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Certain Nondenominated Stamps are Not Allowed in the International mails
by Robert Thompson

In the October 20�� Auxiliary Markings, Tony Wawrukiewicz 
discussed the use of nondenominated letter stamps in the inter-
national mails. On the other hand, in and around �995 it was also 
indicated that certain types of nondenominated stamps were not 
allowed in the international mails. In particular stamps that bear a 
rate mark, such as ‘First-Class Presort,’ ‘Bulk Rate,’ or ‘Nonprofit 
Organization.’ were not allowed in the international mails.

The cover in this article bears out the prohibition of interna-

tional use of such stamps. This cover, by the rates listed on its 
front, was mailed between July 9, �995 and May 28, �999. It was 
an airmail letter franked with the Juke Box Presorted First-Class 
nondenominated stamp. It was ‘RETURNED TO SENDER / 
FOR POSTAGE’ (label) because ‘First Class Presort / Bulk and 
non-profit rate are not / permitted in International Mail / IMM 
22�.322.’
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‘NO SUCH OFFICE IN STATE NAMED’ - Where was Marking Applied?
by Terrence Hines

The illustrated cover bears a Boston machine 
postmark dated Feb. 8, �889 on the 2¢ �887 
Scott #2�3. It is addressed to a Daniel Eastman 
in Canaan, Mass. Trouble is there was no Canaan 
in Massachusetts. But there is a Canaan in New 
Hampshire. The cover bears a hand stamp in 
black reading ‘NO SUCH OFFICE / IN STATE 
NAMED’ and the “Mass” has been crossed out 
in manuscript and replaced with “N.H.” On the 
reverse there is another Boston machine postmark 
dated Feb. 9, �889, the day after the cover was 
first postmarked. There is also a faint Canaan, NH 
received postmark with an unclear date. 

     An obvious question is where was the ‘NO 
SUCH OFFICE’ hand stamp applied? I would 
argue that it must have been applied in Boston 
between the time of the first Boston postmark 
(Feb. 8) and the second (Feb. 9).  

 Another interesting aspect of this cover is that 
it has the telephone number of the sender in the 
return address. The cover but not the marking is 
reduced in size.

Editorial 
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

I have a little more space in this newsletter than in the last 
one which allows me to give some kudos that I was unable to 
give in the last one.

In January, Tom Breske, who has been one of our most reli-
able contributors, presented a delightful and extensive coverage 
of Hotel auxiliary markings. As shown by his various articles on 
a range of subjects, Tom has demonstrated that he has a remark-
able collection of auxiliary markings. Moreover, and this is what 
is more important, he is generous enough to take time and put 
together interesting, comprehensive stories about these markings 
for the edification of AMC members.

Michael Mead, with his long-lived series on the “Auxiliary 
Marking Labels on Foreign Mail” is another reliable and gener-
ous contributor to Auxiliary Markings. Big thank yous to both of 
them from me.

At the risk of leaving someone out, and I apologize for doing 
this, many others have contributed 5 to �0 articles or even more 
over the 8 �/2 year history of the club. They include Paul Albright, 
Joe Crosby, Terry Hines, Jerry Johnson, Bob Leeman, Michael 

Ludeman, Bob Markovits, Ralph Nafziger, David Straight, and 
Alan Warren. In this group in particular, Michael Ludeman with 
�6 and David Straight with �2 articles apiece, particularly stand 
out. I and my fellow AMC members owe big thanks to all these 
people and to the many others that contributed a smaller number 
of articles.

The manner in which I was able to accurately list these persons 
reminds me to give another big thank you to Dennis Ladd, who 
voluntarily has taken on the onerous but vital task of indexing 
Auxiliary Markings. This fabulous index, which doesn’t allow 
past articles to be lost (if one consults it), is available on our web 
site. Keep in mind that if you ever want to know about a particular 
type of marking, that this index quickly tells you what subjects 
have been covered in the past. I use it frequently.

