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New, Interesting Markings
by Ralph Nafziger

PIPEX 20�2 was kind to AMC members searching out new 
types of auxiliary markings on covers. Two new ones are shown 
here - the markings are shown actual size.  

Why was this first cover inspected? This cover was sent from 
Eminence, KY to Franklin, MA, and was cancelled Feb. �, �905. 
It was received in Franklin on Feb. 3. Apparently, it was inspected 
in Franklin after receipt (see the remarkable marking). Perhaps 
the reason for inspection was an incomplete address? A typo in  

“Franklin” was corrected by pen.
The second cover was affected by the ubiquitous mail strikes 

that occur in Canada, but the USPS response was quite unusual.
This first-class mail cover, overpaid 1¢ the 46¢ for up to 

�/2 ounce rate to Canada, was mailed in November, �997. The 
marking is self-explanatory, and suggests two possible alterna-
tive means to send this international mail. What is remarkable 
about the marking is that the USPS was both willing to refund 
the postage and suggested commercial non-USPS alternatives for 
forwarding the mail!
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“What’s Falling Out of This Letter?”©

by Richard Martorelli
For the last part of the �990’s, the big controversies in pro-

cessing the mail were whether someone was mailing cigarettes 
bought over the internet or was trying to use media mail to get 
cheaper rates. Then in October 200�, not long after the destruc-
tion of the World Trade Center by Middle Eastern terrorists, 
anthrax-laced letters processed thru the Trenton, New Jersey, 
and the Brentwood, Washington DC Processing and Distribution 
facilities were delivered at the U.S. Capitol and news agencies 
in Florida and New York. The anthrax attacks killed five people 
and sickened �7 others. 

In the beginning, the anthrax letters seemed like the work of 
Islamist extremists. They were postmarked within weeks of the 
September �� attacks, and the letters sent to then-Senate Majority 
Leader Tom Daschle and Sen. Patrick Leahy declared “Death to 
America. Death to Israel” (See Figure �). But based on several 
points, including the high quality of the anthrax spores contained 
in the envelopes, the FBI announced in November 200� that it 
was looking for someone inside the US defense establishment, 
specifically the US Army Medical Research Institute for Infec-
tious Diseases at Fort Detrick, Maryland. The institute houses the 
Pentagon’s main laboratories for developing vaccines to protect 
against biological weapons. 

Figure �. This is a FBI image of one of the original letters 
containing anthrax sent to government officials with terrorist-like 
messages enclosed.

The United States Postal Service began to irradiate mail, that is, 
deliberately expose it to radiation in an effort to disinfect it, in No-
vember 200�, in response to the discovery of large-scale contami-
nation at several of its facilities that handled the letters that were 
sent in the attacks. The level of radiation chosen to kill anthrax 

spores was so high that it often changed the physical appearance 
of the mail. A number of papers and plastics have been observed 
to react badly to the irradiation; paper may become grayed and 
fragile, and some plastics have bubbled or melted. Irradiation’s 
effects on paper caused some alarm in the philatelic world, which 
sends large numbers of rare postage stamps and covers through 
the mail. A number of auction houses stopped sending material 
through the mail, and Linn’s Stamp News regularly featured reports 
on stamps and covers that had been ruined by irradiation. Although 
at one time the USPS expected to irradiate all mail, it later scaled 
back to just treating mail sent to government offices.

The U.S. Congress has mandated that the Postal Service 
continue indefinitely to screen and sanitize federal government 
mail. Postal Inspectors utilize six different technologies in mail 
screening noted by markings on the mail as seen in Figure 2. 

Figure 2. In response to the infectious letter threat, mail sent to 
government agencies in Washington DC is processed at a separate 
facility.  Mail with stamps, such as these two envelopes, that has no 
evidence of being handed in over the counter (for special services 
such insured, certified, etc.) continues to be x-rayed, scanned, and 
irradiated before being delivered.     
       
First, X-ray machines have been installed in screening facilities 
to detect weapons, improvised explosive devices, and contraband. 
Second, ambient air monitors are used to detect toxic industrial 
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chemicals and chemical warfare agents. Third, anthrax spores 
can be detected by analyzing the DNA of an organism through 
a process called polymerase chain reaction. Fourth, biological 
detection systems are used as an early warning system for 
dangerous biological substances. Fifth, Closed Circuit Television 
is used as a tool to increase situational awareness. Sixth, the U.S. 
Postal Service irradiates, using a continuous wave electron beam 
accelerator, stamped first class business and letter-sized envelopes 
and flats, Express Mail, Priority Mail, and other packages with 
postage stamps that are addressed to specific government offices 
in zip codes 20200 through 20599. Mail with postage meter strips 
and mail that is insured, registered, or certified are not irradiated. 
All mail directed to the White House, Congress, and the Library 
of Congress is irradiated as well before being distributed to the 
addressees. A recent Internet search identified two different 
government application forms, one for the Peace Corps and one for 
the Securities and Exchange Commission, where the instructions 
explicitly state that government mail for the Washington, DC area 
continues to be irradiated and is occasionally delayed more than 
�-2 weeks by this process.

