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Renewals, AMC Election Results, and Editorial
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

Each year, a significant number of our members forget to 
renew through our (new) secretary, or via Paypal. As I finish this 
newsletter, there are 30 members who have not renewed. Those 
who have not renewed have a red dot on their address label. Again, 
the renewal cost is $15 before January 1, but $18 thereafter.

A warning, if a member has not renewed by April 1st, they 
will not receive that copy of the newsletter.

Congratulations to our new officers: Ralph Nafziger, president, 
Dennis Ladd, vice-president, Gary Hendren, treasurer, Jerry John-
son, membership secretary, and Tom Breske, Ed Fisher, and Matt 
Liebson, board members. Our thanks go to outgoing membership 
secretary David Eeles for his many years of service. Again, thanks 
go to the nominating committee of Tim Bartshe, Joe Crosby, and 
Jerry Nylander.

At 72+ I am making some major changes in my life, as I set 
some priorities. My family and my extensive volunteering in my 
community remain major areas in which I will continue to place 
emphasis.

Philately will still remain important to me, as I plan to continue 
editing the AMC newsletter, writing my Linn’s column, and contin-
ue writing what to me is an important last book. On the other hand, 
I probably will no longer exhibit as what I am exhibiting these 
days appears to frustrate the judges (they don’t understand what I 
am doing). Because of this I am better off writing the material up 
in monograph form for all to read, and I am presently doing this. 

I am very excited about this last book as it will contain a 
number of articles, large and small, that I have been writing over 

the past few years in various ephemeral publications like our 
newsletter. I believe that they are too important not to have some 
general distribution such as in a monograph. In fact as I reseached 
a few of the subjects, I found that some of the material written 
about them by others was very difficult to both locate and access 
from the magazine literature.

The book will include a number of major chapters on such 
topics as the held for postage process from 1855 to 1958, short 
paid domestic mail from 1855 to the present, invalid postage in 
the U.S. mails from 1857 to present, nondenominated postage in 
the international mails, airmail forwarding in the domestic and 
international mails, dead letter office mail from 1860 to the present, 
unmailable and undeliverable letters and postal/post cards, the use 
of labels to process presorted U.S. mail, and others. In addition to 
a number of major articles, and some very short ones that will be 
placed in appendices, the book will include up-to-date errata from 
my Domestic and International books, a discussion of how to use 
various philatelic resources with which to do research, including 
how to access these resources, and the compendium of rates and 
fees that have been located in the International Book and the third 
edition of the Domestic book. 

I don’t plan to finish the book until around June of 2016, partly 
because I keep adding topics that I believe need further discussion.

The book will be in full color, will be hardbound, will be 
printed in a limited edition of 250 copies, and will be available 
only through the American Philatelic Society.
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Recent Peelable Labels in Search of a Postal Historian
by K. David Steidley, Ph.D.

 I recently had the opportunity to examine approximately 200 
covers that were incorrectly addressed in some fashion or another 
to local utilities in Mahwah, New Jersey between 2006 and 2015. 
With the exception of seven covers, all were rubber hand stamped 
with the usual post office admonishments against misaddressing. 
However, the five different items that are shown here were ticketed 
with peelable labels. While happy to point out their existence, 
my primary goal here is to urge others who know far more than 
I, to come to the aid of us all in explaining and expanding on this 
relatively recent phenomenon.

Figure 1 has a label similar to a group of peelable labels 
described by Nancy Clark in her article in Volume 1, Number 1 
in January 2004 of this Journal. My cover (Figure 1) was sent in 
August 2007. The pointing hand that is shown is the same hand 
as seen in her Number 8 example. The label measures exactly 3” 
x 1” (7.6 x 2.5 cm.).  For the record the text reads ‘FOR BETTER 
ADDRESS / Sender remove / label, correct / address error, / and 
remail.’ (Editor’s note: This label has special meaning to me be-
cause it is so late a use of a message that indicates that remailing 
at the office of mailing requires no payment of additional postage)

   Figure 1

The Figure 2 label is on a cover dated August 2011. The label 
is bicolored in that it has a red line separating ‘United States’ and 
‘Postal Service’. This label might enjoy the distinction of being 
the first one with an emoji. Again the label measures exactly 3” x 
1” (7.6 x 2.5 cm.). For the record the text reads ‘Please / Inform 
sender that your mail / should be addressed to / your P.O. Box.’ 
At first this statement seems somewhat confusing as the letter’s 
address does include a PO Box number. However, when we look 
at Figures 4’s label message, we see that the PO Box number on 
the letter was incorrect, as it must have been on this letter.

