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An Attractive 1895 Pointing Hand
By Tony Wawrukiewicz

I suspect that one of the reasons many of us belong to the Auxiliary Markings Club is because 
we are attracted to the return to sender process and its innumerous pointing hands. There are so 
many beautiful pointing hands that have been used throughout the history of the US mails, and I 
believe this is one of them. This �895 letter was mailed from Portland, Maine to Limerick, Maine. 
There it was “Unclaimed’ and “RETURN TO WRITER.” This latter marking is reproduced actual 
size to the right.
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I recently was given the opportunity by Jim Forte to look at �97 
airmail post cards that were mailed in �974 and early �975 from 
the United States to the Secretary General of the �5th International 
Geological Conference in Australia. The actual conference was 
held in August of �976, and these post cards indicated probable 
attendance at the conference by the mailer. Some of this infor-
mation is also found in my July Linn’s article, but I am showing 
more of the auxiliary markings here and leaving out some of the 
data from that article.

Because the international airmail post card rate changed from 
�5¢ to �8¢ on March �, �974, cards were mailed before and after 
this rate change. Only ��3 of the post cards were franked correctly, 
49 were underpaid, and ��5 were overpaid! I mention this, as I 
did in my Linn’s article, because I am often asked whether a cover  
is franked correctly. I cannot say when this occurred for letters, 
but airmail international post cards are frequently misfranked 
after �970, and both international post cards and letters by �990. 
Collectors beware!

The covers and marking in this article, except the one in Figure 
�, are not produced actual size. In Figure � is shown an February 
�974, international airmail post card to Australia on which only 
8¢ was paid originally, with an 8¢ Prominent American stamp. 
Because it was noted to be short paid at the office of mailing, it 
was “RETURN FOR 7¢ ADDITIONAL POSTAGE” from the 
sender. The sender paid the 7¢ due with the meter strip stamp, 
and the card was then sent on, fully paid, to Australia. 

   Figure �

In Figure � a similar handstamp from yet another post card 
is shown.

          
   Figure �

The international airmail post card in Figure 3 was mailed on 
August �9, �974, to Australia with only ��¢ paid originally, with 
a 12¢ meter stamp. It too was noted to be short paid at the office 
of mailing and. therefore, it was “Returned for Add’l 6 POSTAGE 
/ Foreign Air Mail Post Cards & Aerograms / ARE �8 CENTS.” 
The 6¢ due was paid on October �, with a second meter stamp. 
There was quite a delay in this payment of the due postage.  
               

 
   Figure 3  

The March �4, �974, international airmail card in Figure 4 
(on next page) was sent in the mail stream unpaid. Like the above 
two cards it was caught at the mailing office and: “RETURNED 
FOR ADDITIONAL POSTAGE / POSTAGE DUE �8¢ / TOTAL 
POSTAGE REQUIRED �8¢ / RATE �8¢ PER CARD / POSTAGE 
MUST BE PREPAID.” 

                     
    

Short Paid Mail and Inaccurately Franked U.S. Mail from 1974-5
 By Tony Wawrukiewicz
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    Figure 4

The final due international post card in Figure 5, dated Febru-
ary �6, �974, was handled differently because it reached the U.S. 
exchange office before it was noted to be due 4¢ (prepaid only 11¢ 
of the 15¢ rate). The exchange office then added the T 8/15 and 
sent it on to Australia. This notation indicated that the equivalent 

of the ratio of 8/�5 times the Australian international airmail post 
card rate was due from the addressee. That is, a penalty of double 
the short paid amount was due.                                                    

   Figure 5
                          
In the final analysis we find that many of the international post 

cards in this study group were franked incorrectly.

The President’s Message
By Ralph Nafziger

“Show and Tell” meetings are scheduled during the APS 
StampShow in Hartford in August, and at our annual meeting 
during Chicagopex in November. Anyone who wishes to show 
covers at either or both shows should contact Ralph Nafziger at 
<mailto:nafziger@peak.org>nafziger@peak.org. Try it, and you 
will like it! 

