, both landed and commercial,
and that in many cases we have been under the necessity of refusing them."

The Bill was withdrawn but as a part of the compromise negotiated by Vansittart, the Chancellor of the
Exchequer some mailcoaches had to be withdrawn.

In December 1812, Freeling wrote to Vansittart that in consequence of the letter of 24th July from the
Treasury the following mailcoaches had been withdrawn: Warwick & Coventry, Shrewsbury & Aberystwyth,
Ludlow & Aberystwyth, Dorchester & Stroudwater, Edinburgh & Dalkeith, Edinburgh & Musselburgh, and
Chichester & Godalming. Also notice to quit had been served on a number of others: Worcester & Hereford,
Gloucester & Hereford, Hereford & Brecon, Plymouth & Tavistock, and Alton & Gosport. In addition a few
were listed which the Post Office had considered withdrawing but felt that there were good reasons why they
should be retained. Only one of these was in the Midlands - that running between Leicester & Coventry
which Freeling said had been established about eighteen months before and was "a material chain of
correspondence.”

Freeling ended his reply:

"Further that the Duke of Beaufort .. and many respectable Personages have anxiously applied to the
Postmasters General that the Stroudwater Mail Coach may be reestablished, and the precise object of their
application is that the mail may be sent by the Heavy Coach now travelling on that Road.

"Their Lordships, the Postmasters General also direct me to state that they have received several other
Petitions within the last 12 months past for the Establishment of Mail Coaches to which they could give no
encouragement under the circumstances which have attached to the whole Mail Coach System during that
Period.”

The background to this is that a number of the turnpike trusts were in financial difficulties and the exemption
from tolls granted to the mailcoaches was estimated to be worth about £5000 p.a. Also, in Ireland the mail-
coaches were not exempt from tolls. An account was kept of all the tolls leviable and this was paid quarterly
by the Post Office authorities in Dublin. As the Exchequer used the Post Office as a source of Revenue one
wonders how committed Vansittart was to their having to pay tolis.

Finally, the papers quoted above turn up in a report of 1833 for Freeling who, in recommending to the
Postmaster General that a request that a newly introduced stagecoach should be used to carry mail between
Liverpool and Holywell and Neston should be turned down, mentioned that "short” mailcoaches were
objectionable as they caused a grievance to the turnpike trustees by their exemption from tolls, and enclosed
the papers from 1812, pointing out that as a result of that correspondence many "short” mailcoaches had been
withdrawn. He added that such mailcoaches had always been a source of trouble and they had acted upon the
principle of not encouraging their establishment except in urgent cases.

{Refs: Post 40/432/1833. Joyce - History of The Post Office pages 352 to 356, (1893).1.
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A FURTHER LOOK AT SIX-DAY POSTS
by Christopher Beaver

Here are two of the lists used in the tabulation of towns in the Midlands having communication with London
six times a week in the period 1741-1782 (MM105/4f), but not previously reproduced in full.

The first, of 1748, is of particular relevance to the Midlands because among the new provisions to begin at
Christmas (the Day itself was a Sunday) the letters "between London and Chipping Norton, Evesham,
Worcester, Bromsgrove and Birmingham with the intermediate places ... on the three additional Post Days
shail be conveyed through Oxford.” So a lengthy notice repeatedly published in the London Gazette from
17th December expresses it. What this announcement calls the 'additional Post Days' were referred to in the
Inland Office as the Bye Nights and on the British Library map of ¢1770 termed the Bye-Days.

The second list is of 1770 and therefore the one to compare in detail with that map in order to determine as
clearly as possible by what routes each place listed actually sent and received its mail to and from London -
on the bye-days as well as the post days (General Days' they are called on the map.) It will be seen that this
list is dated Sth July, but there was no notice to clarify what was new or recent then. That may be discerned
by a comparison of it with the similar list of just two years earlier (see MMS58/9). That one is actually 6th
September 1768, but it followed the major alterations announced in the London Gazette in the June: "a Post
six times a week instead of three as at present between England and Ireland both by way of Holyhead and
Portpatrick” which included direct posts (insteadof through London) between "many Commercial Parts in both
Kingdoms." The new arrangements were all to commence on 6th July.

The sole town on the 1768 list omitted from the 1770 one is Oakingham [Wokingham], nor is it shown as
sixday on the map. Forty-eight additional places having six-day posts with London include six which are not
shown at all on the map, all the six surely having no more than subordinate offices. A further six do not on
the map have a London post on the bye-days. This suggests both that the additional bye-day mails were not
introduced simultaneously and that the 1770 list was issued a litle later than the map was prepared. Since the
map has no obvious alterations it can hardly have been in use for any length of time.

