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‘Damaged by Train 13’
by Don Tocher

Illustrated is a post card mailed in the �9�*s from Michell-
ville, Iowa to Reasnor, Iowa. Although it is not clear what the 
actual damage was that was suffered by the card, it is clear that 
some damage did occur. The handstamp that is shown actual 
size is quite unusual in that one doesn’t usually see an indica-
tion that damage was actually caused by a particular numbered 
train.
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 “Return to Sender: Devices Used to Identify Service Suspended Mails During WWII”
A review by Alan Warren

Return to Sender: Devices Used to Identify Service Suspended Mails During WWII by Michael Deery. �6� pages, 8 ½ 
by �� inches, card covers, spiral bound, self-published, �0��. Canada ISBN 0-9869�45, $�5 postpaid in USA, $30 Canada,  
$40 abroad from Michael Deery, RR3 Stn Main, Wallaceburg, Ontario N8A 4K9, Canada.

Within the general subject of mail marked for return to 
sender during the Second World War the author includes 
mail that was held, interrupted, suspended, or delayed 
due to war activities. The various devices include labels, 
inserts or forms, machine cancels, handstamped markings, 
manuscript notations and memoranda. The suspended mail 
service occurred at the point of origin, while in transit by 
another country, or at the intended destination.

President’s Message
by Ralph H. Nafziger

At the APS Summer Seminar in Bellefonte in June, students 
were invited to reserve a table at the Thursday evening banquet 
for groups with similar collecting interests and/or philatelic or-
ganizations. Our club reserved a table at which our “mascot” was 
introduced. It is a large foam pointing finger that Karen Eggimann 
had purchased at the Penn State bookstore. It was a hit, so David 
Eeles agreed to become its custodian. We plan to feature it at all 
future club meetings. We also recruited one new member at the 
seminar.

The “Show and Tell” session at the APS StampShow in Co-
lumbus, OH featured our “mascot” that David had modified with 
a red and white band (something about obliterating “Penn State” 
in Ohio State country), a ‘return to sender’ logo, and an added red 
button, courtesy of Karen. Over �0 attended the session where a 
variety of markings were shown. Examples included ‘Undeliver-
able for Reason Checked…No More in the Establishment,’ ‘Not to 
be Delivered to Wife,’ ‘Unmailable—Writing Illegible and Small,’ 
‘Found on Street,’ ‘Liable to Letter Rate—466’ (telegraph mark-
ing), an earthquake cover from the March Japanese event: ‘Can’t 
Contact Addressee---Evacuated,’ ‘Service Discontinued—No 
Sidewalks,’ ‘Have Your Mail Addressed to Where You Want it 
Delivered,’ ‘Stuck to Letter Addressed to Cleveland,” and “Fill 
to Weight, Light Covers will not Receive Cachet.” Thanks go to 
everyone who showed covers, which made this another successful 
session. Our next session will be scheduled for AmeriStampExpo 
in Atlanta, January �7-�9, �0��.

It is not too early to consider exhibiting at our next annual 
meeting in Boxborough, MA, May 4-6, 2012. We had a good 
showing last May at the Rocky Mountain Stamp Show in Denver. 

Let’s repeat that showing next year.
The election ballot is enclosed with this issue. Please vote 

for the club officers for the next two years. Thanks go to the 
nominating committee of Al Parsons, Chairman, Nancy Clark, 
and John Hotchner.

The monograph “Private Auxiliary Markings on Hollywood 
Fan Mail,” by Regis Hoffman and Thomas J. Richards received 
silver-bronze medals in literature competition at NAPEX in June 
and at the APS StampShow in August.

Thanks to Tony Wawrukiewicz and Doug Quine, we have 
complteded the process of digitizing the quarterly newsletter.

Just a reminder that annual dues will remain at $15 if paid 
by December 31. After that, there will be a $3 surcharge. The 
dues notice is included with this newsletter.

The markings are illustrated with scans, not in the origi-
nal size, and sometimes touched up with graphic software 
for clarity. Quite a few examples are shown with scanned 
covers. The devices are listed in several broad categories: 
generic ones that imply suspended mail service, British 
Commonwealth, United States, and worldwide devices. No 
attempt is made to assign values or relative scarcity. Exten-
sive commentary or background information is provided 
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cancels and several manuscript markings. Statistical data 
is provided on the many covers examined. Some unusual 
examples are described including a cover sent from the 
Belgian Congo to France where it was marked for return 
and went via New York (another return to sender, service 
suspended applied there) back to Belgian Congo. In many 
cases covers had origins and destinations outside the United 
States but were routed via the U.S. and hence marked for 
suspended service and return.

The final section deals with suspended mail and return 
services in other countries of Europe, Central and South 
America, and Asia. Here the author recognizes he is nowhere 
near complete in his coverage as new examples are reported 
frequently. One appendix lists unidentified markings for 
which the author seeks additional information. Another 
appendix lists the cover illustrations by origin and intended 
destination. A bibliography of print and Internet sources 
concludes the book.

Deery has undertaken an enormous project of interest 
to collectors of specific auxiliary markings during wartime 
and admits that more discoveries will add to this ongoing 
project.

throughout the book to aid understanding of the conditions 
at the time.

The listings include earliest and latest recorded dates 
where known, the number of examples examined by the 
author, and identification based on the type of device and 
country. The countries are indicated with a �-letter code from 
an International Standards Organization listing, ISO-3�66. 
The first section of generic devices includes pointing finger 
handstamps, ‘returned to sender’ or ‘retour a l’envoyeur’ 
or ‘returned to sender by censor’ devices. Country devices 
shown here are from Australia, Ceylon, France, Great Brit-
ain, and the United States.

Section � deals with markings of the British Common-
wealth (Australia, Burma, Canada, Great Britain, India, 
New Zealand, etc.). Using Australia markings as examples, 
the handstamps contain wording such as undeliverable, not 
transmissible, or delivery impracticable. Specific items are 
shown (mail to Sweden, Java, Singapore, New Guinea) and 
the accompanying text identifies, when possible, the cities 
in Australia where the devices were used.