Eight students at the annual APS Summer Seminar in Belle-
fonte, PA attended an informal AMC “Show and Tell” on June 
24. David Eeles showed two fire-damaged covers, each franked 
with the 4c Lincoln Liberty Series stamp. Gary Hendren shared 
a cover that was returned due to suspended service during the 
Kosovo conflict in 1999, as well as an article which featured St. 

Louis “opera glass” postage due markings. Several Denmark FDCs 
with auxiliary markings directing that the covers be forwarded, 
and a cross-out “damaged in the mail” marking with a “received 
unsealed” rubber stamp were shown by Alan Warren from his 
exhibit. Ralph Nafziger shared several auxiliary markings such 
as “where to,” “forfeited discount” on a water bill, “slogan order 
rescinded” (docketed by the postmaster), and “do not use a stamp-
ing machine” on a cover from a postcard manufacturer. Other 
session attendees were T. G. Rehkop, Bob Ruff, Alan Parsons, 
and Jim Pullin. The half-hour session passed too quickly before 
we returned to classes.

Inclement Weather in Southern California?
By Dennis Ladd

The unusual auxiliary marking shown was on a philatelic cover 
dated January �3, �008. Philatelic cover or not, the marking, shown 
in full size, is interesting and unusual, reading “Damaged Due to 
/ Inclement Weather.” I’ve never seen one like it.

Think about it. In Southern California we may have numerous 

fires and occasional earthquakes, but finding a cover damaged in 
the infrequent rain here and then bearing such a marking is a rare 
combination.

Is This Star an Auxiliary Marking?
By Paul Albright

In January �008 I received a a cover from the philatelic bureau of the 
Finland Post Office (Posti). As illustrated, it shows a star-like scribble 
next to the mailing label. What does it mean, if anything? Was it applied 
in Finland or the U.S.?

Since the recipient’s last name begins with an ‘A,’ could this have 
been the top piece in a stack of mail that was sorted in alphabetical order 
to be sent by Finland Post to recipients outside the country? Any thoughts 
from readers would be welcome.
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Late Arrival Mail and Related Auxiliary Marks
By Thomas Breske

We all have experienced mail that arrived late for various 
reasons but now, only rarely, does the Post Office acknowledge 
delayed mail.  This was not always the case.  Transportation 
delays were one reason mail was late and letters were sometimes 
marked with an explanation. Examples are described below (All 
auxiliary and postmarks are black unless in color). They are all 
actual size.

[Note:  The author’s identification system for auxiliary marks 
consists of an acronym or abbreviation, followed by the decade 
of use.]

Figure 1 – LAD 188:  Coupled circles New York Rec’d plus 
“LATE ARRIVAL / MAIL / TRAIN / DETENTION” on a postal 
card from Chicago Jan �4, �PM, arrived Jan �6, (�8)83, 5PM.

       

Figure 2 – LAD 188:  Coupled circles New York Rec’d “LATE 
ARRIVAL / MAIL / DETENTION” backstamped letter from Wil-
lard, N.Y. Dec 18, 1889 arrived New York Dec 19, 9-1A(M).

        

Figure 3 – LAD 189: CDS plus oval “MAIL DELAYED / A 
/ TRAIN LATE” backstamped letter from Dallas, TX Mar �9, 
�894, 6-PM, arrived Chicago Mar ��, 4-PM.

  

Figure 4 – MDTL 189: CDS plus vertical oval “TRAIN / 
LATE” Lafayette, IN Jan �7, �895, 6PM arrived Cleveland, O. 
Jan �8, �PM.

       

Figure 5 – ML 189:  Straight-line “MAIL LATE.” (27.5 x 3.5 
mm) Pottstown, PA Jun �0, �895, 7PM transit Philadelphia, PA 
Jun �0, ��PM arrived Newark, NJ Jun ��, 830AM.

  

Figure 6 – ML 189:  Straight-line “MAIL LATE.” (29 x 4 mm) 
Murray Hill, NJ Aug ��, �895, transit Newark, NJ Rec’d Aug ��, 
5PM, arrived Bloomfield, NJ Aug 1(3), 830AM.

