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Business Reply Mail Returned by Airmail
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

It is possible to return a Business Reply Mail item by airmail. 
Presumably this is done when there is some urgency in returning 
the item, possibly because it contained a bill and/or check. In 
this case a 1964 BRM item was being returned the long distance 
between Montana and New Jersey.

The first official ruling concerning this that the author has 
found, in Post Office Services Transmittal Letter (POSTL) - 85 
(January 16, 1961), stated that 
airmail returns of surface BRM 
items could occur only if the 
person returning it paid the 
airmail postage.

Yet, the author has seen 
numerous examples so returned 
before this announcement, for 
instance as early as 1934. 

However, it was necessary 
that the airmail postage be pre-
paid. Unfortunately, in the case 

of the 1964 BRM item shown in this article, the 8¢ for up-to-one 
ounce airmail postage rate was short paid by the 5¢ stamp, and 
the letter was correctly marked ‘Insufficient Postage / Dispatched 
by Surface.’ Therefore, it was delivered by surface mail.

The handstamp is illustrated actual size.
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Forerunners to “Letter” Non-denominated Stamps
by Richard D. Martorelli

In Auxiliary Markings (#32 October 2011), “Non-denomi-
nated ‘A’ - ‘G’ Definitive Stamps on International Mail” by Tony 
Wawrukiewicz, he writes “It has been shown that while it is true 
that initially in each new domestic rate period it was announced 
that each new letter stamp ‘A’ through ‘G’ “could only be used 
on domestic mail,” after some initial period, or even immediately 
in the case of the type ‘G’ stamp, each new letter stamp could 
be and was legally used in the international mails.” While Mr. 
Wawrukiewicz’s article starts with the 1978 non-denominated 
stamp, his conclusion is also valid for the 1975 Christmas stamps. 
This is supported by Postal Bulletin 21063, dated 11/20/75, which 
states “As stated in Postal Bulletin 21059, 9-25-75, the two non-
denominated Christmas stamps are intended for domestic use. …
Although the two nondenominated Christmas stamps should not 
be used on foreign mail…Mail bearing these stamps that is fully 
prepaid should be dispatched to the foreign country.” 

Figure 1 is an airmail cover mailed November 13, 1975 from 
the U.S. to India, where it was received and back stamped No-
vember 21, 1975. It was franked with a 6 cents Eisenhower stamp 
and one each of the 1975 Christmas stamps. The total postage 
value was recognized as 26¢, which was the then-current overseas 
rate per ½ ounce to other than Central America, the Caribbean, 
Bahamas, Bermuda, South America and St Pierre & Miquelon, 
excluding Canada and Mexico. 

   Figure 1

In Figure 2 is an airmail cover sent from the U.S. to the Phil-
ippines. It is a 10 cents postal stationary envelope uprated with 
a 1975 Christmas stamp and a 6.3 cents bulk rate coil, for a total 
postage of 26¢. This cover has several auxiliary markings on the 
front: ‘Received From/ “B.C.”/”Emergency Mail Service”/For 
Forwarding’ and ‘Via/ C.P. Air To /San Francisco.’ Also, as shown 
in Figure 3, on the back is a label for “Juan de Fuca/ Despatch 
/41 c/ Overseas Airmail,” tied to the envelope by a large black   

   

   Figure 2       
circular ‘Received’ Clock handstamp dated Nov. 26 and a small 
red circular ‘JdF/Nov 27 1975/ Despatch /Service’ handstamp. The 



Page 3

Editorial
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

Thanks to so many people for their contributions to this quar-
ter’s Newsletter. These articles each present some new, original 
information for our hobby.

I have a couple of important announcements to make. First, 
I have important news about the website that hosts the Postal 
Bulletins, and the U.S. Postal Laws and Regulations. The APS 
site that hosts them has been upgraded and is much faster than the 
old site. This means that complex searches that once were timed 
out, no longer are. In particular, in the past, three word searches 
were impossible because the algorithm that performed them was 
too slow. No longer! Enjoy.
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U.S. postage stamps are cancelled by a 4-bar handstamp reading 
‘U.S. Postal Service/ Nov 28, 1975/940.’