   Figure 2
 
Labels 3, 4 and 5 are surely part of a set as they are labeled 

AP 03, AP 07 and AP 11. They appear here between the dates of 
4/2010 and 3/2015. These labels are all exactly 2” x 1” (5.1 x 2.5 
cm.). Numbers AP 07 and AP 11 are fluorescent lifejacket orange 
while AP 03 is a fluorescent green. These colors may or may not 
reproduce very well due to technical issues with scanners and the 
printing process in general.

 Label 3 has the identical wording to a peelable label marked 
LN 006 in Michael Ludeman’s article in this Journal of July 2010 
(page 1, Volume VII, No. 3). For the record the text on AP 03 reads:

‘WE CARE… THIS MAIL IS ADDRESSED / INCOR-
RECTLY. YOUR MAIL IS / PROCESSED ON AUTOMATED / 
EQUIPMENT. TO AVOID DELAY OR / POSSIBLE RETURN 
OF YOUR MAIL, / PLEASE NOTIFY THE SENDER / OF 
YOUR CORRECT ADDRESS.’ Again, like the last letter, the PO 
Box number on the letter was incorrect.

      
   Figure 3
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AP 07 (in label 4) reads: ‘PLEASE / Inform sender that / your 
mail should be / addressed to your / P.O. BOX …………..’ That 
is, this label even tells us the correct PO Box number that should 
have been on the letter!

   Figure 4

AP 11 (Figure 5) reads: ‘TO AVOID HAVING YOUR/ MAIL 
RETURNED TO / SENDER PLEASE USE / YOUR PO BOX 
NUMBER.’ Again, the letter’s address contained the incorrect 
PO Box number. The fact that a number of letters in the same 
mailing had the incorrect box number is really no surprise to me, 
as 100’s of letters were mailed to the same number, and, in that 
case, human error seems quite likely.

Again, I look forward to hearing from readers about other 
examples of similar labels.

Good hunting, and I hope to hear from you! (Note that the 
labels are shown actual size, but the envelopes are reduced in size.)

   Figure 5

An Early First Day Cover - Noted to be ‘Without Contents’
by Douglas Quine

I just found this cover in my mountain of covers. It is a nice 
piece because it is an early First Day Cover, dated June 5, 1929, 
- apparently early enough that the postal authorities thought it 
necessary to mark ‘Received without contents at / Albany, N.Y.’ 
In later years the postal service presumably became accustomed to 
empty first day covers and did not see a need to mark them when 
they were received empty of content. The handstamp is shown 
actual size, while the FDC is reduced in size.

‘Please Remit’
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

This undated cover carries a rather unusual handstamp. The 
pointing hand, that reads ‘PLEASE / REMIT,’ one I’ve not seen 
before, obviously is asking someone, either the writer or the ad-
dressee, to pay 3¢ additional postage.

It is not at all clear to me why 3¢ more is due. Even if this is an 
intercity, overweight letter during the 3¢ per up to one half ounce 
rate period, it would only be due an added 2¢, not 3¢. Perhaps the 
3¢ due stamp was incorrectly added?

Anyway, both the envelope and the handstamp are not actual 
sze, although the handstamp is nearer the correct size.
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In the second and third quarter 2015 issues of La Posta, John 
Hotchner has been looking at auxiliary markings, some associated 
with international mail, others with the two World Wars, some he 
has understood, others that have been a mystery to him. For some 
of the markings, La Posta readers have been able to solve their 
mystery, for others not. I have been able to explain some mark-
ings myself, and I have explained those here. John has been kind 
enough to allow me access to the two articles, with the previso 
that I give proper attribution to the covers and any answers that 
have been developed by various readers of La Posta.

Auxiliary Markings on Various Types of Mail - As Discussed in La Posta
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

Order No. 19008
First, I’ll discuss auxiliary markings on two airmail covers 

that John illustrated in the first article, markings that were not 
explained in the La Posta articles. The first marking read ‘Mailed 
in conformity / with order # 19008 / inspected by...,’ and was on 
the illustrated December 30, 1943 airmail letter from Hollywood, 
Calif. to Guilford, Conn. The second marking was similar, reading 
‘Contents examined or acceptibility (sic) / verified under Order 
No. 19008 / At____.’ and was on a registered January 10, 1944 
airmail letter from Miami, Fla. to Columbus, Ohio.

 PB 18506 (October 3, 1942) explained this order and how it 
was to be handled.

ORDERS OF THE POSTMASTER GENERAL
AMENDMENT TO THE POSTAL LAWS AND REGU-

LATIONS AIR-MAIL PARCELS-CONTENTS MUST BE 
INSPECTED

ORDER NO. 19008; EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 22, 1942.
Section 511, Postal Laws and Regulations, is amended by the 

addition of the following as paragraph 6:
“6. No sealed package, parcel, or other sealed article (except 

letters in their ordinary and usual form, and official mail) shall 
be accepted for transmission by air mail unless it bears on the 
address side thereof the name and address of the sender, together 
with the endorsement “Postmaster: This package may be opened 
for postal inspection, if necessary.”

