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How Were International Dead Letter Office Items Handled?
by Jerry Johnson

After reading all of Tony Wawrukiewicz’s material on the 
Dead Letter Office in his new book Insights into U.S. Postal 
History, 1855 - 2016, I wondered what other countries would do 
with undelivered and/or short paid items. For the U.S., Tony noted 
that around 1859, incoming (to the U.S.) foreign dead letters were 
handled in the following manner - if there was a treaty between 
the U.S. and these countries, they were returned unopened to the 
foreign countries of origin.

This up-to-one ounce 1935 letter at 
the 5¢ for up-to-one ounce Universal 
Postal Union rate from the U.S. to England 
was short paid 2¢. The N.Y. exchange 
office correctly indicated that twice that 
amount, or ‘20 CENTIMES’ (equivalent 
to 4¢ because 5 gold centimes was equal 
to 1¢) was due. Therefore, ‘2D’ was due 
in England (also indicated by the 2 pence 
postage due stamp). But the due cover was 
‘Refused.’ and therefore, like in the U.S., 
the due stamp do not indicate that the due 
amount was collected.

The letter then went to the ‘LIVER-
POOL RETURNED LETTER OFFICE’ 
(reverse handstamp shown actual size), 
that, like our DLO, returned the letter to 
the sender.

As of the Sept. 1892 U.S. Official 
Postal Guide, the 4¢ due should have been 
collected from the sender, but the lack of 

a U.S. postage due stamp on the letter indi-
cates that it was not collected. Incidentally, 
since N.Y. City was a free-delivery office,  
postal workers there should have placed 4¢ 
in U.S. postage due stamps on the letter, 
even if the due amount was not collected.
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Member Andrew Burkman has made an important discovery 
about the inkjet handstamp Undeliverable As Addressed mark-
ings that were discussed by Doug Quine, Jerry Johnson, and Tony 
Wawrukiewicz in the last newsletter. He cleverly points out that if 
the corner of the PARS (Postal Automation Redirection System) 

Those Hidden Inkjet Handstamps!
by Andrew J. Burkman 

label is pulled back, there are inkjet UAA handstamps revealed. 
Four such examples are shown below from Burkman’s collec-
tion, dated from 2011, 2012, and 2013, including the hs ‘ANK’ 
(Addressee Not Known),‘IA’ (Insufficient Address), ‘FWD’ 
(Forwarded), ‘UTF’ (Unable to Forward), and ‘VAC’ (Vacant).

The President’s Message / Membership Renewal Reminder
by Ralph H. Nafziger

It’s time to remove your AMC membership. Please see Tony 
Wawrukiewicz’s Editorial for more information.

A reminder that our annual meeting will occur at the Sarasota 
National Stamp Exposition in Sarasota, FL, February 3-5, 2017 
at the Sarasota Municipal Auditorium, 801 North Tamiami Trail 
(US 41). For nearby hotels, visit the website www.sarasotastamp-
club.com.

Click on Show Information, then Hotels. Events will include 
a Friday Board meeting, an informal dinner Friday evening, 
and the general membership meeting/show and tell session on 
Saturday. We will have a table and exhibits at the show. If you 

have any items that you wish the Board to discuss, please let me 
know before January 25. I hope that as many of you as possible 
can attend. I look forward to seeing you there.

Another show and tell session is scheduled for AmeriStampEx-
po in Reno, NV, March 3-5, 2017 at the Reno/Sparks Convention 
Center, 4590 S. Virginia Street. The show hotel is the nearby 
Atlantis Casino Resort Spa (1-800-723-6500, code ASE for reser-
vations). This is the annual APS winter show where single-frame 
exhibits are featured. Please join us and learn about covers with a 
variety of auxiliary markings. I encourage you to bring your own 
covers for discussion and answers to your questions.
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What Does ‘PUT ON 5¢ POSTAGE’ Mean?
by Dennis Ladd 

This up-to-one ounce Sept. 1932 cover from the U.S. to Cana-
da was mailed when the treaty surface letter rate between the two 
countries was 3¢ for up-to-one ounce. Thus the meter stamp shows 
“AD’L 1¢ PO” bringing the postage up to 3¢. 

