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A New Special Delivery Auxiliary Marking
by Terence Hines

In the October 20�0 issue Tom Breske presented a list of 
special delivery auxiliary markings. I’ve recently come across an 
unusual such marking that was not in his listing. Shown here is a 
�94� special delivery cover from New Orleans to Memphis. The 
usual ‘fee claimed’ marking is somewhat unusual on this cover. 
It reads ‘Fee Claimed by Office / of First Address / NIGHTS 
SUNDAYS HOLIDAYS / USE SPECIAL DELIVERY.’ This 
is the only example of a promotional special delivery auxiliary 
marking I’ve seen, but I’ve also seen this marking on a �940 

cover. The cover is reduced in size while the auxiliary marking 
is shown full size. 
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Was it Possible for International Mail to be Sent Free of Charge?
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

Recently Wade Saadi sent me scans of the two letters that are 
shown in this article and asked me if there was such a thing as 
free international mail?

My explanation and the two Saadi letters shown in what fol-
lows indicate two things: (�) that at times it was possible to send 
international mail free and (2) neither of the two letters illustrated 
in this article could be or were sent free.

The first letter in Figure 1 was a Feb. 14, 1955 penalty letter 
from a Dept. of the Army officer to Germany. It first carried no 
postage and was ‘Returned for Additional Postage, Postage Due 
…8¢….’ The 8¢ due for the international surface rate of 8¢/ounce 
was added (paid by the 8¢ Type I Statue of Liberty stamp from 
the 1954 Liberty series) on Feb. 25, 1955, and the letter was cor-
rectly sent on.

   Figure �

The second letter was a June 18, 1957 free-franked letter 
from a member of the House of Representatives to the Philippine 
Islands. It was correctly franked at the international surface letter 
rate of 8¢/ounce, with the 3¢ Statue of liberty and the 5¢ Alexander 
Hamilton stamps of the 1954 Liberty series.

Why was postage required to mail these two letters overseas? 
The information for this column is abstracted from my interna-
tional rate book, pages 231-232.

The Pan American Principal Convention of Buenos Aires of 
Sept. 15, 1921 proposed reduced rates for certain countries allowed 
to sign it, when they ratified it. Mail matter originating in the Pan 
American Union, formerly the Bureau of American Republics, 
bearing the card of the Union and not weighing over 4 lbs 6 oz (2 
kilograms), was admitted to the mails free of charge.

   Figure 2
 
Eventually, all correspondence (except parcel post) of mem-

bers of the diplomatic corps and consulates of its member coun-
tries, mailed in any of the member countries and addressed for 
delivery in the US and vice versa was free (such correspondence 
mailed in the US and addressed for delivery therein was not en-
titled to free postage).

For diplomatic correspondence, the name of ambassador, 
minister, embassy, or legation had to be placed in the upper left 
of the envelope, the words “Diplomatic Mail/Free” in the upper 
right of the envelope. For consular correspondence, the name and 
address of the consulate had to be placed in the upper left of the 
envelope, the words “Consular Mail/Free” in the upper right of 
the envelope.

Beginning in the July �929 US Official Postal Guide, free-
dom of postage referred to in the foregoing (since �92�) was not 
allowed to articles addressed to foreign countries intended for 
transmission by air even though the articles had to be forwarded 
over part of their route by ordinary means of transportation. In 
other words, these articles were subject to payment of the airmail 
fee and the ordinary postage.

So, considering all this, the two letters shown were not sent 
to PUAS countries, thus could not be sent free of postage, and 
postage had to be paid on them.

The list of countries that ratified this convention and the dates 
of ratification are given in the above-mentioned reference. Effec-
tive July 1, 1972, per the PUAS Convention of Santiago, Chile 
of Nov. 1971, there no longer was free diplomatic and consular 
mail, domestic or international.
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Interesting Marking Published in the Postal Mechanisation Study Circle Newsletter
The Postal Mechanisation Study Circle Newslet-

ter is a publication based in the United Kingdom and 
is edited by John McCallum. The auxiliary marking 
shown in this article is used with permission from 
this organization.

