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AMC President Message  
by Nancy B. Clark

It’s hard to believe that another year has already passed for the 
Auxiliary Markings Club. Happy second birthday to us!

Our membership now is �64. It’s the time of the year for pay-
ment of the 2006 dues of $�5. The dues reminder is enclosed with 
the January newsletter, and you can pay them in the postal manner, 
or go directly to our web site <http://www.postal-markings.org> 
to keep your membership current. 

Tony, our able Editor, tells me that the future is looking very 
exciting for our organization and newsletter because members are 
sending in even more interesting articles and extensive material 
for articles.It even allows him at times to increase the size of the 
newsletter by 2-4 pages. Don’t forget about the free ads available 
to our membership. More information concerning this can be found 
elsewhere in this newsletter. 

We are blessed with members who are postal workers and 
so have valuable insights into the workings of the USPS. We 
have at least one person who works for a company that is involved 
in mail processing, giving us the chance to understand that world 
more intimately. And we have at least one member who is skillful 
at obtaining useful information about the USPS workings using 
the Freedom of Information Act.

Thanks to Doug Quine’s efforts, our web site continues to 
evolve. Our bibliography sited there is now �0 pages long. The 
recipients of club awards are located there as well as new mem-
bership application forms. Other useful information such as a 

2006 Dues 
A renewal form for the 2006 dues for the the Auxiliary 

Markings Club is included with this newsletter. Please send 
your $�5.00 check as soon as possible to: 

Auxiliary Markings Club 
c/o Jerry Johnson
662� W. Victoria Ave.
Kennewick, WA 99336 

Or, go directly to our web site <http://www.postal-mark-
ings.org> to keep your membership current. 

complete listing of all illustrations from Doug Quine’s study of 
“No Mail Receptacle” markings is available there.

   Over 50 members participated in the balloting for officers, 
with overwhelming support for the slate that was presented. Thank 
you for the interest this indicates. We welcome Ralph Nafziger 
as a new board member joining the remaining repeat officers and 
board members for their two year term.

I hope that you all had the best of holidays and that the new 
year finds you awash in auxiliary markings.     Nancy Clark
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[Editor’s Note: Just for showing so many examples of the 
“No Mail Receptacle (NMR)” auxiliary marking, this is a re-
markable article. But it is more remarkable for the inescapable 
conclusion  that one must draw from it: “In general there are so 
many sources for handstamps that the total number of ‘Return to 
Sender’ handstamps must number over a million!” In my opinion, 
one will never be able to collect or more importantly catalog 
them. Instead, we may better expend our efforts in explaining the 
reasons for auxiliary markings of all types and how various Post 
Offices obtained them. What do others think?

Also, as the entire article illustrates many more of the NMR 
auxiliary markings than is feasible to show in this newsletter, and 
they are all useful to see, the whole article, IN COLOR, is avail-
able as a PDF file on our web site - http://www.postal-markings.
org/amc-nmr-dbq.pdf and http://www.postal-markings.org/amc-
nmr-dbq-appendix.pdf]

Mail that is undeliverable as addressed (UAA) is forwarded, 
returned to the sender, or treated as dead mail depending upon the 
class of the mail and the services requested.  The United States 
Postal Service (USPS) lists 24 endorsements for such mail in sec-
tion F0�0, exhibit 4.� of the Domestic Mail Manual.  Recently 
I had the opportunity to examine �,8�7 mail pieces returned to 
a Fortune 500 company within a one week period in September, 
2005.  The subject of this paper is one of the 24 USPS endorse-
ments, “No Mail Receptacle” (NMR), which was observed on �3� 
envelopes (7%) of the returned mail.  This endorsement is applied 
when the “addressee failed to provide a receptacle for receipt of 
mail.”  This may occur because mail is not delivered to street 
addresses (Vail, Colorado is PO Box delivery only), because the 
mail box has not yet been installed at a new house, or because 
the mail box has been destroyed by vandals or wayward snow 
plows.  In the course of this study, an extraordinary diversity of 
NMR markings was observed.  The major markings are illustrated 
and discussed in turn.

The “No Mail Receptacle” endorsement typically first appears 
abbreviated in manuscript as “NMR” by the letter carrier at the 
post office or on the route.  Hastily written endorsements out of 
context may be nearly illegible or they may be very clear includ-
ing dates and carrier initials (Figures �a and �b).  

