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Editorial
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

to-date (UTD) U.S. domestic and domestic rates available. 
I had forgotten that there were such UTD PDFs available 
(through 2014) on the Postal Bulletin website. They can be 
downloaded from the site.

Michael Eastick and I are working on placing the 1874 
to 1953 U.S. Postal Guides as fully searchable files on the 
Postal Bulletin website. I will let you know when this occurs.

One of my New York City (NYC) markings chapters 
is concerned with domestic postage due markings. Tom 
Breske has made his postage due markings available to 
me. Unfortunately, these, together with the few I’ve found 
on eBay, are few in number, especially before 1900. Does 
anyone have images of some more examples I could use?

Roger Brody recently asked me whether there were up-

Post Card Meant for a Ship Passenger Who Was Not on Board
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

I am guessing that this 1953 post card was mailed from 
Spain to New York City where it was meant to meet up with 
a passenger on the ship Laturnia. In NYC, the passenger 
was Not on Board ‘N.O.B.’ so the card was ‘UNCLAIMED’ 
and ‘RETURNED TO SENDER.’ The hs ‘RETOUR / RE-
BUT’ also means Returned / Undeliverable. I believe that 
the scribbling at the bottom right was a forwarding address 
left by the passenger.
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Registration Handstamps of the Union of South Africa
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

David Frye has written two articles related to registration 
in Tanzania. His Jan. 2019 article “Registration Labels of 
Post-Colonial Tanganyika and Tanzania” illustrated multiple 
registration labels, all used after 1961 in the post-colonial 
period. In this issue he illustrates the only three examples of 
a Tanzanian post-colonial registration handstamp (hs) that 
he has seen. I searched eBay and found no other examples 
of the latter.

This fact intrigued me no end. In my article “Auxiliary 
Markings and Auxiliary-Related Markings on African 
Mail” in the July 2018 newsletter, I published no example 
of a registration hs. So, I decided to look at the registration 
production of various African nations, and began with the 
Union of South Africa. Right away I found few examples 
of registration hs after 1962, but they began to appear com-
monly earlier than that. I have a series of 16 such registration 
hs from 1911 to 1982. The first example is illustrated with 
the associated hs but the remaining 15 are shown chrono-
logically as only a hs, but the information associated with 
their use is given.

In Figure 1 is a cover illustrating a hs seen used from 
1915-17. In this Figure is a March 1917 letter from Johan-
nesburg to Switzerland, with 6 1/2 pence in postage paying 
the 4 pence registration fee and the 2 1/2 pence UPU surface 
rate. Most serifed hs are not common and are mainly seen 
on hs of Johannesburg.

   Figure 1
In Figure 2 is a hs on a 1911 domestic letter from Kro-

onstad. It is one of only three seen where no line separates 

the ‘R’ and the rest of the hs contents. Only the R is serifed.

   Figure 2
In Figure 3 is a hs that was on a 1911 letter from 

Nystroom, Transvaal to Canada. Transvaal is one of the 
Union of countries that made up the Union of South Africa.

   Figure 3
In Figure 4 is a hs without a separating line on a July 

1912 letter from East London to Germany. The registration 
number, 19 in this case, was inadvertantly left off by me.

   Figure 4
Doornron is apparently a substation in Johannesburg as 

evidenced by the text in this Nov. 1912 registration hs in 
Figure 5. It was on a domestic letter.

   Figure 5

   Figure 6
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In Figure 6 is a 1917-21 hs on a Nov. 1917 Pretoria to 
Java, Indonesia, forwarded to Sydney, Australia letter.

The hs is Figure 7 was on a Dec. 1919 letter from Cap-
etown to Surrey, England. The registration number 95 was 
high above the hs, This is the last of the hs with no internal 
line after the R. All these were on items dated before 1919.

   Figure 7

The Figure 8 hs was on a 1920 Durbin to New York City 
letter. Like the prior example, the registration number, 604, 
was distant from the hs.

   Figure 8

The 1922-3 period hs in Figure 9 was on a March 1922 
Usakos, South West Africa to Germany letter.

   Figure 9
The hs in Figure 10 was the longest use type I have seen 

as it was used on a cover as early as 1924 and as late as 1971. 
This particular example was used in 1938, on a domestic 
item. Note that this was the first example I found where the 
registration number was printed, not handwritten.

