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Below is a remarkable purple RETURN TO WRITER message 
in a pointing hand handstamp all within a fancy grid which has the 

shape of a light bulb! It was used 
in Jerseyville, Illinois in �888 
and is the only one of this type I 
(and the editor) have ever seen. 
It is 4� mm. x 37.5 mm. A ques-
tion for other collectors would be 
whether anyone has this marking 
from any other post office?

The December 3, �9�8, cover below was from Hillman, Michi-
gan and was addressed to the Milwaukee Leader in Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin.

It bears two strikes of a handstamp that reads “MAIL TO THIS AD-
DRESS UNDELIVERABLE UNDER THE ESPIONAGE ACT.” In �9�7 the 
U.S. Congress passed the Espionage Act in which Title XII made 
unlawful “advocating of or urging treason, insurrection, or forcible 
resistance to any law of the U.S.” The editor of the Milwaukee 
Leader at the time, Victor Berger, was a Socialist and vehement 
critic of U.S. participation in the war. He wrote many anti-war 
editorials in the Leader, and as a result, PMG Albert S. Burleson, 
under provisions of the Espionage Act, revoked the newspaper’s 
second-class mailing privileges. Apparently this action also was 
applied to mail delivered to the Milwaukee Leader, as indicated 

by the auxilia-
ry mark on this 
cover.

Victor Berger 
was convicted of 
treason in�9�9, 
but the verdict 
was overturned 
by the Supreme 

You Light Up My Life
by Joe Crosby
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Seemingly, one cannot blink an eye or dot an i without pro-
ducing a new auxiliary marking or at least one that is totally new 
to the observer. 

Jerry Johnson, as AMC secretary, needed to communicate  
the announcement of the two AMC meetings that were taking 
place in Rochester, N.Y. and Norfolk, VA. Unfortunately, not all 
members have email so he had to snail mail some announcements, 

including one to one of our Canadian members. Rather than waste 
an envelope, he merely folded the announcement and franked it 
with the correct letter postage, apparently a no no. The auxiliary 
marking reads: manuscript “Return to Sender” and handstamped 
“INTERNATIONAL MAIL PREPAID AT THE LETTER RATE OF POSTAGE 
MUST BE PLACED IN ENVELOPES OR PREPARED IN PACKAGE FORM. 
IMM ��4.4” 

Ours definitely is not a stand-still type of organization, as our 
numbers and our goals are expanding. We’re over the century mark 
now, with ��7 member at the writing of this column.

I am pleased to announce that Richard Graham has agreed 
to allow us to use his name for the top Society award for auxiliary 
marking exhibits at our annual meeting. The first Richard B. 
Graham Award will be awarded by the Jury at ROPEX this June. 
There also will be an award for single frame exhibits of auxiliary 
markings available for the Jury to confer, called the President’s 
Award. I understand the ROPEX frames are filling rapidly, so 
join in the fun and get those interesting markings out there for the 
public to see and appreciate at our first annual meeting! 

Enough members (�5) attended AmeriStampExpo in Norfolk 
that we had an organizational meeting there. It was great to be 
able to put faces to names and to meet so many enthusiastic col-
lectors of auxiliary markings. A discussion of the definition of 
“auxiliary marking” ensued, followed by a spirited exploration 
of the many possible ways to organize the markings. Three brave 
souls volunteered to act as contact points to collate the auxiliary 
marking materials in their area of expertise. David Straight will 
cover markings on pneumatic mail (e.g. “damaged in tube No.�”), 
Tad Malkie will work on mail that explains the condition of the 
mail (e.g. “Fire in mail equipment”), and Kent Kobersteen will 

cover markings on air mail of the �9�0s and �930s. 
Since then another member, Dennis Ladd, came up with an 

idea to spearhead the process. He suggested we designate a Fea-
tured Marking of the Quarter. This marking variety is to be scanned 
or photocopied and images sent to the appointed person who will 
organize the materials and report back to the group. Dennis has 
volunteered to spearhead the first effort with pointing hands with 
the message “no such street,” “no such number,” and “no such 
office/town in state.” Electronic images can be sent as JPEG files 
to dladd@swlaw.edu. Xerox copies should be sent to Dennis Ladd, 
Government Documents, Southwestern University Library, 675 
South Westmoreland Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90005.

