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Editorial 

When I wrote my editorial for issue 100 in 2009 I 
was not expecting to disappear abruptly from the 
scene but that turned out to be the case, courtesy 
of a corrupt gene that activated without as much as 
by-your-leave and began to interfere with a vital 
life process. I was obliged to resign from the 
position at the end of the year, leaving the 
committee to find a replacement at no notice. That 
task proved to be impossible and so the Journal 
remained a few small prepared items plus a lot of  
potential items with nowhere to go. Meanwhile I 
remained, beaten somewhat by the treatment, into 
physical submission until well into this year. 
However the cytocidal drugs I had taken had been 
on target and, at least for a while, I have remission 
and a return to reasonable health. Now that’s 
enough about me, what about the Journal?   
 
Following discussions with the former Secretary 
and the former President, I re-occupied the Grand 
Editorial Chair on a temporary basis to put 
together Issue 101. With the valuable help of Jack 
Moyes there were soon enough scripts available to 
constitute a good-sized Journal of quality. 
Membership fees have been suspended this year 
and the Issue is being distributed free of charge to 
all members. 
 
So much for the pre-amble, what about the goods? 
Firstly, I must apologise to Edward Klempka for 
shortening his article on “The Viatka archive - 
Zemstvo” in Issue 100 by missing out the last 
page showing some vital illustrations. In 
recompense I have re-printed the whole article in 
this issue. That giant of the knowledge of all 
things postal in the far eastern regions of Imperial 

influence, Raymond Casey, has produced another  
fine paper, No. 6 in his series entitled “The 
Captain's Log.” This time it is based on activities 
around the Korean port of Gensang. Jack Moyes 
has provided two profusely illustrated items 
entitled “1905 - 1907: a short history of postcards” 
and “More aesthetics”, a topic which you will see 
aroused much interest in Issue 100. Our Past-
President, Terry Page, has prepared a display on 
Zemstvos for presentation to the Royal Society of 
Philately, London and has adapted his 
accompanying talk to  give us “The Zemstvo Posts 
- a briefing”, illustrated with some fine covers. 
 
Apologies are in order too to George Werbizky, 
and Ivo Steijn for the huge delay in publishing the 
fascinating articles that they sent towards the end 
of 2009. Philip Robinson has collected and sorted 
many previously unrecorded railway postmarks 
and presents them here. He also reviews the 
service provided by the Transbaikal ‘icebreaker’ 
ferries and offers examples of postmarks used. 
Trevor Pateman addresses the problem of 
identifying forged Postmaster Provisionals of 
1920 by looking at it from the point of view of a 
forger and identifies the options open to him. 
 
It is with sadness that I report the death of Peter 
Ashford, Honorary Life Member of BSRP and 
former librarian and journal editor. 
 
I am very happy and honoured to have had the 
opportunity, once more, to put together a fine 
issue of BJRP. 
 

Dennis Page (Acting Editor) 

Stop press! 
 
Since writing the above, I regret to report that our Secretary of some 20 years’ standing, Norman Ames, 
has had to resign for health reasons: we all wish him well and a good recovery. Consequently there are 
some changes in the administration of the Society. Details of the new line-up confirmed at the recent 
Annual General Meeting of BSRP will be found on page 2. 
 
Please note that subscriptions will again become due on 1st January 2012; details on the Contents page. 
 

Don’t forget to look us up on our website www.bsrp.org 
 

D.P.     
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Letter to the Editor  

From Mr. Charles Leonard 
 
BJRP No. 100 
 
Congratulations on achieving your century and 
with a super edition, too, containing a number of 
interesting, and informative, articles. 
 
I was particularly intrigued to see the final item in 
Ivo Steijn’s article - the “5/3” accountancy 
handstamp. My examples of this mark are dated 
1856 (January and April) and I have seen one or 
two others. An interesting feature is that all of the 
examples seen by me have been applied in the 
same area on the reverse of the letter. I know of 
only one publication that records this mark and 
that is the Supplement to “Catalogue des Marques 
De Passage” by James Van der Linden, published 
by Soluphil in 1998. Van der Linden attributes 
this mark to St. Petersburg and I feel sure that this 
is correct. 
 
Much scarcer, in my opinion, is the companion 
“4/3” handstamp, which was used on pre-paid 

letters to Great Britain, sent via Prussia and 
Ostend. The “4” representing credits of 3 sgr. to 
G.B. and 1 sgr. to Belgium, and the “3” (sgr) is the 
credit to Prussia.. I enclose a photocopy of my 
sole example and, in the interests of uniformity, 
this, too, has been reproduced at 200%. 
 
The letter, written at St. Petersburg on 21 Feb/5 
Mar 1855, is from Charles Moberly, an officer of 
“the Russia Company” whose salary has been 
considerably reduced to £100 p.a. “in 
consequence of the War between Great Britain 
and Russia” and mentions “A manifest 
announcing the accession of Alexander II was 
issued on Saturday evening .... you will probably 
have received information of this important event, 
by telegraph, not many hours after its 
occurrence.” 
 
Obviously, the war was not allowed to interfere 
with business. 
 
I look forward to seeing edition No. 101 
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The Viatka archive – Zemstvo  
 
Edward Klempka  

Some 5 – 7 years ago a large volume of Zemstvo 
covers appeared on the market, most were 
addressed to the Viatka district court. Zemstvo 
collectors had a rare opportunity to examine 
several hundred covers many bearing both 
Imperial and Zemstvo stamps. 
 
A serious article about the archive would require 
the whole journal, so I have restricted the article to 
a few covers. 
 
Letter posted 3 February 1902 in the Urzhum 
Zemstvo post (figure 1). The Zemstvo fee of 4k 
(registered letter rate) has been paid in cash and 
the letter hand stamped twice (figure 1a) in purple 
‘Paid Zemstvo Postal collection 2k’. The Imperial 
postage has been correctly paid 7k postage and 7k 
registration. The letter arrived via Imperial post at 

Viatka 4 February 1902. Cover correctly franked 
and transmitted. 
 
This is the only cover I have seen whereby a hand 
stamp has been used rather than Zemstvo stamps 
applied to it, perhaps to meet a shortage of 
Zemstvo stamps at Urzhum in 1902. Certainly all 
other covers I have seen (several hundred) bear 
Zemstvo stamps 2k letter rate and 2k registration 
rate regardless of imperial franking. Other 
Urzhum covers are known which have been 
through the Zemstvo post unstamped or with 
manuscript notation of the fee paid, but this is the 
only hand stamp I have seen. Your comments 
would be appreciated, together with details of any 
other “paid in cash” Zemstvo hand stamps from 
other districts. 

Figure 1 
Cover back (reproduced at 75%) 

Figure 1a 
Zemstvo handstamp (100%). 
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Many covers are known with mixed imperial and 
Zemstvo frankings; (e.g. figure 2) where the  
franking  of 42k is 7k registration and postage 35k 
(5 times letter rate). The Zemstvo rate is always 
2k postage and 2k registration. 

The letter posted 20 October 1910 at Zemstvo 
Volost Turekski of the Urzhum district via the 
Imperial post office at Urzhum 27 October 1910 
arriving at Viatka 28 October 1910. 
 

Figure 3  (next page) is a superb Zemstvo cover 
(Zemstvo stamps on reverse) franked 70k 
Imperial, being 7k registration and 63k postage (9 
times letter rate), and two 2k Urzhum (Keyplate) 
stamps 2k registration and 2k letter rate. 
 
The letter was posted in the Urzhum Zemstvo post 
at the Volost at Kanganuski, on 21 June 1905 and 
entered the Imperial post at Urzhum on 25 June 
1905, being received at Viatka 27 June 1905. 
 
One of the characteristics of the Viatka archive is 
the number of covers with relatively large imperial 

frankings, commensurate with the type of business 
being undertaken, the transmission of court 
documents. 
 
These high frankings are rare, when one looks at 
the Fabergé auction catalogue and looks for 
Imperial frankings (with Zemstvo) in excess of 
21k they are relatively few and far between.  
 
Does any reader possess similarly high franked 
covers? I would appreciate details of other similar 
frankings. 

Figure 2  
Cover with mixed franking (reproduced at 75%) 

Figure 2a 
Zemstvo franking (100%) 
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Figure 3 
Cover, front and back (60%), with datestamps inset (100%). 
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1905 - 1907: a short history on postcards 
 
J.G. Moyes 

1905 in Russia: the war with Japan drags on and 
heavy losses lead to calls for peace; strikes in the 
major towns and cities are increasing and usually 
quelled with violence by the authorities; demands 
for a democratically elected parliament are 
stronger than ever. Change seems inevitable and 
under a democracy would be inevitable but under 
an autocracy, which had no parliament or freedom 
of the press what form would this change take? 
 
Demands for the legalisation of trades unions had 
always been refused but by 1905 a Russian Union 
of Factory Hands was allowed. This was led by 
Father Gapon, a man whom historians treat with 
uncertainty. Was he a government stooge happy to 
get rich while ostensibly leading the workers 
towards their long awaited but highly unlikely 
goal? Perhaps at this late date we shall never know 
but we do know that he led the fateful march on 9th 
January which became known as Bloody Sunday. 
Thousands of workers assembled to present a 
petition to the Tsar at the Winter Palace. When 
they gathered in the square the troops fired on 
them killing over one hundred of them and 
wounding a great many more. 
 
This disaster seemed to be the catalyst which led to 
the rise in dissent among those sections of society 
which had previously been uncommitted. More 
strikes followed. By July the mutiny on the 
Potemkin and an armed uprising in Odessa 
encouraged the agitators, propagandists and 

publishers to become more daring. Illegal 
publications were nothing new but had always been 
confiscated by the authorities when found and, the 
writers and editors prosecuted when they could be 
caught. A relaxation on trades unions had led to the 
formation of many of them. Union membership 
was strongest among the print workers, the very 
people who had helped to produce the illegal 
publications. They had a major grievance; the 
continuation of preliminary censorship of all 
printed matter. When a near general strike almost 
paralysed the country in October 1905 the Union of 
Print Workers voted to stop submitting everything 
for such censorship.  
 
The co-ordinating committee for the October strike 
in St. Petersburg soon became the St. Petersburg 
Soviet of Workers’ Deputies, an open show of 
defiance. Around fifty other towns and cities set up 
their own Soviets. The Tsar’s advisors 
recommended that the people be given an 
assurance that at least some of their demands be 
met although there were still hardliners who 
believed that unrest should be met by the usual 
method of turning out the troops. 
 
One of these hardliners was General Trepov. He 
had been appointed Governor-General of St. 
Petersburg and Chief of Police. His troops broke 
up a session of the Soviet, which action was 
immediately followed on 17th October by the Tsar 
issuing a Manifesto offering in vague terms both a 

constitution and an elected assembly. 
The print unions refused to publish 
the Tsar’s Manifesto and only the 
Government Herald and a monarchist 
paper did so. When the printers at the 
latter found out they destroyed the 
machinery. Trotsky publicly tore up a 
copy of it in front of the crowd. A 
march to the Winter Palace on the 
18th October ended with troops firing 
on the protesters.  
 
Figure 1  illustrates this unhappy 
episode. On the left is the scene in the 
morning with the marchers gathering, 
on the right is the evening with troops 
attacking the crowd. 

Figure 1. 
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Two weeks after the Tsar’s Manifesto a limited 
freedom of the press was permitted. This gave rise 
to a plethora of satirical journals and postcards. 
The card shown as figure 2 portrays a shop-front 
“Trepov and Co.” with signs in the windows 
reading “Closing-down sale! Lashes, whips, 
shackles, bullets, cartridges, machine-guns and 
gallows for keeping the customers under control. 
Full secrecy in everything. Final closing-down 
sale in the event of full liquidation. From 17th 
October the firm’s managing director Mr. Witte 
convincingly begs you to believe that the closing-
down sale is final whoever believes this is in a 
world of his own.” 
 
Witte was the new Prime Minister appointed by the 
Tsar. He had led the peace negotiations for the end 
of the war with Japan and was negotiating a loan 
with France at this time. The Tsar did not like him 

as he advised change, but equally Witte knew he 
could only hold on to his position by doing what 
the Tsar wanted. Thus he was not trusted by the 
left or the right of the political spectrum. The Tsar 
removed him as soon as the loan had been finalised. 
 
Figure 3 comes from a series of cards with a more 
revolutionary slant. It reads “Two sentences with a 
hanging.” Under the illustration on the left it says 
“Peasant Anton Pilyashek, accused of the 
slaughter of policeman Linko, sentenced to hang 
23/3/05 in Warsaw.” Under the picture on the 
right it reads “The police class slashing peaceful 
citizens with its sabres on suspicion of sedition, 
breaking the ribs of young demonstrators, 
organising the slaughter of schoolboys, Armenian 
and Jewish pogroms, is sentenced to hang… his 
decoration - For Diligence.” 

Figure 2 

Figure 3 
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Figure 4 is from the same artist. Taking the myth 
of the Hydra as its theme it is headed “A mortal 
struggle”. The wings of the universal uprising 
confront the crown of the Autocracy wielding the 
sword of oppression. The inscription reads “It is no 
myth but reality, in place of each head chopped off 
ten new ones will grow.” 

Figure 5 from the same artist shows the attitude 
towards the Russian Orthodox Church of those 
seeking change. It reads “A crusade for the 
intellectuals. The modern Peter Ambenskii from 
the Moscow Convent of the Miraculous 
Apparitions.” (Ambenski was an early head of the 
Orthodox Church in Moscow.) The donkey 

represents Gringmut, a monarchist 
editor and the saddlecloth his paper the 
“Moscow Register”. The piece of 
paper in the priest’s hand says “Beat 
(or kill) the intelligentsia, Beat (or kill) 
the agitators.”  
 
The fourth card from this artist is shown 
in figure 6. The lion representing the 
proletariat has caught the bear 
representing authority. It reads “An 
old fable in a new setting (More 
grandiose and without comparison in 
the world, the first universal all-
Russian general political strike in 
October”.) The hare represents the 
liberal bourgeoisie. Under the 
heading “The hare at the hunt” the 
lion says “Oi! You at the side, be 
gracious enough to pull away. No one 
saw you while the hunt was on.”  

Figure 4 

Figure 5 

Figure 6 
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Two cards from a different artist are illustrated next. 
Figure 7 reads “The true Russian anarchists.” 
Trepov (the police), Bulygin (Minister of Home 
Affairs) and Gringmut (editor of the monarchist 
“Moscow Register”) fuel the revolutionary pot. It 
continues “A disservice by protection for the 
protection of the Autocracy. They will not handle 
the battle they created.”  
 
Figure 8 pictures Trepov on the throne. The top 
line says “In exchange for a call for a people’s 
representative. The final vain attempts of the 
Autocracy. The overproduction of police as a 
remedy to the overproduction of the 
intelligentsia.” Below the picture it reads “His 
Mightiness Trepov I, autocratic dictator of all 
Russia, by the grace of the Tsar married to the 
Tsar’s Autocracy.” Figure 8 has a date added, 21st 
May 1905. I do not think this was when the picture 
was drawn, but I cannot ascertain whether this 
date has any significance in Trepov’s career. 

Unsurprisingly none of the cards shown so far has 
a printer’s name added . The first two have the 
usual printed postcard back, but figures 3-8 have 
nothing. Again unsurprisingly, I have not seen any 
of the satirical cards used. 
 
Freedom of the press did not last long. The 
“Provisional Press Rules” of the 24th November 
ended the freedom to publish. Two days later 256 
deputies to the St. Petersburg Soviet were arrested 
and the Chairman thrown into prison. 
 
I suspect that the next three cards come from this 
later period as their message is more subtle 
although still direct. They are also high quality 
productions in colour and thus would have been 
more expensive, indicative of their being aimed at 
the more affluent classes. 
 

Figure 8 Figure 7 
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Figure 9 is simply entitled “The chemical 
composition of Russian freedom”. Figure 10 
shows the Tsar at the head of a pyramid of  
artillery shells. Figure 11 reads “Medicine 
distributed free from state pharmacies from the 
prescription of Trepov, allopathic professor.” The 
bottle on the left reads “Pills” and the label says 
“For internal use, Semenovsky Regiment” over a 

number of shells. The bottle on the right reads 
“Soothants.” The label says “For external use, 
Cossack Squadron.” A whip and what looks like a 
double knout tells the story. Trepov is written 
Treppoff as in French. All three of these cards 
have the usual printed postcard back but no 
publisher’s name. 

Figure 9 

Figure 11 

Figure 10 
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Meanwhile the Moscow Soviet continued to meet 
but with increasing anger at the actions of the 
authorities. Weapons had been stockpiled ready for 
trouble. On 4th December the Soviet declared a 
general strike and an estimated 150,000 took to the 

streets. On the 13th the Moscow Governor asked 
for more soldiers as most of his own had joined the 
strikers. The Semenovsky Guards soon arrived. The 
strikers put up barricades. The next group of cards 
shows this episode. 

 
Figure 12 shows a card from a series 
printed in blue with normal inscriptions 
on the back, but no publisher. It 
p i c tu res  a  ba r r i cade  on  the 
Dolgurovskaya near to the prison.  
 
Figure 13 from the same series shows a 
number of trams forming a barricade 
near the Miusskaya Park.  
 
Figure 14 comes from a different series 
and shows a barricade of railway 
wagons by the Butyrski Gates.  

Figure 12 

Figure 14 

Figure 13 
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By the 17th December the uprising had been 
crushed. The next cards illustrate the destruction 
that had been caused by the shelling of the 
workers’ stronghold. Figure 15 shows the ruins of 
Schmidt’s furniture factory after the bombardment 
in the Presna district. Figure 16 simply reads “The 
Presna after the fire.” 
 
While this was taking place an electoral law had 
been issued on the 11th December which laid 
down conditions for an elected assembly in 
accordance with the Tsar’s Manifesto of the 17th 
October. This did not give universal suffrage. The 
various classes of society from the workers and the 
peasants up to the landowners were each to elect 
their own representatives who would then in turn 
elect their own deputies to the assembly. The 
workers were grossly outnumbered by the rest, 
which did not meet with the approval of the left-
wing groups. 

The assembly would only need to meet for a 
minimum of two months a year and the Council of 
State would act as an upper house. The Council 
would consist of one hundred of the Tsar’s 
nominees with another one hundred appointed by 
right-wing bodies. The Council would need to 
approve any decision of the assembly before it 
became law, while the Tsar retained a veto on 
anything he did not like. The date fixed for the 
opening of the Duma was 27th April 1906. The 
left-wing differed in their approach to taking part. 
The Socialist Revolutionaries, or SR’s, boycotted 
the electoral colleges arguing the elections would 
not bring forward the revolution. However a 
number of deputies with similar views were 
elected. The Leninist Social Democrats wavered at 
first but finally put forward some candidates. 

Figure 16 

Figure 15 
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Figure 17 

Figure 19 Figure 20 

Figure 18 

The next two cards show these differing opinions. 
Figure 17 shows the negative standpoint. A 
typesetter picks out the letters to print the words 
that someone else has written. At the top it says 
“Elections” and under the picture “He elects 

because he chooses the type.” Figure 18 shows a 
card which indicates some optimism yet still 
follows the anti-Autocracy standpoint. Under a 
view of the Duma building and the date of 
opening there is a pile of skulls.  

The inscription says 
“Remember that we 
came to freedom 
through the corpses 
of our brothers.” 
 
The elections went 
ahead  wi thou t 
trouble and the 
Duma opened on 
time. The next two 
cards come from a 
series showing all 
the deputies. In the 
centre are larger 
portraits, figure 19 
Dolgorukov and 
f i g u r e  2 0 
Muromtsev, Vice-
P r e s i d e n t  a n d 
P r e s i d e n t 
respectively. 
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The Tsar’s intransigence to democracy was not 
affected by the establishment of the Duma. His 
wisest advisors had convinced him that an elected 
assembly was essential, otherwise fearing his 
overthrow, but his conviction that the Tsar was 
Russia and the Autocracy was God-given ensured 
his attitude remained the same. When the time came 
the Tsar gave his “Address from the Throne” to the 
Duma members, not by going to the assembly, but 
making them come to him at the Winter Palace. He 
never visited the Duma until 1916. 
 
The new Fundamental Laws explaining the 
limited power of the Duma were published just 
four days before it was due to meet for the first 
time. These new laws did not comply with what 
had been suggested by the 17th October 
Manifesto. When the first session began speaker 
after speaker from all parties condemned the 
failure to deal with the grievances of the people. A 
“Reply to the Address from the Throne” was to be 
prepared and presented to the Tsar. This 
demanded an end to the restrictions on the Duma 
itself making the law, plus the abolition of the 
State Council. It insisted on direct elections,  
universal suffrage and a guarantee that civil 
liberties would be subject to the law and not to the 
whim of the authorities. 
 
Figure 21  shows  a  photographic style card 
depicting the first session of the Duma and figure 22 
a card dated 4th May 1906 which reprints the 

Duma’s “Reply to the Address from the Throne”. 
The Duma President Muromtsev asked to see the 
Tsar with the intention of presenting the 
assembly’s “Reply” but after ignoring him for 
three days Nicholas told him to present it through 
the normal channels. Eventually on 13th May 
Goremykin, Chairman of the State Council 
delivered a response to the Duma. He told the 
members that their demands were inadmissible 
because firstly they violated the Fundamental 
Laws, secondly they challenged the Tsar’s 
prerogative and thirdly they affected state security. 
He told the Duma that it was a subordinate body 
which should limit itself to that role. In return the 
Duma passed a vote of censure on the cabinet 
calling for its dismissal and replacement by a body 
which had the approval of the populace. It was not 
dismissed nor did it resign. 
 
The largest individual party in the first Duma was 
the Kadets, formally known as the Constitutional 
Democrats. On its establishment it had supported 
the strikers during the great wave of militant 
action in October 1905 but they did not advocate 
militancy to achieve constitutional reform. They 
saw change as coming from parliamentary 
democracy and advised caution in the Duma 
against taking action which could jeopardise the 
limited reform it had been given. The left-wing 
deputies did not trust them. 

Figure 21 

Figure 22 
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Figure 23 shows the distrust of the Duma 
itself. It reads “The Duma-Bureaucracy” and 
at the base “We are the salt of the earth.” Land 
reform was the primary concern of all parties 
except for those on the extreme right-wing - they 
only numbered about thirty members. Compulsory 
re-distribution of the landed estates was the 
general view but whereas the Kadets favoured 
compensation the parties on the left did not. A 
statement from the government on 20th June said 
that compulsory re-distribution of the land was 
totally rejected. The Duma replied with its own 
statement that land reform should be through 
legislation. 
 
This was regarded by the government as a 
revolutionary act of defiance and was used as a 
means of closing down the Duma. On 9th July 
troops occupied the building and a decree of 

dissolution was published. Half the members 
crossed into Finland where they issued the 
“Vyborg Manifesto” which asked the people to 
resist the government by refusing to pay their taxes 
or co-operating with army recruitment. About 120 
Kadets plus most of those on the left signed the 
document. They were all sent for trial, sentenced 
to three months in jail and disenfranchised. 
 
Rather than bringing about peaceful opposition as 
the Kadets had hoped the following months saw 
peasant riots, naval mutinies at Sveaborg and 
Kronshtadt plus actual and attempted 
assassinations. An attempt to kill Prime Minister 
Stolypin failed but killed twenty-seven others. He 
responded by authorising Field Courts Martial 
with the power to try and execute anyone arrested 
for rioting or any act deemed revolutionary. 683 
were executed by these. 

Figure 23 

Plans for the elections to a second Duma in 
February 1907 were preceded in November by 
some changes in the law relating to tenure of 
land. Stolypin hoped these changes would appeal 
to the new assembly. The new elections saw the 
Kadets lose ground. This was no surprise as they 
had lost many of their best candidates through the 
Vyborg episode. The Socialist Revolutionaries 
again boycotted the elections but as with the first 
Duma those of similar opinions stood and won a 
seat. The extreme left-wing Social Democrats 
raised their representation from eighteen to sixty-
five. 