   Figure 10

South Africa was different from the U.S. because she 
produced special registration hs for commemorative events 
such as the hs in Figure 11. In 1936 Johannesburg housed 
an “International Philatelic Exhibition,” “JIPEX.” This hs 
was placed on a 1936 domestic cover.

   Figure 11
The July 1937 hs in Figure 12 was placed at a Johan-

nesburg post office branch on an airmail letter to Austria. 
Even this branch serviced a fair number of registered letters. 
Note the serifed ‘R.’

   Figure 12

Around 1937 more than one city used the special hs of 
the type shown in Figure 13. This Dec. example was used 
on a 1937 airmail letter to Austria, Note that by this time 
a large number of registered items were being sent from 
Johannesburg. The U.S. began renumbering its sequential 
registered items frquently, but I do not know how frequently 
this was done in South Africa.

   Figure 13

The hs in Figure 14 was probably placed in a mobile post 
office in Bloemfontein and was mailed to a public library 
in the same city.

   Figure 14

I do not know whether the 1958 hs in Figure 15 is a special 
commemmorative hs or just from an island post office. It was 
on a letter to Germany and carried a special ?commemorative? 
cancel.

   Figure 15

The 1989 hs in Figure 16 is the latest example I have 
seen, and it is one of only three post-1950 examples I have 
seen.

   Figure 16
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A Conundrum Revisited
by Jacob Klerman, Kent Kobersteen, Roger Brody, Roland Austin, and Tony Wawrukiewicz

My question about the Beacon-franked cover in the Oct. 2019 
newsletter (“A Conundrum???) resulted in four wonderful 
responses with all kinds of opinions. This article discusses 
various covers sent me and how they relate to regulations that 
related to them. So, first, what were the regulations?

First, here are two references concerning airmail enve-
lope and airmail stamp use. PB 12634 (Nov. 14, 1924) noted:

that envelopes of a special design were only allowed for
air mail use. Envelopes having this special design may be
used for air mail only. Their use for mail which is not 
intended to be carried by airplane will not be permitted.

Similarly, PB 14473 (Aug. 29, 1927) noted that postage stamps 
of a special design for airmail use were only allowed for airmail 
use:

There seems to be considerable misunderstanding con-
cerning the use of air-mail stamps, such stamps being
used in some cases for the purpose of paying the spe-
cial-delivery fee or regular postage, including the spe-
cial-handling postage on fourth-class parcels, on mat-
ter which is not intended for transmission by air-mail.
Air-mail stamps are designed for use on air-mail
only. When affixed to matter which is not to be sent
by airplane confusion results, as postal employees are
led to believe that the matter is to be handled as air-
mail. Consequently, such matter is likely to be rated
with postage due at the rate prescribed for air-mail and
thus cause complaints to arise. For these reasons the
use of air-mail stamps in payment of postage, or the
special-delivery fee or special-handling postage, on
other than air-mail is exceedingly objectionable and
not approved. Postmasters should advise their patrons
accordingly and make every possible effort to confine
the use of air-mail stamps to the payment of the postage
and fees on matter which is to be given air-mail.
The text in the preceding paragraph that was bolded 

was deliberately bolded by TW. Finally, and importantly, 
we have the following late citation from PB 16989 (Aug. 
5, 1936) (importantly, this 1936 reference was actually in 
force as early as 1930). TW would not be surprised if it 
was in force even before 1930 (see this point made later in 
this article):

It has come to attention that letters prepaid at the regular
3-cent rate only, but enclosed in air-mail envelopes, or
envelopes bearing air-mail stickers, or otherwise endorsed
to indicate that they are to be dispatched by air-mail, are in
some instances being accepted and dispatched by air-mail.
This is not the proper action and may result in loss of pos-
tal revenue due to the failure, through inadvertance or over-
sight, to collect the deficient postage at the office of address.
...when such a letter is deposited and the sender is known
and can be readily located without undue delay, the letter 
should be returned to the sender (RFP) for the collection 
of postage at the air-mail rate. However, if the return card
shows the mailer to be located in another place,...the
words “Via Air Mail” should be obliterated and the mat-
ter promptly dispatched to the addressee by ordinary mail. 

