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Correct Free Remailing from the Office of Mailing
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

The cover illustrated is a May 8, 1894 up to one 
ounce letter from Clarksfield, Minn., mailed at the 2¢ 
for up to one ounce letter rate. It was misaddressed 
to Chicago, Ill., a fact somehow recognized by the 
mailing office. I say this because of the handstamp 
(hs) ‘Request for better address / sent Addressor / May 
11, 1894,’ and because new postage was not required 
for the remailing that occurred.

The correct address was sent by the writer, ‘AD-
DRESS FURNISHED / May 17 1894, the correct 
address was added, Boston, Mass. and the letter was 
remailed, correctly, free. The hs are shown actual size.
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Editorial
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

I apologize if the following seems to be self-aggrandizement 
on my part. I am presenting what follows because I feel that this 
course that I am publicizing here will be very useful to those who 
have a deep interest in U.S. Postal History. I believe that I am not 
exaggerating too much because AMC members who have seen 
some early chapters of the book have been impressed by them.

In the last newsletter I commented about a new book that I 
was in the middle of writing. Since that newsletter, I have been 
approached by the American Philatelic Society to teach a one day 
course, from 8am until 5pm, on August 3, 2016, the day before 
the annual StampShow 2016 in Portland Oregon. The course will  
cover many of the topics considered in the book. By the way, 
the book will be available at Stampshow. This course will only 
occur if enough people sign up. The deadline for early signing, 
at a reduced cost, is July 1.

The course’s title is “Insights into U.S. Postal History: The 
Hidden Stories Uncovered through Inquiry and Investigation.” 
Subheadings include (1) What are the real and often untold stories 
of the Post Office Department and the United States Postal Ser-
vice? and (2) What are some of the little known details about Held 

for Postage mail, the Dead Letter Office, postage due, unmailable, 
and undeliverable mail, air mail forwarding, and other topics.

During the early part of the course, I will illustrate how one 
gets access to the postal documents I have used for the research 
that has resulted in this book. Some of these documents are on the 
U.S. Postal Bulletin web site, but others are not available there. For 
instance the Postmaster General Reports are in Google Books. I 
can make these available to anyone who wants them if they bring 
a flash drive to the course. They can only be used on an individual 
basis, and cannot be publicized as a whole or sold. I will also have 
available PDFs of the Postal Manual, Postal Service Manual, 
and Domestic Mail Manual studies on what I consider important 
subjects that I have researched at the U.S. Postal Service library. 
Again, these latter are not for sale or publication but only be made 
available as downloaded files on flash drives that are brought to 
the course.These will be available after the course proper. 

In my course’s PowerPoint presentations I plan to illustrate 
(with covers) only new concepts I have gleaned from my recent 
research or subjects where I have found in the past that the con-
cepts are poorly understood.

A Remarkable Military Letter
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

I’m not sure that I can explain this letter. It was mailed on 
Feb. 26, 1971 at the 6¢ for up to one ounce first-class rate. It was 
mailed to a First Lt at a box number on Pope Air Force Base in 
North Carolina, and received there where the addressee could not 
apparently be located: ‘NO RECORD APO 96240 /.’ This note 
was dated Oct. 3, 1971, many months after the letter was mailed.

Because of this delay from Feb. to Oct., apparently extensive 
effort was spent attempting to locate the addressee. This effort 
failed, and the worker at the Air Force Base apparently threw 
up his hands, sending a return pointing hand stating ‘SOCIAL 
SECURITY NUMBER / NEEDED FOR IDENTIFICATION.’

The markings are shown actual size.
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Expediting the Movement of a Letter Through the Mails
by Douglas Quine

I have recently been contacted about an interesting question 
- what can you do to a letter/envelope to expedite its motion 
through the mails? 

Before I discuss this, it’s important to point out that the Post 
Office Department has always been interested in expediting the 
mail delivery of its most important product, first-class mail. 

For instance, the discussion of handling first-class mail at the 
mailing post office first required the immediate postmarking of 
the letter as an indicator of when it arrived in the mail system. 
This enabled the POD to prove expeditious handling of the item. 
With this in mind, over the years, there were numerous entries 
in various Postal Guides that chastised postal workers for not 
applying clear postmark impressions on letters.