Finally, if you haven’t done it recently, take a look at our 
fabulous web site, kept up by Doug Quine. You’ll find all past 
newsletters as PDFs, the index, list of past and future club events, 
a list of awards, a link to renewing via PayPal, our monograph, 
and so much more.
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Unmailable Private “Postal Cards”
by Jerry Johnson

This article will discuss privately produced post cards that 
illegally contained the phrase Postal Card. What follows is a 
statement made in the Jan. �8, �904 Postal Bulletin (PB):

“The law officer for this Department advises that cards issued 
by private persons bearing on the address side the words “United 
States of America,” are in “likeness or similitude” of the regular 
United States postal card, and therefore in violation of law, and 
unmailable. (Sec. �59�, Postal Laws and Regulations.) However, 
in order to give owners of such cards reasonable time to dispose 
of those on hand, postmasters will accept them for mailing until 
July �, �904, upon payment of postage at the proper rate. On 
and after July �, �904, such cards will be treated as unmailable 
at any rate of postage.”

What does the wording “…upon payment at the proper rate” 
mean? As suggested for the card in Figure 2 and on a �903 card 
owned by Charles Fricke (private communication), the “proper 
rate” for these “private postal cards” before Jul. �, �904 was the 
letter rate of 2¢.

Although this announcement specifically indicates that only 
the words United States of America on the address side of a card 
issued by private persons made it in violation of law, we will see 
that the words Postal Card on the address side of a card issued 
by private persons were also in “likeness or similitude” of the 
regular United States postal card, and therefore in violation of 
law, and unmailable. 

This latter fact is probably best seen in the case of the private 
mailing card shown in Figure �, franked with a �903 �¢ Frank-
lin stamp that bears the phrase Postal Card on its address side. 
This Aug. 4, �904 post card, owned by Jerry Johnson, was mailed 
from Narrowsburgh, N.Y. to Brooklyn, N.Y. It was ‘UNMAIL-
ABLE’ because “PRIVATE MAILING OR POST CARDS 
BEARING THE WORDS POSTAL CARD, OR UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA, ARE UNMAILABLE.   

 
                 Figure �

That is, in the case of the card in Figure �, the phrase Postal 
Card on this privately produced card mailed after July �, �904 
made it unmailable. The two handstamps for Figure � are shown 
below at full size.

                

  

The post card issued by a private person with the wording 
POSTAL CARD in Figure 2 (owned by Don Tocher) was mailed 
from Buffalo, N.Y. on May 25, �904, franked with a �¢ Franklin 
stamp of the �903 issue. It was addressed to San Francisco. 

  

   Figure 2

If this card had been mailed after Jul. �, �904, it would have 
been unmailable, but it was mailed in the grace period before 
this date.

Because it contained the phrase ‘POSTAL CARD and was 
cancelled before Jul. �, �904 and was only franked with a �¢ 
stamp, it was ‘Returned for Postage,’ ‘Due �¢’ because it was to 
be paid at the 2¢ letter rate (for reason suggested above). These 
markings are shown below at full size.

   

The card was returned and not held for postage because there 
was a return address on the front of the card. The sender incorrectly 
placed a 2¢ �903 issue Washington stamp on the card, and it was 
cancelled again on May 28. This was incorrect because only �¢ 
additional postage was due to make up the letter rate that needed 
to be paid in this case.

These examples illustrated in this column serendipidously 
arrived in my email only weeks apart. They are rarely seen us-
ages.
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Auxiliary Marking Labels on Foreign Mail - Part VI, Italy
by Michael Mead and Tony Wawrukiewicz

This article, concerned with Italy, represents the 5th country 
in a series about auxiliary marking labels found on mail to a 
limited number of countries. This series is especially concerned 
with labels that carry only one message in two languages, French 
(the universal Universal Postal Union (UPU) language) and the 
native language of the country using the labels. 