One of the covers shown later in this article was supposed to 
be given special delivery service. The discussion of this cover 

requires reference to the contents of two following resources.
In the Postal Guide Supplement of 1889, but not in any 

Postal Bulletin that the author is able to locate, the following 
was noted:

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

 Later, PB 8296 (May 15, 1907), effective July 1, 1907, 
stated:

That from and after July first, nineteen hundred 
and seven, when in addition to the stamps required to 
transmit any letter or package of mail matter through 
the mails there shall be attached to the envelope or 
covering ten cents’ worth of ordinary stamps of any 
denomination, with the words ‘special delivery‘ or 
their equivalent written or printed on the envelope 
or covering, under such regulations as the Postmas-
ter General may prescribe, the said package shall be 
handled, transmitted and delivered in all respects as 
though it bore a regulation special delivery stamp.

We now consider a series of covers where the use reflects 
the regulations just documented. According to Kent Kober-
stein, who collects the Beacon issue and has a very similar 
example, the first day of issue Beacon cover in Figure 1 (the 
one in my Oct. 2019 article) was probably backstamped 
Philadelphia, indicating that it went via airmail, so was 
due 10¢ for domestic airmail service. Presumably, the short 
paid amount was noted in Washington, D.C. so the cover 
could not conveniently RFP from the Baltimore sender so 
it should have been sent as ordinary mail (it was), but not 
‘Postage Due 5 Cents.’

   Figure 1
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As just mentioned, Kent Koberstein has an example 
almost exactly the same as that in Figure 1 except that it 
doesn’t carry an ‘ORDINARY MAIL’ handstamp (hs), but 
it does carry a Philadelphia backstamp.

It is assumed that the intended-for-airmail first day of 
issue letter (‘VIA FIRST AIRMAIL’ etiquette and airmail 
stamp) in Figure 2 was mailed in Washington, D.C. So since 
short paid 5¢ (‘Postage Due 5¢’) in the city of mailing, it 
could be correctly returned for postage from the sender. The 
5¢ Washington, D.C. postage due stamp indicates payment 
by the sender.

   Figure 2
In Figure 3 is another 5¢ Beacon first day of issue cover 

supposed to be sent special delivery, as indicated by the 
pair of 5¢ Beacon stamps that paid the 10¢ special delivery 
fee and the hs ‘FEE CLAIMED AT / BALTIMORE, MD.’ 
According to the Postal Guide Supplement of 1889 (see prior 
page statement), there was no postage paid so the cover was 
to be given special delivery treatment, with the surface-rate 
postage claimed from the addressee (as indicated by the 
Baltimore 2¢ postage due stamp).

At least two rules and regulations were illegally followed here. 
First, since a special special delivery stamp was not used, some 
indication that this cover was to be sent special delivery should 
have been, but was not, placed. So how did the postal clerk know 
that this was to be a special delivery letter? Second, as per the PB 
14473 (Aug. 29, 1927) citation on the prior page, these airmail 
stamps were illegally used for special delivery service because 

the letter was somehow seen as a surface mail item. That is, the 
postage due from the addressee should have been 10¢.

   Figure 3
The final example, a June 1968 letter in Figure 4, was sent to 

TW by Roger Brody. It’s a beautiful example of a letter intend-
ed-for-airmail because of the 8¢ airmail stamp placed. Because 
of this, the hs ‘AIRMAIL STAMPS AND / ENVELOPES 
MUST BE / USED FOR AIRMAIL ONLY.’ It was correctly 
returned for postage from the sender (‘POSTAGE DUE 2¢’), 
with the 2¢ stamp placed (from the sender) indicating that full 
payment of the 10¢ for up-to-one ounce airmail postage due.

 
    Figure 4

Free WWI Prisoner of War Mail
     by Tony Wawrukiewicz

Shown is a 1916 letter from France to New York City 
which was free of postage because ‘No charge for postage 
Prisoner / of War Mail New York, N. Y.’