     Figure �a

     

     Figure �b

An official return to sender auxiliary marking is typically ap-
plied to direct the mail piece back to the sender. Table � (page 3) 
lists the incidence of each of the major forms of NMR redirection 
observed in this sample.

Rubber stamp markings (56% of all official return indicators) 
occur in a remarkable range of variations which are categorized 
in Table 2 (see end of article).  The marking may be a simple “No 
Receptacle” rubber stamp applied to the letter (Figure 2), a “No 
Mail Receptacle” message on a single line (Figure 3), or a “No 
Mail Receptacle” message on two lines (Figure 4).

   

      Figure 2
   

      Figure 3
 

   

     Figure 4

Most commonly, a right hand inscribed “Returned To Sender” 
with a pointing finger directing attention towards the return address 
is utilized with an associated endorsement “No mail receptacle” 
in two lines on the right in a sans serif font (Figure 5).

              Figure 5 (93%)

Returned To Sender 2005: No Mail Receptacle
by Douglas B. Quine



Page 3

Auxiliary Markings - Issue 9             January 2006

Surprisingly, even within this narrow grouping there are a wide 
range of varieties. First, the ink color may be red, black, purple, 
or colors in between. Since the ink pad colors are easily changed 
when new supplies are ordered (and may also vary as the ink is 
depleted), they do not appear to have much organizational value. 
For instance, black imprints are seen with red fringes suggesting 
that a depleted red ink pad was replaced with a black ink pad at 
the post office.

The designs themselves also vary within this basic layout.  
This indicates that a standard rubber stamp has not been produced 
and distributed to local post offices.  The button on the sleeve 
may be solid or two concentric rings, the cuff line may be thick 
or may match the other sleeve lines, the NMR text font may be 
thick or thin, or broad or squat. Furthermore, the dimensions 
of the rubber stamp elements vary.  That is, the length from 
the pointing finger tip to the top right edge of the sleeve varies 
from �9 to 30 mm on these stamps while the width of the text 
message varies from 25 to 38 mm.  Since the hand size and text 
size do not vary together, the variations observed in the mail 
cannot be attributed to simple differences in magnification 
of the artwork even when the design elements are otherwise 
similar.  The images of these rubber stamps have been arranged 
in order of increasing text width compared with hand width (the 
Figure 5 rubber stamp text is 93% of the hand width whereas the 
Figure �0 rubber stamp text is �95% of the hand width).  Figures 
5 to �0 illustrate some the variations within the described rubber 
stamp format. Although at most only the two greatest variations 
are shown (Figures 6 and 8), there are actually six varieties for the 
Figure 6 type, seven varieties for the Figure 7 type, eight varieties 
for the Figure 8 type, and four varieties for the Figure 9 type. They 
are all imaged as a PDF on our web site (see Ed. Note). 

   
   

          Figure 6a (�04-�25%)

          Figure 6b (�04-�25%)

          
          Figure 7 (�37-�38%)

         

  
       
                              Figure 8a (�57-�58%)
                                       
          

               
                    
                       Figure 8b (�57-�58%)

         
     
            

     
                  Figure 9 (�62-�70%)

             

                  
                          Figure �0 (�95%)

Even the most basic elements of the design prove to vary 
from rubber stamp to rubber stamp.  Rare instances are observed 
in which the text within the hand may read “Return To Sender” 
(Figure ��) rather than the familiar “Returned to Sender”.  

   

   

    
     Figure ��

Likewise, the NMR message may be written in a serif font 
(Figure �2) or the sleeve button may be completely missing 
(Figure �3).  

   

   Figure �2
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   Figure �3

On occasion the left hand may be used (Figure �4) with the 
thumb pointing up and even the sleeve eliminated.

   

     
   Figure �4

The “No Mail Receptacle” text may also occur beneath the 
hand (Figures �5 - �7).  While the left hand (in this case with 
broken cuff lines - Figure �5) is rarely used, more commonly the 
right hand is used (Figures �6, �7).  

     
  

   Figure �5

   
     

   

   Figure �6

Some pointing finger markings with the NMR endorsements 
are even customized to a particular post office (Figure 17).  

