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''USED ABROAD" CHRONICLE-IV 
S. D. Tchilinghirian 

Before dealing with the further batch of fresh discoveries recorded since the third instalment of 
this Chronicle was written (see BJRP 30), it is necessary to devote a few lines to two important Auction 
Sales which took place at a few days interval in February/March of this year, that is, less than a month 
before this fourth instalment is being prepared. Collectors of Russian "Used Abroad" can no longer 
complain that material is hard to procure as, after the several important Sales that took place last year, 
these two further events have given them additional opportunities to acquire a number of most desirable 
cancellations. 

(I) CORINPHILA SALE OF FEBRUARY, 1962. 
The Annual Sale held by this Zurich Firm is usually considered as the most important Auction 

in Switzerland. It would however appear that there is room for improvement in their descriptions and 
estimates of Russian "Used Abroad" material. Their star item in this line was Lot 2573, consisting of 
a cover addressed to Glavany Fils & Cie, Constantinople, and franked with a 2 piastres ROPIT, of the 
so-called 1866 issue, cancelled with a hitherto unrecorded type of P.P. marl:ing, inside an elungated oval 
(see Fig. 80). There was a further strike of this marking at the upper right corner of the cover, with a 
manuscript "Copek. 20," denoting the postage collected, underneath. This P.P. marking was presumably 
in use at one of the ports from which no such kind of handstamp has been recorded yet, but the cover 
as illustrated in the catalogue, contained no clue as to the actual port of origin. Considering, however, 
that the P.P. handstamps of Jaffa and Acre are already well-known, and that Haifa had probably ceased 
to be a port of call for ROPIT ships when the stamps of the 1866 issue were current, it can be presumed 
that this oval type was used elsewhere than in one of the Holy Land offices, and does not qualify for the 
heavy premiums being paid for material originating from this very popular region. Nevertheless, this 
lot was estimated at the fantastic price of 2500 Swiss Francs (ea. £200), and was later reported to have 
been knocked down at the Sale for 2000 Frs. The name of the buyer was not available, and the writer 
has not yet received any notification from a member of this Society or of Rossica advising acquisition of 
this item. It will be interesting to see whether it is offered again at any future auction. Lot 2572 con
sisted of a block of 5 of the very common 2 piastres ROPIT stamp, 1866 issue, bearing the equally common 
"780" triangle of dots of Smyrna, barely identifiable. but was nevertheless estimated at 2000 Sw Frs. (ea. 
£160). Price obtained at the Sale was stated to be 1000 Frs., a figure which no member of our Society 
can be expected to have offered for a marking of Smyrna. In sharp contrast with the foregoing, Lot 2571, 
consisting of a loose copy of the same 2 piastres ROPIT stamp with a circular date-stamp stated to be of 
PORT VOLOS, was estimated at the modest figure of 40 Sw. Frs. (ea. 65/-). In fact, the description 
was wrong, because the stamp offered, as illustrated in the catalogue, was exactly the same item which 
had been sold last year by Williame in Brussels (lot 3263), Sale 18/3/1961) as a PORT RODOS for 1300 
Belgian Francs (ea. £10). The stamp has been seen by the writer, and there can be no doubt that Williame 
was right in describing it as a PORT RODOS which, although desirable, is definitely less rare than a PORT 
VOLOS, especially on this particular stamp. This lot is believed to have brought about the same price 
as at the Williame Auction, well above the estimate. 

(2) VAN DIETEN SALE OF MARCH, 1962 
This Sale comprised the outstanding collection formed by our member Mr. J. V. Stuart, of The 

Hague. The "Used Abroad" section contained no less than 86 lots, including many items of great rarity. 
There is no point in giving particulars in this column, as all members of the BSRP received a copy of the 
catalogue. Most of this "Used Abroad" material was purchased by members of our Society, and prices 
realised were slightly higher than the estimates, which were based on the "Used Abroad" handbooks. 

