
Page �

    AUXILIARY MARKINGS
                A journal that reports about and studies the myriad markings
               added to a letter that explain how it reached its final destination 
                              Publication of The Auxiliary Markings Club
                                              www.postal-markings.org 

Vol. III, No. 4
 Issue No. 12   

       October  2006
       Founded 2003  

Please! Send it back to me if not deliverable........................1
by Christopher J. Masters
Held for Postage Mail - The Auxiliary Markings.............2-8
by David L. Straight
1/2 Cent Postage Due..............................................................8

by Christopher J. Masters
Bilingual Canadian Printed Auxiliary Marking..................9

by Tony Wawrukiewicz     
Forgery and Fantasy..............................................................10

by Christopher J. Masters      
Editorial................................................................................10 
by Tony Wawrukiewicz
Auxiliary Markings Overkill................................................11
by Tony Wawrukiewicz
A Painted Hand....................................................................12

by Christopher J. Masters 
A Late Advertised Letter.....................................................12

by Christopher J. Masters and Tony Wawrukiewicz   

Table of Contents 

Please! Send it back to me if not deliverable.
By Christopher J. Masters

This May 5, �905, letter was mailed from Halifax, Nova Scotia, 
Canada, to the United States, correctly paid at the 2¢ per ounce 
domestic letter rate. 

It looks as if the sender, Mr. Hechler, took matters into his own 
hands (I had to say that) when it came to getting his mail back if 
it was not deliverable. Note the private pointing hand with “NO-
TICE” and address marking. He even has his stamping on the back. 
It has to be (rare?) for someone to go to the trouble of a private 
pointing hand. (images are not original size - editor)

Mention the name “ Henry Helcher” to anyone involved in 
Canadian postal history and you’re likely to get a roll of the eyes, 
a nod....a silent something. For those who have not taken the time 
to read, you may hear words like “notorious” and “forger” but for 
those who understand “Artists” (as my father was), profiling this 
man as a forger is possibly too crude and maybe not true in the 
classical sense. Born in �853 and passing on in �928, Major 
Henry Hechler was a decorated soldier and successful retailer 
supplying ships from his store on the waterfront of Halifax. 
Here was born one of the largest philatelic accumulations the 
world has ever seen. He was a world-wide stamp and cover 
dealer and his business sailed in and out of the harbor. What 
he is more famous or infamous for are the fanciful items 
friends at the local postal station helped him to produce. 
Unofficial overprints and bisects that no law forbade (unless 
unwitting collectors lost money on fakes) made their way into 
the hands of philatelic purists who protested their production 
throughout his lifetime. He was a collector, dealer, creator 
and one of the founding father’s of what today is the Royal 
Philatelic Society of Canada. The results of his efforts left 
a house filled from attic to basement, an accumulation that 

took unsuspect-ing purchasers years to sort out.  Possibly it’s 
unfortunate to think of a collector describing a Hechler item as a 
fake or forgery, unless people were taken in by them. The “artist” 
ran his course, and for $8.88 on Ebay an unsuspecting seller has 
sent a curious and unknowing collector (me) on a wonderful ride 
through one of the storms of postal history. What sea is worth 
sailing without storms - where would we all be? The cover and 
the town he was writing to is real; I figured his beautiful writing 
out. How many private, pointing hands will you find on cover in 
postal history?  If you want to know more ask Ellen at the A.P.S. 
to send you articles on the wonderful 
Mr. Hechler, if you please. 
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Held for Postage Mail - The Auxiliary Markings
By David L. Straight

For over a century much of the short-paid first-class domestic 
mail in the United States was not sent with postage due to be col-
lected upon delivery, as was the practice in many countries, but 
instead was held at the post office of origin until the addressee 
supplied sufficient stamps to pay the deficient postage. This prac-
tice began shortly after the adoption of compulsory prepayment 
of postage in �855 and continued with one exception, until July 
�, �958.�,�0 The Post Office made a distinction between mail on 
which at least one full ounce had been paid at the letter rate and 
mail which was completely unpaid, or paid less than one full ounce 
at the current letter rate. The well-known “Due” markings, which 
are not the subject of this article, were only applied to overweight 
mail on which the first ounce had been fully prepaid, or unpaid 
mail that had escaped detection until it reached the destination 
post office. It is the mail completely unpaid, such as the 1889 letter 
from Oakland to Coloma, Eldorado Co., California, or paid less 
than � full ounce that is the subject of this article.