The third section of Deery’s book focuses on suspended 
mail services of the United States and the Canal Zone. Two 
dozen handstamp devices are shown along with the machine 

‘Get all that’s coming to you’
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

I find the USPS handstamp marking on stamp dealer Bill 
DiPaolos’s October 6, �009 letter addressed to him rather 
humorous. It almost sounds as if this organization represents 
the Mafia and is threatening to get even with him. Of course 
this is really a friendly admonition to him, although it is not 
clear to me that the address is somehow suspect. The label 
with its handstamp is shown actual size.
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The U.S. Post Office Department Used to Care and a Story
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

The markings on this cover and a “Google” search 
together tell a remarkable story. This September �8, �948 
cover was sent from a Brooklyn, N.Y. laundry company 
to the Super Ironer ‘Co.’ The cover was addressed to St. 
Joseph, Missouri, but the Super Ironer Corporation (not 
company) was located in St. Joseph, Michigan.

The St. Joseph, Missouri post office workers knew this, 
as indicated by the two handstamps they applied: ‘Address 
supplied at St. Joseph, Mo.’ and ‘St. Joseph, Mich.’ The 
fact that they had such a handstamp on hand suggests that 
they frequently received similar missent mail.

To be honest this interpretation of this cover by my 
wife and me was not intuitive to us from the handstamps. 

This led us to “Google” the name Super Ironer Co. Much 
to our surprise we discovered that this company was actu-
ally named the Super Ironer Corporation, it was located in 
St. Joseph, Mich., and it was well represented in a Google 
search because it was the center of a �940s lawsuit that 
historically must be important, as indicated by the extensive 
information found by us on the internet.

Equally interesting to me was the great efforts the St. 
Joseph, Missouri post office made to get the letter to its 
correct address. As all of us are well aware, such effort no 
longer takes place within a single city much less across state 
lines. The cover with its markings is shown full-size.
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Editorial and a Dues Renewal Reminder
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

As our officers recently announced, the dues an-
nouncement will now be mailed to you with this, the 
October issue. As long as the dues are paid by December 
31, 2011, they will remain at $15.00 while dues paid after 
that date will be $18.00. The main reason for this change 
is that we are attempting to assure that dues are renewed 
sooner than has been true in the past (occasionally as 
late as July). As important, late payment of dues has 
resulted in extensive extra effort needed to retain our 
valued members - by both David Eeles and myself. As 
usual the dues can be paid directly through our web site 
via Paypal or may be sent via snail mail to David Eeles, 
AMC Membership Secretary, PO Box 933, Columbus 
OH 43216-0933. 

Also enclosed with this newsletter is the ballot for the 

slate of officers for the next two years. The present officers 
have all generously agreed to serve again. Thank you. The 
ballots will be tabulated by Nancy Clark and should be sent 
to her by December 11th to AMC Election at 23 Albatross 
St, Woods Hole MA 0�543.

This newsletter contains an article of mine concerning 
the use of nondenominated letter stamps in the international 
mails. I apologize to those who have already read it in the 
September issue of the US Specialist, but not all the AMC 
members belong the the United States Stamp Society, and 
there have been some significant changes in the original 
article. In addition, I have attempted to compensate for re-
producing it here by increasing the number of pages in this 
volume of the newsletter from the usual �� to �6.
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Miscellaneous Special Delivery Handstamps
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

‘No Such Office in State Named’
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

This cover is a �907 third-class letter from South St. Jo-
seph, MO to Red Moon, TX, one cent for up to two ounces 
rate paid. The corner card wording is to me an unusual one 
that states: “Postage for return will be sent on notice after 5 
days to...” The letter was addressed to a nonexistent city in 
Texas (note the handstamp - ‘No such office in state named, 
No. 5�’). The number 5� is probably a carrier marking.

Because of the corner card statement, this letter should 
have been returned to the sender, but I see no evidence that 
this occurred. In the case of this third-class item this evi-
dence would have been a return to sender marking plus some 
indication that one cent was due for the return because it was 
a third-class item. The handstamp is shown actual size.

Washington, DC - �9�6

Springfield, MA - 1913

Lakewood, OH - �938

Modesto, CA - �969

Probably Canadian marking - �930

Montreal, Canada - �9??

Auxiliary Markings - Issue 32              October 2011
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Please, Not Faster Service!
by David. L. Straight

Many more auxiliary markings can be found request-
ing expedited service than are found asking for a piece of 
mail not to receive the faster service to which it is entitled. 
However, that is precisely the case with this French post-
card having a first day cancellation (January 18, 1937) on 
the commemorative issued for the International Ski Meet 
at Chamonix-Mont-Blanc. The small “9” in the upper right 
corner suggests that this card, addressed to Vienna with no 
message, was one in a series of covers prepared for the Ski 
Meet. The sender, most likely a collector, not wanting to 
have their air mail first day cover ruined by receiving faster 
service in the Vienna post office, added their request in Ger-
man and underlined it in red ink at the top of the card, ‘Bitte 
NICHT mit Rohrpost Befördern!’ or in English, ‘Please do 
NOT forward by pneumatic mail!’ 

This instructional marking clearly reveals a familiarity 
with postal procedures in Vienna. During the �930s, the 

telegraph division of the Post & Telegraph Office operated 
a network of pneumatic tubes (Rohrpost) connecting nearly 
all of the branch post offices in Vienna, including those at 
railway stations and the airport. Without any special request, 
it was the usual procedure of the Vienna Post Office to ex-
pedite incoming express and air mail by sending it through 
the pneumatic tubes to the branch office closest to the ad-
dress. In order to fit stiff a postcard into the small pneumatic 
mail canisters, which had a 48 mm internal diameter, the 
normal action of the postal clerks was to fold the card into 
fourths. As a result, nearly every postcard carried through 
the pneumatic tubes in Vienna has three vertical creases. 
No doubt, this stamp would have been creased once, if 
not twice, had the card gone through the pneumatic tubes. 
Because the sender was so familiar with the postal service 
in Vienna, perhaps we can conclude that he had mailed the 
first day cover to himself.

 

      New Members 

Edward Fitch                 
Jane Sodero   

Robert Traquair                  
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‘FORWARD AS ADDRESSED’
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

In the last paragraph of the article on page 4, “The U.S. Post 
Office Department Used to Care and a Story,” I lamented the lack 
of effort that the USPS made nowadays in delivering a poorly 
addressed letter. It took me only three days to eat my words - as 
I wrote up this cover. It was mailed in �00�, fully prepaid with a 
nondenominated stamp. The address was incorrect with the wrong 

address numeral and therefore the wrong zip code. A Minneapolis 
postal worker kindly corrected the number of the address and 
replaced the old zip code with the correct new one. This correc-
tion included marking out the spray zip code. The cover and its 
marking are shown actual size.

