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The Background on the Liberty Bonds Handstamp
by Michael Ludeman

I recently found the following announcement concerning 
Liberty Bonds in the June �9�7, United States Postal Guide, page 
�. It explains why this handstamp was found on the post card in 
the Terrence Hines article ‘A USPOD Handstamped Advertising 
Marking’ in the January 2008 Auxiliary Markings.  

The announcement said in part:
“To All Postmasters:
...It is hoped that  every employee in the Postal Service will 

subscribe for at least one of the bonds, and thus be well armed in 
the campaign for the sales of bonds to others.

To assist you in your patriotic efforts there have been for-
warded to the postmaster at every second, third, and fourth class 

post office a rubber impression bearing the following legend:  
                       

 
In the use of the stamp, use your red-ink pad (or the black pad, 

if you do not have a red one), and see that an impression is placed 
on the envelope of every letter received for delivery from your 
post office, the impression to be placed just above and slightly to 
the left of the addressee’s name.”

Editorial
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

I would hesitate to designate that any article in this or any 
newsletter is more important that any other. However, the article 
by David Simmons has a special place in my heart because it 
presents examples of a hitherto unknown-to-me international rate. 
This reduced rate for certain very special forms of international 
printed matter is, I believe, unavailable to mailers in the United 
States. However, it has significant use on mail originating from 
scientific institutions in many European countries. 

On another topic, as mentioned by Ralph Nafziger, the ‘Show 

and Tell’ session at StampShow in Hartford was a success. The fol-
lowing people, mainly members of the AMC, were present: Gary 
Hendron, Louise Graves, Tom Barrett, Wayne Youngblood, Jim 
McDevitt, Alan Parsons, Joann Lenz, Kurt Lenz, C. David Eeles, 
Don Jones, Steve Davis, Bob Rufe, John Hotchner, Nancy Clark, 
Ross Towle, Ed Fisher, Doug Merenda, Merle Farrington, Bill 
Paquin, Jerry Kasper, Tom Breske, Alan Warren, Len Piszkiewicz, 
Eliot A. Landau, myself, and Ralph. It was such a pleasure to meet 
members with whom I had only previously corresponded.
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The President’s Message
by Ralph Nafziger

Many thanks go to retiring President Nancy Clark and retiring 
board members John Hotchner and Doug Merenda. They were 
instrumental in the club’s beginning and in bringing the club to 
its current active status. As Past President, Nancy will remain on 
the board. I welcome new board members Ed Fisher, Matt Lieb-
son, and Ada Prill. New assignments include Ed Fisher, Publicity 
Chair; Matt Liebson, Awards Chair; and Ada Prill, APS Liaison. I 
will continue to arrange our popular “Show and Tell” sessions at 
major shows and will operate the exhibit copy service. Other board 
members will continue serving in the capacities as indicated in the 
masthead. The Publications Committee consists of Gary Hendren, 
John Hotchner, Tony Wawrukiewicz, and Wayne Youngblood.

During the APS StampShow in Hartford, our club sponsored 
another successful “Show and Tell” session. Presenters Tom 
Breske, David Eeles, John Hotchner, Jerry Kasper, Eliot Landau, 
Doug Merenda, Alan Parsons, Doug Quine, Bob Ruff, Ross Towle, 
Alan Warren, and Wayne Youngblood showed a wide variety of 
auxiliary markings, with considerable participation from the audi-

ence of about 25. There was insufficient time for everyone to show  
material. Markings shown ranged from ‘bankrupt,’ ‘postage due’ 
on a cover franked with a semi-postal, and ‘card only,’ to ‘post 
office destroyed by fire,’ a special delivery cover to a passenger 
on board a ship, who was not on board, an aerogramme with 
‘no perishable enclosure,’ and a ‘deceased’ marking indicating 
a transfer to Punchbowl Cemetery in Hawaii. One new member 
signed up at the show.