   Figure �7

Such information can be of value with misaddressed mail as 
it may be that a street name occurs in multiple ZIP codes and the 
root cause was actually the incorrect ZIP code rather than a miss-
ing mail receptacle.  While there are potentially as many of these 
distinct markings as there are ZIP codes, imprints in the same style 
differing only in the ZIP code digits may be considered equivalent.  
The ink color of rubber stamps depends upon the ink available to 
the carrier or markup unit and therefore may vary through time or 
between offices; this should not be a diagnostic difference.  

Not surprisingly, generic pointing finger rubber stamps with 
checklists are often used and represented 20% of the �3� NMR 
items.  While specific rubber stamps require many stamps to 
cover the various return conditions, the generic checklist stamp 
with the proper reason manually marked serves for many cases.  

Checklists of acronyms are seen (Figure �8), but more commonly 
the reasons are written out in a manner more easily understood by 
the return mail recipient (Figure �9 - 27).  These check lists vary 
extensively in the choices presented. This variety is shown here 

and described in Table 2.

       
            Figure �8          Figure �9

   Figure 20

   Figure 2�

   
                 Figure 22
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 At times the letter carrier and route generating the return to 
sender action may even be identified (Figure 24).  

         Figure 23             Figure 24
  

        Figure 25                                       Figure 26

   Figure 27

Note, as in the case of the dedicated NMR return to sender 
rubber stamps, a wide range of varieties is observed in the checklist 
rubber stamps.  The numbers observed of the various types in this 
small sample are indicated in Table 2.

While they are the most common means of notification, rubber 
stamps are not the only auxiliary markings used to indicate that 
mail must be returned to sender because of the lack of a mail re-
ceptacle.  As indicated in Table �, about 24% of the envelopes had 
a manuscript “NMR” notation (e.g. Figure �) as the only indication 
of the specific cause for the return to sender.  This cryptic “NMR” 

cause for return was typically augmented by an auxiliary marking 
directing “Return To Sender”.  Since the only NMR indication 
on these pieces is the handwritten notation, we will discuss the 
details of these markings at the end of the paper.

Applied labels are often used to direct mail back to the sender 
and have the advantage that they can cover the POSTNET barcode 
(typically lower right of the envelope) which directs the letter 
towards the destination by automation equipment.  This is an 
important consideration; otherwise the USPS automation equip-
ment will read the barcode and continue to redirect the mail to the 
original addressee, creating “loop mail”.  Loop mail markings and 
the sometimes vigorous use of black markers and grease pencils 
to obscure unwanted barcodes are the subject for another paper.  
Suffice it to say that the POSTNET barcodes are typically obliter-
ated with a black marker (Figure 28), covered with a thin white 
return address barcoded letter mail labeling machine (LMLM) 
label (Figure 29), or covered with a printed on demand black dot 
“Nixie” (not deliverable) yellow return label (Figure 30).  The

 

   Figure 28

   Figure 29
   

   Figure 30
       

yellow labels have the benefit that they achieve the objectives 
of both the rubber stamp (explain need and reason for redirec-
tion) and the LMLM (block old barcode and provide POSTNET 
barcode to the return address).  As will be explained by an article 
by Michael M. Ludeman in the April 2006 Auxiliary Markings, 
the “Nixie” label in Figure 30 originates from the new Postal 
Automated Redirection System (PARS) while that in Figure 3� 

  

   



Page 6

    Auxiliary Markings - Issue 9                January 2006

                          

originates from the older Computer Forwarding System (CFS). 
For both examples, there was no forwarding address available.  

  

   
   Figure 3�

Presumably in these instances the automation equipment 
was not able to read the return address to barcode it onto the 
label or the machine operator did not manually enter the address 
information.

Some rare labels of unknown origin (although apparently 
USPS in view of the jargon used) have been observed.  White 
(Figure 32) and Day Glo Orange (Figure 33) checklist labels have 
each been observed once.

   Figure 32

   Figure 33

At times a special machine cancellation hub may be used by the 
post office (Figure 34) to indicate an unavailable mail box. This is 
most likely used when a volume of mail accumulates for undeliver-
able mail boxes. In the single instance seen, a mirror image offset 
imprint was also observed on the back of the envelope.