   Figure �
Such mail, for which the sender could not be identified, 

without opening, was held at the post office of origin while the 
addressee was notified of the deficiency (except for the period 
�863-�882). When the missing postage was supplied, the letter 

was forwarded to the addressee. If the missing postage was not 
provided in a timely manner, the mail was forwarded to the Dead 
Letter Office. Exceptions were made to this rule so that mail from 
soldiers serving outside the U.S. who did not have the franking 
privilege (such as during the Spanish-American War) and mail 
from victims of the �906 San Francisco Earthquake would not 
be subjected to holding. 

Mail with a return address, or other evidence to identify the 
sender, was returned to have the postage added by the sender. 
(These have their own set of “Returned for postage” auxiliary 
markings which could be the subject of an article for someone 
else.)

The Held for Postage procedures resulted in a penalty of 
double postage (first-class postage had to be used to send the 
postage which was short-paid) and several days delay in receiving 
one’s mail. As the addressee was never told any details about the 
letter being held, curiosity would encourage them to pay for the 

letter. This cumbersome and 
inefficient process not only 
delayed delivery of the mail 
while writing to the address-
ee and waiting for stamps to 
be sent, it also placed a cleri-
cal burden on the post office, 
having to file letters being 
held in such a way that they 
could be easily matched with 
postage when it was sent. 
Post-   master General John 
Wanamaker, in his drive to 
operate the Post Office in a 
more business-like fashion, 
attempted unsuccessfully to 
abolish the Held for Postage 
rules in �892.2 

In �855, following the 
adoption of compulsory 
prepayment of postage, post-
masters were instructed to 

send all unpaid and short-paid mail to the Dead Letter Office in 
Washington, D.C. When the volume of unpaid mail overwhelmed 
the Dead Letter Office, the Post Office Department realized that 
local postmasters could handle much of this postage collection 
business more efficiently. Auxiliary Held for Postage markings 
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are known as early as 1856, and Post Office forms, sent as free-
franked letters, requesting postage from an addressee are known 
by �857.3  From July �, �863, until �879, the initial procedures 
grew more restrictive with no notice being sent to the addressee; 
by �879 the Postal Laws & Regulations limited Held for Postage 
notification only to mail addressed within the local delivery area, 
with all other short-paid mail being sent immediately to the Dead 
Letter Office.4  These facts would perhaps account for the smaller 
number of such covers and markings recorded in the �870’s.

Held for Postage covers and auxiliary markings became more 
common after �882 when penalty imprint postal cards (Form �543) 
were introduced at carrier post offices to notify an addressee that 
mail was being held for them. By �886, Held for Postage noti-
fication cards were in use at all post offices.5  The growing use 
of return addresses in the late �9th century, on both business and 
personal mail, generally favored Returned for Postage over Held 
for Postage markings. However, an upsurge in Held for Postage 
mail coincided with the “Golden Age” of postcards, from their 
acceptance in �898 through World War I. Since post cards typi-
cally do not have a return address, they are prime candidates to 
be held for postage if unpaid or short paid. Violating one of the 
unique post card rules, such as writing across the centerline, turns 
a properly paid post card into a Held for Postage letter from the 
prospective of postal regulations.

The notification cards, which were similar to postal cards and 
bore a penalty imprint, instructed the addressee to send proper 
postage loose in an envelope along with the notification card to 
the post office holding the mail. Because they were to be returned, 
the notification cards could have the same file number auxiliary 
markings as the mail being held. At some point, the Held for 
Postage card, originally Form �543, was changed to Form 3548. 
A similar Form 3540 notified a sender that undeliverable 2nd, 3rd, 
or 4th class mail was being held pending the receipt of postage 
to cover its return.6  

Since several collectors have written about the early Held 
for Postage markings, or included them in larger works,7  I will 
leave that discussion to others except to note that some pre-�882 
markings continued to be used into the 20th century. The greater 
volume of Held for Postage mail after �882 produced a variety 
of new markings. Regulations for using the four types of auxil-
iary markings associated with Held for Postage mail after �882 
are discussed below with reference to the �889 Oakland cover 
above. I have not seen a cover displaying all four of the markings. 
While Gough believes the Post Office supplied the initial Held for 
Postage handstamps in the �850’s, this practice appears to have 
ceased before �882. The variety of styles found on covers and the 
regular advertisements for postal handstamps in publications such 
as the U.S. Official Postal Guide clearly suggest multiple sources 
of supply for these auxiliary markings.8 However, by �909 the 
Post Office Department was back in the business of supplying 
auxiliary handstamps.9  

Held for Postage

After a letter without postage was postmarked (the August 
8 duplex in the upper right corner of the Oakland cover), the 
“Held for Postage” marking was applied, a notice was sent to the 
addressee, and the letter was filed pending the receipt of proper 
postage. When the postage was supplied by the addressee, it was to 

be applied over the “Held for Postage” marking and then properly 
cancelled (the August �3 duplex tying the 2¢ green Banknote). 
Since they were intended to be covered, complete examples of 
these markings are hard to find without removing stamps from 
covers. The earliest Held for Postage covers, from the �850’s, 
have only this auxiliary marking.