The next “Show and Tell” will occur during our annual meet-
ing at Chicagopex in November. The Executive Board will meet 
on November 21 at 2 p.m. in the Woodfield Room at the Sheraton 
Chicago Northwest in Arlington Heights, IL.The general member-
ship meeting and the “Show and Tell” is scheduled for � p.m. on 
November 22 in the same room. I am looking for volunteers to 
help out at our table at the show. Please let me know if you would 
like to volunteer. I am looking forward to seeing as many of you 
as possible at the show.

This post card was mailed from 
San Diego on March �, �9�5, with a 
machine box exposition slogan and 
arrived in Denver on March 5th. An 
unusual clock-type dial was used as 
a receiving marking. I and I suspect 
others are familiar with the large type 
clock dials that have been used as re-
ceiving markings, especially for special 
delivery mail. But I haven’t seen this 
one before, on any mail. The alignment 
suggests it’s possible that it is part of a 
duplex. There are 2 small clock hands 
in the dial, and if they could be moved, 
this would seem to have required elabo-
rate die making. What do our members 
think? Is it as scarce a marking as I 
believe it to be? 

A New Clock-Faced Marking?
by Chris Masters
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Special Delivery Markings...
When specific is better--not all regulations are meant to be followed exactly. 

by Robert L. Markovitz
Tony Wawrukiewicz’s fine article in the last newsletter 

concerning the use of auxiliary markings in the special delivery 
process led me to review my holdings, as well as those of John 
M. Hotchner and Jim Forte (from his web site). Variants of the 
generic, non-specific phrase

            
       

are, of course, the common type to be found. Far less common 
are examples such as of this type of marking   

 
      

where a specific city is mentioned.
FEE CLAIMED AT:
Abilene, Tx.
Baltimore, Md. Post Office
Baltimore Post Office
Chattanooga, Tenn.
Chicago, Ill.
Chicago, Ill Old Post Office Annex
Cincinnati, Ohio
Denver, Colo.
Detroit, Mich
Des Moines, Iowa
Durham, N.C.
East Orange, N.J.
Evanston, Ill.
Fort Wayne, Ind.
Greensboro, N.C.
Indianapolis, Ind. P.O.
Jacksonville, Fla.
Johnson City,  Tex.
Kalamazoo, Mich.
Kansas City, Mo.
Lincoln, Nebr.
Long Beach, Calif.
Los Angeles, Calif.
Miami, Fla.
Monterey, Ca.
Omaha, Nebr
Orange, NJ
Phoenix, Arizona.
Portland, Oregon
Red Wing, Minn.
Richmond, Va.
St. Louis, Mo. P.O.
Saint Paul, Minn.
St. Petersburg, Fla. Sta A
San Francisco, Calif. P. O.
South Bend, Ind.
Springfield, Mass.
Springfield, Mo.
Stockton, Calif.
Stockton, Cal.
Superior, Wisc.

Syracuse, N.Y.
Tampa, Fla.
Toledo, Ohio
Vallejo, Calif.
West Palm Beach, Fla.
Worcester, Mass.

FEE CLAIMED BY:
Oakland, Calif.
Sacramento, Ca.
Sacramento, Calif.
Grand Rapids, Mich.
Grand Rapids, Michigan

FEE CLAIMED:
Chicago, Ill.
Englewood Station (Chicago)
Cincinnati, Ohio

FEE PAID AT:
Gloucester, Mass.

FEE CLAIMED BY OFFICE:
Englewood Station (Chicago)
Schenectady, N.Y.
 
SPECIAL DELIVERY No
Fee Claimed
East Orange, NJ

Fee claimed at Sioux City, Ia.
Fee claimed at Los Angeles, Calif.
For Night, Sunday and Holiday Delivery
Use the Special Delivery Service

Fee Claimed at office of First Address, 
N.Y.P.O. Wash. Bridge

Fee Claimed at office of First Address,
N.Y.P.O. Stations K., N., O., & W.

