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AMC President Message  
by Nancy B. Clark

You have heard me talk of Bylaw preparation. This mailing 
carries your copy of the proposed Bylaws and Constitution for 
the Auxiliary Markings Club. Your Board has spent a great deal 
of time and energy working to make documents which work for 
this group. Please vote and return your ballot to me soonest. You 
can either tri-fold the ballot, seal it with tape, and mail as is, or 
enclose it in a separate envelope.

We’ve had several health challenges within the Board this past 
quarter. Mike Strother has decided to resign his position due to 
these concerns. Out best wishes go to him. He started us on the 
Constitution and Bylaws construction and will be missed.

It is time for a Nominating Committee to go into action. 
Please notify Tony Wawrukiewicz or David Straight by August 
�5th in order to place names on the ballot in the October issue 
of the newsletter. If you are interested in service to the club in a 
leadership role, please DO offer your name up in nomination. We 
have to allow sufficient time for the ballot to be included in the 
publication, and have to check with all nominees to see if they 
are willing to run (recommend you check with the member before 

you submit their name!).
Peter Baker was awarded the first Auxiliary Markings Club 

Award of Merit at Westpex 2005 for his entry Censor Marks, 
Cachets & Postal Markings of the Free French 1940 – 45. Con-
gratulations to Peter!

Our second Annual Meeting will be at Southeastern Stamp 
Show, formerly Peach State Stamp Show. We hope you will come, 
meet the Society leaders, and perhaps become one yourself. By 
all means consider entering an exhibit of your material. The show 
information is available at: http://www.stampclubs.com/sestamp-
show.htm. Remember, this is your society’s meeting, so we offer 
the Richard B. Graham Award for the best multi-frame and the 
President’s Award for the best single-frame exhibit. If our first 
annual meeting is to be a guide, lots of swapping and gathering 
for informational as well as social reasons can be anticipated. 
Consider a trip to the sunny South this fall to see your fellow 
members’ fun and fascinating material and enjoy Southern hos-
pitality.     Nancy Clark

Second Annual Meeting
Our second Annual Meeting will be at Southeastern Stamp 

Show, formerly Peach State Stamp Show, from September 
23-5, 2005. We hope you will come, meet the Society lead-
ers, and perhaps become one yourself. By all means consider 
entering an exhibit of your material. The show information is 
available at: http://www.stampclubs.com/sestampshow.htm. 
The Club’s awards will be offered there.

Auxiliary Markings Club -  
Award of Merit

First awarded to Peter Baker at Westpex 2005 for his entry 
Censor Marks, Cachets & Postal Markings of the Free French 
1940 – 45.  Since awarded to Ralph Nafziger at Pipex 2005 
for his entry First Day Covers in the Mailstream and to Alfred 
Kugel at Ropex 2005 for his entry The Allied Intervention in 
Russia 1918-1925. Congratulations to all three!
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It is becoming clear that the number of 
auxiliary markings out there is phenom-
enal. Therefore, any knowledge that we 
can obtain of entities that supplied such 
markings on a national or regional basis to 
multiple post offices is helpful in catego-
rizing them as multi-city markings.

An earlier article, ‘What was the 
Source of Some Early Handstamps,’ 
from the April 2004 Auxiliary Markings 
discussed such a source, Zevely, who ad-
vertised his wares in the U.S. Postal Bul-
letin. What are some other early sources 
of handstamps that could be ordered and 
used at multiple post offices?

David Straight and I are in the midst 
of writing a book concerning Post Office 
Department Forms used in furthering the 
mails or other POD services. 

David recently visited the U.S. Postal 
Service library in Washington, D.C. and 
located lists of postal supplies from July �, 
�909, June �, �9�4, April �, �923 and July 
�, �932. Among the supplies available to 
post offices were many handstamps with 
auxiliary markings. Even if one didn’t 
know the format of the actual stamped 
message, the lists of messages available 
are, we believe, informative and will be 
given here.

However, we believe that one can 
intuit the format from three factors: that 
the first letter of the message is capitalized 
but usually the remaining words are totally 
in lower case, that the same serifed font 
is used, and that the messages usually end 
in a period. 