  

Figure 7 – TLMD 189:  CDS plus oval “TRAIN LATE / --.-- / 
MAIL DELAYED”  Oberlin, Ohio Sept 18, 1899, 430PM arrived 
Tacoma, Wash Sep 22, 3PM. [Other examples:  Fort Smith, Ark 
Oct �0, �907 and Worcester, Mass Mar 4, �908.]

  

Figure 8 – TLMD 190:  PPC with CDS plus oval “TRAIN 
LATE / 1 / MAIL DELAYED” from Caledon, Ohio Aug, 1907 
arrived Boise, Idaho Aug 3, 6-AM.

         

Figure 9 – MDTL 190:  CDS with a vertical, football-shaped 
oval “MAIL DELAYED / 11 / TRAIN LATE” from Boston, 
Mass mute, double oval, addressed to Brand Brewing Co., ar-
rived Chicago, Ill Received Dec 3�, (�900), �030AM plus two 
additional Chicago CDS backstamps.�  Piszkiewicz notes this 
marking may have been used in place of the Chicago Station G 
Receiving mark.
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Figure 10 – TL 189: Boxed, straight-line “TOO LATE” from 
Tikari (India) DCDS 6 MA 95, arrived Dadar (Bombay) CDS �0 
MA 95 on a �895 stamped envelope addressed to Bombay Stamp 
Exchange.

        

Figure 11 – TL 189:  Mourning cover with straight-line 
“TRAIN LATE” from San Diego, CA Jun �8 to Ft. Wayne, IND 
Jun �0, 8-AM, �894 (backstamp) and a straight-line “FORT 
WAYNE, IND. JUN 20 1894” on front.

            

Sometimes the reason mail was delayed was not known, yet 
it arrived too late to reach the addressee.  Such mail could either 
be forwarded (if a future address was known) or, more likely, it 
was returned to the sender, as was the case for the � examples 
below:

Figure 12 – ATL 193:  A letter addressed to the ship S.S. 
Lafayette was stamped “ARRIVED TOO LATE / STEAMER 
SAILED / (N.Y.P.O. STA C)” from Westminster, CA Aug 16, 

1930, PM.  Two backstamps (N.Y. Sta C Aug 21, 1230PM and 
a machine cancel N.Y., N.Y. Sta C Aug 21, 4-PM) were applied.  
On the front was added a boxed “RETURNED TO SENDER / 
AUG �� �930 / DO NOT POST AGAIN IN THIS / ENVELOPE 
OR WRAPPER”

   

Figure 13 – RTL 195:  Letter addressed to the ship S.S. Liberte 
was stamped “RECEIVED TOO LATE” from New York City 
(Grand Central Sta. 53) Dec �4. �957. ��AM.  The letter was 
backstamped N.Y. 36, N.Y. (Times Square Station) Jan 2, 1958, 
630PM and further hand-stamped on the front with a boxed “UN-
CLAIMED / Return to sender” and an indistinct pointing finger 
with a list of reasons for the return.

 

Most mail delays, however, were the result of a wrong or in-
complete address.  Auxiliary markings for these and other reasons 
for delayed mail will be presented in future articles. 

Yet Another Type of Late Arrival Auxiliary Mark
By Tony Wawrukiewicz

Illustrated below in actual size is the reverse of an �896 U.S. 
domestic postal card that was received in St. Louis, Missouri on 
May ��. Unlike other coupled circles in Tom Breske’s article, no 
exact explanation is given for this card arriving late in St. Louis. 

Certainly it is possible that a train was late in delivering this card, 
especially when one realizes that all the examples in Tom’s article 
were delayed from the �880s to the �900’s, around the time when 
this card was delayed.
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   Figure 3

               

      
   Figure 4

       

        
   Figure 5 
 
       

     
    Figure 6

       
   Figure 7

 

      
   Figure 8
       

 Figure 9 is out of order because of size and 
  can be found on the bottom of Page 7.

   Figure 9

Additionally, three trilingual stickers were found:
�. Figure �0 – Sticker [POST OFFICE – POSKANTOOR 

�0��45.5.(P �/�45)]  “EXPRESS / SPOED / EXPRÈS”
�. Figure �� – Sticker “AIR MAIL / PER LUGPOS / 

PAR AVION”
3. F igure  ��  –  S t icker  “UNDELIVERED – 

ONAFGELEWER – NOT-DISTRIBUÈ” followed by 8 rea-
sons, each in 3 languages.