Only part of the item is shown, but it is the per-
tinent part. The item was mailed on August 6, 1985, 
and the marking chastises the mailer with the marking 
that says: ‘FRANKING ME WITH AN / INCOR-
RECT DATE / HAS MADE IT APPEAR THAT / 
I’VE ARRIVED LATE / DATE POSTED 7 AUG 
1985.’ That is, the item was posted on August 7, but 
dated August 6. 

The British postal system, like that of the US, ap-
parently prides itself on on-time delivery. This type of 
misdating can make an item look as if it was delayed 
in delivery, and so the British postal system was 
protecting itself with this marking. Note that it is for 
this reason that the USPS/US Post Office Department 
requires/required that metered mail be postmarked on 
the date it was mailed.

President’s Message
by Ralph H. Nafziger

 The Auxiliary Markings Club’s biennial election of officers 
has been completed. The following officers were elected: Ralph 
Nafziger, President; Dennis Ladd, Vice-President; David Eeles, 
Membership Secretary; Gary Hendren, Treasurer; and Directors 
Tom Breske, Ed Fisher, and Matt Liebson. Congratulations to 
all. We welcome new board member Tom Breske. Many thanks 
go to retiring board member Jerry Nylander for his many years 
of service. I also wish to thank the nominating committee of Tim 
Bartshe, Nancy Clark, and Joe Crosby.

The next “Show and Tell” session is scheduled for Ameri-
StampExpo at the Statehouse Convention Center, 1 Statehouse 
Plaza, Little Rock, AR 72203. The session will be held on Friday, 
February 14, 2014 at 2 p.m. in the Caraway 3 room at the con-
vention center. I encourage all of you to attend and bring covers 
with unusual auxiliary markings for discussion and answers to 
your questions.

The Club’s annual meeting will be held during March Party 

at the LaVilla Conference and Banquet Center, 11500 Brookpark 
Road, Cleveland, OH 44130. The show dates are April 11-13, 
20�4. I encourage all of you to exhibit at this show. I would like us 
to fill as many frames as possible with auxiliary markings exhibits. 
To obtain a prospectus and entry forms, go to www.garfieldperry.
com. The show sponsors a Friday wine and cheese party, a Sat-
urday lunch, and evening hospitality suites on Thursday, Friday, 
and Saturday for exhibitors.

The Board meeting is scheduled for Friday April 11, and the 
general membership meeting and another “Show and Tell” is slated 
for Saturday April 12. Specific times and places will be listed on 
the show’s aforementioned website. We will have a table at the 
show. I would appreciate anyone attending the show to volunteer 
at the table. Please let me know if you can help. We also plan on 
an informal dinner at a nearby restaurant on Friday evening. If 
anyone would like to present a seminar during the show, please 
let me know.

Answer to One of John Hotchner’s Questions
by Bob Leeman

In the last newsletter John Hotchner asked about this May 
1978 letter from Gardiner, Montana to Denver, Colorado. It has a 
purple marking stating ‘RETURN TO STATION / FOR PROPER 
TREATMENT.’ There is no indication what the proper treatment 
ought to be. Or indeed what the problem was necessitating such 
treatment.

One of our members, Bob Leeman, answered: “The letter 
has a slash through the address but no explanation as to why. 
The letter would wind up on the desk of a nixie clerk at the main 
office in Denver who wouldn’t know what to do with it. Does it 
need to be forwarded? Is this firm or association out of business 
or does it need a suite number? The nixie clerk would stamp it 
‘Return to station’ so that someone at the station that delivers to 
this address (most likely the carrier) could put the right endorse-
ment on it so it could be forwarded or returned. The marking is 
a variation of the more usual ‘Return for carrier endorsement’ 
which many offices use.”