Page 6

Auxiliary Markings - Issue 67                   July 2020

Auxiliary Marks on Three Registered-Mail Letters from Tanzania
by David M. Frye (dfrye@widesky.biz)

       
Introduction 

The option of choosing registered mail gives postal pa-
trons a method for assuring that the valued contents of their 
mail pieces receive accountable passage to their destinations. 
Tanzania’s postal system has included registry services and 
has followed key internationally recognized conventions 
for denoting registered mail. Thus, registered letters sent 
from locales in Tanzania have featured several means of 
noting that the senders have procured registry service for 
their mailings. First, registered-mail letters often include 
intersecting vertical and horizontal blue rules. Second, these 
envelopes feature texts of some sort designating the letters 
as items of registered mail. Sometimes these texts appear on 
registered-mail labels. (Frye, 2019). On occasion, a phrase 
like “registered mail” appears in handwritten form on an 
envelope or in the design of an inked handstamp.

This study profiles three registered air-mail letters, sent 
from Tanzania to international destinations, that show uses 
of auxiliary markings applied with inked handstamps. In 
each case, the envelopes bear the three forms of regis-
tered-mail identification mentioned in the first paragraph 
of this article. Narratives review each of the envelopes and 
offer chronologies that order the various markings. In each 
case, the dimensions of the envelopes and the identified 
registered-mail auxiliary markings were determined using 
a 0.5-mm-gradated metric rule. The presentation of these 
auxiliary markings takes another step toward filling in the 
details of the use of auxiliary markings on mail sent from 
the various countries of Africa, a need identified recently 
by the Auxiliary Markings Club (Wawrukiewicz, 2018).

       
English Auxiliary Markings

The front side of a registered air-mail letter sent from 
Mwanza to New York on 11 May 1971 appears in Fig. 1. 
The termination of the horizontal blue pen line next to the 
vertically-oriented TZS 1/50 definitive stamp indicates that 
someone added the registered-mail cross lines after the 
stamps were affixed. The REGISTERED auxiliary marking, 
handstamped in purple, and the Type I registration label (No. 
7736) supplied the second and third means of marking the 
letter as registered mail.

   Figure 1 

Figure 1. Mwanza to New York. Four uncanceled Fish 
definitive stamps paid TZS 3/90 (Tanzanian Shillings) for 
registered air-mail service on 11 May 1971. The air-mail 
envelope features a preprinted BY AIR MAIL/PAR AVION 
etiquette. A Type I registered-mail label (Frye, 2019) indi-
cated the town of origin of the letter (original: 151.0 mm × 
88.5 mm). A purple-ink all-caps REGISTERED auxiliary 
marking was handstamped.

The dates in the cancels applied to the back of the Fig. 
1 envelope (in Fig. 2), reveal that the Mwanza Clearance 
Department of the National Bank of Commerce prepared 
the letter and posted it on the same day—11 May 1971—at 
the Mwanza post office. It arrived in New York on 17 May 
and received handling at the U.S. Post Office’s Church 
Street Station.

Figure 2. Reverse side of letter in Figure 1 also has 
crossed blue lines and indicates parts of its handling.

Figure 3 presents the front of a business-letter-size air-
mail envelope sent from Newala, Tanzania, to New York, 
New York, on 11 December 1976. Several markings on the 
front indicate that the letter received the special service of 
registered mail. First, the horizontal and vertical blue lines 
drawn from the typed recipient’s address supplied the in-
ternationally recognized registered-mail indicator. Second, 
the diagonally stamped REGISTERED auxiliary marking, 
applied with red ink, flagged the item as a piece of regis-
tered mail. Third, the Type I Newala registered-mail label 
provided the registry entry number (0460) that permitted 
accountability for the letter’s security.

Figure 3. Newala to New York. TZS 5/20 paid for reg-
istered air-mail service on 11 December 1976, as called for 
by the preprinted BY AIR MAIL/PAR AVION etiquette 
and a Type I registered-mail label (Frye, 2019) affixed to 
this air-mail envelope (original: 230.0 mm × 108.0 mm) cut 
on both sides. This label partially covers a red-ink REGIS-
TERED auxiliary marking (original: 40.0 mm × 5.0 mm) 
handstamped on the envelope.
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This complex of markings raises at least one question 
regarding the REGISTERED auxiliary marking on the 
front of the envelope. Was it applied by the sender as he or 
she prepared the letter for mailing, or did a postal clerk in 
Newala mark the letter with this red handstamp and then 
cover it with a registration label? While the latter is possi-
ble, the former explanation merits some attention. The two 
large circular handstamps on the back of the envelope (see 
Fig. 4) use red ink of a very similar—if not the same—col-
or. The text around the border of these stamped markings 
states, “The National Bank of Commerce, Newala Branch 
29.” Thus, one could argue that these handstamps and the 
REGISTERED stamp on the front of the envelope were 
applied by a bank employee preparing the letter for mailing 
and using the same ink pad for both handstamps. (Editor 
note: In studying registered hs on New York City registered 
letters, I have had the same question arise, especially when 
there are multiple hs on one NYC letter).