As you will see the lists also became 
much more extensive with time and yet 
tend to repeat themselves somewhat. 
Therefore, as discussed later, we omit 
most duplication. The handstamps from 
the lists were rubber stamps.

The first list we have is from 1909, but 

List of Office Supplies (Auxiliary Marking Handstamps) Available from POD, 190?-1930’s
by Tony Wawrukiewicz and David L. Straight

there are examples known used earlier so 
one must assume that these supplies were 
available earlier and that supply lists ex-
ist before �909. Another way to look at 
it is that the lists we have found are only 
four of many that were printed and there-
fore give us only some primitive idea of 
when general auxiliary marking stamps 
were available from the POD. Two such 
early examples, one from �903, are now 
listed. They correspond, we believe, to 
�909(#�)/�9�4(#�)/�923(#2)/�932(2) and 
�909(#3)/�9�4(#3), respectively.

The handstamp list that follows is from 
the �909 List of Postal Supplies. It is not 
complete in that we have chosen to not list 
handstamps which we believe were not 
related in some way to mail movement and 
would not be found on artifacts related to 
the movement of the U.S. mails. 

 Stamps available on or before 
               July 1, 1909   

(�) Forwarded.    
(2) Return to writer.   
(3) Unclaimed.    
(4) Unknown.    
(5) Advertised.    
(6) Postage due, ____ cents.  
(7) Postage due, 2 cents.   
(8) Missent to ______.   
(9) Held for postage.   
(10) No such post-office in State named. 
(��) Return all papers with your reply. 
(�2) Registered.    
(�3) Held for better address.  
(�4) Returned for postage.  
(�5) This is the mail for which you sent 
postage.     

(�6) Postage subsequently paid by writer. 
(�7) Moved. Left no address.  
(�8) Refused.    
(�9) Special delivery.   
(20) Forwarded---Fee not claimed.  
(21) Fee claimed by office of first address. 
(22) Do not use this envelope or wrapper 
again.     
(23) Advise correspondents or publishers of 
your correct address.   
(24) No such number.   
(25) Can not be found.   
(26) Closed against inspection.  
(27) To avoid delay in your delivery have 
your mail addressed to street and No., P.O. 
box, or general delivery.   
(28) Second notice. No reply to first notice 
mailed ______.    
(29) Not issued.    
(30) Damaged by cancelling machine. 
(3�) Returned for better address.  
(32) Not for carrier No. _____.  
(33) Deceased.    
(34) Not for R. D. No. ______.  
(35) Foreign.    
(36) Postmaster.    
(37) Return to writer (Unclaimed). Hand 
Index.     
(38) Unmailable.    
(39) Nothing written in the space for ad-
dress.     
(40) Parcel post.    
(4�) Postage due, � cent.   
(42) Duplicate.    
(43) First class.    
(44) Night service.   
(45) Second class.   
(46) Third class.    
(47) Fourth class.    
(48) Postage due, 4 cents.   
(49) Important: To avoid delay and errors in 
delivery, advise correspondents and publish-
ers that your mail should be addressed to 
_____ R.D. No. _____.   
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(50) Received in bad condition at ____. 
(5�) Missent to _____ and forwarded to 
paying office.    
(52) Received without address at _____. 
(53) Found in ordinary mail.  
(54) Received unsealed at _____.  
(55) Received without contents at _____. 
(56) No such street in _____.  
(�27) Sender claims no writing enclosed. 
(�28) Fraudulent: Mail to this address 
returned by order of the Postmaster-Gen-
eral.

The example which follows was used 
in �920 and corresponds to �909(#7)/�9�
4(#7)/�923(#6)/�932(#8).

The example given below corresponds 
to �909(#22)/�9�4(#22)/�923(#70)/�932(
#99) and was used in �927. 

The blank spaces to be filled in shown 
in the �909 supply list were shown as a 
straight line while those in the �923 and 
�932 lists were shown as dotted lines. 
We have seen no examples of this type of 
POD-provided auxiliary mark so we do 
not know if these variations were also both 
used in the actual markings.