Presumably, once arriving in Canada, the cover was hand-
stamped ‘PUT ON 5¢ POSTAGE’ – the UPU rate for first class 
international letters from October 1907 until November 1, 1953. 
WHY? I cannot see why this was necessary, and it isn’t even in a 
correct permit format.

At the same time, foreign dead letters were handled in the 
following manner - if there was a treaty between the U.S. and 
these countries, they were returned unopened to the foreign 
countries of origin.

How Did This Letter Ever Get to its Addressee?
by Jerry Johnson

This up-to-one ounce May 29, 1909 letter was mailed at the 2¢ 
for up-to-one ounce rate from Goldfield, Nevada to Palo Alto, Cal.
The incomplete address and the handstamps (the latter all shown 
actual size), make how this cover was handled difficult to interpret.

First, because there was no street address, I am guessing that 
on June 9, the ‘Sender notified to furnish better / address.’ 

This was not done by the sender, and thus the Palo Alto 

postmaster had to figure where to try to send it. However, with 
the incomplete address, the PM also noted there was a ‘delay in 
delivery’ because of this.

Then, apparently, when the letter was brought to the Werner 
Company, someone, somehow, realized that it needed to be for-
warded to another branch of the company in Akron, Ohio (‘FOR-
WARDED BY REQUEST OF SENDER’).
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Introduction 

This is a response to an article of Wayne Menuz in the Jan-
uary-February 2015 POSTAL STATIONERY entitled “The Case 
For Postage Due Stationery” and the responses to this article in 
the March-April 2015 POSTAL STATIONERY. I will discuss Form 
3547 and the bold capital letters found on early Dead Letter Office 
return envelopes. 

       
Form 3547  

In one of his responses to the Menuz article, Jamie Gough 
indicated that for the most part postage due stamps (PDS) were 
issued for valid accounting and control reasons. In the case of 
Form 3547 that will be discussed, they were used for accounting 
reasons, their placement indicating that a fee was paid.

I was only able to present this discussion after I began to study 
the uses of postage due stamps in the U.S. mails, a study I began 
in July 2016. I will only discuss some aspects of Menuz’s article, 
aspects where I have new information.

First, Menuz presents an extensive discussion of Form 3547, 
one he identifies as used to send back an address correction to 
the publisher of a newspaper or magazine. I’m afraid that this is 
incorrect. That is, the forms for sending that type of correction 
were Forms 3578 and 3579. 

On the other hand, when it was introduced in 1927, Form 3547 
was used when a mailer of ordinary third- and fourth-class matter 
desired to be notified that an item had been forwarded and what 
was the forwarded address.

The history of Form 3547 is/was so complicated that I feel 
that I need to develop it in detail now. Postal Bulletin  (PB) 14483 
(Sept. 10, 1927) announced that Section 575, Postal Laws and 
Regulations (PL&R), was amended by the addition of the fol-
lowing as paragraph 4 1/2: “When the sender of ordinary mail of 
the third and fourth classes desired to be notified in cases where 
the matter was forwarded to the addressee at a new address, he 
could indicate that fact on the matter itself in such manner as was 
prescribed by the Third Assistant Postmaster General, Division 
of Classification, in which case the postmaster at the forwarding 
office furnished the information, including the address to which 
the matter was forwarded, on card Form 3547 for which a postage 
charge of 2 cents was collected upon delivery of the card notice 
to the sender of the forwarded mail. Such charge was collected 
upon delivery of the notice to the sender, in the same manner as 
other postage due was collected, as set forth in Section 571 of 
1924 PL&R.” 

This section (571) plus examples of the used form that I have 
seen indicates that this collection involved placing the correct 
postage due stamp amount on the form indicating the amount due 
that was collected from the sender. Therefore, in this case, PDS 
were indeed used for accounting purposes.

PB 14956 (April 1, 1929) noted that sometimes more than one 
Form 3547 was sent to a sender. In such a case the top form of 
the stack of forms would hold postage due stamp(s) that paid for 
the whole stack. This would also mean that one or more forms in 
the stack would then correctly have no stamp on them. Also, an 
S added to the form number indicated that the form was part of 
an attached group of five Form 3547s. These were to be used to 
send more than one copy to one mailer. 