 The results showed:  
 
  Kadets 98  
  Octobrists 54  
  Workers Groups 104  
  Popular Socialists 16  
  SR-leaning 37  
  Social Democrats 65  
  Various right-wing 60 
 
This gave a 222-212 majority for the left-wing, 
not the result Stolypin had wanted. 
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Postcards were published to celebrate the opening 
of the second Duma. Figures 24 and 25 show 
cards similar to those prepared for first. The second 
Duma met for the first time on 20th February 
1907. Stolypin’s land reforms had not been 
enough for the deputies and they repeated their 
demands for land re-distribution. Cynics saw the 
new assembly as too conciliatory. Figure 26 shows 
the new Duma President, Golovin, chairing a 
session. Picture 1 says “I declare the meeting 
open” and picture 2 “The Minister of Home 
Affairs has the floor”. The third picture is 
captioned “Deputy Rodichev has the floor (he can 
relax it’s his man).” In the fourth and fifth pictures 
he calls Deputies Purishkevich and Aleksinski to 
the floor and becomes angry. The last picture says 
“Ugh .... relief ... to dissolve or not. He guesses.” 
 
Stolypin had been appointed Prime Minister 
Chairman of the State Council in July 1906. His 
aim was to reform the system while maintaining 
the autocracy, but with the right-wing opposing 
land reform, the Orthodox Church opposing 
education reform and the left-wing opposing 
everything on the grounds that it did not go far 
enough, his popularity was low. 

Figure 24 

Figure 25 Figure 26 

                                      THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 101  18 

.)'lt:Tul,ilttiE fOCY.ll.lJYMbl m,.i1HJ(l'i EJI Ill'FJI.C. O/IOBHllll 

r~ 
~ 

O,.u.1:,..11,. l.A1d.lo111h . , ..,\.1,11,ll"l'l. • (I\OIO n,.11 MAt.l.A(11t,HH, 1 /"\ ~11,M 

"' Stt.:;if•fll A\ ... , ., .... •1•t ... ,1JI .. I" 

~ ~ ~ 
"""4 &P:llllW~ Ml-lfAT} Au.11,1:1111111ffJ,) " 

n~n IIHA.Ml'lltw• ~••h~ On~1~•1<1 .,._1\;i.-1,11,11 J.11J1wt1rr,1l'ih 'J+L-Ol 

, 'flt &.,. ¥'■I'- 'IIIU.,illr, . ftl.lAl-.~"-\IIJ'H1I :ua lf\t.~ r~l\11\11, M ~II\ 



         THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 101    

 

When the police uncovered an alleged plot to 
assassinate the Tsar by fifty-five of the Social 
Democrats, Stolypin wanted to remove the 
immunity from prosecution from those involved. 
The Duma ordered its own inquiry but rather that 

wait for the result he took the opportunity to 
dissolve the Duma on 3rd June. In preparation for 
elections to a third Duma the franchise was 
severely altered to favour the right-wing. Figure 
27 shows a card depicting the sixty-five Social 

Democrats in the second Duma 
and figure 28 the fourteen 
deputies elected to the third, 
which opened in November 
1907. 
 
In the new assembly 287 of the 
443 seats were held by the right-
wing and Stolypin thought he 
had enough support amenable to 
the State Council. However as 
time went by they were not 
compliant. The right-wing had 
r e a l i s e d  t h a t  c e r t a i n    

responsibilities had to be in the 
hands of Ministries in the 
Duma, particularly military 
expenditure and modernisation 
of what was an army still under 
aristocratic control rather than 
professional soldiers. This was 
to lead to conflict in later  years 

Figure 27 

Figure 28 

Anyone interested in the satirical journals that were 
published in 1905-6 should try to find a copy of 
“Blood and Slaughter - Caricatures from the 1905 
Revolution” by David King and Cathy Porter 
published by Jonathan Cape, London 1983. Several 
years ago I found a small pile of copies 
remaindered in a Charing Cross Road bookshop on  

 
the morning before a BSRP meeting. They were 
just £2 each. I decided to buy them all, sure that 
those members at that afternoon’s meeting would 
be interested. They were snapped up immediately. 

Of the many good histories which include coverage of the years 1905-7 I have relied mostly on the following: 
 
The Russian Empire 1801-1917, Hugh Seton-Watson, Oxford University press, 1967.  
A People’s Tragedy (The Russian Revolution 1891-1924), Orlando Figes, Jonathan Cape, London, 1996. 
Russia’s Rulers under the Old Regime. Dominic Lieven, Yale University Press, 1989. 

Editor’s note: all illustrations are reproduced at 75%. 
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Zemstvos – Rare combinations and an  
England connection 
 
George G. Werbizky 

Rare combination of Zemstvo & Imperial stamps 

In his article “The Viatka archive – zemstvo”, 
BJRP No. 100, Mr. E. Klempka requested readers 
to show zemstvo covers with imperial stamps 
franking over 21 k. I can show only one such 
cover from my collection. It is a registered letter-
request sent on October 8 1905 to Viatka district 
court from Kotel’nich postal-telegraph office. It 
arrived in Viatka on October 10. It is interesting to 

note that the letter originated in the Volost’ 
administration office (volost’ is the administrative 
seat for several villages) on 20 September and had 
to wait 18 days to be delivered to Kotel’nich 
postal-telegraph office via Kotel’nich zemstvo 
post as shown by the 5-kopeck zemstvo stamp. 
There two imperial stamps 14+10 k. were applied. 
Both sides of the letter are shown in figure 1. 

Figure  1 
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There are two rarer combinations of zemstvo – 
imperial stamps. In my experience, the rarest 
combination is that of zemstvo – currency stamps.  
 
Figure 2 shows a Nikol’sk zemstvo stamp and 3 
one kopeck imperial currency stamps. The 
currency stamp Stanley Gibbons No. 175 was 
issued in January 1917. By that time, many 
zemstvo postal services had closed postal 
operations because the imperial postal service 

continued to expand and cover areas served by 
zemstvos. 
 
Figure 3 shows a combination of Lebedin zemstvo 
stamp and 3+1 war charity imperial stamp, 
Stanley Gibbons No. 148. So far, I have noted this 
combination only on few post cards. It makes 
sense to use this imperial stamp since 3 kopeks 
covered the postal fee and 1 kopek was a donation 
for war effort.  

Figure 2 

Figure 3 
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An England connection 

This postal card (figure 4) was mailed on 14 
November 1915 from Kharkov to the Gubernia 
administration of the Podol’sk Zemstvo in the 
town of Vinnitsa. All locations are in today’s 
Ukraine. The postal card arrived in Vinnitsa 3 
days later and was delivered as addressed on the 
same day, 17 November, as shown by the 
rectangular hand stamp on the front of the card. 
 
 
The translation of the message is: 
 
 
13/XI/915. 
 
To Gubernia administration of the Podol’sk 
Zemstvo, Vinnitsa 
 

Dear Sir! 
While I still have limited supply of English made 
carbon paper for typewriters I respectfully offer 
the following: a box of 100 sheets of 1st category 
black in colour for 6.00 rubles, including packing 
and postage, COD (cash on delivery). 
 
While expecting your valued order I remain 
respectfully yours. 
 
Kharkov 
Mironositskaya St. 
House No. 7. 
 
Hand stamp: 
Sales representative of the best English 
      carbon paper for typewriters 
           ROMAN  E. BREKH 

Figure  4 
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The Captain’s Log. 6 
 
Raymond Casey 

This number is chiefly concerned with Russian 
ship mail unloaded at the North Korean port of 
Gensan (now called Wonsan or Weonsan). 
Towards the end of the 19th century and the early 
years of the 20th century Gensan was a regular 
port of call for Russian and Japanese maritime 
mail-carriers plying the Sea of Japan and beyond. 
Much of the mail emanated from Vladivostok, on 
the Russian coast about 350 miles (560 km) north-
east of Gensan (figure 1). Nearly all the incoming 
mail was dealt with at the Japanese post office, 
which applied its own markings, but there is 
evidence of a mail-handling agency at Gensan run 

by the shipping arm of the Russian-controlled 
Chinese Eastern Railway.  
 
The following pages aim to update information on 
the postal markings applied to Russian mail 
dropped off at Gensan and to draw attention to 
gaps and anomalies in the relevant published 
records. Opportunity is taken to rectify serious 
misconceptions about the Chinese Eastern 
Railway Maritime Shipping Company found in 
the principal work of reference on the subject in 
the West (T&S, 1959, 1960) and to discuss the 
only known cover from one of its ships.  

Figure 1. 
Sketch map of Korea and adjacent territories showing principal localities mentioned in the text. 
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The contents of this article are presented under the 
following headings:  
 
1  Roman-letter cancellations 
2  Japanese language cancellations 
3  Ship and paquebot marks 
4 Chinese Eastern Railway Maritime Steam-
 Shipping Company 
 
Abbreviations and conventions used herein are the 
same as those in previous numbers of this series. 
Illustrated material is from the author’s own 
collection unless otherwise stated. 

 
1.  Roman-letter cancellations. 

These cancellations were used in the Japanese 
post offices in Korea, which had concluded 
commercial treaties with Japan in the 1870s. 
The first of such offices was opened in Fusan  

(Pusan) as early as 1876 and at other locations 
in Korea a little later. Originally only Japanese-
language cancellers were used, since the bulk 
of the mail handled in these offices was 
addressed to Japan and it was charged at 
Japanese domestic rates. Roman-letter 
cancellers were supplied for use on mail 
addressed to countries other than Japan in 1889 
(Hyun, 1975). Illustrations of the majority of 
postmarks in this category are given in the 
Japanese Encyclopaedia (Yamazaki, 2007) and 
the Handbook of Japanese Postmarks (2008), 
each a multi-authored compilation, and in works 
by individual authors (e.g., Hyun, 1975; Bishop, 
1985; Mizuhara, 1993). These are reproduced in 
figure 2 with a Type and Subtype designation 
introduced herein for convenience of readers 
of this article.  

Figure 2.  
Types of Roman-letter cancellations in use at Gensan between 1889 and 1909 (mainly after Hyun, 1975). 
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Type 1. Small single-circle of 20 mm diameter with 
misspelling CENZAN (C instead of G and Z instead 
of S) at top and POST at bottom; date in three 
lines. Exists in two subtypes - Subtype A 
with 4-digit year and Subtype B with 2-digit 
year; both very rare (Hyun reports only one 
example of Subtype B - with year digits 
inverted). Known period of usage: June 1889-
July 1891. Figure 3 shows the cover of a 
double-rate letter to St. Petersburg from 
Vladivostok. The 14k and pair of 3k stamps 
were cancelled in blue at Vladivostok on 11 
November 1889 (Old Style = 23 November 
New Style). Though endorsed for conveyance 
by the Japanese vessel HIGO MARU* via 
Shanghai, the letter was put ashore at Gensan, 
where it received an impression of Type 1 
(Subtype 1A) in black dated 25 November 1889 
(month inverted). Backstamps show that it reached 
the Japanese P.O. at Shanghai 5 December 1889 
and was passed to the British P.O. there the 
following day. The letter showed up at Hong 

Kong on 9 December and was picked up by a 
passing French mail-boat which applied its 
octagonal date-stamp on the front, reading “Ligne 
N/Paquebot No. 3/ 11 Dec 89”. Reference to 
Salles (1966, p.110) identifies the French ship as 
the DJEMNAH, which had left Yokohama, Japan, 
on 17 November 1889 and docked at Marseille on 
10 January 1890. The St. Petersburg receiving 
mark is dated 1 January 1890, equivalent to 13 
January in the New Style (Gregorian) calendar. 
The total journey time was 51 days. This cover 
gives a revealing insight into the state of the 
Siberian post-roads in winter before completion of 
the Trans-Siberian Railway linking Vladivostok 
with the west. Postal communication between 
Russia’s capital city and her Far Eastern domains 
was then effected more quickly by the long sea 
voyage half-way round the world.  
 
Russian mail showing Gensan Type 1 as a 
canceller may have survived, though none has 
come to the author’s notice. 

* The word “maru” is Japanese for “ship” and invariably follows the name of the vessel. 

Figure 3.  
Cover (reproduced at 75%) for double-rate letter from Vladivostok to  

St. Petersburg, endorsed for conveyance by Japanese ship “HIGO MARU via 
Shanghai”, 14k and pair 3k cancelled Vladivostok cds in blue dated 11 Nov 1889  

(= 23 Nov New Style).  
Received Gensan Subtype 1A as transit mark 25 Nov 1889 (month inverted), 

(enlarged X 2 in supplementary figure ).  
Transit Shanghai and Hong Kong (Backstamps), thence picked up by French  

mail-boat (s.s. Djemnah) bound for Marseille 11 Dec 1889.  
Arrived St. Petersburg I Jan 1890 (= 13 Jan 1890 New Style). 

In winter, before construction of the Trans-Siberian Railway, communication  
between Russia’s capital and her Far Eastern domains was effected more easily  

by the long sea route to Europe via Korea and China. 
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Type 2. Single-circle of 24-25 mm diameter with 
GENSAN at top and seriffed J.P.O. (meaning 
Japanese Post Office) at bottom. Date in three 
lines with 4-digit year. Used Sep-Dec 1891. Very 
rare. 
 
Mizuhara (1993, p.19) illustrates a 3 sen Japanese 
stationery card posted on a Russian ship at 
Vladivostok to Oldenburg, Germany, cancelled by 
Type 2 dated 21 November 1891. The card also 
bears a strike of Gensan ship mark Type A, 
described below. Similar cancellations could exist 
on Russian stationery cards and mail franked with 
Russian stamps; none yet recorded. 
 
Type 3. Double-circle of 15.5 and 26 mm diameter 
with I.J.P.O. (Imperial Japanese Post Office) 
GENSAN at top and MEIJI* with 2-digit date 
enclosed between asterisks at bottom. Christian 
(Gregorian) date in two lines in centre, having 
month in Roman numerals and year in four digits. 
Colour black; may exist also in blue or brown. 
Period of use: 1892-1894. There are two subtypes: 
Subtype A with large lettering and Subtype B with 
smaller lettering. According to Mizuhara (1993, 
p.374) the handstamp for Subtype A was made of 
hard material, that for Subtype B of rubber. 

Gensan Type 3 is well represented on Russian 
material. The first record in western literature 
known to me is in the second number of 
Tchilinghirian’s “Used Abroad” Chronicle, 
wherein he illustrates an example of Gensan 
Subtype 3A dated 13 VII 1894 (T, 1961, p.12, fig. 
40). This had been found cancelling two 10k 
Russian stamps on piece sold at a New York 
auction house the previous year to the late R.S. 
Blomfield (T, ibid., p.17). A few years later 
Tchilinghirian reported that a 10k letter-card, to 
Lübeck, in the collection of M. Liphschutz, had a 
similar cancellation on the imprinted vignette 
dated 23 VIII 1893 (T, 1966, p.23, fig. 205). 
Although this cancellation was said to belong to a 
subtype different from that of the Blomfield 
example, both are of Gensan Subtype 3A. Another 
strike of Gensan Subtype 3A appears on a cover to 
Augsburg, Germany, cancelling a Russian 14k of 
the 1883-88 issue. Coincidentally, it bears the 
same date as that found on the Liphschutz letter-
card and, in common with that item, has an 
impression of the tiny ship mark Type B of 
Gensan on reverse (figure 4). The cover was 
endorsed for conveyance by the Japanese 
SATSUMA MARU via the Korean port of Fusan, 
but it was routed through Nagasaki and Yokohama 
instead, reaching Augsburg, 9 10 1893.  

Figure 4.  
Cover (reproduced at 75%) to Augsburg, Germany, endorsed on back, for conveyance by Japanese 

ship “SATSUMA MARU via Fusan”, but unloaded at Gensan, where 14k Russian stamp received  
Subtype 3A cancellation with date 23 VIII 1893 in Christian calendar in centre (1893 = year 26 of 

Meiji dynasty). On reverse Gensan ship mark Type B, enlarged X 2 in supplementary figure . 
Transit Nagasaki and Yokohama; received Augsburg 9 10 93 (backstamp). 

*Conversions of dates in the Meiji calendar are as follows: Meifi 25 = 1892; Meiji 26 = 1893; Meiji 27 = 1894. 
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Other examples of Gensan Subtype 3A are shown 
below in the Paquebot section (figures 12 & 13).  
 
Mizuhara (1993) illustrates Gensan Subtype 3B 
dated 2 IX 1892 on a 3 sen Japanese stationery 
card posted to Hamburg on a Japanese ship out of 
Vladivostok, but I have seen no Russian cards or 
covers with this cancellation. That they exist (or 
existed) is shown by two loose Russian stamps in 
my personal collection. One is a 3k of the 1883-88 
issue showing a partial strike of Gensan Subtype 
3B dated 30 IX 1892; the other is a 7k of the 1882
-92 issue with unclear Christian date but with 
discernible Meiji 25 (= 1892). These finds suggest 
the possibility that Gensan Subtype 3B had only a 
short life-span and was perhaps a forerunner of 
Subtype 3A. 
 
Type 4. Thick-very thick single circle of 25-26 
mm diameter with 8-rayed asterisks at sides, 
GENSAN at top and I.J.P.O. (Imperial Japanese 
Post Office) at bottom; date in three lines, having 
month in abbreviated western style and 2-digit 
year. Occurs in two subtypes: Subtype A of 25 
mm diameter and Subtype B of 26 mm diameter 
and slightly larger lettering that fills more of the 
circle. Subtype A known in black, blue, brown and 

red; period of use: August 1894-Sep. 1906, 
Subtype B known only in black: period of use: 
July 1901 - August 1904. 
 
Gensan Type 4 belongs to the group of thick-
ringed date-stamps that were the standard 
Japanese cancellations at the turn of the 19th/20th 
centuries. Subtype 4A is the one most likely to be 
found cancelling Russian ship mail, generally 
associated with Paquebot Type C, rarely with Type 
D. It is the only Gensan postmark recorded in the 
“Used Abroad bible” (T&S, 1960, p.486, fig. 689). 
Mizuhara illustrates several examples of Gensan 
Subtype 4A, which he calls the “Third Type of 
Overseas c.d.s.” (Mizuhara, 1993, p.23) (Since he 
shows no examples of my Gensan Type 1, it is 
assumed that his First and Second Types are Gensan 
Types 2 and 3 herein). One of his figures, a cover 
from Gensan to Shanghai, is shown as having 6-
rayed asterisks at the sides instead of the usual 8-
rayed (Ibid., p.23). The strike on the original is so 
poor that this odd feature may be safely dismissed as 
an artistic error. 
 
Figure 5 shows the use of Gensan Subtype 4A on 
a pre-printed Russian cover to St. Petersburg, 
probably from Vladivostok.  

Figure 5.  
Cover (reproduced at 75%) pre-printed in Russian to St. Petersburg with destination added in 
handwritten English. Posted on Russian ship, presumably out of Vladivostok, and put ashore at  
Gensan, where pair of 4k and single 2k Russian stamps received three strikes of Subtype 4A  

canceller dated 8 Dec 97 and Gensan Paquebot Type C applied on reverse. Yokohama and New York 
transits on reverse. Received St. Petersburg 27 XII 1897 ( = 8 Jan (1898 New Style). Routed across America 

and the Pacific and Atlantic Oceans rather than face the ice-bound post roads of Siberia in winter,! 
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It was endorsed to travel via San Francisco, thus 
taking the eastern route across America and the 
Atlantic rather than brave the ice-bound post-
roads of the Siberian winter. It was put ashore at 
Gensan 3 December 1897, where it received 
Subtype 4A as a canceller on front and Paquebot 
Type C on reverse. Also on reverse are a New 
York transit mark of 28 December and a St. 
Petersburg arrival c.d.s. of 27 December 1897 
(Old Style = 8 January 1898 New Style). Journey 
time from Gensan: 36 days, compared with 49 days 
taken to reach the same destination from Gensan via 
the western route in 1889 (see figure  3). 
 
The Mizuhara collection contained a cover which 
took the eastern route from Gensan by necessity. It 
is a double-weight cover addressed to Berwick, 
Maine, U.S.A. Both the Gensan Subtype 4A 
cancellation (dated 4 May 1895) and the paquebot 
mark are struck in reddish-brown (Mizuhara, 

1993). Another cover from the same 
correspondence is shown in figure 6. It was sent a 
little later than Mizuhara’s (Gensan Subtype 4A 
28 July 1895) and followed the same route to 
Berwick via Nagasaki, Yokohama and San 
Francisco. It is remarkable for its high franking, a 
strip of three 20k of the 1889-92 issue (sextuple 
rate), and for having both the cancellation and 
paquebot mark struck in red. This colour is not 
mentioned by Hyun (1975) as being in use at 
Gensan, nor have I found any reference to its use 
in other literature. That it is not unique is 
demonstrated by a loose copy of the 3k (1883-88 
issue) in my possession with an incomplete strike 
of Gensan Subtype 4A in bright red. It would 
seem that a different colour of ink was supplied to 
the Japanese Post Office at Gensan in 1895, 
resulting in a progressive change from brown to 
bright red on the ink-pads. 
 

Figure 6.  
Cover (reproduced at 75%) for overweight letter to Berwick, Maine, U.S.A., endorsed 

“Via Nagasaki” and franked strip three Russian 20k stamps. Posted on Russian ship and 
unloaded at Gensan, where stamps cancelled Subtype 4A dated 25 Jul 95 with Gensan 
Paquebot Type C applied alongside, both in brownish red. Nagasaki, Yokohama and San 

Francisco (24 Aug 95) transits on reverse; received Berwick - Aug 1895. 
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In contrast to Gensan Subtype 4A, Subtype 4B is 
seldom seen and I have been unable to trace any 
record of its existence in the literature available to 
me. It occurs on a cover from Vladivostok to 
Japan cancelling a Russian 10k (issue 1889-92) 31 
July 1901, accompanied by the rare Paquebot 
Type D mark (figure 7). A near-duplicate from the 
same correspondence, posted a few days earlier 
and franked 20k, has the same markings (Lot 338, 
Lugdunum Philatelie, sale December 2010). It is 

also found on a Japanese stationery card going 
into Russia with date 8 October 1901 (R. Hosking 
in litt. 24/7/10 & 01/08/10).  
 
There is another example in the collection of Mr 
Horst Mueller dated 19 August 1904. This is also 
on a Japanese stationery card and went to Canada 
via Nagasaki (figure 8). I would be astonished if 
this Gensan Subtype 4B is not recorded 
somewhere in the Japanese literature and if other 

examples are not lying dormant 
in the collections of the 
readership. 
 
 

Figure 7.  
Cover (reproduced at 75%) from firm in Vladivostok to Yokohama, Japan, 10k Russian stamp 
cancelled in transit at Gensan by Subtype 4B cds dated 31 Jul (19)01 with Gensan Paquebot 

Type D applied below. Faint Yokohama arrival cds on front.’ 

Figure 8.  
Japanese 4 sen stationery card (reproduced at 75%) to Napanee, Ontario, Canada, cancelled 
by Gensan Subtype 4B cds dated 19 Aug (19)01. Transit Nagasaki 27 Aug 04 and Napanee 

arrival - Sep 04. (Horst Mueller collection, courtesy Mr K.G. Clark). 
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Type 5. Double-circle of 14 and 25 mm diameter, 
comb type with date in bridge across centre; 
GENSAN at top and country name COREA at 
bottom. Period of use (Hyun, 1975) 6 10 06 -  
3 11 10. 
 
The period of use makes it possible for this Type 
to appear as a canceller on Imperial Russian ship 
mail, though to date none has been seen. 
 
Type 6. Similar to Type 5 but with comb interior 
replaced by “T-emblem”. Period of use (Hyun 
1975) 23 10 07 - 03 03 09. 
 
Comments as in Type 5 above. 
 