The listing of handstamps from the 
�9�4 List of Postal Supplies which follows 
is an abbreviated one of only new moving-
of-mails related listings because much of 
the list duplicates the �909 one.

Stamps available on or before 
               June 1, 1914   
(�6) Postage subsequently paid by send-
er.     
(24) Registered No. ___ .   
(56) Please have box erected or have slot 
cut in door.    
(�45) Personal receipt demanded,  
(�46) Deliver to address only.  
(147) Deficiency in address. Supplied by 
post office at ___ .   
(�48) Withdrawn before dispatch.  
(�49) Not in directory.   
(�5�) Name repeated in directory.  
(�52) Not in the registered mail.  
(�53) No such number/street.  
(�54) Out of business.   
(�55) Not returnable.   
(�57) Misdirected.   
(158) Insufficient address.   

(�59) Return receipt requested.  
(�60) Supposed liable to customs duty. 
(�6�) Illegible.    
(�62) Fictitious.    
(�63) Canceled.    
(�64) Fragile.    
(�65) Insured.    
(�66) Perishable.    
(�68) C.O.D.    
(�69) C.O.D. No.

Due sender, $ ___ .
M.O. Fee,       ___ .
 Total  ___ .   

(�72) Delivery delayed on account of in-
complete address.    
(�74) If you wish your mail delivered by 
carrier, have it addressed to street and 
number.     
(175) Examined at mailing office; contains 
only fourth-class mail.   
(�76) Eggs.    
(�77) Remailed after delivery.  
 Not in registered mail.

Because so many changes occurred, 
all the handstamps from the �923 List of 
Postal Supplies related to moving-of-mails 
are listed.

 
Stamps available on or before 
               April 1, 1923   

(�) Reason for nondelivery checked. Re-
turn to writer.   

Unclaimed .......  Unknown .......
Deceased ...... For better address......
Moved; left no address.... .  Re-

fused.....
No such post office in State named.... 
(2) Forwarded.    
(3) Advertised.    
(4) Postage due, ...... cents.   
(5) Postage due, � cent.   
(6) Postage due, 2 cents.   
(7) Postage due, 3 cents.   
(8) Postage due, 4 cents.   
(9) Held for postage.   
(�0) Returned for postage.   
(��) Fraudulent Mail to this address 
returned by order of the Postmaster Gen-
eral.     
(�2) This is the mail for which you sent 
postage.     
(�3) Postage subsequently paid by writ-
er.      
(�4) Held for better address.  
(�5) To avoid delay in your delivery have 
your mail addressed to street and No., P.O. 
box, or general delivery.   
(16) Second notice. No reply to first notice 
mailed.     

(�7) Nothing written in the space for ad-
dress.     
(�8) Delayed because of incomplete 
address. Advise correspondents and pub-
lishers to address your mail to street and 
number, or to rural route and box.  
(�9) Received without address at ...... 
(20) Found in ordinary mail.  
(2�) Received unsealed at ......  
(22) Please have box erected or have slot 
cut in door.    
(23) Received without contents at ...... 
(24) Advise correspondents or publishers 
of your correct address.   
(25) Can not be found.   
(26) Unmailable.    
(27) Received in bad condition at ...... 
(28) Damaged by canceling machine. 
(29) Received in damaged condition. 
(30) Personal receipt demanded.  
(3�) Deliver to addressee only.  
(32) Deficiency in address supplied at post 
office at ......    
(33) Withdrawn before dispatch.  
(34) Specially held.   
(35) Not in directory.   
(36) Name repeated in directory.  
(37) Out of business.   
(38) Night service.   
(39) Not returnable.   
(40) No such number./No such street. 
(4�) Not regular.    
(42) Misdirected.    
(43) Insufficient address.   
(44) Supposed liable to customs duty. 
(45) Illegible.    
(46) Fictitious.    
(47) Cancelled.    
(48) Delivery delayed on account of in-
complete address.   
(49) If you wish your mail delivered by 
carrier, have it addressed to street and 
number.     
(50) Examined at mailing time; contains 
only fourth-class mail.   
(5�) Remailed after delivery. Not in reg-
istered mail.    
(52) Sender unknown.   
(53) Fee paid, 3 cents.   
(54) Fee paid, 5 cents.   
(55) Fee paid, �0 cents.   
(56) Fee paid, 25 cents.   
(57) Forwarded, fee not claimed.  
(58) Fee claimed by office of the first ad-
dress.     
(59) Special delivery.   
(60) Missent to ......   
(6�) Not for carrier No. ......  
(62) Not for R.D. No. ......   
(63) Postmaster.    
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(64) Return all papers with your reply. 
(65) Registered.    
(66) R.     
(67) Registered No. ......   
(68) Not in the registered mail.  
(69) Return receipt requested.  
(70) Do not use this envelope or wrapper 
again.     
(7�) Closed against inspection.  
(72) Parcel post.    
(73) Sender claims no writing enclosed. 
(74) Fragile.    
(75) Insured.    
(76) Perishable.    
(77) C.O.D.    
(78) C.O.D. No. ......