Here then arranged in a geographical sequence, are the additional places on the 1770 list. Those which do not
appear on the map are put within ( ), and those shown as having communication with London on General
Days only are indicated by an *. Fareham and Gosport have also a crosspost connection to Portsmouth and to
Winchester, Salisbury and beyond.

(Footscray) Godstone List of 25th December 1748
Uckfield Fareham* -
Gosport* Alresford - Geveral Poft-Office. o g
ickent * Ry Order of the Poftmafler-General, Bags for the fo! o ing
Rumsey (TWICKennam ) ]'/bw::x are rlij'/mh'lvd ﬁom this Office cvery Night, and the
(Hampton Court*) Hounslow e Letters delivired in Return every Day,( Sundays excepted ) E
Maidenh NGWbury ( Abingdon Eafield Litcleton in  Thame
Hungerford* Marlborough* Ax«lcpﬂn}uﬁr ]ilh;r in Surrey L M{i}dfi\_crcx ;ﬁ?nr::, bitton
Calni 3 in M Epfem L)
e* Chlppenham* Batyt e Es:ﬂum Lynn in Surry
Bolonsficld Ex:ter Maidfton Tethford
Frome Plympton ;’ ‘ arringdon Manningtree  Teddington
. * ) ccclen Farring |3 ¢
(WeSt Wickham ) Tetsworth B.rmingham  Feverfham Mgu](cy in gwcr;(onh
1 Bridgewater  Gravefend urry wickenham
Ross Monmouth ! Bri;lk«fl\ ¢ Grays Newmarket  Usbridge
Enstone Bromfgrove Ge.rards Crof? Norwich :;.ﬁml
1 ’ Buratwood Gloteefter Oxford alton on
Halesowen Stourbndge - Bury St. Ed- Guildtord Petertham Thames
Kidderminster Bewdley | d Hertford Portfmouth  Wells
ichfiel Ney IIn under T ine (il;rnx(l::‘id'gc HamptonCourt Queenborough  Weilington
(Burseiem) Holms Chaple Canterbury  Hanworth in RS Wiy
* Claremont Middlefex  Ripley indfo
Knutsford Congleton Chdalh:m Hamin Surry Rochefter Wingham in
“* Chelmdford  Ham wick in Reyfton Kent
Macclesfield Market Harborough Chefey in Sury  Rumfod  Windhsm in
Burton-on-Trent Hatfield \\- Surry Harwich - Sandwich . Norfelk
wyn . Chipping-Nor- HighWickham Saxmundham  Witham
Wei St.evenage t«‘»‘: 5 Ingateflon Sittingbourn  Witton inMid.
Hitchen Blggleswade © Cirencefter Ifleworth Shcp;)crm? in \vdkl’c;;
i Colchefter Ipfwich Middlefex orcefter
Swaffham Braintree n( o Ig-lv:dcn StokeinNorfolk Wolverhampa
(Bocking) Halstead Cotham Southall ?
OCKin ) “obh Kingfton outha ton
S ’b“r;rgl i\;anni s l():rkiax:: Kingnon Wick Sunbury in Yarmouth
ud Manningfree ,  Dantford Lalam in Mid- _ Middlefex
Harwich Deal dlef:x Taunton
Dover Leatherhead
N, Bs Tunbridge Bag gees ewery ;Vigbrfrom Midfummer fo
. Michaclmas only
s




.Samuel Potts, cfq.

Cierk to the. Correfponder
George Eilot, 8o0f™ '
Clief Acct. & Cl. of Securities,! *
Francis Toplady, 180!
Accomptants,
T Math.ws, W Bazon o' each
AN CLF, (:.Mmcr 201.3Y,"
Richard Dalley, 501
Houfe-kper, Cath, +joyd, 100
Store-keept r'and Clerk of the'
Charity and Diaries,
Richard Beanchamp, 8ol

‘] shn

"Donr.!‘ccpcr R.lomley: sol

Mamnqrr Wilkam Wmt,'qul

- Col.estor of-London! l’orc,,

s ook, 705 o ,,’
Al ameSoarcher,:
JL) eph Lo tteizoe, Tol-

Suw:y ~éol cach. .
S, Warren, A
Bratmen, Jo. Lotk Jn Hilly: 301
Porter, William Puttsagol
‘Warchmuen,izgl s 5.9
John ttalker, v mpt ltughfon. .