“Note. See section 588, paragraph 9 of section 1203, and 
paragraph 2 (d) of section 1782.”

The note following paragraph 9, section 1203, Postal Laws 
and Regulations, is amended to read as follows:

“See sections. 1380, 1381, and 1382 for indemnity applicable 
to domestic registered mail and sec. 1383 as to fees and limits of 
indemnity applicable to domestic registered collect-on-delivery 
mail; also sec. 2234 as to payment of indemnity for internation-
al registered mail; par. 6, sec. 511, as to inspection of air-mail 
parcels.”

Instructions
In connection with paragraph 6, section 511, Postal Laws and 

Regulations, as amended by Order No. 19008 of this date, which 
provides that no sealed package, parcel or other sealed article 
(except letters in their ordinary and usual form, and official mail) 
shall be accepted for transmission by air mail unless endorsed as 
prescribed by this order, postmasters are directed to see that all 
such sealed articles are examined by a postal employee before 
dispatch in order to make sure no inflammable, explosive, or 
other unmailable matter is enclosed. Such examination shall be 
made in the presence of another postal employee, if available. If 
the matter is acceptable for mailing, the package, parcel, or other 
matter shall be resealed and endorsed: 

“Contents Examined at_______,”   
followed by the names of the examining employee and witness, 
together with the postmark of the post office where examined. 
After such endorsement examination is not to be made at any 
other office.

It is desirable that sealed articles intended for transmission 
by air mail be opened and resealed by the mailer in the presence 
of a postal employee, and when such articles are presented at 
a post office window this procedure should be followed where 
practicable. Provision should be made to do this at some suitable, 
convenient points without delaying other patrons or interfering 
with the regular handling of the mails.

When any sealed article (other than letters in their ordinary 
and usual form, or official mail) intended for transmission by air 
mail is deposited in any street collection box, or at any other point, 
without bearing the endorsement authorizing opening for postal 
inspection, the article shall be held and if the sender is known 
and can be promptly notified he shall be requested to place the 
required endorsement thereon. If the sender is unknown or cannot 
be contacted without delaying dispatch of the article, it shall not be 
sent by air mail but should be dispatched by surface transportation.
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Every unsealed package, parcel or other article of unsealed 
matter (except that in the ordinary and usual form of a letter, and 
official mail), intended to be sent by air mail, regardless of whether 
it bears the endorsement authorizing postal inspection, shall be 
examined and endorsed as herein directed before such unsealed 
matter is dispatched from the office of mailing.

In the event any sealed or unsealed article intended for trans-
mission by air mail, which under these instructions is required to 
be examined and endorsed to that effect before being dispatched, 
is through inadvertence, dispatched without being endorsed to 
show that the required examination has been made, the necessary 
examination shall be made at the first office in transit where such 
failure is discovered and the procedure herein prescribed shall then 
be followed at such office. A report of the case shall be submitted 
to the Third Assistant Postmaster General.

If any package, parcel, or other article examined in accordance 
with the foregoing is found to contain unmailable matter, it should 
be treated as prescribed by the postal laws and regulations pertain-
ing to the treatment of such matter, according to its character. Of 
course, those containing explosives or other dangerous substances 
should be handled with care and disposed of in such manner as to 
prevent injury to postal employees, the mails, or premises. Prompt 
report of any instance of this nature should be submitted to the 
Inspector in Charge of the district where discovered.

I believe that in light of this announcement, there was no 
need to place handstamps (hs) on airmailed letters, so the hs on 
these two letters were unnecessary, but did raise questions that 
were answered.

The Federal Reserve’s Role During WWI
A second type of unexplained handstamp found on items John 

Hotchner discussed in his two La Posta articles took the form 
‘FOREIGN EXCHANGE / U.S.F.R.B, No 2180.’ These hand-
stamps were all on 1918 letters from various banks or companies 
to banks or other official-appearing overseas organizations, mainly 
in Europe. It is believed that the handstamps refer to Foreign 
Exchange communications that are related to financial exchang-
es between US Federal Reserve Banks and foreign countries as 
regards financing WWI. One example is shown on the letter to 
Norway that follows. Below it are three other hs that were found 
on 1918 letters to Switzerland, The Netherlands, and China. 

             
    Norway

  
   Switzerland

  
                 
    The Netherlands   China

The following notes are from Chapter Eight of Eustace Mull-
ins’ World War One (SECRETS OF THE FEDERAL RESERVE). 

What follows are some of this chapter’s comments that I be-
lieve support the idea that the Federal Reserve System did indeed 
help to finance WWI (especially the comments in my italics).

“World War I was the first test of the new Federal Reserve 
System, and it was a trial by fire.