Moreover, it is my experience that anything that you do that 
is out of the ordinary will lengthen the time it takes for a letter 
to reach its destiny. For instance, place an unpaid letter in a mail 
box. Or, don’t even address the letter. Or, even if you address a 
letter, don’t place a return address on it; then, if it is unclaimed, 
it will have to pass through the dead letter office.

Even when a letter was held up, say, when it was unpaid or 
short paid, or sent to the dead letter office, or returned to the writer 
because it was unclaimed, over the years, as time passed, periods 
of time where the mail was held up were continually shortened. 

So far, this is just an overview of the approach and priorities 
that the POD has evidenced over the years. Since the 1950s, the 
POD and now the USPS has had to address an increasing volume  
of mail. That is, these organizations have been concerned about 
how to handle the mail more expeditiously. 

Handling machinery has been developed that in turn has 
required that envelopes be of a size and dimension so that the 
new machinery could handle it effectively. Addressing and return 
address styles have been redefined (for instance using ZIP Codes) 
that allow automated handling. The development of postage with 
tagging that facilitates this handling has occurred.

Many of the criteria that now exist for this increasingly expe-

ditious handling of the mails is summarized in the USPS Quick 
Service Guides found at:

http://pe.usps.com/cpim/ftp/manuals/qsg300/qsg300.pdf
A good summary of what is found in this file and a list of the 

most important things you can do to ensure that your first class 
letter arrives quickly are to:  

(1) ensure the address is correct including 9 digit ZIP code 
(use USPS address standardization at

https://tools.usps.com/go/ZipLookupAction!input.action)
(2) typewrite / computer print the address using a standard 

basic font, about 12 point, single spaced, in the standard address 
block area

(3) use a white envelope (especially avoid any dark colors)
(4) use an envelope that meets the machinable requirements, 

including size, thickness, stiffness, rectangular aspect ratio, etc.
(4) avoid any text or graphics in the lower right corner of the 

envelope where the USPS will print the barcode
(5) place stamps (include some since 1965 with values over 

10 cents to ensure there is a fluorescent tag) / meter in the top 
right corner

(6) place return address in top left corner
(7) ensure that the envelope is a consistent thickness (no lumpy 

objects inside)
(8) avoid any unusual endorsements (‘please rush, urgent, 

personal’) that distract from the address and might cause security 
concerns and delays

Note that most of these requirements relate to the ability of 
the envelope to be expeditiously handled and sorted.

In addition, if the letter requires evidence of delivery or con-
tains valuable documents, then send the letter with tracking by 
certified mail (return receipt) or priority mail (tracking included), 
or (very important items) registered mail. Insure the item if it has 
value. Registered mail (and to a lesser extent certified mail) may 
cause delays associated with the extra security.

 ‘Forwarding Order Expired’ (‘FOE’)
by Paul Albright

One of the most commonly seen handstamps (hs) on a letter that is undeliverable is ‘Forwarding Order 
Expired’ (‘FOE’). This hs indicates that the time for forwarding or returning an item has passed, whether it 
was one year or a year and a half, or whatever period of time. This up to two ounce 1993 letter was paid at 
the 32¢ for up to one ounce and 23¢ for one added ounce rate. It was underdeliverable because the ‘FOE.’ 
The cover is reduced in size, but the hs is shown actual size. 
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The Pressure-Sensitive Black Label ‘U’ on “Unzipped” Mail
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

This article represents my first efforts into the world of ZIP 
Codes. In particular I apologize to guru Doug Quine for any errors 
I commit. It is part of my effort to understand all the important 
mail delivery process improvements that developed from the 
1970s to the present.

In the PB 21348 (April 22, 1982), we find the following:

On May 15, 1982, the revised guidelines for the pro-
cessing of uncoded and miscoded First-Class Mail will 
become effective. At that time offices which will continue 
to distribute mixed states uncoded mail on separate cas-
es must use a pressure sensitive Label U (a yellow letter 
U on a black background) to identify bundles containing 
only uncoded mail. Bundles containing commingled cod-
ed and uncoded mail will be labeled with pressure sensi-
tive Label A. Label U is now available at the area supply 
centers. Each MSC required to use the Label U should 
order a sufficient quantity to provide the label to offices 
within the MSC making up First-Class letter and flat bun-
dles containing only uncoded ADC mail. Non-standard 
facing slips endorsed “Unzipped” may be used if Label U 
is not received before May 15.