 
 

2. Japanese-language cancellations. 
It is not proposed to illustrate here all the known 
Japanese-style postmarks of Gensan (= Wonsan/
Weonsan) since only one type is involved, namely 
the bisected datestamps, of which examples are 
shown in figure 9. These have the date below the 
central line with two pictographs immediately 
above the line representing the syllables WEON 
SAN reading from right to left. At the top are the 
two syllables for the Japanese word CHOSEN (= 
Korea). Mizuhara shows this type cancelling a 
pair of Russian 5k on piece with date in the Meiji 
calendar equivalent to 15 May 1897 (Mizuhara, 
1993, fig. 4-3.36). I can now record it on a 
red-band cover from a Chinese firm in 
Vladivostok addressed to  Shanghai, 
cancelling a pair of Russian 10k of the 1889-92 
issue (figure 9A). It bears a fair impression of 

the Gensan paquebot Type C, 
overstruck by the cds of the 
Japanese post office in 
Shanghai dated 11 June 1899. 
The same cancellation, with 
date 15 5 99, is seen on a one-
rouble stamp of the 1889-92 
issue on a piece of linen 
envelope; the left margin of 
the piece clips the frame-
edge of what was surely an 
i m p r e s s i o n  o f  G e n s a n 
paquebot Type C (figure 9B). 

Figure 9. 
 A. (Reproduced at 75%) Red-band cover for double-rate letter to Shanghai from  
Chinese firm in Vladivostok, franked on reverse pair Russian 10k stamps. Posted on  

Russian ship and put ashore at Gensan, where stamps cancelled Japanese-language bisected 
datestamp for Weonsan (Gensan) (date unclear). Received Japanese P.O. Shanghai 11 June 1899. 

 
B. One-rouble stamp (1889-92 issue) tied to piece by Japanese-language bisected datestamp 

translating CHOSEN (= Korea) /WEONSAN (= Gensan)/ 15 May 1899. Frame-edge of  
presumed Gensan Paquebot Type C at left margin of piece (arrowed). 
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 Figure 10 shows a 4k Russian stationery card 
from the collection of Ernst Schilling. It is 
addressed in Russian to Japan and in Japanese 
to a private resident in Osaka, Japan. 
Presumably posted on a Russian ship out of 
Vladivostok, it was put ashore at Gensan, 
where it received the Type A ship mark of 
that port and a superb strike of the Gensan 
bisected Japanese-language canceller with date 
in the Meiji calendar equivalent to 11 August 
1893. The card reached Osaka 17 August 1893. 

Presumably the Japanese-language cancellers 
were used only on mail addressed to Japan and 
Korea or transmitted through Japanese post 
offices abroad. A summary of the information 
above indicates known occurrences of the 
Gensan bisected datestamp on Russian mail 
range from August 1893 to June 1899; at first 
(1893) used in conjunction with ship mark 
Type A, later with Paquebot Type C. 
 
 

Figure 10.  
4k Russian stationery card addressed in Russian to Japan and in Japanese to a private 
residence in Osaka, Japan. Posted on Russian ship and put ashore at Gensan, where  

triangular ship mark Type A struck and imprinted stamp cancelled (perhaps at another 
office) by Japanese-language bisected datestamp for Weonsan (Gensan) dated in Meiji  

calendar equivalent to 11 August 1893. Received Osaka 17 August 1893.  
(Herr Ernst Schilling collection). 

3  Ship and paquebot marks 
At the fourth congress of the UPU, in Vienna in 
May 1891, it was decreed that mail posted at sea 
could be prepaid by postage stamps and in accord 
with the tariff of the country to which the vessel 
belonged. If the mailing took place in the 
territorial waters or ports of other countries, 
the stamps and tariff of the relevant territory  

would apply. In the following year the UPU 
issued a supplementary regulation requiring that 
such letters should, in addition to bearing the date-
stamp of the receiving office, be endorsed with the 
word “paquebot”, either as a handstamp or in 
manuscript. As in most countries, paquebot marks 
proper did not appear in the Japanese offices until 
1894.  
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However, long before that date some of these 
establishments had already put into use 
handstamps denoting receipt of uncancelled 
ship mail, anticipating the UPU regulations by 
many years. The Japanese Encyclopaedia 
(Yamazaki, 2007) illustrates one such mark used 
at the Japanese Maritime Office in Shanghai 
between September 1886 and September 1890. It 
takes the form of a triangle enclosing a two-line 
inscription: the English word “SHIP” at top and 
the name of the port in Japanese at bottom. 
Subsequent examples of this small triangle series 
have the two-line inscription entirely in English 
with the abbreviated name of the port at top and 
the word SHIP at bottom. These early triangular 
marks are here treated as part of the paquebot 
system. 
 
In the annals of Russian postal history the 
Gensan paquebot marks are a relatively late 
discovery. The pioneer works of Cockrill (1936) 
and Studd (1953) make no mention of the 
Korean port as a source of paquebot cachets 
on mail of any country. The first record in 
connection with Russian correspondence in 
western literature known to me occurs in one 
of Tchilinghirian’s “Used Abroad” Chronicle 
articles. In Number XI of that series he 

illustrated an impression of the tiny triangular 
Type B found on the back of a Russian letter-
card (T, 1966, p.23, fig. 206), referred to 
below. The first edition of Hosking’s “Paquebot 
cancellations of the World”, published in 1977, 
illustrated a rectangular framed PAQUEBOT 
mark attributable to Gensan and another, 
smaller type was added in the second edition 
of the book (Hosking, 1987). All subsequent 
authoritative sources agree on these two types 
in use at Gensan, though stated measurements 
and other details may vary slightly according 
to the degree of pressure exerted on the 
handstamp and the quality of the original 
strike. Illustrations of one or other of these 
two PAQUEBOT marks of Gensan on Russian 
mail are provided by Berngard (1977), Cronin 
(1978) and Mizuhara (1993). The existence of 
three such Gensan marks claimed by Drechsel 
(1984, p.43) cannot be confirmed. 
 
Marks in the paquebot family that can be 
assigned with confidence to Gensan are shown 
in figure 11, all authenticated by personal 
examination of material “in the flesh”. The 
designations A, B, C and D given to these 
marks herein are solely for convenience of 
readers of this article. 

Figure 11.  
Ship and Paquebot marks in use at Gensan between 1891 and 1903.  

Type A. Double-lined equilateral triangle with 
sides 24 mm long, enclosing two-line abbreviated 
inscription in English in seriffed letters: GEN. /
SHIP, the top line in tiny characters less than 2 
mm high, the bottom line in much larger letters. 
Colour black. Known period of use: Nov. 1891 -
Aug. 1893. 
 

Marks in this style were introduced in the 
principal maritime offices in Japan and Korea 
in the early 1890s after the fourth UPU congress 
in May 1891 dealing with mail posted at sea. 
Today all are scarce to rare. That in use at 
Gensan seems to be unique in possessing a 
double-lined frame, though the outer frame-
line has not been seen in its entirety. Much of it 
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remains in the example shown in figure 12 and 
traces are present in one illustrated by Mizuhara 
(1993) on a Japanese stationery card cancelled at 
Gensan 2 Feb 1892, and again in the example 
shown in the Handbook of Japanese Postmarks 
(2008, p.347). In the drawing given by Drechsel 
(1984, p.43) the triangle is much too large and the 
wrong shape, the letters lack serifs and the word 
GEN (for Gensan) is far too big and the full-stop 
is missing. The crudeness of this illustration 
should be taken into account when assessing the 
authenticity of some of the rectangular-framed 
paquebot marks attributed to Gensan by the same 
author. 
 
In the Japanese Encyclopaedia (Yamazaki, 
2007) Type A is recorded as being in use from 
21 11 1891 to 28 8 1892. The cards shown in 

figures 10 and 12 stretch the record to 1893, the 
former having been cancelled at Gensan on a 
day in the Meiji calendar equivalent to 11 8 
1893. This goes a long way towards closing the 
gap in continuity with Type B, which is 
known to have been used on 23 8 1893. Mr 
M. Dovey informs me (in litt. 3-30 November 
2010) that the original of figure 10 is the 
basis for the illustration of Gensan ship 
mark Type A in the revised edition of 
Hosking’s paquebot book, where it appears 
under number 6887 (Dovey & Morris, 2010, p. 
230). It is incorrectly attributed therein to the 
year 1895 instead of 1893. The sharp contrast 
in quality of strike between the ship mark 
and the cancellation suggest the possibility 
that they were applied at different offices. 
 

Figure 12.  
4k Russian stationery card addressed in Russian simply to Japanese 

city of Tokyo with full address in Japanese.  
Posted on Russian ship and unloaded for transhipment at Gensan, where ship mark 

Type A applied (enlarged X 2 in supplementary figure ) and imprinted stamp cancelled 
by Gensan Subtype 3A with date 26 VII 1893 in Christian calendar in centre and  

year of Meiji dynasty in peripheral inscription (26 = 1893). 
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Type B. Small symmetrical triangle with base-line 
21 mm long and sides 12 mm, enclosing two-
line abbreviated inscription in English in italic 
letters GEN./SHIP, with top line in smaller 
fount than the bottom, the letters G and P 
partly seriffed. Colour black. Date of known 
usage: 23 8 1893. 
 
The rarest of the Gensan ship and paquebot marks, 
Type B is known to me by only three examples. 
First is the copy illustrated by Tchilinghirian 
from a 10k letter-card to Lübeck, Germany, 
cancelled at Gensan by Subtype 3A dated 23 8 1893 
(T, 1966, p.23, fig. 205) ; the second is found on 
the back of the cover shown in figure 4, also 
addressed to Germany, carried on the 
SATSUMA MARU and put ashore the same 
day as the letter-card to Lübeck; a picture of a 
third example, in the collection of Dr. Inoue, has 
been shown to me (date of use and other 
details not reported). In this last example the 
apex of the triangle is missing, suggesting that Dr. 

Inoue provided the original of the figure in the 
Handbook of Japanese Postmarks (2008, 
p.347). Gensan Type B was not represented in 
the Mizuhara collection, a fact that emphasizes its 
rarity. These triangular marks were superseded in 
1894 by the regular paquebot cachets. 
 
Type C. The word PAQUEBOT as depicted in 
figure 1C contained in rectangular frame of 
dimensions 30 mm X 8 mm. Colour: usually 
black, rarely brown, very rarely red. Known 
period of-use: 1894-1899. 
 
While I cannot agree with Mizuhara (1993, fig. 
4-3.35) that this mark is common, it is the least 
scarce of the Gensan paquebot family. Hosking 
(2000, p.297) and Dovey & Morris (2010, p.230) 
give the period of i ts  use as 1894-96. Possibly 
the earliest occurrence known to date (May 
1894) is found on a Russian 7k stationery 
envelope with added 3k adhesive to pay 10k 
rate to Germany (figure 13),  

Figure 13.  
Russian 7k stationery envelope (reproduced at 75%)with added 3k stamp addressed to 

Possneck, Germany, put in ship’s letter-box by resident of Vladivostok and unloaded at 
Gensan, where stamps cancelled Gensan Subtype 3A with central date in Christian  

calendar 30 V 1891 and Paquebot Type C struck below.  
Transit marks of Nagasaki and Yokohama on reverse.  

On arrival at Possneck the letter was redirected to Plauen, Germany, arriving 28 7 91. 
Earliest record of use of Gensan Paquebot mark Type C. 
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The latest I have seen is on the card to Osaka, 
Japan, illustrated by Berngard (1977). This 
extends the life of Type C to at least July 
1899, about a month later than the red-band 
cover to Shanghai shown in figure 9. 
Because of the wide popularity enjoyed by 
the various editions of Hosking’s paquebot 
book (1987, 2000, 2010) it is important to 
point out that the illustration of Gensan Type 
C given therein (numbered 3089 in the last two 
editions) is incorrect, the letter Q being 
wrongly shaped (sides shown parallel, body 
too large, tail too short), Roger Hosking tells 
me (in litt. 24 07 10) that his copy of this mark 
and of Gensan Type D “could not be described 
as brilliant strikes, hence the error,”. 
 
Hosking’s figures for the size of the frame, 8 
mm by 30 mm, here accepted, apply to an 
impression made by moderate pressure. The 
Encyclopaedia of Japanese Postmarks (2007, 
chapter 20) illustrates Gensan Type C by a 
thumping strike dated 1897 which adds 
another half-millimetre to the vertical 
component. The example shown in figure 5 
herein, also dated 1897, has a frame 
measuring 8.5 mm in height at one end and 8 
mm at the other, possibly struck by the same 
heavy-handed individual. As for colour, the 
covers shown in figures 5, 9 and 13 exhibit 
Gensan Type C in commonplace black. 
Reference has been made above to a Russian 
cover in the Mizuhara collection addressed to 
the USA in 1895 with this mark in reddish-
brown, and to another from the same 
correspondence, posted a little later, on which 
it is struck in red (figure 6 ) .  In all cases the 
colour of the paquebot mark matches the 
colour of the cancellation, suggesting that 
both were struck in the same office and 
perhaps from the same inkpad. 
 
Type D. The word PAQUEBOT as depicted in 
figure 11D contained in rectangular frame of 
dimensions 38.5 mm X 10 mm. Colour black. 
Known period of use: 1894 (fide Hosking) 1900-
1903. 
 
Type D is easily distinguished from Type C 
by its larger size. It was numbered 1477 in the 
first and second editions of Hosking’s book 
(1977, 1987), since changed to No. 3090 in the 
third and fourth editions (Hosking, 2000; 
Dovey & Morris, 2010). Despite Hosking 
giving the same scarcity rating to both Type 
C and Type D, the latter is much rarer in my 

experience. Apart from its very infrequent 
appearance in auction catalogues, the only 
illustration of this mark on Russian postal material I 
have found in the literature is provided by Cronin 
(1978). This author describes a 1k stationery card 
addressed to England “via Japan and Vancouver” 
and carried on the Japanese ship YAMASHIRO 
MARU from Vladivostok to Gensan, where it 
was off-loaded on 8 August: 1900, receiving 
cancellation Subtype 4A and paquebot cachet 
Type D, both struck in black. Cronin thought 
he had discovered a new type of paquebot 
mark and was unaware that Hosking had 
figured it the previous year. Cronin’s 
measurements for the frame agree with mine, 
taken from the example shown in figure 7. As 
expected, small unimportant variations in frame 
size shave been reported. However, Drechsel’s 
“Genzan 1” and “Genzan 3”, with frames said to 
be about 34 mm and 43 mm long respectively, 
are more difficult to reconcile (Drechsel, 1984, 
p.43). The style of lettering is similar in both, 
though different from any Gensan mark I have 
seen “in the flesh” or in the literature. His 
very poor drawing of the triangular Type A 
raises doubts as to the accuracy of his 
figures of “Genzan 1” and “Genzan 3”. I am 
inclined to treat both as fantasies. 
Unfortunately, Mizuhara (1993, fig. 4 -3.35) 
faithfully copied Drechsel’s “Genzan 3” (down 
to the tiny gap in the upper left corner of 
the frame) to illustrate the larger of the two 
Gensan rectangular paquebot marks. The 
material described above covers a short time-
span of 1900 to 1901, extended to 1903 by an 
illustration in the Japanese Encyclopaedia. It 
would seem that Type D succeeded Type C at 
Gensan. However, this idea is in conflict with 
the 1894 start date given for both Types in 
the later editions of Hosking’s book.  
 

4. Chinese Eastern Railway Maritime 
Steam-Shipping Company 

Russian shipping lines operating in the Far 
East opened agencies at the main ports of 
call, though evidence of this seldom shows up 
in postal material. An exception is the 
Singapore Agency of the Russian Volunteer 
Fleet which is known to have used a cachet in 
English to mark mail received for conveyance 
by its ships (Casey, 2011). The existence of a 
similar mail-handling agency of the Chinese 
Eastern Railway Maritime Shipping Company 
at Gensan, Korea, was an unexpected discovery 
(Casey, 1989, p. 83; 1992, p.33). The cover 
providing the basis for this discovery was 
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carried on the CER ship NONNI and because 
of its importance it is illustrated again in 
figure 14 and fully described for the first 
time.  

Before discussing this cover, however, it is 
necessary to clear up some misunderstandings 
about the company to which the NONNI 
belonged. In the light of information from 

Figure 14.  
Registered cover (reproduced at 75%) to Christiana (now Oslo), Norway, handed to Chinese 

Eastern Railway Maritime Shipping Company at Gensan by H.G Melsom of whaling vessel  
s.s. GEORGl 22  November 1903.  

Agency cachet struck in violet on reverse and placed on Company’s ship s.s. NONN1, where 
vertical pair 10k Russian stamps cancelled by violet dateless circular cachet reading: 
“Maritime Steam Shipping Company of Chinese Eastern Railway/ Steamship ‘NONNI’” . 
Encircled ‘R’ denoting foreign-bound registered mail and ‘Z’ registration label reading 

“NONNI/ Steamship of Chinese Eastern Railway”.  
Reached Vladivostok 17 XI 1903 (= 30 XI New Style) and passed through St. Petersburg  

Warsaw Railway Station, arriving Christiana 21 XII 1903 (backstamps).  
Supplementary figures show NONNI canceller (after T&S) cachet of CER Maritime Steam 

Shipping Company’s Agency at Gensan, and the Company’s flag and funnel markings. 
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official sources (e.g., Board of the CER, 1914) 
much of what was written about the Maritime 
Shipping subsidiary of the CER in the 
standard work of reference on the subject in the 
West (T&S, T959, pp’. 478-80; 1960, p.491) turns 
out to be incorrect or baseless speculation. 
The words in the title of the Company 
(Morskoe Parokhodstvo Obshchestva) mean 
“The Maritime Steam-Shipping Company”. In 
the English version of the “Guide to the Great 
Siberian Railway” (Dmitriev-Mamonov & 
Zdziarski, 1900, p.499) it is rendered as “The 
Ocean Steam Navigation Company”, while the 
Company’s printed stationery, as seen on a 
1899 cover from Port Arthur, is headed in 
English “Seagoing Steamship Service of Chinese 
Eastern Railway Company” (Hofmann, 1993, 
p.185). Despite these indications of an 
exclusively sea-going concern, T&S give the 
impression that  the Company was 
simultaneously heavily involved in river 
transportation. They refer to its Manchurian 
fluvial lines, which were believed to have 
serviced the Sungari, Nonni and Amur rivers, 
without any documentary or material back-up 
for their belief. The emphasis on a river 
connection for the CER Maritime Shipping 
Company appears to have sprung from the 
simple fact that three of its ships had been 
named after rivers, AMUR, SUNGARI and 
NONNI. The implications drawn from this by 
T&S were unjustified, as shown below. 
 
Work began on the CER in the summer of 
1897, aimed at shortening the long haul to 
Russia’s Pacific port of Vladivostok by cutting 
across China’s Three Eastern Provinces 
(Manchuria).  
 “In the absence of roads and adequate 
means of transportation, the Company had to 
use the large rivers crossing Manchuria as 
the best available channels of communication 
to bring the heavy material and the labour 
force at the required spots. For this purpose 
it had to acquire vessels before the work 
could begin in earnest, and a Subsidiary 
Company was formed to take care of these 
shipping activities. The first three ships 
were purchased in 1897, and named after the 
rivers on which they were to operate, 
“AMUR”, “SUNGARI” and “NONNI”.” (T&S, 
1959, p.478). 
 
The idea that the CER shipping subsidiary 
was a going concern from the outset of 
construction in 1897 is wrong. In the early 

stages of work the CER’s shipping 
requirements were met by contractors such as 
the Russian Volunteer Fleet. It was not until 
1898, when the track from Harbin to Port 
Arthur was conceived, that the CER ran into 
serious shipping problems. This was due to 
unsuitability of available vessels, particularly 
those needed to negotiate the shallow harbour 
at Newchwang. The decision to give the CER 
its own ships was approved by Royal Decree 
on 24 June 1898 (Old Style), though it was 
not until the following year that the 
objectives of the nascent CER Maritime 
Shipping Company were set out in another 
Royal Decree issued on 6 July 1899 (O. S.).  
This went far beyond the phase of railway 
construction and envisaged a fleet of cargo and 
passenger ships connecting Vladivostok and 
Dalny (the Company’s maritime HQ) with the 
main ports of China, Japan and Korea and 
operating as far north as the Sea of Okhotsk 
and the Bering Sea. In the meantime, the 
Minister of Finance had pressed for the 
urgent purchase of three cargo ships from 
England. In the event, 12 ships were ordered 
in line with the ambitious plans for the 
Company. Five of these were obtained by 
direct purchase and the other seven were 
commissioned from foreign shipyards. Later 
acquisitions brought the Company’s fleet to a 
total of 20 - a motley assemblage, ranging 
from purpose-built luxury liners such as the 
MONGOLIYA and MANCHZHURIYA to an old 
Southampton-Isle of Wight ferry (formerly the 
“Carrick Castle”, renamed NAGADAN) taken to 
Russia in pieces and reassembled at Vladivostok. 
 
Of the three ships visualized by T&S as ploughing 
the eponymous waterways in 1897, the SUNGARI 
(built in 1898 as the s.s. “May”) was a straight 
purchase from England, while the AMUR and the 
NONNI were both built in Germany in 1901. All 
three are listed in Lloyd’s Register in London as 
vessels with A1 certificates of sea-worthiness, 
registered at Vladivostok. Each in excess of 2400 
gross tonnage, the AMUR and the NONNI were 
among the larger units of the Company. Together 
with the SUNGARI (gross tonnage 1415), they 
are confidently assumed to have served a 
maritime, rather than a fluvial, purpose. 
 
More seriously misleading are the assertions 
of T&S regarding the supposed history of the 
CER Maritime Shipping Company after the 
Russo-Japanese War of 1904-05. They say the 
activities of the Company were suspended 
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during the war and refer to a later period 
when the Company had moved its 
headquarters from Port Arthur to Vladivostok. 
From there, starting about 1907, it ran express 
services to Shanghai (China) and Tsuruga 
(Japan). By now the ambulant post offices of 
the ship had given up the highly 
individualised cancellers of the early years 
and were now using the standard double-oval 
type, difficult to distinguish from those 
employed by the Russian Volunteer Fleet 
(T&S, 1959, pp.478-80; 1960, pp.490-91). 
 
All this is fiction. There was no “later period” 
for the CER Maritime Shipping Company. The 
Company was wiped out in its entirety during 
the Russo-Japanese War. The SUNGARI was 
an early casualty, burnt and scuttled in the 
harbour at Chemulpo, Korea, on 8 February 
1904, having been caught up in the first naval 
engagement of the war, an event narrated 
many times (e.g., Warner & Warner, 1974, 
pp.187-195). The AMUR was among the many 
ships sunk in the harbour at Port Arthur 
before the siege of the naval base ended in 
January 1905. En route to Port Arthur, the 
NONNI struck a mine off Dalny and went to 
the bottom on 25 April 1904. Most of the 
other ships of the Company were captured or 
sunk by the Japanese, a few used at Port 
Arthur as block-ships. The only one of its 
vessels left afloat after the war was the 
MONGOLIYA, which had been refitted as a 
hospital ship under the aegis of the Red Cross. 
She was sold to the Russian East Asiatic 
Steamship Company in 1906. * 

As for the idea that the CER Maritime 
Shipping Subsidiary moved its headquarters 
from Port Arthur to Vladivostok, it must be 
pointed out that this Company was based at 
Port Arthur only briefly and for most of its 
short life operated from the commercial port 
of Dalny. At no time was Vladivostok the 
Company’s headquarters. The Vladivostok-
Shanghai and Vladivostok-Tsuruga lines were 
run by the Russian Volunteer Fleet 
Association and there was never any danger 
of its mail cancellers being confused with 
those of the extinct CER Maritime Shipping 
Company.  

