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Recent ‘Deceased’ Auxiliary Markings
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

A fairly recent set of Return to Sender markings have been sent 
to me. They are all from the Austin, Texas area and resulted from a 
business, discount first-class mailing from around August 2004. As 
I have learned from collecting similar markings from the Portland, 
Oregon area, the variety of markings one sees are quite remark-
able. On the other hand markings indicating that the addressee is 

deceased are uncommon for obvious reasons. On the other hand, 
because the total number of markings from an area is so large, I 
ended up with four quite different ways in which the sender was 
appraised of the death of recipients. These four markings are shown 
full-sized below. The third marking was placed on a label and then 
attached to the envelope.
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The Nixie Section/Division of the Chicago Mailing Division
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

Recently I was asked to explain a marking on a cover like the 
that shown in Figure �. In addition, in the past I have been asked 
about markings such as that illustrated in Figure 2.

   
     Figure �

  
     Figure 2
           
Markings like that in Figure � refer to the Nixie Section of 

the Mailing Division (N.S.M.D.), and handstamps such as this 
are commonly illustrated in Leonard Piszkiewicz’s book Chicago 
Postal Markings and Postal History (available from the American 
Philatelic Society). I have had occasion to mention this invaluable 
book numerous times before and I need to do it again because 
it is the first book one should think about when (a) one finds an 
auxiliary marking one has never seen before or (b) when one is 
going to write about an example of an auxiliary marking and wants 
to have a good grasp of that particular marking.

As I’ve said before, one reason, among many, why this book is 
so valuable is because the markings illustrated in it were used in 
post offices all over the country. That is, Chicago mail processing 
procedures as illustrated in Piszkiewicz’s book are a template for 
mail processing in every post office in the United States.

Markings such as that illustrated in Figure � are scattered 
throughout the book because they indicate different aspects in 
which undeliverable mail is handled. The phrase undeliverable 
mail is somewhat misleading because although it can truly refer 
to an item that is undeliverable, it often refers to (a) an item that 
is only at first undeliverable until some more information is deter-
mined about it or (b) after the Nixie clerk considers it, he or she 
may just deliver it anyway, often with postage due on it.

Nixie clerks performed their duties in an area separate from 
other clerks. The examples shown will be on covers that are re-
duced in size, but the markings on the covers shown are full-sized. 
The items shown are not in chronological order because they il-
lustrate different aspects of the work of Nixie clerks.

The first example of a Nixie clerk’s efforts is illustrated for  the 
item in Figure 3, a December 4, 1943 post card that was mailed 
‘Free’ as it represented military mail, originated in Chicago and 
was presumably returned to the Chicago mailing system by some 
intermediate mail handler because the address was inadequate. 
Therefore it was sent to the Nixie Clerk in the Inquiry Section 

(see the circular handstamp), that is, it was ‘Returned for Better 
Directions’ by ‘N.S.M.D. No. 4.’ Since there was a return address 
on the post card, the Nixie clerk presumably sent the card back to 
the sender for a better address, apparently unsuccessfully as the 
address was not corrected. 

  

      

  
   

  

     Figure 3

An example of postage due being assessed on an underpaid 
mailpiece at the beginning of a new rate period is shown in Figure 
4. In this case, the letter rate increased from 2¢ to 3¢ on the day 
this letter was postmarked, July 6, 1932. Mail paid less than one 
rate was usually returned to the sender for additional postage, but 
this item had no return address, and since the new rate had just 
gone into effect, the Nixie clerk simply rated it as deficient and due 
1¢. However, since there is no postage due stamp on the cover, it 
isn’t known whether the postage due was collected.
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      Figure 4

When the postage required on a mailpiece addressed within 
the delivery area of the post office where mailed was less than one 
fill rate on first-class mail, or less than the full amount required 
on third- or fourth-class mail, and the mailpiece lacked a return 
address, such mailpieces were delivered with postage due rated 
on the piece and collected by the carrier. An example of underpaid 
third-class mail that falls into this category is shown in Figure 
5. This unsealed envelope containing printer matter was posted 
with only 1¢ in postage affixed, while the applicable rate at this 
time (1934) was 1 1/2¢ ounce. Since the cover was addressed to 
Chicago, it was rated ‘DUE 1/2 CENT’ with a 1/2¢ postage due 
stamp (roller cancelled) affixed and with an unused 1/2¢ regular 
stamp attached by the selvedge of the postage due stamp as change 
for the penny.