At least by �894, such labels were used in Italy. We have seen 
a fairly uniform use of these labels in Italy through the �960s. The 
format for these Italian Labels, labels which are shown actual size 
in this article, are completely different from those we have seen 
for the other countries

The �894 example in Figure � is representative of those used 
before �960. The Form type is 24-B, and each, usually subtle, 
change in the form is identified by a new date to the left of the 
form (�894 in this case). Invariably there is a bilingual statement 
at the form’s top, which reads ‘To sender’ in Italian (Al mittente) 
and French (A l’envoyeur). The concept of Return To Sender is 
understood. Below, and adjacent to dotted lines, are words which 
translate as “Because’ or “Why’ in Italian (perche) and French 
(parce que). That is, the reason for the item’s return is usually given 
on these lines. Other information may also be noted on this form. 
In the case of the example in Figure �, the letter was returned (see 
Figure 4) because the addressee was unknown (‘DESTINATAIRE 
INCONNU’ in French). It was returned to New York City. Early 
examples are not perforated while later ones are.

                Figure �

The �949 version of Form 24-B shown in Figure 2, with parts 
of an adjacent form suggest that, like these bilingual labels from 
other countries, the Italian labels were attached to one another 
and prepared as a sheet for later use.

 

 
   Figure 2

Two examples from Rome contain an additional line of in-
fromation. Figure 3 shows one example of Rome’s �927 version 
of Form 24-B where the identification with Rome is indicated by 
the line of information at the bottom of the form.

 

   Figure 3

There are two post-�960 versions shown in Figures 4 and 5. 
They both have no date designation but their use is seen only on 
covers in the �960s. Again, as is seen on the example in Figure 5, 
the version used in Rome has that city designated on it.

  

   Figure 4

  
 

  

 

   Figure 5

Before we list examples for the various versions of Form 
24-B, along with the reasons for the return of letters associated 
with them, we illustrate two examples where this form was used 
to return letters from Italy.

The illustrated cover in Figure 6 is a nice example of the 
earliest known use of Form 24-B on an �896 letter from the 
United States to Rome, Italy. It was underpaid the 5¢ for up to 
one ounce international surface mail rate with a 2¢ second bureau 
issue stamp. Therefore, the 50 centimi postage due stamp was ap-
plied, indicating that 6¢ were due from the addressee (double the 
amount of the deficiency). Because the addressee was unknown, 
‘DESTINATAIRE INCONNU,’ the letter was to be returned to 
the sender.
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   Figure 6

The illustrated cover in Figure 7 is an April 4, �932 domestic 
surface letter within the United States then forwarded to Rome, 
Italy. It was correctly paid 2¢ for the domestic service but under-
paid the 5¢ for up to one ounce international surface mail rate 
with a �932 2¢ George Washington Bicentennial issue stamp. For 
international forwarding when the postage was consequently short 
paid only the short paid amount, 3¢, was due from the addressee. 
In this case the two 40 centimi postage due stamps were applied, 
indicating that 3¢ were due from the addressee. Because the let-
ter was refused (‘REFUSE’) the letter was returned to the sender. 
Because 3¢ were still due because the due postage wasn’t paid in 
France, a 3¢ U.S. due stamp was placed on the cover indicating 
that amount was now due from the sender and was collected on 
its return to him. 

 
   Figure 7

Inconnu/Destinataire Inconnu - 
Unknown/Addressee Unknown

 

     

    �894

       �894

      �895

      �922

      �922
   

       �927
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       �946

       �949

Non Reclaime - Unclaimed

�905

�908

�9�3

�926

�927

�937

Post-�960

Refuse - Refused

�9�3
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                     MISCELLANEOUS

The next two examples are items where we have only single 
examples. The first is DESTINATAIRE PARTI (addressee left from 
the addressed location).

  

        �922
  
The second is parvenue en retard (arrived too late to catch 

addressee, thus returned to sender). 

  
 

        �946

President’s Message
by Ralph H. Nafziger

Another “Show and Tell” session was held during AmeriStamp-
Expo in Atlanta in January. A variety of auxiliary markings were 
shown and discussed. Among them were St. Louis Exchange Office 
markings, foreign postage due and registry markings, “non-machin-
able due to size,” media mail “opened for inspection by USPS,” a 
cover with the first self-adhesive stamp (Christmas dove) that had 
changed color sufficiently so that the USPS considered it defaced 
and would not accept it, and V-mail covers not accepted for photo-
graphing. Thanks go to David Eeles, John Hotchner, David Kent, 
Mike Lampson, Joann Lenz, and David Straight for showing their 
covers. We recruited a new member after the session.