This quarter’s Pointing Finger Award of Recognition goes to 
Tony Wawrukiewicz and Doug Quine. Tony Wawrukiewicz is 
jazzed about the response to his first editing job, and reports he 
has gotten some really wonderful articles from our membership. 
Douglas Quine keeps reporting new members gleaned from our 
comprehensive web site. Congratulations Tony and Doug! In an 
organization like ours, communication is important. Our newslet-
ter and web site are the most important tools we have for effective 
communication. Both these volunteers are doing professional jobs 
with great enthusiasm. Thank you and bravo!
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To the Editor: Foreign and Manuscript Auxiliary Markings
by Alan Warren

The first issue of Auxiliary Markings looks like AMC is off 
to a good start. However, in looking through it, two questions 
came to mind.

The first question, on seeing that practically everything was 
devoted to United States material, was whether foreign auxiliary 
markings would be included by the Club as well (yes, see new 
Masthead, ed.). John Hotchner’s first press release assures us that 
U.S. as well as foreign markings will be covered. To that end I of-
fer this 1953 registered first day cover from Denmark. The boxed 
“S” is a handstamp marking indicating that the letter was being 
held at the Sonderbro post office in Copenhagen for pick up by 
the addressee, as it could not be delivered.

The handstamp and manuscript markings on the reverse serve 

the same purpose as in the United States. “Anmeldt” means the 
recipient was notified on October 16 and the letter was apparently 
claimed October ��. The blue manuscript “4�7” is believed to be 
the line in the registry book where the addressee had to sign when 
claiming the letter at the post office.

My second question, upon seeing all those handstamp and 
printed label markings in the journal, was whether manuscript 
markings are to be covered also (yes, see new Masthead - also see 
“A Challenge” on page 6 of the first newsletter, ed.). An example is 
seen in this 1949 registered Norway first day cover sent to Chicago. 
The handwritten notice at the left includes the letters “NIDDH.” 

When I obtained this cover several years ago, I asked a num-
ber of people what the letters stood for, including two founding 
members of the Auxiliary Markings Club, but to no avail. I finally 
figured it out when I saw a handwritten notice on a similar cover 
that had the words “Not in during delivery hours.”

I agree that auxiliary markings are an important aspect of 
postal history. They often convert an ordinary cover into a much 
more fascinating one.

Sincerely, Alan Warren

Editorial
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

Wow, in just three short months we have ��7 members! 
Thanks to everyone who has complimented me on the first 

newsletter. It will only get better as our members contribute more 
and more material to its content. As will be seen from this second 
newsletter, the members are already sending me some excellent 
material for publication. Keep up the good work. One reminder. I 
can and will work from black and white photocopies, but I will get 
better reproductions if I receive color photocopies. I wasn’t able 
to find space in this second newsletter for all the contributions I 
received, but they will get in subsequently. It’s nice to have more 
material than I can use (including my own).

I received some excellent input from members that is reflected 
in our improved masthead with foreign and manuscript markings 
now in place and added space at the margins so that the newsletter 

can be three-hole punched. 
From the Norfolk meeting, it is clear that our members have 

quite eclectic interests. There is no limit to the types of markings 
we collect. In fact, please look at the new bibliography entries.  I 
hope that they suggest to you members that no one wants to limit 
in any way what is collected by our membership. That is, any type 
and format of auxiliary marking can and will be discussed in 
our newsletter if the material is made available to me. 

Thanks to those who sent earlier usages of the machine cancel. 
I plan to put this information together into an article in the next 
newsletter.