Figure 4. (Reverse side of Figure 3 cover). The various 
stamped markings show the letter was sent by the National 
Bank of Commerce in Newala to the post office in Newala 
on 11 December 1976, noted as registered on 17 December, 
passed through Dar es Salaam on 19 December, and arrived 
at New York’s Church Street Station on 27 December.

       
Boxed Bilingual Auxiliary Marking

The cover, depicted in Fig. 5 below, also includes three 
indicators of the letter’s treatment as registered mail: inter-
secting lines, a registered-mail label, and an ink-stamped 
auxiliary marking. The use of a red pen to draw the lines, 
which do not cross the typed address, is distinctive. The 
horizontal line is visible through a single perforation in the 
vertical pair of 30¢ Butterfly definitive stamps oriented hori-
zontally on the left side of the letter. A CDS from the Oyster 
Bay Branch Office in Dar es Salaam ties these stamps and 
the Type I registration label to the cover. Thus, the layering 
of elements allows one to determine an order of addition: 
address, lines, stamps and label, and cancel.

Figure 5. Dar es Salaam to Hobart. TZS 21/50 covered 
the postal charges for a registered air-mail letter  mailed from 
the Oyster Bay Branch Office in Dar es Salaam to Hobart, 
Tasmania, Australia, on 27 November 1979. Registration 
received notation with red lines, a Type I registration label, 
and, in the bottom right corner, a boxed bilingual regis-
tered-mail auxiliary marking (original: 48.0 mm × 19.0 mm).

The back of the cover, depicted in Fig. 6, shows three CDS 
that track the progress of the letter from the Oyster Bay Branch 
Office on 27 November 1979 to its arrival on 4 December 1979, a 
week later, at Hobart’s General Post Office (GPO) and then to its 
handling as a registered letter that same day.

Figure 6. Reverse side Figure 5 cover. The CDS indicate 
the letter departed Dar es Salaam on 27 November 1979 and 
arrived in Australia on 4 December, a week later. Clerks in 
Hobart marked the letter as registered and noted its passage 
through the Hobart general post office (postal code 7000).

       
Comparison of Auxiliary Markings

Enlarged images of the three registered-mail auxiliary 
markings appear in Fig. 7 below. All three feature the term 
REGISTERED in all caps. All three use English. The third 
marking, shown in Fig. 7(c), borrows the elements of a box 
and a capital R on the left from the design of registered-mail 
labels. This marking, using both English and French, makes 
the same language selection as the air-mail etiquette imprints 
common to envelopes. The ink colors vary.

   Figure 7
        

Conclusion
A collection of several hundred post-colonial covers 

from Tanganyika and Tanzania contains only three covers 
with handstamped registered-mail auxiliary markings. 
These examples demonstrate that while uses of such mark-
ings were very uncommon, markings indicating registered 
mail did see use at more than one Tanzania post office. 
The application of these auxiliary markings to envelopes 
bearing the standard registered-mail envelope markings 
and registered-mail labels further reinforced the need for 
such envelopes to receive the special services reserved for 
registered mail. Because this presentation of three distinct 
varieties of registered-mail auxiliary markings is unlikely 
to have captured all such markings in use, one may expect 
further searching to find more uses of these marks on letters 
sent through Tanzania’s mail by its postal patrons.
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New York City (NYC) Pointing Hands
by Tony Wawrukiewicz

       
Introduction

Slowly but surely, I am developing a collection of New 
York City (NYC) auxiliary markings. I still keep adding 
examples to each area, and it will take some time for me to 
feel that I’m reaching the point of diminishing returns. In 
the last newsletter, I illustrated my registration markings 
that I have accumulated through 1890.

In this article, I show all of the NYC pointing hands I 
have found from 1867 to 2006. I am certain that there are 
more to be found as there are large date gaps in the examples 
I have found. In fact, I hope that by illustrating them here, I 
will draw out other examples from our readers’ collections. 
The letters “as” indicate the pointing hand (PH) handstamp 
(hs) is shown actual size.