‘HELD FOR BETTER DIRECTIONS.’
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

I love the irony of the marking on this December �907 Christ-
mas post card, overpaid with the �¢ stamp. The post card rate at 
the time was 1¢. The card was ‘HELD FOR BETTER DIREC-
TIONS.’ when there was no address on it. The irony in my mind 
is twofold, that there was no address (as poor as a direction as 

one might find), and that the sending post office even bothered 
to place the marking when there was no hope of determining the 
“correct” address as the card sender could never be located, unless 
the town was small enough that the postal worker knew who sent 
it. The card and its marking are shown actual size.
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Non-denominated “A” - “G” Definitive Stamps on International Mail
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

Introduction: Beginning on May ��, �978 (with the type 
“A” (�5¢) non-denominated stamp), a series of non-denominated 
definitive letter stamps have been produced with the introduc-
tion of each new domestic first-class rate. They allowed a new 
rate to be introduced before new stamps of the new first-class 
denomination had been printed in sufficient quantity. These letter 
stamps were introduced through and including the type “H” (33¢) 
nondenominated stamp.

Purpose: The purpose of this article is an attempt to clarify 
collectors’ knowledge about how these stamps could be used in 
the international mails. That is, was it legal for these non-denomi-
nated definitive letter stamps to be used on international mail? A 
first look at official documents suggests that it was not legal. For 
instance every announcement of each issue, from “A” to “G” said 
essentially: “The non-denominated ‘letter’ stamp may be used only 
on domestic mail. It may not be used on international mail.” Then, 

these initial announcements were apparently supported by frequent 
intervening Postal Bulletins (PB) such as PB 21809 (February �0, 
�99�) and Domestic Mail Manuals (DMM) such as DMM Issue 44 
(September �0, �99�)  in which follow-up statements reiterating 
concepts presented in initial announcements occurred.

However, these initial and follow-up statements are contra-
dicted by the fact that eventually it became legal to use every non-
denominated definitive letter stamp in the international mails. As 
I will show in this article, while it is true that initially in each new 
domestic rate period it was announced that each new letter stamp 
“could only be used on domestic mail,” after this initial period, or 
immediately in the case of the “G” stamp, each new letter stamp 
could be and was legally used in the international mails. This will 
be shown by both (�) four published statements in Postal Bulletins 
and/or (�) by the pattern of use of each issue.

 At the end of this article, when the reader has seen the evidence 

        Table 1. Rates for International Airmail:  May 29, 1978 – July 9, 1995
                     

                  Rate Category
1

May 29, 1978
2

Jan 1, 1981
3

Mar 22, 1981
4

Nov 1, 1981
5

Feb 17, 1985
U.S. domestic first-class letter/oz �5¢ (“A”) → �8 (“B”) �0 (“C”) �� (“D”)
Canada, first-class letter/oz �5 → �8 �0 ��
Canada, first-class post card �0 → �� �3 �4
U.S. international airmail letter, CA & SA/½ oz �5 35 → → 39
U.S. international surface letter, all other countries/oz �0 30 → → 37
U.S. international airmail letter, all other countries/½ oz 3� 40 → → 44
U.S. international airmail post card, all other countries �� �8 → → 33
U.S. international surface post card, all other countries �4 �9 → → �5
CA = Central America; SA = South America; → = rate continues; AM = airmail; 

                  Rate Category
6 

Apr 3, 1988
7

Feb 3, 1991
8

Jan 1, 1995
9

Jul 9,1995
U.S. domestic first-class letter/oz 25¢ (“E”) �9 (“F”) 3� (“G”) →
Canada, first-class letter/oz 30 40 → 46
Canada, first-class post card �� 30 → 40
U.S. international airmail letter, CA & SA/½ oz
U.S. international surface letter, all other countries/oz 40 70 →
U.S. international airmail letter, all other countries/½ oz 45 50 → 60
U.S. international airmail post card, all other countries 36 40 → 50
U.S. international surface post card, all other countries �8 35 →
CA = Central America; SA = South America; → = rate continues; shaded area = rate ends.

New Introduction: This article first appeared in the Septem-
ber �0�� volume of the U.S. Specialist. Since it appeared there, I 
have been able to acquire further examples of the more difficult 
to acquire usages and Rob Washburn has given me access to other 
examples of other more difficult to acquire usages. The former are 
indicated in blue and the latter in red in Table 3. The added infor-
mation garnered from these usages is also scattered throughout 
this article as blue or red text. I am indebted to Kurt Lenz for his 
suggestion that I add to Tables � and 3 the dates upon which use 
of these definitive letter stamps likely or definitely was allowed 
in the international mails. The section for the “G” stamp in the 
original aricle was, in my opinion, confusing, and, therefore, I 

have rewritten it.
This article is a complex and somewhat repetitive discussion 

of the use of the various letter stamps in the international mails. 
Because of this, I would recommend that the reader first read only 
the introduction, purpose and conclusion matter, which together 
clarify what this article is about. The reader then can decide how 
much detail he or she needs to read in order to feel comfortable 
that the article’s purpose has been fulfilled.

This article will also be made available on the AMC’s website. 
This will allow me to further improve on its conclusions as more 
information is made available. The PDF copy on the website will 
be redated as it is updated.
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Reference or deduced date for legal use in 
international mails 

“A” (5/��/78, 
5/�9/78)

PB 21148 (6/�5/78): “A fully prepaid inter-
national mail item bearing non-denominated 
postage inadvertently entering the U.S. postal 
system was not to be returned to the sender but 
instead sent on to the international exchange 
office for dispatch to its destination.” (17 days 
after the rate change - 6/�5/78)

“B” (3/�5/8�, 
3/��/8�)

About 37 days after the rate change - 4/�8/8�.  
.

“C” (�0/��/8�, 
��/�/8�)

About 37 days after the rate change - ��/8/8�.

“D” (�/�/85, 
�/�7/85)

PB 21508 (April 4, �985): “Nondenominat-
ed stamps intended for domestic mail only, but 
if small amount of mail with such mailed with 
correct amount, allow on to exchange office.” 
(46 days after the rate change - 4/4/85)

“E” (3/22/88,   
4/3/88)

 About 45 days after the rate change - 5/�8/8�.

“F” (�/��/9�, 
�/3/9�)

PB 21782 (February 7, �99�): “Foreign 
postal administrations have been advised of 
the nondenominated stamps, and international 
mail presented by customers with those stamps 
affixed should not be refused.” (4 days after the 
rate change - �/7/9�?)

“G” (��/�3/94, 
�/�/95)

A USPS memo of January �4, �995 stated  
“... Universal Postal Union regulation... now 
allows the use of non-denominated stamps in 
the exchange of international mail.” (Probably 
immediately after the rate change - �/�/95)

*Dates in the parentheses after each letter indicate date non-de-
nominated stamp was issued and date of domestic rate change.