Due sender, $ ......
M.O. Fee,       ......
    ___
Total  ......   

(79) Eggs.    
(80) Sender claims nothing fragile or per-
ishable enclosed.    
(8�) Butter.    
(82) First class.    
(83) Second class.   
(84) Third class.    
(85) Fourth class.    
      
        Stamps available on or before 

         July 1, 1932
There is so much duplication between 

the �923 and �932 lists that the duplicated 
handstamps’ messages are not listed. 
(5) Postage due, �/2 cent.   
(7) Postage due, � �/2 cents.  
(9) Postage due, 2 �/2 cents.  
(��) Postage due, 3 �/2 cents.  
(�3) Postage due, 4 �/2 cents.  
(�4) Postage due, _ _ _ _ cents.

  Demurrage due _ _ _ _ cents.
        Total _ _ _ _ _ cents.   
(�5) Demurrage paid.   
(�8) Return and forwarding postage guar-
anteed.    
(2�) Postage subsequently paid by send-
er. 
(7�) Fee paid, _ _ _ _ cents.  
(74) Fee paid, 8 cents.   
(76) Fee paid, �5 cents.   
(77) Fee paid, 20 cents.   
(79) Fee paid, 35 cents.  
(80) Special delivery fee paid, _ _ _  
cents. 
(8�) Special handling.   
(89) Not for Rural Route No. _ _ _ _ _ . 
(97) Return receipt requested, showing 
address where delivered.   
(98) Return receipt requested. Fee paid. 
(�06) Fragile---Liquid.   

(�08) C.O.D.  No. _ _ _ _ 
    Due sender _ _ _ _ $ _ _ _ _
    M.O. fee _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _  
                  ____

__
    Total _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _    

(230) Returned for additional postage. 
(233) Via Air Mail.   
(234) Mailed on Rural Route.  
(235) If second attempt to deliver is de-
sired, send _ _ _ _ _ cents to cover postage 
at local rates.    
(246) Small packet.   
(247) Small packet. 

    Collect �5 cents.   
(248) Letter package.

    Collect �0 cents.   
(250) Parcel Post

    Collect �5 cents.   
(255) Decede (deceased).   
(256) En voyage (traveling).  
(257) Inconnu (unknown).  
(258) Non reclame (unclaimed).  
(259) Parti (removed).   
(260) Refuse (refused).   
(26�) Retour (return to writer).  
    

The example which follows was 
introduced in �925, when postage rates 
changed, and items franked with � �/2¢ 
were common. That is, of the three lists 
we have seen, it was first seen on the 1932 
list as �932(#7) but actually was available 
and used as early as �925. 

In the �909 United States Official 
Postal Guide there are 60,144 Post Offices 
listed. 398 were �st class and �707 were 
2nd class offices (total 2105). In addition 
there were 5097 3rd class post offices and 
52,942 4th class offices. At which of these 
post offices were these handstamps used? 
Certainly they were not used at all or even 
a majority of them because there are so 
many other handstamps used from �900 
until the �930’s.