       
NYC Pointing Hands

In Figure 1 is the earliest pointing hand (PH - 1867) I 
have found for NYC.

          Figure 1 (1867)
In Figure 2 is an 1870 PH where the handstamp (hs) 

actually contains the city name.

        Figure 2 as (1870)
In Figure 3 is the earliest large PH found by me. I’m 

certain that other earlier examples exist.

           Figure 3 (1889)

          Figure 4 as (1894)

The 1894 PH in Figure 4 is the earliest so far that I have 
found with the admonition ‘DO NOT POST AGAIN IN / 
THIS ENVELOPE OR WRAPPER.’ The point of this state-
ment was to tell the writer that if he resent this undeliverable 
letter, new postage, not really a new envelope, was required.

The 1896 PH in Figure 5 is fairly typical of many in NYC 
in that it was used in either a special division, in this case 
the registry division, or in a branch post office.

         Figure 5 (1896)

In Figure 6 is a simple-design 1898 PH.

          Figure 6 (1898)

This 1903 PH in Figure 7 is similar to the Figure 5 PH 
but different in many ways.

          Figure 7 (1903)

1929 Yonkers, NYC PH in Figure 8. Unfortunately, there 
is a large dating gap between the Figures 7 and 8 PHs. 

         Figure 8 (1929)
The Figure 9 PH was used at least from 1933 to 1936.

      Figure 9 (1933-6)
The PH in Figure 10 was used for a significant period 

of time.



Page 9

Auxiliary Markings - Issue 67                  July 2020  

     Figure 10 (1932-51)

In Figure 11 is a 1934 PH from one of the branch post 
offices.

          Figure 11 (1934)

The 1940 PH in Figure 12 is similar to that in Figure 10 
but notice the significant differences between them.

          Figure 12 (1940)
This 1941 example in Figure 13  is an unusual (‘DE-

CEASED’) PH, especially this early.

          Figure 13 (1941)
In Figure 14 is a 1945 PH.

          Figure 14 (1945)
With the 1977 PH in Figure 15, we see another large 

time gap between uses.

         Figure 15 (1977)

With the PH in Figure 17 we see the beginning of com-
mon messages related to the undeliverability of the letter. 
The message on this PH is exceptional.

       Figure 17 as (1977)
In the 1977, 1979, 1992, 1994, 1997, and 2006 PHs in 

Figures 17 through 22, we see various reasons noted for the 
undeliverability of the letters.

          Figure 18 (1979)

         Figure 19 (1992)

         Figure 20 (1994)

        Figure 21 (1997)

        Figure 22 (2006)
       

Conclusion
If any newsletter readers have additional PH examples 

other than those shown here, please scan them and send 
the images on to me for inclusion in my future NYC 
markings book.
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‘MIS-SORTED BY POST OFFICE’
     by Tony Wawrukiewicz

Before it was delivered, apparently this 1980 letter was 
“MIS-SORTED BY POST OFFICE / OPENED BY ERROR 
BY UCB,’ whatever UCB was.

Handling of Uncancelled Letter
     by Tony Wawrukiewicz

This 1902 letter was ‘--- with stamp uncancelled.’ This 
was illegal so the postmaster at the delivery office needed 
to report this error. Thus the hs to the carrier: ‘ On delivery 
of this letter, Carrier / will please obtain this envelope and 
/ name of mailing P. O., and re- / turn to Sup’t of Carriers.’

2¢ Rate Period for Airmail Service
     by Tony Wawrukiewicz

Early on, in this case in 1921, there was experimental 
airmail service where a 2¢ postage stamp was all that was 
necessary for air service. Therefore, this 1921 letter franked 
with a surface-rate 2¢ stamp was flown ‘By Aerial Mail.’