We will see that in the pattern of international use discussed for 
each non-denominated definitive letter stamp, the period of time 
after the announcement of the new domestic rate until the stamp 
use in international mail was considered legal is quite variable. 
even when there was an official announcement. This period was 17 

Table 2. Dates for Legal Use of Non-denominated 
Stamps in the International Mails. *

accumulated over the years of use of the non-denominated stamps, 
it will also be clear that the evidence shows that the edicts of the 
USPS frequently were not followed by postal workers. Once one 
finishes this article, I believe that readers will agree with me that 
frequently the right hand of the USPS and/or its workers did not 
know what the left hand was doing! 

By the way - is the word non-denominated or nondenominated? 
Well, it’s both. The early announcements for the type “A” through 
“C” stamps used the form non-denominated. Starting with the 
type “D” stamp, the form nondenominated was used on all official 
documents. However, many of the handstamps used with the type 
“E” non-denominated stamp on cover use this hyphenated form. 

Therefore, in discussing the “A” through “C” and “E” issues I use 
non-denominated, but for the other issues (“D” and “F” through 
“H”) I use nondenominated.

Before discussing the use patterns for each issue, we first il-
lustrate the rates applicable during each new domestic rate period 
associated with each non-denominated definitive letter stamp. 
Table � summarizes domestic and international postage rates cor-
responding to each rate period associated with a non-denominated 
letter stamp. Table � summarizes the actual (published) or deduced 
dates for the allowed use of each letter stamp in the international 
mails. This table includes appropriate references for the allowed 
uses where they exist.  

days for the type “A” stamp, about 37 days for the type “B” stamp, 
about 37 days for the type “C” stamp, 46 days for the type “D” 
stamp, about 45 days for the type “E” stamp, 4 days for the type 
“F” stamp and probably immediately for the type “G” stamp. 

The beginnings - the Type “A” stamp: The PB 21146 of May 
�9, �978 stated: “�5¢ ‘A’ stamp intended for domestic use; it may 
not be used on international mail.” From the PB 21148 of June 
15, 1978 we find, “A fully prepaid international mail item bearing 
non-denominated postage inadvertently entering the U.S. postal 
system was not to be returned to the sender but instead sent on to 
the international exchange office for dispatch to its destination.”

Unfortunately, I am not I aware of an example the type “A” 
stamp used on international mail before June �5, �978 that was 
returned to the sender because the use was illegal. However, the 
June 8, 1978 airmail post card to England in Figure 1, which 
should have been returned because of the illegal use of the “A” 
stamp, was not returned. If it had been used legally (after June 
�5, �978), the ��¢ on the postcard (6¢ plus �5¢ “A” stamp) was 
the correct postage.

  

Figure 1. June 8, 1978 illegal use of non-denominated stamp 
“A” in the international mails.  It should have been returned 
to sender. Such a use would have been legal only as of June 
15, 1978.

The June 9, �978 airmail letter to Guatemala in Figure �, al-
though philatelic in origin and possibly contrived, which should 
have been returned because of the illegal use of the “A” stamp, 
was not. If it had been used legally (after June �5, �978), the �5¢ 
on the letter (�0¢ plus �5¢ “A” stamp) was the correct postage 
(�5¢ for up to �/� ounce airmail letter rate). The letter was returned 
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from Guatemala because the addressee was unknown, possibly 
because the address was inadequate, or because it was an experi-
ment to see what would happen. 

  

 
Figure 2. June 9, 1978 illegal use of non-denominated stamp 
“A” in the international mails.  It should have been returned 
to sender. Such a use would have been legal only as of June 
15, 1978.

Figure 3 illustrates a July 3, �978 letter to Australia, paid at 
3�¢ for an up to �/� ounce airmail letter. Because the letter’s date 
was after June �5, �978, the two type “A” stamps were legally 
used and accepted along with the �¢ Prominent American stamp. 
Unfortunately, for the Type “A” issue I have no example nor am 
I aware of an example in other collectors’ hands where a legal use 
was incorrectly returned later than June �5, �978.   
     

Figure 3. July 3, 1978, airmail letter to Australia, post-June 
15, 1978 (legal) international use the type “A” non-denomi-
nated stamp.  

The Type “B” stamp: The first-class domestic letter rate 
increased to �8¢ for up to one ounce on March ��, �98�. On 
release, as the PB of March �0, �98� indicates, the type “B” 
non-denominated stamp was not to be used in the international 
mails: “This stamp is intended for domestic use only; it may not 
be used for international mail.” Unlike for the “A” stamp, there 
was no second announcement for the “B” stamp that indicated that 
the “B” stamp could subsequently be legally used in the interna-
tional mails. However, as one would expect from the “A” stamp 
handling, the “B” stamp was soon allowed into the international 
mails. In fact, in this section we will discuss two covers dated 
March 30, �98� and July �0, �98� where the use of the type “B” 

stamp on international mail was denied and two dated April 30 
and April �8, �98� where the use was accepted.

The first example (Figure 4) is a March 30, 1981 (8 days after 
new domestic rate) first-class letter to Canada where the type “B” 
stamp was considered to be used illegally and was returned to the 
sender because the use was illegal. 

 

  
Figure 4. March 30, 1981 unsuccessfully attempted illegal use 
of non-denominated stamp “B” in the international mails.  It 
was correctly ‘RETURNED FOR POSTAGE’ because, as 
explained in the text of the article, it was mailed only 8 days 
after the new domestic rate was implemented. As is discussed 
in the text of the article, such a use was probably not legal 
until late April 1981.

This is indicated by the handstamps ‘NOT GOOD FOR FOREIGN 
POSTAGE’ and ‘RETURNED FOR POSTAGE.’ 
Even though no announcement concerning 
allowing international use followed the issue 
of the type “B” stamp, certainly this disallow-
ance of international use only 8 days after the 
rate change makes sense, especially when one 
considers that for the type “A” stamp there 
was a period of �7 days when it was not legal 
to use it on international mail. Incidently, if it 
had been used legally, the �8¢ “B” stamp on 
the Figure 4 letter was the correct postage.         

Tony Dewey has an April �4, �98� surface 
letter (not shown here) to Sweden mailed at 

the 30¢ for up to one ounce rate, paid with a �¢ Americana stamp 
and a single of the type “B” stamp. The cover was handstamped 
as short paid �8¢ (the non-denominated stamp use was considered 
illegal and given no value and it was also short paid an additional 
�0¢) and returned to sender. I assume that since the cover was 
mailed only 33 days after the domestic rate change, the use of the 
type “B” stamp was still considered illegal. 