  
   
                  Figure 34

 
This completes the discussion of the markings (by frequency) 

used to report NMR mail and redirect it to the sender (Table �) 
as well as the specific varieties observed that are produced with 
rubber stamps (Table 2).  The one remaining order of business is 
to describe how letters with manuscript or rubber stamped “NMR” 
markings which lack “Return To Sender” notations are returned to 
the sender.  While the “NMR” marking indicates to postal workers 
that an envelope cannot be delivered, typically specific instruc-

tions are applied to the envelope directing return to the sender.  
In the case of envelopes with only an “NMR” notation, generic 
preprinted “RTS” yellow labels with brown ink are commonly seen 
(Figures 35 - 36).  Instances are illustrated in which manuscript 
“NMR” (Figure 35) or rubber stamped “No Mail Receptacle” 
(Figure 36) are on top of the labels; typically they are elsewhere 
on the envelope. Since the “RTS” labels offer only 5 choices, 
“OTHER” (Figures 35 - 36) or occasionally “Unable to Forward” 
is checked when mail is undeliverable because of NMR.

   Figure 35

   Figure 36

Alternatively, generic Ink Jet Printer (IJP) endorsements (Fig-
ure 37) may be used to direct the “Return To Sender” and may 
reference the “NMR” endorsement as the justification.  

   Figure 37
This approach does not have the benefit of covering the desti-

nation POSTNET barcode nor of providing the return POSTNET 
barcode.  Details of the specific location within the mail stream that 
the return to sender IJP technology is implemented are not avail-
able at this time (perhaps Multi-Line Optical Character Reader, 
Advanced Facer Canceller, or a special return mail processing 
unit).  To date no IJP endorsements have been observed which 
specify “NMR” as the cause for return

   Figure 38
Finally, in two instances generic return to sender rubber stamps 

were used.  I determined the NMR root cause by reference to the 
manuscript notations on the envelope (Figure 38).

The wide range of notations, imprints, and labels used to 
signify the inability to delivery mail because there was “No Mail 
Receptacle” available within a week in September 2005 provide 
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a tantalizing glimpse into the wide variety of auxiliary markings 
available today.

RAMP  H.F.P.
by Jerry Johnson

A cover for a recent lot sent to me from a Canadian dealer 
contained a circular date cancel that is unusual. Through John 
Hotchner, the item was sent to Bernie Moening, a long-time postal 

worker in Lima, Ohio.
He in turn contacted the Pittsburgh Post Office and received the 

following information. Apparently the RAMP H.F.P. is a special 
location in the Pittsburgh mail processing 
facility that is a revenue recovery section. 
The initials stand for Held For Postage. 

These words cannot refer to the histori-
cal meaning of the phrase since mail has 
not been held for postage as an official 
Post Office Department act since 1960. 
But it does apparently refer to an activity 
of the Pittsburgh Post Office, where they 
hold back mail which does not contain any 
or at least adequate postage.

However, once the item reached the 
RAMP H.F.P. area, a worker in that loca-
tion must have finally recognized that the 
franking material represented real Cana-
dian postage, and the item was placed in 
the mails as fully prepaid. 
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German Postal Checking Money Transfer Order
by Ingeburg Fisher

Open Panel Envelopes and International Mail
by Frank Lueck

Since at least the early �900’s, it has not been permissable 
to use open panel envelopes and envelopes with more than one 
panel in the international mails. This was attempted with the 
August 24, �978, envelope partly illustrated here. It was mailed 
as an international letter at the 3�¢/ounce airmail letter rate. An 
envelope with more than one panel was used and the item was 
thus unmailable and “RETURNED TO SENDER.” As the auxiliary 
marking indicates:

One of my favorite auxiliary markings 
is on a January 5, �945, German postal 
checking transfer order from Berlin-Wil-
ermsdorf to the city of Würzburg in Ger-
many. All such money transfers had to be 
processed through the district post office 
in Nürnberg, which was out of commission 
after the devastating British air-raid during 
the night of January 2-3, �945. 

A typed label was attached with the 
text: “Dienet beim Postscheckant Nürn-
berg ruht vorübergehend wegen Feindein-
wirkung.” or “Service at the postal  check-
ing account post office Nürnberg is resting 
(unavailable) due to enemy action.”

This label must have been pre-prepared 
and available, because only the name of 
the post office concerned was inserted in 
manuscript.