(:"

CENERAL vosTuF‘ricmf

Frefled by Adt of Partiament,
Poftmatters Generat,

27 Dec: 1860, " Lombard-firect,

s000} |Comptrollér of e Bye Nubhu,

T. Hon. Fr.ncis Baton Le{Wm. Boulton, Efas ¢

Defpencer,
Rt. Hen, H.F. Thynne
Sec. Anthony Todd, efq. 2ol
Clerk to the Poflinafter Gen.
Danicl Braithwaite, efq. 1001
Clerks to the Seceetary,
Thomas Todd, 104} '
Hum. Walcot, 6 -1 famesDath-
wood, Charles Godby, "Che.
Thompfon . Parkm, and:
Tha, Auft, 5ol cach
Rec, Gen, Rt. Trevor,¢f, 3001
Clerks to the Receiv. ancral
JMaddifon, jo. Bowden, 501
Accomptant General,
W, Fauquiet, efq. 3ool
john King. Deputy, gol
Ciks..tothe Accompt, Gen,
Tha. Church Tho. Willis, C
Walcott, T, Manwanng,sol(a.
]nfpcao:s‘of the mif-fene and
dead Letters,
R, Parfons, T. Todd 100!
Solititor to the Poft Oflice,
Sam. Palmer, efg. 2001
Refident Surveyor, 300l
Nathan Draper, efq.

‘{ Afliftant,

Comptr. of .the Inland Omce;
200 ]
Dep. Comp. JohnWatts, 190l

Clerksof the Roads,
Chefter, Ch, Crefwell, 3004 ¢
AL Tho. Baiey, 601"+ 7
North, William Boulton, 60 1
Amﬂzm Wm. Wildman, 60}
Wefl, jacob Ehann, 6ol
Al ft Wm. MKale, -gb'} seir
Briftol, Ed. (.omhcr,'ﬁo( £ .
A, Cdm. Birnes, - 60|
Yarmouth, iolin [iriggs,’ 601
{ohn Ridley, 6ol
Kent.: john Webt, 401
Afliftant, Wm. Riwe;? 501

Clerk of the Bye:Nights,:;
Henry Potts, Golr + Hhnet
Afliftants, T."Js. Burlon,-«md
1fa. Cabane; 501"

Sorters, .
Tho. Ja. Bunon,l(nc‘Cabane,
Chatles Coltfon, Wm.Ogilvie;:
Wm. Arnold, Sam.’ \Ardron,
Fadw. Tho., Tidiemb,.
Evans, Jn lrwin, Jas Bedford,
I Bap: Auflin; J." Devereux.
H. Defbérough, Jof. Ruddick,

"|Edm. Bu kelcy Overall, Tho.

Kempe, and Ja.. Huttomy 562
- Supernumerary/Sovters ;<
Dan. Stow, Tim. F, Scuts.,

Banbury. Bamard't‘Cnfll%“Bamec, Birﬂﬂ
‘Beconsfield, Bé%dley, Bxgg\éf
Biceﬂn;; ?g:‘cldf;gﬂ}raz{furdin%rkn
y water, Brighthelmfione (fvom'Mid(\: I 3

*Beiftol} ‘Brom!ey(ffom .dfumh’u;t W( dely a« "&' gh,

Buratwood, Rurrbughbridge)” Bq;y‘St “{nﬁ
JinlNoffolk Bmfelrm. ‘Burtbi' v
Calne: Clmbndge, Cariipdird,"Cani
g:utham, Chdmsfnrt', (.hbﬂ

hipp. © Norion, (.horley in me (ncpﬂcr
ékcrm&ié g’ ,

‘Beccleby”

“ha¥n,. Donaghideés,
bleiDarKam,

* Clareriiont, " Cldy.”Cobhajh, *Co
‘Comer(vor’zh Cohglcton Co*/ent
Darking, l)aﬂmg‘on,‘D'ntfox‘d Davét

IS .
w.-.Pmcmwei".:,.’r?ifgmiﬁm:.

24)

lmas )

5
o 't\"jr'\?“': 20 o
hrbl? Carﬁ ﬂy Cadten,!;
2)d; \gnr\'

Swngter v, Ry

“Chy o

|

1

e
ad %hrm %g"»‘gn s
B"! §7eoBridge.

.

i 3

upaenltan\

ﬂ'f
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Tohn' B! Botélet] , rredmck

SP S mith, and JohniHallott, 46 |
{ { Heyloek Sam.. Biown,Rich.
{i

P

I e sty

=

¥

tchell. Francis; Delavaux
Johi lhrbtr, & Clmﬂ Saver-
land, jun. g5 cach
3 Fiicers at 25} each .
Window-man:and Alphabct-

Jeeapdridh the Gederdl Days,
Henry $ers): 6ol -

Wmduw rRanon thc byc-days,
Wi arnold, g0l

In{p “of Franks, WpRowe; 501
HiscAflitane, . Wm..Ogilvie .
InfpeBor of sheLetteg Carriers
Cha. Poynter, 60, .,

67 Lett. Carriers, at g35. 2\Wk,
Doonkep. to the Roli-im. Gen.
John Commins,

+ Qourt Poft; .2l Day
Hanry, .Pentony. ¢fg-
Deliverer of s thie Lutcu tathe

Hon :Houle of. Commons,
Charles Coltfon, 6s 8d a day

. Mail-Maker,
Thos Folter, 150l ..
Infpe@ors -of u the. Caricrs,
Coachmen, &-Warermen, 521
Rioh,. Hargrau, Arth. Frayer,
(,h.‘,Saverlm&" and W, Cox
Six MeTengers, it 124, :\Vctk,
sWarchman, Joha W hale,
Houfe-%. Ann Qshorne, 401,
Dy e Le kR OFRICT,
C,omp‘.xihd-&cudema'hrv:yor
l‘hi!ip‘ Alten, ¢fq..goo ]
00 lis: Llcrks,

jn Atkm(on, 6ol .

