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Rebel Documents, Yankee Stamps

The Untold Story of How the Union Collected Its Stamp Taxes in the Confederacy,
During Wartime Occupation and by Postwar Retroactive Stamping

Purpose. This exhibit explains and illustrates, via stamped documents, the means by which the
U.S. government collected its wartime documentary stamp taxes from its eleven “rebellious states,”
otherwise known as the Confederate States of America. This occurred in two stages:

I. Occupied Confederacy, 1863-5. This was first done directly, in Union-
Recorded Occupied occupied areas, primarily within U.S. Internal Revenue collection districts
Confederacy Uses, established in 1862-3 in Virginia, Tennessee

by State and Louisiana; but also in Mississippi, Georgia, Recorded Examples of

N e Arkansas and North Carolina. Retroactive Stamping,
by State

Alabama 1
Arkansas 7
Florida

Georgia

Mississippi

N. Carolina

S. Carolina
Tennessee

Georgia Il. Retroactively, 1865—71. The main thrust
Lo'”'f'a'?a . of this effort, though, came after cessation of
Mississippi hostilities, when wartime documents executed
N. Carolina 4 within the former Confederacy, in areas never
Tennessee 21 occupied or in which stamps were not available,
E. Virginia 53 were required to be stamped retroactively. In
W. Virginia 6 practice this applied only to documents still
Total 138 in effect, such as promissory notes, deeds,
mortgages, bonds and the like.

Texas
Virginia
Total

This material is exceedingly rare. Only 138 occupation uses and 97
retroactively stamped have been recorded.

Until now they have been virtually unrecognized by philatelists.




I. Occupied Confederacy: Exhibit Plan/Highlights: Origin, Origin, Origin!

Once it is realized that stamped documents from the Occupied Confederacy in fact exist, the natural question is, “Where
did this occur?” The primary focus here is accordingly not on the document/tax type, nor the stamps affixed, but on the
place of execution, as listed below:

U.S. Internal Revenue Collection Districts: Beyond the Collection Districts:
1. Eastern Virginia 3. Tennessee 5. Mississippi 7. North Carolina
2. Western Virginia 4. Louisiana 6. Georgia 8. Eastern Virginia

Unusual tax rates or stamps—notably the ultra-rare Early Matching Usages (“EMUs’’)—are noted as they occur within

this scheme.

Historical Importance
Many items shown here illustrate directly how the war impacted peoples’ lives, as only fiscal history can.

The caption headings below speak for themselves:

Aquia Creek: EMUs From Short-Lived Base (8.1)
“In Camp Near Petersburg, Va” (8.4)
Occupied Richmond! (8.5)

Il. Retroactive Stamping
Promissory Note for Slave Hire (2.1)

Iron for the Confederacy (6.2)

Note for Purchase of Slave! (7.1)

l. Occupied Confederacy
Re-enlistment Bounty (1.1.2)
“One Corpse” (3.2)
Oath of Allegiance Required Before Sailing! (4.1)
Slavery in Occupied New Orleans! (4.1)
Shipment into Nearby “Insurrectionary Districts” (4.1)

Agreement to Work Abandoned Plantation for 2/3 Share (5.1)

Jailed for Selling Abandoned Cotton (5.2) Currency Conversion (27 to 1!) (7.3)

Plantation Lease Payable in 50¢ Cotton! (5.2) Conveyance Including Slaves (10.1)
Bermuda Hundred Receipt from Butler’s Bottled-Up Forces (8.2) “Adversity Usage”: 1820s Form Used 1864! (10.5)

Read me! Title page/plan, headings, epilog; special : or extraordinary IE' significance; : general comments

References to numbers recorded are based on the exhibitor’s census, four decades in the making.




(The following panels appear at the beginning of Part II, about halfway through the exhibit.)

II. Salt in the Wounds: Retroactive Stamping of Wartime Documents, 1865-1872

Recorded Examples of
Retroactive Stamping,
by State

Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Mississippi
N. Carolina
S. Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Virginia

The Quick Summary

By U.S. law, documents not properly stamped were “invalid
and of no effect.” For those made during the war in the
“rebellious states” of the Confederacy and still current, the
remedy was retroactive stamping. This has been recorded as
early as September 1865 and as late as 1871. Not all examples
conformed to the letter of the law, but if challenged in court,
even these would almost certainly have been held legal.