After several false leads, and a span of five years, the FBI 
investigators in 2006 turned their attention to Bruce Ivins, a 
senior biodefense researcher at Ft. Detrick. Federal agents had 
documented a pattern of Ivins’ after-hours work in his lab, alone, 
shortly before the anthrax letters were mailed, and scientists hired 
by the FBI felt that they had matched genetic mutations in the 
attack anthrax to the same mutations in a flask of anthrax in Ivins’ 
lab. Ivins denied having anything to do with the anthrax letters 
and investigators had no direct evidence linking Ivins to the crime. 
But by July 2008, federal prosecutors believed they had enough 
circumstantial evidence to indict Ivins for use of a weapon of mass 
destruction. The FBI had several theories about his motives, but 
before Ivins could be charged, he took an overdose of an over-
the-counter painkiller and died on July 29, 2008.

In February 20�0, the Justice Department, the FBI, and the U.S. 
Postal Inspection Service formally concluded the investigation into 
the 200� anthrax attacks and issued an Investigative Summary that 
concluded that Ivins alone had mailed the anthrax letters. In the 
closing report, there was a discussion of the four postal stationary 
envelopes used in the attacks and recovered (see Figure 3). 

Figure 3. This FBI image is of the cover containing anthrax sent to 
a New York newspaper. The final government investigation report 
on the anthrax incident discussed the four stamped envelopes used, 
and traced them to a single batch at a specific location.

The envelopes were all Size 6 “Federal Eagle” envelopes, 
about 45 million of which were manufactured between Dec. 6, 
2000, and March 2002 and sold by the U.S. Postal Service be-
tween Jan. 8, 200�, and June 2002. In a forensic examination of 
the envelopes, printing defects were identified that were identical 

only to those collected from the Fairfax (VA) Main, Cumberland 
and Elkton (MD) post offices. Since the printing defects were 
present on only a small number of the envelopes manufactured, 
and that those used in the attacks were recovered from post offices 
serviced by the Dulles Stamp Distribution Office, investigators 
said it is reasonable to conclude the envelopes used in the attacks 
were purchased from a post office in Maryland or Virginia. Of the 
16 government, commercial and university laboratories that had 
anthrax material similar to that sent in the letters, only one lab was 
in Maryland or Virginia and that was the Ft. Detrick facility. 

After the publication of the FBI findings, the FBI asked the 
National Academy of Sciences to review the FBI’s scientific work 
on the case. A panel was created and among other information, was 
told by fellow researchers at the Army Medical Research Institute 
that it would have been impossible for Ivins to have produced 
the anthrax used in the attacks without detection. Testimony was 
given that it would have taken at least a year of intensive work 
using the equipment at the army lab, and such an effort would not 
have escaped colleagues’ notice. In May 20��, the review panel 
released its findings, which concluded that the FBI had overstated 
the strength of genetic analysis linking the mailed anthrax to a 
supply kept by Ivins.

To date, no additional anthrax mail letters have been found 
in the US mail, and questions still exist for some about the FBI’s 
solution. Nonetheless, packages with postage stamps that are 
addressed to specific government offices in zip codes 20200 
through 20599 are still irradiated, at additional expense and time. 
But, hey, this is the US Government, so there is plenty of both to 
spare (or waste).
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THE UNABOMBER, THE 16 OUNCE (now 13 oz.) RULE AND THE AVSEC UNIT©

by Richard Martorelli

As part of my research on the appropriateness of the use of 
a third class rate for a mourning cover, I took advantage of my 
APS membership and consulted the American Philatelic Research 
Library. Due to excellent support from Tara Murray, Director 
of Information Services/Librarian, and Neil Coker, Reference 
Desk, I found my reference material, and it was mailed the next 
day. When I received my package, it had a green postmark-like 
auxiliary marking near the postage stamps, as shown in Figure �. 
This marking looked familiar, and I recalled seeing it on the mail-
ing envelopes from other APRL items and auction catalogs from 
2007 and 2008. At about the same time, I received a package of 
reference material from another postal historian, but this package 
was franked with a postage meter. Putting aside the markings and 
postal rates of the early 20th century, I decided to look into this 
marking from the early 2�st century.