Page 4

Auxiliary Markings - Issue 41             January 2014

‘Received at _____ under cover from Post Office at _____, to be forwarded in the mails.’
by Charles A. Jones and Tony Wawrukiewicz

I (CAJ) have two covers from Bill Bauer’s Colorado postal 
history collection that bear one handstamp (‘Received at Denver, 
Colo. under cover / from Post Office at / Galestown, Md / to be for-
warded in the mails’) that required research to be understood.  

The other markings on the cover tell a straight-forward story:  
The cover, sent under cover, from Galestown, Md., arrived, as was 
usual for this type of mailing, uncanceled. The auxiliary marking, 
shown below, was applied and the indicium was canceled with a 
common Denver duplex on Dec. 22, �892.

It was sorted into General Delivery the next day, Dec. 23.  Two 
weeks later, on Jan. 6, 1893, it was advertised. On Jan. 20, 1893, 
after an additional two weeks, it was stamped ‘UNCLAIMED.’ 
What happened to it after Jan. 20 is unknowable. There is no 
return address on the cover, and no DLO or other markings on 
the back.

 

    
 The 1879 PL&R, Sec. 373, states: “Letters mailed under cover 

to Postmaster—how treated.—Inasmuch as by law all first-class 
matter on which one full rate of postage is prepaid must be for-
warded, it is the duty of a postmaster to forward such mail-matter 
which may reach him under cover from any other post-office 
with or without request to mail the same. Before forwarding such 
matter he should cancel the stamps and indorse in writing on the 
reverse side of such matter the following: ‘RECEIVED AT ___, 
UNDER COVER FROM THE POST-OFFICE AT ___ , TO BE 
FORWARDED IN THE MAIL.’”

In the 1887 PL&R and subsequently until the 1948 PL&R, it 
was no longer required that this indorsement be on the reverse, and 
the handstamp or the writing specified did not include the phrase 
‘to be forwarded in the mail.’ Correctly, our 1892 first-class letter 
was indorsed on the front of the cover, but the indorsement was 
the older one with the phrase ‘to be forwarded in the mail’ still 
included, presumably, because the handstamper was an old one.

Note the the marking on the cover is very faint but was acquired 
through exceptional diligence on the part of ASW. Neither the 
cover or marking are shown full-sized.

Informal Markings get Aerogramme to its Destination
by Paul Albright

Some unusual and informal auxiliary markings helped this 
aerogramme from Kenya to reach its destination in Colorado 
successfully. The aerogramme was posted in August, 2000, by 
a high school official in Kikuyu, a town about 12 miles from 
Kenya’s capital of Nairobi.  G. W. Kiraguri’s letter requested some 
publications be sent to him by the National Center for Higher 
Education Management Systems (NCHEMS), which is located 
in Boulder, CO.

Although the letter was properly addressed, it apparently 
was placed in an incorrect post office box.  Three things then 
occurred: 

• Someone wrote on the 
cover:  ‘Try Near Box 3000, Boul-
der, CO 80303.’

• Someone then circled the first initials of the organiza-
tion’s name -- N, C, H, E, M, S – to point out the better known 
acronym of the higher education consulting organization and help 
direct the letter to the proper PO box.  

• Finally, someone – probably a postal worker -- wrote on 
the cover: ‘Box P Firms.’ That referred to PO Drawer P, which then 
was the address used by NCHEMS and a second higher education 
association.  

The aerogramme is reduced in size but not the auxiliary 
marking.
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‘Registered’ Auxiliary Markings - A Preliminary Survey
by Dennis Ladd

This survey looks at a variety of ‘Registered’ markings on 
�00 covers mailed in the United States as a preliminary way to 
organize them for cataloging purposes.

 

   Figure �

Type 1. Solid block with three cutouts: ‘Registered,’ ‘No.’ and 
a rectangle for the registration number to be entered. The block 
may be handstamped or preprinted on the envelope. The registry 
number may be stamped or handwritten (see Figure �).