A reminder: our club’s first annual meeting will be at ROPEX 
on June �8-�0, �004. Further information was presented in our 
first newsletter and is available on our club’s web site.   
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What was the Source of Some Early Handstamps?
by Leonard Piszkiewicz and Tony Wawrukiewicz

 As one collects various auxiliary markings and in particular as 
one collects handstamped auxiliary markings, a number of ques-
tions naturally arise. Is the handstamp unique to a particular city 

or was it used in multiple locations, and what was 
the earliest date in which it was used? The reg-
istered cover above (from the stamp issues used 
on the cover, the time frame looks like �870-73) 
was mailed from New York City (return address 
on back) to Chicago, Illinois. The domestic letter 
rate of 3¢/1/2ounce and the registry fee of 15¢ 

were paid. The cover reached Chicago and was then 
returned to New York City. Note the circular 21 1/2 
mm “RETURNED TO WRITER” marking just left of the 
stamp at upper right which is reproduced above. The 
readdressing that looks like forwarding is the sender’s 
address copied from the back. 

Next observe the Zevely advertisement at the right 
from a �874 U.S. Postal Bulletin that was copied from 
J. David Baker’s The Postal History of Indiana, Vol. 
�, p. 369. Obviously this and other handstamps used 
in Chicago were bought from him. The �879 post card 
displayed above demonstrates a Zevely forwarded 
marking from the same ad, used in two other cities, 
Wappingers Falls and Nantucket. From LP’s Chicago 
data and the other information, it would appear that 
these stamps from Zevely were used from about �870 
until the mid-�880s. Note that Zevely had a hand-
stamped Return to Writer pointing hand available!

As I (TW) collected forwarded material for my exhibit and 
book, I was always looking for earliest usages. The earliest for-
warded registered cover I found was from �878. The returned 
registered cover in this short article is the earliest such usage that 
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The Pointing Finger, Common but Scarce
by Charles A. Fricke

 The recent articles in the first issue of 
Auxiliary Marks prompt my presentation 
of a common pointing finger postal mark-
ing used in a scarce manner.

My extensive collection of postally 
used picture postcards allows me to illus-
trate why certain types of postal markings 
are common on one type of mail and really 
scarce to rare when used on other types.

This happens to be the situation with 
the finding of the pointing finger marking 
on picture postcards. This event, common-
ly seen on other mail types, rarely occurs 
on picture postcards because it requires a 
number of simultaneous circumstances to 
be present. See, for instance, the picture 
postcard mailed from Elyria, Ohio on 
October 3�, �9�5, to Otego, N.Y. 

First, the postcard has to have an ad-
dress so as to make it undeliverable to the 
addressee, as was true for this post card.

That is, the card shown in the figure is 
a card where the original address of Otego, 
N.Y. evidently was not sufficient to reach 
the addressee. The card shows a magenta 
“ADVERTISED” handstamp in the address 
section of the card. Evidently the advertis-
ing notice in the local Otega newspaper 
was either missed or Miss Clara was no 

longer in the 
area.

Just below 
the advertised 
handstamp is 
a pen marking 
of December 
�, �9�5. But 
both the hand-
stamp and the 
date have been 
scratched out 
by pen. This 
then leads to 
the pointing 
finger situa-
tion.

That is, this picture postcard is one 
of the rare such items where the sender 
actually added their return address on the 
card. This time it probably came about as 
the message indicates that the writer had a 
new job in Elyria and wanted Miss Clara 
to know about it. 

Consequently the Otego, N.Y. post 
office, in their futile attempt to deliver the 
card by advertising, now sent the card to 
be returned to the writer by handstamping 
it with a magenta pointing finger reading 

“RETURNED TO WRITER,” with an adjacent 
handstamp “UNCLAIMED.” This  was 
done not once but twice with the partial 
hand-stamp pointing directly to the return 
address.

The Otego, N.Y. post office certainly 
was diligent in its efforts to try and com-
plete its duty to deliver the picture post 
card under trying conditions. As such it 
makes for a nice elusive example of the re-
turn of a picture postcard to the sender us-
ing a pointing finger and an “UNCLAIMED” 
handstamp.