POSTAL OPERATIONS MANUAL (POM) 431.923 
will be changed to include a new section d (7) reading as 
follows: (7) Uncoded ADC Bundles—Affix a black La-
bel U when all pieces are non-ZIP Coded and are for the 
same area distribution center.—Mail Processing Dept., 
4-22-82. 

As I was writing the chapter of my new book concerned with 
pressure-sensitive package labels (PSPL), I was fortunate to obtain 
images of five covers with this label U from the collections of John 
Hotchner and Thomas Breske, dating from Feb. 1984 until 1995. A 
study of these covers has led me to some conclusions concerning 
these labels other than those suggested by the above PB notice.

Before we look at the covers, Figure 1 shows how to interpret 
the Postnet ZIP Codes on the letters.

   Figure 1

Each Postnet ZIP Code has a start and stop long line. Also, if 
I am understanding this correctly, a code for a digit is placed at 
the end of each ZIP Code as an accounting number that causes the 
whole ZIP Code to add up to a factor of 10. It is there to help the 
USPS understand and correct instances where the written address 
doesn’t agree with the ZIP Code address.

In Figure 2, the first example of a cover with the pressure 
sensitive U label (PSUL) is the only one I have that follows the 
above notice. This cover is an up to one ounce March 1984 first-
class letter mailed at the 20¢ per up to one ounce rate, from Illinois 
to the White House, with no ZIP Code in the address. The black 
label U was applied, indicating that the address had no ZIP Code. 
Then, if I understand correctly what was done, the post office put 
an all-encompassing 20000(8) Postnet ZIP Code on the letter so 
as to direct it to the East coast. I believe that the 8 is there as the 
accounting number explained in the prior paragraph.

   Figure 2

The remaining uses of the PSUL do not seem to exactly fol-
low the above notice and suggest to me that their uses developed 
along a number of different lines over the years. Note that I can 
find no subsequent Postal Bulletin notice that shows any such 
development over the years.

The dated (Feb. 1, 1984) Figure 3 third-class 11¢ regular bulk 
rate letter, mailed at the 11¢ per up to two ounce rate, demonstrates 
another use of the U label concept. The type 3 PSPL on the latter 
indicates that it was presorted all for multicoded city yellow label 
C presort. A postal worker realized that the ZIP Code 08035(4) 
incorrectly directed the letter to Haddon Heights, New Jersey and 
so he applied the manuscript U to the letter, indicating that a ZIP 
Code error existed. Presumably, the ZIP Code was then ignored, 
and the letter was sent on to the correct address. This use of the 
U label may be totally incorrect because this is a third-class use.

   Figure 3
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Figure 4

Figure 5

In Figure 5 is a January 12, 1990 up to one ounce first-class letter paid at the 25¢ per up to one ounce rate to Plymouth Mass. with 
the ZIP Code 30012-0012. A ZIP Code listing indicates that this Code is that for Conyers, Georgia, not Plymouth, Mass. Therefore, 
the ZIP Code is incorrect, and the black label U was correctly applied, the ZIP Code was correctly crossed out, and the letter was then 
correctly delivered to the right address.

The last example, in Figure 6, represents an interesting use of 
the black label U. This up to one ounce July 14, 1995 first-class 
letter paid at the 32¢ per up to one ounce rate was mailed to a PO 
BOX 1071 in Knoxville, Tenn. The ZIP Code 37901-1071 in the 
address is the correct one for the address. However, the Postnet 
ZIP Code on the letter is 37901-1071(713)! Therefore, I presume 
that the black label U was placed because the Postnet ZIP Code 
was incorrect.

In conclusion, the black label U was apparently introduced 
for the simple situation where the letter was uncoded with a ZIP 
Code in the address. However, it eventually was used in any case 
where an item’s ZIP Code was incorrect in some manner that did 
not allow its correct delivery unless some aspect of the ZIP Code 
on the letter was ignored.