Notice of Detention

The date on which an item was held determined when it should 
be forwarded to the Dead Letter Office, if the missing postage 
was not received. The “Sent Notice of Detention” marking, at 
the lower left of the Oakland cover, indicates the date on which 
Form �543, requesting a 2¢ stamp, was mailed to Mrs. Clark, in 
Coloma. These markings are the least common; I have not seen 
one before �883, or after �907. For that matter, neither has Len 
Piszkiewicz for Chicago.�0 They were probably phased out in favor 
of other methods for tracking the date such as its inclusion in the 
Held for Postage or File Number markings, or simply using the 
cancellation for a date. This marking was not included as a stock 
hand stamp in the �909 List of Post Office Supplies.

File Number

This marking does not appear on the �889 Oakland cover. A 
filing system, especially in larger post offices, became necessary 
to facilitate matching postage supplied with the proper piece of 
mail being held. Since the notification cards (Forms 1543, 3548, 
or 3540) were to be returned with the postage, they could be 
numbered to match the items being held. 

Explanation to Addressee

After the postage was received, applied, and cancelled, this 
final handstamp was added to let the addressee (or sender) know 
which piece of mail had been paid for with the postage they had 
supplied. The marking is inverted, in the upper left corner of the 
Oakland cover. Appearing first as gummed labels and then as 
handstamps, these markings were introduced in the �880’s. As can 
be seen in the catalog, these markings have the greatest variation 
in the text used to convey their message. 

The catalog of markings is not exhaustive; rather it was drawn 
from my own collection and a few publications.��  The majority of 
listings are from the �880s through the �920s. The dates are based 
on the examples that I own, or have seen cited in the publications 
consulted. As a preliminary catalog, these listings also point up 
the many gaps in our knowledge. Hopefully other collectors will 
be encouraged by this beginning to share information regarding 
markings in their collections as well as undertake a broader search 
of the published literature. Starting points in the literature would 
include the numerous postal histories of individual cities and 
an examination of the advertisements that appeared in the U.S. 
Official Postal Guide from �874 until �893.�2  Perhaps a scheme 
for classification or description of Held for Postage markings will 
emerge from the data gathered.

Held for Postage Auxiliary Markings
A Preliminary Catalog of Handstamps & Manuscript 

Markings, �882-�958
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I. Held for Postage

A.  Pre-�882 Stock markings still in use:

Double ribbon (�858-�909) - Cities 
reported after �882:
 Braiden, FL �885
 Cleveland, OH  �890
 Peoria, IL �887
 Philadelphia, PA �887, �906
 Providence, RI �883
 Salt Lake City, �909

Small oval (1861-1895) - Cities reported 
after 1882:    
Lafayette, IN 1895
Piqua, OH  1887

      
Circle (1850’s - 1886) - Cities reported 
after 1882:    
Philadelphia, PA 1886

B.  Stock markings offered in U.S. 
Official Postal Guide advertisements, 
1874-1893:

Offered in 1887 by E.S. Miller of Newark, 
Ohio as part of a $2.00 package that 
included dater, canceler, ink, pads, and 
“15 line stamps.” Cities Reported: 
None

From a similar 1887 offer by F. P. Hammond 
of Aurora, Illinois. Cities Reported: 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa 1907 
Mankato, Kansas 1908 

John Goldsborough, of Philadelphia, 
advertised regularly. Cities reported: 
None

C. Stock Markings supplied by the Post 
Office Supply Division, 1909-1958:
 The 1909-1932 supply catalogs list the 
text as having only an initial capital letter. 
While I have not yet seen an example, I 
would expect it to resemble: 

Held for postage.

D.  Stock Markings, source not yet 
known:

Cities reported: Oakland, CA 1889 
 
   

Cities reported: Brooklyn, NY 1889

 

Cities reported: 
Providence, RI 1899
Portland, OR 1902

Cities reported: Albany, NY 1905

Cities reported: New Haven, CT, 
1906

Cities reported: Lincoln, NE 1913

Cities reported: Chicago, IL 1917

Cities reported: Chicago, IL 1931

Cities reported: New York, 1936

Cities reported: St Augustine, FL 

1936

E.  Markings unique to a particular city:

Postmasters may have acquired these 
locally, ordered them by mail, or in the 
case of large cities after 1909 had them 
custom-made by the Post Office Supply 
Division. 