As many of us do, I collect all the 
examples of returned or undeliverable as 
addressed mail I can find. Often one is 
lucky enough to get multiple items from a 
single mailing, and in such a case one sees 
a number of interesting and sometimes 
mystifying markings. Before I discuss my 
most recent find, I need to introduce basic 
information about how discounted unde-
liverable as addressed mail is now handled. 
The major methods in place at present 
were introduced on February �7, �985, 
and these are similar to those introduced on 
July �, �997, which I now delineate. What 
follows may seem complex but is easier 
to understand if one keeps in mind that 
it’s the endorsement on the discounted 
item that defines how it is handled. 

As of July �, �997, the endorsements 
for Standard Mail A (was third-class mail 
until July �, �996) changed. The manner 
in which Standard Mail A was handled if 
it were undeliverable as addressed is given 
in what follows. In these descriptions, the 

Figure 1. This December 31, 1997, Standard A (third-class) item was mailed by permit via 
the regular, bulk Standard A rate, endorsed Address Correction Requested. Therefore, since 
it was undeliverable (“MOVED LEFT NO ADDRESS”), the piece was returned with the 
reason for nondelivery attached, and the Standard Mail A weighted fee was charged. This 
was the factor 2.472 x the 55¢ Standard Mail A rate for less than 2 ounces or $1.36. 

The Weighted Standard A (Third-Class) Undeliverable Mail/Address Correction Fee
by Tony Wawrukiewicz
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phrase weighted fee means the appropri-
ate Standard Mail A single-piece rate, 
multiplied by 2.472 and rounded up to 
the next whole cent. This weighted fee is 
computed for each piece individually.

As of that date, if a Standard Mail A 
item had no endorsement, the piece was 
disposed of by the United States Postal 
Service.

If a Standard Mail A item was endorsed 
Address Service Requested, for the first 12 
months, it was forwarded at no charge. A 
separate notice of the new address was 
provided to the mailer, and the address 
correction fee was charged. During months 
�3-�8, the piece was returned with the new 
address attached to it, and only the Stan-
dard Mail A weighted fee was charged (the 
address correction fee was not charged). 
After month �8, or if the item was unde-
liverable, the piece was returned with the 
reason for nondelivery attached, and only 
the Standard Mail A weighted fee was 
charged (the address correction fee was 
not charged). 

This preceding paragraph explains how 
the December 3�, �997, less than or equal 
to two ounce, Standard A third-class item 
illustrated in the Figure � was handled. As 
it was endorsed Address Service Requested 
and was undeliverable (“MOVED LEFT 
NO ADDRESS”), the piece was returned 
with the reason for nondelivery attached, 
and the Standard Mail A weighted fee 
correctly was charged. This was the factor 
�.47� x the 55¢ Standard Mail A rate for a 
less than � ounces item or $�.35960. Note 
that the amount is always rounded up to the 
next whole cent, or to $�.36 in this case. 

If a Standard Mail A item was endorsed 
Forwarding Service Requested, for the first 
�� months it was forwarded at no charge. 
During months �3-�8, the piece was re-
turned with the new address attached to 
it, and only the Standard Mail A weighted 
fee was charged (the address correction 
fee was not charged). After month �8, or if 
the item was undeliverable, the piece was 
returned with the reason for nondelivery 
attached, and only the Standard Mail A 
weighted fee was charged (the address 
correction fee was not charged). 

If a Standard Mail A item was endorsed 
Return Service Requested, the piece was 
returned with the new address or the rea-
son for nondelivery was attached. Only 
the Standard Mail A weighted fee was 
charged (the address correction fee was 
not charged). 

If a Standard Mail A item was endorsed 
Change Service Requested, a separate 
notice of the new address or the reason 
for nondelivery was provided, and, in 

either case, the address correction fee was 
charged. The piece was disposed of by the 
United States Postal Service.

As of January �0, �999, the single-
piece third-class rate was eliminated, 
and the following endorsement changes 
occurred.