“The outbreak of war in Europe in August 1914 touched off 
a financial crisis. The stock market closed and banks faced runs 
by depositors. Meanwhile, the Federal Reserve Board and the 
twelve Reserve Banks were still getting organized. The crisis 
soon passed, but within months a new problem emerged. A large 
inflow of European gold to pay for US exports increased the money 
supply. The young Fed was powerless to offset the gold inflow 
or halt the resulting inflation. And once the nation entered the 
war, the Fed dedicated itself mainly to supporting the war effort.
But the conflict accelerated the evolution of the Federal Reserve 
into a true central bank by increasing its financial resources and 
transforming the US dollar into a major international currency. 
‘The war reshaped the Federal Reserve System in many ways,’ 
writes economist Allan Meltzer in his landmark work A History 
of the Federal Reserve.

“The Great War inflicted enormous human and economic costs 
on the combatants. Initially, Great Britain, France, and Russia 
allied against Germany and Austria-Hungary. For two and a 
half years the United States remained neutral, but in April 1917, 
Congress declared war on Germany. Still learning the ropes of a 
new system of monetary control, the Fed was called upon to help 
marshal the country’s financial resources for war.

“Federal spending surged as the military mobilized. Outlays 
for troop training, weapons, and munitions increased fifteen-fold 
from 1916 to 1918. In addition, the Treasury lent generously to US 
allies. [Author’s italics]  Spending quickly outpaced tax revenues, 
and the Treasury mounted a series of war bond or ‘liberty loan’ 
drives to raise additional funds.

“The Federal Reserve took an active role in marketing war 
debt to commercial banks and the public. The New York Fed 
was designated the Treasury’s fiscal agent for bond sales, and the 
governors of the Reserve Banks headed committees organized in 
each district to sell Treasury bonds.

“The Federal Reserve System began operations in 1914, 
forcing the American people to lend the Allies twenty-five billion 
dollars which was not repaid, although considerable interest was 
paid to New York bankers. [Author’s italics] The American people 
were driven to make war on the German people, with whom we 
had no conceivable political or economic quarrel. Moreover, the 
United States comprised the largest nation in the world composed 
of Germans; almost half of its citizens were of German descent, 
and by a narrow margin, German had been voted down as the 
national language. The German Ambassador to Turkey, baron 
Wangeheim asked the American Ambassador to Turkey, Henry 
Morgenthau, why the United States intended to make war on 
Germany. ‘We Americans,’ replied Morgenthau, speaking for the 
group of Harlem real estate operators of which he was the head, 
‘are going to war for a moral principle.’ J.P. Morgan received the 
proceeds of the First Liberty Loan to pay off $400,000,000 which 
he advanced to Great Britain at the outset of the war. To cover this 
loan, $68,000,000 in notes had been issued under the provisions 
of the Aldrich-Vreeland Act for issuing notes against securities, 
the only time this provision was employed. The notes were retired 
as soon as the Federal Reserve Banks began operation, and were 
replaced by Federal Reserve Notes.

“During 1915 and 1916, Wilson kept faith with the bankers 
who had purchased the White House for him, by continuing to 
make loans to the Allies. [Author’s italics] 

“The bankers had been waiting since 1887 for the United States 
to enact a central bank plan so that they could finance a European 
war among the nations whom they had already bankrupted with 
armament and ‘defense’ programs. The most demanding function 
of the central bank mechanism was war finance.”
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Invalid Postage
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

In the January 2015 newsletter I first presented an article 
“Invalid Postage in the U.S. Domestic and International Mails,” 
where the invalid postage was noted, and some type of postage 
due process resulted. Since then I’ve further researched the 
concept of invalid postage in the domestic and international mails 
in various sources such as US Postal Bulletins, US Postal Laws 
and Regulations (PL&R), US Statutes, the Annual Reports of the 
Postmaster General of the US, the US Official Postal Guides 
(PG), yearly volumes and monthly supplements, the US Mail 
and Post Office Assistant, the Postal Manuals, the Postal Service 
Manuals, the Domestic Mail Manuals, and the International Mail 
Manuals, and I’ve written a lengthy chapter about this type of 
postage for a new book. 

It will be one chapter in this new book. This book has resulted 
from extensive research on a number of topics, including the 
concept of invalid postage. Since I wrote the January AMC 
newsletter article, I have discovered a large number of informative 
items where there was an attempt to use invalid postage, where the 
attempt was noted and punished in some manner. I will present 
them here in chronological order, with the domestic examples 
shown first, followed by the international attempts. The covers 
will all be reduced in size, but any auxiliary marking will be 
shown actual size.

Domestic Attempts to Pay Postage with Invalid Stamps.
Mutilated or cut postage stamps is a type of invalid postage 

that was mentioned early-on, and continued to be mentioned over 
the years until the present. The first mention that the author has 
found that cut or mutilated stamps were invalid as postage was 
actually mentioned as an aside to the public in what were called 
“Suggestions to the Public.” These particular suggestions were 
presented in the Oct. 1874 PG that stated: “Cut postage stamps, 
stamps cut from stamped envelopes, mutilated postage stamps, 
and internal revenue stamps, cannot be accepted in payment of 
postage. Letters deposited in a post office having such matter 
applied are held for postage.” 