Boston, Massachusetts    

 
1882-1899

Catskill, New York
“Held for Postage / Aug 8 1905 / 

Catskill, N.Y.” (Milgram cover #17)



Page 5

Chicago, Illinois

        
        

     1883-1895                1903

          
             �905-�906

                       
                           �908

�933

Indianapolis, Indiana

  

New York, New York

     

�886-�894, with letters representing the 
New York Post Office branches. Other 
letters reported: A. Milgram reports a 
similar circle with Division numbers in 
the center: “3D DIV” and “4th DIV” 
used �88�-�885. (Milgram covers #5 and 
#45)

�906, with letters representing the New 
York Post Office branches. Other letters 
reported: X.

           

            

    �9�9-�922 ovals with names of New         
    York Post Office branches.

Newton, Kansas 
“Held for postage, NEWTON, KAN.,” 
used in �92�. (Milgram cover #�9)

San Francisco, California 

 

�889.

Washington, D.C. 

   
�9�8, with manuscript File Number

II. Notice of Detention

Sources for these markings are not 
known. I have not yet found them in an 
advertisement from a private firm. While 
the text is not listed as one of the stock 
markings in the 1909-1932 Post Office 
supply catalogs, larger post offices were 
allowed to order customized markings. 
Most examples appear to be variations of 
the opera glass style used for postage due 
markings. Only one stock marking has 
been reported, all of the others include the 
name of a city.

Cities reported: Chicago, �899

Chicago, Illinois

   

�883-�895 with minor changes in the 
text and font.

  

New York, New York

�886-�906 with minor changes in the 
text and font.
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Oakland, California                
    

�889

III. File Number

Manuscript examples predominate in 
early markings and from smaller towns, 
while handstamps are more likely from 
large cities.

A.  Manuscripts:

1890

Easton, PA – on Form �543.

1899  

Healdsburg, CA – on Form 3540

1918

San Francisco, CA – manuscript “small 
gray box Mdse” on Parcel Post notice 
printed for Ferry Station, at the foot of 
Mission Street.

1918

Washington, D.C. – included in the 
Held for Postage marking, from an 
envelope.

B.  Handstamps:

Chicago, Illinois 1910-1931   

 

St. Louis, Missouri, 1912

New York, New York, 1935-1938

Combination file number and date markings 
can be found on both covers and Forms 
3548. They appear to be from a device that 
prints the same number twice (once each 
on the cover and the penalty card) before 
advancing to the next number.

IV. Explanation to 
Addressee

A. Stock Markings supplied by the Post 
Office Supply Division, 1909-1958:  

The �909-�932 supply catalogs list two 
markings – one for postage supplied 
by the addressee, the other for postage 
supplied by the sender. The text for the 
addressee marking, with its characteristic 
initial capital letter, exists in at least two 
different fonts. 

Cities reported: St. Louis, MO �9�2

Cities reported: Columbus, OH �9�8

The sender marking changes text with 
each edition of the supply catalog. While 
I have not seen an example of  the �909 
or �923 markings, I expect them to 
resemble: 

Postage subsequently paid
by writer.

In  the �9�4 and �932 catalogs the text 
was:

I believe this marking was intended for 
use with Form 3540 requesting the sender 
of non-first class mail to supply postage 
so that their undeliverable mail could be 
forwarded, or returned to them. (Only first 
class mail has the return included in the 
original postage.) 

B.  Custom Markings supplied by the Post 
Office Supply Division, 1909-1958:  

�st and 2nd class post offices were 
permitted to apply for custom markings. 
These appear to have been made by the 
addition of the city name to the stock 
marking.

Fremont, OH �9�3

Springfield, MA 1911

C.  Stock Markings, source not yet 
known:

Cities reported: Chicago, IL �883-86  
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Cities reported: Oakland, CA �889

“Originally held for postage, but now 
/ forwarded upon receipt of postage 
due.” (Milgram cover #�5) 
Cities reported: Boston, MA �899

Cities reported: New Haven, CT 
�906

Text:  “Held for postage and forwarded 
on receipt of stamp.”

Cities reported:
Brooklyn, NY �898
Cedar Rapids, IA �907

“This is the article for which / postage 
was sent.” (Milgram cover #34) Cities 
reported: Portland, OR �902

“Held for Postage and Forwarded 
/ upon Receipt of ______ Cts.” 
(Milgram cover #43) Cities reported: 
Danielson, CT, �903

Cities reported: 
Catskill, NY �905
Eugene, OR �907
Hudson, NY �9�2

Cities reported: Chicago, �907-�9�4

Cities reported: Indianapolis, IN

Cities reported: Urbana, IL �9��

Cities reported: Urbana, IL �9��

     

           
Cities reported:
Providence, RI �9�6
Chicago, IL �9�7

Cities reported: St Augustine, FL 
�936

D.  Markings unique to a particular city:

Postmasters may have acquired these 
locally, ordered them by mail, or in the 
case of large cities after �909 had them 
custom-made by the Post Office Supply 
Division.