 

In my listing below I list all cities found with markings of the 
form FEE CLAIMED AT, followed by those containing markings 
of the forms FEE CLAIMED BY, FEE CLAIMED, and FEE 
CLAIMED BY OFFICE as well as a few others not readily clas-
sified as to type. The most common variant is the FEE CLAIMED 
AT type, but even this is much less commonly used than the generic 
one. Some markings such as FEE CLAIMED, FEE PAID AT, and 
FEE CLAIMED BY OFFICE, and FORWARDED, DELIVERY 
FEE PAID / BY OFFICE OF FIRST ADDRESS are as yet only 
known at �-� cities and are therefore rare.

Visit usspecialdelivery.com for extensive additional informa-
tion about the special delivery process, including a bibliography. 
An extensive exhibit of the special delivery process up to �902 
is also included.

Toledo, Ohio
Spec. Del. Letter No.__

SPECIAL DEL’Y FEE PAID AT P.O. 
      DUNKIRK, N.Y.

FORWARDED, DELIVERY FEE PAID  
      BY OFFICE OF FIRST ADDRESS

(from Germantown, PA)
Waterloo, Iowa

Fee paid at 
South Boston Station 
Easton, Mass.
Number............................
Date.................................
Time.........AM...........PM
(this type used in the Boston, Roxbury  

      and Cambridge areas from at least �9�2  
      to �9�8)

LYNN, MASS. (�892)

NUMBER.................

DATE........................

TIME........................

Circular receiving mark with Spec Del  
      or Special Delivery:

Berkeley, Ca.
Brookline, Ma
Buffalo, NY
Chicago, Ill.
Kalamazoo, Mich
Milwaukie, Wisc
Oakland, Ca
Santa Monica, Ca
Syracuse, NY

Offered for delivery at address given
West Hartford, Ct.
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New Members

Jerry Katz (248) Norman Elrod (249) 
             
  

An Apparently ‘Ordinary’ Cover That Isn’t
by Raymond Chaon and Tony Wawrukiewicz

Some of the letters we see as postal historians can look quite 
prosaic until you look at them more closely. In May of 2008 your 
editor was sent image files of a cover where the front is illustrated 
in Figure 1. Its sender, Raymond Chaon, wondered how it was 
handled in transit. Careful study of the markings indicates that this 
is a most interesting cover that I suspect will interest our readers. 
The markings and cover are illustrated full size.

First, it is a December 6, 1926, surface domestic letter mailed 
from San Diego, California. It appears to be addressed to Dod-
geville, New York. Yet it has the words Dolgeville, N.Y. written 
in red ink, and the apparent word Dodgeville is crossed out. 

There is a receiving December 14, 1926, cancel from Dol-
geville, N.Y. The manuscript Dolgeville, N.Y. city name is crossed 
out with light violet ink, and the city name of Salisbury Center is 
written in. Also noted on the front is the purple ‘DEFICIENCY 
IN ADDRESS SUPPLIED AT CLEVELAND, OHIO.’

On the reverse, illustrated in Figure 2, are two markings from 
the back of the cover. The marking to the left is a December �0, 
1926, N.Y. and Chi. R.P.O. marking and the one to the right a 
December 13, 1926, Cleveland, Ohio machine cancel. 

     Figure 1

        Figure 2

Once one looks carefully at all the markings, especially the 
dates, one begins to have an inkling as to what this cover was 
about, and it becomes very interesting.  A perusal of Len Piszkie-
wicz’s chapter on deficiently addressed mail in his Chicago Postal 
markings and Postal History led to a call to him in an attempt to 
confirm some suspicions. He confirmed them all and added some 
additional insights we hadn’t had.

On December 6, in San Diego, the cover was put in a mail 
sack for passage to the distributing N.Y. & Chi. R.P.O. There, on 
December �0, it was recognized that the address of Dodgeville was 
not correct, but the workers on the train did not have the necessary 
information with which to determine the correct address.