This marking is representative of a postmark from Sectional 
Center Facility 940, the Processing and Distribution Center that 
serves the San Francisco South area, which includes San Francis-
co International Airport. A Sectional Center Facility routes mail 
between local post offices and to and from Network Distribution 
Centers (NDCs), highly mechanized mail processing plants 
which form the backbone of the network. This ‘940’ postmark is 
consistent with the ‘Via C.P. Air’ handstamp, indicating that this 
envelope was transported by private courier from Victoria, BC, 
Canada to San Francisco, where it entered the U.S. international 
mail stream for delivery to the Philippines. 

The story behind these marking lie in Canadian postal history. 
In 1974 and 1975, the Canadian Union of Postal Workers (CUPW) 
staged two work stoppages which were successful in obtaining 
major protections concerning technological change. In the early 
1970s, Canada Post Office began implementing its postal mech-
anization program. The system was staffed with female postal 
code machine operators paid $2.94/hour compared to male postal 
clerks making $3.69/hour. The CUPW instigated a national illegal 
strike from April 19 to 26, 1974 to bargain for better wages for the 
new postal work. The strike ended when the federal government 
agreed to arbitration for the pay rate of the machine operators. 
Subsequently, an arbitrator awarded female postal coders the same 
wages as male postal clerks. During this strike, the second since 
1968, the U.S. post office temporarily discontinued service to 

Canada because of the postal strike and returned Canadian-bound 
mail to the senders. Another strike was called in October 1975, 
which ended on December 2, 1975 after a 43 day legal strike. 
As an outcome, the Canadian postal workers were promised job 
security and protection of full-time jobs. 

The Juan de Fuca Despatch service was started by Kenneth 
M. Robertson, a Canadian stamp dealer. Initially, he operated 
the service only during a Canadian postal strike, or the threat of 
a strike or interruption. There were postal strikes in 1968, 1970, 
1974, and 1975, and the service was reinstituted for each strike, 
and new labels printed. This private courier service ran in both 
directions between Victoria, B.C. and Port Angeles, Washington. A 
courier carried the mail aboard the M.V. Coho, a vehicle and pas-
senger ferry crossing the Strait of Juan de Fuca between Victoria 
British Columbia’s Inner Harbor and the city of Port Angeles in 
Washington State. The ship daily made two (three in the summer) 
90-minute crossings each way from Victoria, British Columbia 
to Port Angeles, Wash. Outgoing mail to the U.S. was labelled, 
franked, carried to Port Angeles on the M.V. Coho, and posted at 
the Port Angeles Post Office. The courier cleared the lock boxes 
of the participants in Port Angeles and returned with the incoming 
mail to Victoria. The carrier fee shown on the label included cost 
of delivery to the U.S.

Misaddressed Military Mail
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

This March 23, 1966 U.S. letter carries an interesting hand-
stamp. It was franked with 5¢ in postage which corresponded to 
the domestic surface rate for up-to-one ounce of the time. At the 
time the rate on mail from the U.S. to a military address (say an 
A.P.O.) was the domestic rate, so the franking was correct.

I am, of course, assuming that this U.S. letter was addressed 
to an American military address. I made this assumption because 
of the handstamp on the letter.

Specifically, part 123.8 of the Postal Manual referred to an 
admonition to correctly address mail to a U.S. military person at 

an A.P.O. address. Apparently the address was in some manner in-
complete and additional information was required in it. Therefore 
the letter was ‘RETURN TO SENDER.’ I am fortunate to have 
a good number of Postal Manuals and Postal Service Manuals, 
references that allow me to do more research than most philatelists. 
Hopefully, in the future I will make them available in some form.

The handstamp is illustrated actual size.

Second, Mike Ludeman has done the hobby and me a great 
favor by making all of my Linn’s Stamp News columns from 2003 
to 2016 available. These files will probably be downloadable from 
a website associated with the APRL or APS - I won’t know the 
details until mid-July. The primary version of these consolidated 
columns consists of all columns published through the end of 2016. 
They are published either as a single PDF file,which is about 166 
MB in size. Or, for those who prefer smaller files, these columns 
are also available as a pair of PDF files, each about one half the 
size, which includes the columns organized by the following years: 
Nov. 2004 to Dec. 13, 2010 and Jan. 10, 2011 to Dec. 12, 2016. 
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Inkjet Undeliverable as Addressed (UAA) Markings Revisited
by Roland Austin 

In the October 2016 and January 2017 issues of Auxiliary 
Markings, inkjet Undeliverable as Addressed three-letter mark-
ings were discussed. At that point the following markings had 
been noted: ANK (Address Not Known), FWD (Forwarded), IA 
(Insufficient Address), NSN (No Such Number), UTF (Unable To 
Forward),  and VAC (Vacant). The earliest time of use seen was 
2007, while the markings were noted to be to the right of the ad-
dress label or underneath the right upper corner of the PARS label.