  

      
  
           Figure 5
 In addition the Mailing Division also is responsible for 

handling damaged items, and one example of this effort will be 
shown. 

This item, illustrated in Figure 6, was a February 27, 1908 post 
card that was damaged in handling by the Post Office Department, 
‘ACCIDENTLY INJURED BY CANCELLING MACHINE / 
M.D. - T. 2.’ This handstamp indicated that on Tour 2 a Nixie clerk 
intercepted this card in the Chicago Mailing Division, placed the 
handstamp indicating why the item was damaged and therefore 
delayed in delivery before it was delivered.

 

     
     

  

      Figure 6

If one peruses Piszkiewicz’s book, one will find many more 
examples of the Nixie clerks’ “art.” I heartily recommend that 
readers who have bought this book to take a closer look at it so 
as to become even more familiar with its contents. Again, it is no 
exaggeration for me to claim that it is a truly amazing and use-
ful work that you who are fascinated by auxiliary markings will 
constantly refer to.

Editorial 
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

I have the sad news to deliver that David Straight has passed 
away at the all-to-young age of 57. Dave was a good friend to 
me as we worked on various issues, including the developing of 
a forms book. He was always ready and willing to answer any 
question I had. As many of you may have noted from obituaries in 
the philatelic press and the American Philatelist’s notices, David 
was an ardent, active, enthusiastic, and productive member of our 
hobby. He will be missed.

I hate to sound like a broken record, but it is renewal time 
again. Our dues are a very member-friendly $15 for which you 
receive a full color quarterly journal. In spite of some  continually 
increasing costs such as postage rates, we have been able to keep 
our dues steady at $15. In fact I am happy to report that I was 
able to locate a local printer who will print our newsletter at an 
even lower cost than I have been able to do myself. So our dues 
should remain steady for the foreseeable future.
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Auxiliary Marking Labels on Foreign Mail - Part VII, Yugoslavia
by Michael Mead and Tony Wawrukiewicz

This article, concerned with Yugoslavia, represents the 7th 
country in a series about auxiliary marking labels found on mail 
to a limited number of countries. This series is especially con-
cerned with labels that carry only one message in two languages, 
French (the universal UPU language) and the native language of 
the country using the labels. 

The earliest label we have seen on Yugoslavian mail is on a 
letter dated 1926 while the latest example we have seen is on a 
letter dated 1982. All labels seen are imperforate and are bilingual. 
The borders of the label boxes are all red and vary in thickness. 
Generally the paper is beige for the earlier labels, white for the 
later ones.

As for other countries, the labels are listed such that each group 
contains the same basic message, and they are listed chronologi-
cally as each type of the basic message was introduced. Thus, 

each label listed indicates a different type. Sometimes the label 
types overlap - that is, a new one is introduced while an older 
type remains in place somewhere else in the country. Some of 
the messages, such as Décédé - DECEASED and N’existe plus 
- NOT AT ADDRESS, are much less commonly used, and are 
represented by only one example known. 

A Cyrillic alphabet was used intermittantly for the labels 
indicating that the addressee was unknown but not for any other 
messages. The Yugoslavian message is consistent for each mes-
sage except for the word Neznan found on one 1959 Inconnu 
message.

All labels shown are illustrated actual size.
First, though, in Table �, in alphabetical order, we list the vari-

ous two-language messages that have been found.