Figure 14 shows a registered cover sent to 
Christiana (now Oslo), Norway, by H.G. 
Melsom of the whaling ship s.s. GEORGI of the 
Pacific Whaling and Fishing Company of Count 
H.H. Keyserling, dated 22 November 1903. 
Evidently the GEORGl had put in at Gensan 
and instead of passing his letter to the 
Japanese post office there, the sender chose 
to entrust it to the CER Maritime Shipping 
Company’s Agency at the port. A circular 
cachet struck in violet on the back has an 
incomplete inscription in Russian translating 
in full “Agency of the Maritime Steam-
Shipping (Company of the Chinese Eastern) 
Railway * Gensan *”. The Company flag is 
depicted in the centre of the cachet. This shows 
a diagonally divided design, the Chinese 
dragon occupying the lower half, with the 
Company’s name in Chinese alongside a 
replica of the Russian national flag at top 
(Lloyd’s, 1904) (figure 14). The cover is 
franked with a vertical pair of Russian 10k 
stamps of the 1889-92 issue. It is uncertain 
whether the stamps were supplied by the 
sender, the Agency or the ship’s post office. 
From Gensan the letter was picked up by the 
Company’s ship NONNI, en route to 
Vladivostok. On board, the ship’s postal clerk 
struck the stamps with the NONNI’s 
distinctive canceller in violet, giving the 
name of the Company around the periphery 
and the ship’s name in the centre but no date.  
 
The ‘Z’ registration label reads in full “14/
NONNI/ Steamship of the Chinese Eastern 
Railway”. The encircled ‘R’, denoting foreign
-bound registered mail, was struck from an 
inkpad (black) different from that used for the 
canceller and could have been added at 
Vladivostok, where the letter was landed 17 
November 1903 (= 30 November New Style). 
There are no further transit marks until it 
arrived at St. Petersburg Warsaw Railway 
station on 3 December 1903 (= 16 December 
New Style). It reached its Norwegian destination 
on 21 December 1903. 
 
The Norwegian connection is not surprising. 
Norway is the traditional home of whaling and 
Norwegian harpoon-gunners were the 

 
*The barges, sampans and small ships making up the CER’s river force suffered a similar inglorious fate. As Russia 
loosened its grip on the CER during the 1920s many of the craft were left to rot at their moorings. Those still in op-
eration were considered a threat to local Chinese business. In August 1926 the whole flotilla of the CER’s Navigation 
Department and its shore installations were seized by the Manchurian warlord Marshal Chang Tso-lin, (Sokolsky, 1929, p. 
52).  
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best, highly sought-after in the industry and 
highly paid. The Norwegian Hendrick G. 
Melsom, sender of the letter, is described as 
gunner and expedition manager to the 
Keyserling concern and said to have 
exercised a decisive influence on the fate of 
the company; later he was to play a leading 
role in establishing pelagic whaling in the 
Antarctic (Tonnessen & Johnsen, 1982, pp. 132-
135). In 1919, together with his cousin Magnus, 
he founded the whaling company of Melsom & 
Melsom. He had obtained his Captain’s ticket at 
the age of 21. His position on the GEORGI, 
however, is not clear. Count Keyserling’s 
grandson tells us that on board the whale-
catchers only the gunner was Norwegian, the 
captain was a Russian and the crew were 
Korean and Chinese (Keyserlingk, 2010, p.8). 
On page 10 of the same article he refers to 
“Captain Melsom’s Georgi” No doubt the 
question of whether H.G. Melsom was captain 
of the GEORGI is answered in the unabridged 
four volumes of “The History of Modern 
Whaling”, not at present available to the 
author. Melsom’s seven years’ association 
with the Keyserling company ended in 1904 
with the outbreak of the Russo-Japanese War.  
 

Count Otto Hugo Henry Keyserling, Melsom’s 
employer, was born in Lithuania in 1886 and 
became a pioneer of modern whaling. In its 
day, his Pacific Whaling and Fishing Company 
was the largest Russian trade undertaking in 
the Far East. It also enjoyed a secret grant of 
50,000 roubles annually from the Russian 
Treasury in return for sounding and charting 
Korean and Japanese waters for naval 
intelligence. According to Melsom, in the 
summer season whale-catching was carried on 
as far north as Sakhalin, the blubber being 
reduced to oil. In the winter operations moved 
south in the Sea of Japan and the whales were 
sold whole in Nagasaki, where the market for 
meat for human consumption was inexhaustible 
(Tonnessen & Johnsen, 1982). The company had 
procured a ten-year licence for a station on 
the Korean coast where the whales could be 
processed (Keyserlingk, 2010 pp. 10-11), which 
may have been connected with the visit of 
Melsom and the GEORGI to Gensan. 
 
T&S (1959, p.374) speculated that the “Count 
G.G. Keyserling Line” was engaged in postal 
business and, because one of its ships was 
named CHEFOO, assumed that Chefoo was one 
of the ports of call. They thought it possible 
that this was the line operating the regular 
daily service between that port and Port 
Arthur prior to the Russo-Japanese War, 
when much mail was carried on this route. It 
must be pointed out that the core business of 
Keyserling’s Pacific Whaling and Fishing 
Company was whaling; its sidelines included 
fish and vegetable canning, barrel-making and 
operation of a sawmill. I have found nothing 
whatsoever in the literature to suggest that 
any of its ships acted as mail-carriers or 
TPOs. Moreover, there is an anachronism in 
the comments of T&S. Keyserling’s original 
company, based at Vladivostok, collapsed 
when most of its fleet was seized by the 
Japanese in 1904. Shortly after 1906 Keyserling 
launched another enterprise from Vladivostok - 
“The Pacific Ocean Shipping Company”, 
mainly concerned with freight- and passenger-
carrying. It was to this later company that the 
CHEFOO belonged, long after Russia had lost 
control of the sea link between Port Arthur 
and Chefoo. Also part of the new company 
was the whaler GEORGI, built in 1895 at 
Christiana and a survivor from the old 
company wiped out by the Russo-Japanese War. 
The GEORGI listed by T&S (1959, p.374) 
under the “Keyserling Line” was a 

Figure 15 
Captain H. G. Melsom, pioneer whale-

man and co-founder of the whaling  
company Melsom and Melsom in 1919. 

(Copyright Whaling Company  
Globus A/S [E. Naess]) 
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different ship with the same name, 
built at Greenock, Scotland, in 1882 
and employed as a freighter in the 
Pacific Ocean Shipping Company 
(RMFL, 1912, p.16). Both ships were 
registered at Vladivostok. 
 
To return to the Nonni cover, records of 
postal material from CER ships are 
otherwise restricted to a German card 
cancelled on the NINGOOTE in 1901 
during the Boxer Rebellion period 
(present whereabouts unknown) and 
blocks of stamps with centrally placed 
impressions in violet of the NONNI 
canceller (ex Shenitz and Fabergé 
col lect ions),  the la t ter  probably 
“philatelic”. Not only is the item 
described herein the only known cover 
from a CER ship, it provides the only 
existing evidence that the ambulant post 
offices of these ships were equipped to 
handle registered mail. The registration 
label used by the NONNI is also unique 
in my experience of Imperial Russian 
ship mail in giving the name of the ship 
and the company to which she 
belonged.  
 
Railway enthusiasts will have noted the 
exceptionally early appearance of the 
d o u b l e  o v a l  c a n c e l l e r  a t  S t . 
Petersburg’s Warsaw Station. Perhaps 
the importance of this cover lies more 
in its implications for future finds. 
Gensan was only one of 19 agencies 
established by the CER Shipping 
Subsidiary along its various itineraries 
fanning out from Dalny in the hey-day 
of the Company (1901-1903). These 
ranged from Shanghai in the south to 
Petropavlovsk, on the Kamchatka 
Peninsula, far to the north (Board of 
CER, 1914, p.172). Gensan was not 
rated as one of the main agencies and it 
is almost certain that more important 
agencies such as Shanghai, Nagasaki, 
Chemulpo and Vladivostok were also 
given mail-handling status. Possibly all 
19 agencies  accepted mai l  for 
transmission by the Company’s ships.  
 

So far, postal material has been recorded 
from only two CER ships - NINGOOTE and 
NONNI. I can add MONGOLIYA and 
ARGUN from unpublished items in my 
personal collection. All have cancellers of 
radically different design and all are 
dateless. Conceivably, their original 
purpose was for use on ships’ documents 
and their function as mail-cancellers may 
have been a temporary measure pending the 
issuance of normal datestamps by the 
Postal Administration. It is impossible to 
say how many more of the CER’s fleet had 
on-board postal facilities. Citation of only 
the MONGOLIYA and MANCHZHURIYA 
as “post-passenger” vessels in the official 
history of the CER {Board of CER, 1914, 
p.299) was doubtless true when the 
manuscript was prepared, but was clearly 
out-of-date by time publication was 
achieved. Many more of the Company’s 
ships designated as passenger-carrying 
freighters may have set aside a cabin for 
postal duties. It is the thought of what must 
lie hidden in official archives and private 
files and collections that gives zest to the 
pursuit. 
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Breaking the ice: the Lake Baikal ferries and the 
Transbaikal post 
 
Philip E Robinson FRPSL 

When the Siberian Railway was under 
construction in the 1890s, the most difficult 
section to build was that around the southern edge 
of Lake Baikal. In many places the cliffs rose 
directly from the water’s edge, with no level shore 
on which to build the line. It was clear that many 
tunnels, cuttings and embankments would be 
needed, and so the decision was made, at least 
initially, not to build the “Circumbaikal Railway” 
around the lake but to provide a ferry link between 
a newly-built Port Baikal on the western shore and 
Tankhoi or Mysovaya (now known as Babushkin) 
on the south-eastern shore. 
 
Russian and foreign shipbuilding companies were 
asked to tender for building a ferry. This had to be 
able to carry trains, and also needed to be 
designed with the ability to cut through the winter 
ice of the lake. The contract to build the ferry was 
awarded in 1895 to the firm of Sir W.G. 
Armstrong, Mitchell & Co. Ltd. of Newcastle 
upon Tyne, England, as they quoted a price that 
was much lower than Russian competitors. In fact, 
in the early 1890s Armstrong’s had already built 
two paddle-steamers for use by the Siberian 
Railway on the River Angara. The new ship was 
named “Baikal”, and was built in over 6,000 small 
sections at Armstrong’s Walker Shipyard on the 
Tyne, being then sent out to the lake in pieces. 
This was because there was no navigable route to 
Lake Baikal from the Arctic Ocean. Beginning in 
the autumn of 1896 the “Baikal” was erected at 
Listvyanichnoe on the shore of the lake, in a 
special dock built for the purpose, with 
Armstrong’s engineers supervising the work. 
Three years later Armstrong’s were asked to build 
another, smaller ship, without the ability to carry 
trains but to be used for passengers and freight, 
and also to provide a stand-in service if the 
“Baikal” broke down or was under maintenance. 
 
Despite the many problems of transporting the 
pieces of the “Baikal” to Siberia by sea, rail and 
river (many components were lost or stolen en 
route and there were also bureaucratic delays), the 
“Baikal” was launched on 29 June 1899. It was 
then towed across the Angara outflow to Port 
Baikal and fitted out, entering service in April 

1900. Although hardly a beautiful ship (one 
contemporary writer compared it to “a barn that 
has somehow slipped afloat”) it was nevertheless 
well-suited to its task. Being a 4,200 ton ship, 290 
feet in length and 57 feet in beam, it could carry 
an entire express train or 25 fully loaded goods 
wagons on its three parallel tracks. Twin triple-
expansion steam engines and two propellers gave 
the ship a maximum speed of 13 knots. The 
smaller ship was named “Angara” (after the river 
which flows out of the lake) and was 200 feet long 
and 35 feet wide. It was capable of carrying 150 
passengers and 400 tons of cargo and fuel at a 
similar speed to that of the “Baikal”. The 
“Angara”, launched in 1900, remained in service 
on the lake until the 1960s, and after restoration it 
is now a museum ship, moored near Irkutsk. The 
“Baikal” came to a sad end during the Civil War; 
in the summer of 1918 it was set on fire by 
soldiers of the “Czechoslovak Legion” and was 
later broken up for scrap. The ships are invariably 
referred to in Russian by the word “ледокол” 
meaning “icebreaker”; although not icebreakers in 
the true sense, they had strengthened hulls and 
were able to navigate through ice that would have 
been an obstacle for ships of similar size that were 
not designed for the purpose. However, at times,  
even the larger “Baikal” could not cope with the 
lake’s thick ice cover, and at such times the ships 
had to be abandoned in favour of horse-drawn 
traffic across the frozen lake. 
 
By 1900 the Trans-Siberian Railway route to 
Vladivostok was complete, except for the section 
around Lake Baikal, with the two ships providing 
the link. This had, admittedly, been achieved only 
by taking a short-cut through Manchuria - the 
Chinese Eastern Railway. Only in 1916 with the 
completion of the Amur Railway could the 
journey be made entirely on Russian territory. 
During the Russo-Japanese War of 1904-05 the 
ferry service across Lake Baikal was 
overwhelmed by the amount of traffic, and this 
caused a severe “bottleneck” in regard to getting 
troops and supplies to the front. The Circumbaikal 
Railway, construction of which had begun in 
1902, was completed towards the end of 1904, 
closing this “missing link” in the route. 
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The early 1900s being the Golden 
Age of the picture postcard, a great 
many postcards were produced 
showing one or other of the 
icebreakers, a selection of which is  
shown here. 

Goods wagons being loaded on to the “Baikal” at Port Baikal. 
Note the dates 1895 and 1900 on the gantry,  

this being the period of construction of the port facilities here. 

A view of the “Baikal” under way, showing the doors at the stern 
open, ready to receive a passenger or goods train. 

A view of the “Angara” approaching Port Baikal.  

A view of the floating 
dock that was used for 
repairing and servicing 

the “Baikal”. 
(Reproduced at 50%.  
For ‘swimming’ read  

‘floating’). 
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Although the “Baikal” and “Angara” did not carry 
post offices, until the completion of the 
Circumbaikal Railway they conveyed, in sealed 
bags, mail carried on Postal Wagon No 241-242 
(Irkutsk-Chita). Regular service along this T.P.O. 
route was established in the summer of 1900, but 
it seems that as soon as the 
“Baikal” entered service in 
April of that year, the local 
pos ta l  au thor i ty  had 
established an un-numbered 
T.P.O. route between Irkutsk 
and Chita. This often 
happened when lines were 

being built and postmarks exist with an inscription 
indicating the Transbaikal Railway dating from 
May 1900. Following the completion of the 
Circumbaikal Railway in late 1904, the first mail 
was carried in January 1905 along the entire rail 
route from Irkutsk to Chita. 

A winter view of Port Baikal showing the ferry “Baikal” and the floating 
dock towards the right-hand side. 

(Reproduced at full size) 

A postcard with a view of the two ferries at Tankhoi, in an artist-drawn surround  
incorporating a view of a postman and resembling a money transfer form, purporting to 

send “1000 greetings”. There are also depictions of a 1 rouble and a 5 kopek stamp 
with a fictitious BAIKAL “postmark”. 

(Reproduced at full size) 
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Postmarks of route 241 - 242  
Here follows a listing of all the postmarks from this route that have so far been recorded, with illustrations. 
Postmark data is presented as in the second (1990) edition of my book “Siberia: Postmarks and Postal 
History of the Russian Empire Period” with each postmark having a reference number followed by the 
serial number or letter (if any), the inscription transcribed into English, the size in millimetres, earliest and 
latest recorded dates, and a valuation rating. These are valuations as of 1990, with D = from £10 on cover, 
E = from £20, F = from £40 and G = from £80. It will be noted that Route 242 (Chita-Irkutsk) postmarks 
are generally commoner than those of Route 241 in the opposite direction. The reason for this is that more 
mail was carried towards Moscow and St Petersburg than in an eastward direction. 

          R241/2.2  2                 R241.2  5            R241.2  7       R241.3 a 

R241/2.1 1 POCHT.VAGON / ZABAYKALSK. ZH.D. 28 19.5.00  G 

R241.2 5 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 241 28 16.7.02 18.1.05 F 

R241.2 7 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 241 28 4.10.03 1904 F 

R241.3 a IRKUTSK 241 CHITA 31 x 26 9.1.16 6.6.16 E 

R241/2.2 2 POCHT.VAGON / ZABAYK. ZHEL. DOR. 28 12.8.00 24.8.00 G 

R241/2.2 4 POCHT.VAGON / ZABAYK. ZHEL. DOR. 28 2.6.00  G 

R241.2 1 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 241 28 16.2.06  F 

     R241.3  b         R241.3 v            R241.3 d     R241.3 e 

R241.3 b IRKUTSK 241 CHITA 31 x 26 21.7.16 4.11.30 E 

R241.3 v IRKUTSK 241 CHITA 31 x 27 28.8.16  E 

R241.3 d IRKUTSK 241 CHITA 31 x 26½ 11.10.15 7.5.16 E 

R241.3 e IRKUTSK 241 CHITA 31 x 26 19.7.15  E 
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    R241.3 z(1)       R241.3 z(2)             R241.3 i           R241.3 -(1) 

R241.3 z(1) IRKUTSK 241 CHITA 31 x 26 27.8.16 3.7.19 E 

R241.3 z(2) IRKUTSK 241 CHITA 31 x 26 12.8.30  E 

R241.3 i IRKUTSK 241 CHITA 31 x 26 27.8.16  E 

R241.3 -(1) IRKUTSK 241 CHITA 30 x 25 21.5.08 19.2.14 E 

    R241.3 -(2)       R241.3 -(3)    R241.3 -(4)        R242.1 1  

R241.3 -(2) IRKUTSK 241 CHITA 32 x 26 1.4.10 28.1.14 E 

R241.3 -(3) IRKUTSK 241 CHITA 32 x 26½ 3.8.07 7.2.14 E 

R241.3 -(4) IRKUTSK 241 CHITA 32 x 26 21.5.08 2.4.14 E 

R242.1 1 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 242 28 22.5.01 2.10.04 E 

  R242.1 2         R242.1 3            R242.1 4      R242.1 5 

R242.1 2 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 242 28 8.3.03 10.5.05 E 

R242.1 3 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 242 28 12.9.03 2.4.05 E 

R242.1 4 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 242 28 11.1.05 24.1.05 E 

R242.1 5 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 242 28 20.6.03 13.9.05 E 
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   R242.1 6       R242.1 7          R242.1 8   R241.3 a 

R242.1 6 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 242 28 16.11.01 10.1.05 E 

R242.1 7 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 242 28 28.9.02 1.6.05 E 

R242.1 8 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 242 29 18.3.01 25.5.04 E 

R242.2 a CHITA 242 IRKUTSK 31 x 27 6.8.15 21.11.15 D 

     R242.2 b             R242.2 v       R242.2 g      R242.2 d 

R242.2 b CHITA 242 IRKUTSK 31 x 26 10.10.15 21.6.16 D 

R242.2 v CHITA 242 IRKUTSK 31 x 26 24.8.15 1.6.16 D 

R242.2 g CHITA 242 IRKUTSK 31? x 26 3.10.15 15.3.19 D 

R242.2 d CHITA 242 IRKUTSK 31 x 25 8.6.17 28.2.23 D 

           R242.2 zh             R242.2 z         R242.2 - 

R242.2 e CHITA 242 IRKUTSK 30 x 25½ 28.6.16 26.8.28 D 

R242.2 zh CHITA 242 IRKUTSK 31 x 25 17.5.18  D 

R242.2 z CHITA 242 IRKUTSK 31 x 26 13.12.15 11.6.20 D 

R242.2 i CHITA 242 IRKUTSK 31 x 26 7.7.23  D 

  Recorded in violet      

R242.2 - CHITA 242 IRKUTSK (with ‘Ъ') 31 x 25 14.7.05 26.12.13 D 
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    R241.D1         R242.D1          R242.D2    R242.D3  

R241.D1  DOPLATIT/IRKUTSK. 241 CHITA 29 x 24 ?  F 

R242.D1  DOPLATIT/242 POCHT. VAGON 242 28 x 20 27.5.03  E 

R242.D2  DOPLATIT/P.VAG. (CHITA-IRKUT)SK. 28 x 23 5.5.14 18.8.18 E 

R242.D3  DOPLATIT/CHITA 242 IRKUTSK. 30 x 24 10.9.12  F 

  Recorded in red     

   R242.3 -(1)    R242.3 -(2)        R242.3 -(3)      R242.4  

R242.3 -(1) CHITA 242 IRKUTSK (no ‘Ъ') 32 x 27 11.6.08 23.8.13 D 

R242.3 -(2) CHITA 242 IRKUTSK 32 x 27 1906 7.12.14 D 

R242.3 -(3) CHITA 242 IRKUTSK 32 x 26 1.4.08 9.5.13 D 

R242.4 - IRKUTSK 242 CHITA 32 x 27 20.11.07 5.3.13 F 

This postmark has the termini transposed, as occasionally happened with TPO marks  

“TO PAY” marks of route 241-242. 

Editor’s note: all postmarks are reproduced at full size; postcards are 75% unless otherwise stated. 
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RSFSR Postmaster Provisionals of 1920 -  
a thought experiment 
 
Trevor Pateman 

RSFSR Postmaster Provisionals of 1920, the ones 
which revalue kopeck Imperial stamps a hundred 
times by surcharging them with a “p” or a “pyb”, 
have always daunted me. They seemed difficult to 
sort out (how do you tell one “p” from another 
“p”?) and they seemed incredibly easy to forge. So 
I let them accumulate. 
 
Then I was looking at the Michel catalogue and 
noticed that for only a handful of Postmaster 
Provisional [henceforth PP ] issues does Michel 
give values for mint stamps. Well, of course, you 
will say: these were local issues which were 
improvised in difficult conditions. In only a few 
cases did remainders get sent to Moscow and sold 
off to the stamp trade. For the vast majority of PP 
issues, it is very, very unlikely that you will ever 
see a genuine mint stamp. So any that you do see 
can be written off as fakes - unless they come 
from those places (usually larger towns and cities) 
for which Michel gives prices for mint. That’s a 
very helpful thought! 
 
Then I thought about the used stamps and my 
thoughts went as follows:  
 
Suppose you were a forger with very limited 
technical resources. These PP issues look very 
suitable for your creativity. All you need to get 
going are common Imperial kopeck stamps of the 
final period (1908 issues on) and some ways of 
adding “p” or “pyb” to them. 
 
So you go out and buy a sack full of used kopeck 
value stamps. To begin with, you look for 
postmarks where “1920” can be seen since you 
want your forgeries to be plausible. After a week 
of hunting through your sack, you have found 
three stamps. Why? 
 
Though postal activity in Russia was recovering 
from its low point in 1919, it was still operating 
on a quite limited basis in 1920. In addition, the 
main categories of Inland ordinary mail travelled 
post free right through 1920. Only registered mail 
required franking. Mail going abroad was 
similarly free until the end of September 1920. 
Stamps did get used on Money Transfer forms and 

Parcel cards in 1920 - a subject I will come to in a 
moment. 
 
At this point, you decide to change tack. You stop 
looking for 1920 postmarks and look for town 
name postmarks. You consult the Michel 
catalogue to see what places you should be 
looking for. The penny drops. 
 
With the exception of a few larger towns and 
cities, the places which issued Postmaster 
Provisionals are all places you have never even 
heard of. They are all in the back of beyond: just 
take a look at Michel. The chance of finding a 
useful stock of appropriate postmarks in your sack 
of stamps is almost zero. 
 
At this point, the average forger gives up and 
starts putting “p” on stamps postmarked 1915 or 
MOSCOW. 
 
But suppose the man with the sack is unusually 
determined. He works his way to the bottom of the 
sack and there, at last, he spots a stamp cancelled 
YAKUTSK and - what luck! - 1920. 
 
And guess what? It already has its PP surcharge. 
Our forger has found a genuine Postmaster 
Provisional for the price of a sack of Imperial 
stamps. 
 
Now think about the implications of this. If I have 
a stamp cancelled YAKUTSK sometime in 1920 
and it has a PP overprint, and then if the 
cancellation is genuine, then there is a very, very 
high probability that the overprint is genuine too. 
It isn’t even necessary that the cancellation is over 
the overprint.  
 