I have looked through my material and am able to make some 
further deductions concerning the inkjet UAA marking use. First, 
in Figures 1a and 1b, is shown the earliest use I could find, one 
dated Nov. 19, 2005. I have two Sept. 2005 uses without these 
markings but no Oct. 2005 uses.

   Figure 1a

   Figure 1b

In Figure 2 are three more examples, the bottom dated 2008, 
the middle 20** and the top 2015. The first two have the marking 
under the Label, with messages INT (Insufficient Time or??) and 

NMR (No Mail Receptacle). The third example is dated much 
later (Feb. 2015) and shows another placement of the marking 
above the label at the right.

   Figure 2

The next group of five inkjet examples in Figure 3 are all 
dated between Sept. 2016 and Nov. 2016. These markings, none 
new, are now all to the left of the labels. So, these inkjet UAA 
markings began near or on Nov. 2005, and have changed their 
location over time. First they were behind the upper right corner, 
then above the upper right corner, and finally to the left of the 
PARS labels. It is very possible that yet another location for them 
will eventually be found!

   Figure 3
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This article ends with two more examples of the inkjet mark-
ings. First, in Figure 4, is an undated one marked REF (Refused), 
with the marking behind the upper right corner of the label.

The second UAA message on the 2015 cover is ‘Temporarily 
Away’ where there is no associated marking, possibly because it 
was too uncommon a use to deserve one?

   Figure 4

None of the inkjet markings or covers are shown true size.

   Figure 5

Invalid Postage on Mail from Canada
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

Post cards mailed from Canada to the United States are quite 
common. In my experience, it is also common to find these cards 
franked with U.S. postage, postage that is invalid. Presumably 
U.S. citizens carry this U.S. postage across the border with them, 
then incorrectly use it on post cards they mail back to the states.

Since July 1, 1924, as per the July U.S. Official Postal Guide 
of 1924, page 145, insufficiently prepaid articles from Canada 
were subject to payment of double the deficient postage. Through 
extensive research in successive volumes of U.S. Postal Laws and 
Regulations, I have been able to show that postage due stamps or 
their equivalent on insufficiently paid items, whether addressed 
to a carrier or noncarrier city, indicate that the postage due has 
been collected, unless the letter was undeliverable.

Figure 1 shows a July 1954 post card, during the 4¢ rate pe-
riod, mailed from Victoria, British Columbia, Canada, to a Penn. 
address. Incorrectly, the 1¢ and 3¢ presidential stamps were used 
for the franking. The post card was correctly noted to be unpaid 
by the invalid postage by the Canadian exchange office, and the 
handstamp ‘8 CENTS / DUE’ was placed there.

Therefore, the U.S. office of delivery then placed 8¢ in due 
postage stamps on the card as this amount was due (3¢ Scott 
No. J72 and 5¢ Scott No. J73). As the card was deliverable, the 
postage due stamps indicated that the due postage was paid by 
the addressee.

The question now arises: “According to Universal Postal 
Union regulations, is this the correct manner in which invalid post-
age was to be handled in the international mails?” For instance, in 
the UPU Treaty of Paris of 1878, the following is found: “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.”

In addition, at some point, for instance first mentioned in the 
July 1938 U.S. 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 in-
dicated by a zero (0) marked alongside them and a line in pencil 
drawn around them.” 

It is my experience that in the case of the use of invalid 
postage in the international mails, one finds cases where the (0), 
and/or a penciled line, and/or an inked line are used, or, instead, 
none of them are used. On the other hand, in the case of the use 
of invalid U.S. postage in the Canadian mails, I rarely see any of 
these markers. For instance, see Figure 1, where the lack of use 
of any marker is typical.

Therefore, I was surprised to find that example in Figure 2 
where the Canadian exchange office placed the red-penciled line 
drawn around the invalid U.S. Postage. This is a 1969 post card 
mailed from Whitecourt, Alberta, Canada to Topeka, Kansas. It 
was franked with the invalid U.S. 6¢ Scott No. 1284 with the 
red-penciled invalid-postage indicator placed around it. The Cana-
dian handstamp ‘T / 12 / CENTS’ indicates that, correctly, double 
the 6¢ treaty postage was due. Again, this red-pencil indicator is 
rarely seen in this circumstance. Since no U.S. postage due stamps 
were placed, it is not clear that the 12¢ postage due was collected.