Handstamps:
The standard size is approximately 4.3 cm x 2.3 cm but there 

is a narrow range of variation.

             
       1931 Milwaukee, WI
       1939 Sacramento, CA
       1942 New York, NY
       1956 New York, NY
       [no date] Los Angeles, CA

Imprinted directly onto the cover:
All were found on bank mailings. There is considerable size 

variation in the block and the lettering sizes.

            
  The block: 4.3 cm x 2.4 cm
  Thin letters: .4 cm tall
  1938 New York, NY

             
  The block: 4.5 cm x 2.4 cm
  Thick letters: .55 cm tall
  1941 New York, NY

           
  The block: 4.5 cm x 2.3 cm
  Thick letters: .6 cm tall
  1959 Buffalo, NY

            
           The block: 4.5 cm x 2.5 cm
      Thin letters: .6 cm tall
   1948 New York, NY

Variety with cutout outline in the block:

          
  The block: 5.1 cm x 2.4 cm
  Thick letters: .4 cm tall
  1959 Columbus, OH

Variety with two cutout outlines in the block:

          
  The block: 4.9 cm x .2.6 cm
  Thin letters: .5 cm tall
  1959 Sarasota, FL



Page 6

Auxiliary Markings - Issue 41                        January 2014

Variety with a larger rectangular box around the block:

  
                [Cut off when the envelope was opened.]
  Thick letters: .6 cm tall
  1938 Harrisburg, PA

These varieties include a prefix in the registry number box:
Prefix K:

        
  The block: 4.6 cm x 2.3 cm
  Thick letters: .4 cm tall
  1959 New York, NY

Prefix M:

           
  The block: 4.7 cm x 2.4 cm
  Thick letters: .6 cm tall
  1959 New York, NY

Prefix S:

      
  The block: 5.4 cm x 2.3 cm
  Thin letters: .6 cm tall
  [no date] York, NY
 
Prefix T:

        
  The block: 5.3 cm x 2.7 cm
  Thick letters: .7 cm tall
  1948 New York, NY

Prefix X:

   
  The block: 6.3 cm x 2.3 cm
  Thick letters: .7 cm tall
  1948 New York, NY

Type 2. (Figure 2) Two hollow rectangles with thick lines. 
‘REGISTERED’ is in the top rectangle, ‘NO.’ in the bottom at 
the left with space for the registry number at the right. The block 
may be handstamped or preprinted on the envelope. The registry 
number may be stamped or handwritten (see also Auxiliary Mark-
ings II/1/5; VI/2/10; and VIII/1/3).

  

    Figure 2

Handstamps:

  
  The block: 4.1 cm x 2.3 cm
  Thin letters: .4 cm tall
  1976 New York, NY

              
  The block: 4.3 cm x 2.4 cm
  Thin letters: .6 cm tall
  �944 Kansas City, MO
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 The block: 4.5 cm x 2.4 cm

 Thin letters: .6 cm tall
 1931 San Francisco, CA
 1943 New York, NY
 1947 Bowling Green, KY
 1954 Plymouth, NH
 1959 Decatur, GA 
             

 The block: 4.5 cm x 2.5 cm
 Thin letters: .6 cm tall
 1951 Paso Robles, CA
 1952 Manteca, CA
 1959 Jersey City, NJ
 1959 Attleboro, MA
 1959 Altoona, PA
 1959 Charlotte, NC
 1959 Toledo, OH
 1959 Buffalo, NY
          

 The block: 4.6 cm x 2.5 cm
 Thick letters: .6 cm tall
 1930 Chambersburg, PA
 1947 Portland, OR
 �949 Derby, CT
          

  The block: 4.7 cm x 2.8 cm
  Thick letters: .7 cm tall; serifed font
  1939 Bremerton, WA

Imprinted directly onto the cover:

      
The block: 3.9 cm x 1.5 cm; thin lines
Thin letters: .3 cm tall
1941 New York, NY
  