The first example of the Form 3547, in Figure 1, is in the 
format of the form front seen from 1927 until around 1950. The 
reverse side of the form was the official format used through 
1940. It shows that the forwarding address was requested, and 
since forwarding by the sender was not requested, no forwarding 
amount was given. As there was no PD stamp on this copy of 
the form, the PD owed must have been placed on another form 

in a stack of forms returned to the sender. The Key number was 
an indicator in the address of the item that would have aided the 
sender in finding the addressee in the sender’s data base. Either 
the clerk who filled out the item was negligent or there was no 
Key in the address. By the way, there are numerous examples in 
the PBs where postal workers are admonished because they failed 
to fill out Form 3547 correctly.

Figure 1. 1937, Form 3547 front format from 1927 to 1950, 
reverse format from 1927 to 1940.

     PB 18029 (Sept 12, 1940) redefined the use of Form 3547.  
Heretofore, Form 3547 had been furnished to the sender of third- 
or fourth-class matter only in case of removal of the addressee to 
a known new address.
      This new use was developed because many mailers of such 
matter had expressed a desire that Form 3547 be furnished in 
cases where the matter could not be delivered as addressed for 
any other reason, as well as because of the removal of the ad-
dressee, the mailers preferring to pay the 2-cent charge for the 
form rather than have the undeliverable matter returned under a 
return postage guarantee. Since it would improve the service and 
tend to reduce the volume of undeliverable mail in the future, 
postmasters could, when matter of the third- or fourth-class bore 
a request for a notice on Form 3547, if the matter was undeliver-
able for any reason, comply with such a request.
     The request should be in the lower left corner of the address 
side of the matter and read substantially as follows: ”Postmas-
ter.—If undeliverable FOR ANY REASON, notify sender, stat-
ing reason, on Form 3547, postage for which is guaranteed.”
      In such a case it was not contemplated that the matter should 
bear a request for its return or a return postage guarantee, so 
that the matter, if not forwardable to the addressee, could be 
destroyed or otherwise disposed of, as provided by the postal 
laws and regulations. As before, if the sender wished to furnish 
the forwarding postage in case of the removal of the addressee 

Form 3547 and Bold Letters for Specific Clerks on DLO Return Envelopes
by Tony Wawrukiewicz 
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to another post office, he was to include instructions to that ef-
fect in the request for Form 3547, the complete request to read 
substantially: “Postmaster.—If undeliverable FOR ANY REA-
SON, notify sender, stating reason, on Form 3547, postage for 
which is guaranteed. In case of removal to another post office, do 
not notify the addressee, but hold the matter and state on Form 
3547 amount of forwarding postage required, which sender will 
promptly furnish.”
     In filling out Form 3547 in case of removal of the address-
ee, the new address was to be shown, when known. If the new 
address was unknown, or the matter was undeliverable for any 
other reason, the actual reason should be clearly shown by writ-
ing or handstamping the words “Moved—Left No Address,” 
“No such address, “Unknown,” “Deceased,” “Refused,” Un-
claimed,” or other reason, in the blank line ordinarily used to 
show the new address on Form 3547. See Sec. 810, Postal Laws 
and Regulations. Of course, if the sender desired to be furnished 
Form 3547 only in case of the removal of the addressee to a 
known new address, the request should be worded as heretofore, 
namely: “Postmaster.—If addressee has removed and new ad-
dress is known, notify sender on Form 3547, postage for which 
is guaranteed.”
     This new use for Form 3547 should have required a new for-
mat for the reverse of the form in 1940-1, but I have yet to find 
a use of a new format around then (a 1951 use of the new format 
follows and Menuz had a post-1950 use in his article).
    With this in mind, the next example of the form’s use is baf-
fling to me. This undated Form 3547-S in Figure 2,  since it was 
revised 11-47, must have been used after Nov. 1947. Yet the re-
verse is in the pre-1940 format. Possibly it was a post-1951 use 
(after April 1951, when the form reverted back to its first use). 
The 2¢ postage due on the form indicates that one address cor-
rection was returned to the sender.