They therefore sent the letter to the next distribution post 
office on the railroad line, which was in Cleveland. There (see 
Piszkiewicz’s chapter) they had the necessary post office direc-
tories in which to look up New York state cities, and found that 
the city of address was Dolgeville, N.Y. 

After making this correction on the envelope, they cancelled it 
with their machine cancel on December ��, and sent it on by the 
next train. It reached Dolgeville on December ��, where it was 

noted that the addressee 
had moved on to Salisbury 
Center, N.Y. This correc-
tion was made, and the let-
ter was sent on to that city 
where it presumably found 
its addressee.

This letter, with all its 
markings, beautifully dem-
onstrates the great length 
the Post Office Department 
of 1926, and earlier, went 
to make certain that a let-
ter reached its addressee. 
This is hardly the case 
any longer. For instance, a 
letter to one of us (ASW), 
with his rather uncommon 
name, is not delivered if 
misaddressed even slightly 
because it is apparently too 

costly for time to be taken to open a Portland, OR directory.
Piszkiewicz’s book is available from its publisher, Jim Lee, 

the philatelic literature dealer. Because it so ably explains many of 
the workings of the U.S. POD, many consider it one of the most 
important volumes that they own.
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The �92� Treaty of the Universal Postal Union (UPU),  Article 
�� stated: 

“The Administrations have the options of granting, in their 
reciprocal relations, to newspapers and periodicals mailed directly 
by the publishers, a reduction of 50% from the regular rate for 
printed matter. The same option is accorded to them in regard to 
stitched or bound books, with the exceptions of priced catalogs.
The same also applies to literature and scientific editions ex-
changed between institutions of learning.”

Beginning with the �9�7 Stockholm Treaty, this new option is 
listed as Article 36, paragraphs 3 & 4 in this and subsequent UPU 
Postal Conventions. This Article 36 is worded somewhat differ-
ently and permits the mailing of newspapers, periodicals, books, 
pamphlets, sheet music, and maps at a 50% reduction in postal 
rates between publishers and institutions of learning.  Auxiliary 
markings on letters and flats from Europe and Asia collected from 
1960-2001 often refer to particular Conventions, but they may or 
may not cite the particular provisions.   Alternatively, they may 
specify a 50% rate reduction, or simply indicate the article was 
being mailed at a reduced rate. These markings were placed by the 
institutions rather than the postal service of the mailing company 
but are as important as official markings because they reflect 
that a true special rate was used. These flats are all franked with 
postage or meter stamps. Countries that used this rate include but 
are not limited to Austria, Belgium, the Czech Republic, France, 
Germany, Poland, Sweden, and Switzerland.

Before I show these many types of markings, let me show an 
example of their use. The June 6, 1984, electronically reduced 
flat shown is franked with 1.25 Francs. This paid the postage on 
a specially rated flat that weighed up to 50 grams. If the regular 
surface international printed matter rate had been used, the postage 
on the flat would have been 2.50 Francs. These rates are found 
in Tables of French Postal Rates, 1849 to date, (Second Edition), 
Derek Richardson, 1996, published by The French & Colonies 
Philatelic Society of Great Britain.

  

The markings which refer to particular Conventions (Stock-
holm 1947, Paris 1947, Ottawa 1957) are presented in the first 
group of illustrations.  One such informational marking, the first, 
acknowledges the two Conventions held in Paris (�9�7) and Brus-
sels (�952).  All markings in this article are shown actual size. It 
is remarkable that I know of no examples from the U.S., when the 
UPU article indicates that: “reciprocal relations should exist.”