The block: 4.2 cm x 2.2 cm
Thick letters: .6 cm tall
1958 Washington, IN (bank tag)
  

The block: 4.4 cm x 2.3 cm
Thick letters: .5 cm tall
1933 Chicago, IL
  

The block: 4.7 cm x 2.5 cm
Thick letters: .6 cm tall
Washington, D.C. (Post Office)
  

The block: 5.7 cm x 1.6 cm; thin lines
Thin letters: 4 cm tall
1954 Pasadena, CA

Varieties:
Center line does not meet the side 

edges: 

The block: 4.9 cm x 2.� cm
Thick letters: .6 cm tall
1948 New York, NY

None of the edges connect:  

The block: 5.4 cm x 3 cm
Thick letters: .5 cm tall; serifed font
1959 New York, NY

A second rectangle encloses the 
block: 

The block: 4.3 cm x 3.1 cm
Thick letters: .9 cm tall
1948 Milwaukee, WI

Doubled edged as above, but edges are 
“bevelled”:  

The block: 5.2 cm x 2.2 cm; thin 
lines

Thick letters: .4 cm tall; serifed font
1937 Chicago, IL
1948 Chicago, IL
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‘REGISTERED/No.’ in the top box; ‘RETURN RECEIPT 
REQUESTED’ in the bottom box:

             
  The block: 4.1 cm x 2.5 cm; thin lines
  Thin letters: .5 cm tall
  [no date] Passaic, NJ 

This variety includes a prefix in the registry number box:
Prefix S:

         
  The block: 5.3 cm x 2.9 cm
  Thick letters: .5 cm tall; serifed font
  1948 New York, NY

Type 3 (Figure 3). Three hollow rectangles. ‘REGISTERED’ 
is in the top rectangle, ‘NO.’ in the middle at the left with space 
for the registry number at the right. In my two samples, the bot-
tom block was stamped ‘Return Receipt Reqired’ and ‘Receipt 
Requested.’ The block may be handstamped or preprinted on the 
envelope. The registry number both stamped and handwritten. 

      Figure 3

          
  The block: 5.1 cm x 2.8 cm
  Thin letters: .5 cm tall
  1947 Boston, MA

        
  The block: 4.5 cm x 3.2 cm
  Thin letters: .6 cm tall
  1936 Philadelphia, PA

Type 4 (Figure 4). One open rectangle with ‘REGISTERED’ at 
the top and ‘No.’ at the bottom with a line for the registry number. 
The block appears to be preprinted on the phone company and bank 
envelopes in my samples. The registry number was both stamped 
and handwritten. ‘No.’ may have a line or be without a line.

  

   Figure 4

With a line:

           
  The block: 5 cm x 3 cm ; thick lines
  Thin letters: .3 cm tall
  1942 Chicago, IL

        
  The block: 5.3 cm x 2.538 cm
  Thick letters: .9 cm tall
  1935 Los Angeles, CA 
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Variety with Prefix X:

  
  The block: 3.8 cm x 2.2 cm
  Thin letters: .2 cm tall
  1935 New York, NY

Variety with suffix A:

  
  The block: 4.2 cm x 2.6 cm
  Thin letters: .2 cm tall
  1930 New York, NY

Without a line:

  
  The block: 4 cm x 2.4 cm
  Thin letters: .3 cm tall
  1952 Chicago, IL

          
  The block: 5 cm x 2.9 cm; thick lines
  Thick letters: .5 cm tall; serifed font
  1956 Chicago, IL

Variety with suffix R:

       
  The block: 5.3 cm x 2.4 cm
  Thin letters: .3 cm tall
  1928 New York, NY

Type 5. Miscellaneous: This is an odd mix of elements with 
the appearance of a double box (without the top box) and an ap-
parently separate ‘INSURED’ stamp above it:

         
  The block: 4.5 cm x 1.2 cm
  Thin letters: .6 cm tall
  1959 Berkeley, CA 

Type 6. Two labels. The first has no space for the registry 
number so it is written above it. The second shows the registry 
label inside the cutout white space.