      

Figure 2. Undated revised (on Nov. 1947) Form 3547-S, not 
clear why used - see text for discussion.

     The late use of Form 3547 in Figure 3 at least fits. That is, 
it is a pre-April 1951, Feb. 6, 1951 use with the correct reverse 
for the 1940-51 period, and with a new front that was probably 
introduced around 1950. Only an address correction was given, 
as was allowed between 1940 and 1951. The 28¢ in postage due 
stamps on the form indicates that a stack of 14 Form 3547s was 
returned to the sender.

Figure 3. Form 3547, new format with late 1940-51 period 
use, 28¢ fee pays for return of 14 copies of form.

As of PB 19425 (Apr 10, 1951), the use of Form 3547 reverted 
back to its original use, where only forwarding information re-
quested and given. Therefore, the Form 3547-S example in Figure 
4 has basically reverted back to the pre-1940s reverse format while 
it has the new front format. 

The fee for the return of this form became 3¢ on Feb. 1, 1954, 
and 5¢ on July 1, 1957. Figure 4 shows an Oct. 1960 use where 
the fee for two examples of the form were returned to one user. 

Figure 4. Form 3547, return to first use (forwarding informa-
tion only asked for), 5¢ fee.



Page 6

Auxiliary Markings - Issue 53              January 2017

 From Jan. 10, 1962 until Jan. 17, 1968, Form 3547 was not 
used. Instead the Address Correction Service was temporarily 
ended for third- and fourth-class matter. That is, from Jan. 10, 
1962 until Jan. 17, 1968, undeliverable third- and fourth-class 
mail bearing the words, Return Requested, was returned to the 
sender, at the charge of 8¢, or the applicable third- or fourth-class 
single-piece rate, whichever was higher, marked with the new 
address, if available.

Figure 5 shows such a use on a third-class letter, Return Re-
quested. Correctly, the new address was given, and the letter was 
returned to the sender. The 8¢ due stamp indicates that the return 
fee was collected.

Figure 5. Interim Address Correction Service use.

Figure 6. Leftover old Form 3547 used on or after 1968.

On Jan. 18, 1968, Form 3547 and its process was reinstated, 
but for first-, third- and fourth-classes of mail, and the fee was 

now 10¢. In Figure 6 is a Form 3547 from 1968, as indicated by 
the precancel 1968 on two 10¢ stamps, that indicated payment 
of the Address Correction Fee for two items. The actual form is 
an outdated one for the 5¢ fee period. Apparently, at this time no 
new format of the form was yet available.

Of interest to the author is that he has yet to see an example 
of this form where the address required for forwarding is given 
on the form or where the Key information was given.

       
What do the Bold Capital Letters on early DLO Return En-
velopes Signify?

Another question that arose in Menuz’s article and the followup 
comments and questions was what the bold capital letters at the 
lower left of some of the early Dead Letter Office (DLO) return 
envelopes signified.

Thomas R. Wegner in his article in the August 1993 Chronicle 
of the U.S. Classic Postal Issues (Vol. 45, No 3, Whole No. 159) 
stated: “There is a document in the National Archives entitled 
‘Memorandum of Monthly Account of Dead Letters Returned to 
the Writers, 1862.’ This consists of a legal-size ledger which was 
used by the DLO to keep records concerning the performance of 
DLO operations for the February 1862 to January 1863 period. 
It is a slim folio, and is a unique reference; there are no similar 
records for other years. The question about clerk identification 
letters can be answered through the use of this document.”

He continues: “This ledger includes monthly and semi-annual 
reports identifying individual DLO clerks, their assigned code 
letters, the number of pieces of mail directed and sent out by each, 
the number of those pieces refused, the percentage of refusals, and 
the average number of items sent per day by each clerk. If one 
could date a return envelope to February 1862-January 1863, the 
time period covered by this report, it would be possible to identify 
who processed that mail.”