      
   

  

        

 
    
     

         
 

    

 
  

50% Reduction of International Printed Matter Rates, a New Rate?
by David Simmons
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More commonly, the auxiliary markings fail to reference the 
postal conventions.  The next group of figures show a variety of 
forms of  Imprime / a Taxe Reduit  (bilingual: German and French).  
Of this large group, the wording may include the word scientifique 
or brochure on the top line.  The German group includes a hand-
stamp in which the  more common legend  ‘Drucksache’ (Printed 
Matter)  is replaced by the word  ‘Sendung’ zu ermassigter gebuhr 
(..sent at a reduced rate).  
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An equally large group of auxiliary markings that follow 
makes a direct reference to the 50% provision, but again without 
specifying a particular Convention.  

    

   

       
             

          

  
    

          
               

       
 

         

Nowhere is the  noble intent of the postal conventions better 
displayed than Spanish mail marked ‘DIFUSION DE LA CUL-
TURE’ in the next three figures.   

        

            

        

           

      

Correspondence regarding any and all of these markings 
would be welcome (dsim465835@cs.com).  I would particularly 
like to know if the ‘taxe reduit’ with cultural content marking or 
any of the markings shown in this article are known to appear on 
outgoing U.S. international mail.   
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A Few More Thoughts on ‘Correct’ Handstamps
by Chris Masters

In the April 2007 Auxiliary Markings, David Straight presented 
readers with an excellent introduction to ‘Correct’ markings on 
Form 1550, The Registry Bill. Straight illustrated a wide variety 
of markings which all contained the word ‘correct’ as well as the 
postmaster’s name and city and the date on which the marking 
was placed. He also suggested that any postmaster receiving a 
significant volume of registered mail would likely have his own 
handstamp and that the wide variety of styles for this marking 
suggests local manufacture, rather than Post Office Department 
distribution. 

In the following (July 2007) newsletter, Joe Crosby noted 
that David Straight stated at the end of his article “Because of 
their unique functions, I would not expect to find Registry Bill 
‘correct’ and ‘diagonal lines’ auxiliary markings on any other 
postal forms or covers.” Crosby then noted that Delf Nerona in 
the 28th Philatelic Congress Book (1962), United States Registry 

System Forms, 1869-1871, indicated some disagreement with this 
conclusion - stating: “These ‘Correct’ postmarks were sometimes 
used on other forms and probably occasionally on an ordinary or 
registered envelope.” Joe Crosby then showed such a cover with 
such a marking, an �88� cover from Indian Territory.

On the other hand observe parts of the Zevely advertisement 
(Figure 1)  from a 1874 U.S. Postal Bulletin that was copied from 
J. David Baker’s The Postal History of Indiana, Vol. 1, p. 369, that 
in turn was presented in an article of Piszkiewicz and Wawrukie-
wicz in the April 200� Auxiliary Markings. In their article they 
concluded that the stamps from Zevely were used from about �870 
until the mid-�880s. The circular handstamp ‘Correct’ from this 

ad would have not been of local manufacture 
and contained no ancillary information, unlike 
those found in Straight’s article.

I recently bought a Registry Bill returned from San Francisco 
that almost duplicated one of Straight’s. This really added no 
information of consequence, but this led me to search my library, 
and I found an advertisement like Zevely’s in my Postmarks On 
Postcards (Helbock). On page 7� there is an advertisement for 

postal makings from a January, 
circa �887, U.S. Postal Guide. It 
includes a simple ‘CORRECT’ 
marking. The basic information for 
this ad as well as the marking are 
included in Figure 2.

Figure 1

Figure 2

What is most striking, if one compares the ‘Correct’ auxiliary 
markings in Straight’s article with those in the two advertisements, 
is that the advertised, non-local markings are simple, direct mark-
ing, as they must be because they must be usable at multiple post 
offices. On the other hand, the more complex, informative mark-

ings, must be locally produced in order to fit the individual post 
offices that they serve. If anyone has an example of a Registry Bill 
which uses the simpler ‘Correct’ markings, it would be nice if they 
could be made available to our newsletter at some future date.
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Can Domestic Bulk Mail be Mailed Internationally?
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

The life of this postal history and postal markings buff cer-
tainly is good. If I don’t find an interesting and unusual type of 
marking, someone else does and reports it to us in our newsletter. 
As for myself, I have this rule that I never come across a box of 
apparently ordinary covers that I don’t want to search, because 
one never knows when one will come across something truly 
different in such a hopeless looking container.