  

Figure �

  
   Figure 2

Table 1: Foreign Auxiliary Marking Labels - Yugoslavian Messages
Auxiliary Marking – Yugoslavian/French/ENGLISH 
Adresa nedovoljna/Adresse insuffisante - INSUFFICIENT ADDRESS
Otputovao/Parti - DEPARTED, LEFT NO ADDRESS 
Nepoznat/Inconnu - UNKNOWN 
Umro?/Décédé - DECEASED (Note the Umro may be incorrect as the label was partly obscured)
Ne prima/Refusé - REFUSED
Nije trazio/Non réclamé - UNCLAIMED
Ne postoji vise/N’existe plus - NOT AT ADDRESS

Before listing the message labels, we discuss three covers 
that utilized three of these messages.  The first cover (Figure 1) 
is a 1926 post card from Switzerland to Yugoslavia, addressee 
unknown (label). With no return address card presumably sent to 
the dead letter office.

The second tem (Figure 2) is a July 1930 postal card from Pas-
saic, NJ to Yugoslavia. Forwarded once free, but even at the new 
address the addressee had departed, leaving no address (label), 
and the post card was returned to the sender.

The last item, the domestic registered letter in Figure 3, was 
addressed to Banaj, Yugoslavia using the Cyrillic alphabet. The 
addressee did not claim the letter (label) and it was returned 
(‘retour’) to Beograd.



Page 5

Auxiliary Markings - Issue 37            January 2013

Inconnu - UNKNOWN
  

              
      

         Inconnu,1926

                 

      
         

           Inconnu., 1928-1950

            
   

               Inconnu, 1934

   
      
        Inconnu., 1940

        
          Inconnu, 1940
     

          
              Inconnu, 1956
     

           
        Inconnu, 1959
                 

            
         Inconnu, 1982

Non réclamé - UNCLAIMED

 
Non réclamé., 1936-37

  
Non réclamé., 1939

 
Non réclamé, 1952

 
Non réclamé, 1957-1965

Non réclamé, 1965

   Parti -  DEPARTED, 
    LEFT NO ADDRESS
     

  
Parti., 1929-1952

    
Parti., 1931

   
  Parti., 1957

  
Parti, 1969

Adresse insuffisante - 
INSUFFICIENT ADDRESS

    

 
  Adresse insuffisante, 1931

 
Adresse insuffisante, 1960

  
Adresse insuffisante, 1966

Refusé - 
INSUFFICIENT ADDRESS

Refusé, 1934

  
Refusé., 1936

Décédé - DECEASED

       

         Décédé., 1945

N’existe plus - 
NOT AT ADDRESS

   
     

  
     N’existe plus., 1946
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    The ‘VOID’ and ‘VOIDED’ Auxiliary Marks  
by Thomas Breske

There are a number of different auxiliary marks that contain the 
word ‘VOID’ of ‘VOIDED.’ By far the largest usage is associated 
with Postage Due (PD) mail. The Postal Bulletin of June 7, 1956 
describes changes in handling unclaimed mail with postage due 
stamps attached.  Effective July 1, 1956 a ‘VOIDED’ marking 
was prescribed for PO use to reclaim the face value of PD stamps 
not paid for by patrons of the mail.  The use of ‘VOIDED’ all but 
disappeared in the mid 1980s when PD stamps and meters were 
discontinued.  Clarke  reported an EKU of 1962 and a LKU of 
1979 for Philadelphia Post Office usage of ‘VOIDED.’  Ten cov-
ers in this category, each marked with ‘VOIDED.’ are described 
below: The auxiliary markings are shown full-sized while the 
covers shown in this article are reduced in size

The 1958 letter in Figure 1 from GB to US was marked in 
England with ‘T’ (inside hexagon) followed by ‘Postage Due 7 
Cents / Foreign Sec., G.P.O., N.Y.’ PD stamps (Scott J81a and 
J83a) were added, canceled with a mute double oval and then 
‘VOIDED,’ with no final disposition indicated.