Cancellations are generally much easier to assess 
than the PP overprints. In addition, they were in 
use for a longer period than the overprints, so 
there is some chance of finding them from a 
different period and thus build up reference 
material.  
 
More importantly, when Money Transfer forms 
and Parcel cards with PP surcharges come up for 
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auction, they are generally illustrated and it is thus 
possible to build up a reference library of 
cancellations. 
 
A word about these formulars. Sometime, 
probably in the 1920s, formulars from 1920 were 
taken from the Russian archives and passed to 
dealers and collectors. My guess is that the Soviet 
Philatelic Association was the major conduit. 
 
But, if so, it proceeded in a bizarre manner.  
 
First of all, any PP stamps on the backs of the 
cards - and there were many - were peeled or 
steamed off. As a result, when you find a loose PP 
stamp, it often still has a trace of pink or grey 
formular card adhering. That’s a useful hint that 
the item is genuine. 
 
Then, turning to the front of the formular card, the 
SPhA or whoever it was next down the line, cut up 
the whole card to yield single stamps.  
 
Because stamps on Money Transfers and Parcel 
Cards are affixed in vertical columns on the right 
of the card, the fragments created from them 
generally have card extending on both sides of a 
stamp, but at the top and bottom, the card is very 
often cut  close, sometimes trimming perforations 

where vertical stamp multiples have been 
separated. 
 
In the process of thus creating single stamps for 
sale, valuable postmark information is dispersed. 
But these distinctive fragments, which turn up 
repeatedly, do now constitute part of what the PP 
collector should be looking for. With luck, it is 
sometimes possible to re-join separated fragments.  
 
From this thought experiment, the reader should 
see that both the identification problem and the 
forgery problem have now shrunk to manageable 
dimensions. It is possible to build a collection of 
PP surcharges which will be genuine and correctly 
identified. It will not be easy or fast. But that is 
because these out of the way places listed in the 
Michel catalogue were not doing much business in 
1920. 
 
If, however, you want to move fast, try Kharkiv 
“pyb” overprints. Plenty of them about. It was a 
major city. 
 
 
Trevor Pateman’s Philately Blog is now at 
www.armeniazemstvo.com 
 

Examples of 1920 “p” and “pyb” locally produced revaluations 
(reproduced at full size) 

Danilov, Jaroslavl  
(ex Cronin). 

Kochetav, Akmolink 
(separated fragment). 
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Spassk, Kazan with 
(recorded) Nikolskoe 

cancellation. 

Lodeinoe, Olonets. 

Kosmodemyansk, Kazan  
(ex Lipschutz). 

Voskrenskoe, Nizhni-
Novgorod. 

Olekminsk, Yakutsk (probably ex-Lipschutz; one 
stamp removed from fragment - impression of 

cancellation visible on card). 

Kustanai, Turgai Obl.  
(Type IV). 
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In Semyonov’s Lair: mail from Transbaikalia, 
1919-1921  
 
Ivo J Steijn  

“…a man of medium height, with square, broad 
shoulders, an enormous head, the size of which is 
greatly enhanced by the flat, Mongol face, from 
which gleam two clear, brilliant eyes that rather 
belong to an animal than a man.” 
 
The Civil War in the Far East wasn’t short of 
colourful characters. From dashing Bolshevik 
partisan Sergei Lazo to dreadful Cossacks such as 
Kalmykov and Bochkarev, from earnest, 
ineffectual politicians like Pyotr Derber to 
deranged murderers like Baron von Ungern-
Shternberg, there were plenty of people whose 
biographies read like something midway between 
Shakespeare and Bram Stoker.  
 
Even amidst such colourful company, Grigori 
Mikhailovich Semyonov stands out. Partly 
because he was longer-lived than almost all of 
them, not meeting a richly deserved fate until 
1946, partly because he was more politically 
astute and significant than most of them – he was 
Kolchak’s official heir to whatever remained of 
Kolchak’s power. By the end of the Civil War he 
was detested and hated by almost everyone and 
narrowly escaped being lynched in New York. His 
characteristically self-serving and mendacious 
autobiography “About myself” is best read as 
fiction. 
 
Of mixed Cossack and Buryat-Mongol descent, he 
found himself in the Far East at the time of the 
Revolution. After two unsuccessful attempts in 
early 1918 to “invade” Sovietised Transbaikalia 
from Manchuria he finally succeeded – with 
considerable Japanese help – and established 
himself in Chita in September 1918, while his 
psychotic colleague von Ungern-Shternberg chose 
Dauriya as his lair. He then spent the next year 
and a half as a local robber chieftain, stealing from 
anyone unlucky enough to enter “his” territory 
without adequate protection. He also managed to 
have himself elected ataman of the Transbaikal 
Cossacks. Kolchak fumed at his interference with 
railway transports but was powerless to do 
anything about it as the Japanese army made clear 
it would not tolerate any action against their loyal 
puppet Semyonov. 

After Kolchak’s regime fell the admiral – no 
doubt gnashing his teeth – appointed Semyonov 
his successor but this was not a title that 
Semyonov coveted. The Red Army approached 
Transbaikalia and by early 1920 “White” power 
had all but vanished outside of Semyonov’s 
territory. Semyonov’s attempts to reach an 
understanding with the newly founded Far Eastern 
Republic in Verkhne-Udinsk didn’t come to 
anything and by August the Japanese army had 
withdrawn from Transbaikalia, forcing Semyonov 
to relocate to Dauriya. On October 22, 1920, the 
Far Eastern Republic’s forces occupied Chita and 
Semyonov fled to Manchuria.  
 
He made some attempts to insert himself into the 
local government of the Vladivostok area during 
1921, but this came to nothing. In the end he 
accepted retirement in Manchuria, where he flirted 
with the Fascist movement among Russian exiles 
in Manchuria between the wars. 
 
When the Soviet army invaded Manchukuo in 
1945 Semyonov was arrested and transported to 
Moscow. After a trial he was sentenced to death 
and hanged on 30 August 1946. He was 56 years 
old.  
 

First period: Kolchak’s rates  
(1919 - May 1920?) 

At first it seemed that Kolchak’s rates of 1919 
were used in Transbaikalia as well. Given 
Semyonov’s contentious relationship with 
Kolchak that is a little surprising, but the examples 
found seem to bear it out. We therefore find the 
frankings shown in Table 1 (next page): 
 
Examples are illustrated in figures 1-3. The 
second set of foreign rates is not fully pinpointed 
yet. 1919 Mail from Transbaikalia is uncommon 
but can be found with a little luck. But as 1920 
progresses and Chita becomes a White island in a 
sea of red-controlled territories (The Far Eastern 
Republic in Verkhne-Udinsk, the Amur Soviet in 
Blagoveshchensk) mail from Transbaikalia 
becomes rare. 
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  Inland Foreign 

Postcard Letter Registration Postcard Letter Registration 

Late April 0.25 0.50 0.70 0.28 0.70 0.70 

August?       0.40? 1.00 1.00 

October 0.75 1.50 2.00 0.80 2.00 2.00 

Table 1 

Figure 1 
Front and reverse of September 1919 registered letter from Chita to Jaffa, franked at the still 

somewhat mysterious 2R rate found during August-October 1919. 
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Figure 2 
October 1919 postcard from Urluk, Transbaikalia to San Francisco. The late Kolchak rate 

of 80 kopeks slightly overshot in this 88-kopek franking. 

Figure 3 
December 1919 postcard from Manchzhuriya-Chita TPO (line 260), to Germany. Again an 

80-kopek franking. Note the marking “Zamedleno tsenzuroi” (Delayed by censorship). 
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Second period: Semyonov rates  
(mid 1920 – October 1920?) 

At some point during 1920 the part of 
Transbaikalia that was controlled by Semyonov 
started setting its own rates, probably expressed in 
Semyonov’s own rapidly depreciating currency. 
Because examples are so rare it is hard to draw 
any firm conclusions but by July 1920 a letter rate 
of 25 roubles appears to have been in force, with 3 
examples noted so far. The wonderful cover 
illustrated by Jack Moyes in BJRP 98/99 (p.66) 
fits into this rate as well, with the registration fee 
being a further 25 roubles. The rate for a postcard 
is mostly a matter of conjecture but 10 roubles 
seem likely. It is very possible that these rates 
were preceded by lower rates (postcard 3.00, letter 
10.00?) and followed by higher rates but until 
more examples surface (or someone finds a 
primary source for postal rates in this area) this is 
conjecture. The postcard in figure 4 is franked at 
3.00 and was sent in June 1920. A July 30 letter to 
Harbin (figure 5) shows the 25-rouble rate and 
gives us another rare example of the mysterious 
Semyonov surcharges on cover. 
 
 
 

Third period: the early FER period 
(November 1920 – May 1921?) 

As noted by Alexander Epstein, the early rates of 
the FER (excluding the Vladivostok area where 
separate rates in gold currency were used) were 
simply those of the RSFSR. Examples appear to 
be very scarce and are almost all cash frankings. A 
rate of 10 roubles appears to have been applied to 
both registered letters and registered postcards, 
and an example is shown in figure 6. 
 
Theoretically at least, this period ended when the 
Far Eastern Republic switched to a gold rouble as 
accounting currency in late May 1921, but again 
examples of mail after that date are so rare it’s 
hard to draw any conclusions. Figure 7 shows a 
June 1921 registered letter that is unusual for 
many reasons. The (cash) franking is for 20 gold 
kopeks. A spanner in the works is the registered 
letter in figure 8, sent from Khilok in 
Transbaikalia in February 1921. It is franked as if 
it came from the Vladivostok area where the gold 
accounting currency was adopted much earlier, 
with 20 (gold?) kopeks in pre-Revolutionary Arms 
stamps. Or is it 20 roubles, with the stamps used at 
100 times face value, as in the RSFSR? That 
seems more likely. 

Figure 4 
June 1920 postcard from Chita to Dundee, Scotland, franked 3.00 in Arms stamps  

(1.70 on reverse).  
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Figure 5 
Front and reverse of July 1920 Letter from Chita to Harbin, franked 25R in  

Semyonov surcharges. 
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Fourth period: the pre-stamp FER (May 
1921 – November 1921) 

As noted by Epstein, the time between the switch 
to a gold rouble currency and the issue of the first 
FER stamps on 15 November 1921 is mostly 
unexplored territory. Examples of mail from this 
period are extremely rare and apart from the letter 
in figure 7 I can’t show any at this point. The only 
other relevant item is a cover that shows the end 
of the period. The letter in figure 9 went from 
Chita to Moscow (via the Soviet Field Post Office 
in Irkutsk) and was sent on 21 November 1921. It 

bears a perforated 7k stamp of the brand-new 
“Chita” set of FER definitives and this appears to 
have been the inland (including the RSFSR) letter 
rate in the FER during late 1921- early 1922.  
 
As will be clear from this litany of suppositions, 
we’ll need to see many more examples of mail 
like this before the picture becomes clear. Even 
better would be the discovery of a primary (Post 
office circulars) or secondary (newspapers?) 
source for the rates in Semyonov’s lair… 
 

Figure 6 
February 1921 registered postcard from Chita Railway Station to Spain.  

Postage of 10 roubles paid in cash. 
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Figure 7 
Front and reverse of June 1921 registered letter from Chita to Peking, sent by the official delegation of 

the Chinese Republic in Chita. Rate of 20 gold kopeks paid in cash. 
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Figure 8 
Front and reverse of curious February 1921 registered letter from Khilok in Transbaikalia. 
Via Vladivostok to Sacramento, USA. Franked 20 (gold?) kopeks in Arms types, a franking 
that we might see from the Vladivostok area during September-October 1920 but not from 

Transbaikalia during this period.  
(Reproduced at 80%) 
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Figure 9 
Front and reverse of November 1921 letter from Chita via Field Post Office 
“S” in Irkutsk to Moscow. Franked 7 gold kopeks with a perforated stamp 

of the new Chita-issued definitives. 
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The Zemstvo Posts - a briefing  
 
Terry Page FRPSL 

Historical Background 
The first and most important of the social reforms 
enacted during the reign of Tsar Alexander II had 
been the Peasant Emancipation Reform of 1861 
which secured the abolition of serfdom throughout 
Russia.  This had been long overdue and the more 
enlightened amongst the nobility and intelligentsia 
realised that further liberal reforms would be 
necessary if Russia’s backward agricultural economy 
was to be modernised. This view gained support in 
government circles having been championed by the 
influential interior minister, Nikolai Milyutin. He 
understood that the emancipation of the rural 
peasantry as a productive economic class would 
require new political structures at local level.  It was 
largely as a result of Milyutin’s work that the 
zemstvo system of elected rural assemblies was 
formally instituted by the Ukase (Royal Edict) of 
1864.   
 
The 33 provinces of European Russia, were divided 
into a total of 371 districts and zemstvos were to be 
formed at both levels:  Gubernaya (Province, or 
“Government”), and Uezd (District or County). The 
responsibilities of the district zemstvos included the 
provision of elementary schooling, medical and 
veterinary services, sanitation, road construction and 
agronomic advice.  The delegates of each elected 
Zemskoye Sobranye (Zemstvo Assembly) nominated 
the Zemskaya Uprava (Zemstvo Board), the 
executive body responsible for undertaking the 
Zemstvo’s day to day business. Subordinate to each 
district zemstvo were individual parishes. The Volost 
Pravlenye (Parish Administration) was the lowest 
level of zemstvo governance, comprising of a small 
group of neighbouring villages administered by a 
Starshina (Elder). 

The Development of the Zemstvo Posts 
In the latter half of the nineteenth century the 
imperial state Russian postal system covered the 
major cities and towns of the empire. Away from 
the main postal routes, however, were vast 
numbers of remote, neglected rural communities 
who were denied the benefits of a postal service. 
Mail had to be personally collected from or 
delivered to the nearest postal town, often 
involving tortuous journeys in inclement weather 
over primitive roads. For some years, official 
institutions, especially the rural district courts had 
employed couriers to deliver their correspondence 
and thus, an embryonic local postal structure had 
started to develop. Very soon after the 1864 Ukase 
a number of the newly formed zemstvo districts 
opened post offices to deliver and collect local 
letters including the transporting of non local mail 
to and from the nearest state post office. These 
services met a genuine public need and such was 
their success that by 1869 some 30 of these 
districts had even issued their own stamps.  
 
The Imperial Post Office was very hostile to this 
situation, considering it to be an illegal 
infringement of their own state monopoly. 
Nevertheless, the benefits of developing 
communications in rural Russia were recognised 
by central government and eventually these new 
postal services were formally legalised by royal 
Ukase on 3rd September 1870. Henceforth, the 
zemstvo posts were to become an authorised and 
integral part of the Russian postal system. By 
1879 some 102 zemstvo districts had issued 
postage stamps and several others had 
introduced stampless services, carrying local 
letters free of charge or against cash payment.  

 This article is a truncated version of the paper which I have written to accompany my display Russia – 
Zemstvo Postal History and Postal Stationery (550 sheets +) to members of the Royal Philatelic Society, 
London on 24th November 2011.  
 
The paper is intended to be a simple introduction to the zemstvo posts, addressed to philatelists who, whilst 
being specialists in their own fields, may be totally unfamiliar with the Russian area. It offers a brief look 
at the history of zemstvo system of rural local government, an overview of the operation of the postal 
system and the characteristics of its postal history legacy. 
 
It may also be of interest to a sizable number of Russian Philatelists who have not yet discovered the joys of 
collecting and studying the zemstvo area. If it succeeds in generating a few sparks of interest, then it will 
have achieved its purpose. 
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a) Totma. 1894 local letter (3k. rate) sent from the volost of Moseyevo. It contained a petition 
to the Zemstvo Assembly from a reserve gunner.  Ex. Fabergé 

Over the years, the Imperial Post Office gradually 
expanded its coverage of rural Russia, opening 
offices in previously ignored small towns and 
villages. This process led inevitably to the 
redundancy and subsequent closure of a number of 
zemstvo offices. Several districts however continued 
to operate postal services right up to the 1917 
October Revolution, and some even during the 
subsequent civil war. One of the earliest acts of the 
new communist government was the dissolution of 
the zemstvos who were seen as bourgeois institutions 
belonging to the old order. The zemstvos were 
replaced by local soviets, however in many cases 
their postal services were retained under the auspices 
of the new Soviet Mobile PO system which operated 
in the early years of the USSR. 
 
By the time this magnificent period of Russian postal 
history had come to an end, a total of 164 districts 
had issued stamps or postal stationery. 

 

Postal Regulations  
The Ukase of 1870 formally legalised and 
regulated the zemstvo postal system. 
 
- Each zemstvo district was given the right to operate 
a postal service. This was entirely optional. 
-  Postal operations had to be wholly within the 
district. Mail could only be taken across the district 
boundary by the Imperial PO and had to be franked 

accordingly. Furthermore, the zemstvo  uprava was 
legally responsible for its security and safe delivery. 
-  Each district could, if it wished, produce postage 
stamps; however these had to be easily 
distinguishable from those of the Imperial PO. It was 
expressly forbidden to feature the Russian imperial 
arms on zemstvo stamps and the wearing by  
zemstvo postmen of the post horn emblem was not 
allowed. 
- The opening and closing of post offices and rural 
postal points, the setting of tariffs and rates, and the 
organisation of postal routes within the district were 
entirely at the discretion of the individual zemstvo 
board. 
 

Characteristics of Zemstvo Mail 
Private Mail – Covers with Stamps 

Philatelically, the usage of zemstvo stamps can be 
categorised as follows: 
 
a) Single frankings on mail addressed to destinations 
within the same zemstvo district.  
b) In combination with imperial stamps on outgoing 
mail to other parts of Russia and abroad.  
c) In combination with imperial stamps on incoming 
mail from other parts of Russia.  
d) In combination with foreign stamps on incoming 
mail from abroad via the Imperial Post.  
e)  From one zemstvo district to another via the  
Imperial Post (all such Zemstvo to Zemstvo covers 
are great rarities).   
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b) Chistopol.  1906 outgoing 
imperial combination postcard to 
Moscow, franked at the 2k. rate 

with the first zemstvo issue.   

c) Vessiegonsk.  1884 
incoming combination registered 

letter from Okulovsk. 14k. 
imperial rate combined with 5k. 

zemstvo franking.  

d) Germany to Poltava. 1909 incoming postcard from Berlin. German 2pf. Stamp in 
combination with 2k. zemstvo franking. Originally addressed to the Zemstvo Pharmacist at 

Priluky and re-directed to the Poltava pharmacy.  
Thus zemstvo adhesives served either as normal postage stamps (a and b) or postage due stamps (c and d). 
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d) Austria to Bogorodsk. 1895 incoming pre-printed commercial envelope . Foreign 

adhesive in combination with the 4k. zemstvo rate. ДЦ printed matter censorship marking. 

e) Perm to Ustsysolsk Zemstvo. 1893 money letter.  Perm zemstvo CDS  
(carried free of charge to the Imperial PO). Imperial “insured letter” wax seals,  

Ustsysolsk  2k. adhesive applied and cancelled for zemstvo delivery.  
One of only two recorded zemstvo to zemstvo money letters.  Ex. Stibbe  
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Registered letters were generally numbered in 
manuscript and endorsed Zakaznoe (Registered). 
Only one district (Poltava) used a registration 
cachet and labels are unknown. Imperial 
combination mail would need to be re-registered 
upon forwarding to the Imperial PO.  

Insured/money letters are usually endorsed as such 
with their value indicated in manuscript. Districts 
employed their own individual procedures when 
handling this class of mail, often (but not always) 
involving wax seals emulating the imperial 
system. 

Kherson. 1910 local registered letter (marked Zakaznoe and numbered 447) from the city 

notary to the Starshina (Head) of the volost  village of Zaselye.  

Poltava. Philatelic cover  from Machekhi with Registration cachet. Franking includes 1911 

3k. on 2k. with inverted surcharge (only 60 copies printed).  Ex. Fabergé 

Poltava.  1909 registration 

receipt issued by Postmaster 
Ganko. 
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Urzhum.  March 1891. Pre-stamp period registered letter showing the  

first (large oval) zemstvo postmark.  Stamps were not issued until eight months later.   

Private Mail – Stampless covers 
Stampless letters exist for a number of reasons: 
 
a) Letters to or from non stamp issuing zemstvo 
districts. 
 
b) Letters to or from stamp issuing districts where 
a zemstvo post operated prior to the issue of 
stamps or in some cases after stamps were 
withdrawn.  
 

 
c) Letters sent by ordinary mail in certain districts 
where stamps were only required for registered 
items. 
 
d) Letters paid in cash. 
 
e) Etc. 

Editor’s note:  all illustrations are reproduced at 75%.. 

Official Mail 
The Imperial PO would carry official zemstvo 
mail addressed to outside the district free of 
charge. This was in accordance with imperial 
regulations for official letters from eligible 
government, and ecclesiastical bodies. Official 
letters were required to be individually numbered, 
entered in a special register and sealed. The seals 
were originally of wax, but later it became 
convenient to use paper seals or handstamped 
cachets. This “free-frank” privilege only applied 
to ordinary mail; in the event that registration or 
insurance was required, the letter would be 
franked to the value of the supplementary amount. 

 
The treatment of local official letters was a matter 
for the individual zemstvo, but in most districts 
similar procedures to those employed by the 
Imperial Post were in force. Such local letters are 
known with or without postal markings but they 
are invariably numbered and sealed.  A single 
district, Poltava, levied charges for official letters, 
presumably an accounting exercise designed to 
“ration” internal mail traffic. Accordingly special 
stamps were issued for official use by its school, 
agricultural, veterinary and medical districts.  

         THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 101   67          THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 101   67 



                                      THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 101   

 

Kungur. 1893 local official (entire) letter, numbered and sealed in accordance  

with regulations. Kungur Zemstvo Post datestamp. 

Pskov. 1892  1½ k. decorated postal stationery card sent to Revel in combination with the Imperial 

Post. The only PS card to be issued by any zemstvo. One of perhaps three known in used condition. 

Postal Stationery 
Some seventeen districts issued stamped postal 
stationery envelopes and one further district, 
Pskov produced stamped postcards, which were 
later overprinted after complaints from the 
Imperial PO. In addition to PSEs, Bogorodsk 
simultaneously issued two stamped wrappers 

(“banderols”) for pre-paid and taxed bundles of 
letters. Production methods varied across the 
districts from the use of primitive handstamps, to 
elaborate design and fine printing. In the district of 
Kazan, stamped envelopes were each required to 
be validated with the signature of the Zemstvo 
Board Chairman or his deputy. 
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Ustiuzhna. 1889 imperial PSE to Moscow. Combination zemstvo franking.  

One of the two recorded covers.  Ex. Fabergé 

Postal Organisation 
Each district would have a central post office, 
usually located in the main town at or near the 
headquarters of the Zemstvo Uprava. Where 
zemstvo stamps were in use, they would generally 
be affixed and cancelled by PO staff. The 
handstamps used would usually be postal 
(generally inscribed “Zemskaya Pochta” or some 
variant) however uprava administrative 
handstamps, cachets and even sealing devices 
were sometimes used to cancel stamps. Stocks of 
imperial adhesives would also be held for use on 
non local mail which would be forwarded to the 
nearest Imperial PO for onward transmission 
(combination frankings).  
 
Zemstvo postal routes would generally radiate 
from the central PO covering between them all 
the main settlements in the district.  The 
postman would typically travel on horseback 
over an arduous circuit, taking several days and 
halting at scheduled postal points to deliver and 
pick up mail. These tiny branch offices would 
usually be located at the Volost Pravlenye 
(Parish administrative HQ); here  letters would 
be accepted from the public by the Starshina or 
his clerk and held, often for several days, 
pending the postman’s eagerly awaited visit. 
Larger volost offices would have been issued 
with their own postal and administrative 
handstamps. Smaller offices used manuscript 
endorsements to record acceptance and cancel 
stamps. The zemstvo postman would deliver the 
mail collected from the volost  offices to the 
main PO for sorting and onward delivery, 
excluding perhaps letters destined for another 
village on his route.  
 