For instance, look at the cover shown below. It is your basic 
unstamped permit-paid third-class bulk-rate regular letter. Such 
matter is welcome prepaid as such in the U.S. domestic mails, 
and as such, it is a pretty boring type of mail, since it often does 
not nor does it need to carry any stamp, even a meter stamp.

However, some soul tried to send it to directly to another 
country as a bulk-rate item. As the auxiliary marking states, and 
is illustrated full-size to the right, ‘BULK RATE AND NON-
PROFIT / MAIL IS NOT ACCEPTABLE IN THE / INTERNA-
TIONAL MAILS’ and so the item was correctly ‘RETURNED 
TO SENDER.’

Actually, there was a way that this item could have been 
mailed to Canada. For this to happen, the first-class international 

Canadian rate postage had to be paid. In fact this letter could have 
been mailed to a city in the United States and then forwarded to 
Canada if the same Canadian rate international letter postage was 
paid at the point of forwarding. In my limited experience such 
items are rarely seen.

A Multi-Faceted ‘Returned for additional postage’
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

Postage due handstamp markings are very common. I recently 
found a nice multi-faceted example which served well the post 
office department where it was used.

This January 1, 1936, domestic surface letter was mailed 
from Phillipsdale, R.I., where it was franked with only 2¢ post-
age, short paid the 3¢ for up to one ounce first-class postage rate 
of the time.  

It was first cancelled on January 1, 1936, at Pawtucket, R.I., 
then apparently sent on to Providence, R.I. where it was ‘Returned 
for additional postage’ (see handstamp). Once this �¢ postage due 
was received, the letter was cancelled on January 2 in Providence 
and sent on to the addressee.

This is the first time I have ever seen a multi-purpose postage 
due handstamp.
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Collecting the Special Delivery Fee
 by David L. Straight

The Special Delivery cover I’m showing today illustrates the 
lengths to which the Post Office Department of the early 1900s 
went to communicate its rules about this service. This �90� Spe-
cial Delivery letter was paid �0¢ for this service (special delivery 
stamp) plus 2¢ for domestic first-class postage for a letter that 
weighed up to one ounce.

In Brooklyn “Fee claimed at office of the first address.” Un-
fortunately, special delivery could not be made as indicated by 
the handstamp (shown full-size) which reads ‘Offered at Address 
____ ��:0� / Why not delivered, Closed’, and signed by the special 
delivery messenger. It was then delivered as ordinary mail.

On the reverse of the letter is an attached label (shown full-
size) which reads “NOTICE! / A special Delivery Stamp affixed 
to any / article of Mail Matter is intended only to se- / cure an 
immediate delivery-- or one offer of / immediate delivery. If the 
article cannot for / any cause be delivered, when first offered, it / 
then becomes ordinary mail matter, and is / thereafter treated and 
delivered accordingly.”

‘MAIL IN DISPUTE’
 by David L. Straight, Leonard Piszkiewicz, and Tony Wawrukiewicz

This illustrated cover carries a marking which required the ef-
forts of all three of us to come up with what we feel is a reasonable 
possible explanation for it. It is on a �9�� domestic letter from 
Perry, Ohio to a St. Louis address. The addressee is a somewhat 
ambiguous Mehl & Muskopf. It was ‘Returned to Writer’ and a 
handstamp on the front reads ‘MAIL IN DISPUTE’ and a manu-
script marking on the back reads the same ‘Mail in dispute.’ These 
are shown full-size. Why is this cover so marked?