        Figure �

The 1964 letter in Figure 2 from Ireland to US (and contain-
ing a ticket stub for “THE IRISH SWEEPS DERBY 1964”) was 
marked with a ‘T’ (inside octagon and covered by a PD stamp) 
followed by ‘POSTAGE DUE 3 CENTS / FOREIGN SECTION 
GPO N.Y.’   Three 3¢ PD stamps (all Scott J91) were added.  One 
of the PD stamps was ‘VOIDED’. Two were canceled with a mute 
double oval and the third was canceled with a CDS.  I became 
confused when the third 3¢ PD was added.

       Figure 2

The 1967 front in Figure 3, to/from New Jersey, was initially 
marked ‘POSTAGE DUE 5 CENTS’ and a 5¢ PD meter added.  
The PD meter was ‘VOIDED’ and ‘RETURN TO SENDER (point-
ing hand)’ and ‘REFUSED BY ADDRESSEE / BECAUSE OF 

POSTAGE DUE’ and ‘DO NOT USE THIS ENVELOPE / OR 
WRAPPER AGAIN’ were added along with some pencil nota-
tions.        

 
    Figure 3 

The 1967 letter in Figure 4, to/from Baltimore, was marked 
‘POSTAGE DUE 5 CENTS.’  A 5¢ PD (J93) was added, then 
‘VOIDED’ along with a date stamp and manuscript ‘Notice 
1571.’

     Figure 4

The 1967 unstamped Picture Postcard (PPC) in Figure 5, 
to/from Illinois, was marked ‘POSTAGE DUE….CENTS’ and 
script 4 added.  A 4¢ PD (J92) was added then ‘VOIDED’ then 
another 4¢ PD was added and felt-tip canceled.  A manuscript 
‘NR (no response) / CN / date / 6’ was also added.

   Figure 5

The 1969 unstamped PPC in Figure 6, from Minnesota to 
Iowa, was marked ‘POSTAGE DUE,’ a precanceled 5¢ PD (J93) 
added, then ‘VOIDED.’  Final disposition unknown.
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      Figure 6 

The 1970 letter to/from Michigan, in Figure 7, was marked 
‘POSTAGE DUE 6¢.’  A 6¢ PD (J94) was added, then ‘VOIDED’ 
and a second 6¢ PD added but not canceled.

   Figure 7

Figure 8 shows a 1978 oversized letter with 13¢ postage that 
was marked ‘RETURN TO SENDER  (pointing hand) / From 
Newark, DE 19711 / Postage Due____¢.’  An 11¢ PD meter was 
added, stamped ‘UNCLAIMED’ and ‘VOIDED.’  Further, a claim 
check stub was attached (PS FORM 3874-A JULY 1997) and a 
second 11¢ PD meter added.

      Figure 8
Illustrated in Figure 9 is a 1980 ‘LOOSE IN MAIL CLAIMS & 

INQUIRY’ USPO envelope from Philadelphia marked ‘Enclosure 
Found Loose / in Mails’ and ‘POSTAGE DUE____¢.’  A 15¢ PD 
meter was added, then ‘VOIDED.’   Further, a ‘Not at this address’ 

manuscript note followed by a yellow address label and a second 
15¢ PD meter were added overtopping the first meter. 

         Figure 9

The 1984 letter in Figure 10, from California to Kansas with 
5¢ postage, was marked ‘POSTAGE DUE 5 CENTS’ and a 5¢ PD 
(J93) added.  Further, a manuscript ‘Notified / date’ was added, 
the PD stamp was ‘VOIDED’ and the mail marked ‘RETURN TO 
SENDER’ (pointing hand with a list of reasons).

       Figure 10

       Figure ��
An article by Doug Kelsey  shows a PD meter that was double 

‘VOIDED’ because the packet was rerouted, which changed the 
amount of postage due from 26¢ to 70¢.  Looking for rare usages?  
Does any member have a ‘VOIDED’ commemorative or regular 
issued stamp…used after 1980 as postage due?  Or maybe you 
have a rare postage due plus 5¢ penalty fee cover (in effect for 
only 1 month in July, 1958)…even rarer if ‘VOIDED.’