Figure 1 Figure 2
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Auxiliary Markings of the Silent Film Era
by Regis Hoffman and Dr. Thomas Richards

Auxiliary markings on entertainment industry mail often 
chronicle the rich history of the Hollywood movie studios. This 
article highlights two interesting covers from the silent film era 
and illustrates how their auxiliary markings are witness to Hol-
lywood history.

Figure 1 shows a significant piece of American movie industry 
history. The registered cover from Portugal is addressed to actress 
Lillian Gish at Griffith Studios in Mamaroneck, New York. The 
great movie pioneer, D.W. Griffith, built this studio in 1919, but 
it only lasted for five years. Two of the most famous silent film 
actresses to work there were sisters Lillian and Dorothy Gish. 

A variety of scarce auxiliary markings highlight the travels of 
the letter. Because Lillian Gish was no longer at the studio, the 
letter was forwarded to the general post office in New York then 
to Lillian Gish at 565 Fifth Ave, New York City (see handstamps). 
This is the address of a short-lived New York studio, Inspiration 
Pictures. Finally, it was forwarded to Metro-Goldwyn Studios in 
Culver City, California. 

Marcus Loew purchased Metro Pictures Corporation in 1919 
to supply films for his Loew’s Theater chain. In 1924 Loew pur-
chased Goldwyn Pictures to improve the production of his films. 
On April 17 1924, Loew purchased Louis B. Mayer Pictures 
and persuaded Louis B. Mayer to become the head of the newly 
named Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer Studios (M.G.M.). Any covers 
with markings with only Metro-Goldwyn Pictures on them are 
very scarce, as this studio only existed for a matter of months.

In the next two years M.G.M. produced over 100 feature films. 
Despite being slow to convert to “talkies,” M.G.M. was a pioneer 
in the use of Technicolor – producing color films in the 1920s.

Figure 1. Cover from Portugal to actress Lillian Gish at Griffith 
Studios in Mamaroneck, New York and forwarded multiple times 
to Metro-Goldwyn Studios in California.

The second cover (Figure 2) was mailed in 1919 from the 
United States Post office in Shanghai, China to Mildred Harris at 
Jewel Productions in New York City. 

Mildred Harris began as a child star and soon became a leading 
lady of the silent film era. She married Charlie Chaplin in the fall 
of 1918. Many of her early films were made by Jewel Productions 
in New York City. At this time the nexus of filmmaking had just 
begun to shift from New York City to Hollywood.

She was not currently working at Jewel Productions in New 
York City, so that address was obliterated and a manuscript ‘Chap-
lin Studios, Hollywood’ mark was added. This was a logical guess 
of her location as her husband owned the studio.

She was not at that studio, so it was forwarded via a handstamp 
to the Universal Film Manufacturing Company at Universal City, 
California – this is what is now known as Universal Studios. This 
is the first example of a handstamp with the original name of 
Universal Studios we have seen. This newly recorded auxiliary 
marking and has been assigned Type UNI-FWD-5.

Of note is request per S.S. Empress of Asia. This ship, built 
by Fairfield Shipbuilding and Engineering at Govan Scotland, 
was launched in 1912 and completed during May of 1913. The 
S.S. Empress of Asia was owned by Canadian Pacific Steamships 
Ltd., and with the exception of assignments during both World 
Wars, she spent her entire commercial life transporting cargo and 
passengers from the Orient to British Columbia, Canada.

After the end of World War I, the ship was quickly re-fitted 
for peacetime duties at the Wallace yard in North Vancouver and 
re-entered the Trans-Pacific mercantile trade beginning the first 
post-war voyage on February 27, 1919 bound for the Orient.

Figure 2. Cover from U.S. Offices in Shanghai to actress 
Mildred Harris in New York City.

These auxiliary markings of the Silent Film Era highlight 
famous stars of the era, the movement of studios from New York 
to Hollywood and the early names of the studios. The markings 
are shown actual size.
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Private Rebate Offer Auxiliary Markings
by Dr. Thomas Richards

Three private auxiliary markings are shown that are all on 
covers sent to Product Rebate offers. The May 18, 1992 letter 
in Figure 1 is addressed to the “Rayovac Rebate Offer” and was 
delivered to another rebate promotion company. It received the 
marking copied full size in Figure 1.