To quote Leonard Piszkiewicz’s book Chicago Postal Mark-
ings and Postal History, pages 50�-5 (available from James Lee, 
a philatelic literature dealer): “A group of obscure yet fascinating 
auxiliary markings used by the Chicago Post Office in the early 
20th century is comprised of those reading ‘special identifica-
tion required.’ ...These markings are found on items addressed to 
Chicago, on both covers and cards originating in Chicago, other 
U.S. cities, and foreign countries. Most were delivered to their 
addressees, but some were returned to writer. The explanation for 
the use of these markings is not apparent from the covers, but an 
explanation may be found in the�902 edition of the Postal Laws 
and Regulations:   

‘Sec. 634. The delivery of mail matter should be to the person 
addressed or according to his order.... �. When a postmaster is in 
doubt as to the identity of the addressee he may require proof, 
and should exercise great care, especially where the mail matter 
appears to be of value, to make proper delivery.’” If anyone has 
what they feel is a better explanation, please contact the editor.
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Here’s what I call a personalized auxiliary marking applied 
by a mailer rather than an official USPS marking. A mailer from 
New York state was motoring through south-central Wyoming in 
200� and stopped at the Blake House restaurant in Rawlins where 
they enjoyed a “fabulous dinner.”

The mailer noted this on the cover and marked an arrow 

toward the �7¢ stamp where they apparently anticipated that the 
cancel would appear. The letter, however, received a machine 
cancel in Dubois, Wyoming, which is about 200 miles northwest 
of Rawlins on the highway leading to Yellowstone National Park. 
The letter was cancelled in Dubois on May 26, 2004, and sent to 
Boulder, Colorado.

Personalized Auxiliary Marking
 by Paul Albright

Return to Sender Mail from Southern Connecticut, Part 2
 by Tony Wawrukiewicz

In the last newsletter, I presented the �0 different types of 
machine cancels used in the return process for items from a De-
cember 2005 mailing from southern Connecticut. By the way, �0 
different machine cancels were actually illustrated, even though 
I stated that 8 were to be shown. My mistake.   

In this newsletter I will show a number of unusual and sin-
gular return markings on the covers as well as illustrating all the 
new different spray return markings that were used. All of these 
markings will be shown full-size.

In the July 2007 Auxiliary Markings, Frank Moertl showed 
two unusual return markings. Unfortunately, in neither case was 
he able to identify the source for the markings. One of the returned 
covers in my group had the same marking (in red this time, not 
black). This marking, just below, was used from Bergen, NY. 

 
   

Figures 1-3 show three singular return markings from San 
Angelo, TX, Poulsbo, WA and Providence, RI.

 
  Figure 1 (San Angelo, TX)
                      

       
    Figure 2 (Poulsbo, WA)
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  Figure 3 (Providence, RI)

�7 of the 2�9 returned items were returned using specialized 
printed labels (one is illustrated immediately below). I have never 
seen such a label from any western state. In fact the ones found in 
this group of 2�9 covers were from Mississippi, North Carolina, 
New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, and 
Virginia.  

 

   
The label below is the only one I have yet seen with this format-

ting, all others have had the formatting of the label just above.
 

   
Finally, I show the spray markings found as returned markings 

(Return to Sender - RTS markings).

         RTS Undeliverable as Addressed
 

   December 2005 - St. Marys, GA

  

                           December 2005 - Lake Mary, FL

 

          December 2005 -  Alpharetta, GA    

 

    December 2005 - Austin, TX

      RTS Unable to Forward

December 2005 - Hebron, CT; Mansfield Ctr, CT;
Manchester, CT; Los Angeles, CA

 
          December 2005 - Auburndale, PA
 

              December 2005 - Largo, FL
           

                           

                       RTS Attempted Not Known
        

   
        December 2005 - Boston, MA

 

 

  December 2005 - Ft. Lauderdale, FL;
  Sunrise, FL
        

 

 

  December 2005 - Windom, CT; Hartford, CT;
  Lebanon, CT; Lakeland, FL

      RTS Miscellaneous

               

                                                   December 2005 - Hebron, CT 

                   

                 December 2005 - Springhill, FL