Three additional uses of the ‘VOIDED’ mark are described 
next. On this page, in Figure 11, a ‘T’ mark added at Victoria, Brit-
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ish Columbia on a 1968 PPC sent to California was ‘VOIDED.’  
Remnants of a stamp suggests that a PD stamp was added then 
removed prior to voiding the ‘T’ marking.

Next, in Figure 12, is shown a letter franked with a cutout of 
an envelope stamp (U572) illegally added to a 1977 utility bill. It 
was then machine canceled but subsequently marked ‘RETURN 
FOR POSTAGE’ and ‘VOIDED’ and the letter apparently removed 
from the mail stream.

    Figure 12

Two E-mail stamps (Scott 2277) added to a June 1, 1988 PPC 
in Figure 13 from Connecticut to England were machine canceled, 
then marked ‘VOIDED’ and ‘RETURNED FOR POSTAGE.’  
Subsequently a blank label (removed), obliterating the RFP mark, 
and a manuscript ‘OK’ and checkmark were added next to the E-
stamp.  (Refer to Auxiliary Markings Issue 32 “Non-denominated 
‘A’ – ‘G’ Definitive Stamps” for further information on usage of 
non-denominated stamps on foreign mails).

     Figure �3

Whereas ‘VOIDED’ appears only as a single-word auxiliary 
mark, the word ‘VOID’ has been used alone or as part of multiword 
marking shown below on the cover in Figure 14.

This Figure illustrates a 1940 letter to/from Los Angeles us-
ing two 1¢ precanceled stamps that were each stamped ‘VOID’ 
together with the handstamp ‘precancelled stamps cannot be used / 
on first class mail without permit’ and ‘Returned for Postage’ [This 
‘VOID’ mark is similar to that used on a 1940 Los Angeles letter 
with a mutilated postage stamp that was returned for postage.]

    

        
         

 
     
       

    Figure 14
A mid 1970s cover with a precanceled 6.3¢ coil (Scott 1518a) 

from San Francisco was marked ‘PRECANCELLED STAMPS 
VOID / ON FIRST CLASS MAIL’ and ‘RETURNED FOR 
POSTAGE.’

     Figure �5
The next two covers use the word ‘VOID’ in describing the 

use of adulterated postage stamps.
A mid 1990 letter to/from Jew Jersey was franked with a 29¢ 

coil (Scott 2609) but covered with cellophane tape.  Sorted but 
not canceled, this letter was marked ‘RETURN FOR POSTAGE 
/ STAMP VOID IF COATED / COVERED OR DEFACED.’

                

     Figure �6
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A 2006 letter to/from Oregon was franked with a clipped and 
damaged stamp and cancelled.  A label with pointing hand, applied 
over the addressee noted ‘RETURNED TO SENDER / STAMP 
IS VOID IF / COATED, COVERED, DEFACED OR REUSED, 
/ RETURN FOR POSTAGE.’  Black crayon obliterated the front 
and back barcodes.

  

       

      Figure 17

What appears to be a rare use of ‘VOID’ is described below.
A 1988 letter to/from Tucson had only a partially applied 

meter and thus was hand-stamped ‘POSTAGE VOID / METER 
ILLEGIBLE / RETURNED FOR POSTAGE.’

       

   Figure 18

Additional auxiliary marking and labels using ‘VOID’ can be 
found in earlier issues of Auxiliary Markings (Nos. 5 p3, 7 p7, 10 
p14, 11 p6 and 26 p4).  Other synonyms for ‘VOIDED’ and ‘VOID’ 
that have been used are ‘INVALID,’ ‘NOT VALID,’ ‘CANCELED 
or CANCELLED’ and the very rare ‘NOT RECOGNIZED’ (e.g. 
‘OLD STAMPS NOT RECOGNIZED’).

A future article will address ‘CANCELED’ and ‘CAN-
CELLED’ markings. 