Auxiliary Markings - Issue 9            January 2006

Free Advertisements for Members
Long time postal history collector wishes to exchange aux-
iliary markings, postage dues and postal history in general. 
APS member. Mike Cherrington, 2804 Andover, Midland, 
TX 79705. E-mail: m_dtexas@cox.net

New Members
We welcome the following new members to the Auxiliary 
Markings Club:

  #�86 Jan Marie Belle
  #�87 Lewis Silver
  #�88 Dr. John J. Nunes
  #�89 Stephen Rappaport   

  #�90 John Weigle    
  #�9� Gordon Katz

  #�92 Bob Davidson
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In the October 2004 issue of Auxiliary Markings there was an 
article about a classification scheme for auxiliary markings and 
one of the sections dealt with pointing hands (page 5).  I wanted 
to evaluate how frequently some of these features were to be 
found so I gathered up all of my “pointing hand” covers for a 
quick survey.  My accumulation yielded �60 covers that spanned 
the period of 1869 to 2003.  All covers had a stamped message; 
I did not include labels.

I found 3� pointing hands with the left hand and �29 with the 
right hand.  For the various types of cuffs the results are:

 None:  �
 Single:  23
 Double:  92
 Triple:  8
 Ruffle:  8
 One With Shading:  �3
 Two With Shading:  �5

With respect to the presence of buttons on the cuff:
 None:  �02
 Button, single circle:  8
 Button, two concentric circles: 44
 With Cuff Links:  6

Type of “Return” text:
 Return to Sender:  �4
 Returned to Sender:  68
 Return to Writer: �6
 Returned to Writer: 57
 Return To:  �
 Four covers had incomplete printings

Color of Ink:
 Black:  29 
 Violet: 37
 Magenta: 66
 “Red”: 22
 Blue: 4
 Blue-Gray:  �
 Bluish-Green:  �
It was difficult, for me, to determine the proper shade of the 

red markings.  Some may have been closer to magenta.

Attached Date (part of the pointing hand marking): There were 
eight markings with an attached date.  Four were left hand and four 

were right hand.  Three of the dates were oriented parallel to the 
wrist and five were perpendicular to the wrist.  These markings 
covered the period of �893-�952.

Reason for the Return: All of the covers were returned because 
of problems with the address or delivery process.  I made some 
groupings by the noted message but tried to list all that I found.  
I only recorded one item for each cover; in many cases more than 
one marking was applied, but I selected the one I thought was the 
main reason.

 Unknown or Unclaimed:  50
 Incomplete Address; Address Unknown; Not Deliverable 

as Addressed:  43
 No Such _________: Number; Street; Office; Address; 

Company; etc.  11
 No Forwarding Address; Not Forwardable; Forwarding 

Time (or Order) Expired:  �4
 No Mail Receptacle; Box Closed; Needs Box #:  7
 Out of Business; No Longer Here; Deceased:  5
 Attempted - Not Known:  8
 Refused:  2
 Based Closed; Ship Decommissioned:  5
 APO Closed As A Result of ZIP Code Realignment:  2
 Missing in Action (POW): �
 If Undeliverable Return in 30 Days: �
 Postage Due: �
 Return for Country of Destination – Must be Written in 

Full and in English: �
 Not in Directory: 2
 No Reason Noted:  7

In considering the dimensions of the hand I only looked at the 
length of the marking and recorded the smallest (20 mm) and the 
largest (�05 mm) values.

As I noted at the start the earliest marking was from �869 
(October) and I have not seen any earlier ones in the literature.  
Maybe some of the readers have an earlier one. The most unusual 
marking directly associated with the pointing hand was “Postage 
Due � Cents”.  This was on a third-class envelope.

This brief survey certainly may not be representative; I think 
that several thousand covers would be needed to get a feel for 
the expected distribution.  My purpose in doing this article was 
to stimulate interest in the pointing hands and, hopefully, to get 
others to submit articles.

Design Features of Pointing Hands
Jerry Johnson

Editorial
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

I hope that readers have as much fun reading this issue of 
Auxiliary Markings as I had putting it together. There is so much 
for us to learn about these markings, and our membership cer-
tainly seems to be the group to tell us about them. 