Figure 6

In Figure 4 is a July 10, 1986 up to two ounce first-class letter that was paid at the 22¢ per up to one ounce and 17¢ for the added 
one ounce rate. The U label was placed to cover the ZIP Code because the ZIP Code was incorrect ( ‘DELAYED DUE TO / INCOR-
RECT ZIP CODE’). Presumably, the ZIP Code was then ignored, and the letter was sent on to the correct address.
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Censor Marking or Not
by Thomas Richards and Regis Hoffman

 In the Jan. 2016 issue of Auxiliary Markings Tony Waw-
rukiewicz covered John Hotchner’s articles on auxiliary marking 
covers in the 2016 2nd and 3rd quarter issues of La Posta. One 
of those covers was covered under the section of “The Federal 
Reserve’s Role During WWI.” As Tony states in his article the 
US Federal Reserve was concerned about companies that did 
international business at that time and the financing of WWI. 

Figure 1 shows a cover with the marking of:
FOREIGN EXCHANGE,
                             167 4-?
U.S.F.R.B. Nos. 1071-C
 

  
   Figure 1

This cover was used by the authors in an article for the 2016 
American Philatelic Congress Yearbook which will be published 
in the summer of 2016. The article will cover philatelic aspects 
of the motion picture industry’s Silent Movie era. The cover was 
sent by the Piedmont Pictures Corporation in New York on Dec. 
17, 1918 to the Far Eastern Cinema Exchange in Bombay, India.

The March 1918 Federal Reserve Board (FRB) Bulletin pro-
vides another reason for the marking and it concerns the fear that 
some companies could accidently or intentionally be “….. carrying 
on of any foreign business which will be of benefit, either directly 
or indirectly, to any enemy or ally of enemy.” 1 An Executive Order 
of the President dated January 16, 1918 and made public by the 
Federal Reserve Board on Feb. 3, 1918 required that any entity 
dealing in foreign exchange must obtain a registration certificate.

Under a section titled Censorship in the FRB Bulletin it ex-
plains that companies in carrying out their foreign business and to 
speed up the movement of their mail are to stamp their envelopes 
with the words:

 “Foreign Exchange, U.S.F.R.B. No ______,”
In the interests of uniformity the marking should be in the 

lower left hand corner of the envelope and in red ink. Each com-
pany should use the number of their registration certificate. (see 
the “Censorship” notice added at this article’s end).

In the case of the Figure 1 cover the marking was in black 
not red. 

Piedmont Pictures Corporation was a New York City studio. 
They sent films worldwide, including to Argentina, Uruguay, 
Paraguay, Brazil and India. Note the change in the return address; 
in early 1918 the offices were moved to 130 West 46th Street. 
The last reference to this firm we have recorded is 1926, when 
presumably it ceased operations or was absorbed into another 
corporation. Since Piedmont Pictures had international currency 
transactions, they fell under the Foreign Exchange rules of the 
Federal Reserve Board regarding currency control to limit any 
actions that may be of benefit, either directly or indirectly, to an 

enemy or ally of an enemy. World War I ended on November 11, 
1918, but the restrictions had not been lifted yet. In this regard 
Piedmont was required to obtain a FRB certification number and 
provide a censor marking on their foreign mail to expedite their 
mail to other countries. 

The foreign exchange censors would have complete lists of 
dealers holding registration certificates and would be able to 
expedite their foreign mail. It was also returned for an unknown 
reason and has a written marking of “Rec. 5/12/19”. Thanks to 
the APRL for research on the FRB bulletin.

1 Federal Reserve Bulletin, March 1918, Federal Reserve 
Board of Washington, p. 186 shown here (below) because it is 
likely that there are readers of this newsletter who do not possess 
this fine book.

      Censorship

For the purpose of preventing unnecessary friction 
and delay to dealers in the carrying on of their foreign 
business, the Board has made arrangements for the expe-
diting of the foreign mail of holders of registration certif-
icates. The detail of this arrangement can not be outlined, 
but in order to obtain the quicker service and to conform 
with these regulations, dealers must stamp their envelopes 
with the words “Foreign Exchange, U. S. F. R. B. No.----.” 
For the sake of uniformity and greater efficiency, stamps
should be made as follows:
  Foreign Exchange,
  U. S. F. R. B. No.------,
and should be placed upon the lower left-hand comer of 
the envelope in red ink. Each dealer should use the 
number of his registration certificate.
       Particular attention ia called to the fact that no one, 
other than a dealer, is authorized to use such stamp, and
if attempted it will result in extended delays of such 
correspondence while its character is being particularly 
looked into. The foreign exchange censors will have 
complete lists of dealers holding registration certlflcates.
       Dealers are prohibited from holding customers’ mail 
in envelopes stamped for the foreign exchange censor 
except under the following circumstances: Where a 
dealer is engaged in some transaction which should be 
expedited in the interests of the United States, he may 
submit the facts to the Federal Reserve Bank of his 
district and such bank, in its discretion, may make the 
following notation on the letter of the customer which 
the dealer should desire to inclose: “For exchange 
censor.  Approved, Federal Reserve Bank.”  This notation 
must be signed by an officer of the bank. Such a notation 
may also be made by the Foreign Exchange Division 
of the Federal Reserve Board. To prevent misunder-
standing,  the attention of dealers is called to the fact that 
under these regulations it will be necessary for them to 
stamp all their mail whose destination is outside of the 
United States, as heretofore outlined, without regard to 
whether there is special need for expedition.
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Section 1 of the Act of December 5, 1942 (Public Law 
790) was entitled “An Act to accord free entry to bona fide 
gifts from members of the armed forces of the United States 
on duty abroad.”