Scarcity of Material 
It is not known how many of the 371 zemstvo 
districts in European Russia operated postal 
services, however, a total of 164 issued postage 
stamps or postal stationery. Unfortunately covers 
are recorded from only 116 districts, a figure that 
can be broken down as follows: 
 
1 cover only recorded – 7 districts 
2 covers recorded – 9 districts 
3 covers recorded – 6 districts 
4 covers recorded – 7 districts 
5 covers recorded – 4 districts 
6-10 covers recorded – 14 districts 
11-20 covers recorded – 26 districts 
21-30 covers recorded – 11 districts 
>31 covers recorded – 32 districts 
 
The majority of surviving covers contained petitions, 
complaints or statements from peasants addressed to 
zemstvo and other government or court offices. As 
the peasantry was largely illiterate, their letters would 
in all probability have been scribed by the parish 
priest or the village teacher. Unsurprisingly the 
replies to these letters were almost always lost; these 
were times of rural poverty and hardship and spare 
paper was useful for rolling tobacco and other 
domestic purposes.  Much of the officially archived 
material would have been destroyed in the upheavals 
of two world wars, revolution, civil war, famine and 
political terror. Unfortunately, very few stampless 
letters have survived, having been largely ignored as 
being of no interest to “stamp collectors”. 
 
Of the surviving used postal stationery covers, well 
over 80% are from a single district, Bogorodsk. 
Probably no more than 25-30 items are known from 
all other districts combined, with none whatsoever 
recorded from at least seven issuing districts. 
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 Korcheva.  1878 registered imperial combination letter to William Lincoln, London with  

2k. zemstvo adhesive. The only recorded Korcheva zemstvo cover.  Ex. Fabergé 

Luga.  1887. Registered 3k. PSE with m/s cancellation and registration number. Addressed to 
Kegel station (Baltic Railway);  forwarded via the tiny Bielaya Imperial Postal Station. 

14k.Imperial registration rate. One of the two recorded Luga used PS covers. 
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Osa. 1897 local letter at the 2k. rate. Franked with quadrisected 8k. stamp as authorised. 

Kuznetsk. 1900 imperial money transfer form sent to St. Petersburg via the zemstvo and 

imperial posts . Unique.   Ex. Fabergé 
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Kremenchug. 1907. Ordinary let-

ter to Odessa.  Zemstvo 3k. adhesive 
in combination with Imperial 7k. 
franking. One of less than ten re-

corded covers. 

 Ustsysolsk. 1916.  Improvised 

POW card to Germany 
forwarded via the Red Cross, 
Copenhagen.2k. zemstvo rate, 

free international  postage. 
Censored in Petrograd. 

Lubny. 1892.  Combination cover to Zienkov via Lubny Imperial PO and Pesky.  
One of the two recorded Lubny covers.     Ex. Fabergé 
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    If the Imperials are the stamps of old Russia –  
    then the Zemstvos are the genuine Russia itself.” 

Oleg Fabergé,   

Kamyshlov to Sweden.  
1915 letter mailed at the Pyshminskoe Volost Pravlenye. Opened and re-sealed  

en-route by the Petrograd military censor. 
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Bessarabia Gov. 
- Orgeyev 
- Soroki 
- Yassy 
Chernigov Gov. 
- Kozelets 
- Oster  
Don Territory  
- Cherkassy 
- Donets 
- Rostov 
Kazan Gov. 
- Chistopol 
- Kazan 
- Lahishev 
- Tetyushy  
Kharkov Gov. 
- Akhtyirka 
- Kharkov 
- Lebedian 
- Starobyelsk 
- Sumy 
- Valki 
- Volchansk  
Kherson Gov. 
- Alexandria 
- Ananiev 
- Kherson 
- Odessa 
- Tiraspol 
- Yelisavetgrad  
Kostroma Gov. 
- Kologriv 
- Vetluga  
Kursk Gov. 
- Dmitriev 
- Lgov 
- Schigry 
- Sudzha  
Moscow Gov. 
- Bogorodsk 
- Bronnitsy 
- Dmitrov 
- Kolomna 
- Podolsk  
Nizhni-Novgorod Gov 
- Ardatov 
- Arzamas 
- Vasil  
 
 

Novgorod Gov. 
- Bielozersk 
- Borovichy 
- Cherepovets 
- Demiansk 
- Kirillov 
- Novgorod 
- Staraya-Russa 
- Tikhvin 
- Ustiuzhna 
- Valdai  
Olonets Gov. 
- Petrozavodsk 
- Pudozh  
Orel Gov. 
- Livny 
- Maloarkhangelsk 
- Yelets  
Penza Gov. 
- Chembary 
- Penza 
- Saransk  
Perm Gov. 
- Cherdyn 
- Irbit 
- Kamyshlov 
- Krasnoufimsk 
- Kungur 
- Osa 
- Okhansk 
- Perm 
- Shadrinsk 
- Solikamsk 
- Verkhoturye 
- Yekaterinburg  
Poltava Gov. 
- Gadiach 
- Kobelaky 
- Konstantinograd 
- Kremenchug 
- Lokhvitza 
- Lubny 
- Pereyaslav 
- Piriatin 
- Poltava 
- Priluky 
- Zienkov 
- Zolotonosha  
 
 
 

Pskov Gov. 
- Kholm 
- Novorzhev 
- Opochka 
- Ostrov 
- Porkhov 
- Pskov  
Ryazan Gov. 
- Dankov 
- Kassimov 
- Ryazhsk 
- Ryazan 
- Sapozhok 
- Skopin 
- Spassk 
- Yegoryevsk  
St.-Petersburg Gov. 
- Gdov 
- Luga 
- Novaya Ladoga 
- Shlisselburg  
Samara Gov. 
- Bugulma 
- Buguruslan 
- Buzuluk 
- Novouzensk 
- Samara 
- Stavropol  
Saratov Gov. 
- Atkarsk 
- Balashov 
- Khvalynsk 
- Kuznetsk 
- Saratov 
- Volsk  
Simbirsk Gov 
- Alatyir 
- Syzran  
Smolensk Gov. 
- Dukhovshchina 
- Krasny 
- Smolensk  
Tambov Gov. 
- Borisoglyebsk 
- Lebedian 
- Morshansk 
- Shatsk 
- Tambov  
 
 
 

Tavrik Gov. 
- Berdyansk 
- Dnieprovsk 
- Melitopol  
Tula Gov. 
- Chern 
- Kashira 
- Krapivna 
- Tula  
Tver Gov. 
- Byezhetsk 
- Korcheva 
- Ostashkov 
- Rzhef 
- Tver 
- Vessiegonsk  
Ufa Gov. 
- Belebey  
Viatka Gov. 
- Glazov 
- Kotelnich 
- Malmyzh 
- Nolinsk 
- Sarapul 
- Urzhum 
- Viatka  
Vladimir Gov. 
- Pereslav  
Vologda Gov. 
- Griazovets 
- Kadnikov 
- Nikolsk 
- Totma 
- Ustsysolsk 
- Veliki Ustyug 
- Velsk 
- Yarensk  
Voronezh Gov. 
- Bobrov 
- Boghuchary 
- Ostrogozhsk 
- Zadonsk 
- Zemliansk  
Yekaterinoslav Gov. 
- Bakhmut 
- Mariupol 
- Novomoskovsk 
- Pavlograd 
- Verkhnednieprovsk 
- Yekaterinoslav  

List of Stamp Issuing Districts 
 Italics = No covers recorded.      Bold = between 1 - 12 covers only recorded.  

The following districts issued postal stationery in addition to stamps:  
Bogorodsk,  Bronnitsy (Moscow Gov.), Kadnikov, Totma, Ustsysolsk  (Vologda Gov.),  Kazan (Kazan 
Gov.), Kherson (Kherson Gov.), Luga (St. Petersburg Gov.), Okhansk (Perm Gov.), Oster (Chernigov 
Gov.), Pskov (Pskov Gov.), Rzhev (Rzhev Gov.), Shatsk (Tambov Gov.), Soroki (Bessarabia Gov.), Tula 
(Tula Gov.), Volchansk (Kharkov Gov.). 
Two non stamp issuing districts issued postal stationery envelopes:  
Fatezh (Kursk Gov.), Toropets (Pskov Gov.). No used material exists from either district. 
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More aesthetics  
 
J.G. Moyes 

In BJRP 98-9 I wrote an article entitled 
“An Aesthetic Approach to Collecting” in 
which I described some Cinderella fields 
of Russian printed ephemera that many 
BSRP members would not have been 
aware of. 
 
Ask any author in any philatelic journal 
what sort of response they received to 
any article they had written and their 
reply would be, in most cases, not very 
encouraging. The late Dr. Wortman told 
me that if he got two or three letters he 
would consider it a good response as 
usually there would be nothing. My own 
experience is similar but the response to 
the “Aesthetics” article was most 
heartening. 
 
I should make it clear before I continue 
that most of the response was to ask if 
there were catalogues of the subject 
available rather than to propose my name 
for the next Nobel Prize for Literature. 
Notwithstanding this slight on my literary 
style I give below a few examples of 
what has been written in the past, but it 
must be remembered that there is not and 
never will be definitive catalogues of this 
type of material. You can always find 
something new and equally search for a 
lifetime for an item you know about but 
which never comes your way. 
 
Very few labels or related postcards are 
common. Most are scarce to rare, but as I 
said in my original article when you find 
something, it will be cheap and probably 
unrecognised by the seller for what it is. 
This is a collecting field for the patient 
man. 
 
Emile Marcovitch was the pioneer in this 
field and wrote several articles in early 
issues of Rossica. He produced 
“Vignettes of Russia - The non-postage 
stamps of Imperial Russia issued prior to 
August 1914” which was published by 
William Ittel, Pittsburgh 1971, and also 

wrote the Russian section of Mosbaugh's 
Red Cross catalogue. 
 
The Odessa dealer Trachtenberg compiled 
his “Special Catalogue of the War Stamps 
of Russia, Ukraine, Russian Levant, 
Russian China etc.” which was published 
by Yvert et Tellier in Paris c.1920. 
 
The above are accessible sources but 
have been all surpassed by a Russian 
publication by A.N. Nedaivodin called “A 
Catalogue of Non-Postal Tokens of 
Imperial Russia 1905-1917”dated 1998 
and subtitled “Voluntary Donation 
Tokens (Military)”. This is a private 
publication I suspect, as it gives no 
details of where it emanates from and it is 
photocopied A4 pages. Russian contacts 
have made enquiries about this work, 
which they did not know of, but without 
success.  
 

EXHIBITIONS 
This is a fertile field for the collector 
with labels, cards and sometimes paper 
or thin card representations of medals 
won at the show. The latter, on those I 
have seen, are embossed and thus difficult 
to illustrate adequately. A few have copied 
decently though and so I include these.  
 
The earliest exhibition with any such 
ephemera that I know of is the All-
Russian Industrial and Art Exhibition held 
at Nizhni Novgorod in 1896. On the next 
page figure 1 shows the advertising label 
and figure 2 a commemorative card used at 
Kanavino 12/8/96. Figure 3 shows a 
“medal” type which reads on one side 
“From the Gardening and Rural 
Management Society” and on the reverse 
(at the right) the arms of Nizhni 
Novgorod. This may or may not be from 
the 1896 show. I presume these “medal” 
types were presented to the winning 
businesses with a stand at the exhibition 
for them to use the accolade to promote 
their products for advertising purposes. I 
have never seen one on an item of mail. 
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Figure 4 is a wonderful design in the old 
Russian style for the International Exhibition at 
Kazan June, July and August 1909, organised by 
the Kazan Gubernia Zemstvo. The inscription 
on the left gives the varied nature of the show, 
reading “Small Industry, Professional Education 
and Agriculture, with sections of Large-Scale 
Industry and Fire Prevention.”  

Naturally this card is multicoloured; black and 
white could never do it justice. This next group is 
just a small selection of the many other shows for 
which advertising labels are known. 
 
Figure 5 is a highly ornate and beautifully 
printed label in black, blue and gold for the 
Second Provincial Exhibition of Agriculture and 
Gardening at Astrakhan held 8-29th September 
1912. I have seen these with a corner cut, 
presumably a means of invalidation on entering 
the show. 

Figure 2 

Figure 3 

Figure 1 

Figure 4  

Figure 5 
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Figure 6 is from the Amur Territory Exhibition of 
1913 held at Khabarovsk on the 300th anniversary 
of the Romanov Dynasty. This is a superb 
example of multicoloured printing at this date, and 
is one of three different labels from here in similar 
designs. 
 
Figure 7 is illustrated to give an indication of how 
specialised these labels can be. It is from the 
Refrigeration Section of the Moscow Sheep-
Raising Exhibition held on 20-25th September 
1912. Appropriately it is in green. 
 
Figure 8 is another show held to celebrate 300 
years of the Romanov Dynasty. It is from the 
Jubilee Territorial, Agricultural, Industrial and 
Ethnographic Exhibition lst - 30th September 
1913. The top of the design is decidedly modern 

but the inscription counters that by being in 
Church Slavonic. It can be found in red, blue, 
green or claret. It is from Novocherkassk. 
 
Figure 9 is one of two different types that can be 
found from the Art and Industry Exhibition held 
from the 15th May-1st October 1910 at Odessa. 
This type can be found in various colour 
combinations and in Russian or French. I have 
seen several cards from this exhibition but all 
were normal black and white topographic 
editions overprinted with mention of the show. 
This was clearly a big event because it was 
opened again in 1911. The same labels were 
issued but with a handstamped year date. This is 
one of the few exhibitions for which a special 
cancellation has survived. See figure 9a.  

Figure 6 Figure 7 Figure 8 

Figure 9 

Figure 9a 
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Figure 10 is from the First West Siberian 
Exhibition at Omsk held from the 15th June 
until 15th August 1911. This label can be found 
in two different sizes and is printed in black, yellow, 
red and green. Several commemorative postcards 
can be found for this event. 
 
Figure 11 is a “medal” type but no label is 
recorded from the Pernau Trade Associations 
Exhibition 1909. It reads “Large Gold Medal” at 
the top. 
 
One of the commoner exhibitions for which 
ephemera can be found is that held in Riga in 1901 
to celebrate the 700th anniversary of its foundation.  

Figure 12   can be seen in  many colour 
combinations while figure 13 is a multicoloured 
label found in Russian, German or Latvian.  
 
Figure 14 is in blue and gold and reads Gold Medal, 
while a slightly smaller type in blue and silver 
reads Silver Medal. These two are in German. 
 
Figure 15 is a “medal” type in black on gold. I 
have a smaller version where the colour has 
oxidised but was probably black on silver. 
 
I have some postcards from this exhibition but 
none are very ornate. It is however one of the few 
for which a special cancellation is known. See 
figure 16. 

Figure 12 

Figure 10 

Figure 13 
Figure 14 

Figure 15 

Figure 16 

Figure 11 
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The Imperial Don-Kuban-Terek Agricultural 
Society’s Industrial and Agricultural 
Management Exhibition in Rostov on Don held 
in September 1906 had an advertising label, shown 
in figure 17. It is known in several colours. It 
also had a “medal” type shown in figure 18, 
which states it is the Gold Medal. 
 
The same society’s exhibition held 5th-21st 
September 1914 had the label shown as figure 19. 
The inscription and the two workers are in black 
while the background colour can be found in at 
least eight variations. 
 
Figure 20 shows a label from the Exhibition of 
the Latest Inventions held at St. Petersburg on 
April-June 1909.It is multicoloured and depicts an 
imaginary flying machine. 
 

Another St. Petersburg label is shown in figure 
21. This is from the International Exhibition of 
Construction and Architecture May-August 1908. 
It is in pale lilac. This label is very similar to 
another for the same type of exhibition held in 
1906, illustrated by Marcovitch. This is a new 
type. 
 
The most common exhibition labels are those 
for the Kiev Exhibition of 1913.There are seven 
different designs, six of which are found in 
many different colours, two of which are found 
in French and German. In all Marcovitch in 
“Vignettes to 1914” lists one hundred and one 
variations. This does not take account of 
considerable shade differences. I have not found 
them all yet but I can illustrate a “medal” type for 
this shown in figure 22. 

Figure 17 

Figure 18 

Figure 19 

Figure 20 

Figure 21 

Figure 22 
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A well-known artist on Russian art postcards is 
Alexandra Shneider. An example of her work is 
found on figure 23, which is a card prepared for 
the St. Petersburg All-Russian Home Industry 
Exhibition of 1902. I have not seen labels from 
that show nor from the one shown in figure 24. 
This is from the 1710-1910 Tsarskoe Selo 
Jubilee Exhibition of 1900. This was under the 
patronage of the Tsarina.  

 
Finally I show a card prepared for the Paris 
Exhibition of 1900. Although inscribed in French 
it was for use in Russia, all the usual wording on 
the back is in Russian. It was printed by the 
leading publisher of quality Russian postcards, 
The Ilin Lithography. See figure 25. 

Figure 23 Figure 24 

Figure 25 
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PATRIOTIC CARDS OF WW1 
Wartime conditions meant few of these would 
ever have been sent abroad through the post 
which would account for the relative scarcity of 
these in the West in used condition. This group 
includes some the most attractive cards around 
and thus more popular with the collector; 
another reason for their relative scarcity. 
 
Most of these cards come from charitable 
institutions raising funds for those in captivity, 

or wounded combatants and the families of such 
or the dependents of those killed in action. 
 
Figure 26 shows the Tsar’s Proclamation of 
War on a magnificent card from the Skobelev 
Committee (see my article in BJRP 64). This is 
in black and gold. The reverse shows a design 
used by the Committee for both cards and 
envelopes. It is found in large and small 
formats. These are shown in figures 27-28. 

Figure 26 

Figure 27 

Figure 28 
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Figure 29 comes from the Alexandra 
Fyodorovna Fund. It is a highly ornate card of 
St. George killing the dragon. It reads at top 
“To the brave warrior - in memory of his deeds”. 
The considerable detail and range of colours 
cannot reproduce well. As with the last card this 
would have been at the very top of the range. 
 
Figure 30 is from the Moscow Gubernia 
Committee of the All-Russian Zemstvo Union 
and depicts the Moscow hero Dmitri Donskoi. 

This Committee also issued a label showing the 
head and shoulders of Donskoi, priced 3k., and 
found perforated. and imperforated. 
 
The next two cards are both from the Riga-Orel 
Railway Committee. Figure 31 dated 1914 says 
at top “In memory of the second patriotic war” 
and below states the aim as “The consolidation 
of resources for the needs of the soldiers, their 
families, widows and orphans”.  

Figure 29 

Figure 30 

Figure 31 
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Figure 32 shows a portrait of Grand Duke 
Nikolai Nikolaevich with at the top “Glory to the 
prowess of the Russian army” and below “From 
the banks of the silent ocean to the Northern 
seas moves the Russian Host. The dawn of 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

a new life for you. In this dawn let us look to 
the sign of the cross, the symbol of suffering 
and the re-birth of the people.” I could add my 
own suffering too as I struggle to translate from 
Church Cyrillic. 
 
Figure 33 is from the Society for the Struggle 
with Child Mortality. It is for a collection on 
27th-8th September 1915 and depicts a soldier 
about to depart for the front saying farewell to 
his wife and children. 
 
Figure 34 shows a card reading “Russian 
soldiers in captivity are waiting for our help” 
and is for a collection 31st October to 1st 
November 1915. No fund is mentioned but this 
card is an adaptation of a street poster 
illustrated in “Russian Posters of World War 
One” published by the Art and Culture 
Company, Moscow 1992. The street poster 
specifically reads Moscow. It is by a well-
known artist Sergei Vinogradov. 

Figure 32 

Figure 33 

Figure 34 
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Finally I show in figure 35 a card from the 
Moscow Red Cross dated 1914 and reading 
“For the wounded at the frontline”. It shows a 
nurse by collecting box 192 of the Moscow 
District Section of the Russian Red Cross. A 
trusting soul has left a basket of expensive 
clothes and jewels for collection. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

This continuation of my aim to present the less 
well-explored avenues of collecting to members 
has barely touched upon the subject of 
exhibitions and WWI patriotic cards. Once 
again my idea was to show the pleasure that can 
be gained from printed ephemera which has an 
aesthetic appeal. 
 
This does not mean that all such material is 
attractive. Many of my patriotic cards are drab 
in the extreme, as are many labels but I have 
endeavoured to illustrate the top end of the 
market and ignored those promoters who spent 
little on the design and less with the printer. 
 
I have not written anything about WWI charity 
labels. This is a large field but very rewarding. 
Amongst collectors of worldwide labels from 
the war it is a commonly held view that the 
Russian labels are the elite. I would not argue 
with this, but perhaps I am biased. 
 
For those who do not know any Russian WWI 
labels I just illustrate in figures 36-39 the top 
four values of the 1914 series from St. 
Petersburg. The 50k.is in black and orange, the 
1r. in brown and pink, the 3r. in blue, black and 
gold and the 5r. is multicoloured, all of them 
typographed. I think the 5r. is the best Russian 
label of them all. 
 
I hope this article and the previous one on the 
“aesthetic” aspect of collecting has encouraged 
some of the readership to consider putting some 
of the fun back into their hobby. We can all get 
obsessed with serious research, myself included, 
but to offset this we all need to enjoy the pursuit 
of something different. 

Figure 35 

Figure 36 Figure 38 Figure 39 Figure 37 

Editor’s note: figures 2, 4, 9a, 16 & 23 to 35 are reproduced at 75%, all others are full size. 
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Russian railway postmarks:  
some recent  discoveries  
 
Philip E Robinson FRPSL 

Since the book Russian Railway Postmarks1 was 
published in 1994, a great many postmarks have 
been recorded that are not mentioned or illustrated 
in the book. The book gave details of 
approximately 2,700 railway postmarks, but well 
over 1,500 more have been recorded since the 
book was published. It is fair to say, however, that 
a majority of these do not differ greatly from those 
in the book, varying only in the serial letter/
number etc. or in some detail of the inscription. 
 
Although a second edition of the book would be 
desirable, it seems unlikely that this will appear as 
the necessary size and cost of printing would be 
too great. The purpose of this article is, therefore, 
to show some of the more significant additions 
that have been made to the records I have of 
Imperial Russian railway postmarks. The 
opportunity has also been taken to give 
illustrations here of some postmarks that it was 
not possible to illustrate in the book, or for which 

an improved illustration is now available. In such 
cases, any recently-recorded dates of use that are 
earlier or later than those given in the book have 
also been added. 
 
Postmarks are presented in a similar way to the 
method used in the book, with each postmark 
illustration having a reference number. In each 
line of data, this number is followed by the serial 
letter or number (if any), followed by the 
inscription transcribed into English, the size in 
millimetres, the earliest and latest dates recorded, 
and finally a valuation rating. To achieve 
uniformity with the book, and to enable simple 
comparisons to be made, the same letters have 
been used for the ratings with the same (as of 
1994) equivalent valuations. These ratings, for a 
reasonably good impression of a postmark on 
complete cover, are thus B = from £4, C = from 
£6, D = from £10, E = from £20, F = from £40 and 
G = from £80 - these being valuations as of 1994. 

References 
 

1 “Russian Railway Postmarks” by A.V. Kiryushkin and P.E. Robinson, J. Barefoot Ltd., 1994,  
 ISBN 0 906845 47 5 
 
2 “The Amur Railway - some new postmark discoveries” by P.E. Robinson, BJRP 78, pp. 36-39. 
 