That is, the letters (later even double letters and numbers) 
can be tied to specific clerks, if one had the appropriate ledgers. 
I am presently attempting to locate this ledger. In the case of the 
1864 DLO return envelope in Figure 7, the bold capital letter 
O referred to one specific DLO clerk. By the way, female DLO 
workers were common.

 
               
      Figure 7. Bold Capital O refers to a specific DLO worker.
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I am hoping that a member can explain one or two aspects of the cover shown. It 
seems clear that it was sent to an APO address that no longer existed as ‘Base CLOSED.’ I 
wonder what the boxed ‘COM’ means at the upper right of the cover. Also, the handstamp 
‘RETURNED FOR POSTAGE’ seems to have been ignored, but it’s not clear that this 
was free mail (APO to APO?). Finally, two things - the handstamps are shown actual size 
and the ‘Base CLOSED’ hs appears to be crude yet there is a ghost of it that looks better.

‘Base CLOSED’
by Dennis Ladd 

A New ‘Received Unsealed’
by Dennis Ladd 

This is a different ‘Received Unsealed’ handstamp than what 
we have published so far in our newsletter. It has the additional 
phrase ‘AT SHORT PAID SECTION’ which adds interest, because 
it suggests, for some reason, that it was handled by the ‘SHORT 
PAID SECTION.’ It was on the reverse flap of this 1999 letter 
and is shown actual size.
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Effective 8 September 2001, Military priority letters and 
parcels moved from ISC-JFK International Airport to NJI&BMC 
(New Jersey International and Bulk Mail Center), Jersey City, 
New Jersey

Headed by an Army Master Sergeant (Sel) E-8 and assisted by 
two Navy Petty Officer First Class (E-6), the New Jersey Inter-
national and Bulk Mail Center Detachment monitors processing 
of all surface mail destined for Armed Forces personnel stationed 
throughout the world. The facility was the first of 21 Bulk Mail 
Centers constructed by the USPS in this country. It spans 1.6 mil-
lion square feet and it is the largest and most complex Bulk Mail 
Center in the country, and the largest foreign exchange office in 
the world. Approximately 250,000 square feet is dedicated to the 
processing of military mails.

As mail enters the facility it is processed by various pieces 
of sortation equipment located throughout the facility. Using an 
elaborate transportation scheme consisting of air, sea, surface and 
rail combinations, the mail is forwarded to its final destination. 
In addition to processing military mails and domestic mail, the 
facility processes mail destined to over 170 foreign destinations.

Detachment personnel cannot personally process any of this 
mail. They do monitor the arrival, processing, and dispatch of 
military mails transiting the facility. They ensure that daily routing 
changes are received from JMPA-A’s New York staff and posted 

‘NJI&BMC’
by Dennis Ladd 

and implemented out on the workroom floor. Their monitoring of 
arriving shipments from various mailers allows for identification 
of items received late. This provides the necessary information 
to determine when mail is received late overseas as the result of 
a problem on the publisher’s part.

As indicated on the yellow computer-generated label, this 
1993 letter presumably was handled by a NJI&BMC. The above 
announcement is somewhat confusing unless the NJI&BMC also 
existed in some form before 2001. The initial address presum-
ably was a military one, and then the letter was forwarded twice 
within the domestic U.S. It was short paid. At this time (1993), 
short paid international mail was handled as follows. The ratio 
of ‘T 100/200’ was the short paid amount, one mark, divided by 
the surface German international letter rate of two marks. This 
ratio was multiplied by the U.S. international surface letter rate 
of 70¢, to which was added the 42¢ handling charge of the time. 
Therefore, ‘POSTAGE DUE $0.77.’

At some time the 77¢ that was postage due was possibly paid 
(by the addressee?). Since, after Oct. 2, 1986, only postage due 
meters were still in use, and none are found on this letter (that 
would have indicated payment of the due amount), we cannot be 
sure that the 77¢ due was collected.

The auxiliary markings are shown actual size.
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Undeliverable Mail to Addressee on a Ship, Including Special Delivery / “Care”
by Alan Warren and Tony Wawrukiewicz

I (Alan Warren) have been trying to analyze the cover in Tony 
Wawrukiewicz’s article in the July 2016 Auxiliary Markings issue, 
page 3 (reproduced in Figure 1). The special delivery letter was 
mailed on September 2, 1939 and presumably arrived the next 
day, but missed the ship. However, the oval ‘Received’ marking 
is that of the Cunard line’s office, not the ship, the SS Jamaica.