In particular our access to the USPS and its workings through 
our members who either are its employees or know how to access 
information from this fine organization is evidenced, especially in 

this issue and the two which will follow. I believe that our group’s 
members will especially enjoy this and coming issues.

You may have noticed that there were �0 pages in Issue 8 and 
�2 in this issue. Basically I use the number of pages I need in order 
to try to include the information that I feel needs to be associated 
in the same issue, to not too quickly use up all the material that 
has been sent to me and still keep mailing costs down.
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How Does the USPS Handle Mail that May be Addressed to a Non-existent Person?
by Bob Leeman

The U.S. Auxiliary Markings on International Mail article 
in Auxiliary Markings Issue No. 6 refers to a bright orange label 
on a cover from England. It declares: “YOURS? IF NOT PLEASE 
RETURN TO MAIL STREAM”. The letter was addressed to an 
individual at a business address, but without the name of the 
business. This is confusing to carriers and box clerks. It may be 
for someone who works there, or someone may have sent a letter 
to a wrong address.

      

     
      Figure � (Label from Issue No. 6 article)

Going strictly by the book, the letter could be returned because 
the name is not listed at the address. But the post office usually 
wants to give it a try, and individual post offices have different 
labels and handstamps to ask if a letter belongs there.

Then, the next day, if the letter with that label or handstamp 
shows up again (even if nothing else is written on it), the carrier 
knows that delivery has been tried. Then, since it doesn’t belong 
there, it would be marked “Attempted, Not Known” and sent 
back to the sender.

That this was not an isolated occurrence is nicely illustrated 
by four other different types of very similar labels I have come 
across and illustrate below in Figure 2. In light of what I have said 
in the above text, their meaning is, I believe, clear.

 

 
  
 Figure 2 

The examples shown so far only illustrate the types of labels 
or handstamps that are used when delivery attempts are made 
to a regular address. 

Illustrated, in Figure 3, is a handstamp from the Box Section 
of the downtown Post Office in Grand Rapids, Michigan. This 
handstamp serves the same purpose as do the labels already 
illustrated. That is, it allows the post office workers in the Box 
Section to determine whether the addressee does indeed receive 
mail at the Box Office listed in the address.

   Figure 3

Finally, in Figure 4, I illustrate two handstamps placed on an 
item after it has been ascertained that the addressee does NOT 
receive mail at the particular PO Box listed in the address.

 
  
  

  
 

   Figure 4
  

This is the time when annual dues are to be paid, and it’s also 
the time when members make the decision that our club and its 
interests are not theirs, and they don’t renew. When each of you 
joined, there was something that you thought that our club or 
newsletter would give you. Hopefully it does just that. However, if 
you have been disappointed and can express that disappointment, 
please send me an email about it (see email address on page 2). 

After all this is your newsletter, not mine.
I’m also pleased to welcome Bob Leeman as a writer. His 

response to Eliot Landau’s article in the October newsletter, 
and his two other articles in this issue of Auxiliary Markings 
are most welcome.
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Some Thoughts about Eliot Landau’s Article in the October 2005 Auxiliary Markings
by Bob Leeman

In the October 2005 Auxiliary Markings, Eliot Landau made 
some assumptions and provocative comments about the United 
States Postal Service. I would like to respond to a few of his com-
ments in his article, “Unused or Reused, That is the Question”.

First a comment about one assumption of Mr. Landau, his 
explanation of what “covered” means. Unlike what he says, it has 
nothing to do with covering another stamp. Rather it refers to an 
cover or package where some type of material (always tape) on it 
overlies the postage and prevents its cancellation. Another similar 
handstamp used in this circumstance, and not available in Grand 
Rapids, MI, might say that “tape prevents cancellation”. 

Secondly, Mr. Landau is concerned that the postage on his item 
was incorrectly not allowed. He is correct in this assumption; in 
a moment I’ll explain where the error was made leading to this 
incorrect decision.