Buffalo, NY 

�906-�907

Lakewood, NJ 
“Originally held for Postage and / 
Forwarded on Receipt of Stamps / 
L.N.J.P.O.” used in �905 (Milgram cover 
#�8)

New York, New York

�899-�906 text reads “ORIGINALLY 
HELD FOR POSTAGE / BUT NOW 
FORWARDED ON RECEIPT / 
FROM YOU OF AMOUNT DUE 
/ (N.Y. – I.D.).” from the Inquiry 
Division.

�935-36, with initials for various 
divisions.

San Jose, California 

�905

Wilmington, Delaware 
“Forwarded from Wilmington, Del. / 
Post Office on receipt of postage.” Used 
in �906 (Milgram cover #39

1 Henry W. Beecher and Anthony S. 
Wawrukiewicz, U.S. Domestic Postal 
Rates, 1872-1999, Revised Second ed. 
(Portland: CAMA, 1999), pp. 271-277.

2 “The United States and Canada are 
the only countries in the Universal Postal 
Union which may be ranked as “first class,” 
that adhere to the practice of holding for 
postage letters that are deposited with post-
age unpaid. Postmaster-General Campbell, 
in �854, recommended this compulsory 
prepayment on the ground that it was im-
possible to provide any check against the 
dishonesty or carelessness of postmasters 
who collected the postage on delivery. The 
reason for the change has not existed since 
the adoption of the “postage-due stamp.” 
Of late years the inconveniences resulting 
from the present system have been some-
what ameliorated by the plan of notifying 
the addressees to send the deficient postage 
to the mailing office; but this is an unbusi-
nesslike method, and should be supplanted 
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by optional prepayment. An officer of the English postal service 
informs me that the statistics show that but a small fraction of � 
per cent of their letters are deposited unpaid. There is little fear of 
any abuse here. Practically all business correspondence would be 
prepaid in full, as at present. I am sure the American people can 
be trusted to act wholly decently in this matter. The maintenance 
of this bit of antiquated red tape is not creditable. I have already 
recommended its abolition by Congress.” –  Annual Report of the 
Postmaster General, 1892.

3 James Peter Gough, “Held for Postage” The Collectors Club 
Philatelist 77 (�998), 277-289; and James W.  Milgram and N. 
Leonard Persson, “Held for Postage” The American Philatelist 
93 (�979), 597-604.

4 “When held-for-postage matter which cannot be returned to 
the persons mailing the same, as provided in the two preceding 
sections, is addressed to a person residing within the delivery of 
the post-office where mailed, he shall be notified of its deten-
tion, by circular or otherwise.” When such matter is addressed to 
persons living beyond the delivery of the post-office where it is 
detained, it must be sent to the Dead-Letter Office.” –  Sec. 439 
Postal Laws & Regulations, 1879.

5 Postmaster General’s Orders and Postal Bulletins quoted in 
Beecher & Wawrukiewicz, p. 272.

6 Usages of the forms overlap. The point of transition between 
�543 and 3548, which is part of the research Tony and I are doing 
on Post Office forms, is not yet known. The latest usage of Form 
�543 we have seen is �906; this form is not included in the list of 
post office forms published in the 1908 Postal Guide. The earli-
est official reference we have found to Form 3548 is its inclusion 
in the �908 Postal Guide; however, the earliest usage we have 
recorded is �899. Form 3548 continued until the end of the Held 
for Postage procedures in �958; the latest usage we have recorded 
is �954. The earliest Form 3540 we have seen is �899 and the 
latest being �9�7, however it is still included in the �932 List of 
Postal Supplies. Short-lived Forms 3540A and 3548A, introduced 
in �9�3, were limited to Parcel Post usage. For a history of these 
cards see Henry J. Berthelot, “Penalty Card Forms Associated with 
Held for Postage Matter, �890’s – �940’s” LaPosta 32 (200�), 
22-38. We would welcome information regarding earlier or later 

usages for any of these forms.
7 Besides the Gough and Milgram articles, examples can also 

be found in Delf Norona, Cyclopedia of United States Postmarks 
and Postal History. Lawrence: Quarterman, �975; and Thomas J. 
Alexander, Simpson’s U.S. Postal Markings, 1851-61. Columbus, 
OH: U.S. Philatelic Classics Society, �979.