     Figure �

The story starts with a man named Theodore “Ted” Kaczynski, 
also known as the “Unabomber”. He is an American mathemati-
cian, anarchist and social critic who carried out a mail bomb 
campaign that spanned nearly 20 years. He decided to start a 
bombing campaign after watching the wilderness around his home 
being destroyed by development. From �978 to �995, Kaczynski 
sent 16 bombs to targets including universities and airlines (hence 
the name created by the FBI from the combination of the major 
targets), killing three people and injuring 23. Kaczynski sent a 
letter to The New York Times in April �995 and promised to 
stop sending bombs if either the Times or The Washington Post 
published his manifesto. In his paper entitled “Industrial Society 
and Its Future” (also called the “Unabomber Manifesto”), he 
argued that his bombings were extreme but necessary to attract 
attention to the erosion of human freedom necessitated by modern 
technologies requiring large-scale organization.

After pursuing leads supplied by his brother, FBI agents ar-
rested Mr. Kaczynski in April 1996, at his remote cabin outside 
Lincoln, Montana.  While searching the cabin, investigators found 
bomb components, 40,000 handwritten journal pages that included 
bomb-making experiments and descriptions of the Unabomber 
crimes, and one live bomb ready to be mailed. They also found 
what appeared to be the original typed manuscript of the mani-
festo.  By this point, the Unabomber had been the target of one of 
the most expensive investigations in the FBI’s history. After his 

arrest, a federal grand jury indicted Kaczynski for crimes related 
to the use of bombs and the three deaths. Eventually, Kaczynski 
pled guilty to all the government’s charges in January �998. He 
was sentenced to life imprisonment without the possibility of 
parole, and is serving the sentence at a federal maximum security 
prison in Colorado.

During the investigation, the U.S. Postal Inspection Service 
created mock-ups of packages similar to those sent by the Una-
bomber, as shown in Figure 2. The mock-ups were shared with 
postmasters and postal employees in the hope that someone would 
recognize them and be able to stop the deadly package from 
reaching its destination. The outside wrapping and mail markings 
were usually extensively damaged or destroyed by the explod-
ing bomb, but some information was developed. Because of the 
weight of the bomb components, the packages had to be franked 

with a high dollar value of postage. 
Some of the packages used the 
$�.00 Eugene O’Neill stamp from 
the Prominent American series, 
part of a coded message from Kac-
zynski. He believed that the “ship” 
of modern technology was heading 
for an iceberg, and referenced this 
in several ways. Among O’Neill’s 
most famous plays is “The Iceman 
Cometh”.  On this same theme, one 
bomb was sent in a hollowed-out 
book called “Ice Brothers”, and an-
other to a man named Edward John 
Smith, which is the same name as 

the captain of the Titanic. 
Based on the Unabomber mailings and other terrorist mail 

bombs, the security services of the Postal Service and other agen-
cies developed a list of characteristics of mail bombs and explosive 
devices. The list includes restrictive markings (odd or non-stan-
dard markings that read “Confidential,” “Personal, etc.), exces-
sive postage (usually with stamps), handwritten or poorly typed 
address, incorrect titles or a title, but no names.  Another response   
was a measure to increase the security of commercial airlines 
that transported mail and packages. In 1994, the USPS proposed 
a new rule that required a customs form on all international mail 
weighing more than 16 ounces and on all domestic mail weighing 
more than 16 ounces sent to, from, or between overseas military 
post offices (APO and FPO destinations). This requirement was 
supposed to improve aviation security by establishing procedures 
that would deter mailers from using the mails to send dangerous 
material or explosives. The USPS cited four key points aspects of 
the new rule: (�) The face-to-face interaction between the mailer 
and a postal employee;  (2) The completion of a document (the 
customs declaration form) containing the mailer’s name, address, 
and signature;  3) The inclusion of a statement on the customs form 
regarding the safety of the contents of the item and the “security 
controls” to which the item is subject; and (4) The retention of 
one copy of the customs form until the item was delivered. The 
Postal Service implemented this change in May 1996, stating that 
it believed that although the rule was not foolproof, it served as 
an additional deterrent.
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   Figure 2

In August 1996, the USPS implemented a similar procedure 
to domestic mail, where drop boxes could only be used for pack-
ages up to 16 ounces which were either stamped or metered, or 
domestic packages over 16 ounces, provided they have metered 
postage. Any domestic packages over 16 ounces franked with 
stamps, as well as any international package over 16 ounces 
regardless of postage type, had to be handed in to a retail counter 
clerk. Any packages over 16 ounces that were put in mail boxes 
were returned to the sender. The only exception given was if the 
intended recipient was in the local one-day delivery area from the 
mailing point, and so the mail would not be carried on an aircraft. 
If a package was lethal or explosive, and addressed locally, say 
from Brooklyn to Manhattan, it could still be placed in a corner 
mailbox, because it would only destroy surface transportation and 
people, not aircraft.  