First, though, let me give one definition of the phrase “Nixie”. 
Not all mail can be machine sorted and some must be handsorted. 
For almost all handsorted cases, there are holdouts labelled 
“Nixie”. That’s where mail is put that is ripped, has an insufficient 
address, insufficient postage, has an odd-shaped enclosure, etc. In 
a handsort operation, there is usually a tray somewhere marked 
Nixie so that there is somewhere to put such mail. This mail is 
picked up by someone from Nixies (or “the bone table” as it is 
called in Grand Rapids - no one knows why - it may a local thing 
- an official visitor from Chicago was confused by the term). The 
Nixie clerks may stamp the mail and send it back to handsort (to be 
sent on or returned). They may also throw it away if it is standard 
mail (third-class) with a bad address or if it has been returned by 
the customer. That’s the short version - there are other types of 
items they get and other things they do with them. [Editor’s note: 
Bob also gave other definitions of Nixie which I will present in 
the April newsletter along with Michael Ludeman’s article on the 
CFS and PARS systems. This part of Bob’s definition will suffice 
for the moment.]

What seems to have happened to his flat (small parcel?) is that 
someone didn’t like the looks of it and sent it to the Nixie area. 
Someone at the Nixie table made a bad judgment call and thought 
the stamps looked reused (If the piece had a return address, it 
should have been sent back for postage). This could have gone the 
other way. The stamps could have been cancelled and the piece 
marked “Postage OK”, or, since we don’t have that handstamp 
in Grand Rapids, maybe a “Deliver as addressed”. That is, the 
stamps were valid and should have been allowed - an error was 
made. Indeed, management is often none-too-careful about whom 
they allow to work in the Nixie area.
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However, in Mr. Landau’s frustration with this bad decision, 
he then makes one general statement with which I must disagree: 
“...These latter examples are hard to explain because obviously 
some postal employee had a datestamp in hand with which to 
hit the cover and then was too lazy to apply it to the uncancelled 
stamps right in front of him or her...”. 

As regards his general statement, the only worker who had 
a canceller in his or her hand was the person in the “Nixie” area 
who erred. Probably no one else who handled this piece was 
anywhere near a datestamp. Some people in the collecting com-
munity seem to think everyone at work has a datestamp sitting 
right next to them (I got this impression from Richard Graham’s 
article about daubers in Linn’s a few years ago). I would refer 
people who think this so to a stamp from �9�2 - the �¢ Parcel 
Post stamp (Q�). It shows a clerk with a hamperful of parcels, 
throwing mail into sacks on a rack (“Throwing mail” is just post 
office talk. If you’re in a letter sorting area, you’re also throwing 
mail.). There are racks similar to the one on the stamp in many 
post offices today. Neither the guy on the stamp or a clerk on a 
rack today has a datestamp anywhere nearby.

He then suggests that the postal worker is at fault because 
revenue protection is a major concern of the USPS. Landau is 
thinking that age-old rules about “revenue protection” are being 
ignored here. Actually what is happening is that there are other 
far more pressing concerns for management. In the Grand Rapids 
Processing & Distribution Center we have several large screens 
posted throughout the building. In big red LED letters they show 
the dispatches that are coming up in the next couple of hours.  
At the bottom of the screen is a zipper that gives us the scores 
for overnight mail and also two- and three-day mail. The Grand 
Rapids office gets good scores and likes to brag about them; they 
are publicized in the mailings that I get at home, and supervisors 
have gotten bonuses for such good scores.

There is a white board by the facer cancellers where they write 
the number of cancels for the day and the estimate for the next 
day. That’s the only place you’ll hear about canceling mail. There 
aren’t any prizes here or any publicity for canceling mail. When 
management is praised for a high percentage of cancellation (and 
paid for it), more stamps will be cancelled. [Editor’s note: this 
latter fact is precisely my experience in working with Postmasters. 
When I complain that the postage on items I receive and items I 
mail is not cancelled, they don’t listen to me. (I want them to be 
cancelled because I am attempting to produce postal artifacts, 
artifacts that are worthless without cancellations)]
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This brief article illustrates all the multi-reason handstamps 
(hs) as they are advertized in an 2005 edition ordering book from 
one postal products company, Postal Products Unlimited, Inc. 
(Ebuy). The post office in Grand Rapids orders their handstamps 
from this particular company. If one compares the handstamps 
in this list shown, which is all the multi-reason hs available from 
this company, with those in Douglas Quine’s article on pages 2-7 

in this Auxiliary Markings, there is no overlap! This makes it clear 
that more than one company supplies such hs to various post offices. 
The illustrations are actual size. Later illustrated articles showing 
the multitude of other hs available from this same company will 
be presented in future newsletters.

The word “copy” means the word “text”.