Figure 1 illustrates a March 1944 special delivery letter with 
the special delivery paid correctly, but the 3¢ for up to one ounce 
postage rate was paid by a mutilated stamp, and thus the postage 
was not paid, and a handstamp ‘RETURNED FOR ADDITIONAL 
POSTAGE’ was placed. However, according to an Act of Congress 
approved on January 16, 1889, such short paid matter should have 
been special delivered due 3¢ from the addressee. I do not know 
why it wasn’t - possibly because of the mutilated stamp.

 

    Figure 1 

In Figure 2 we see another example of an attempt to use a 
multilated stamp to pay postage. In this case there is an attempt 

to use the 4¢ bisected stamp to pay the 2¢ per up to one ounce, 
non-carrier drop rate. Since the stamp was mutilated, it was not 
accepted as postage, and 2¢ was due, as indicated by the 2¢ 
postage due stamp.

   Figure 2

For the next type of invalid postage on domestic mail, an-
other admonition is noted from the 1879 PL&R, Section 378: 
“Mail-matter bearing stamps other than postage-stamps, … should 
be treated as held for postage.’ The author believes that there is 
another way of saying this that has been found in the 1913 PL&R, 
Section 537 where it is noted: “Imitations of postage stamps may 
not be placed on mail matter.” 

In Figure 3, on a February 1977 envelope, an illegal attempt to 
pay postage used an invalid label, probably from a booklet pane of 
the time. The letter was correctly ‘RETURNED FOR POSTAGE.’

   Figure 3

Since at least the 1913 Postal Guide, as far as the author can 
tell, precanceled stamps could not be used without the mailer 
holding a permit that allowed their use. At first this permit was 
required only when the mailer wished to use these stamps on some 
second-, third- and fourth-class matter. Eventually this included 
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precanceled stamps on first-class matter.
Without a permit, the use of the precancelled 3.5¢ stamp on the 

18¢ for up to one ounce domestic rate Oct 1981 cover in Figure 
4 was not allowed (‘VOID’). Therefore, the letter was ‘Returned 
for 3¢ additional postage.’

   
      Figure 4

The “undated” circa 1995 letter in Figure 5 (the stamp has a 
1995 micro date) carries a bulk rate stamp that was invalid for 
postage: ‘Bulk rate stamps can’t be used on first-class mail. Only 
on permit imprint mailings’.

     Figure 5

The following three handstamps, shown in Figure 6, were 
all on very similar covers that were mailed from 1998 to 2002. 
The Post Office Services Transmittal Letter 1 of October 1, 1970 

was the first place the author has found that the following type 
of invalid postage was mentioned: “Stamps covered or coated in 
such a manner that canceling or defacing marks cannot be printed 
directly onto the stamps.” Like many other types of invalid postage 
that have been returned over the years the author wonders whether 
this category existed before 1970 without an official announcement 
such as this one.

Only the cover for the first handstamp is shown. In each case, 
the cover, since it was considered to be unpaid, was correctly 
‘Returned for Postage.’

       
     1998

     
     1998

       
     2002
   Figure 6

International Attempts to Pay Postage with Invalid Stamps.
For reader convenience, in what follows, some information 

is repeated from the January 2015 newsletter article on invalid 
postage. The attempted, but invalid postage uses now shown are 
the type of invalid postage defined first in the Universal Postal 
Union Treaty of Paris of 1878, where we find the following stat-
ed: “In case use has been made of postage-stamps not valid for 
prepayment, no account is taken of them. This circumstance is 
indicated by a cipher (0) placed at the side of the postage stamps.” 
This fact was true for all countries, including mail originating 
in the U.S. or originating in other countries and mailed to the 
U.S. or other countries.  

At some point, for instance first mentioned in the July 1938 
US Official Postal Guide, Part II, International Postal Service – 

Postal Union (Regular) Mails, Section 34, Rating and marking of 
short-paid articles, Part (f): “When postage stamps or postage-paid 
impressions are used which are not valid for the prepayment of 
postage in the country of mailing, that fact is indicated by a zero 
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(0) marked alongside them and a line in pencil drawn around 
them.” As I’ll show, the added pencil-line indicator and/or ‘0’ 
marking are frequently used alone. As some of the uses are wholly 
used in other countries other than the U.S., I may not know the 
details of how postage due matter was handled in them, and my 
understanding of the due markings and postage due amounts on 
some items will be guesses on my part.