In July 2007, the USPS lowered the weight limit for hand-in 
packages from 16 ounces to 13 ounces.  

According to the postal rules, packages weighing more than 
approved limit that were franked only with stamps had to have 
specific review noted by a special-purpose marking. The mark had 
to be applied by the post office that initially received the mail, 
with the idea that the counter clerk has asked the customer if the 
package contains any hazardous materials or other restricted items, 
similar to the questions asked by airport ticket agents. This aux-
iliary mark is a small (about  3cm diameter) green circular hand-
stamp reading “AV(iation)SEC(urity) Unit”  at the top with a USPS 
eagle logo, a straight-line MON/DY/YEAR date in the middle, 
and the name of a postal facility, with nine-digit zip code, located 
at or near the point of the postage stamp postmark.  Supposedly 
any package transported without this stamp that is not considered 
a cancellation (and therefore not placed over the stamps) should 
be returned to the sender. Since no USPS person saw the person 
mailing the overweight package that was placed into a drop box, 
the package can’t enter the mail stream. One business-customer 
class impacted by the lowering of the weight restriction rule was 
stamp auction houses. For many years, these companies had ac-
quired old US postage at a discount, and used it for the mailing of 
their glossy catalogs. With the change in the weight limit, these 

catalogs were now required to 
be handed in to a clerk, and go 
thru the secondary review and 
marking. 

Packages with metered 
postage do not require this 
stamp. To avoid these rules, all 
a potential bomb sender has to 
do is mail it from a UPS store, 
or with the advent of computer-
generated personal postage, set 
up an account from a public 
computer with a false name and 
a stolen credit card number and 
print out postage. In general, 
the AVSEC stamps in the past 
were usually found at smaller 
post offices that didn’t have 
meters or PVI machines, or at 
regional distribution centers 
that received mail from sur-
rounding post offices. With 
changes in the USPS, this has 

changed considerably. Now it is hard to get a clerk to use stamps, 
as they have a meter label printed out before you can say otherwise. 
Post offices that handle mail from areas without meter labels, 
such as the APS at Bellefonte, PA, still have the green rubber 
stamp to put on packages over �3 oz. that have regular postage 
stamps on them. 

The latest round in the “what can we mail” game took place in 
October 20�0. International law enforcement agencies prevented 
the delivery of two US-bound parcel bombs carried on board air-
craft and camouflaged as computer printer toner and ink cartridges.  
The devices were carried from Yemen to the UAE to Germany to 
Britain en route to America. The intelligence agencies believe that 
the bombs are the latest effort of the same terrorist group that tried 
to explode a bomb on a passenger jet landing in Detroit, MI on 
Christmas Day 2009. The “Underwear Bomber” (which is where 
the bomb was concealed) pled guilty to US charges in October 
20��. The 20�0 bombs had four times more explosives packed 
into them than the 2009 bomb. 

Changes as a result of the foiled attack came in several forms. 
First, a ban was placed on all air cargo coming to the US from 
Yemen, the originating points of the bombs, and was extended to 
Somalia as a result of terrorist organization links between the two 
countries. Additional security measures for international flights 
inbound to the United States include the prohibition of “high risk” 
cargo on passenger aircraft as well as shipment of toner and ink 
cartridges over 16 ounces on passenger aircraft in both carry-on 
bags and checked bags on domestic and international flights in-
bound to the United States. Other cargo identified as “high risk” 
will go through additional and enhanced screening, and inbound 
international mail packages will be screened individually and 
must be certified to have come from an established postal shipper. 
For example, Japan Post enacted new restrictions in November 
20�0 that banned the mailing of packages to the US that weigh 
over 16 ounces. Going beyond the US rules for handing a pack-
age to a clerk, Japan Post decided to simply not accept packages 
over 16 ounces from ordinary people. The only way to ship this 
size package is to create a “business account” used by frequent 
shippers, where the post office bills you at the end of the month 
for all packages sent. Lastly, commercial cargo shippers, such as 
UPS and Federal Express, have been encouraged to report cargo 
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manifests to Homeland Security faster, prior to departure, to aid 
in identifying risky cargo based on current intelligence.