The item shown here is part of a package sent by soldier 
stationed in Dijion, France in 1944 (APO 39). He made a 
label for the package which reads “I certify that the inclosed 
(his spelling) articles are bona gifts from a member of the 
armed forces of the United States on duty outside the con-
tinental limits of the United States and under Public Law 
790 are entitled to free entry.” The US Censor put his mark 
to the left of the label and signed it. Above the address is 
the marking ‘Passed Free / U. S. Customs, / Dallas, Texas.’ 
The handstamp is shown actual size.

A Private Auxiliary Marking
by Jerry Johnson

 Anti-Theft Markings on Philatelic Agency Covers
by Paul Albright

While scrolling through a batch of donated covers at the Rocky 
Mountain Philatelic Library, my eye stopped on some auxiliary 
markings that appear to reflect anti-theft protection on the part of 
the postal service in its mailing of stamps during the late 1940s 
and into 1950. 

Four 9 x 12 inch envelopes were mailed by the Philatelic 
Agency in the Post Office Department to addresses in Akron, 
Ohio (one cover) and Fort Garland, Colorado (three covers). The 
three Colorado covers all contained hand-stamped handstamps 
on the back reading, ‘Philatelic Agency / Verified / No. 1 (or 5) 
/ Washington, D.C.’ (See full-sized illustration to the right). The 
Ohio cover – the oldest of the four -- had no such marking. 

Two of the covers had this apparent security handstamp on all 
four corners of the cover where someone might steam open or slit 
open the covers to ac-
cess the contents. The 
third Colorado cover 
had the hand-stamp 
on just the sealed up-
per flap. I suspect that 
the dated registration 
cancels on the covers’ 
back flaps served the 
same purpose.

I am assuming that 
the envelopes con-
tained sheets of stamps 
that were ordered by 
collectors from the 
Post Office philatelic 
agency. Its use sug-
gests to me that the 
verification marking 
began in the 1940s as 
protection against theft 
of stamps in the mails. 

The three registered covers mailed to Colorado were post-
marked on June 13, 1947, April 7, 1949, and February 3, 1950. 
They contained both registered mail numbers and apparent cus-
tomer order numbers on the front. The October 3, 1936, cover to 
Ohio showed neither a registration nor an order number, but it did 
have a ‘Do not fold’ manuscript marking in red pencil.
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On June 15, 1942 the United States government inaugurated 
a new type of service called “V-Mail” (Reference 1); the name 
was a shortened version of “Victory Mail.”  It was established 
to conserve transportation space and to expedite the handling of 
messages to and from personnel of the armed forces stationed 
outside of the continental United States. Special letter sheet 
envelopes could be obtained at the post office and the message 
could be written or typed on the letter sheet.  The item could then 
be deposited, with required postage, if needed, at any post office 
or authorized mail depository.

The V-Mail letter could be forwarded in its original form or 
it could be micro-filmed and a photographic reproduction then 
could be transmitted to the addressee. These reproductions were 
sent in unpostmarked envelopes to service people in the field.  
For delivery other than in the field many types of envelopes were 
used. Upon arrival in the United States, the micro-filmed messages 
were reproduced and sent to the destinations in specially designed 
penalty envelopes. Two excellent articles on V-Mail appear the 
book noted in Reference 2.