Colle&tor, Wm Ward, ‘200l
Ris Clerk, Rich. Jago, 621
Accompt. The. Hyetr, 200 |

His Clerk, John Wyldbsre, 601

Infpector of the dead and.anif-
" fent Letters, Ju. Watts, Sol
Surveyors, | .
Richard Arbmhnot,
Grorgs FHodgfon, efgs.. 3001
Joiinfoa Willinion, . ¢fg. 2201
Otiice-keeper, Thomas B:«Vm,
Lot
Forrien. Orrice,
Comprroller,

(.,h:\r es _]1\ kfon, efq. 1501
© Deputy Comyptrolier,
George -Langton, 100!

. Clerks, sol each

- { John Starr, Rob. Biggo, Geo.

Angell,  Francis. Dathwood,
R. ‘Thompfen, ol each
John Ludeman, ¢ot

Secr, Ant. Todd, ¢fq. sol.

1 Metfenger, Win. Rainfley
{10s Lete, Carroat 115 a Week

Manager of the Packet Boats
satihe Beill,

Di. Delaval, cfq. xzol
Agents,.-Eem: Barham, efq.
©at Daver, 1501 . .

James Cleinenrs, e(q. st Har-
- wich, 1§00k

G.Bell, efq. at ‘Falmouth, 120
Wm. Hudion, efq. at Lisbon
IoBirkbeck efq. at Mavfeilies

Jn. Wcavcr, aool o

et

On -thewgth: of ]u]y,

L1770,

Alex. Colden, cly. at Newa
York. °
Toltmalter

His Muﬂy s

Guneral ‘whs,-pleafed to cftablifh a Daily 'Poft (Sunday

exdepted) o ard. from this Otlice,

and the following

: Towns;::aad Places in their ‘refpe@ive Dittridts,
Abingdony Alrcsford, .Anmn, Appleby, Afhburton, Attl:ho-

‘Bari-

mundham, Sevenoaks, (l‘mm Midfummer to
Shefield, Shipfton upon Stowver,

Southall,. Sowthamp-

“qtcﬁcnagc, Stlton, Sto‘kc ia borfoL’«. Stone,
td, Staifics, Stratford on Avon, stroud

Swaffl ham. o

rovghe ..o U e
‘ . ( 1es )
Sandwich
: "M’ih‘fn s,),SY Albans,
Sluﬁ‘n l' hYe s’bury, Sn(xn;,bourn,
tOh
B s(du;b;mg St
i [‘J‘gucd\rc‘ us‘{{OSudbury,
I'I‘aé{c’aﬂ Nkt fiton, ) etbury,

Tetfworth,: 'Thhme, /I'hec-

qfo:d 1 hqrpc,>~ f:vcrtor\, 'Iunbndgc, (from Midfummerto
Mjéhadmas‘) J.uxford, JTwickeaham, . . .,

UtkAS nmbnd &L

Wal éﬁei‘ib“waﬂal) 'Walﬁng'nm, \Varc,
at ord Wa((O'\ it ‘Norfq.k, ‘Wells . jn Somerfeta

w:c A

Warrmgton, Waro

fhu:c, Wc@.s i ﬁ-orl'olk; Wellington in Somerfet, Welwyn,
utcha\gq, Wigan, Wight, Il of, .Win-
ﬁ\dham in Norolk, Windfor,, Wingham .in