Figure 5 illustrates a April 30, �98� airmail post card to 
England, correctly paid at the airmail post card rate of 28¢ (10¢ 
Americana definitive stamp plus 18¢ type “B” stamp). I believe 
that since this post card was mailed 39 days after the rate change, 
enough time had passed that, even without a PB announcement to 
the effect, de facto at this late date, the type “B” stamp was legally 
used and accepted. I have an April �8, �98� airmail letter use to 
Guatemala with the same legal pattern of use as this cover.  
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rate, shown in Figure 7. This represented an attempted use of the 
non-denominated (�0¢) Christmas stamp to pay postage only �7 
days after the domestic rate change. One handstamp on this letter 
indicates its return because at this time this postage or the “C” 
stamp could not be legally used. The other handstamp incorrectly 
indicates that the �0¢ due was for surface service, not airmail 
service. By this time, there was no distinguishing between letter 
surface and airmail service to Canada - all letter mail to Canada 
was given the most expeditious service whether by surface or air. 
I believe that this was an appropriate returned item because it was 
so soon after the rate change.

     

Figure 7. December 28, 1981 unsuccessfully attempted illegal 
use of the 1981 non-denominated Christmas stamp in the 
international mails - letter correctly returned. Use of this 
stamp and the “C” stamp (see handstamp) very likely illegal 
only 27 days after November 1, 1981 domestic rate change.

On the other hand three international covers I own were used 
on December 8, ��, and �7, �98�, all franked with the type “C” 
stamp and correctly allowed into the international mails. One of 
these, shown in Figure 8, was a December ��, �98� airmail letter 
to England, franked with two type “C” stamps, paying the 40¢ for 
up to �/� ounce rate. Since this cover was mailed 40 days after 
the domestic rate change, like the “B” period example in Figure 
4 that was mailed 39 days after the �8¢/oz domestic rate change, 
this seems to be an expected interval after which the “C” stamp 
usage became legal.

  

 
Figure 8. December 11, 1981 legal international use the type 
“C” non-denominated stamp to pay 40¢ for up to 1/2 ounce 
airmail letter rate to England. Legal because was mailed 40 
days after the rate change and fits pattern for other non-de-
nominated letter stamps before and after it. 

  

 
Figure 5. April 30, 1981, legal international use of type “B” 
non-denominated stamp to pay 28¢ surface post card rate to 
England. Legal as mailed 39 days after rate change and fits 
pattern for other non-denominated letter stamps before and 
after it. 

The last cover I will show in this section (Figure 6) is an at-
tempted use of the “B” stamp on a July �0, �98� up to one ounce 
first-class letter to Canada, 18¢/oz rate. The two handstamps on 
this letter indicate its return for two reasons - a mail strike in 
Canada and the so-called illegal use of type “B” stamp. If one 
considers the pattern of the type “A” and “D” stamps and even 
the “C” and “E” stamps and the fact that of April 28 and 30, 1981 
allowed-uses, it seems likely to me that this use was incorrectly 
disallowed by a postal worker.      
    

 
Figure 6. For reasons discussed in the text of this article, this 
July 20, 1981 cover was incorrectly returned to sender because 
the ‘NON-DENOMINATED STAMPS NOT to be used on 
International Mail.’

The Type “C” stamp: The first-class domestic letter rate 
increased to �0¢ for up to one ounce on November �, �98�. On 
release, as the  PB of October 6, 1981 indicated: “NON-DENOMI-
NATED “C” STAMPS ARE NOT TO BE USED FOR MAIL TO 
CANADA, MEXICO, OR OTHER FOREIGN COUNTRIES.” 
Like the “B” stamp, there was no second announcement for the 
“C”stamp, yet we will see that soon after the date of the new 
�0¢ for up to one ounce rate of November �, �98� (as early as 
December ��, �98�), the “C”  stamp was allowed into the foreign 
mails.  

The first example from this period is an early November 28, 
1981 use on an up to one ounce first-class letter to Canada, 20¢/oz 
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Figure 10. March 28, 1985 illegal use of 1985 type “D” de-
finitive letter stamp in the international mails. As mailed before 
April 4, 1985, letter should have been returned to sender.

The last cover in this section is the earliest example (Septem-
ber �3, �985) I have used after the April 4, �985 announcement 
date that allowed the type “D” stamp to be used legally to pay 
international postage (Figure ��). A pair of the “D” stamps (44¢ 
value) pays the airmail postage on this letter to Denmark at the 
airmail rate of 44¢ for up to �/� ounce. 

 
Figure 11. Sept. 13, 1985 legal international use of type “D” 
nondenominated stamp to pay 44¢ for up to 1/2 ounce airmail 
letter rate to England. Legal as mailed after the April 4, 1985 
PB announcement allowing its use in international mails.

The Type “E” stamp: The date of the rate change associated 
with the “E” stamp (increase from 22¢ to 25¢) was April 3, 1988. 
The PB 21664 of March 24, 1988 announced, “E stamp may not be 
used for international mail.” There was no second announcement 
allowing type “E” stamp use in the international mails, but as with 
the type “B” and “C” non-denominated issues, this eventually 
occurred even with no announcement.

There was a large correspondence addressed to a child in an 
English school. Since it was a large correspondence, and, as we 
have seen from the discussion of uses of the “A” through “D” 
issues and will see for the “F” issue, postal workers and even the 
USPS erred frequently in not obeying its own rules and regula-
tions, there are many more examples of returned “E” items than 
returned “B,” “C” and “D” items. Therefore the statistics for this 
“E” section are skewed for usages that are discussed in it.

An early type ”E” cover, in Figure 12, is an April 8, 1988 (5 
days after new rate began) surface international post card to Eng-
land, 28¢ rate, franked with one 25¢ type “E” stamp. At first, the 
card was considered short paid 3¢ (‘Returned for 3¢ additionl 
postage. When remailing, cross out this notice or paste stamps 
over it.’). Only then was the illegal attempt to use “E” stamp 
noted, and the due markings ‘CANCELLED’, and the card pre-
sumably returned for the correct reason, for attempted use of 
type”E” stamp before this was legal.    
    

Tony Dewey has a November 9, �98� cover illegally used and 
not returned, and I have not seen examples of the “C” stamp not 
allowed legal use after December ��, �98�. 