The bad news in all of this is that the world seems to be in 
constant state of high anxiety and “red alert”, where international 
relations are fragile, one person’s idea of a cartoon can enrage 
others who respond to the pen with the sword, and where soldiers 
are in harm’s way every day. The only bright spot for us collectors 
is that the changes in procedures and security offer the possibility 
of new postal marking for us to find, learn about and put in the 
context of our lives and the world. It is true, it is not much, but it 
represents continuity, hope and the ability, if only for a few mo-
ments, of turning away from the ugliness.
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President’s Message
by Ralph H. Nafziger

Our 20�2 annual meeting was held during the Philatelic Show 
in Boxborough, MA in May. We had 2� frames and six exhibi-
tors. Nancy and Doug Clark won a silver and the Graham Award 
for their exhibit “Got Postage?,” and Tony Wawrukiewicz won a 
silver and the President’s Award for his one-frame exhibit “U.S. 
International Mail Franked with the Non-Official Definitive Non-
Denominated Letter Stamps �978-�995.” Tony’s exhibit also won 
the APS Medal of Excellence-Post �980. A gold award and the APS 
Congress Award was won by K. David Steidley for “Uses of the 
1¢ Franklin, Series of 1902.” Ralph Nafziger won a vermeil for his 
“Civil Censorship on U.S. First Day Covers During the World War 
II Era,” as well as the Womens Exhibitors Award. Gary Hendren 
won a bronze for “Twisted Caps—Twisted Mail.” A one-frame non-
competitive exhibit provided an introduction to auxiliary markings 
to show attendees. Members Nancy and Doug Clark won a vermeil 
for the “Postal History of the District of Maine.” Congratulations 
go to all of the exhibitors.

Yamil and Suzanne Kouri hosted board members and the Postal 
History Society at a wonderful dinner in their home in Lexington, 
MA. Yamil won the Grand Award at the show for his exhibit “The 
First Issue of Spanish Antilles (1855-1865).”

Thanks go to Nancy and Gary for helping to host our table at 
the show.

At the board meeting, we discussed ways to celebrate our �0th 
anniversary next year in St. Louis. I encourage everyone to con-
sider exhibiting, perhaps by beginning with a one-frame exhibit. 
I am sure most of you have unusual auxiliary markings in your 
collections that are worth exhibiting. The show encourages us to 
submit our applications early as there are other societies meeting 
at the same show. We also plan to present several seminars. If you 
have subject ideas or would like to present a seminar in St. Louis, 
please let me know. 

Work on the catalog is progressing. One section is completed 
and is ready for publication. Our treasury contains $5,292.97 as of 
the end of March. It is estimated to be about $3,500 by the end of 
the year. The website contains an up-to-date listing of club awards 
at various shows.

A variety of markings were shown at the “Show and Tell” ses-
sion during our general membership meeting. Markings included 
“postage okay,” “disaster,” a marking requesting the name of the 
addressee’s country in English, a cover mailed on the high seas that 
was exempt from the war tax, “no pouch service to place named,” 
and “damaged in an air, rail, truck, or ship accident beyond con-
trol of the USPS.” Thanks go to Nancy Clark, Merle Farrington, 
Gary Hendren, and David Straight for sharing their covers during 
the session. Both Merle and Michael Mead provided albums with 
covers showing interesting auxiliary markings.

The following weekend, another “Show and Tell” session was 
held at PIPEX in Portland, OR. Interesting markings included 
“received possibly damaged,” a cover addressed to Oshkosh, WI 
missent to Osaka, Japan, “recovered after theft from the mail,” 
“JUMPS,” and a well-searched cover. Thanks to Steve Edmondson, 
Jerry Johnson, and Tony Wawrukiewicz for their presentations.

Another “Show and Tell” session will be held during the APS 
StampShow in Sacramento, CA August 16-19, 2012. I invite all 
of you to share your covers if you are planning on attending the 
show.

Congratulations go to awards chair Matt Liebson for a gold 
award for his exhibit “The United States Postal Savings System 
1911-1967” at the Garfield-Perry show in March. His exhibit also 
won the Garfield-Perry awards for best U.S. exhibit and best exhibit 
by an active member, the USSS Statue of Freedom Award, and the 
American Revenue Association Gold Award.
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Return to Sender Envelopes from San Francisco
by Douglas B. Quine

My sister sent me about 100 RTS envelopes from San Fran-
cisco. While the sender and recipient are confidential, they were 
all mailed from a San Francisco organization to young (highly 
mobile) San Francisco residents.

In Figure � are three examples of a marking that I found on 
about �5% of the mail – a black ink jet printer line across the lower 
part of the envelope.  This black line may occur underneath or on 
top of the yellow return to sender label. When there are double 
overlaid labels, black lines may appear under them all, on the 
middle one, and on the top one.

   Figure �

This “indicate apartment number” marking shown in Figure 
2 seems pretty fussy – but to be charitable, it may reflect the fact 
that the name is not known in the building and therefore the letter 
couldn’t be delivered to the apartment in which they happen to be 
living. It is more useful to the sender than “not known” because 
it is actionable.