r LA
}feﬂtzr, 4

Eat G 4 \ A nsA i Kent Wxsbuch Witham in Etx, Wolverhampton, Wora
Fai of:n;:zin E::qﬁé;{r;:‘r;ﬂoh ;;E,!;hﬁ s Bt \‘ x"‘ Yiaz  idd ceftds,” Workfo},‘ Workmg(on,. Woobxun, ‘:Noc;dxlock,
briage, Pevnioans Fwnméu ik *rgtvsim ety - % wa ot High, Weambe werl. ",
Garfi ( Ao 4. Yarmouthin Nofolk, "York;
.:éb};gl’,t?%:'&;lg:“’ Gf:f“::ﬂ"’ “L\f%a' E'nﬁ... 6sé, R Wit dify :(chcd fwm London. to‘Edmburgh "and from
Hales Oiven gk [ Edinburgh to Lo :
1: h‘:i,&m’:::x’ alf‘{\;lghe;!f—faﬂcrﬂikz § ft;,gﬂmt?}” f ceprdd; 'f‘Alfo Yo 2.9 frg 'MQrpcth, ‘Alnwick, Belford, and
S Héreford "Hitchin, go\kh'am ‘i{C‘l l“ H‘j( 4 Betwick,,  A°Pon if” liKewile eftablifhed’ Six Times, a Weck
‘Yiead, Hotnflow': ﬂowdcn l%\m? eraf{::;? L0} ’lx'>7° Y4 i beh\ecn"fdgnburg?l ;nd Abcrd:cn* (Jlafgow. Gxecnock, and
Huthenﬁeld 4 [t ';N}’E IR IANINEMN 1] oftierHite¥inediate * owns'in Scotlind.
Ingat s 1 933,1 Lcttcrs are feat from bhence on Mandays Tucfdays Thurf-
"f’:] eRori,” !pfvnch chhnc’ By ,:c"w}‘"&ﬂ’ﬁ? 9‘ !?f dﬁ‘;’ dayviahd Saturdayt, 167 Arundel,” Br;ghthel;nﬂo ¢, (y.h’xchcﬁcr,
3 Ke]vcd 278 i iiaewiy ugthsls Midburtt, i clworth, Steyning, Shorcham, Wishich, Grayes
i -K,,‘,& o dRenan}. ,éﬁ"‘f“i ,§ f(“ ’o?'é mlfl?lsxj%m and’ ?ch\;f)orf f Shiropfire, and return hither | on Monday::

I c}:}%‘ézx hurfday" and Saturdays,

Llnc-ﬁer. Lea bcrhead ‘i.gdbur§v ,l/e;{,

~LAeeh fiddd? L ¢fpo

Wednc(dayg, PN
4 L\\('ﬁ;vxfcf on’ ‘I‘ge{dayi, Wedne/days, .Thurfdays and Satus-

" Mue%létiela Mniden:eli(;ﬁ?ga}’bog éﬂ .3, A ¥F b d;‘“‘ jvgzq},,  Melkiham, Trowbridge,; and . Bradford-
me‘Mansﬂefd M‘xrgjg'e (fro M. ‘ﬂj{ #, bcf -;° A W__ s, ang Lo ngw /innb . urn snd Pool, and petury
'fMarket ‘Hirbore M ? ?,g}, M W] hickEe ng"n Noqdays..wcdnefdays . Friduys. and. Sacurd,y,;

n 'Mcnm,,mhanu n! T k" 1‘5-9, v to Bridgaoith on Monday s, Tueldays, Wednefdays, Thuyrf-

ﬁ diys_and Siturdays ¢nd | back ever) diy; and jo Somcnon,

Namph&ich N»w:rk Nchhuq N’e\vcimarpr; ?ia ! ‘
-caitle ander Lme, Ncwmarker ij;or?- ‘ag .i

Timidfec Chard:and ‘Axminfter on Tueldays, Wednefdays,
lerton; »: ort'\a'npron, Nomngham, Nbrﬂfw:ghp No‘:ﬁwnéi .

TbUr{dxys,,Tndays .and Caturdays and back evey day,

Oxiord., . O A 'I ABLE of the Rates of POSTAG E,
Pgnmh, -Pc-crs':eld ‘P ymough p],m 54 ]I’orcfgnouth Prcf_ 3 waryizy- Poftage of a fingle Letter.in Britifh Pence,
cot,’s Prefton; AEDENS WP ORANE S Ux mnT s From any Polt-Office in Great Bntam or Ireland toany

Place not exceeding one Stage from fuch Otfice
Between any Polt-Office in  England and any P!*ccf

Qit-enborougi™* . - RPEIWERCR AT LR |
Ramfgite,- ffrom Midfammer to - mmmn)mamm" :
Reading,” Retford, Ripi-y, Rochdale; R, heﬂér"gdfs,
Rotlierham, Roy(ton, Rumford; Ruthfoy; ‘Ryeomz :

. above ope, and not.excecding two Steags from fuch
Office, . andnos pafingthrough London . . .-,

o

P e
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THE TOWN SUB-OFFICE DESIGNATION NUMBERS ON REGISTRATION LABELS
OF LEICESTERSHIRE

Readers are referred to the excellent article on Designation Numbers by Ray Woodward-Clarke in MM89/7.
What follows is a list of the numbers used at each of the sub-offices in Leicestershire. As Ray pointed out,
these labels were issued to certain firms and organisations but I have chosen not to list these here. Ray has
similar lists for other counties which he will be pleased to send to other members on receipt of an S.A.E.
Possibly what has been done here for Leicestershire could be done for other counties and the information
more widely disseminated by publication in Midland Mail.