I was going through a dealer’s box of covers at a show and 
found two examples of V-Mail. At first I was only mildly interested 
but upon examining the letters I found a sad story involving two 
brothers. These covers are shown in Figures 1 and 2. Figure 1 
shows the standard letter sheet with the V mail inscription. The 
“three dots and dash” after the V is Morse code for the letter V.  
The item is franked with a 6-cent airmail stamp. 

   Figure 1

A penalty cover is shown in Figure 2. This cover contains two 
reproduced micro-filmed messages.

Now for the story. These items involve messages from Michael 
Seman to his brother Andrew Seman in 1943. The item in Figure 
1 was written on February 25, 1943.  Michael was stationed with 
the 302nd Bomber Group in New Mexico. This group trained 
servicemen for flying bombers in combat missions. Andrew was 
in the 301st Bomber Group-352nd squadron (stationed in Algeria 
as noted by APO 520) and was an operator of the Ball Turret in 
a B-17 (via an internet war records search).  He received an Air 
Medal (Oak Leaf Cluster) award on March 6, 1943,

Michael had sent another letter to Andrew dated April 10, 1943 
congratulating him on his award. Michael noted that he heard that 
Andrew was missing in action. His next letter was dated May 27, 
1943 and was sent to APO 634 which was in England. He notes 
that he has not heard from his brother for months. (Reference 3 
provides an excellent source for locating APOs).

Auxiliary Markings on V-Mail
by Jerry Johnson

         
   Figure 2

The penalty envelope shown in Figure 2 has a hand written 
marking ‘Missing in Action, March 20, 1943,’ which was only two 
weeks after Andrew received his medal. Two auxiliary markings 
in red are pointing fingers for ‘Return to Writer.’ They are some-
what obscured due to the partial cutout of the envelope.  The other 
marking in red reads ‘It is regretted this mail could not be delivered 
as…..(rest is illegible).’  The back side was dated July 15, 1943.

Then the item shown in Figure 1 was returned to Michael 
with the marking indicating that Andrew was deceased. It is dat-
ed October 16, 1943. It was received on October 20, 1943. I am 
assuming that the military checked the locker of Andrew after he 
was killed in action and found the V-Mail from his brother and 
returned it to him.

During WWII missions with the B-17s were extremely dan-
gerous and the US had a very high causality rate. There may have 
been other letters in this correspondence between these brothers 
but the three letters from this set certainly show the concern by a 
man for his brother who was flying combat missions at the height 
of the war.

References:

1.  The Postal Bulletin, “Mail Service For Our Armed 
Services” (V-Mail Service Inaugurated), June 15, 1942.

2. The United States Post Office in World War II, edited by 
Lawrence Sherman, M.D.,  published by The Collectors Club of 
Chicago, 2002.

3. United States Numbered Military Post Offices – Assign-
ments and Locations –1941-1994, Edited by George Cosentini 
and Norman Gruenzner, published by The Military Postal History 
Society, 1994.

Footnote:

The Postal Bulletin noted in Reference 1 is 5 pages in length 
and contains a wealth of information.  It was obtained at the web 
site: www.uspostalbulletins.com

From this site, one can obtain digitized copies of the Postal 
Bulletins and the Postal Laws & Regulations.

I highly recommend that the readers visit this site.



Page 9

Auxiliary Markings - Issue 50                    April 2016

President’s Message
by Ralph H. Nafziger

Our winner of the Richard B. Graham Award at our annual 
meeting during AmeriStampExpo/Southeastern Stamp Expo. in 
Atlanta, GA, was Sam G. Chiu for his exhibit “Hong Kong War-
time Airmail September 1939-December 1941.” The exhibit won 
a vermeil medal. Michael Ley won the Club’s President’s Award 
for his one-frame exhibit “Exclusive Uses of the 50 Cent Prexie,” 
which won a gold medal. Congratulations to both.

The Board met on Friday at the show. Future scheduled annual 
meetings are:

        February 3-5, 2017- Sarasota National Stamp Exposition, 
Sarasota, FL

      October, 2018- INDYPEX, Noblesville, IN
      June, 2019- COLOPEX, Columbus, OH
Our website is in need of an update of auxiliary markings. 

Many new ones have been found since the previous list was com-
piled. If there is anyone willing to assume the task of updating the 
information, please let me know. Articles on auxiliary markings 
appearing in outside publications will be archived at the Spellman 
Museum, with Nancy Clark as liaison. I will continue to receive 
articles and give them to Nancy periodically for the archives. I 
thank Doug Quine and Alan Warren for continuing to provide 
articles for the archive.