This question is partially answered on 
page 55 of the �909 List of Postal Sup-
plies where instructions are given for the 
ordering of miscellaneous rubber stamps. 
After explaining which forms to use when 
ordering, the following statement is given:  
“Miscellaneous rubber stamps with such 
wording or lettering as may be required 
will be furnished in limited quantities 
to offices of the first and second classes. 
When these stamps are ordered, refer-
ence should be made to the list of stock 

stamps (listed in this article), to which 
postmasters will confine their requests as 
far as possible. Third-class offices will be 
furnished with miscellaneous stamps from 
stock only.”

Our conclusion from this statement is 
that we should expect to find these rubber 
handstamps used by all 3rd class post of-
fices and often by second and first class of-
fices, although perhaps in a modified form 
such as with the addition of the name of 
the post office. Some aspects of these two 
conclusions are supported by the auxiliary 
marking that follows. It is the auxiliary 
marking �909(#�5) from �st class post 
offices, that has been customized. This 
customized stock item is on a �9�2 post 
card from Springfield, Massachusetts.

We do not know about the use of stock 
Post Office Department auxiliary marking 
rubber stamps in 4th class post offices. We 
do know from a search of the government 
documents literature, that a separate sup-
ply list was issued to 4th class post offices 
in �909. Since we have been unable to 
locate a copy yet, we do not know whether 
or not rubber handstamps were supplied to 
4th class post offices – we need to continue 
searching for the missing catalog. 

However, as we and other collectors 
find examples of these markings we need 
to check the P.O. Guides as to the size 
of a particular post office. Finding these 
stock markings from several 4th class of-
fices would suggest that the list of stock 
hand stamps was also furnished to those 
offices.

In conclusion, as illustrated here and 
in an earlier Auxiliary Markings, even as 
early as �870 there were general suppliers 
of extensive lists of auxiliary markings. 
The general supplier shown here, operat-
ing from about �900 to at least the �930’s, 
was the U.S. POD. It is our opinion, from 
the limited covers with auxiliary mark-
ings that we two own, that there are other 
early general suppliers of handstamps to 
be discovered. 

Please note that we would be pleased 
to illustrate, in subsequent Auxiliary Mark-
ings, any other examples of handstamps 
from these lists of supplies that readers 
locate. If possible, it would be pertinant 
to know the class of post office that used 
the handstamp.    
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Returned for Better Address/Directions or Returned to Sender
by Leonard Piszkiewicz and Tony Wawrukiewicz

One of us (Len) is writing a book concerned with how the 
Chicago Post Office functioned. By extension he has learned 
much about the functioning of the U.S. Post Office Department 
from the �830’s through the �960’s.

One area which confuses many, including one of us (Tony), 
is the difference between how letters and post cards are handled 
at different types of post offices.

When a writer brings a letter or post card to a post office to 
be mailed to an addressee, this location is called the mailing post 
office. It is then sent on to a delivery post office which delivers 
it to its final address. There can be transit (i.e., intermediate post 
offices) involved in the transport of an item. Also, in the case of 
a local letter, the delivery post office can be the same one as the 
mailing office.

What we are concerned about in this article is two different 
ways that a post office handles the letter or a post card. If a postal 
worker at a mailing or transit post office looks at the address of 
the addressee and finds it lacking in some manner, he or she can 
return it to the sender. In such a case it is “Returned for a better 
address/directions.” This is not merely of semantic concern be-
cause it means that the sender, after correcting the address, may 
remail the letter without paying additional postage.

On the other hand, if the letter or post card reaches the delivery 
office, it becomes a different type of item. If now it must be re-
turned to the sender/writer, it must be “Returned to Sender/Writer.” 
In this case if it is remailed after correcting the error that didn’t 
allow delivery, the item has to be mailed in another envelope with 
new postage: “DO NOT USE THIS ENVELOPE OR WRAPPER AGAIN.” 

These variations are illustrated by the three items shown with 
this article. The first is a December 18, 1939, letter from Portland, 
Oregon to Westport, Connecticut. A postal worker, number �4 in 
the mailing office of Portland, Oregon, noted that the address was 
incomplete, with only a city named without a street address. This 
might have worked until �890 when cities were much smaller, 
but was not acceptable in �939. It was therefore “Returned for 
better address” on December �9, �939. It could, therefore, have 
been remailed free if the address had been corrected. This was 
not done.