Speaking of membership, for those of you who have not re-
newed with your 20�2 dues, please do so. Our membership secre-
tary, David Eeles, would appreciate it. Dues paid after December 
3� are $�8.

There may be still time to submit exhibits for our annual meeting 
at the Philatelic Show in Boxborough, MA, May 4-6. I encourage 
you to do so. It is fun and instructive. The prospectus and applica-
tion form are available at <nefed.org>. I would like to see a good 
representation of auxiliary markings at the show. In addition to 

our Board and general membership meetings, we will have a table, 
and a “Show and Tell” session. If you plan to attend, we would 
appreciate help in staffing our table during the show. Please let me 
know if you can help.

At the opposite end of the country, a regional meeting is planned 
for PIPEX 20�2 in Portland, OR May ��-�3, as well as a “Show 
and Tell” session.

We have accepted an invitation to hold our 20�6 annual meeting 
during the Southeast Stamp show in Atlanta, GA. Our �0th anni-
versary will be celebrated at the St. Louis stamp show next year. 
Please let us know if you have any ideas about ways in which we 
might commemorate this event at our meeting. The 20�4 and 20�5 
annual meetings will be conducted at the March Party in Cleveland, 
OH and at ROPEX in Rochester, NY, respectively.

Congratulations to Kathy Johnson, APS treasurer, for winning 
our club award at AmeriStampExpo for her exhibit “Ceylon Too 
Late Markings.”

Thanks go to vice-president Dennis Ladd for updating the index 
to Auxiliary Markings to include all of the 20�� articles.

  

           �927

  

    Post - �960

   New Members 

 Jeffrey Hayward         Tim Wait
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Typed Auxiliary Marking Labels of the 1970s and Early 1980s
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

 The PB 21064 of December 4, 1975 officially introduced the 
use of messages typed on labels as a method of forwarding mail 
and of communicating various USPS messages. In other words 
many auxiliary markings are found on such typed labels. Such 
labels used after December 4, �975 were almost invariably light 
yellow. I have examples of these labels used as late as �98�.

As is usually the case before the initial official announcement 
of a new manner in which to handle the mails, the USPS and/or the 
U. S. Post Office Department experimented with the new process. 
This was certainly true with these typed labels. As will be seen, 
the experimental examples I will now show usually were used for 
the forwarding process, but we’ll see that eventually these labels 
received much more widespread use.

The earliest (and experimental) example I have seen is illus-
trated in Figure �. In every case, the envelope illustrated is reduced 
in size, but the label is shown full-size. The label was used on a 
December 14, 1973 certified letter with a return receipt requested. 
53¢ in postage pays the 8¢ first-class surface domestic letter rate, 
the 30¢ certified mail and the 15¢ return receipt requested fees. 
The forwarding address was placed on an experimental white 
example of the typed labels. The addressee was ‘Unknown’ at the 
new address, and the letter was ‘RETURNED TO SENDER.’ 

  

   

  

   Figure �

A second example, dated September 20, �974, of the use of an 
experimental white label is shown in Figure 2. This certified item 
was paid 55¢ for certified service (30¢), return receipt requested 
(�5¢) and domestic surface postage (�0¢). I believe that it was 
mailed to a Louisiana address and then forwarding was attempted 
with their white label. This was unsuccessful (the forwarding 
address was marked out), and the letter was ‘RETURNED TO 
SENDER,’ ‘Unclaimed.’ This white label use places this experi-
mental process in at least two cities. I suspect that the letter F on 
this label and others I will show indicates that the label was used 
for forwarding.

     
   

    

   Figure 2

A second type of very early experimental label, using a mottled 
light yellow label and dated December 28, �973, is shown in Figure 
3. Again, 53¢ in postage paid the 8¢ first-class surface domestic let-
ter rate, the 30¢ certified mail and the 15¢ return receipt requested 
fees. The letter was forwarded with this experimental label, but 
the forwarding was unsuccessful (new address crossed out), and 
the letter was also ‘RETURNED TO SENDER,’ ‘Unclaimed.’ 