Examples are rare. The entire field consists of some 90 items,
more than half from Virginia and South Carolina.
Emerging Conclusions
As enumerated below on a case-by-case basis (“No Tax Due,”

Recorded Examples of
Retroactive Stamping,
by Document Type

Conveyance 39
Inland Exchange 30
Bond, Performance 14
Mortgage

Bank Check

Agreement

Bond, Surety

Certificate

Receipt

“Wrong Tax,” “Tax Omitted,” “Jumping the Gun,” “Limbo Total 97
Period”) and summarized in the Epilog, it emerges that the
parties effecting retroactive stamping were unaware of the most basic rules governing the
process, including: the date the taxes took effect; the applicable tax rates; and the time spans during which retroactive
stamping was authorized! Nevertheless it went forward.

Total

(The Complicated Details:)
1866: Retroactive Stamping Authorized

Retroactive stamping, without penalties, of instruments made more than a year earlier, “at a time when and at a place
where no collection district was established” (an oblique reference to the Confederacy, never acknowledged by that name
in U.S. official documents) was authorized effective July 13, 1866:

e Until December 31, 1866, by any interested party. Note this window was just six and a half months.

e Until July 31, 1867, by an Internal Revenue Collector, with remission of the $50 penalty for failure to stamp on
execution. (Previously this had been allowed only within twelve months of execution.) Even this proviso was in effect only a
little over a year. However if the penalty was paid, there was no time limit for post-stamping.

Legal Limbo, 1867-1870
After expiration of these time limits there was no legal basis for retroactive stamping of wartime documents without
payment of the $50 penalty to a Collector.
1870: Deadlines Extended to 1872
The Act of July 14, 1870, extended the previous deadlines by five years: for stamping by any party, to December 31 1871;
and for stamping by a Collector with the penalty remitted, to July 31, 1872, or within twelve months after execution.
Extension Made Retrospective

The Supreme Court case Pugh vs. McCormick, involving a Louisiana promissory note made in April 1863 and stamped
in October 1869, ruled that with respect to post-stamping by a Collector with penalty remitted, the Act of July 14, 1870,
was retrospective, i.e. it rendered legal retroactive stamping done after the previous deadlines but before its passage.

It is plausible to conclude that this ruling applied by extension to post-stamping by any interested party after the
previous deadline of December 31, 1866, but before passage of the Act of July 14, 1870.

(Shown at 90%)



Il. Retroactive Stamping: Exhibit Plan: Origin, Origin, Origin!

Just as for the Occupied Confederacy, retroactively stamped wartime documents are arranged by state.

1. Alabama

2. Arkansas
3. Florida

4. Georgia
Louisiana

5. Mississippi
6. N. Carolina
7. S. Carolina
8. Tennessee
9. Texas

10. E. Virginia
W. Virginia
Totals

Recorded Examples of Occupation
and Retroactive Stamping, by State

Occupied Retroactive

2

2
46
4
4

21

53
6

138

1
7

Yin and Yang

As tabulated and graphed here, the regions for which retroactively
stamped wartime documents have been recorded are the geographical
complement of the regions for which documents stamped in the
Occupied Confederacy have been seen.

Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina
and Texas, all states minimally occupied and for which only a handful
of occupation usages have been seen, now figure heavily in the tally of
retroactive stampings.

Conversely, Louisiana, Tennessee and West Virginia, each declared a
USIR collection district in 1862-3, and heavily represented in the list of
recorded occupation usages, account for just one retroactive stamping.

Only Virginia is heavily represented in both lists, consistent with the
fact that only about half of the state was ever under Federal control.

With hindsight this was predictable, nevertheless it is reassuring that
observation confirms prediction.

Numbers of Recorded Examples of Occupation
and Retroactive Stamping, by State

I

OCCUPATION

RETROACTIVE