The second item, a postal card, was initially mailed on April 

6, �892, from Chicago. Before it could leave Chicago, a post 
office worker realized that the card was addressed to Portland, 
Maryland, a city that didn’t exist. Therefore he applied a magenta 
“RETURNED FOR BETTER DIRECTIONS.” and returned the postal card 
to the sender. The writer corrected the address and appropriately 
remailed the item with no added postage. It received another 
Chicago postmark on its way to Portland, Maine. This actual 
remailing of an item after it is “Returned for better address or 
directions.” is rarely seen.

The third item is a June �3, �966, letter from Hood River, 

Oregon to New York City. This letter reached the delivery post of-
fice, delivery was attempted, and the letter could not be forwarded 
because the addressee was “removed.” Since the letter reached 
the office of delivery, whether or not actual delivery was at-
tempted, the letter was “RETURNED TO WRITER” and the writer 
was told to “DO NOT USE THIS ENVELOPE OR WRAPPER AGAIN.”  
That is, if the writer could ascertain the addressee’s new, correct, 
address, he or she would have had to remail the letter in a new 

envelope with new postage.
As mentioned earlier, the mailing and delivery post office, 

for local mailings, may be the same. Then the decision of how to 
handle letters and cards such as those illustrated is problematic. 
It is not as clear to the authors whether such items would be “Re-
turned for better directions/address” or “Returned to Sender.”

As the reader might expect, letters were much less commonly 
“Returned for better address” than were “Returned to Sender” 
because, usually, the post office worker would not have a clear 
idea, before it was delivered, that an address was inadequate.
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Contemporary Handstamped Markings of Portland, Oregon
Tony Wawrukiewicz

In the October 2004 issue of Auxiliary 
Markings Douglas Quine illustrated the 
handstamped auxiliary markings of Grand 
Rapids. I have been able to get examples 
of all or at least many of the contemprary 
handstamps used in Portland, Oregon.

Surprisingly, considering that I believe 
that most of the illustrated auxiliary mark-
ings were probably ordered from a supply 
company, only the DECEASED + pointing 
hand and the POSTAGE DUE____ hand-
stamps are duplicated. 

Please feel free to obtain similar list-
ings from your own local post offices 
and/or cities for publication in Auxiliary 
Markings. It is only in this way that we 
can begin to understand how present day 
Post Offices function as regards use of 
these markings.

A complete illustrated listing follows:
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Editorial
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

This month’s editorial is concerned 
with the challenge given to most phila-
telic editors at some time or another - the 
need for more articles. Readers may have 
noticed that certain names keep showing 
up with bylines in our newsletter. We need 
other writers of articles �/2 page in size 
or longer.

Many other Auxiliary Markings Club 
members out there certainly have the 
material about which they can write. That 
is, there are many types of auxiliary mark-
ings which I would love to learn more 
about, and there are members out there 
with the expertise and the collections with 

which to tell readers a story. 
For example, I would love to see an 

article about disinfected, Dead Letter 
Office, and prisoner mail. I hope that the 
variety of Return to Sender mail articles 
that have appeared has prompted more 
than one of you to think: “I have covers 
and markings related to this process that I 
should write about.” 

Those of you who collect a country 
other than the U.S. must have some great 
markings that you could explore. See, 
for instance the articles about the auxil-
iary markings of Canadian, Mexico, and 
Denmark that have appeared in Auxiliary 

Markings. Those of you who collect the 
mail of Great Britain, Germany, and other 
European countries have a great source of 
much interesting auxiliary marking mate-
rial. Please write about it.