 

   

      Figure 1

The Jan. 8, 1992 letter in  Figure 2  was sent to “The Complete 
Gillette Shave Refund” and was also delivered to the wrong rebate 
processing organization. It received the marking copied full size 
in Figure 2.

 In April, the Board of Directors voted to convey life member-
ships to John Hotchner and Doug Quine. Congratulations to both. 
John and Doug are the co-founders of the club. Both nurtured the 
growth of the club to what it is today. They continue to actively 
support its efforts and programs.

In accordance with the club’s by-laws, I have appointed a 
nominating committee for the election this year. Members of the 
committee are Joe Crosby, Larry Fillion, and Jerry Nylander. I 
thank them for agreeing to serve. The committee will be soliciting 
candidates for the offices of president, vice-president, member-
ship secretary, treasurer, and three directors at large. If you are 
interested in running for any of these offices, please contact any 
member of the committee. Additional nominations can be sub-
mitted to the committee by August 1 with signatures of five or 
more members. Nominations will be forwarded to the newsletter 
editor (Tony W.) and to the secretary for preparation of the ballot 
by September 1. Ballots will be included in the October newsletter. 
Voting will conclude on December 11 when completed ballots 
must be postmarked. Election results will be published in the 
January, 2018 newsletter.

Membership secretary Jerry Johnson hosted a show and tell 

The President’s Message
by Ralph H. Nafziger

session on May 14 during the PIPEX show in Portland, OR. Jerry 
reported that he and another participant had a lively discussion. 
Thanks go to Jerry.

Our annual APS StampShow show and tell session in Rich-
mond, VA, August 3-6, will be on Aug. 3 at 10am in Room E10c 
in the Richmond Convention Center. I hope that many of you will 
bring your covers with unusual auxiliary markings for discussion 
and identification. This is an excellent opportunity to learn more 
about a variety of markings.

Our 2020 annual meeting will be held during NAPEX in 
McLean, VA on June 5-7, 2020. Next year’s meeting will occur 
during INDYPEX in Noblesville, IN in October. In 2019, the 
meeting is scheduled for COLOPEX in Columbus, OH in June.

Congratulations to the following exhibitors who have won the 
Auxiliary Markings Club Award of Merit at WSP shows: Norman 
E. Cohen “The Use of the 1930 U.S. Postage Due Issues to 1959” 
(Gold at TEXPEX); Roger Heath, “Refused Mail of Switzerland” 
(Gold at St. Louis Stamp Expo); Jerry Johnson “U.S. Mail De-
livery Problems” (Gold at PIPEX); Ross Marshall “Russian Mail 
via Galicia to UPU (1874)” (Large Gold at WESTPEX); and Ron 
Strawser “Postal History of the United States Famous Americans 
Issue 1940-1943” (Gold at March Party).

     Figure 2

The final letter, in Figure 3, was dated June 8, 1992 and was 
sent to the “$2.99 Surf Liquid Refund Offer.” But this submission 
was delivered by mistake to a financial organization and received 
the marking copied full size in Figure 3.

   Figure 3

These three examples of private auxiliary markings show how 
interesting our world is, even beyond the environs of the United 
States Postal Service. It also shows how the search through boxes 
of near-contemporary covers can be rewarding. 
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Whereas Great Britain (GB) led the 
way in issuing the first postage stamps 
for nationwide use, GB was one of last 
countries to issue postage due (PD) labels 
(preferring the word “labels” over the word 
“stamps”) for the collection of unpaid/short 
paid postage, and later, other Post Office 
fees. The use of these accounting labels 
began April 20, 1914 and was discontinued 
January 28, 2000. 

Preceeding the use of PD labels, how-
ever, was the use of handstamped notations 
of postage due, directed at the addressee.  
Shown on an 1840 “Black Penny” cover 
in Linns (June 5, 2017) by Janet Klug is a 
circled ‘MORE / TO / PAY’ early GB PD 
mark. Reported for an 1863 letter from 
Victoria, Australia to Glasgow, Scotland 
were two markings: ‘Deficient Postage / 
Fine…..6….’ and, in an oval, ‘MORE / 
TO PAY,’ with variations of these markings 
continuing to this day. Presented in this ar-
ticle is a sampling of these GB postage due 
markings from 1898 to 1985. Figures 1-28 
show, full size, these receiving PD marks 
in chronological order (except to make an 
image fit). Companion to each Figure is 
information for each marking: (a) Date of 
Use, (b) From-To, (c) GB Due Auxiliary 
Marks, (d) GB PD Labels, and (e) Remarks.  