ASHBY-DE-LA-ZOUCH
1 Bath Street 2 Smisby Road 4 Westfields
BARWELL 1  Kirkby Road
BLABY 1 GlenHills
COALVILLE 1 Coalville East 2 Vaughan Street
S Whitwick 6  Hugglescote 7  Ravenstone
HINCKLEY
1  Derby Road 4 Northfield Road S Ashby Road
6  Lower Coventry Road 8  Tudor Road 9  Burbage (Leicester "B" 1981)
IBSTOCK 1  Leicester Road
LEICESTER
1  Highfield Street 2 Campbell Street S.0. 3 High Street
4  Belgrave Gate S Hinckley Road 6  Humberstone Road
7  London Road 8§  Melton Tum 9  Southfields Drive
10  Clarendon Park 11  Welford Road 12 King Richard's Road
13 Belgrave 14 Mayfield 15 St Stephen's Road
16  Argyle Street 17  Chamwood Street 18  Narborough Road
19 Sparkenhoe 20  Wharf Street 21 Park Vale
22 Pembroke Street 23  West Bridge 24 Queen Street
25 Bermners Street 27 New Bridge Street 28 Frog Island
29 Wood Hill 30 Imperial Avenue 32 Aylestone Park
33 Quormn Road (1921), Willowbrook Road (1945) 34 Havelock Street

36 St Margaret's 37 Boundary Road 39 Leire Street
41 Wharf Street 43  Tudor Road 44 Melrose Street
46 Milligan Road 49 Lorne Road S0 Abbey Lane
53 Evington Road 54  South Knighton 55 Uppingham Road
56 Westcotes 58 Scraptoft Lane 60 Leicester Sorting Office
64 Aylmer Road 71  Green Lane Road 72 Gwencole Crescent
73  Blackbird Road 74 Gipsy Lane 75 Braunstone
89 Ayston Road 92  Wicklow Drive 93  Brackley Close
94 Wellinger Way 100 Keightley Road 124 Eyres Monsell
157 Stocking Farm
LOUGHBOROUGH
1  Ashby Road 2  Bedford Square 3 Park Road
4 Great Central Road (1945), Southfields Park (1959) 6 Derby Road
9  Knightthorpe Road 11 Shelthorpe
MARKET HARBOROUGH
1 Northampton Road 4 Connaught Road
MELTON MOWBRAY 3  Welby Lane
SHEPSHED 1  Charnwood Road
SOUTH WIGSTON 1  Kirkdale Road
SYSTON 1  Leicester Road
WIGSTON 2 Wigston Fields
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LEICESTER 8
- Melton Turn

e

of Sendenr.

P FAi ST DaoR Torraddress

I ts

REGISTER(ED LETTER.

THIS LETTER [MUST BE HANDED
TO AN OFFICER] OF THE POST
OFFICE AGAINS|T A RECEIPT.

LEICESTER 67 - an unidentified designation number. It is possible that it belongs to a company or Leicester

Sorting Office for a registered letter put into a letter box was treated as "Posted out of Course".

\ | LE{CE#TER 67 | ] | REG!&ER
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-

General Post-Office;. /3 .7%,(/ ; 18*5/__,.
4 Statement of the Balance due from the Postm’. of é]?

on the 5th of Az

of the current Quarter ; t

183/ and Instalments due
together with the Payments and

made in discharge thereof.

N . £ s d.
Balance due the 5tk of W 183/
towards the Discharge of which the first Instal: 4\ /10 | /42 /44
ment is made on the 10th of the same Bfonth )
od Instalment due 25th of A F 501 - |-
sd ..dilto .. due /OJQI 50} - -
, ditto .. due 25lh of , _
J 5th .. ditto .. due  of ’
6th .. ditto .. due 25tk of
Bills remitied before Quarter Day, but not due in )
T'ime 10 be credited in the Quarterly Account 31 . 1- .
Current . .oveevreriicevsuacsncnnanosooass J
RBemittances since Quartcr Day.
- 20 _______ 35
26 o -0
. 30 - 20,
e - A3
a7 — | 25
é) 0{/%&&(,4’/ 70 J&&/ / 53 4
A .

Any Observations to Le made on tkeabocc, should be::atedmaLdtalotﬁcSca'day,ap:rmﬁm
any othes Subject ; and Dates, cs well as Sums, raxst be given. .

N.B. Bills due a Quarter Day, or Payments made thereafler, conmol be placed to & Cud:tcfug—
Acoount stated cna‘-ﬁeeroutfor the Quarler preceding, but such Biils, &c. eoill of course bcplocad h ﬁg,
Aocoun!fortkeQucda’mw.’zwh Monevmactuaﬂy;mdtoﬁcﬂmcmd.