The Republic of South Africa (RSA) is one of a few countries 
that issues bilingual stamps and as one might suspect, bilingual 
auxiliary marks.  From a batch of about �500 covers (circa �980 
– �000) including Registered Letters (Geregistreerde Briefs), I 
found about a dozen readable auxiliary marks.  The languages 
are English and Afrikaans (rooted in �7th century Dutch).  All 
Registered covers use the UPU accepted “R” usually with a 
handstamp or a perforated sticker showing the name of the Post 
Office (Poskantoor), and each envelope is crossed, front and back, 
with blue lines.  For Express letters a vertical red line, front and 
back, is used.  

The Table � below relates the English and Afrikaans text, 
proceeded by a Figure number that identifies the auxiliary marks 
reproduced below.  Underlining indicates unreadable letters or 
words. All markings are actual size. 

   
   Table �        

               

                
   Figure �a 

     

   Figure �b

              
   Figure �

FIG ENGLISH                  AFRIKAANS    

  � ACCEPTED AFTER FINAL DESPATCH               AANGENEEM NA FINALE VERSENDING

  � FINAL                  FINAAL…………

  3 ACCEPTED P/A SEEN                 GOEDGEKEURDE VOLMAG GESIEN

  4 ACCEPTED AFTER FINAL CLEARANCE           AANGENEEM NA FINALE LIGTING

 __ OF ACCEPTANCE……H……                 VD VAN AA__________   

 SENDER INFORMED                 ASSENDER VER WITTIG

  5 (ACCEPTED AFTER FINAL  ________)               AANGENEEM NA FINALE AFSLUITING

  6 INSUFFICIENTLY PREPAID FOR                FRANKERING ONVOLDO_NDE

 TRANSMISSION BY AIR MAIL                VIR VERSENDIG PER LUGPOS

  7 CERTIFIED MAIL                 GESERTIFISEERDE POS

  8 POSTED OUT OF COURSE              _UITEKO__S GEPOS

 (relates to “T” postage due cover)

  9 SA POST OFFICE                SA POSKANTOOR 

 FOUND OPEN OR DAMAGED AND               OOP OF BESKADIG GEVIND EN 

    Bilingual and Trilingual Marks from South Africa
By Thomas Breske
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   Figure �0

     
   Figure ��
        

    
    Figure ��

   Figure �� enlarged

A yellow preprinted label (Figure �3) was glued face down 
to the back of a letter with a manuscript “Johannesburg Forward 
“ and a DCDS.  

   Figure �3

Some letters were handstamped with and addressee’s private 
date stamp.  Figure �4 shows a bilingual example . 

          
   Figure �4

Lastly, Figure �5 shows one cover found with an English only 
“INSUFFICIENT POSTAGE / FOR AIR MAIL / FORWARDED 
BY SURFACE MAIL”  (I included it for completeness…and I 
didn’t want to write an article about only one auxiliary mark.)

         

          
   Figure �5

Out there is someone who knows a lot more about these 
bi- and trilingual auxiliary marks from RSA.  Your comments 
and additional contributions are solicited.  Not knowing didn’t 
diminish the fun I had in sorting through this “time capsule” of 
interesting covers.

Figure 9
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Over the past �0 years, I have acquired a number of letters and 
cards that were endorsed “FREE MATTER FOR THE BLIND 
AND HANDICAPPED” or with some very similar statement in 
the upper right corner of the item.

Only when I began to look at these carefully did I realize that 
January 7, �968, marked an important date in  how such items 
were handled by the postal service.

The concept of free matter for blind persons is first noted in 
an Act of April 27, 1904, that states:

“books, pamphlets, and other reading material in raised charac-
ters for the use of the blind, whether prepared by hand or printed, 
in single volumes not exceeding �0 lbs in weight, or in packages 
not exceeding 4 lbs in weight, and containing no advertising or 
other matter whatever, unsealed and when sent by public institu-
tions for the blind, or by any public libraries as a loan to blind 
readers, or when returned to such institutions or public libraries, 
shall be transmitted in the US mails free of postage.” 