The Type “D” stamp: The first-class domestic letter rate 
increased to ��¢ for up to one ounce on February �7, �985. A 
philatelic release of January �8, �985 announced this new rate and 
the release of the type “D” nondenominated stamp. This release 
indicated that as before, this stamp, at the time of the introduc-
tion of this new domestic rate, was not allowed on international 
mail. However, the PB 21508 (April 4, �985) further announced 
concerning the “D” stamp: “Non-denominated stamps intended for 
domestic mail only, but if small amount of mail with such mailed 
with correct amount, allow on to exchange office.”

Therefore, the usual pattern of the prior nondenominated letter 
stamps held with the introduction of the type “D” stamps. And, 
for this new value there is actual documentation in the PB just as 
there was for the type “A” stamp! These documentation references 
are of course vital as they strongly support the basic premise of 
this article that the nondenominated letter definitive stamps, at 
first denied access to the domestic mails, were then, eventually, 
legally allowed into the international mails.

The first example for this rate period is a February 17, 1985 
unsuccessful illegal attempt to use two type “D” stamps valued at 
44¢ to pay the airmail postage on a letter to Germany, at the 44¢ 
for up to �/� ounce rate (Figure 9). The letter was correctly hand-
stamped ‘UNMAILABLE RETURN TO SENDER.’ I have a similar 
item dated February �9 that was handled in the same manner.

 

Figure 9. February 17, 1985 (first day new rate) correctly 
unsuccessfully attempted illegal use of 1985 type “D” definitive 
letter stamp in the international mails.  The type “D” stamp 
was not allowed legally into international mails until April 4, 
1985.

I have two covers dated before April 4, �985, dated March �6, 
and March �8, �985, that were illegally placed in the international 
mails and were incorrectly allowed onward to their destination. 
The one in Figure �0 is a March �8, �985 airmail letter mailed to 
Thailand. Incidently, if it had been mailed on or after April 4th, it 
would have been correctly franked as two type “D” stamps had 
a 44¢ value, and the airmail rate at that time was 44¢ for up to 
�/� ounce.
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Figure 12. April 8, 1988 early (5 days after rate change) unsuc-
cessful attempted illegal use of “E” stamp on post card to 
England. Complex handling explained in text.

The April �5, �988 airmail cover to Thailand in Figure �3 is 
franked with two type “E” (25¢) stamps which overpay by 5¢ the 
45¢ for up to �/� ounce rate.     

 
Figure 13. April 25, 1988 illegal use of 1988 type “E” definitive 
letter stamp in the international mails. Since mailed only 22 
days after the new domestic rate introduced this letter should 
have been returned to sender. 

Although no announcement concerning when acceptance of 
this non-denominated stamp into the international mails occurred, 
comparison with the pattern of the other letter values indicates 
that this letter should have been returned because of illegal use 
of the type “E” stamp (only 22 days after the new domestic rate 
was introduced).

The use of the pair of type “E” stamps on the June 3, 1988 
airmail letter to Scotland in Figure �4 was allowed and is felt to 
be legal as it occurred two months after the rate change. The two 
‘E’ stamps overpay by 5¢ the 45¢ for up to 1/2 ounce rate.  
  

Figure 14. June 3, 1988 legal international use two type “E” 
stamps to pay 45¢ for up to 1/2 ounce airmail letter rate to 
Scotland. Legal as mailed 61 days after the rate change and fits 
pattern for other non-denominated letter stamps before it.

A later use of the type “E” stamps in Figure 15, an August 2, 
1988 (18 weeks post rate change!) airmail post card to England, 
overpaid by �4¢ the 36¢ international airmail post card rate with 
two type “E” non-denominated stamps, represents what is felt to 
be a late example of an incorrectly returned cover. As discussed 
earlier, this is one of many returned type “E”  covers that should 
not have been returned.      
    

 
Figure 15. As this post card was mailed 18 weeks after the rate 
change of April 3, 1988, comparing the pattern seen for other 
non-denominated letter stamps, this August 2, 1988, airmail 
post card to England should not have been returned as by this 
time the use of the “E” stamp was legal.

I now present three examples of handstamps placed on post 
cards that were franked with some number of type “E” stamps. 
Since they were on cards mailed 45 or more days after the rate 
change, they were, in my opinion, legally placed on items and 
incorrectly not accepted on international mail. I evidence this as 
I identify the dates upon which the items were mailed. Another 
anomaly of each of these items is that the handstamps (all shown 
actual size) each clearly or probably had a return to sender compo-
nent that was incorrectly blacked or lined out. Instead some kind 
of postage due marking was placed. According to International 
Mail Manuals of the time they instead should have had some 
marking such as ‘Returned for additional postage.’ Also note the 
use of the hypenated non-denominational (sic). First it shouldn’t be 
hypenated and second the “E” stamp is not a religious stamp.  
    

       
           May �3, �988
        

         

 
            May �4, �988    
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Figure 16. Whether or not the “F” stamp use was legal on this 
cover to Canada (see article discussion), the cover short paid 
11¢ for first-class rate for an up to one ounce letter to Canada. 
Therefore, it should have been returned to the sender.

Before I show an appropriate and legal use of the “F” letter 
stamp in the international mails, the Figure �7 cover (illustrated 
courtesy of Anthony Dewey) helps to emphasize one of the facts 
I have been attempting to illustrate, namely, that postal workers 
and the USPS were frequently not on the same page with regard 
to the use of nondenominated definitive letter stamps in the 
international mails. Figure 17 shows a June 24, 1991 first class 
letter to Canada correctly franked with 40¢ in postage, including 
a non-precancelled nonprofit pre-stamped envelope indicium, a 
5¢ stamp and a �9¢ type “F” stamp. This cover was incorrectly 
‘RETURNED for 29¢ Additional postage....’ because supposedly 
‘The F Series stamp is valid for First Class domestic mail use only, 
and may not be used for international mail.’ As we have noted 
from the PB notice of February 7, �99�, the handling of this cover 
and the label message are simply not correct (somebody didn’t 
get the memo!). 

All the other international items I own, including the one 
in Figure �8, and another dated April ��, �99�, are adequately 
franked for the service requested and have been correctly allowed 
into the international mails. The cover in Figure 18 is a first-class 
letter to Canada correctly franked with 40¢ postage, including the 
�9¢ “F” stamp. The stamps on this cover correctly pay the 40¢ 
for up to one ounce Canadian first-class rate. 

Figure 17. As per the PB announcement and as discussed in 
the article text, this letter to Canada should not have been 
returned. The use of the type “F” stamp was eminently legal. 
That is, the label on this letter is incorrect.