If a Standard Mail A item is endorsed 
Address Service Requested, for the first 12 
months it is forwarded at no charge to the 
addressee. A separate address correction 
notice (ACS) of the new address is provid-
ed to the mailer. The address correction fee 
is charged. During months �3-�8, the piece 
is returned with the new address attached 
to it and only the weighted fee charged 
(the single-piece first-class or priority 
mail rate as applicable for the weight of 
piece charged multiplied by 2.472 and 
rounded up to the next whole cent. This 
weighted fee is computed for each piece 
individually. The address correction fee is 
not charged). After month �8, or if the item 
is undeliverable, the piece is returned with 
the reason for nondelivery attached, and 
only the weighted fee charged (the address 
correction fee is not charged).

If a Standard Mail A item is endorsed 
Forwarding Service Requested, for the first 
�� months it is forwarded at no charge to 
the addressee. During months �3-�8, the 
piece is returned with the new address 
attached to it and only the weighted fee 
charged (single-piece first-class or prior-
ity mail rate as applicable for the weight 
of piece charged multiplied by �.47� and 
rounded up to the next whole cent. The 
weighted fee is computed for each piece 
individually, address correction fee is not 
charged). After month �8, or if the item is 
undeliverable, the piece is returned with 
the reason for nondelivery attached, and 
only the weighted fee charged (the address 
correction fee is not charged). 

This process at �3-�8 months is il-
lustrated by the January �8, �003, NON-
PROFIT, Standard A item in Figure �. It 
was mailed by permit via the nonprofit, 
bulk Standard A rate, endorsed Forward-
ing Service Requested. Therefore, since it 
was undeliverable (“FWD TIME EXP”), 
the piece was returned with the reason for 
nondelivery  and the new address attached, 
and the Standard Mail A weighted fee was 
charged. This was the factor �.47� x the 
37¢ first-class rate for less than 1 ounce 
or 9�.464¢ which was correctly rounded 
up to 9�¢.

If a Standard Mail A item is endorsed 
Return Service Requested, the piece is re-
turned with the new address or the reason 
for nondelivery attached. Only return post-
age at the single-piece first-class or priority 
mail rate as applicable for the weight of 
piece charged (the address correction fee 
is not charged).

It is perhaps interesting that the phrase 
weighted fee is not given on the labels 
which charged it. However, one of the 
items in the group which included the 
mailing in Figure � actually had a hand-
stamp (Figure 3) which mentioned this 
fact.

I doubt that the factor �.47� is an arbi-
trary one, but I cannot explain it. Presum-
ably it represents a penalty for an address 
correction for the less expensive discount 
mail services.

Figure 2. This January 18, 2003, NON-PROFIT, Standard A item was mailed by permit via 
the nonprofit, bulk Standard A rate, endorsed Forwarding Service Requested. Therefore, 
since it was undeliverable (“FWD TIME EXP”), the piece was returned with the reason for 
nondelivery and the new address attached, and the Standard Mail A weighted fee was charged. 
This was the factor 2.472 x the 37¢ first-class rate for less than 1 ounce, or 91.464¢, which was 
correctly rounded up to 92¢.

Figure 3. Weighted Fee handstamp indicating 
that Undeliverable mail/Address Correction 
Fee for Standard A items is weighted.
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ADDRESS CHANGE:
 (�) Address Change, The Postal History of the AEF, �9�7-�9�3, Theo. Van Dam, ed., American Philatelic Society, �980, 
  pg 78.

ADVERTISED:
 (3) Markings on Advertised Letters to �870, James W. Milgram, M.D. and N. Leonard Perrson, The American Philatelist,  
  May �979, pp 405-�� and June �979, pp 506-��.
 (4) ADVERTISED MARKINGS , American Stampless Cover Catalog, Fourth Edition, Vol. III, David G. Phillips Publishing  
  Co., Inc., �993, pg �63.