   Figure 3

Subsequent experimental uses usually used the plain light 
yellow typed label that was eventually officially introduced on De-
cember 4, �975. Five examples are now shown, in Figures 4-8.

The plain yellow typed label was introduced as early as April 
6, 1974, on a certified letter shown in Figure 4. Again 55¢ paid 
the 10¢ first-class surface domestic letter rate and the 30¢ certified 
mail and �5¢ return receipt requested fees. As before, the single 
forwarding was unsuccessful, and the letter was ‘RETURNED TO 
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SENDER,’ ‘Unclaimed.’
The next plain yellow experimental label was used on a do-

mestic airmail �3¢ for up to one ounce November �9, �974 letter 
(Figure 5) and differs from others in that the abbreviation “FWD” 
was placed on it, indicating its use for forwarding. This forwarding 
occurred in yet another city, San Jose, CA.

  

   

   Figure 5

The February 14, 1975 certified letter in Figure 6 was for-
warded three times, twice with a plain yellow experimental label. 
Unsuccessful forwarding of this letter led to its “RETURNED TO 
SENDER.” Payment with 53¢ was the same as for other items 
just described.

  

   Figure 6

The next to last experimental use shown in Figure 7 indicates 
that this experiment was occurring throughout the country. Here, 
in September �975, the plain yellow label was used to address a 
penalty envelope used to collect the 90¢ due for 9 uses of Form 
357* (�0¢ fee for each use).  

 

   Figure 7

The last experimental use shown in Figure 8 is a truly remark-
able August 22, �974 international express airmail cover, possibly 
philatelic and contrived. It originated in Costa Rico as an express 
airmail cover addressed to Pitcairn Island but with a return address 
in Seattle, WA. The addressee, perhaps not unexpectedly, was 
‘INCONNU/UNKNOWN’ on Pitcairn Island and so it was returned 
to the Seattle address. However the sender had by then moved on 
to Alaska, and the forwarding label sent it there.

  

  

   Figure 8

Uses after December 4, �975 continued until at least �98�. 
Two examples I will now show are still related to the forwarding 
process. The first is a July 29, 1979 domestic first-class letter 
(Figure 9). 15¢ postage paid the first-class rate for an up to one 
ounce letter. The lower label is the simple forwarding one. The 
second is the admonition to the sender that the forwarding order 
will expire at the end of the month. I have never seen such a help-
ful auxiliary marking before. I guess it helped that Exeter was a 
small city where people cared.
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   Figure 9

The post card in Figure �0 was mailed after December 3�, 
�975 because the domestic surface post card rate was 9¢ then 
(�¢ postage stamp on the 8¢ postal card). It was then forwarded 
overseas to Germany with the new address added to the plain yel-
low typed label. The ‘T 3/�8’ handstamp does not make sense. If 
the card was forwarded as surface mail (as it should have been), 
then the handstamp should have been ‘T 3/�2,’ indicating that 3¢ 
were due to make up the international surface postal card rate of 
�2¢. If the postal card was to be forwarded by airmail, then the 
handstamp should have been ‘T 9/�8.’ indicating that the card 
was shortpaid 9¢ for the international airmail postal card rate 
of �8¢. Furthermore, the German blue due marking ‘62’ doesn’t 
make obvious sense to me. The handstamp ‘Nachgebuhr’ means 
due, but 62 pfennigs due seems incorrect as I don’t see how 62 
pfennigs is comparable to 3¢.

  

  

   Figure �0

The next two covers, in Figures �� and �2, one dated October 
30, 1978 paid at the 15¢ per up to one ounce first-class surface 
letter rate, the second July 8, �98� paid at the �8¢ per up to one 

ounce first-class surface letter rate, both carry a typed yellow 
label reflecting an embargo on mail to Canada. The first cover’s 
label message reads ‘RETURN TO SENDER / “POSTAL SERVICE 
TEMPORARILY / SUSPENDED,”’ but it was actually was sent on 
to Canada as the embargo must have ended. The second cover’s 
label message reads ‘“Return to Sender” / Service Temporarily 
Suspended.,’ and the cover was indeed returned as the embargo 
remained in place.