This act does not mention how these items were to be endorsed 
nor does it say how regular letters to and from the blind were to 
be handled.

However, the �907 Postal Law & Regulations (PL&R), Sec. 
5�8 �/�, part 6, indicates that they were to be endorsed “Free” 
over the words: “Reading matter for the Blind.”  

In addition, after this same section, we find the note: “Letters 
written in point print or raised characters used by the blind are not 
entitled to free transmission.” Also, Section 465 indicates that such 
matter could be sent unsealed and paid at the third-class rates (even 
though it contained writing). Such written matter was mailable as 
first-class matter only if the first-class rates were paid.

This remained true until January 7, �968, PB 20624 (Decem-
ber 28, 1967), when third-class rates for first-class matter for the 
blind were withdrawn, and first-class matter mailed as third-class 
matter for the blind was now free. Still, however, such written 
matter could still be sent as first-class matter if those first-class 
rates were paid.

As of that day, mail for blind and other handicapped people 
when sent as third-class matter, was free if the person was blind 
or certified unable to read normal reading material, if the material 
was sent at no charge, or at a charge less than or equal to cost. To 
reiterate, matter allowed free included unsealed letters in raised 
characters, or sight-saving type that could be opened for postal 
inspection.

As of this date we find endorsements such as “FREE MATTER 
FOR THE BLIND AND HANDICAPPED” in the upper right 
corner rather than “Free Matter for the Blind.”

In Figure 1 we find a free item for the blind and physically 
handicapped received on April ��, �983. The endorsement “RE-
TURN POSTAGE GUARANTEED” and the fact that it was 
unsealed indicate that it was appropriately mailed as a third-class 
item.

The endorsement “FREE MATTER FOR THE BLIND AND 
PHYS. HANDICAPPED POSTAL MANUAL, PART 138” is as 
complete as they come.  Part �38 is the section where this item 
is found in various postal documents. The illustration of this and 
all auxiliary markings in this article are true size.

Mail Matter for the Blind and Physically Handicapped
By Tony Wawrukiewicz

I find the mention of the Postal Manual fascinating because as 
yet I have seen only two of them, the well-known �95� example 
and a �004 example I accidently saw in the back room of a postal 
worker’s office in Portland. These must exist, but are apparently 
not available outside of a post office.

        

 
   Figure �

The second item is an April ��, �983, letter properly endorsed 
“Reading Matter for the Blind and Physically Handicapped.” for 
free mailing. However, it was franked at the first-class rate of 20¢ 
per ounce, either because the sender wished it to go by first-class, 
wanted it sealed, or it contained matter not allowed at the special 
free rate for the blind.

        

     
   Figure �

The third item  is confusing because it is a post card without 
raised characters, or sight-saving type that could be opened for 
postal inspection. Therefore, even though it contains an appropri-
ate endorsement. it should not have been allowed free mailing.
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   Figure 3
The fourth item is a label used on a �000 unsealed letter 

endorsed “FREE MATTER FOR THE BLIND OR HANDI-
CAPPED” on the label. Therefore, just as labels are now being 

used for many other auxiliary markings, labels are now being 
used for this type.

           

       
   Figure 4

The final example of auxiliary markings for items mailed free 
to or from a blind or handicapped person is shown in Figure 5.

 
   Figure 5

This marking is on an undated, unsealed cover.
  

Editorial
By Tony Wawrukiewicz

I’m pleased to report that we remain a strong, vibrant organiza-
tion. Our membership has increased to �70 strong with four new 
members as listed just below in this newsletter. 

Our new slate of officers is now official. First, great thanks 
to Nancy Clark who so ably led us from our beginnings, along 
with John Hotchner, one of our founders, and Doug Merenda, one 
of our first directors. We are fortunate that Jerry Nylander, Jerry 
Johnson, our able and hard-working secretary, Gary Hendren, our 
faithful treasurer, and Doug Quine, who gives us our spendid web 
site, will remain. I welcome our new President, Ralph Nafziger, 
who has been a very active member at our meetings for the last 
two years, making them fun and interesting with the show-and-
tell presentations. We also welcome our new directors, Matthew 
Liebson, Ada Prill, and Ed Fisher. Ed has stepped forward as a 
new director and accepted the position of publicity director. He 
already has suggested an excellent idea in this regard which he 
will implement. One job that still needs to be filled by a board 
member is the awards chair.