 

   Figure 2

There were at least three examples of the “Return to postmas-

ter of original addressee for review” illustrated in Figure 3. I’m 
guessing that the computer forwarding system (CFS) unit hopes 
that the delivery post office may have better information about 
individuals who left no forwarding address.

   Figure 3

Figure 4 shows a double beauty! The failed postage meter (out 
of ink) caused an indicium to print without a denomination.  The 
mailer therefore added a postage stamp as well. Although it can’t 
be proved, the post office certainly got paid twice for this letter.

   Figure 4 

This item also has a generic “Return to sender / Not at this 
address marking”. I would have been tempted to think that it was 
a private stamp except that another one appeared (item below with 
a different slogan) in the same batch to a different address.  I don’t 
think that many people make up their own stamps.  I guess the 
USPS just decided to stop bothering with the finger because the 
graphics are more expensive to make than pure text.
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COVER WITH 1958 SEATTLE, WASHINGTON POSTAGE DUE 
AUXILIARY MARKING SELLS FOR $156.00 ON EBAY

by H.J. Berthelot

On April 2, 20�2, a plain business-size envelope described 
as “3¢ Liberty coil 1958 cover postage due with 5¢ penalty 
handstamp - scarce marking” was sold on Ebay.  The envelope, 
postmarked with two Seattle 5, Washington, double-circle cancels 
dated July 16, 1958, was addressed to the Postmaster, Philadel-
phia 4, Pennsylvania.  A notation on the envelope’s address side 
indicated the sender had enclosed covers for First Day cancella-
tion of the then new seven-cent air mail stamp (Scott No. C5�).  
While processing the envelope, a Seattle postal clerk determined 
its weight was more than one ounce, but less than two ounces, 
so an additional three cents postage was assessed.  The three-line 
marking:

  Postage due . . . . . . . . . . . . 
                       Penalty . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
                       Rated at Seattle, Wash.
       

was hand stamped on the envelope in magenta ink; the clerk wrote 
“3¢” on the first line, “5¢” on the second line and to the right of 
the word “Wash.” “8¢” was written.  With an opening amount of 
$9.95, the envelope sold twenty-three bids later for $156.00, plus 
$2.00 shipping.  The results of that sale sent me to my album!

For readers who are not familiar with the reason behind the 
above marking’s use, I offer the following:  The Congressional 
Act of April 9, �958 required that beginning July �, �958, any 
insufficiently paid U.S. mail item of any class be assessed the 
amount of the deficiency plus a five-cent fee.  Notice in Postal 
Bulletin 20092 (June 26, 1958) instructed postal clerks to collect 
the fee beginning July �st.  In general, the public was opposed 
to the fee to such an extent that another notice in Postal Bulletin 
20095 (July �7, �958) suspended collection of the fee effective 
August �st.  Congress repealed the April 9th act in the Act of 
September 2, 1960.

The envelope illustrated in Figure � has an auxiliary marking 
identical to that on the envelope sold on Ebay.  On this envelope, 
the Washington State Department of Public Assistance postal ma-
chine had been incorrectly set to “stamp” business-size envelopes. 
Thus, the ad plate imprinted on this smaller-sized envelope, but 
the denomination stamp did not imprint and the envelope was 
sent unpaid.   

    

   Figure �     
A Seattle postal clerk hand stamped the envelope with the three-
line marking, writing in pencil “3¢” on the first line, “5¢” on the 

second line and the total amount “8¢” under the words “Seattle, 
Wash.”  Prior to delivery, the three dues were affixed to account 
for collection of the deficiency from the addressee.

Figure 2 illustrates a Jefferson postal card, mailed in Kansas 
City, Kansas, on July �, �958, addressed locally. The postal clerk 
processing the card noted the one-cent deficiency, added the five-
cent fee and struck the card with that office’s generic “POSTAGE 
DUE____CENTS” marking.  The numeral “06” was handwritten 
in pencil on the blank line.  Directory service was also furnished 
and the card forwarded to Kansas City 4, Missouri.  At that office, 
the dues were affixed to account for the extra postage collected 
from addressee.

  

   Figure 2

The post card seen in Figure 3 was posted in Yellowstone Park, 
Wyoming, on July 14, 1958, addressed to Hutchinson, Kansas; 
the sender neglected to affix postage, so the card was unpaid.  In 
this instance, the postal clerk processing the card combined the 
two-cent deficiency and the five-cent fee and applied that office’s 
generic “POSTAGE DUE . . . . . . . . CENTS” marking to the 
card.  The numeral “7” was written on the dotted line to indicate 
the amount due.  At the Hutchinson Post Office, the dues were 
added to account for the amount collected from addressee, upon 
delivery of the card.