The general membership meeting on Saturday featured an-

other “show and tell” session. A number of unusual markings 
were shown. These included various RFD markings such as ‘no 
box on RFD,’ ‘eggs mailed on rural route,’ ‘not on RFD no. 3,’ 
and ‘delayed on account of address…..’ Markings on a cover to 
British Guiana, which was returned to sender unclaimed, as well 
as ‘postage verified’ and ‘revenue protection’ were shown. Others 
included ‘specially held,’ ‘carrier will secure this envelope and 
return to postmaster,’ and a bundle of damaged covers ‘found in 
ordinary mail.’ A cover from the Lockerby, Scotland plane crash 
was shown, along with a marking ‘delayed due to blizzard.’ Thanks 
go to Dr. Steve Berlin, Nancy Clark, Gary Hendren, Mike Lamp-
son, and Ralph Nafziger for sharing their covers.

Another “show and tell” session will be held during World 
Stamp Expo-New York 2016. It is scheduled for 11 a.m., Thurs-
day, June 2 in room 1E09 in the Javits Center. For those of you 
attending the show, please bring auxiliary markings covers to 
share. Chuck O’Brien has agreed to produce a one-page flyer on 
the Club. The flyer will be available at the Spellman Museum 
table at the show. Chuck has produced flyers for the Southeastern 
Stamp Expo. (2017), and for the AAPE and AFDCS on exhibiting 
FDCs. These well-designed flyers have received excellent acclaim. 
Thanks go to Chuck.

 How Many Times Does the Postman Ring?
by Paul Albright

Q. How many times does your mail carrier ring the doorbell 
for a delivery?

A. According to James Cain’s 1934 pulp fiction novel and two 
subsequent Hollywood versions (film noir version in 1946 and a 
remake in 1981), the answer is: 

   “The Postman Always Rings Twice”
But here is a different answer, supported by a handwritten 

auxiliary marking. On February 11, 1975, well-known stamp 
dealer Jack E. Molesworth (1925-2007) posted Registered Letter 
840419 from Boston to a collector in Denver. The registered cover 
was franked with four different stamps (Scott 1033, 1283, 1294, 
and 1463) totaling $2.55 in postage.

The cover arrived in Denver the next day and was recorded at 
Denver’s Wellshire neighborhood station on February 13. When 
the mail carrier arrived at the addressee’s home to deliver the 
letter and obtain a signature, there apparently was no answer at 
the door. The carrier then wrote on the cover:

  ‘Rang 3 times 2-13-75’   
followed by some initials and numbers: ‘NR NL B2203.’ My 
speculation is that this could include the carrier’s initials, or 
they could be shorthand for ‘No Response’ (‘NR’), ‘Note Left’ 
(‘NL’) and the number of a notification slip left for the addressee 
(‘B2203’). The manuscript message is shown full size while the 
cover is reduced in size.
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This June 1995 thick wooden post card 
is franked with two 29¢ stamps during the 
32¢ for up to one ounce rate period. Perhaps 
its thickness and weight somehow required 
that it be treated as an up to two ounce letter. 
In that case postage would be 32¢ for the 
first ounce and 23¢ for the second. The total 
postage required then, of 55¢, would then 
be convenience paid by the 58¢ in stamps 
on the card.

In my experience, the handstamp mes-
sage ‘CHANGE OF ADDRESS DUE TO 
OFFICIAL ORDERS’ is a very common 
military-related one when military personnel 
change locations, and their mail required for-
warding. However, this message on a label 
is one I have not seen previously.

The label is shown actual size.

‘Change of Address Due to Official Orders’ 
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

Unusual Address Correction in 1989
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

Beginning in the early 1950s, directory service became very limited 
and continues to be limited even today. After 1952 this occurred only 
for registered, special delivery, insured, perishable, certified, and 
Armed Forces mail and parcels of obvious value. Therefore, the 
address error apparently corrected on this letter was done outside 
the rules and regulations of the times. It truly meant that a special 
effort was made. The label is shown actual size.
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Postage on letters and cards is frequently absent because it 
has fallen off, and handstamps (hs)  to that effect are often noted.
Therefore the situation on this undated post card from Greece to 
the United States is not typical.