Figure 1: U.S. to GB, Fwd to Switzer-
land. ‘5D / F.B. / A.’ and Boxed ‘CHARGE 
NOT PAID / D.S.No 4’ - Fwd by Brown 
Shipley & Co London to Switzerland. 
Swiss postage due paid.

Figure 2: France to England. ‘1D / I.S. 
/ D’ - Short paid Postcard.

Figure 3: Dublin, Ireland to England. 
‘1D’ and Boxed ‘LIABLE TO LETTER 
RATE / 186’ - Postcard with extra writing.

Figure 4: U.S. to Liverpool & return. 
‘3D / 466’ and Boxed ‘Liable to Letter 
Rate / 466’ - Tinseled PPC ‘refused.’ 
CDSx2 ‘Returned letter office L’pool and 
London.’

Figure 5: Chicago to London. ‘1D / 
F.B. / A’ - Short paid PPC with ‘T 1/10’ 
added at Chicago (per L. Piszkiewicz).

Great Britain Postage Due Auxiliary Marks and Labels
by Thomas Breske

Figure 6: Wash., DC to England. ‘1D / 
620’ - 3 Short paid PPCs. - J2 - N.Y. opera 
glass ‘T’  mark with ‘10 CENTIMES / C’ 
on each.

Figure 7: Castle Crags, Calif to Lon-
don. ‘1D / F.B.’ - Short paid PPC.  N.Y. 
opera glass ‘T’ mark with ‘10 CENTIMES 
/ H.’

Figure 8: Yarmouth to London. In oval 
‘P / 1D’ and Boxed ‘Liable to Letter Rate 
/ 75’ - J2 - Short paid Novelty PPC with 
view fold-out.

Figure 9: France to England. ‘1 1/2D 
/ F.B.’ - J2 - Short paid. ‘T’ in triangle 
added to French PPC. U.S. PPC had 1d 
fwd postage added.
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Figure 10: Egypt to England. ‘1D / I.S. 
/ E’ - J10 - Short paid PPC.

Figure 11: New York  to Manchester. 
‘1 D / TO PAY / 498’ - J10 - Short paid 
PPC with magenta ‘T 10 / Centimes’ added 
at NYC.

Figure 12: Peoria, IL to Glossop, Eng. 
‘2D / TO PAY / 75’ and ‘More to pay / ____  
/ above _1_ ozs / 75’ - J12 - Overweight 
letter with faint magenta N.Y. opera glass 
‘T’ and ‘20 CENTIMES.’

Figure 15: Manchester to city. Boxed 
‘MORE TO / PAY / …..RATE / ABOVE 
..2.. OZ / 1D / ?’- J35 - Short paid Letter.

Figure 13: Hoboken, NJ to Paris, For-
warded to London by Am Express. ‘1D / 
F.B. / K’  - J10 - Short paid letter. Added 
at NYC, an opera glass ‘T / N.Y.’ and 
‘CENTIMES / 10.’ Added in France two  
60 centime PD stamps with a CDS cancel 
then each voided with an inked ‘X.’

Figure 14: Edinburgh to city. Boxed 
‘UNDELIVERED FOR / REASON STAT-
ED / POSTAGE / DUE / FOR RETURN 
/ TO / SENDER / 1D / 3?3’ - J10 - Short 
paid letter with 1D meter.

Figure 16: Hull to Leicester. Boxed 
‘TO PAY / POSTED / UNPAID / 6D / 
988’ - J46/J51 - Unpaid letter.

Figure 17: ?Beds. To London. Boxed 
‘More to pay / ___6d__ / above __2__ozs 
/ 450’ - J59/J59 - Short paid? Forwarded 
to Roxby Place.

Figure 18: Whitby to Gerrards Cross. 
Large, outlined ‘T’ and Boxed x2 ‘TO PAY 
/ POSTED / UNPAID / 5D / 3?8’ - Unpaid 
PPC with no evidence postage due was 
collected.

Figure 19: Sussex Co. to Kent Co. 
Boxed ‘TO PAY / POSTED / UNPAID / 
ABOVE…..OZ / 6D (over 3) / 132’ - J62 
- Unpaid PPC with small red ‘N’ and 2 
initialed manuscript notes.