P a P er S a fe - protecting paper since 1988

A range of archival quality care, repair, & storage materials, for philately,
postal history, ephemera, genealogy, books, and magazines.

2 Green Bank. Adderley. Market Drayton. Shrops. TF9 3TH
Phone 01630 652217. Fax 08700548747.
E-mail: philip@papersafe.demon.co.uk

White & Cream Acid-Free Album Sheets.
Chloromine T. Label Lifter. Plastic Adhesive

Paper Repair Tapes.

Non-abrasive Erasers. Dry Cleaning Pads.
Acid Free Blotting Paper. Bookbinders PYA. Binders Paste.

Solvent. Leather Dressing. Secol Archival Album Pockets. Postal History Display Albums. Melinex Pockets.
And More....
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WHAT WAS A STAGE?

It would appear that towards the end of the eighteenth century the officials of the Post Office were not sure
about the answer to this question. Apparently, in 1792, Pitt asked for information about charging the postage
by distance rather than by the number of stages. In response Walsingham sent a letter which had been written
to him by Thomas Todd at the G.P.O. in January 1792.

In this letter Mr Todd refers to a plan that he had drawn up in 1783 for improving the mail services, and in
which he had commented on the postage charged in some instances being disproportionate to the distance the
letters were carried and had said:

"I would recommend that no Rates be taken by the Stages as by the Act of the 5th [Should this be 3rd?] of this
Present Majesty for the word Stage is a vague and indeterminate Distance upon which there was a difficulty in

putting a Construction on the Commencement of that Act and it even creates disputes now ..."
[Ref: PRO 30/8/233, Part 3/379]

STAGES LENGTHENED AND SHORTENED

What follows is taken from a return submitted by Samue! Woodcock in September 1792 in response to a
request made by Freeling for information on alterations to stages since "the Act of 1784". Only the retumns of
Messrs Hodgson and Woodcock appear to have survived. In his minute to the P.M.G. Freeling comments that
the term 'a stage' has not been properly defined. I leave members to put their own interpretation on the
information below.

STAGES SHORTENED

Names of Towns & Stages Present Former Present Former

Road Road Taxd Taxd
Oxford - Farringdon direct thro' Abingdon 2 3
Oxford - Highworth direct ditto 3 4
Oxford - Cirencester direct ditto 3 4
Cheltenham - Tewkesbury direct thro' Gloster 2 3
Ludlow - Leominster direct thro' Worcester 2 4
Ludiow - Presteigne direct ditto 3 4
Worcester - Leominster direct thro' Hereford 3 4
Worcester - Presteign direct ditto 4 4
‘Woodstock - Banbury direct thro' Oxford 2 3
Bromyard - Leominster direct .thro’ Hereford 2 4
Bromyard - Ludlow thro' Lmster thro' Hereford 3 4
Bishops Castle - Leominster thro' Ludlow thro' Worcester 3 4

STAGES LENGTHENED

Names of Towns & Stages Present Former Present Former

Road Road Taxd Tax d
Abingdon - Farringdon thro' Oxford direct 3 2
Abingdon - Highworth thro' Oxford direct 4 3
Abingdon - Cirencester thro' Oxford direct 4 3
Wantage - Farringdon thro' Oxford direct 4 3
Wantage - Highworth thro' Oxford direct 4 3
Highworth - Malmesbury thro' Tetbury direct 4 3
Wotton-u-Edge - Bristol thro' Newport direct 3 2
‘Wotton-u-Edge - Bath thro' Newport direct 4 3
Bristol - Sodbury thro' Bath direct 3 2
Gloucester - Cirencester thro' Stroud direct 3 2
Hereford - Leominster thro' Worcester  direct 4 2
Hereford - Presteigne thro' Worcester  direct 4 3
Hay - Leominster thro' Worcester  thro' Hereford 4 3
Brecon - Leominster thro’ Worcester  thro' Hereford S 4
Gloucester - Monmouth 3 days Bristol daily Ross 4 3

3 days Ross
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In a footnote Mr Woodcock wrote:
"The letters between Gloster and Cirencester and between Bristol & Sodbury have only been taxed 2d single
since the alteration tho' 3d is certainly the legal charge - and single letters between Hereford & Leominster are
taxed 3d, tho' 4d is the legal charge the road the Post now goes - yhis was done fo prevent numerous
complaints but the Surveyor begs to have the direction of the Postmr General on the [occasion 7].

[Ref: Post 40/105/1792]

ALTERED RATES OF POSTAGE

This supplements the information to be found in MM73/7 ff, and covers those areas not considered at the time
to be within the Society's area. Unfortunately I could not gain access to the documents used to produce that
article. However, much of that information, but without the comments of Freeling, is to be found in another
set of papers [PRO 30/8/232 Part 4]. The date of the table is 22nd February 1786 and the heading is "Rates of
Postage for a single letter to and from undermentioned Places before the Conveyance by Coaches and since
that Time". A footnote states that the differences in rates were caused by the letters being carried by different
routes.