CENSOR MARKINGS:
 (�) Navy Censor Marks of the World War (�9�7-�8), CYCLOPEDIA OF UNITED STATES POSTMARKS AND POSTAL  
  HISTORY, Edited by Delf Norona, Quarterman Publications, Inc., �935, pp 70-87.
 (�) Censorship, The Postal History of the AEF, �9�7-�9�3, Theo. Van Dam, ed., American Philatelic Society, �980, pp 75- 
  6, ��4-8, �73-�80.

CIRCULAR:
 (�) CIRCULAR MARKINGS , American Stampless Cover Catalog, Fourth Edition, Vol. III, David G. Phillips Publishing  
  Co., Inc., �993, pp �63-4.

DECEASED:
 (�) Deceased, The Postal History of the AEF, �9�7-�9�3, Theo. Van Dam, ed., American Philatelic Society, �980, pp 77-8.

DROP:
 (�) DROP, American Stampless Cover Catalog, Fourth Edition, Vol. III, David G. Phillips Publishing Co., Inc., �993, pg 
�64.

EXCHANGE MARKINGS:
 (�) EXCHANGE MARKINGS ON INTERNATIONAL MAIL, American Stampless Cover Catalog, Fourth Edition, Vol. II,  
  David G. Phillips Publishing Co., Inc., �987, pp 98-��0.

EXPRESS MAIL:
 (�) EXPRESS MAIL MARKINGS of �836-9 and �845, American Stampless Cover Catalog, Fourth Edition, Vol. II, David  
  G. Phillips Publishing Co., Inc., �987, pp �58-�60.

FALSE REPRESENTATION:

BIBLIOGRAPHY 
for Auxiliary markings - New Entries

As I (TW) mentioned in the first newsletter, this bibliography 
is a work in progress. The entries listed below are all new ones 
which will be added to the complete list on our web site. I have 
a large number of entries still to make, but I will use only two 
pages in each newsletter for the additions. I appreciate the input 
I have gotten from many members.

Auxiliary Markings - Definition

Postal marking applied to covers by handstamp, machine 
cancellation, a stick-on label, manuscript markings, or by 
mechanical or electronic methods such as addressograph 
or computer, indicating that the covers were given special 
attention due to some special circumstance. A broad defini-
tion would include accompanying postal service letters, and 
ambulance covers in which damaged or misdirected mail has 
at times been delivered, and markings placed on covers by 
institutions other than the postal service, such as the military, 
prisons, hotels, etc. Auxiliary Markings are sometimes known 
as Instructional Markings or Supplementary Markings. This 
definition can always be found on our web site: www.
postal-markings.org. 
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Richard B. Graham Award 
for Excellence in Exhibiting Auxiliary Markings

Criteria: The Auxiliary Markings Club sponsors this award 
to recognize the exhibiting of auxiliary markings. The exhibit 
must have won a national Silver Award or better and include a 
significant percentage of auxiliary markings. The award is open 
to any exhibit in the open competition class. Membership in the 
Auxiliary Marking Club or the sponsoring organization of the 
exhibition is not a requirement for winning the award.

President’s Award 
for Excellence in Exhibiting Auxiliary Markings

Criteria: The Auxiliary Markings Club sponsors this award 
to recognize the exhibiting of auxiliary markings. The exhibit 
must have won a national Silver Award or better and include a 
significant percentage of auxiliary markings. The award is open 
to any exhibit in the single frame competition class. Membership 
in the Auxiliary Marking Club or the sponsoring organization of 
the exhibition is not a requirement for winning the award.
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 (�) Later �0th Century “False Representation Handstamps”, James H. Patterson, self-published, �988.  

FORWARDERS, PRIVATE, MARKINGS:
 (�) FORWARDERS, PRIVATE, MARKINGS, American Stampless Cover Catalog, Fourth Edition, Vol. II, David G. Phillips  
  Publishing Co., Inc., �987, pg ��0.