 
My co-author and I are indebted to the following for supplying railway postmark data since our 
book appeared. Their help is greatly appreciated: 
 
G. Andrieshin, I.L.G. Baillie†, J. Barefoot, T. Berger, T. Bergholm, R. Bloomer, E. Bubis, M.J. Carson, 
G.A. Combs, P. Densham, H.R. Dietrich, M. Dobin,  J. Edwards, A. Epstein, M.M. Ercolini, M.B. Evans, 
FRPSL, J. Felton, J.A. Forshaw, Dr A.M. Goodbody  FRPSL, V. Grinfelds, E. Hansen, M. Hedley, 
K. Hellman, H. von Hofmann RDP, FRPSL, J.B. Holland, J. Iversen, Dr D.A. Jay, J. Jensen, W.N. Johnson, 
M. Kahane, N. Krasheninnikov, Dr E.J. Laveroni, T. Leroux, V.G. Levandovski, C.S. Mortlock, 
J.G. Moyes, D. Page, T.E. Page, T. Pateman, E.G. Peel, R. Pietruszka, M. Rathmann, R. Reiher, 
M.R. Renfro, B. Samyn, B. Schubert, J. Shorey, B.M. Sokolov, A. Speeckaert, Dr I.J. Steyn, W.F. Stickney, 
L.L. Tann†, R. Taylor, R. Vasara, J.J. Verner, P.B. Walker†, C. Warfvinge, N.C. Warr, Dr H. Weinert, 
R. Woodward and J.V. Woollam. 
 
 
Details of newly-recorded postmarks are always welcome. Please send details and/or/copies to P.E. Robin-
son, 9 Old Rectory Gardens, Scunthorpe, DN17 2BF, England. Email probin391@aol.com. 
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138.4 b BREST/VOKZ. 31 x 25 2.1.10 10.9.13 D 

178.3 V (VAR)SHAVA/VENSK.VOKZ 31 x 26 23.4.12 20.1.14 B 

193.1 - ST.VEKHMA/ PER.-REV. ZH.D. 28 19.9.09 2.12.13 E 

207.1 a VINDAVA/VOKZAL. 32 x 27 3.8.07 22.6.15 D 

        138.4              178.3        193.1    207.1 

STATION POSTMARKS  

        70.1     70.2        71.1    123.1 

70.1 1 ST.BALBINOVO/RIGO-ORLOVSK.ZH.D. 29 24.4.06 2.07 D 

70.2 - ST.BALBINOVO/RIGO-ORL.ZH.D. 29 11.5.09 1.8.16 D 

71.1 - ST.BALTIN/RIGO-ORLOV.ZH.D. 29 1.6.13 30.4.18 D 

123.1 1 ST.BOGDANOVICH/P(ERM)SK.ZH.D. 30 29.5.05 18.10.14 D 
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        222.3              228.2            254.1       292.1 

222.3   - VOLOGDA/VOKZAL 30 x 26      23.8.10      9.10.18      C 

228.4 b (VORON)EZH/VOKZ. 29 x 26 6.9.06 9.6.17 C 

284.1 - ST.GRACHEVKA/TASHK.D.ZH. 
Note the error in the inscription '..D.ZH.' and not '..ZH.D.' 

29 1913 3.7.14 E 

292.1 1(2) GRODNO/ZHELEZNODOR.P.O. 28 9.11.02 24.8.09 D 

362.02 1 EKATERINBURG PERM.G./ZHELEZN.P.O. 29½ 5.9.03 19.3.05 E 

435.01 1 IVANGORODSK.P.O./VETV.PRIVISLYANSK. ZH.D. 25 21.4.87 27.5.94 E 

455.01 1 ISAKOGORKA/ZHELEZNODOR.POCHT.OTD. 28 27.5.00 1.1.11 F 

506.1 a ST.KAUFMANSKAYA/SR.AZ.ZHD. 
Recorded in violet 

28½ 19.3.15  E 

       362.02             435.01    455.01    506.1 

539.1 - ST.KLYAVLINO/VOLG.-BUG.  ZH.D. 28½ 3.4.14  D 

564.1 1 ST.KONOPKI/PRIVISL. ZH D 29 20.11.03  D 

578.1 1 KOTLAS/ZHELEZNODOR.P.O. 28½ 7.4.01 1909 D 

623a.1 a KUSTANAY/VOKZAL 31 x 27 13.4.17  D 

         539.1              564.1                 578.1    623a.1 
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         813.4     858.02       954.1              959.1 

813.4 - N.NOVGOROD/ROMODANOV.VOKZ. 32 x 25 5.5.15 7.8.15 E 

858.02 1 ORLOVSKOE  ZH.D.POCHT.OTD./VI OTDELA 26 4.9.97 23.7.09 D 

954.1 ? ST.PUNDUG(A)/SEVERN. ZH.(D.) 28 1914?  E 

959.1 - PUCHKOVSKAYA PLATFOR./SEV. ZH.D. 30 24.8.11 9.10.15 F 

961.1 - RABSHTIN/PRIV. ZH.D. 29 12.4.08  D 

961.2 a RABSHTIN/PRIV. ZH.D. 
Recorded in blue 23.12.09 

29 x 25½ 23.12.09 .10.13 D 

1022.01 - RYAZHSK.P.O./MORSHANSKO-SIZRANSK. ZH.D. 25 1882? 2.9.93 E 

1044.01 1 S.PETERBURGSK.P.O./TSARSKOSEL. ZH.D. 25 .8.77 1885 G 

         961.1     961.2        1022.01           1044.01  

663.01 - LOZOVSK P.O./LOZOVO-SEVASTOPOLSK. ZH.D. 26 27.6.82 7.3.89 E 

678.1 a ST.LICHKOVO/M.-V.-R. ZH.D. 29 29.12.09  D 

712.1 1 MARIUPOL P.O./DONETSKOY  ZH.D. 26 22.6.84 3.7.96 E 

731.1 - ST.MININO/SIBIRSK.ZH.D. 28 19.5.07 11.8.07 E 

        663.01              678.1        712.1              731.1  
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1045.1 - NIKOLAEVSKOY ZH.D./S.PETERBURG 26 14.12.59 24.10.65 E 

1053.1 a ST.SARIEVO/MOSK.NIZH. ZH.D. 29 20.5.12  D 

1053a.1 ? SAULENSK/VOKZAL 31 x 26 21.4.19  D 

1056a.1 1 SVENTSYANI/ZHELEZNODOR.P.O. 28 9.7.02 25.10.11 F 

        1045.1    1053.1     1053a.1            1056a.1 

1064.1 - ST.SVOLNA/RIGO-ORL. ZH.D. 29 22.6.13  D 

1069.1 - ST.SELIM/ZAKAVK. ZH.D. 29 23.3.15  E 

1079a.1 1 SEREDINNO BUDSKOE/ZHELEZNODOR.P.O. 28 19.5.07  D 

1110.x ? Replace data with:     

1110.1 a SOLEVARNENSKOE/VOKZ. 32½ x 28½ 5.8.07 1.5.15 D 

        1064.1              1069.1      1079a.1   1110.1 

1255.1 1 FASTOVSK.P.O./FASTOVSK. ZH.D. 25 1880 1.3.00 D 

1275.8 1 KHARKOV ZHELEZNODOROZHNOE/POCHTOV.OTD.  27 21.11.97 17.3.98 D 

1348.1 1 ST.SHAGALI/ZAKAVKAZSK. ZH.D. 28 2.9.06  E 

1348.2 - ST.SHAGALI/ZAKAVK. ZH.D. 28½ 13.10.13 24.2.15 E 

       1255.1    1275.8     1348.1     1348.2 
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NUMBERED TRAVELLING POST OFFICE MARKS 

R1/2.1 2 NIKOLAEVSKOY ZH.D./POCHT.VAGON No 2 26 23.8.62 22.11.66 E 

R1/2.2 3 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 1-2 26 4.5.67 17.6.80 D 

R1/2.2 5 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 1-2 26 5.11.69 10.3.78 D 

R1/2.2 6 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 1-2 26 20.2.67 5.8.80 D 

     R1/2.1     R1/2.2           R1/2.2         R1/2.2 

R3.5 7 POCHTOVOE OTDELENIE VAGONA No 3 28 3.7.90 1892 D 

R3.6 5 OTDEL.POCHTOV.VAGONA No 3 28 25.5.99 8.9.10 D 

R3.7 e S.P.BURG 3 VILNO/OTD. 31 x 26 14.3.11 8.6.14 C 

R4.5 2 POCHTOVOE OTDELENIE VAGONA No 4 30 20.11.83 20.3.97 D 

      R3.5       R3.6            R3.7         R4.5 

It is satisfying to note the large number of oval TPO marks that have been recorded since the book was pub-
lished. These are particularly useful to record as, unlike the circular marks, they indicate the termini of each 
route and so can provide information on changes of termini that occurred, which might not have been noted 
from other sources. 
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R6.7 v VERZHBOLOVO 6 VILNO/OTD. 30 x 25 4.11.12 18.8.13 D 

R9/10.1 2 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 9-10 27 18.3.70 19.8.80 D 

R12.1 1 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 12 26 21.8.80 15.8.99 D 

R15.01 3 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 15 29 30.9.03  D 

      R6.7     R9-10.1            R12.1       R15.01 

R23.3 a BOLOGOE 23 KOSTROMA 32 x 25 25.7.13  E 

R24.5 v KOSTROMA 24 BOLOGOE 31 x 25 .4.16  D 

R25/ 
26.3 

  - SOSNOVITSI-ZAMBKOVITSI 
This postmark does not have a route number, but the  
official sources that are available make no mention of an 
un-numbered TPO route between these termini. 

31 x 25 7.4.07 14.8.11 E 

R35.001 10 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 35 27 20.5.86  F 

      R23.3     R24.5          R25/26.3       R35.001 

R39.5 d PETROGRAD 39 RIGA 31 x 25 20.6.15 15.5.17 D 

R40.2 1 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 40 26 24.11.80 2.4.99 D 

R42.2 V MINSK 42 MOSKVA 31 x 27 7.6.13  C 

R42.2 D MINSK 42 MOSKVA 31 x 26 21.4.15  C 

          R39.5      R40.2            R42.2         R42.2 
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R50.001 1 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 50 25 20.11.84 22.12.88 D 

R51.2      (3) VORONEZH 51 ROSTOV 33 x 29 7.9.13 6.6.14 D 

R52.1 6 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 52 29 15.12.02 3.7.05 D 

R59.01 ? POCHTOVIY VAGON No 59 27½  20.5.08 E 

            R50.001               R51.2                     R52.1       R59.01 

R76.3 a RENI 76 BENDERI 31 x 25 15.4.09 15.4.16 F 

R98.4 - POTI 98-97 SAMTREDI 31 x 25 16.8.14  G 

R111.4 -(2) VILNA 111 ROVNO (note spelling VILNA) 30 x 25 14.5.11 20.12.13 D 

R115.1 4 EKATERINBURG 115 OMSK 31 x 26 6.6.14 3.7.15 G 

  R76.3    R98.4  R111.4  R115.1 

R66.6 b ROSTOV-BAKU OTD. 6(6) 31 x 27 2.10.16  F 

R66.8 d BAKU-ROSTOV OTD. 66 30 x 28 19.5.17  F 

R68.3 b NIKOLAEV 68 KIEV 31 x 25½ 9.8.05  E 

R71.2 - VARSHAVA 71 MLAVA 32 x 27 3.3.05 7.7.14 E 

     R66.6       R66.8            R68.3         R71.2 
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             R122.3      R128.1           R130.1       R140.1 

R122.3 3 TIKHORETSKAYA 122 TSARITSIN 31 x 26 13.1.17  D 

R128.1 3 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 128 29 14.7.94 5.7.01 D 

R130.1 b TSVETKOVO 130 VAPNYARKA 30 x 25 18.8.08 25.12.15 E 

R140.1 2 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 140 30 17.6.95 31.8.03 E 

R141.2 g CHERNIGOV 141 DNEPR KRASNOE 30½ x 25½ 15.4.10 7.2.15 E 

R144.1 V. LGOV 144 BRYANSK 31 x 26 20.3.11 25.8.16 F 

R153.2 - KHABAROVSK 153 KETRITSEVO 31 x 26 21.5.06  F 

R160.3 g KHARKOV 160 PENZA 29 x 25 1.4.17 13.4.28 E 

         R141.2            R144.1    R153.2      R160.3 

R161.1 4 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 161 29 14.8.03 26.7.10 E 

R165.2 g EKATERINODAR 165 STAVROPOL 30½ x 27 17.8.13  E 

R169.3 7 PERM 169 CHELYABINSK 31 x 27 22.9.16 13.4.28 F 

R171.2 -(2) PENZA 171 BALASHOV 31 x 28 5.4.13  E 

             R161.1               R165.2          R169.3        R171.2 
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R196.1 A MARMIZHI 196 VERKHOVE 30 x 26 22.12.12 8.8.15 F 

R209.1 3 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 209 28 16.2.03 6.7.09 D 

R216.3 a SAMARA 216 MOSKVA 32 x 27 13.10.13 11.9.14 D 

R220.3 2 VYATKA 220 KOTLASS 32 x 26 5.4.09  F 

             R196.1     R209.1           R216.3        R220.3 

R227.1 a MERV 227 KUSHKA 30 x 25 12.4.08  F 

R229.2 a TIFLIS 229 ALEKSANDROPOL 31 x 25 10.7.13  F 

R241.3 b IRKUTSK 241 CHITA 31 x 26 21.7.16 4.11.30 E 

R242.3 -(3) CHITA 242 IRKUTSK 32 x 26 1.4.08 9.5.13 D 

               R227.1               R229.2           R241.3       R242.3 

R248.01 b TIMIRYAZEVO 248 N.NOVGOROD 31 x 25 6.4.12  E 

R250.2 g RYAZAN 250 VLADIMIR 30 x 25 23.3.16 2.11.28 E 

R251.1 b BELGOROD 251 KUPYANSK 31 x 26 3.7.16 5.9.17 E 

R252.2 b KUPYANSK 252 BELGOROD 31 x 27 31.8.15 6.3.17 E 

             R248.01              R250.1             R251.1        R252.2 
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R268.1 g VARSHAVA 268 KIEV 30 x 25 19.6.08 6.12.13 D 

R270.3 a SARIKAMISH 270 ALEKSANDROPOL 31 x 26 30.10.14 3.5.15 F 

R270.3 b SARIKAMISH 270 ALEKSANDROPOL 31 x 26 2.12.14  F 

R271.1 3 POCHTOVIY VAGON No 271 29 5.5.05 3.11.10 C 

            R268.1      R270.3            R270.3      R271.1 

R272.3 b ALT-SHVANENBURG 272 VALK 31 x 26 17.5.17 1.7.17 D 

R279.1 e S.P.BURG 279 VYATKA 31 x 26 28.7.11 22.4.13 D 

R279.2 b PETROGRAD (279 VO)LOGDA 33 x 26 9.11.16 10.7.17 D 

R298.1 g RODAKOVO 298 LGOV 32 x 26 7.12.13 23.7.14 E 

             R272.3     R279.1           R279.2        R298.1 

R312.1 b NAMANGAN 312 KOKAND 30 x 25½ 31.12.15  F 

R332.1 g KOLCHUG. 332 YURGA 32 x 26 2.7.25  G 

R338.1 b PRIMORSKO-AKHTARSKAYA 338 EKATERINODAR 30 x 26 19.11.16  G 

R353.1 - NARVA 353 PSKOV 32 x 25 13.4.19  G 

             R312.1               R332.1          R338.2       R353.1 
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UN-NUMBERED TRAVELLING POST OFFICE MARKS 

MAYKOP-ARMAVIR 
TYPE 1 

 

MAYKOP-ARMAVIR 
TYPE 2 

 

UGLOVKA-
BOROVICHI  

TYPE 1  

VERETIYA-
CHUSOVAYA 

TYPE 1 

1 1 POCHT.VAGON/PERNOV-VALK 28 1896 9.1.98 E 

1 2 POCHTOVIY VAGON DERPT-TAPS 25 12.1.78 15.3.79 E 

1 3 POCHTOVIY VAGON DERPT-TAPS 25 22.2.78 23.2.79 E 

1 1 POCHTOVIY VAGON TAPS-DERPT 25 27.7.77 21.12.78 E 

PERNOV-VALK  
TYPE 1 

DERPT-TAPS  
TYPE 1 

DERPT-TAPS  
TYPE 1 

TAPS-DERPT 
TYPE 1 

1 - MAYKOP-ARMAVIR/POCHT.VAG. 31 x 26 19.2.13 6.2.14 F 

2 a MAYKOP-ARMAVIR/POCHT.VAGON 31 x 26 4.4.14 6.7.14 F 

1 - UGLOVKA-BOROVICHI 32 x 27 31.1.15  F 

1 1 LUNEVSKAYA VETV./ 
P.V.VERETIYA-CHUSOVAYA  

27 14.3.98  G 
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1 2 P O C H T O V . V A G O N  K A L K U N O -
RADZIVILISHSK.ZH.D. 

26 10.10.78 31.10.78 F 

2 2 POCHT.VAG.KRAMATORSK.LUGANSK ZH.D. 26 1.2.86 12.12.90 E 

1 2 POCHT.VAGON/LUGANSK-KRAMATORSKAYA 25 4.8.81 11.11.84 E 

2 2 POCHT.VAG.LUGANSK-KRAMATORSK.ZH.D. 26 11.1.87 28.6.90 E 

KALKUNI-
RADZIVILISHKI  

TYPE 1  

KRAMATORSK-
LUGANSK  

TYPE 2 

LUGANSK-
KRAMATORSK  

TYPE 1 

LUGANSK-
KRAMATORSK  

TYPE 2 

1 a MOSKVA-KLIN 31 x 26 7.8.15  F 

1 a MOSKVA-RAMENSKOE/POCHT.VAGON. 29 2.7.13 20.11.15 E 

1 b APOSTOLOVO - NIK-KOZELSK 32 x 26 1.12.13 .9.18 F 

MOSCOW-KLIN 
 

TYPE 1  

MOSCOW-RAMENSKOE  
 

TYPE 1 

APOSTOLOVO-NIKOLO 
KOZELSK  

TYPE 1 

ERSHOV-NIKOLAEVSK  
TYPE 1 

KHARKOV-DERGACHI  
TYPE 1 

KUEHNGA-URYUM  
TYPE 1 

1 - ERSHOV-NIKOLAEVSK 31 x 26 12.4.13  F 

1 a KHARKOV-DERGACHI/POCHT.VAG. 31 x 27 .7.10 .10.17 F 

1 - KUENGA-URYUM ZAB./PEREDV.P.O. 32 x 26 14.6.13 24.7.13 G 

The inscription PEREDV.P.O. on the above postmark is short for PEREDVIZHNOE POCHTOVOE  
OTDELENIE or "mobile post (sub) office". During the construction of the Amur Railway this evidently 
provided postal facilities for the workforce, being moved from place to place as the need arose, until the 
establishment of Postal Wagon 243/244 in October 1913. See BJRP 782.  
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272.D1 - DOPLATIT/GOROBLAGODAT. ZH.D.P.O. 30 x 24 29.5.12  F 

398.D1 - DOPLATIT/ST.ZAGATE 24 x 20 19.10.09  F 

1044.D1 - DOPLATIT/S.P.B.VITEB.ZH.D. 29 x 20 15.7.08  E 

1391.D1 - DOPLATIT/ST.YABLONNA PRIV.ZH.D. 26 x 18½ 27.3.15  F 

   272.D1        398.D1   1044.D1          1391.D1 

“TO PAY” MARKS 
Stations 

63.D2 - DOPLATIT/BAKU-VOKZAL 29 x 25 31.12.09  E 

193.D1 -   DOPLATIT/ST.VEKHMA   27 x 20  30.10.10 26.5.11 E 

313.D1 - DOPLATIT/DVINSK ZHEL.P.O. 27 x 19½ 12.9.09 24.2.10 E 

366.D1 a ELISAVETGRAD-VOKZAL/DOPLATIT 35 x 24 ?  E 

The number has been amended to 313.D1 as the mark is now known to have been  used at the Riga-Orlov Station. 

             63.D2    193.D1            312/3.D1             366.D1 
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R119.D1 - DOPLATIT/119 POCHT.VAGON 119 29 x 20 22.1.06 4.10.06 F 

R198.D3 - DOPL.P.V./KRASNOYAR.198 IRKUT. 28 x 23 23.9.09 3.8.14 F 

R218.D1 - DOPLATIT/218 POCHT.VAGON 218 27 x 20 9.7.04  E 

                          Note the revised inscription and illustration of this postmark 

  R119.D1  R198.D1 R218.D1 

“TO PAY” MARKS 
Travelling Post Offices 

R15.D1 - DOPLATIT/5 OTDELENIE POCHT. VAGONA 5 29 x 22 3.9.14  E 

R63.D1 - DOPLATIT/63 RYAZHSK SAMARA 31 x 21½ 30.9.10  E 

R65.D1 - DOPLATIT/OTD.VAG.ROSTOV-BAKU 28 x 23 26.9.25  F 

R101.D1 - DOPLATIT/101 POCH.VAGON 101 29 x 20 24.4.02  F 

  R15.D1  R63.D1  R65.D1 R101.D1 
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NON-RAILWAY “VOKZAL” MARKS 

As explained on page 11 of the book, these are postmarks from offices that were situated at or near railway 
stations, but which were administered by the General Post, rather than the Railway Post Department. These 
postmarks were described in the book but only a small number were illustrated. The opportunity has there-
fore been taken to list some newly-recorded marks of this type here, and also to give a further selection of 
illustrations of postmarks described in the book. 