The cover in Figure 7 is used entirely in Sydney, Australia. The 
writer illegally used an Australian revenue stamp to pay postage 
within Australia, and the pencilled line around the stamp and the 
‘TAX 4p’ indicates its use as invalid for postage. The 4p Australian 
postage due stamp on the cover also corroborates the amount due.

   Figure 7

The 1939 international surface letter in Figure 8 clearly has 
invalid postage used to pay the postage, as the Nigerian stamps 
were previously used. The February 27, 1861 Act of Congress, 
Section 16, early on prohibited the use of used stamps to pay 
postage, as I’m certain the rest of the world did. The blue pencil 
enclosing the invalid stamps emphasized their illegal use. Since the 
letter was thus unpaid, a substantial amount of postage was due, 
double the basic 5¢ for up to one ounce that was the international 
postage rate of the time. Therefore, it is not clear to me why 12¢ 
was the amount due when 10¢ should have been due.

        
   Figure 8

The interesting 1954 cover in Figure 9, courtesy of Tom Bre-
ske, was mailed in Lisbon, Portugal with an invalid stamp of Great 
Britain illegally used as postage. Therefore the ‘0’ was placed, as 
was the ‘T’ marking. Again, as this was an unpaid letter, it is not 
clear to me why 7¢ was due, as indicated by the handstamp and 
postage due stamps. Why? Because, at the time, the international 
surface rate per up to one ounce became 8¢ (as of Nov. 1, 1953), 
so twice 8¢ or 16¢ was due.

        
   Figure 9

The 1955 surface domestic letter in Figure 10 was posted in 
Paris, France with an invalid 5¢ U.S. stamp. The line around the 
postage indicates that it was invalid. Someone put the ‘T 0.52’ 
marking on the letter, indicating that the equivalent of 52 gold 
centimes were due. Since the exchange was 1¢ per 3 gold centimes, 
someone at the U.S. exchange office used a handstamp to indicate 
that ‘Postage Due 18 Cents / Foreign Section G.P.O. N.Y.’ This 
seems to me to be incorrect as, just like the letter in Figure 9, as 
of Nov. 1, 1953, twice 8¢ or 16¢ was due.

   Figure 10
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The 1965 letter in Figure 11 was posted in Vienna, Austria 
using an invalid (ink line plus ‘0’) Canadian postal card with the 
Canadian indicium, and thus was unpaid. Someone indicated that 
25 gold centimes or 8¢ Canadian was due. At the time the surface 
postal card rate between Canada and non-British UPU countries 
was 4¢ so twice that or 8¢ was correctly due, as indicated by all 
the markings and 8¢ in postage due stamps on this card.

   
   Figure 11

The 1968 postcard in Figure 12 was posted in Jamaica using 
an invalid (ink line around stamp) Canadian postage stamp and 
thus was unpaid. As of Jan. 1, 1966, the printed papers rate to 
British countries was 4¢ per up to two ounces so twice 4¢ or 8¢ 
was due, not 6¢ as indicated by the handstamp.

              
        Figure 12

The last international item with invalid postage is illustrated 
in Figure 13. It was mailed circa 1990 with a domestic permit 
imprint illegally used to pay the international postcard rate of about 
21¢. The label on the card indicates, indeed, that ‘RETURN TO 
SENDER / INVALID STAMP FOR / FOREIGN MAIL.’

    Figure 13

I hope that this range of examples of the attempted use of 
invalid postage where the misuse was noted and penalized was of 
interest. It is my experience that examples are much less common 
than examples where invalid postage is used and not noted.

More ‘ADDRESS CHANGED OR COMPLETED’ - From Chicago
by Terence Hines

1904 1914

The two ‘ADDRESS CHANGED OR COMPLETED’ Chica-
go, Ill. handstamps shown actual size here are similar in concept 
to the ‘DEFICIENCY IN ADDRESS SUPPLIED BY’ ones in 
the articles by Thomas Breske in the January 2015 newsletter 
article and by Scott Steward in the June 2015 newsletter. They 
are examples of a different type, but of the same meaning, as the 
“DEFICIENCY’ markings from Chapter 58 of Len Piszkiewicz’s 
book Chicago Postal Markings and Postal History. They are 

shown here (actual size) because it is likely that there are readers 
of this newsletter who do not possess this fine book.
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Short Paid Domestic Special Delivery Mail 
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

In the Postal Guide Supplement of 1889, but not in any Postal 
Bulletin that I am able to locate, the following was noted:

Approved, January 16, 1889. In the future, whenever 
any special delivery matter, bearing only a special deliv-
ery stamp, a special delivery stamp and an insufficient 
amount of postage stamps to pay the legal postage, is de-
posited for mailing at any post office in the U.S., the post-
master shall not retain it, as has been the rule heretofore, 
but shall rate it up with the amount of deficient postage, 
and transmit it to the office of destination, where the post-
age shall be collected, by means of postage due stamps, 
as the same manner as other deficient postage is collected. 
This rule applies to local special delivery matter, as well 
as to that which is to be transmitted from one post office 
to another. 