          August �, �988

What conclusions can be drawn from the extensive data on 
the type “E” stamp? Based on the usage patterns seen with the 
earlier letter types, the following can be deduced:

(�) The April 8, �988 (5 days after new rate began) and May 
�3, �988 (40 days after new rate began) returned items were cor-
rectly returned.

(�) The May �3, �4, �5, �988 (50 to 5� days after new rate 
began) returns were not correct.

(3) The June, July and August returns were also incorrect.
(4) The April �5, �988 and May ��, �988 (�� and 38 days after 

new rate began) unreturned items were incorrectly not returned.
(5) The May �8, �988 (45 days after new rate began) and June 

3 (Figure �4) items were correctly not returned.
(6) The passing of any late May, early June or later �988 item 

into the international mails (i.e., not returned) was legal.
Incidently, almost all returned “E” items and those successfully 

passed into the international mails, whether from this mailing or 
not, that I have seen, are overpaid. A few are underpaid. None I 
have seen are correctly paid.

The Type “F” stamp: We see a major change in the pattern of 
use for the nondenominated definitive letter stamps with the “F” 
stamp. In the PB 21782 of February 7, �99� we read, “Foreign 
postal administrations have been advised of the nondenominated 
stamps, and international mail presented by customers with those 
stamps affixed should not be refused.” That is, from at least Feb-
ruary 7 and possibly from the beginning of the domestic �9¢ rate 
period on February 3, the new nondenominated “F” stamp was 
officially allowed on international mail. Thus, by at least February 
7, international covers that were mailed shortpaid, whether with 
a nondenominated “F” stamp or with other stamps, were to be 
returned to sender because of the short payment, but all postage 
on the shortpaid covers was to be given credit.

Unfortunately, we now, with the first example in this section, 
either (�) again see the apparent lack of conformity of USPS 
workers with the rules with this February 6, 1991 example, or (2) 
the “F” letter stamp wasn’t allowed officially in to the interna-
tional mails until February 7. Figure �6 shows an up to one ounce 
February 6, 1991 first class letter to Canada, 40¢/oz rate, underpaid 
11¢ with type “F” stamp. The affixed label reads, ‘RETURN TO 
SENDER. SERIES ‘F’ STAMPS ARE NOT PERMITTED IN 
THE INTERNATIONAL MAIL SYSTEM.’ That is, this letter 
was postmarked a day prior to the USPS announcement that the 
“F” stamp was to be accepted in the international mails. I believe 
that the PB announcement, since it was almost concurrent with 
the rate change date of February 3, �99�, indicates that the USPS 
meant the “F” stamp to be legal on international mail as of Febru-
ary 3rd. However, since the first official announcement that I can 
find is the one on February 7th, I believe that USPS workers could 
well indeed have not known what to do until this date. Therefore, 
one can understand the reason for the label denying the legality 
of the “F” stamp. However, even if the “F” stamp had been rec-
ognized, the Figure �6 letter should have been returned to the 
sender since it was shortpaid.     
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was introduced on January 1, 1995. That is, the pattern of conflict 
that we have seen time and time again with each and every nonde-
nominated letter issue continued through the type “G” issue. All 
of the type “G” stamp international uses illustrated here and all 
but two known are in the collection of Anthony Dewey.

The earliest type “G” cover known is a January 4, 1995 first-
class letter to Canada, franked with denominated �9¢ and 5¢ 
stamps and two “G” period nondenominated 3¢ make-up rate 
stamps (Figure �9). The stamps together correctly pay the 40¢ for 
an up to one ounce Canadian letter rate. Incidently, this cover was 
returned but only because the address was insufficient.  
        

 
Figure 19. January 4, 1995 letter to Canada. Earliest known 
international “G” cover, correctly paid at 40¢ per up to one 
ounce rate. The “G” issue stamps in this case were the 3¢ 
nondenominated make-up stamps. Their use was legal even 
though used only 3 days after the new domestic rate was in-
troduced. All international type “G” stamp uses were appar-
ently legal.

Another early type “G” stamp international cover is a January 
��, �995 airmail cover to Australia, overpaid �¢ with a type “G” 
stamp and a denominated �9¢ regular stamp, paying the 50¢ due 
for an up to �/� ounce letter (Figure �0). It was refused and thus 
returned for that reason. That is, the nondenominated stamp use 
in the international mails was legal.

    

Figure 20. January 12, 1995, airmail letter to Australia. “G” 
stamp plus regular 19¢ stamp overpay by 1¢ the 50¢ for up to 
1/2 ounce rate. Cover returned because it was refused - not 
because of an illegal “G” stamp use.         

An international “G” stamp cover that actually completed its 
journey (Figure ��) is another airmail cover, this time to France, 
correctly paid with a type “G” stamp (3�¢) and 7¢ and ��¢ regu-
lar stamps, paying the 50¢ due for an up to ½ ounce letter. The 
nondenominated stamp use was legal.   

This cover is particularly pleasing because it is accurately 
franked with 40¢ postage. Starting with covers with the “E” stamp 
(where none are franked correctly) and continuing through the 
type “F” and “G” stamps, all too often covers are overfranked.      

 
Figure 18. As per the PB announcement, this is a legal use of 
the “F” (29¢ value) stamp which together with 11¢ in added 
stamps was used to pay the 40¢ for up to one ounce first-class 
letter rate to Canada.

The Type “G” stamp: With the introduction of the type 
“G” nondenominated definitive stamp we find a pattern defined 
by various official USPS documents, including a report of one 
official announcement, and the actual evidence from all covers 
that are known. This pattern, discussed now, is felt to force the 
conclusion that all international uses of the type “G” stamp were 
allowed, and allowed immediately when the new domestic rate 
was introduced on January �, �995.

Initially, on December ��, �994, in PB 21883, we have the 
usual announcement refusing legal access of this stamp to the 
international mails. 

Then, as Table � indicates, a USPS memo of January �4, 
�995 (private communication from Anthony Dewey) stated  “... 
Universal Postal Union regulation... now allows the use of non-
denominated stamps in the exchange of international mail.“

This memo is supported later by an announcement of PB 21896 
of June ��, �995, where we read “, . . . international conventions 
that were in effect when G series nondenominated stamps were 
produced (bearing and endorsement for domestic use only) were 
later changed to allow the use of nondenominated postage in inter-
national mail. Therefore, despite the endorsement they bear, some 
G series stamps (the 3�-cent domestic rate, the �0-cent postcard 
rate, and the 3-cent make-up stamp) may be used on international 
mail and given credit for their established value. G stamps for the 
nonprofit rate and the First-Class Presort rate must not be used on 
international mail. Post offices and exchange offices must accept, 
process, and forward mail bearing the G series stamp if the total 
postage paid is correct for the class and weight of the mail piece. 
The mail must not be returned solely because its postage includes 
one or more of the G stamps.”