FROM TO OLD RATE NEW RATE
Oxford Banbury 2 3
Oxford Burford 2 3
Oxford Evesham 3 4
Chipping Norton Oxford 2 3
Woodstock Burford 3 4
Campden Oxford 3 4
Nettlebed Abingdon 2 3
Nettlebed Oxford 3 2
Banbury Warwick 2 3
Cirencester Dursley 2 3
Cirencester Berkley 2 3

THIS TOWN IS VERY TIRED OF THE MAILCOACHES

Two series of documents in the Chatham Papers (PRO 30/8/232 and 30/8/233) illustrate the tensions that
existed between the officials of the Post Office and John Palmer on the introduction of the mailcoaches. One
part consists of extracts from letters complaining about the "new mode of conveying letters". However, it is
probable that these are the letters mentioned by Freeling, then a surveyor, from which were taken only the
parts which reflected badly on the mailcoach system. [See MM73/7.]

From Chesterfield on 5th January 1786 we have:

“Letters for Lincoln, Cambridge, Suffolk, Huntingdon, Derby, Bakewell, Tideswell, Buxton and Chappell sent
as forward letters to Nottingham. Great Complaints are made here as the Cross Road Posts are taken off and
the Letters sent so great a distance round the Country, it is a great loss to the Government, as I can find letters
are forwarded by other Conveyances. This Town is very tired of the Mail Coaches, so will the Coach
Proprietors [sic]”

Then written at Ollerton on 9th January 1786 was:
"There are several Complaints from the Neighbourhood of the Cross Road Letters being very tedious and
imregular in Conveyance.”

Sent from Northleach on 12th January 1786 we have:

"T think the Cross Post to and from hence to Oxford, Witney and Burford and Gloucester is not on a plan
likely to pay much to Government as I can find daily the four beforementioned places send and receive
Letters to and fiom Northleach by the Guards [of stagecoaches?] or any other opportunity that happens. The
Gloucester News Boy passing through Northleach weekly, carries a Horn to blow at every place hecomes to,
on purpose to pick up what Letters he can ..."

Letters in a similar vein were sent from Salisbury, Overton, Axminster, Ilminster, Shepton Mallett, Sherborne,
Portsmouth, Bridport, Bridgewater (2), Frome and Fenny Stratford.

I hope at some point in the future to comeback to these papers for they contain much of interest to those

interested in the introduction of mailcoaches.
[Ref: PRO 30/8/233 Part 1]
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BOOK REVIEW

IMP - A Collector’s Guide to Royal Mail's Integrated Mail Processors.

If you want to know about the postmarks that currently appear on your mail, then this book is an absolute must.
It starts by showing how an Integrated Mail Processor (IMP) combines the functions of a Culler Facer
Canceller (CFC), an Optical Character/Video Coding System (OCR/VCS) and a Letter Sorting Machine. The
path taken by a letter through the system is very clearly described, though I would have liked an explanation of
how some of the steps are effected. A discussion of the trials at Watford is followed by details of the
introduction of these machines nationally. There is a detailed look at the various types of postmark, including
those to be found on the back of meter mailand printed postage impression mail, and the information that they
contain. The second half of the book details the machines used at each mail centre, their datesof use etc. Those
within the Midlands are at Birmingham, Leicester, Nottingham, Oxford, Shrewsbury, Wolverhampton and
Worcester. This is a highly recommended publication.

Paperback, AS, 40 pages. Available from the author, Trevor Horton at 66 Fennel Close, Chineham,
Basingstoke RG24 8XF. Cost inc. p&p - £3.50.

A MODERN PUZZLE

Chris Beaver would like to know how the envelope shown below came to have three lines of red marks on it
instead of the usual one or two. Also why is the cancellation produced by the IMP in two separate parts?
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TAILPIECE - ALL THE ONES

I am indebted to Alan Godfrey for sending the illustration shown below. The double circle cancellation is for
1 am on 1/1/11 with handstamp identification 1. Can anyone beat this?
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THE NEXT MIDLAND MAIL

I hope that this will be issued in early November. There is plenty of room for articles, so please help your
editor avoid sleepless nights by sending contributions to:
John Soer, 51d Barkham Road, Wokingham RG41 2RG

SHAW’S
BUNTINGFORD AUCTION

G.B. & WORLD POSTAL HISTORY

Maritime & Naval, T.P.O., Railways, Air Mail,
Postal Stationery, Military & Censored,
Mechanised Mail, Cinderella, etc.

Complimentary Catalogue for next Auction:
H.Shaw, P.O.Box 835, London. N20 8RD
(or Telephone/Fax: 020 8445 9178)