‘Missent to Pensacola, Florida’
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

This August 8, 1955 Miami, Florida post card was overpaid 1¢ 
for the domestic post card airmail rate of 4¢. It was misaddressed 
to Washington 9, Florida. Washington is not a city in Florida. It 
was first ‘Missent to Pensacola, Florida’ (handstamp) on August 9 

(CDS on other side). It then must have been sent to Jacksonville, 
Florida where on August 11 (CDS on other side) ‘Deficiency in 
address supplied / by Post Office at / Jacksonville, Fla.’ There, 
presumably, the address was corrected with the ‘WASHINGTON, 
D.C.’ handstamp. The card  is slightly reduced in size but not the 
handstamps shown.
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Notice 5 of the USPS Concerning Undersized Mail Pieces
by Merle Farrington

Effective July 15, 1979, the United States Postal Service estab-
lished a standard for the minimum size of a first-class mail piece. 
It could be no smaller than 3 1/2 high by 5 inches long in size.

Notice 5 was prepared on card stack for mail clerks to return 
undersized pieces to the sender. The sender would remail the piece 
attached to the Notice by cutting off the top strip, and leaving the 
piece taped to the Notice, using the original postage.

I first show a reduced version of the reverse of the Notice. 

Note that it states: “ To assist you in adapting to these minimal 
standards, we will, for a short period of time, return mail pieces 
to you without forfeiting your postage. However, after this ini-
tial period, we will return nonmailable pieces with the postage 
forfeited.” As we will see with the two examples of use of this 
Notice that follow (one from 1984), as is not unusual, the USPS 
did not follow its own dicta.

The first item illustrated is shown as a reduced image, and it 
was spotted 6 days after the Notice went into effect. The Notice 
was trimmed and remailed by the sender two days later, according 

to the printed instructions. The actual unmailable item is shown 
actual size (3 1/4 x 4 1/4 inches) on the next page, following the 
reduced-in-size notice.
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The second item shows the second Notice used 5 1/2 years 
later. This time the notice was forwarded to the addressee by the 
clerk, instead of being returned to the sender. This example, first 
shown on the reduced-in-size notice, then as an actual-sized im-

age (3 5/16 x 4 5/16 inches), is remarkable because as explained 
before, this notice should not have been used so long after the 
unmailability announcement was first made in 1979.
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The last example is a May 20, 1998 letter that was just returned to the 
sender as non-mailable. It is shown full-size (3 1/4 x 4 3/16 inches).  Finally, 
the USPS was following its rules.

President’s Message
by Ralph H. Nafziger

We will be sponsoring another “Show and Tell” session at 
AmeriStampExpo in Louisville, KY January 18-20, 2013. Our 
meeting will be held at 1 p.m. on Friday, January 18 in room L5 at 
the Kentucky International Convention Center, 221 S. Fourth St. I 
invite all of you to share your covers with unusual auxiliary mark-
ings. The discussions often resolve puzzles and answer questions 
that you may have about your covers. It is an instructive way to 
spend an hour at the show.

Our tenth anniversary annual meeting will be held during the 
St. Louis Stamp Expo on March 22-24, 2013 in the Renaissance 
St. Louis Airport Hotel in St. Louis, MO. This will be a special 
and significant meeting. I urge all of you to attend this momentous 
event. In addition to another “Show and Tell” session and general 
membership meeting on Saturday, March 23 at 2 p.m., seminars 

will be presented on “Cataloging Auxiliary Markings,” “Auxiliary 
Markings on First Day Covers,” and “Forwarded and Missent 
Markings.” The Board will meet, and we will have a table at the 
show, as well as several exhibits. Gary Hendren has arranged for 
an anniversary dinner on Friday evening, March 22. If you have 
questions, please let me know. The U.S. Philatelic Classics Society 
also will be meeting at the show.

This year will be an election year for our club. I will be appoint-
ing a nominating committee later in the spring. If you would like to 
serve on this committee, please let me know. Also, please consider 
running for any of the positions listed on the masthead. The viability 
of our club depends upon volunteers. Try it, you’ll like it!

Remember, it’s time to renew your membership; you can do this 
by mail or Paypal (and we don’t charge for Paypal renewals).