FORWARDING:
 (�) “United States Postal Cards Used Domestically and “Redirected”, �874-�9�5”, Henry J. Berthelot,  The Congress Book  
  2001, The American Philatelic Congress, Inc., pp �0-5�.
  The article covers forwarded, misdirected and missent markings.
 (3) FORWARDING, American Stampless Cover Catalog, Fourth Edition, Vol. III, David G. Phillips Publishing Co., Inc.,  
  �993, pp �64-5.
 (4) Forwarded, The Postal History of the AEF, �9�7-�9�3, Theo. Van Dam, ed., American Philatelic Society, �980, pp 79-
80.

FREE:
 (�) FREE, American Stampless Cover Catalog, Fourth Edition, Vol. III, David G. Phillips Publishing Co., Inc., �993, 
  pp �66-7.

GENERAL REFERENCES:
   (7) SAN FRANCISCO POSTAL MARKINGS, �847-�900, John M. Mahoney, La Posta Monograph Series, Volume 8, 
�99�.
   (8) Postmarks on Postcards: An Illustrated Guide to Early �0th Century U.S. Postmarks, Revised, Second Edition, La Posta  
  Publications, �00�. Chapter �5: “Collecting Ancillary & Auxiliary Markings;” Chapter 9: “Misuse of Special  
  Purpose  Handstamps.” 
   (9) COLLECT BRITISH POSTMARKS, Sixth Edition, Dr. J.T. Whitney, British Postmark Society, �993. 
 (�0) IRISH POSTMARKS SINCE �840, James A. MacKay, self-published, �98�.  
 (��) The Postal Markings of the Canal Zone, Lawson P. Entwistle, Canal Zone Study Group, �98�, pp 64-��3. 
 (��) Chicago Postal Markings, CYCLOPEDIA OF UNITED STATES POSTMARKS AND POSTAL HISTORY, Edited by  
  Delf Norona, Quarterman Publications, Inc., �935, pp 338-46. 
 (�3) UNITED STATES CANCELLATIONS, Hubert Skinner and Amos Eno, American Philatelic Society, �980, pp 3�6-47.

HELD FOR POSTAGE:
 (�) Held-for-Postage Domestic letters and Improper Stamps, �855-�934, CYCLOPEDIA OF UNITED STATES POST 
  MARKS AND POSTAL HISTORY, Edited by Delf Norona, Quarterman Publications, Inc., �935, pp ��3-9.
 (�) HELD FOR POSTAGE, American Stampless Cover Catalog, Fourth Edition, Vol. III, David G. Phillips Publishing  
  Co., Inc., �993, pg �68.

HOTEL MARKINGS:
 (�) HOTEL MARKINGS, American Stampless Cover Catalog, Fourth Edition, Vol. II, David G. Phillips Publishing Co.,  
  Inc., �987, pp 75-8.

INDEPENDENT MAIL COMPANIES:
 (�) INDEPENDENT MAIL SERVICE MARKINGS, American Stampless Cover Catalog, Fourth Edition, Vol. II, David G.  
  Phillips Publishing Co., Inc., �987, pp 5-34.

LOCAL POSTS:
 (�) LOCAL CITY DELIVERY POST MARKINGS, American Stampless Cover Catalog, Fourth Edition, Vol. II, David G.  
  Phillips Publishing Co., Inc., �987, pp 57-74.

MISDIRECTED:
 (�) “United States Postal Cards Used Domestically and “Redirected”, �874-�9�5”, Henry J. Berthelot,  The Congress Book  
  2001, The American Philatelic Congress, Inc., pp �0-5�.

MISSENT:
 (�) “United States Postal Cards Used Domestically and “Redirected”, �874-�9�5”, Henry J. Berthelot,  The Congress Book  
  2001, The American Philatelic Congress, Inc., pp �0-5�.
 (�) MISSENT AND FORWARDED, American Stampless Cover Catalog, Fourth Edition, Vol. III, David G. Phillips Publish- 
  ing Co., Inc., �993, pg �65.

NO RECORD:
 (�) No Record, The Postal History of the AEF, �9�7-�9�3, Theo. Van Dam, ed., American Philatelic Society, �980, pp 8�, 
�3�.
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