That is, relatively soon after the Special Delivery service 
began on October 1, 1885, this new approach of allowing short 
paid Special Delivery service was allowed. This short article will 
illustrate both examples that adhered to this new regulation and 
those that did not. As will be seen, I don’t have an answer as to 
why the adherence was inconsistent.

In Figure 1 we see an early example of the use of this new 
regulation. This 1902 special delivery letter is only franked with 
a 10¢ special delivery stamp, but it was correctly delivered in 
Troy, New York, where the 2¢ due (and not paid for postage) was 
collected from the addressee upon delivery.

   Figure 1

   Figure 2

Figure 2 illustrates a March 1944 special delivery letter with 
the special delivery paid correctly, but the 3¢ for up to one ounce 
postage rate was paid by a mutilated stamp, and thus the postage 

was not paid, and a handstamp ‘RETURNED FOR ADDITIONAL 
POSTAGE’ was placed.

However, according to an Act of Congress approved on 
January 16, 1889, such short paid matter should have been special 
delivered due 3¢ from the addressee. I do not know why it wasn’t 
- possibly because of the mutilated stamp.

The May 11, 1944 special delivery letter in Figure 3 (also 
discussed in the October 2015 newsletter) was short paid 2¢ when 
mailed in Philadelphia. I believe that it was then correctly sent on 
to Hollywood because such letters were allowed special delivery 
service if at least the fee was paid. However, when the letter was 
‘Forwarded, Fee not claimed,’ it was incorrectly? ‘Returned for 
Postage’ ‘DUE 2¢.’ as indicated by the June 16, Philadelphia 
CDS placed on the cover. It is not clear to me if this handling was 
correct - again, do our members have any thoughts?

   Figure 3   

The 1946 special delivery letter in Figure 4 was only franked 
with a 13¢ special delivery stamp, but it was correctly delivered 
by special delivery in New York City with the 3¢ postage due 
(for an up to one ounce domestic surface letter), as indicated by 
the 3¢ postage due stamp. This 3¢ due was collected from the 
addressee upon delivery. Therefore, this example followed the 
1889 regulation.

 
   Figure 4

The 1947 special delivery letter in Figure 5 reflects an 
interesting aspect of invalid postage as well as representing another 
example of short paid special delivery mail. Section 934 of the 
1882 PL&R stated: “Postage stamps so placed upon an envelope as 
not to expose the entire surface of the stamp should not be accepted 
for postage, as in the case of three one-cent stamps placed one over 
the other so as to expose only a limited portion of the two stamps 
placed thereon.” Therefore, the 5¢ airmail indicium covered up 
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by the special delivery stamp lost its value as postage, and the 
postage remained due on delivery from the addressee. It is not 
clear to me why 3¢ postage was due for an airmail envelope that 
was used. Also, this whole cover’s adventure is really confusing 
because it was forwarded, and the special delivery stamp was 
not cancelled. Questions that arise are: was the special delivery 
stamp applied when the letter was forwarded? Was that when the 
5¢ indicium was covered? Very confusing!

   Figure 5

The 1956 special delivery letter in Figure 6 illustrates another 
aspect of short paid special delivery mail. The airmail letter was 
mailed at the 6¢ per up to one ounce airmail rate. However, on 
January 1, 1952, the special delivery fee became 20¢. However, 
since 1907, ordinary stamps could pay the special delivery fee. 
Therefore, the 6¢ in Liberty series stamps and the 15¢ special 
delivery stamp together paid the special delivery fee. Thus, the 
letter could be given special delivery service with the short paid 
5¢ being collected from the addressee!

   Figure 6

The 1950 special delivery cover in Figure 7 was also franked 
only with a special delivery stamp, the 15¢ value. Interestingly, 
even though this wasn’t required because of the 1889 regulation, 
the letter was apparently first unsuccessfully ‘Returned for Post-
age.’ When this failed, I believe that it was successfully sent on 
and special delivered to the addressee ‘Postage due 3 cents.’

   Figure 7

The short paid 1974 special delivery letter in Figure 8 was ap-
parently, correctly, given special delivery service, with the unpaid 
13¢ airmail postage collected from the addressee.

   Figure 8

In this brief article, a variety of short paid special delivery cov-
ers have been shown, some that followed the regulation of 1889, 
and others that did not. It is not clear to me why this was so, and 
a number of unanswered questions have been raised because of 
this. Possibly, these were arbitrary, incorrect decisions by various 
postmasters and postal workers.