The manuscript notation at the bottom half of the envelope 
states ‘Cabin Passenger due 9/3/39.’ Let’s assume that the passen-
ger arrived early that day and the ship sailed later that morning or 
early afternoon. The letter might have reached the office, but not 
the ship, and by the time it was realized, the ship had already left.

The purple multi-lined handstamp at lower right states “Fee 
Paid at Back Bay Annex ‘3’”, presumably September 3, and the 
time was 6:30 P.M., and was applied at Boston’s Back Bay Annex 
Post Office. So it was marked for return as well as too late.

           
   Figure 1

In Figure 2 is another, similar, special delivery cover.

      

  
     
     Figure 2

It was sent to a carpenter who was presumed ‘Abord’ (sic) the 
ship but apparently he did not show up and so the letter was held. 
The special delivery fee was paid by the pair of Ericsson stamps 
and mailed in August 1926 from Detroit to the person onboard the 
S.S. Cleveland at a New York pier. It arrived the day after mailing 
but was marked ‘NOT ON BOARD.’

The letter remained in New York until late September, 
whereupon it was marked  ‘Returned to N.Y.P.O. / by “care” as 
unclaimed / Sep 30 1926 / RETURNED TO WRITER / INQUIRY 
SECTION.’ The mystery here is, why was it held for a month 
before returning to the sender?

There is another mystery here (TW) - as noted in the October 
2015 Auxiliary Markings (Vol. XII, No. 4) - the “Care” marking 
is a mystery. First, though, in  Figure 3, is one of the covers from 
the October article. It was a simple first-class letter mailed from 
Boston on March 27, 1925 to a person ‘Sailing on White Star 
Liner Olympic Mar. 28.’ Note the handstamp ‘UNABLE TO DE-
LIVER / I.M.M. CO.’ Also note the clock hs on the reverse, with 
the indicator arrow pointing at 8:30. I presume that this was 8:30 
pm, the ship had sailed, and delivery was not possible. The same 
“Care” marking indicated return to the writer on April 10, 1925.

          
      Figure 3

So, thanks to Alan’s input, and three similar covers, we now 
can explain the time-line for nondelivery on a sailing ship, but no 
definite understanding of the “Care” marking has been discovered, 
except that is a N.Y. City hs. The markings are shown actual size.
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Cancellations on Various Uses of Postage Due Stamps, Part 2
by Tony Wawrukiewicz 

In Part 1 of this article, I illustrated uses of postage dues 
where the first two types of cancelations were shown. In this part 
I will show uses of precancel cancellations. Postage due stamps 
(PDS) on a cover, whether addressed to a carrier or noncarrier 
city indicate payment of postage due (PD), unless the letter is 
undeliverable. Throughout the article, the items are reduced in 
size, but the PDS images and handstamps shown are actual size.

In Figure 1, as noted in Part 1, the forwarding or return of 
third-class items required the promise of and the payment of the 
special third-class rate. The 1897 third-class item in Figure 1 was 
‘not found’ and returned to the writer. The 1¢ special third-class 
rate for this return was due, as indicated by the 1¢ due stamp. This 
stamp was cancelled by the beautiful “String of Pearls” precancel 
of New York City. 

           
    Figure 1
The term “ship letters and packets” embraced the letters and 

packets brought into the United States from foreign countries, or 
carried from one port in the United States to another, on any ship 
or vessel not regularly employed in carrying the mail. Ship letters

 

                   

   
   Figure 2     

                    
were charged with double rates of postage, to be collected at the 
office of delivery. But, if such letters had been partly prepaid by 
some United States stamps, the double rate of postage was still 
charged, but the United States postage stamps affixed were rec-
ognized to the extent of their value as part payment.

At this time and later, ship letters are very uncommonly seen. 
Because this 1899 ‘SHIP’ letter was mailed in a pre-stamped 
envelope prepaid 2¢, only 2¢ was due, as indicated by the manu-
script ‘due 2’ and the precancelled 2¢ due stamp on the envelope.