Delayed Mail Due to Incorrect Zip Code
     by Tony Wawrukiewicz

The postal service has always prided itself in the prompt 
delivery of first-class mail. This is why third-class mail 
usually has “dumb” cancels so that delay in delivery of this 
type of mail is hidden. So, when this letter’s delivery was 
delayed because of an incorrect ZIP CODE, the hs: ‘DE-
LAYED DUE TO / MISDELIVERY / SAN FRANCISCO, 
CA’ was placed.
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Great Britain ‘EXPRESS FEE PAID’ Markings
     by Tony Wawrukiewicz

       
Introduction

The ‘EXPRESS FEE PAID’ auxiliary markings illustrat-
ed in this article were all applied in England on incoming 
mail from many countries, for mail to England. The exam-
ples I have were applied from 1925 until 1967. All of the 
markings include the same wording, and the only difference 
is that some of them also have an associated fee.

The only actual cover I show is in Figure 1 (this example 
is typical of all of them). This is a 1954 letter from Malta to 
London, England. Otherwise, since the uses are so similar, 
I only illustrate the markings, dates and country of origin.

     Figure 1 (1954 Malta)

As mentioned above, the earliest example is a marking 
on a 1925 cover from Germany to London. Some of these 
markings have a fee associated with them, in this case 6 
pence. I believe that the special delivery service with the 6 
pence fee started in Great Britain around the 1930s, or even 
slightly earlier as indicated by this example.

  Figure 2 (1925 Germany)

The next example also originated in Germany in 1936. 
This marking is very similar except the fee marking changed.

  Figure 3 (1936 Germany)

Although dated the same as the prior example, the 1936 
example from Germany in Figure 4, is quite different from 
that of Figure 3 including the fee indication.

  Figure 4 (1936 Germany)

Again, although dated the same as the prior two exam-
ples, the 1936 Belgium example in Figure 5 is quite different 
from that of Figures 3 and 4 and also the marking in Figure 
5 contains no fee notation.

  Figure 5 (1936 Belgium)

The Switzerland-origin marking in Figure 6 continues 
the pattern of containing no fee marking.

              Figure 6 (1938 Switzerland)

Figure 7 illustrates a 1954 Malta-origin marking.

                 Figure 7 (1954 Malta)

The marking in Figure 8 was on a letter that originated 
in France.

     Figure 8 (1955 France)

The marking in Figure 9 was on a letter that originated 
in Austria. It was undated, but the 1/- fee marking dates the 
letter from 1956 to 1967.

  Figure 9 (1956-67 Austria)

A 1957 marking on a cover from Australia.

  Figure 10 (1957 Australia)

Ceylonese and Finnish letters originated the marking 
in Figure 11, one that was used from at least 1958 to 1965.

    Figure 11 (1958-65 Ceylon/Finland)

The last example I have located of this type of marking 
is in Figure 12 on a 1967 letter from Tunisia.

   Figure 12 (1967 Tunisia)

Note that all these auxiliary markings are NOT shown 
actual size.
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Trilingual Undeliverable (‘REBUTS’) Swiss Letter
     by Tony Wawrukiewicz

This is a 1914 Columbus, Ohio to Zurich, Switzerland 
letter with a convenience overpay of the UPU 5¢ surface 
rate by 1¢. The letter was undeliverable (‘REBUTS’) as it 
was unclaimed trilingually in German, French, and Italian. 
The German and Italian messages were placed in the label 
because multiple lanuages were spoken in Switzerland.

Received in Wet Condition Letters
     by Tony Wawrukiewicz

Statements like the ones on the two covers shown were 
placed to explain the condition of covers that became wet 
as they went through the mails. The 1936 Italy to Kalama-
zoo, Michigan card in Figure 1 was ‘RECEIVED IN WET 
/ CONDITION / Section, Morgan Station / New York, 1, 

Figure 1 Figure 2

N. Y. It was then sent on to its destination.
The undated cover in Figure 2 was much more affected 

by water as it was damaged and lost its postage. Thus the 
hs ‘POSTAGE O.K. RECEIVED / IN WET CONDITION 
AT / GENERAL POST OFFICE / BRONX, NEW YORK 
10451.’ I am guessing that this envelope, since it passed 
through New York City on its passage to San Jose, originated 
in a foreign country.

Returned to Colorado Springs P. O. from Hotel, Shop, or Office
     by Tony Wawrukiewicz

This is a 1923 Philadelphia to Montana letter, then for-
warded to a hotel in Colorado Springs, Colorado. There it 
was undeliverable and ‘UNCLAIMED,’ and returned from 
the hotel as undeliverable (‘Returned from Hotel, / Shop, 
or Office to / Colo. Springs, Colo., P. O.’).