Figure 20: Spain to Epsom Eng. Boxed 
‘INSUFFICIENTLY PAID / …4 1/2D…
TO PAY / 258’ - Spanish letter with Boxed 
‘T.’ Italian PPC with ‘T’ and 6d + 1d  post-
age due labels.

Figure 21: Croydon, Surrey to ?. 
Boxed ‘TO PAY / POSTED / UNPAID / 
ABOVE……OZS / 5 / 938’ - J84 - Win-
dow envelope unpaid.
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Figure 22: Peterborough TPO to ?. 
Boxed ‘MORE TO / PAY / LATE FEE / 
UNPAID / 1D’ - Letter with address label 
missing.  TPO is Train Post Office.

Figure 23: London W1 to WC2. Boxed 
‘TO PAY / POSTED / UNPAID / 5P / W1’ 
- J84 - Unpaid Letter.  Currency switched 
from pence (d) to penny (p).

Figure 26: London to city. refer 1972 -81 
‘ozs’ instead of ‘gms’ - J85 - Unpaid 7p letter.

 
Figure 24: Wick to Wells. Boxed 

‘LIABLE TO SECOND / CLASS RATE 
/ POSTAGE UNPAID / OVER…GMS / 
NON POP / INSUFFICIENTLY PREPAID 
/ 1P /TO / PAY’ - J80 - Short paid letter.  
Weight notation switched from OZS to 
GMS during this time period.

Figure 25: Grantham, Lincs. to city. 
Boxed ‘TO PAY / POSTED / UNPAID / 
5P / 321D’ - J81/J82 - Unpaid Letter.

Figure 27: USS Charles F. Adams to 
Guisborough, England. ‘17p TO PAY’ - 
J81x5/J85 - Short paid letter with boxed ‘T 
/ 5/20’ and circled ‘T_ / 20’ both magenta 
added in U.S.

Figure 28: London ? to London W1. 
Boxed ‘LIABLE TO /  SECOND CLASS  
/ POSTAGE / POSTAGE UNPAID / 
OVER...…G / NON POP / INSUFFI-
CIENTLY PREPAID / 22p / TO / PAY’  
and small  ‘POSTAGE DUE’ - J81/J88 
- Unpaid Letter.  Postage Due labels can-
celled with CDS ‘WESTERN DISTRICT 
OFFICE / REVENUE / DUE / WIP 1AA.’

Figure 29
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Each mail item deficient in postage was stamped with the 
amount due and was sometimes accompanied by an additional 
mark providing an explanation. Figure 29 is an 1898 letter (the 
markings are shown full-sized in Figure 1) from a law firm in 
Wilkes-Barre, PA to London, which was flagged in the U.S. with 
a circled ‘N.Y. / T’ mark indicating an overweight letter. In En-
gland a ‘5D / F.B.’ PD marking (F.B. means Foreign Bureau) was 
applied but subsequently penciled out with an additional boxed 
explanation added ‘CHARGE NOT PAID / D.R. No 4.’  The letter 
was forwarded to Interlaken, Switzerland by Brown, Shipley & Co. 
a forwarding agent. Marked in crayon with a large ‘50’, postage 
due was eventually paid with a 50 centimes Swiss PD stamp (J26).

Another common mark found mainly on picture postcards was 
‘Liable to Letter Rate,’ indicating a mailing violation. Figure 30  
(see also Figure 4) is a 1906 card from Brooklyn, NY to Liverpool.  
A penciled note ‘Tinsel’ (referring to powdered mica added to the 
picture side) resulted in the boxed mark ‘Liable to Letter Rate / 
466’ and the PD mark ‘3D / 466.’  The postcard was further marked 
twice once in pencil and also red ink ‘Refused’ (with carrier’s 
initials) and returned to the U.S. after being further marked with 
a CDS ‘RETURNED LETTER OFFICE/ LIVERPOOL’ and CDS 
‘RETURNED LR OFFICE / LONDON’s.’

   Figure 30

 These early (up to mid-1900s) PD marks show two charac-
teristics not usually found in later years: 1) The use ‘D’ denoting 
pence is almost always capitalized and underlined and 2) black 
ink predominated. Magenta was sometimes used and from the 
1950s to the 1970s green ink appeared. In the 1970s red ink found 
greater use. 