Some of you out there have probably 
thought about writing over the years but 
have never taken the big jump of writing 
that first article. Now is the time. I would 
be glad to help you, both with editing 
and with producing illustrations. It really 
doesn’t take more than two or three covers 
or markings plus a little explanatory text to 
come up with a �/2 to one page article (for 
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BIBLIOGRAPHY 
  for Auxiliary markings - New Entries (for full Bibliography see www.postal-markings.org) 

This quarter’s listings has its good and bad points. On a very positive note, it’s from the Geographical Index to The American Phi-
latelist by Charles J. Peterson, and it is complete. But apparently, because of the need to keep the index size reasonable, information 
such as the author(s) names(s) are not always given or are incomplete. The dates of the volumes are also not given in the index, but I 
was able, with Ellen Peachey of the APRL’s help, to determine these (the editor). More to come from this source.

CIVIL WAR RELATED:
 (�) “Old Stamps Not Recognized,” The American Philatelist, Vol. 37 No. 8, May �924, pg 465.

(2) “Old Stamps Not Recognized, Illegal Stamps” Richard B. Graham, The American Philatelist, Vol. 92 No. 4, April �978, 
pp 374-9.
(3) “SOUTH’N LETTER/UNPAID, 1861; use,” Richard B. Graham, The American Philatelist, Vol. 92 No. 4, April �978, 
pp 372-3.

COLLECT:
 (�) “Due, Collect and Held for Postage Markings,” The American Philatelist, Vol. 39 No. 8, May �926, pg 527.

DEAD LETTER OFFICE:
(5)  “Dead Letter Markings,” The American Philatelist, Vol. 39 No. 8, May �926, pp 528-9.

FORWARDING:
(5)  “Forwarded and Missent Markings,” The American Philatelist, Vol. 39 No. 8, May �926, pg 528.

FRAUDULENT:
(�)  “Fraudulent Markings,” The American Philatelist, Vol. 9� No. 4, April �977, pp 280-�.

HELD FOR POSTAGE:
 (3) “Due, Collect and Held for Postage Markings,” Richard B. Graham, The American Philatelist, Vol. 39 No. 8, May  
 �926, pg 527.
 (4) “Held For Postage,” James W. Milgram, MD and N. Leonard Persson, The American Philatelist, Vol. 93 No. 7, �979,  
     pp 597-604 and The American Philatelist, Vol. 93 No. �0, October �979, pg 880.

MISSENT:
(3) “Forwarded and Missent Markings,” The American Philatelist, Vol. 39 No. 8, May �926, pg 528.

PAID: 
(�) “Paid Cancellations,” C. Chase, The American Philatelist, Vol. 39 No. 6, March �926, pp 363-9.

POSTAGE DUE: 
(�4) “Due, Collect and Held for Postage Markings,” The American Philatelist, Vol. 39 No. 8, May �926, pg 527.

REGISTERED:
(5) “Registry markings, New York, �860’s,” MacGregor, The American Philatelist, Vol. 59 No. 8, May �946, pp 700-�.

RETURNABLE:
 (�) “Returnable markings: New Orleans-Galveston mail, �838-9” ter Braake, The American Philatelist, Vol. 77 No. �2,  
      September �964, pp 907-8 and The American Philatelist, Vol. 78 No. 7, April �965, pp 5�4-5.

SHIP, STEAM, AND WAY MARKINGS:
(�0) “Steam, Steamboat Markings,” Richard B. Graham, The American Philatelist, April �978, Vol. 92, No. 4, pp 356-9.
(��) “Steam, and Way cancellations,” C. Chase, The American Philatelist, December �925, Vol. 39, No. 3, pp �4�-3.
(�2) “Steam, Ship markings, Texas-NewOrleans-Miss.,” ter Braacke, The American Philatelist, December �965, Vol. 79, No. 
3, pp �85-6.
(�3) “Way and Steam on �847 covers,” The American Philatelist, November �973, Vol. 87, No. ��, pp 99�-3.

WAY:
 (5) “Steam, and Way cancellations,” C. Chase, The American Philatelist, December �925, Vol. 39, No. 3, pp �4�-3.
 (6) “Way markings,” Norona, The American Philatelist, November �929, Vol. 43, No. 2, pp �74-7.

(7) “Way and Steam on �847 covers,” The American Philatelist, November �973, Vol. 87, No. ��, pp 99�-3.