For those who haven’t yet seen it, I draw your attention to AMC 
member Wayne Youngblood’s fine article in the June American 
Philatelist: ‘Received in Package Box Collection.’ Not only is 
this article well worth reading, a note Wayne placed in the article 
about our club has resulted in two new members.

As many of our members know, a popular Auxiliary Markings 
Club feature at many shows, beginning with Washington, �006, 
is one in which members and guests bring covers with interesting 
auxiliary markings to a “Show and Tell” session. Thus far, six such 
meetings have occurred, with one scheduled for the annual meeting 
during Chicagopex �008. Future annual meetings are scheduled for 

PIPEX (May ��-�4, �009, Portland, OR), TEXPEX (April �6-�8, 
�0�0, Dallas, TX), and ROMPEX (May �0��, Denver, CO).

Regarding Chicagopex �008 (November ��-�3, �008), 
Kevin Doyle just sent out this email message: “We have only one 
competitive and two non-competitive exhibit applications in the 
Auxiliary Marking area so far at CHICAGOPEX 2008: Ralph H. 
Nafziger ‘First Day Covers in the Mailstream’ (7 frames), Alfred F. 
Kugel ‘Auxiliary Markings of the German Colonies’ and Offices 
Abroad (� frame; CPS Member Showcase), and John M. Hotchner 
‘�0th Century U. S. Auxiliary Markings Documenting Delay of, 
or Inability to Deliver, the Mail: The First 50 Years’ (10 frames; 
Court of Honor)” The prospectus for the show is available as a 
PDF file at: http://www.chicagopex.com/id12.html.

Thanks to a very industrious member, Dennis Ladd, we will 
soon have an index for the newsletter. In his formidable index, 
Dennis has incorporated all the newsletters up to the April, �008. 
His index. which will be available from our website, goes far be-
yond what one would usually expect for such a work. In it we find 
the usual author and title listings, followed by a complete listing of 
every marking that has been illustrated in our newsletter! Dennis 
is still refining what is already a wonderful document, and it will 
be up on our web site soon. If a person wants to know if his or 
her example has been shown before, they will be able to quickly 
determine this from the index. Well done, Dennis!

New Members

  Fred Saner (�44) William Gosling   (�46)
  Joseph Horn (�45) Mike Bowerman (�47) 
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Collecting the Special Delivery Fee
 By Tony Wawrukiewicz

After �90�, a number of different auxiliary markings are 
found on special delivery letters and cards. These include: ‘FEE 
CLAIMED BY OFFICE OF FIRST ADDRESS,’ some variant of 
this first marking that contains the name of the city of first address, 
and the marking ‘Forwarded, fee not claimed.’    

In Section 780 of the 1902 Postal Law & Regulations (PL&R), 
we read: “After special-delivery matter has been taken out for 
delivery and returned with the information that the person ad-
dressed has removed to the delivery of another office, and such 
matter is then forwarded, it is not entitled to special delivery at 
the office of the second address. Such matter should be indorsed 
by the forwarding postmaster ‘Forwarded, delivery fee paid by 
office of first address.’ But where a forwarding order has been 
given by the addressee in advance of the arrival of the matter, 
so that no attempt to deliver is necessary, it should be forwarded 
with the indorsement: ‘Forwarded, fee NOT claimed,’ and the 
postmaster at the office of final destination will make special de-
livery and be entitled to the regular fee therefor. Special delivery 
matter forwarded from one post-office to another without any 
indorsement should be taken out for immediate delivery the same 
as if indorsed. ‘Forwarded, fee not claimed,’ and the facts, with 
particulars, reported to the First Assistant Postmaster-General 
(Division of Free Delivery).” This same admonition is found in 
the 1907 and 1913 PL&Rs.

Neither Len Piszkiewicz (see his Chicago Postal Markings 
and Postal History) nor I have ever seen the auxiliary marking 
‘Forwarded, delivery fee paid by the office of first address.’