   Figure 31

Starting in the 1930s, the amount due was accompanied with 
details of the PD charge. After World War II the amount due along 

with an explanation were combined into a boxed, single hand-
stamp. The letter in Figure 31 (see also Figure 12) from Peoria, 
IL to Glossop, Derbyshire was first marked in the U.S. with a 
faint magenta opera glass ‘T / N.Y.’ and CENTIMES / 20 / 5.’  In 
England, ‘2D / TO PAY / 75’ was marked along with ‘More to pay 
/ _____ / above__1__OZS / 75,’ indicating an overweight letter. 

Figure 32 (see also Figure 17) shows a postcard mailed without 
postage from Whitby, Yorkshire to Gerrards Cross, Bucks.  The 
green PD marks are unusual; they show a large ‘T’ outline and 
two boxed marks ‘TO PAY / POSTED / UNPAID / 5D / 3?8,’ only 
one box having a ‘5’ added in blue ink.

   Figure 32

In 1970 Great Britain changed the basis for their currency 
from pence, shilling and pound to the decimal penny and pound. 
Whereas pence was indicated by ‘D,’ penny was indicated by 
‘P’ and this change was somewhat reflected in the PD markings 
(re the 1972 red marking in Figure 23). Later the ‘P’ designation 
faded into disuse. 

A decade later another change occurred; the use of ounces and 
pounds were superceded by grams (GMS or G) and kilograms. 
Figure 33 (1981) (see also Figure 24) shows both these changes. 
What appears to be a collector inspired letter from Wick, Caith-
ness to Wells, Somerset was marked insufficiently prepaid by 
‘1p’ in script with the weight overage indicated in grams. Note 
also the two message spacers between stamps (and the postmark 
slogans) encouraging one’s mail to ‘be properly addressed’ and 
‘use the postcode.’ 

   Figure 33

Two more letters are worth showing.  Figure 34 (see also Fig-
ure 27) is a November 24, 1978 letter from the U.S.S. Charles F. 
Adams to Guisborough, England and shows two magenta marks 
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Figure 35

added in the U.S.:  circled ‘T __ / 20’ and boxed ‘T 5/20.’ both 
indicating short paid postage. The English added a simple straight-
line, red PD mark ‘17p TO PAY,’ which corresponds to the 7p and 
2p x5 PD labels cancelled in January, 1979.

   Figure 34

Figure 35 (see also Figure 28) is a 1985 letter from London 
? to London W1 with a small red mark in the upper right corner 
‘POSTAGE DUE’ and a red, boxed PD mark indicating 22p 
postage due. The 2p and 20p PD labels were cancelled with an 
interesting CDS ‘WESTERN DISTRICT OFFICE / REVENUE / 
DUTY / WIP 1AA’ and a manuscript note in the upper left corner ‘1 
Ex / 22’ apparently related to the 22p postage due to be collected.

A summary of all the PD markings shown allows one to con-
struct a small tabulation of all the various reasons why postage 
due was collected:

Postage Due Reasons Date(s) noted in Figures 1 through 28
Liable to Letter Rate 1904, 06, and 22
For Return to Sender 1949
Above____oz or gms 1931, 52, 63, 67, 71, 72, 73, 74, 81   

      and 85
Posted/Postage Unpaid 1952, 64, 67, 71, 72, 73, 74, and 85
Late Fee  1971
Liable to 2ND Class Rate 1972, 74, 81, and 85
NON POP ?  1972, 74, 81, and 85
Insufficiently Prepaid 1950, 72, 74, 81, and 85

Needless to say, there are probably other reasons why postage 
was due. Like in the United State, Great Britain used postage due 
stamps/labels to collect other fees and charges. Beginning in 1918, 
PD labels were used to collect customs charges on international 
mail and packages. 

Finally, there is a whole other side to GB PD markings which 
relate to unpaid and short paid mail FROM England usually com-
prising a ‘T’ mark inside a hexagon with or without the amount 
due in centimes…a subject for a future AM article.

Below are a few recent references related to Britain’s use of 
postage due labels:

1. David Alderfer “Major developments in British philately 
over the last 20 years” Linns Stamp News Jan 9, 2012 pp14-15

2. David Alderfer “The 100th anniversary of Britain’s 
postage due labels” Linns Stamp News Sept 8 2014 pp18-19

3. British Post Office “To Pay Labels” undated pamphlet 
4. Jerry Johnson “How Were International Dead Letter 

Office Items Handled?” Auxiliary Markings Issue No. 53  January 
2017 p1 (Shown is a 1935 letter from New York City to Cheshire 
England with a ‘2D / TO PAY / 108?’ mark similar to the 1931 
mark in Figures 12 and 31.)