         
  The label: 4.8 cm x 2.3 cm
  Thick letters: .6 cm tall
  1948 Springfield, MA

With prefix: R:

      
  The label: 5.7 cm x 2.4 cm
  Thin letters: .35 cm tall
  1983 Los Angeles, CA
  �996 Cabin John, MD

Type 7. Text only. Many of the boxes and labels pictured below 
have textual auxiliary markings associated with them: ‘Regis-
tered Mail,’ ‘Return Receipt Requested,’ ‘Deliver to Addressee 
Only,’etc. Many other covers show the text ‘Registered’ only, with 
no boxes. They may be hand stamped, typed, or imprinted on the 
envelope. The registry number may be stamped ot handwritten.
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Hand Stamps: ‘Registered’

    
‘Registered’: 2.8 cm long
Thin letters: .3 cm tall; serifed font
1956 Washington, D.C.
     

            
 ‘Registered’: 3.3 cm long
 Thin letters: .6 cm tall
 1953 New Bedford, MA
 1952 Stockton, CA
     

 
 ‘Registered’: 3.3 cm long
 Thin letters: .65 cm tall
 1964 Miami, FL

     

             
 ‘Registered’: 3.6 cm long
 Thick letters: .5 cm tall
 1974 Brookhaven, PA
 1981 Glendale, AZ

     

            
 ‘Registered’: 3.6 cm long
 Thin letters: .6 cm tall
 1959 Jamaica, NY

     

          
 ‘Registered’: 3.8 cm long
 Thick letters: .5 cm tall
 1971 Miami, FL

     

          
     

               
 ‘Registered’: 4 cm long
 Thin letters: .4 cm tall
 1930 New York, NY

     

 ‘Registered’: 4 cm long
 Thick letters: .9 cm tall
 1959 Newark, NJ
  

 ‘Registered’: 4.5 cm long
 Thick letters: .9 cm tall
         1954 Lebanon, MO
 1957 West Los Angeles, CA
 1959 Jamaica, NY
  

 ‘Registered’: 4.5 cm long
 Thick letters: � cm tall
 1949 Lancaster, PA

Hand stamps: ‘Registered Mail:’
  

   ‘Registered Mail’: 4 cm long
   Thin letters: .5 cm tall
   1966 Boston, MA

Hand stamps: ‘Registered Mail ... No.’ 
with registry number prefix:

  

   ‘Registered Mail’: 4.2 cm long
   Thin letters: .2 cm tall
   1959 New York, NY

Typed: ‘Retistered [sic] Mail:’
     

              
                   

 
‘Retistered Mail [sic]’: 3.3 cm long
Thin letters: .3 cm tall
1966 Boston, MA

Imprinted on the envelope: ‘Regis-
tered Mail:’

     

        
  ‘Registered Mail’: 4.3 cm long
  Thin letters: .3 cm tall
  1940 New York, NY

  

‘Registered Mail’: 4.9 cm long
Thin letters: .4 cm tall; serifed font
1943 Pittsburgh, PA
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Imprinted on the envelope: ‘Registered Mail: ... No.:’

  
 ‘Registered Mail’ (bank tag): 3.1 cm long
 Thin letters: .3 cm tall
 1939 Cleveland, OH

  
          ‘Registered Mail’: 3.7 cm long
          Thin letters: .2 cm tall; serifed font
          1936 Columbus, OH

Imprinted on the envelope: ‘Registered Mail: ... No.’ with 
registry number prefix R:

   
 ‘Registered Mail’ (bank tag): 6.1 cm long
 Thick letters: .3 cm tall; serifed font
 1934 New York, NY

Type 8. The future is digital, my son: An early glimpse at 
a U.S. Postal Service digital registered mail label; a topic for 
further study:

  

  2002 Sun City, AZ

International registered mail auxiliary markings: Another area 
for future study. Early international mail had a large ‘R’ to denote 
registered mail. Later, labels were used. These labels are called 
“registry exchange labels” and come in a variety of sizes and 
colors. They also have rated a study group of their own. There is 
a good article available at http://www.www.usstamps.org/regis-
tered-mail-announce.html. The article doesn’t seem to have been 
updated in a long time but it does have a useful bibliography on 
the subject.