On page ��4 of his book, The Speedy, Henry Gobie quotes 
the 1907 Postal Guide, page 660: “Postmasters are, it appears, 
frequently violating Section 780 of the 1902 PL&R which require 
that Special Delivery matter forwarded after an attempt has been 
made to deliver it, shall be endorsed ‘Fee claimed at the office of 
the first address.’ In order to avoid further errors, postmasters are 
hereby instructed that every piece of Special Delivery matter must 
be endorsed, after it has been recorded and before it is sent out for 
delivery, ‘Fee claimed at office of first address.’ Special Delivery 
matter which is forwarded without an attempt to make delivery 
should, of course, be endorsed ‘Forwarded, fee not claimed.’”  

Note that this statement incorrectly quotes the 1902 PL&R 
when it says: “...matter forwarded after an attempt has been made 
to deliver it, shall be endorsed ‘Fee Claimed at the office of the 
first address.’” On the other hand, in what it states in its second 
part, it does give us the official origin of the phrase ‘Fee claimed 
at office of first address.’

Therefore, from the publication of the 1902 PL&R, forwarded 
special delivery mail where a forwarding order had been given 
by the addressee in advance of the arrival of the matter, so that 
no attempt to deliver is necessary, was to be forwarded with the 
indorsement: ‘Forwarded, fee not claimed.”  Also, from the publi-
cation of the 1907 Postal Guide, postmasters were instructed that 
every piece of Special Delivery matter must be endorsed, when 
not forwarded, after it had been recorded and before it is sent out 
for delivery, ‘Fee claimed at office of first address.’

A conundrum - even though this is the earliest statement of the 
requirement of this latter or similar markings that I have located, 
they are known earlier, by Len Piszkiewicz in �904 (see his Chi-
cago book referenced just previously), and by Gobie in �903-4.

Finally, the admonition that: “After special-delivery matter has 
been taken out for delivery and returned with the information that 
the person addressed has removed to the delivery of another of-
fice, and such matter is then forwarded, it is not entitled to special 
delivery at the office of the second address. Such matter should 
indorsed by the forwarding postmaster ‘Forwarded, delivery fee 
paid by office of first address’.” was never followed or at least no 
example of this marking is known.

Before considering forwarded mail, let’s look at examples 
where mail was not forwarded. In Figure � a �94� domestic, 
surface special delivery letter was mailed from Wichita, Kansas 
to Evansville, Indiana. The 3¢ per ounce postage rate was paid, 
as well as the �0¢ special delivery fee, all with Famous American 
stamps. As required, a simple “FEE CLAIMED BY OFFICE OF 
FIRST ADDRESS” handstamp was placed. 

I was curious how often the admonition of �907 was followed. 
Therefore, I went to Jim Forte’s web site and counted the percent-
age of special delivery covers that were handstamped correctly. 
I found that of the first 55 I looked at, 38 carried the handstamp 
or something similar.

   Figure �

A variant of this type of marking is seen on the �937 airmail 
special delivery letter in Figure �.   For this letter,  the 6¢ stamp 

   Figure �     
        
pays the airmail postage while the special delivery stamp pays the 
special delivery fee. The variant handstamp states: “Fee Claimed 
at Lincoln, Nebr.”
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Further variants in this type of marking have been located by 
me, and are illustrated below. The separate markings shown are 
the only actual-size markings in this article.

My first example, shown in Figure 3, is a circular  “FEE 
CLAIMED AT WASHINGTON D.C.” marking on an undated spe-
cial delivery local letter. The stamps used place the marking in 
the �908-�9�0 range. It is interesting to me that similar circular 
markings are not known for Chicago.

   

   Figure 3

Another attractive example is noted in Figure 4. This “NEW 
HAVEN, CONN. FEE CLAIMED” circular special delivery marking 
is on a 1933 letter mailed from Jamaica, NY to New Haven.

   

  
   Figure 4

As of July �, �945, direct payment for each special delivery 
no longer occurred. The special delivery people were now sala-
ried. With this change, the plethora of special markings found on 
special delivery mail no longer are found. On the other hand, they 
did not disappear entirely. For instance I have seen a �969 cover 
of David Eeles with the handstamp: “FEE CLAIMED BY OFFICE 
OF THE FIRST ADDRESS.” Together we have speculated why this 
was done - perhaps an old-timer continued using these markings 
out of habit. 