   Figure 3
I will end this report by asking two questions.  For the period 

July 1st through July 31st, 1958:  Was the Seattle Post Office the 
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Plant Quarantine
by K. David Steidley, Ph.D.

only office to use the three-line postage due auxiliary marking 
discussed above? Did any other post office utilize an auxiliary 
marking different from the generic postage due markings that 
were in use at the time?

If readers have an interest in seeing a compilation of covers 
with postage due markings used during the period July �st through 
July 3�st, �958, send to me at hankberthelot@yahoo.com the 

following information about your cover(s):  place and date of 
postmark, wording of the postage due marking and the amount 
of postage due assessed.  Or, you may send a scan of the cover(s).  
I will compile a list and report the findings in a later issue of this 
publication.  Any other comments / information readers may have 
on the subject would be appreciated. 

This orchid box is a commercial use, one of two known, of C46, 
the 80¢ 1952 Hawaiian airmail stamp, from Honolulu, on May 21, 
1952 to Portland, OR, arriving May 22. The air rate was 80¢ per 
pound for Zone 8 of >�,800 miles radius and the special delivery 
rate for non-first class matter was 35¢ for 2 pounds or less. 

While my thoughts were elsewhere when I acquired this piece 
of old cardboard, it certainly has an interesting auxiliary mark. 

The faint rubber stamp reads:
Similar marks are known on postcards from the islands in the 

same general time frame. Happy hunting! 
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surface rate of 8¢ for up to one ounce in place at the time. When 
the letter reached Paris, the addressee had again moved, to Greece. 
He had arranged to have his mail forwarded via airmail, which, as 
per paragraph (2)  required payment of the French airmail postage 
to Greece (Europe) which at the time was 8 Francs.

  

     

   Figure 2

The next three covers demonstrate pure international mail 
airmail forwarding. The first example, in Figure 3, is an up to 
�/2 ounce Dec. �957 airmail letter from the U.S. to the Bahamas, 
paid at the 10¢/1/2oz Caribbean rate, with the 1954 Liberty series 
10¢ Independence Hall definitive. It was forwarded back to the 
U.S. as international airmail with a six pence Bahamian stamp, 
a stamp that presumably paid the international airmail rate from 
the Bahamas to the U.S.

   Figure 3

The second example, shown in Figure 4, is an October 1969 
letter from the U.S. to Cape Verde, paid at the 25¢ for up to 1/2 
ounce rate to Africa with the 25¢ Prominent American stamp. 
Because the addressee had moved on to Belfast, Northern Ireland, 
it was forwarded via airmail with a 1968 Cape Verde stamp which 
presumably paid the international airmail rate to Europe. 

Forwarding of Mail to Foreign Countries via Surface and Airmail 
in the 1950s through the Present Day

by Tony Wawrukiewicz and Gary Denis

The forwarding of international first-class mail in Universal 
Postal Union (UPU) times has an interesting history. From the 
beginning, surface letter mail in the regular mails, of foreign 
origin, were forwarded by surface means, without additional 
postage being due. 

On the other hand a domestic surface article that was then 
forwarded to another UPU country was chargeable (but need not 
be prepaid on forwarding) with the international surface rate of 
postage. The cover in Figure � is an example of such a cover.

This 1967 domestic surface U.S. letter of Denis was forwarded 
via surface mail with only the short paid due. The 8/�3 indicated 
8 cents of 13 cent rate due. The 0.30 due only reflected the short 
paid 8 cents. The short paid on the letter was probably not paid, 
and the letter was forwarded to the United States (U.S.) with 8 
cents still due from the addressee. I don’t know if this was col-
lected. Wawrukiewicz has seen similar covers where, when the 
cover reached the U.S., the amount due was indicated by U.S 
due stamps.

  

   Figure �

Major changes in the manner in which forwarded mail was 
handled in the international mails were first announced in the July 
�950 Postal Guide that said in part: 

(2) an article which was forwarded to a third country or to 
the country of mailing could be forwarded by air, provided the 
addressee, or someone acting in his behalf, paid in advance to the 
forwarding office an amount sufficient to prepay the U.S. airmail 
postage to the new nation, and

(3) an incoming international airmail article which was 
forwarded within the U.S. is to be forwarded by air without ad-
ditional postage. 

 In the experience of one of us (TW), examples of airmail 
forwarding in the international mails are rarely seen. A remarkable 
example, once owned by Wawrukiewicz is shown in Figure 2.