A very few examples:

                
        1965 Moscow, U.S.S.R.
         Imperforate

  
       1989 Pegau, Germany
       Imperforate

    
      1990 Budapest, Hungary
      Perfed on all four sides.

  
  �990 Israel
  Perfed on the two sides only.

Imprinted on the envelope:

           
  1965 Leningrad, U.S.S.R.

  
        1968 Moscow, U.S.S.R.
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And again for further study, digital international registered 
mail labels:

   
  1995 Singapore

        

         
   2005 Brazil

        

 
        

          
2011 England to Germany: Both labels on the same cover.

Editorial
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

I’m going to use this editorial space to tell the members about 
the Postal Bulletin Consortium web site. The URL for this site 
is http://www.uspostalbulletins.com/.  As I’m sure by now most 
of you know, the web site is a freely available digitized version 
of the US Postal Bulletins from 1880 until 2013. Until recently 
there were a few issues and years that had not made it up onto 
the site, but as of two weeks ago the final missing years are now 
on the site.

Over the past year and a half, since May 20�2, there has been 
fairly constant activity of about 20-30 visits per day to the site. 
As one might expect, 83% of the visits are from the US, includ-
ing visits from people in most of the states. However, visits also 
occur, in descending order, from people in Canada, Great Brit-
ain, Australia, The Netherlands, Germany, the Czech Republic, 
India, France, and China. As one would expect a wide variety of 
Browsers are used.

I do not know many of the site users, but a few, including Joe 
Crosby and Louis Fiset, use the site extensively and tell me about 
their fascinating searches. My most extensive searches have been 
oriented to my study and research concerning my latest exhibit, 
The History of the Return to Writer/Return by DLO Process for 
Domestic First-Class Mail. There is extensive information in 
the Postal Bulletins available about this subject, especially from 
1930 until 1990. 

Another resource that contains extensive information about 
the function of the RTW process and DLO workings is the Postal 
Laws and Regulations, a product of the US Post Office Department 

from 1794 until 1948. Since this spring, I have been working on 
bringing this valuable resource to the Postal Bulletin web site. 
With the financial support of the US Philatelic Classics Society, 
the PL&R volumes from 1794 to 1887 are now up and searchable 
on the site. This resource is available, including an explanation 
of the specialized search that can be used for them, through links 
found on the site banner at the top of the site’s pages. By the way, 
Michael Eastick has developed a number of types of searches for 
the PL&R volumes, including one that is extremely powerful. The 
remaining volumes (1882, and 1893 through 1948) should be on 
site by March, if not sooner.

As I have been searching the Postal Bulletins and the PL&Rs, 
I have become aware of yet another resource that has been invalu-
able. Some of you may be aware that the USPOD published a US 
Official Postal Guide from 1874 until 1953. In addition to the 
yearly volumes, quarterly, then monthly, issues were produced, 
issues that often presented interim information of POD workings 
and regulations introduced between the issues of the PL&Rs. 
Other, equally valuable information, is found in them, and has 
been found by me as I’ve studied the few issues I have available 
to me. The US Postal Service library has these USOPG issues on 
microfilm, and is, I believe, willing to loan them to me. I then 
hope to use the automatic microfilm scanner of the APRL in order 
to OCR them and make searchable TIFFs and PDFs that in turn 
can be placed on the Postal Bulletin site.

I also hope to soon have my Up-to-Date US rates that are pres-
ently available on my own site brought to this site. Keep tuned.