The USPS memo is also supported by the fact that all inter-
national uses of the type “G” nondenominated stamps known 
(all but two owned by Anthony Dewey) were allowed into the 
international mails. That is, they were not returned because they 
were considered illegal uses. 

In other words, the PB 21883 announcement was immediately 
superceded, and all international uses of the type “G” stamp were 
allowed, and allowed immediately when the new domestic rate 
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Figure 21. February 13, 1995, airmail letter to France. “G” 
stamp plus regular 11¢  and 7¢ stamps pay the 50¢ for up to 
1/2 ounce rate. Cover accepted into the international mails as 
use of “G” stamp was legal.

After the type “G” stamps, most nondenominated stamps with 
few exceptions (for example, see the text of the PB 21896 of June 
22, 1995) were legal in the international mails. Specifically, the PB 
21978 of August 13, 1998 stated, “Effective August 13, 1998, In-
ternational Mail Manual (IMM) �5�.� and Domestic Mail Manual 
(DMM) P0��.�.� are being revised to allow nondenominated 
stamps (e.g., the ‘G’ stamp), except for precanceled stamps with 
rate markings, to be used for international mail. These revisions 
will be incorporated into IMM Issue �� and DMM Issue 54.”

The International Mail Manual Issue �� (and all issues there-
after), Chapter �, Section �5�.� Stamps, included this new para-
graph: “d. Postal customers may affix nondenominated postage 
stamps (e.g., the ‘G’ stamp), except for those that bear rate mark-

Table 3. Known uses of the “A” through “G” Nondenominated Definitive Letter Stamps
Non-denominated 

letter*
Returned illegal 

attempts**
Unreturned illegal 

usages** Legal usages**
Incorrectly returned 

legal usages**
“A” (5/�9/78,

exactly 6/�5/78.
None known 6/6/78, 6/8/78,

6/9/78, 6/13/78
7/3/78, 7/4/78, 7/5/78, 7/��/78, 

7/�0/78, 8/4/78, 8/�5/78, 8/��/78, 
8/��/78, 8/�3/78, 8/�8/78, 8/?/78, 

9/�0/78, 9/?/78, ��/?/78

None known

“B” (3/��/8�, about 
4/�8/8�.

3/30/8�, 3/30/8�, 
4/3/8�,  4/�8/8�, 

4/�4/8�

3/3�/8� 4/�8/8�, 4/30/8�, 5/�/8�, 5/3/8�, 
5/�0/8�, 5/8/8�, 6/�0/8�, 6/�0/8�,  

6/?/8�, 6/�6/8�, 8/��/8�

7/�/8�, 7/�0/8�

“C” (��/�/8�, about 
��/8/8�.

��/�8/8� ��/9/8� ��/��/8�, ��/�6/8�, ��/�7/8�, 
��/�7/8�, ��/3�/8�, ��/?/8�, 

��/8/8�, �/�7/8�, �/�9/8�, 3/�5/8�, 
4/�9/8�,  6/�4/8�, 6/�8/8�

None known

“D” (�/�7/85, 
exactly 4/4/85.

�/�7/85, �/�9/85, 
3/4/85, 3/9/85, 

?/85, 4/3/85

�/�7/85, 3/7/85, 
3/7/85, 3/�6/85, 
3/�6/85, 3/�4/85

4/23/85, 9/13/85, 3/11/86 4/5/85

“E” (4/3/88, about 
5/�8/88.

4/8/88, 5/�3/88, 4/�5/88, 4/�5/88, 
4/�5/88, 5/�/88, 
5/�0/88, 5/��/88,

6/3/88, 8/8/88, 8/22/88, 1/5/89,
2/2/89, 2/20/89

5/�8/88, 5/�3/88, 5/�4/88, 
5/�5/88, 6/�8/88, 7/�5/88, 

8/�/88
“F” (�/3/9�, 

exactly �/7/9�.
None known �/3/9�? 3/26/91, 4/12/91, 4/15/91, 5/1/91, 

6/30/91, 11/25/92
2/6/91?, 6/24/91

“G” (�/�/95, 
probably �/�/95.

None known None known 1/4/95, 1/12/95, 1/19/95, 2/2/95, 
2/7/95, 2/13/95, 2/15/95, 3/6/95, 
4/24/95,  6/8/95, 7/7/95, 7/21/95,

8/14/95, 9/19/95, 12/1/95

None known

  *Dates adjacent to the letters are dates of the new domestic rates, followed by the exact or likely dates international use allowed.
  **Underlined items from Anthony Dewey collection, red items from Rob Washburn collection.                              

ings (First-Class Presort, Bulk Rate, or Nonprofit Organization), 
to their international mail. The nondenominated Breast Cancer 
Awareness Semi-postal Stamp, which has a postage value that is 
equivalent to the domestic rate for a �-ounce First Class letter, 
may also be used for that purpose.”

When the final nondenominated definitive letter stamp, the 
“H” stamp (33¢ value), was produced for the domestic rate change 
of January �0, �999, PB 21985 (November �9, �998) reiterated 
this fact: “Accordingly, please advise retail customers and postal 
personnel that the 33-cent First-Class Rate ‘H’ postage stamp 
(which depicts Uncle’s Sam’s Hat) and the �-cent ‘H’ Rate Make-
Up stamp (which depicts a Weathervane Rooster) may be affixed 
to international mail.”

Conclusion: It has been shown that while it is true that initially 
in each new domestic rate period it was announced that each new 
letter stamp “A” through “G” “could only be used on domestic 
mail,” after some initial period, or even immediately in the case 
of the type “G” stamp, each new letter stamp could be and was 
legally used in the international mails. It is now hopefully also 
clear that the edicts of the USPS frequently were not followed 
by postal workers. 

This article concludes with Table 3, which lists all the known 
(to Wawrukiewicz) examples of usages or attempted usages of 
the non-denominated definitive letter stamps in the international 
mails. It is the opinion of Wawrukiewicz, Anthony Dewey and 
Bill DiPaolo, as collectors (and a dealer) who have been searching 
for nondenominated material for well over a decade, that, except 
for the type “E” material, early in a rate, material and especially 
returned material is very scarce for the “A” through “G” letter 
type usages.