This May 16, 1958 U.S. surface domestic letter paid at the 3¢ 
for up to one ounce domestic surface rate. It was then forwarded 
via surface mail to the addressee who was supposedly in Paris, 
France. As usual, this forwarding, whether prepaid or not, required 
only 5¢ additional postage which paid in full the international 
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   Figure 4 
   
The third example, owned by Denis, is illustrated in Figure 

5. This item was an up to one ounce international airmail letter 
sent at the 40 cents for up to one ounce airmail rate to Germany. 
It was forwarded via airmail to the US with the �30 pfennigs in 
German stamps paying for this. These �30 pfennigs in stamps paid 
the airmail rate for a letter from Germany to the U.S. (90 pf for 
surface, 40 pf for each of 5 grams/20pf airmail surcharge).

   Figure 5

Finally, on July 4, 1985, even the forwarding of international 
airmail became free. Wawrukiewicz has found that, as is true for 
the examples of prepaid international forwarded airmail shown 

earlier in this article, that one has to go through literally thousands 
of domestic post cards and letters mailed after 1985 in order to find 
an example of this free airmail forwarding. Two follow.

The first post card is a quite ordinary notice of the need for a 
follow-up dental check-up. It was appropriately franked with a 23¢ 
domestic post card rate stamp. However, on September 26, 2005, 
the addressee had moved to the United Kingdom. Therefore, it 
was forwarded to the new address there, using a computer- gener-
ated label which contained the forwarding address along with the 
admonition “NOTIFY SENDER OF NEW ADDRESS.” 

   Figure 5

The second 2009 example, paid at the domestic 28¢ post card 
rate was also forwarded free, all the way to Thailand.

The authors feel that these few examples of the surface and 
airmail forwarding of letters in the international mails gives the 
reader a good taste of the various typical situations in which this 
occurred.

Editorial 
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

I apologize for the delay in getting some contributions from 
members into the newsletter. I have been extremely busy getting 
the digitized US Postal Bulletins of �880 to �97� online, a effort 
that has finally reached fruition.

The website been well over two years in the developing, 
but it is now up and running at wwwuspostalbulletins.com. It is 

universally available to all but requires an up-to-date browser 
(up-to-date Internet Explorer or Safari) and that cookies and Java 
be activated on ones computer.

Once one reaches the site, it’s important that they carefully 
read the FAQs listed on the home page.
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Misaddressed Mexico Registered Mail with Courtesy Label
by Paul Albright

Recently there has been some discussion in the philatelic press 
about the manner in which the USPS has been handling registered 
mail coming from foreign countries. Apparently since June, 2009, 
the USPS has been handling foreign registered mail as ordinary 
mail once it reaches the post office of destination.  For instance, 
the Collectors Club of New York has editorialized against this 
practice three times during 20�� in its well-regarded journal, The 
Collectors Club Philatelist.  

The argument centers on the security of registered mail from 
foreign countries and that the USPS, although financially strapped, 
is ignoring UPU regulations to treat registered mail as secure from 
foreign mailer to domestic addressee. The contention is that placing 
foreign registered mail with ordinary mail in the U.S. undermines 
security and increases the chances of theft. 

Shown here is an example of a registered cover from Mexico 
that was handled as ordinary mail by USPS and also displays an 
interesting auxiliary mark. The cover, which contained a book 
(lower left) and marked Impreso (printed mattper, lower right), was 
mailed from Mexico City on March 3, 20��, and franked with �23 
pesos (approximately $9.00) on March 3, 20��, receiving a Cor-
res de Mexico handstamp on March 4. A registration (Registrado) 
label was attached (center right) and a completed customs form 
(not shown) was attached to the back of the cover.

The sender wrote an incorrect street (but the correct Zip code) 
on the cover. It was addressed to “RMPL,” which is the Rocky 
Mountain Philatelic Library, at 2038 S. Grape in Denver, CO. 
RMPL’s correct address is 2038 S. Pontiac Way.  Someone had 
scratched out “Grape” but did not write in “Pontiac Way.”

Apparently, the correct five-digit Zip code (80224) was suffi-
cient for USPS to determine that RMPL was the philatelic library 
in Denver and direct the cover to its proper destination. A courtesy 
label (left center) was added: 

‘BECAUSE WE CARE...Your mail was addressed incorrectly. 
Glad we found you. Please help us by informing sender of your 
correct address. Thanks your Letter Carrier.’

I was volunteering at the front desk of the RMPL when this 
envelope was delivered as part of that day’s mail. The postman 
made no mention of registered mail, which I spotted when I sorted 
the mail a few minutes later.  I do not recall the date that this cover 
arrived and thus do not know how long the erroneous street address 
might have delayed delivery. The upper right corner of the cover 
was torn during its trip from Mexico, and apparently that was suf-
ficient for USPS to place it inside a plastic “body bag” apologizing 
for the damage in handling   

�See editorials in The Collectors Club Philatelist, Vol. 90, Nos. �, 
5, and 6 (2011).