8 Although published privately under contract to the Post Of-
fice until 1921, the U.S. Official Postal Guide was distributed to 
all postmasters. Published quarterly from October �874 until July 
�879, the Postal Guide became a monthly in September �879, 
with the January issue being a large book and the other months 
being supplements. When publication switched to a fiscal year 
cycle in �908, July became the large annual issue. Up to 45 pages 
of advertising can be found in the annual issues until �893, when 
advertisements were eliminated as not befitting an official govern-
ment publication. Other publications through which hand- stamp 
manufacturers might reach postmasters during the years before the 
Post Office Department resumed distributing auxiliary handstamps 
include John H. Zevely’s United States Post Office Bulletin and 
John H. Patterson’s The United States Mail.

9 Tony Wawrukiewicz and David L. Straight, “List of Office 
Supplies (Auxiliary Marking Handstamps) Available from POD, 
�90?-�930’s” Auxiliary Markings Issue 7, July 2005, pp. 4-5.

�0 Chicago Postal Markings and Postal History, Leonard 
Piszkiewicz, James E. Lee publisher, 2006. 

�� In addition to Alexander, Gough, Milgram, and Norona 
markings were found in George B. Arfken, Postage Due: The 
United States Large Numeral Postage Due Stamps, 1879-1894, 
(Chicago: Collectors Club, �99�); Edward L. Willard, The 
United States Two Cent Red Brown of 1883-1887, (New York: 
Lindquist, 1970); and Leonard Piszkiewicz, “Chicago Held for 
Postage and Related Markings” Illinois Postal Historian, May 
�993, pp. �8-28.

�2 The only ads that I consulted are those reproduced in the 
other publications cited here. Diane DeBlois has prepared an 
extensive index to the Official Postal Guide (P.S. A Quarterly 
Journal of Postal History #32-35) which could serve as a start-
ing point.)

 
1/2 Cent Postage Due

By Christopher J. Masters 

This undated post card was 
“Returned for Postage, Postage 
due �/2 cent.” In my experience 
it is somewhat unusual to see this 
type of handstamped marking 
containing the value �/2 cent. 
More commonly there is a space 
left where the amount due is writ-
ten in. Nothing super-special but 
a somewhat less commonly seen 
marking.
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Once more we visit the Canadian mails with 
their bilingual (French and English) auxiliary 
markings.

The letter to the right was mailed from Poland 
during the late period of their modern inflation 
(noted by the exorbitant 9000 zloty postage paid 
on the item). 

The auxiliary marking in this case has been 
applied by the Canadian Post Office on a label. It 
reads:   “CETTE LETTRE A ETE RE-
TARDEE    CODE POSTAL 
ERRONE    THIS 
LETTER HAS BEEN DELAYED   
INCORRECT POSTAL CODE   
TELEPHONEZ �-800-267-��22”

Presumably the postal code on the letter was 
incorrect, and the auxiliary marking was a note to 
the addressee as to why delivery of the letter was 
delayed. Note that there was no return address on 
the envelope, and so the letter could not easily be 
returned to sender, if that had been necessary. 

I am guessing that the telephone number listed 
was a toll-free number which could be used by a 
person who needed the correct postal code (I guess 
that it was presumed that the addressee might not 
know his or her own code?).

Bilingual Canadian Printed Auxiliary Marking
By Tony Wawrukiewicz

Chicago Postal Markings and Postal History – a book by Leonard Piszkiewicz 
Review by Tony Wawrukiewicz

There is so much to say about this excellent and important 
book. It centers on Chicago mail, and as such it is an encyclopedic 
review of the function and markings of the Chicago Post Office 
(PO) that truly is 98% complete from the dates �83� until the 
mid-�950’s (in reality until the �990s).

But it is much more than that. As Mr. Piszkiewicz explains 
(accurately) in his introduction: “The purpose of this volume is to 
present a unified compilation of Chicago postal markings from its 
inception in �83� until approximately the mid-�950s with expla-
nations of how and why they were used. While the descriptions 
of markings are those used by the Chicago Post Office, similar 
markings (or sometimes identical markings made by the same 
suppliers) were used by other U.S. post offices, and the ‘why’ 
and ‘how’ of their use applies to all U.S. post offices. Therefore, 
while this volume is ostensibly confined to Chicago, the postal 
regulations on which the markings are based were applicable to 
the entire U.S. Post Office department. Hopefully collectors and 
researchers can use the research presented here regarding the 
implementation of postal regulations as a starting point for further 
research throughout the United States postal system.”