V5.1 - BOGOTOL/VOKZAL 30 1.9.09 10.4.11 D 

V5.2 a BOGOTOL PRIVOKZALNIY 25 29.3.12 13.6.12 D 

V6.1 a BRYANSK M.K.V.ZH.D. 28 29.3.07 31.12.16 D 

V8.1 3 VILNO VOKZAL/POCHT.TEL.KONT. 28 25.1.05 1.3.05 E 

   V5.1        V5.2       V6.1      V8.1 

V8.2     zh(1) VILNA-VOKZAL 29½ 17.11.08 .2.11 C 

V8.2 m VILNA-VOKZAL 29½ 2.2.15  C 

V9.1 b VOLOCHISK VOKZ.VOL. 32 24.7.13  C 

V14.1 a ELISAVETPOL VOKZ.P.OT. 28 22.6.10  F 

           V8.2     V8.2       V9.1      V14.1 
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V14.2     a(1) ELISAVETPOL VOKZAL 28½ 6.4.11 23.5.15 E 

V20.2 v KALISH VOKZ. 30 25.4.12 9.5.13 D 

V22.1 b KIEV-VOKZAL 28 24.12.16  D 

V25.1 v KONOTOP-VOKZAL CHERN. 28 30.1.12 29.12.14 D 

            V14.2        V20.2           V22.1        V25.1 

V32.1 a NIKOLAEV-VOKZAL KHER. 28 31.5.08 2.7.17 E 

V33.1 2 OLITA VOKZAL SUVALK.G./POCHT.TEL.OTD. 26 12.10.06 25.8.07 E 

V35.2 b ORSHA VOKZAL / 2 27½ 2.11.09  E 

V39.1 b ROSTOV  VOKZAL 30 3.2.18  E 

           V32.1         V33.1      V35.2      V39.1 
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V43.1 b SMORGON VOKZ. VIL. 26 31.12.13 21.12.14 D 

V47.1 a TUAPSE CHERNOM. VOKZAL 29 1.8.15 3.10.16 E 

V50.1 3 KHARKOV VOKZAL/POCHT.TEL.KONT. 29 24.12.05 9.11.07 D 

V50.3 b(1) KHARKOV VOKZAL 29 9.7.13 24.10.15 C 

       V43.1               V47.1    V50.1       V50.3 

V50.3 i (1) KHARKOV VOKZAL 32 17.6.13 19.4.16 C 

V50.3 n(1) KHARKOV-VOKZAL 28 3.7.11 24.8.12 C 

V50.3 zh(2) KHARKOV VOKZAL 29 7.3.14 8.11.14 C 

V50.4 s KHARKOV/VOKZAL 30 x 26 1.9.17 23.1.18 D 

         V50.3       V50.3    V50.3    V50.4 
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Peter Thomas Ashford 
17 February 1925 - 2 August 2010 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
With the passing of Peter Ashford the BSRP has lost one of its stalwarts, an Honorary Life Member who 
joined the Society as long ago as 1949, whose name has long been held in high regard in the world of 
Russian philately. 
Peter’s philatelic interests were wide-ranging, both within and outside the Russian area. In his earlier years 
he had formed collections of world TPOs, GB cancellations and Chile. However, in our area his name will 
always be associated with the philately of Transcaucasia, which he began to study in the 1940s, and which 
he ably documented in many books and articles. Peter’s first published work was “The Postage Stamps of 
Georgia” written jointly with W.E. Hughes and published in 1951, and in the same year his joint work with 
W.E.C. Kethro “The Stamps of the Refugee’s Post (General Wrangel’s Army)” also appeared. Peter then 
collaborated with S.D. Tchilinghirian to write “The Postage Stamps of Armenia” published in five parts by 
the BSRP between 1953 and 1960. At this time Peter lived in Wiltshire and was an active member of the 
Bristol and Clifton Philatelic Society, the Bristol North Philatelic Society and the Bath Philatelic Society. 
He was the BSRP’s Librarian in the 1950s and he edited the BJRP in the 1960s. He made an excellent job 
of this, just as he did with his personal writings. 
It was in 1972 that the first part was published of what was to become Peter’s “magnum opus”, the series 
of eight books with the title “Imperial Russian Stamps Used in Transcaucasia” that were published by the 
BSRP. Part One of this work dealt with the postal history. This was followed in 1975 with Part Two 
“Tiflis: The Tiflis Town Post” and three years later Part Three “Tiflis Guberniya”. 1980 saw the 
publication of Part Four “Kutais Guberniya; Batum Oblast; Sukhum Okrug” and the following year Part 
Five “The Transcaucasian Railway”. A revised edition of the first part appeared in 1982, followed in 1983 
with Part Six Erivan Guberniya, Zakataly Okrug”. Part Seven “Elisavetpol Guberniya; Zakataly Okrug” 
appeared in 1984 and Part Eight “Baku; Baku Guberniya” in 1985. These books are noted for their clarity 
of presentation, accuracy and readability. Peter weaves into the narrative the history, geography and social 
conditions of this often troubled part of the world, drawing on his detailed knowledge of an area that he had 
studied in great depth. 
Once the eight parts of the Transcaucasia study had been completed, Peter might have “rested on his 
laurels”. Not a bit of it - he went on to write “Georgia: Postal Cancellations 1918-1923” in 1991 and 
“Postal Cancellations of the Transcaucasian Railway” in 1994. 
I first met Peter in 1983 when I began work on my book on Siberian postmarks and postal history. I was 
made very welcome at the cosy home in rural Cheshire that Peter shared with his devoted wife Dora, and 
the help and advice that he gave then stood me in good stead for the work I had undertaken. Apart from the 
practical help that Peter willingly offered, he was always there at the end of the telephone line when I 
needed advice or encouragement. 
From 1985 onwards, Peter was a regular attendee at the BSRP North-West meetings, and it was always a 
pleasure to meet him at these most enjoyable events. His quiet, unassuming manner, his gentle voice, his 
kindness and the vast, wide-ranging knowledge that he was always more than willing to share will always 
be remembered by his philatelic friends. Peter’s many literary works will remain as a fitting memorial to 
him in the philatelic world. 
We extend our deepest sympathy to Dora Ashford, her two daughters and their families in their sad loss. 

P.E.R. 
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Reviews 

ПАРОХОДНАЯ ПОЧТА РОССИИ. 
КАТАЛОГ - СПРАВОЧНИК. 
(The Steamship Post of Russia: Catalogue-
Reference Book). 2011 (in Russian) 
By N.F. Mandrovskii, A.S. Mramornov and 
V.M. Tyukov. 
Published by OOO “AiBiPrint”, 109147 Moscow, 
ul. Vorontsovskaya, d. 11/12. A4 softbound, 256 
pages. Price 1,200 roubles (£25, $40). Obtainable 
at shop tel. +7495 699 1695/8624, fax +7495 699 
1695. website: http://www.philatelist.ru,  
e-mail: kwadra@dol.ru 
 
This is the book all collectors of Russian ship mail 
have been waiting for. An impressive tome, 
lavishly illustrated and packed with information, 
much of it previously accessible only in Russian 
libraries and archives, and modestly priced. No 
matter that the book is entirely in Russian- its 267 
illustrations, all in colour of the originals, 
transcend the language barrier. If you can read 
Russian postmarks, then you will make light work 
of the time-tables, lists of ships of the different 
companies, ports of call etc. And all can cast an 
eye - appreciative or envious - over the cards and 
covers telling the story of Russian ship mail and 
enjoy the numerous picture-postcard scenes of 
ships, ports, harbours piers and landing-stages, 
bringing life to the subject. Maps, illustrations of 
companies’ flags and portraits of shipping 
magnates and relevant worthies are included. For 
those who can read Russian the historical sections 
are a bonus. 
 
The seas around the Russian Empire and its inland 
waterways are covered in 8 chapters dealing with 
the various “basins”, from the Baltic Sea (Chapter 
I) to the waters of the Far East (Chapter VIII). 
Chapter IX is devoted to disinfection marks 
applied to incoming ship mail at Russian ports. 
The work concludes with a bibliography. 
 
The different styles of cancellations and postage-
due marks are classified using Roman numerals 
and the Cyrillic alphabet. Well over 200 examples 
are set out in tables of 6 columns giving catalogue 
classification, cancellation / postage-due mark, the 
company to which it belonged, code letters or 
numerals present in the cancellation, period of 
usage, and valuation in dollars (U.S.). Readers of 
a nervous disposition should avert their eyes from 
the last column. Figures range up to $6,000 before 
reaching the RRRR level. Hopefully, this review 

will give collectors a head start on the dealers. 
Remember the words of the poet: “Gather ye 
rosebuds while ye may / Old Time is still a-
flying”, to which could be added:   “Loosen thy 
purse-strings today / Or tomorrow be a-crying”. 
 
As the title implies, the book does not cover the 
days of sail. Nor does it extend to post-
revolutionary times. Russian ship mail cancelled 
on arrival at ports of other countries or cancelled 
aboard ships of foreign lines (Austrian Lloyd, etc.) 
is also excluded. 
 
A few pinpricks. The cancellation of the River 
Danube ship “Bessarabets” depicted on a postcard 
to Tulcea, Romania (fig. II-72, p. 104) was long 
ago exposed as bogus (BJRP, 58,   1981, p.31). A 
few cancellations have been omitted, others 
illustrated but not classified. Attribution of some 
of the Black Sea cancellations to ROPiT should be 
reconsidered. For example, the oval and 
rectangular marks of the Crimea-Caucasus line 
belong to the Russian Transport and Insurance 
Company (ROSTRANS) according to your 
reviewer’s information. The small oval 
Constantinople / Par Pyroscaphe mark of 1842 
could not have been applied at the Agency of a 
company that did not exist until 1856. And 1864 is 
surely incorrect for the date of usage of the 
complementary Odessa / Par Pyroscaphe oval. 
Dobin says 1834-1836. (Despite attribution of this 
mark to the Odessa Border P.O., following Dobin,   
it has much in common with the preceding one, 
and both may well have been applied by the Black 
Sea Steamship Company (1830-1843), (the pre-
Crimean War forerunner of ROPiT). All will be 
sorted out in time for the book’s second edition 
which must surely follow when stocks of the first 
are exhausted. 
 
The book is dedicated to our member Dr 
Raymond Casey, who is generously dubbed “The 
Captain of Russian Steamship Post”. His real-life 
professional affiliations did not survive 
translation. 
 
The authors are to be thanked and congratulated 
on providing collectors and devotees of Russian 
ship mail with a “bible” that will last for many 
years to come. 

R.C. 
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ROSSICA, The Journal of the Rossica Society of 
Russian Philately. 112 pages, softbound. Editor –  
William Moskoff, 148 Washington Circle, Lake 
Forest, Illinois 60045, USA 
 
No. 153, Autumn 2009 
This issue begins with “The 7500r and l00000r 
surcharges on the 250r stamps of 1921 - Record of 
Plate Numbers - Additional Information” by Ged 
Seiflow being a follow-up to an article in Rossica 
148.This is followed by “Varieties of the 1899-
1903 Money Order Formulars” by Vladimir Venets. 
 
Dave Skipton writes a report on the Rossicapex 
2009 show in his own inimitable style. Packed with 
photos and details of every aspect of the event/this 
is an admirable record of a very successful 
exhibition. The list of helpers/participants and 
sponsors is a great credit to Rossica and brings 
shame on our own Society for the unwillingness of 
members to help out in the administration which 
has been left to a small handful of volunteers who 
were prepared to give and not just take.  
 
William Moskoff and Carol Gayle combine to 
produce “The Torgsin Stores”. Soviet citizens 
could only pay with foreign currency or valuables 
at these shops - Apparently 54% of income from 
these came from the sale of bread. Enough said! 
John Myke then adds a fresh cancel  to  
t h e  S a m a r a - Z l a t o u s t   
Railway articles of Dr. Levendovsky and regular 
contributor George Werbizky gives us “Russian 
Civil War issues and Varieties part 2.” 
 
John Myke again illustrates two Railway mute 
cancels from Riga with registration cachets in the 
scarce type used on Postal Wagons. Nicolai 
Sorokin then writes a useful piece on the “Our 
Trophies” exhibition at Petrograd in 1915. Messrs 
Mirsky and Waterman continue with their 
Flyspecker series and Moskoff and Gayle combine 
again for the background to “The Blue Kerchief”, a 
ballad shown on a 1943 illustrated postcard. 
 
In “A Russian ‘Attempted Delivery’ Label” Joseph 
Geraci gives some useful information on the use of 
Spravkas; Arnold Levin then provides an addenda 
to his work on mute cancels/being a translation by 
Dave Skipton. To those of you who have not 
bought the original two volume work, why not?  
 
Ged Seiflow illustrates all the styles of plate 
numbers of the 1909 series known to him and then 
Steve Volis and Thomas Berger in “Registered 

Mail from Odessa up to 1917” write a thorough 
survey, generously illustrated. 
 
John Myke writes up five Romanov-Zemstvo 
covers; rarities indeed. Regular contributor 
Alexander Epstein finishes this issue with some 
notes on how greetings cards were treated as 
printed matter on occasions and sometimes not. 

Jack Moyes 
 
No. 154, Spring 2010 
First on offer in this issue is “Latvia: Postage Due 
markings used by Travelling Post Offices”. In the 
“Zemstvo Stamps of Ukraine”. V.G. Katzman 
looks at 1918 issues from Lebedin and 
Zolotonosha. This is followed by an addendum 
from Leon Finik who believes the Lebedin issue to 
be philatelic albeit rare. 
 
George Werbizky illustrates a flaw on a South 
Russia surcharge then Wolfgang Torterotot in “The 
Iz Finlyandii Cachet revisited” shows how this 
mark could not be a cancel on ship mail. This 
reviewer has always understood this is a mark 
applied to incoming uncancelled mail from Finland 
received at St. Petersburg Finland Station. Meer 
Kossoy is the author of “Anglo-Soviet-American 
Cooperation During WW2 in the Mirror of 
Philately”, a translation by Dave Skipton. This is 
most informative and well illustrated with material 
not normally seen in the West. 
 
Dave Skipton and Alexander Epstein combine for 
“Rossika’s Estonian Lost and Found”. This reveals 
the fate of several of the Baltic members of 
Rossika as it was then, the anglicised name coming 
later. George Werbizky shows some WWl cachets 
of the Russian Red Cross and the All-Russian 
Union of Towns while Ged Seiflow continues his 
work on the 1909 series plate numbers, managing 
to classify all that has gone before with a lot of 
extra information. A fine piece of work all round.  
 
William Moskoff and Carol Gayle join forces for 
“Kliment Voroshilov: The Rise and Fall of a Stalin 
Crony”. Messrs Mirsky and Waterman continue 
with their regular “Flyspecker” series and finally 
George Werbizky gives us some notes on “The 
Local Post of the Wenden District.” 

Jack Moyes 
 
 
No. 155, Autumn 2010 
This substantial number, the first from its new 
editor, demonstrates the continuing health of the 
Rossica Society. The bibliographic quality of 
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this journal continues to develop and the 
increasingly convincing colour featured on most 
of the 112 pages gives a realistic touch to the 
illustrated material. The twelve articles offer 
something for almost everyone and this 
reviewer readily forgives the absence of a 
Zemstvo feature!  
 
Now to the roll call! Our good friend, 
Alexander Epstein offers “Russia Used Abroad: 
WW1- Galicia and Bukhovina” , an impeccable 
example of his painstaking research into 
military philately, and as if this fine piece were 
not enough, he then turns to his uncatalogued 
discoveries of “Official Formular Cards for 
POWs”.  Later, George V. Shalimov is also in 
formular mode with “Privately Printed Money 
Order Forms with Advertisements”, and, joined 
by  co-author Michael Ercolini, moves on 
chronologically to present “Soviet Union 
Postcards Colour Varieties”. Meanwhile, more 
first class research, by I & Iu Serebriakov  on  
“Local Postal Rates in Russia (1993-2005)” 
with useful tables which will be avidly 
devoured by post Soviet specialists.  
 
Rossica president David Skipton writes a 
charming article on “...The Saga of Battleship 
Chesma” before taking us back to Galicia 
with “One Aspect of Military Censorship 
Abroad”.  George Werbizky gives us another 
of his articles on the philately of the WW2 
German forced labour programme, “The Use 
of Ostarbeiter Postal Cards in War and 
Peace”, and elsewhere discusses an 
interesting Nikolaevsk-on-Amur Issue 
Document. For collectors of Soviet stamps, 
Benjamin F. Bailar and Gordon C. Morison 
take us into outer space with their 
“Recollections of a US-Soviet Joint Issue”, 
whilst editor William Moskoff keeps us firmly 
on ground in the USSR  with “Urging Soviet 
Citizens to use Savings Banks: Propaganda 
Cards in the 1930s”. Finally, no modern issue 
of Rossica would be complete without the 
latest instalment of “Flyspecker” from the 
eagle eyed Greg Mirsky & David Waterman  
 

Terry Page 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LA GAZETTE DU CERCLE, (in French) 
 Produced by the Cercle Philatélique France-
Russie, Editor – G. Leblanc. Enquiries to  61 rue 
Boissière, Paris 75116, France. 
 
Nos. 61-63,  June / September /December 
2010. 
The French Cercle has been established for many 
years as a society for collectors of Russia in 
France,  also supplying members with new issues 
on a commercial basis. It currently produces a 
quarterly eight sided A4 newsletter type 
publication with coloured illustrations. Most of 
the  articles focus on stamps, often providing 
topical background information and would appeal 
to medium collectors rather than to advanced 
philatelists. Nevertheless, serious philately is not 
neglected; for example between the three issues 
there are pieces on WW1 Mute cancellations, 
Russia No. 1 varieties, the Soviet post code 
system, The Decembrist Movement of 1825, The 
Komi Republic and the Georgian alphabet. 
Collectors at beginner and intermediate level who 
read French will appreciate the  features on Soviet 
and modern Russian stamps, and  even advanced 
collectors are likely to learn a thing or two. This is 
a tabloid type approach to the hobby which is 
largely lacking parmi les anglo saxons. 

 
Terry Page 

 
 
 
THE BALTIC AREA, (In Dutch) 
Published by Filatelistengroep ‘Het Baltische 
Gebied’, Netherlands. A4 softbound. Subscription: 
€20. Editor, J. Kaptein, Reigerskamp 7053607 JP 
Maarssen, Netherlands. 
 
No. 56, June 2010. (This one in English) 
( BJRP editor’s note: this special issue, devoted to a 
single topic, is produced in English. Collectors 
interested in obtaining a copy should contact the 
President of ‘Het Baltische Gebied’, Ruud van Wijnen 
by e-mail at marsruts@planet.nl The price to non-
members is €30 plus postage [within Europe €5, 
outside Europe €10]). 
 
The single topic of this issue is “Railway post in 
Lithuania” by Jan Kaptein and Eugenijus 
Uspuras.  
 
Over the past seven years, a series of nine articles 
on various aspects of Lithuanian Railway Post has 
been published in ‘Het Baltische Gebied’.(HBG). 
These were based largely on items in the co- 
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author’s vast exhibition collection of ‘Railway 
Post in Lithuania , 1869-1969’, but also making 
reference to other notable collectors in the field. 
Skilfully edited by Jan Kaptein, the articles are 
presented as nine chapters  
 
Chapter 1 covers the development of the network 
of railway lines and a subsequent Railway Post 
Administration that followed the decision in 1851 
to construct a railway link between St. Petersburg 
and Warsaw, by way of Vilnius. Examples are 
shown of covers and postmarks  generated  during 
the period of Imperial Russian rule up to the 
withdrawal of Russian authority and presence 
around 1916/17. Chapter 2 covers the ‘German 
period’, principally in the Memel area both as part 
of the German Empire until 1918 and than as the 
French mandate until the take-over by Lithuania 
in 1923. 
 
Then follows in Chapter 3, the ‘Polish period’ 
which is concerned with the Vilnius area, which 
became part of Poland from 1922 to 1939. 
Meanwhile, the rest of Lithuania was independent 
from 1918 to 1939 and the railway network and 
postal services subject to the authority of the 
Lithuanian Government in Kaunas. A large 
selection of covers and postmarks of this period is 
presented, with relevant information, in Chapters 
4 to 7, each one dealing with a specific group of 
routes. With the ‘accession’ of Lithuania into the 
Soviet Union in 1940 there began a ‘re-
arrangement’ of the railways to meet Soviet 
standards but this was cut short in 1941 by the 
German occupation. Lithuania became a district of 
“Ostland” and the railway postal service of this 
region was under German control until towards 
the end of WW2 (1944/45). Examples of covers 
and postmarks during this period are given in 
Chapter 8. Finally, with the resumption of Soviet 
power, reconstruction and reorganisation of the 
railways and the postal system took place and 
authority remained in Soviet hands until Lithuania 
regained independence in 1990. Examples from 
this period are shown in Chapter 9.  
 
The result is a virtual encyclopaedia of Lithuanian 
Railway Post encompassing 124 pages of text and 
full colour illustrations. Quite an achievement of 
which the authors and the Society (HBG) can be 
justly proud. A must for all those whose philatelic 
inclinations lead them to explore their hobby by 
rail. 

 
Dennis Page 

 

No. 58, June 2011.  
Displaced persons: Meerbeck” by Jan Kaptein & 
Keimpe Leenstra tells a small part of the story of 
the millions of people who found themselves 
homeless in a foreign land at the end of WW2. 
The United Nations set up camps while they tried 
to organise repatriation; Meerbeck in the British 
Zone was one camp that produced stamps, but 
they had no postal validity, being issued by the 
Lithuanian Red Cross to commemorate the 400th 
anniversary of the first printed Lithuanian book. A 
postal service was organised by the British 
authorities and used special (post paid) 
handstamps. Examples are given, including one to 
the United States. Nikolajs Jakimov & Juris Mors  
go back to the first confused days of 
‘independence’ in “Latvian Field Post”.When the 
Head of Communications of the Latvian army 
asked the Head of Field Posts in Riga on 
procedures he received a detailed reply, that forms 
the basis of this article together with the 
dispositions of the field offices, information 
obtained recently from state Archives. The result 
is a comprehensive view of the service for the 
period 1919/1920. 
 
 In “From Sniechkus to Visaginas”, Jan Kaptein 
illustrates two unused postal items and a single 
postmark, relating to the town founded in 1975 by, 
and named for, the hated leader of the Lithuanian 
Communist Party. After independence it was re-
named after the lake by which it stood, Visaginas. 
Igor Irikov reports in “Out of Riga” on an early 
(1810) handstamp from Verro, in the German 
language, while Ruud van Wijnen  suggests that 
“Prevention is better than... a surcharge” in a tale 
of a postcard which appeared to be correctly 
franked except that the counter clerk assessed it to 
be a letter and returned it to the sender for an 
additional stamp. 
 
There follows another epic from Alexander 
Epstein in, “Postal connections between Estonia 
and Russia 1918-1921”. Until March 1918 Estonia 
was incorporated in the mail network of Russia; 
thereafter things became quite complicated as the 
postal services changed with fluid national 
boundaries, varying occupation forces and a 
succession of governing authorities until services 
were operating directly, or via Riga, between 
Estonia and Russia in 1921. The author illustrates 
an abundance of covers from this period and 
examines in meticulous detail the stories that they 
tell. Sijtze Reurich, meanwhile has looked at the 
‘make do and mend’ that occurred after the 
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dissolution of the Soviet Union in “Cut-down and 
converted cancellations in Lithuania 1990-1991”. 
He shows examples of cancellations in which 
references to Soviet authority were excised from 
the cancellers, in a variety of ways, during 1990-
1991 following independence. Finally, “Returning 
to ...” by Jan Kaptein & Ruud van Wijnen conveys 
information from readers, including earlier dates 
for ‘Railway Post in Lithuania’ and a correction 
and detailed comment on the Field Post services 
studied in ‘Cancellations of the occupation 2: 
Riga’ (HBG 57). 
 
Together with reviews and a report of a recent 
meeting, this is 60 pages of good stuff and all in 
colour to boot! 
 

Dennis Page 
 
 
 

 
ZHURNAL RUS – ROSSIYSKOY, 
UKRAINSKOY I SOVETSKOY 
PHILATELII (In Russian) 
Edited by Aleksandr Ivakhno,  PO Box 4933, 
Dnepopetrovsk- 101, 49101 Ukraine. 
In Russian.   A4 96 pages. 
 
No.1 2011 
This new publication is a superbly designed and 
produced journal for the serious Russian collector 
and student with contributions from eminent 
Russian philatelists. All articles are prolifically 
illustrated in colour; the standard is such that even 
the non Russian reader (such as this reviewer) can 
benefit. This first edition is particularly strong on 
Zemstvo: M.Minskiy on “Krasnoufimsk” with a 
map of the postal routes; A. Ivakhno & D. Nikitin 
on “Kuznetsk postal history” (some beautiful 
covers), D. Nikitin on “Sudzha postal 
markings” (no covers with stamps known);      

V. Angolenko on the “Zemstvo posts of Ukraine” 
and A. Ivakhno with a study illustrating and 
discussing the enigmatic Lebedin Zemstvo, WW1 
German occupation stamps and covers. Other 
writers include M. Kramarenko on the later 
printings of the arms high values and important 
civil war contributions by I. Myaskovskiy (Kuban/
South Russia/Denikin Army), A. Epstein 
(Northern Army ) and A. Ivakhno (overprinted PS 
cards). As if this feast were not enough, we then 
come to aerophilately of the RSFSR (a stunning 
show of 45r. Overprint) with A. Ivaknoe 
continuing with early USSR airmail. There is still 
more to come though; unique Zemstvo items on 
display including stamped Poltava money receipts 
and Zemstvo to Zemstvo combination covers. 
This is a truly magnificent first number! 
 

Terry Page  

 

BSRP Website 
 

To find out more about the Society or to catch up on information on meeting dates or other 
planned events, visit the BSRP Website. You will also find illustrations of fine examples of 

philatelic material from members of the Society. 
 
 

www.bsrp.org 

                                      THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 101  108 

VMv 
l'\lCUllliCK~R. \'liPAIIHCK~R II C\l!l!TCKOR 

""llllV>TE.1!.Jlllll 

• 
nEPE80l'1l', I . . ,...,,, ..... ~··;,-:~ -
---~re -

ISSN1223-893X 



         THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 101    

 

 



                                      THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 101   

 

 

'"'""~:~~ "°"'" .,.. t,. r..., ... ...,.. s.-.mJn~ dock u. tbt-1111119 S..Jht. 

·"' 

~ __ /. _ t - "'!-~~ 
~ ,J 

.gj_£ __ 1j'L,-

'e~ 