The one type of auxiliary marking one finds on forwarded mail 
is illustrated in Figure 5. As mentioned earlier in this article, where 
a forwarding order had been given by the addressee in advance of 
the arrival of the matter, so that no attempt to deliver was neces-
sary, it was to be forwarded with the indorsement: “Forwarded, 
fee NOT claimed,” and the postmaster at the office of final desti-
nation made special delivery and was entitled to the regular fee. 
This one type of auxiliary marking one finds on forwarded mail 
is illustrated in Figure 5. This August 6, �903, use was forwarded 
from Roslindale, Mass. (? suburb of Boston) to a Boston, Mass 
PO Box. A neat added marking indicates this fact: “Forwarded to 
care of P.O. Box �6�� Boston, Mass.” This use of the forwarding 
special delivery marking is the earliest example I have found.   
 

   Figure 5

       Figure 6   
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Machine Cancels - Return to Sender Mail from Southern Connecticut
 By Tony Wawrukiewicz

People continue to be kind to me and send me returned mail-
ings. The latest group was from a December �005 mailing from 
southern Connecticut. In this mailing there were ��9 returned 
items. 57 were returned from some type of southern Connecticut 
distribution center with a CFS (Computerized Forwarding System) 
yellow label and the first type of machine cancel (Figure 1). 26 
were returned from some type of southern Connecticut distribution 
center with  only a CFS yellow label. Nine were returned  from 
some type of southern Connecticut distribution center with only 
the first type of machine cancel (Figure 1). 

          
     

 
      Figure �

39 were returned from various remote states - i.e., from AL, 
AZ, CA, CO, CT, IL, IN, KY, ME, MD, NJ, NY, OR, SC, TN, and 
UT, most of these with only a PARS (Postal Automated Redirec-
tion System) yellow label, a few with a CFS label. (Editor’s note: 
See Michael Ludeman’s article concerning CFS and PARS labels 
in the April 2006 Auxiliary Markings).

50 were returned with only some type of handstamp - from CA, 
CT, HI, ID, IL, MA, MT, NH, NY, VA, VT and WA. 21 carried 
spray cancels - from AZ, CT, FL, GA, MA, and TX. five carried 
pre-printed labels. Finally, there were �3 returned with nine other 
different machine cancels.

In this article I am going to concentrate on only the mail where 
a machine cancel was used in the return process - by illustrating 
these 10 different types (Figure 1 shows the first one). All are 
shown actual size.

The machine cancel in Figure � was used in Old Lyme, Bridge-
port and Norwich, CT.

     
     Figure �

The cancel in Figure 3 is from ??? Ferry CT.

           
     Figure 3

This type of marking (Forwarded, fee NOT claimed) is rarely 
seen (only one of 474 covers Jim Forte had in his special delivery 
section on June �6, �008, had an example). 

There are many other unusual auxiliary markings occasion-
ally found on special delivery mail. See for instance the special 

delivery cover in Figure 6 (see at bottom of page ��). This Febru-
ary ��, �9�4, Sharon, Penn. cover was mailed, and an attempt at 
special delivery was made. This is indicated by a barely readable 
“...claimed at Detroit, Mich.” marking along with the much more 
legible “Place of address closed”.

The machine cancel in Figure 4 is from Parker, CO.

      
   Figure 4

The machine cancel in Figure 5 was found on returned letters 
from Roseville, MN, Poulsbo, WA, Buckley, WA and University, 
WA.

   
   Figure 5

The machine cancel in Figure 6 was found on a returned letter 
from Kennewick, WA. This is the only example in the whole 
series printed in red ink. The cancel in Figure 7 is from Sacra-
mento, CA.   

 
          Figure 6        Figure 7

The machine cancel in Figure 8 is from Riverside, CA while 
that in Figure 9 is from Santa Clara, CA.

      

        Figure 8         Figure 9

The machine cancel in Figure �0 was found on a returned letter 
from Las Vegas, NV - the only one with poor resolution.

         
   Figure �0