Because of this, in my U.S. Specialist review, I stated that it 
was my opinion that this is an important book for collectors of 
U.S. mail, and I highly recommended it as such. However, what 
is its value to collectors of auxiliary markings?

First let me point out that overall there are 64 chapters en-
compassing 556 pages. Besides the postmark chapters (2�) there 
are multiple chapters concerned with airmail, foreign mail (with 
particular emphasis on Chicago as a foreign exchange office), 

special services such as registration, special delivery, carrier 
delivery and general delivery as well as �7 chapters on auxiliary 
markings such those related to mail Held for Postage, Due, Re-
turned to Writer, Received in Bad Order, Fraudulent, Forwarded, 
Missent, Returned for Better Direction, Address Changed..., Ad-
dress Supplied..., Found in..., Unmailable, Dead Letter Office, 
Foreign Mail Markings, etc.

Although every one of the chapters is valuable, it is these �7 
chapters that are of particular interest to 
my readers today. These chapters are im-
portant, not only because they expose the 
reader to a large number of quite varied 
auxiliary markings (see, for example, 
just three of over a thousand full-sized 
markings beautifully illustrated in the 

book), but each chapter explains why the 
particular auxiliary markings shown in the 
chapter were developed. Earliest known and 
latest known use information accompanies 
the markings. 

It is the whys of the markings explained 
in such depth that in my opinion makes this 

book so valuable. For instance, Mr. Piszkiewicz also gives an 
important insight into the 
organization of the Chi-
cago PO with particular 
attention to the concept 

(continued at the bottom of page 10)
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Forgery and Fantasy
By Christopher J. Masters

I like the story that Chris 
Masters has put together to 
explain this forgery/fantasy. I 
hope that you have as much fun 
reading his speculations as I did 
- Editor.

Forgery! Fantasy!
-There is no U.S.S. Arizona 

CDS as the one depicted.
-The T stamping is real in 

its accuracy-used in a district of 
London.

-I’m not sure of the accuracy 
of the Due 2 cents.

-All three stampings are of 
the exact same ink hue. Forgery-
Fantasy.

In October of �920 the U.S.S. 
Arizona was running locally out 
of New York for several months 
and during this time “given the 
alphanumeric hull designation 
BB-39 on �7 July �920.” She left the local New York running 
January 4, �92�.

“C/O The Lykes Brothers:” The Lykes Brothers’ Steamship 
Co. is real. The Whitney Building in New Orleans is real. “Billy” 
is saying hello to the “Craft” secretary and with a little flirting 
(flapper) asks her to say hello to everyone. The Lykes Brothers had 
dealings with the military and could have been involved with 
the Arizona while in New York and at dock being worked on 
etc. etc.

Billy is a sailor on the Arizona and from New Orleans and 
knows the folks at the Whitney Building and hands the card to 
a (S.P.O.CLERK?) aboard a Lykes Brothers’ Steamship that is 
based and sailing from ENGLAND to their headquarters in New 
Orleans. What postal (forger?) or clerk would come up with the 
T stamping of a district of London unless it is a clerk based out 

of London? The S.P.O. clerk and Billy have fun creating the three 
stampings hence all the same hue? Applied aboard ship in New 
York, not London.

The card was going to be hand delivered (no receiving etc.) 
Since the Lykes brothers were headquartered in New Orleans, it’s 
possible the S.P.O. clerk (out of London?) could have had the pre-
canceled postage dues from New Orleans. Not made to deceive, 
what forger would DOODLE on the stamp franking? Billy and 
the Lykes clerk had fun all around, even with the postage dues. I 
believe the international rate was 2 cents at the time. I’m learn-
ing about rates so I’m not sure what would be correct. Could the 
card be a combination of fantasy and a real mailing? The postal 
clerk had to follow a certain amount of of postal regulations 
but as a Lyke’s (employee?) ending up at the Whitney Building 
the clerk made an (unauthorized?) hand delivery? As a casual 
collector this is my best guess! 
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and reality of the Delivery and Mailing Divisions (and the 
markings associated with them).  Where there is more to be 
learned, he gives the reader additional excellent resources to 
which he or she can turn.

Let me mention just one of the important concepts of P.O.  or-
ganization that he explains. Frequently when one looks at a cover 
one finds handstamped or handwritten numbers that are inexpli-
cable. For instance these are found in duplex cancel markings. In 
Chapter seven one finds out that these numbers refer to particular 
clerks and that certain clerks worked only in certain areas (Foreign 
area, Special Delivery area, etc.). Many other such numbers one 
finds on mail are explained throughout the book. One can learn 
so much from reading it in detail, and it’s an enjoyable read as 
this book is far more than just an encyclopedia.