President’s Message
by Ralph H. Nafziger

Our annual meeting in Atlanta is fast approaching. I hope that 
as many of you as possible will be able to attend. The venue is 
the APS AmeriStampExpo/Southeastern Stamp Exposition. On 
Friday January 29, 2016, we will hold a board meeting, and have 
a dinner at a local restaurant that evening. Another “Show and 
Tell” session will be held  Saturday, January 30 at 12 noon in the 
Crystal Ballroom B room at the hotel, along with a general mem-
bership meeting. During the show, there will be exhibits to view.

If you have not yet paid your dues for 2016, please do so as 
soon as possible. By doing this, you will save the Club time and 
money by not having to send reminder notices. Annual dues are 
$18 after January 1. Please note that we have a new secretary.

Congratulations to our new slate of officers: Ralph Nafziger, 

president, Dennis Ladd, vice-president, Gary Hendren, treasurer, 
Jerry Johnson, membership secretary, and Tom Breske, Ed Fisher, 
and Matt Liebson, board members. Our thanks go to outgoing 
membership secretary David Eeles for his many years of service. 
Again, thanks go to the nominating committee of Tim Bartshe, 
Joe Crosby, and Jerry Nylander.

Recent winners of our exhibiting Award of Merit at national 
shows were Roger Heath, “Refused Mail of Switzerland,” APS 
StampShow (gold), and David Fine “Guatemalan Auxiliary Mark-
ings, 1898-1967,” SESCAL (vermeil). Congratulations to all.

The Club will host a “Show and Tell” session at the World 
Stamp Show in New York next June. The meeting is scheduled 
to be held at 11 a.m. on Thursday, June 2, 2016.
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Book Review by Alan Warren: RETURN TO SENDER 
Devices used to identify Service Suspended mails during WWII 

by Michael Deery

RETURN TO SENDER: Devices used to identify Service 
Suspended mails during WWII, second edition, by Michael B. 
Deery. 344 pages, 8 ½ by 11 inches, spiral bound, Wallaceburg, 
Ontario, Canada, 2015, ISBN 978-0-9869145-1-5. Postpaid to 
USA addresses: hardbound $30, from Charles LaBlonde, 15091 
Ridgefield Lane, Colorado Springs CO 80921-3554, or on CD in 
PDF format $13.50 from Michael Deery, 28726 Island View Road, 
Wallaceburg ON N8A 4K9, Canada. For book or CD pricing to 
other countries, contact Deery (michderr@kent.net).  

This second edition expands the information related to de-
vices and markings applied to returned mail during the Second 
World War by 80 pages over the 2011 first edition. The scope 
is worldwide and includes both allied and axis powers, and is 
presented geographically by country. Mail was suspended for 
several reasons, due to rapidly changing regulations, while within 
the country of posting, while in transit by interception, or at the 
country of destination.  Aspects of suspended mail include service 
interrupted, mail not forwardable, refused, no service available, 

or diversion from air to surface mail.
The introductory pages include a list of 

acronyms and abbreviations, and explain the 
organization of the catalog. The devices focus 
on handstamp, label, machine cancel, memo 
or enclosed slip, and manuscript items. Cat-
egories are generic mail service suspended, 
mail service suspended or disrupted, and air 
mail service suspended. The figure numbering 
of the first edition is retained and where new 
images are introduced they carry new numbers 
beginning with 175. There are over 250 cover 
illustrations in this edition.

Each device is illustrated and its measure-
ments given in millimeters along with a catalog 
number, earliest and latest recorded use, color, 
and any specific notes. Rarity factors are not 
presented although the author does give the 
number of examples studied for each entry 
from his database.

The first section shows an overview of 
generic devices that imply suspended mail ser-
vice. These include pointing finger handstamps 
and other labels or markings denoting return 
for a variety of reasons. The generic markings 
are shown for nine different countries. In some 
cases the covers were censored as well. The 
time period shown includes those periods just 
before and just after the declaration of war.

The remaining sections of the catalog pres-
ent the suspended mail services and devices 
used throughout the war for the British Com-
monwealth nations, United States, European 
countries, Central and South America, and 
Asia. In a number of examples the destination 
along with the actual route taken by a cover 
are shown. Throughout the book there are 
discussions that provide background, general 
commentary, or postal details that enrich our 
understanding. 

An appendix lists a few unidentified markings for which the 
author has seen only one example, and he provides a few details 
about the pieces but seeks more information. Another appendix 
lists all figures in numerical order with a brief description and 
page number. All illustrations are in black and white. Four pages 
are devoted to an extensive bibliography.

Pages lack a header with the title of the book and the section 
that is under discussion. The page numbering has even numbers 
on the right hand pages instead of the usual convention of odd 
pages on the right.

There is an enormous wealth of information in this catalog, 
not only defining the various returned mail or suspended mail 
circumstances, but especially the images of the devices that were 
used for these services. Many of the covers shown are also cen-
sored, but the censorship markings are beyond the scope of this 
excellent catalog.  Alan Warren