The 1912 post card in Figure 3 was unpaid the 1¢ post card 
rate and was ‘Due 1¢,’ an amount paid as indicated by the 1¢ due 
stamp with the precancel.

       

      
   Figure 3
From Oct. 1, 1925 until May 14, 1957, non-small packets and 

non-parcel post items that were subject to customs duties were 
assessed a custom fee of 10¢, this sum to be collected from the 
addressee. The money received was accounted for by affixing of 
a postage due stamp to each letter or letter package. 

The 1932 letter package in Figure 4 was subject to a 10¢ 
customs fee as indicated by the handstamp on the cover  A pre-
cancel is placed on all the postage due stamps that indicated the 
fee payment.



Page 11

   

     
   Figure 4 
The Business reply mail service was/is a first-class service, 

and in 1928, it became possible to register the BRM response 
item back to the mailer (the mailer still paid the first-class rate 
postage and BRM fee but the returnee paid the registry fee). As 
just mentioned, registration (prepaid by mailer) was permitted 
from the beginning, but it was made “more official” by a 1935 
Order, PB 16789 (October 25, 1935)), effective October 8, 1935.

The 1929 Business reply envelope in Figure 5 was returned 
as a registered item with the returnee paying the 15¢ registration 
fee. The mailer paid the 2¢ first-class rate and the 1¢ BRM fee, as 
indicated by the precancelled 3¢ due stamp on the return envelope.

 

            
    Figure 5

The 1945 use in Figure 6 is similar to one in Part 1 except the 
postage due stamp has a precancel obliteration. It is an unpaid 
1945 letter from Italy to the U.S., thus due double the 5¢ for up-
to-one ounce rate, or ‘DUE / 10 / CENTS. The 10¢ postage due 
stamp indicates payment of postage due.

 rate. or ‘DUE 10 CENTS

 

  Figure 6                  

In Figure 7 is a remarkable unpaid 1948 cover. Because 
there was a return address, it was first unsuccessfully ‘Returned 
for Postage.’ This effort was unsuccessful so the cover was then 
sent on unpaid so it was due twice the domestic surface postage 
of 3¢ for up-to-one ounce. The pair of precancelled postage due 
stamps was applied, indicating that the 6¢ postage due was paid 
by the addressee.

 
          

  

               
      Figure 7

Auxiliary Markings - Issue 53            January 2017



Page 12

Auxiliary Markings - Issue 53            January 2017

Insights into U.S. Postal History, 1855 - 2016, a Review
by Alan Warren 

Insights into U.S. Postal History, 1855-2016 by Anthony S. 
Wawrukiewicz. 240 pages, 8 ¾ by 11 ½ inches, hardbound, Amer-
ican Philatelic Society, Bellefonte, Pa., 2016. ISBN 978-0-933580-
79-4, $50 ($40 to APS members) plus shipping from www.stamps.
org/Publications or American Philatelic Society, 100 Match Factory 
Place, Bellefonte PA 16823.

Author Anthony Wawrukiewicz is no stranger to the field of 
postal history, in view of his landmark compilations (with Henry 
Beecher) of United States domestic and international rates and 
the multitude of articles that have appeared in Linn’s Stamp News, 
Auxiliary Markings and elsewhere. He receives so many inquiries 
from collectors, either directly or as a result of one of his articles, 
that he decided to share his research with a much wider audience.

He has grouped the information into themed chapters where he 
discusses these topics in detail. Tony begins with short paid U.S. 
domestic mail, providing a chronological table of how the post 
office handled such items from 1855 to the present. Mail was held 
for postage, returned to sender, assessed postage due including 
double the deficiency, or with other methods. Examples are shown 
bearing a variety of auxiliary markings.