The card received no cancel at the mailing office in Greece. 
When it reached a probable exchange office in Seattle, the card was 
noted to be ‘Received at Seattle, Wash. / Stamps Not Cancelled.’ 
(Sic for incorrect U.S. canceled spelling). A dumb Seattle cancel 
was placed before the card was sent on to its final destination. 
This type of cancel could have been placed for convenience or 
in an effort to not allow any delay in delivery to be noted. The hs 
is shown actual size.

‘Received at Seattle, Wash. / Stamps Not Cancelled (sic)’
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

‘NOT LISTED IN DIRECTORY / SEARCHER NO. 1’
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

This 1939 letter is an up to one ounce letter from Enid, Oklaho-
ma to Atlantic City paid at the 3¢ per up to one ounce rate. It was 
addressed to a rather cryptic WorldWide Revival Crusade in Atlan-
tic City. With such a incomplete address, it’s no surprise that  the 

Atlantic City postal workers were unable to locate the addressee. 
Thus the ‘NOT LISTED IN DIRECTORY / SEARCHER NO. 1’

The letter was then ‘Returned to Writer’ by the same searcher. 
The handstamps are shown actual size.

I found the below in the July 17, 1935 Postal Bulletin while 
looking for something else.  

Might any member be able to come up with an example of 
a birth announcement sent at third-class postage and possessing 
auxiliary markings relating to postage due?

 
RATE OF POSTAGE ON BIRTH ANNOUNCEMENTS
THIRD ASSISTANT POSTMASTER GENERAL,
Washington, July 15, 1935.

It has come to attention that some postmasters, notwithstand-
ing the notice on this subject appearing on page 9 of the January 
1934 Supplement to the Postal Guide, are continuing to accept 

Rate of Postage on Birth Announcements
by Matthew Liebson

birth-announcent cards filled out in writing with the date of birth, 
name of child and weight, for mailing in unsealed envelopes at 
the third-class rate of postage. Printed cards of this nature, when 
filled out in writing as above indicated, are first-class matter and 
chargeable when sent in the mails, sealed or unsealed, with postage 
at the rate of 3 cents an ounce or fraction thereof, except in cases 
where the drop-letter rate applies.

Postmasters should carefully watch mailings of this character, 
which are usually in small-sized envelopes, to see that the proper 
rate of postage is prepaid thereon.

C. B. ElLENBERGER,
Third Assistant Postmaster General
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British Naval ‘Modified Official Duty’
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

Handstamp for Carrier Request for Payment of Postage Due
by Tony Wawrukiewicz
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We all have probably had a carrier who was kind enough to 
pay some amount that was short paid on an item mailed to us. 
Apperently, this was common enough on the route in question, 
that there was actually a handstamp (hs) for this. In this case 17¢ 
was due and presumably collected and given to the carrier from 
the addressee.

The hs is shown actual size.

I downloaded this fascinating (to me) item from the internet, 
and I am guessing at what the markings mean. It is a 1982 cover 
to the Mail Officer of an Antarctic Survey ship “John Briscoe.” 
I am guessing that the letter’s sender may have been requesting 
some kind of marking from a British antarctic survey by sending 
this letter to the mail officer on the ship.

However, somehow there was no longer such an officer on 
the ship, thus the marking ‘RETURN TO SENDER / ON M.O.D. 
(NAVY DEPARTMENT) / INSTRUCTIONS’ and ‘INSUFF-
IECIENT DETAILS / FOR TRACE.’ I am guessing that M. O. 
D. stands for Modified Official Duty, (1) as the person addressed 
was now performing some other duty within the British Navy, 
and (2) there was no way to find out where he now was located. 
Perhaps someone else has a better idea about this cover and its 
markings? Neither the cover or its markings are the correct size.

Acting Postmaster Handstamp
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

This is an up to one ounce 1936 do-
mestic airmail letter mailed at the 6¢ for 
up to one ounce rate. It was undeliverable, 
‘UNCLAIMED,’ and ‘RETURNED TO 
SENDER,’ and apparently there was an 
acting postmaster working at the post 
office at the time (who was actually the 
superintendent of mails, whatever that 
was). Apparently he had a handstamp to 
this effect made up. What is even stranger 
to me is that apparently someone else in 
the post office signed the handstamp.

Neither the cover or its markings are 
the correct size.