Last but not least, the production values for this book are ex-
cellent.This almost 600 page book is beautifully hardbound (no 
softbound edition is available), has a very attractive dust cover, 

and the images, whether markings or covers, are outstanding. 
Included following page ��8 are eight pages of color images of 
some very attractive covers.

This highly recommended book can be ordered from James 
E. Lee, PO Box 36, Cary, IL 600�3-0036 for $75.00 plus $5.00 
postage and handling.

    

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

  #2�6 Barry Jablon
  #2�7 Reginald Hofmaier
  #2�8 Northwest Philatelic Library  

  
    

(continued from page 9)
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Auxiliary Markings Overkill
By Tony Wawrukiewicz

The amount of international mail which is delivered overseas 
each day must be immense. Obviously it’s vital that mail from 
any country be addressed so that it can first be sent to the ap-
propriate country.

In the case of the United States, it is necessary that at least the 
country name in the address be readable by workers at the U.S. 
exchange office. Therefore, it needs to be in English. Once the 
item reaches the intended country, native speakers will deliver 
the mail and so the rest of the address may and probably should 
be in the language of the addressee.

The illustrated letter was mailed on September 28, 2002. I 
believe that the address is in French, and possibly the letter was 
meant to be sent to France. However, there is no indication of the 
country to which it was to be sent.

Therefore, it was returned to sender: “COUNTRY NAME RE-
QUIRED IN ENGLISH, REMOVE THIS LABEL, AND REMAIL.” 
Below on the same envelope is the admonition: “RETURN TO 
SENDER FOR CORRECTION COUNTRY NAME MUST BE IN 
ENGLISH ON LAST LINE OF ADDRESS AND NOT ABBREVI-
ATED.” The first admonition seems unnecessary since the second 
contains all the information concerning the listing of the addressed 
country name that must be true. On the other hand two large 
well-impressed red auxiliary markings makes for a beautiful and 
interesting cover.

Two things of possible note are that the upper auxiliary mark-
ing was not on a label and the sender never corrected the address 
and mailed the letter on.

Editorial  
By Tony Wawrukiewicz

I am grateful to all the club members who have come for-
ward with articles in the past 3-4 months. There were so many 
that I can’t use them all this month, or even in January. Thank 
you! Chris Masters is a new club member who has really come 
through with a number of small articles that are peppered 
throughout this newsletter.

David Straight has given us a nice introduction to the concept 
of the Held for Postage process and the markings that are asso-
ciated with it. His article contains a nice selection of markings 
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related to this process, but it’s only a beginning. Perhaps there are 
others of you which have an assortment of examples not illustrated 
in his list that you would like to share with your fellow AMC 
members? I would be glad to print them in a future newsletter. 
Speaking of a great source of auxiliary markings, please see my 
review elsewhere of Leonard Piszkiewicz’s book Chicago Postal 
Markings and Postal History.
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A Late Advertised Letter
By Christopher J. Masters and Tony Wawrukiewicz

This July 20, 1931, airmail letter is a first-flight letter for Route 
AM 2 from Memphis, Tennessee to a General Delivery Post Of-
fice address in Manila, Philippine Islands. Note, though, that the 
return address is Seattle if the letter had to be returned.

Since the 5¢ airmail stanp only paid the airmail service 
within the continental U.S., the letter traveled on to Manila via 
surface mail. When it reached its general delivery address, it was 
ADVERTISED (CDS stamp) on September 2�, �93�. This was 
unsuccessful, and the letter was “RETURNED TO SENDER 
UNCLAIMED” on October 5, �93�.

This is quite an interesting letter because it was advertised so 
late.    At least it is late if one uses the Chicago Post Office and 
its function as a clue. In the “Advertised and Related markings” 
chapter of Leonord Piszkiewicz’s book, Chicago Markings and 
Postal History, he points out that advertising of mail in the late 
period of the Chicago Post Office (to 1935) was only available 
for unclaimed General Delivery mail. This late-period advertis-
ing ended as of �935. Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that 
the advertising on this �93� letter illustrated here was probably 
a late use in Manila.
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A Painted Hand
By Christopher J. Masters

This June �5, �93�, airmail letter was appropriately mailed to Mexico from Seattle, Washington at the 5¢ per ounce domestic 
airmail rate. It was not claimed (“Non reclaimee”) and, I believe, returned to sender. This seems certain because of the pointing hand 
and because the second word in the pointing hand reads “remittente” which translates as the word sender. I cannot make out the first 
word in the hand.

This pointing hand is a little better seen 
below (it’s the best I can do because it is a 
light impression - editor). It is ornate and one 
fingernail appears to be painted. Not your every 
day pointing hand.