  

  

   Figure ��
  

  

   Figure �2
  
Another remarkable cover is shown in Figure �3. This No-

vember 26, 1977 international surface mail cover was first paid 
with a �3¢ meter stamp which actually underpaid the up to one 
ounce �8¢ international surface letter rate of the time. As the label 
indicates: ‘RETURN TO SENDER / EMBARGO ON SURFACE MAIL 
/ AIRMAIL RATES ONLY.’ Therefore, the  sender added an �8¢ 
meter, thus upgrading the letter to airmail, paying the 3�¢ for up 
to �/2 ounce airmail letter rate of the time.
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   Figure �3

The January 9, �980 cover in Figure �4 was an up to �/2 ounce 
international airmail letter to Munich, West Germany, overpaid 
�4¢ at the 3�¢/�/2 ounce rate by three �5¢ Oliver Wendell Hol-
mes stamps. As the label indicates, this cover was: ‘RETURN 
TO SENDER. ADDRESS / MUST INDICATE EAST OR / WEST 
GERMANY.’ The sender, as asked, indicated that the address was 
in West Germany, and remailed the letter sending it on to the ad-
dressee. I find it interesting that the USPS worker didn’t know 
that Munich is in West Germany. 

 

  

   Figure �4

The next, December 3�, �979 domestic surface letter, was 
correctly paid at the �5¢ per up to one ounce rate (Figure �5). As 
indicated on the typed label, the letter carried the wrong zip code: 
‘MAIL DELAYED DUE TO INCORRECT / ZIP CODE. PLEASE NO-
TIFY / CORRESPONDENTS OF YOUR / CORRECT ZIP CODE.’

  

 

   Figure �5

The February 2, 1980 domestic first-class letter in Figure 
16 was at first mailed without postage. As the label indicates, it 
was ‘RETURNED  FOR POSTAGE / AFFIX POSTAGE OVER THE 
/ LABEL WHEN REMAILING.’ The correct postage - �5¢ paying 
the up to one ounce rate - was applied.

  

 

   Figure �6

The justification for the explanation of the international usages 
of the nondenominated letter postage stamps made in this article’s 
last two covers is found in the author’s article in the October 20�� 
Auxiliary Markings.

Figure 17 illustrates an April 30, 1981 up to one ounce first-
class letter to Canada where the rate was �8¢/oz. Postage payment 
was attempted with the type “B” (�8¢) booklet stamp. The label on 
this letter indicates its return to the sender as a purported illegal use 
of a type “B” stamp. However, as shown in the October newsletter, 
since this is a post-April 28, �98� use of this non-denominated 
stamp, it was in reality a legal use that should have been allowed 
by the postal worker. The label was incorrectly applied.
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   Figure �7

Figure �8 shows an up to �/2 ounce May �, �98�, airmail letter 
to England, at the 40¢/�/2oz rate, overpaid �¢ with two �8¢ type 
“B” booklet stamps and a 5¢ stamp. Again, since this letter was 
mailed post-April 27, �98�, this was a legal use of the type “B” 

stamp on a foreign letter. That is, the label indicating that the “B” 
stamp was only allowed on domestic mail was mistaken. This fact 
was eventually realized, the incorrect message was crossed out, 
and the letter was appropriately allowed on its way.

 
  

   Figure �8

Free Airmail Forwarding Out of Country - Nondenominated Item Use
by Terrence Hines

As Tony Wawrukiewicz showed in Auxiliary Markings, Vol-
ume IV, No. 3, page 9, as of July 4, �985 airmail forwarding out 
of the U.S. became free.

The illustrated postal card shows an extremely rare use of 
the letter series “F” make-up stamp on a May 30, �992 domestic 
use of the �5¢ America The Beautiful postal card. The card was 
mailed at the proper domestic post card rate of �9¢ with 4¢ made 
up with the 4¢ make-up “F” stamp. The addressee had moved 

overseas, to Poland.
As just mentioned, U.S. domestic mail was then forwarded 

overeas by air at no additional cost to the addressee. As shown 
in the Tony Wawrukiewicz article in the last (October 20��) 
issue of this newsletter, this late use of a nondenominated letter 
stamp in the international mails was legal. The postal card has 
been reduced in size.