The second chapter focuses on mail held for postage during 
the period 1855 to 1958, with input from co-authors Leonard Pisz-
kiewicz, Thomas Breske, and the late David Straight.  Preliminary 
catalog listing of the auxiliary markings on this topic (18 pages) 
presents examples and when and where they were used. Another 
fascinating chapter shows attempted use of invalid postage: postal 
stationery cut-and-pasted indicia, labels, foreign stamps, bisects, 

revenues, etc.
The Dead Letter Office and its purposes and markings are de-

scribed in one chapter, and two more chapters deal with post and 
postal cards that were returned to the writer either because they 
did not meet the rules for mailing or were undeliverable. Another 
chapter addresses domestic and international airmail forwarding. 
Problems in handling or mishandling business reply mail have 
their own chapter.

An entire chapter describes the colored pressure-sensitive 
stickers found on presorted and packaged mail to speed up delivery. 
These labels with letters or numbers are placed on bundles that are 
directed to a specific city or state or zip code or sectional center 
facility. The period covers the use of these labels from 1974 to 
date. Another curious topic is the use of the rate change non-de-
nominated letter stamps on international mail. The postal service 
stated initially that they were not to be used on foreign mail but 
later announcements appeared in the Postal Bulletin that indicated 
such use was permitted.

Douglas Quine wrote a chapter devoted to the POSTNET bar-
codes used from 1982 to 2013 to automate handling of flat mail. 
Topics he covers include mailer-applied codes, print technologies, 
OCR and printing errors, and other aspects of this process. 

For those who know and use Tony’s U.S. domestic and inter-
national rate books, he includes an appendix with additions and 
corrections to all of the editions. 

Important tools that he used to research the subjects of this 
book are the Postal Bulletin (1880-2016), The U.S. Postal Laws 
and Regulations (1794-1948), The Postal Manual (1954-1970), 
the Domestic Mail Manual (1979-2016), and the International 
Mail Manual (1979-2016) among other resources. He provides the 
locations of these on web sites or in libraries in his second appen-
dix to this book. A 3-way index concludes this amazing reference 
book identifying subjects and whether they are found in the text, 
tables, or figures.

One other unusual feature of Tony’s book was created by the 
fact that he chose to begin each new chapter with a new right-
hand page. Sometimes the layout caused the preceding left-hand 
page to be blank. He has filled these pages with wonderful color 
photographs that he took over the years showing nature scenes of 
the Grand Canyon, Crater Lake, the Oregon coast, and fall colors. 

Our thanks go to Tony and his co-authors for another important 
reference for students of United States postal history.

Editorial / Membership Renewal Reminder
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

I have finished this newsletter early so that it will reach our 
readers before the renewal deadline of Jan. 1, 2017. I have done 
this because each year a significant number of our members forget 
to renew on time through our secretary (see his address on page 
2), or via Paypal (go to our AMC website (www.postal-markings.
org)). As usual, the renewal cost is $15 before January 1, but $18 
thereafter.

Member Andrew Burkman has made an important discovery 
about the inkjet handstamp Undeliverable As Addressed markings 
- see the article on page 2. 

Dennis Ladd, who produces his remarkable index (see our 
website for this) graces this newsletter with a number of interesting 
covers with their markings. Recently, I realized that his index, 
as a PDF, is searchable. That is, if you open this index file and 
click “command f,” the finder function on a Mac allows one to 
search any word (such as ‘Care’). I believe that “Control f” has 
the same function for a PC.

Alan Warren made an important discovery concerning unde-

liverable mail to a ship passenger. This discovery is discussed in 
an article on page 9.

Over the past few months I have made some important discov-
eries about how to best query my postal bulletin website (http://
www.uspostalbulletins.com). These new queries have allowed 
me to better search for some results.  These discoveries resulted 
when I unsuccessfully searched for three-word searches such as 
“Postage Due Stamp.” Such searches always timed out because 
the algorithms written for them were too complex. The work-
around I found was to take two of the words for the search say, 
“Due Stamp,” or the search “due within 30 words of stamp.” 
Even two word searches such as “Directory Search.” may im-
prove with one word searches, “Directory.” 

Finally, in the past, I have been very positive about the value 
of Len Piszkiewicz’s book, Chicago Postal Markings and Postal 
History. Jim Lee, who published it, has it (hard bound) for sale, 
down from $75 to $40 (www.JamesLee.com).