Coming now to recent discoveries, it is fit to begin by the sensational fresh find notified by our 
member Mr. E. G. Peel: 
(3) PORT-LAGOS 

In Part II of the handbook, page 143, it was stated that a ROPIT Postal Agency was believed to 
have operated at Port-Lagos prior to 1890, but that no postal material from it was known so far. This 
gap has now been filled by Mr. Peel, who secured a loose copy of the 7k. blue, 1884 issue of Levant, with 
the left half of a date-stamp in Standard Type "AA" showing the letters "LAG ... " and the date, in 
Greenish-Blue. The position and spacing of the letters is such that this marking cannot belong to Latakia 
(compare with Fig. 209, page 152 in Part II), and the missing part cannot be reconstructed otherwise 
than shown on Fig. 81, completing the name to "LAGOS" (the dotted letters in Fig. 81 are not showing 
on Mr. Peel's incomplete example). 
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(4) ORDU 
Mr. Peel also submitted a copy of the I Piastre Romanov with a partial impression of a cancellation 

in Violet which goes a long way towards identifying the unknown marking illustrated in Fig. 710 in Part VI 
of the handbook. As will be noticed from Fig. 82, the word AGENTSTVO at bottom is in lower case 
style, the frame consists in fact of a double-lined rectangle, and the position of the inscriptions is such 
that this marking should belong to ORDU, although the name is absent from Mr. Peel's copy, as it also 
was from Mr. Torrey's. 

Another date-stamp of ORDU, in Standard Type "JJ" (Fig. 83), has been found by Dr. A. Kohane 
on a pair of the I piastre, 1910 issue. Violet. This should be rare, having only been current for a few 
months during 1914. 

(5) SALONICA 
A quite unexpected further type from this important office is illustrated in Fig. 84, from a !Ok. 

Levant, 1890 re-issue, acquired by Mr. Peel. Colour: Blue. The date is 25 YANV. 1900, and the inscript
ion reads PORT SALONIKI, a very unusual wording for the period concerned. The only other similar 
instance recorded seems to be the PORT TRIPOLI illustrated in Part II, Fig. 212, although this latter is 
of earlier vintage, being usually met in the 1880s. 

(6) BEIRUT 
An incomplete impression, as illustrated in Fig. 85, of the right half of an oval marking of this 

port, has been communicated by Dr. A. Kohane on a 5k. Levant, 1884 issue, in Blue. As readers will 
know, oval markings from Beirut are far from common, and this seems to be one of the unrecorded earlier 
types in this style, apparently in a variant of Standard Type "BB," with name in larger and thicker seriffed 
capitals at bottom. 

(7) JAFFA 
Fig. 86 illustrates an oval marking from this port, in Standard Type "CC," which has been notified 

by several readers with dates ranging from I 900 to I 909. The inscription at top is in baton characters, 
unlike all other oval date-stamps from Jaffa, but it i;; of course well-known that oval markings issued 
during the XXth century had this style of characters at top (see Figs. 185 of Cavalla, 781 of Rhodes, etc.). 
Dr. A. Kohane now queries the status of this canceller, because an example was recently offered at auction, 
on a IOk. Levant, 1890 re-issue, but dated 10 APR. 1909, when the stamp concerned should no longer 
have been current. This may of course be a case of an error of dating (I 909 instead of I 900), but it will 
be appreciated if readers owning examples of this particular type would send full particulars to the writer 
in an effort to confirm or remove the uncertainty about the actual status of this date-stamp. 

(8) SHIP MAIL IN THE LEVANT. 
Another type of marking of the Italian FLORIO-RUBATTINO line has now been recorded on 

stamps of Russian Levant, and has been found by Dr. A. Kohane, in Greenish-Blue, on a loose copy of 
the I Ok. 1890 re-issue. 

A further example of the small oval type illustrated in Fig. 854, Part VI, for the s/s SLAV, was sub
mitted by Mr. W. E. Kethro, whom we are all now mourning. As will be seen from Fig. 88, the name 
of the ship looks much longer than on Fig. 854, but the impression is too indistinct for full identification. 
It would thus appear that this elusive type was issued to quite a number of ROPIT units. 

Readers are referred to .. Austrian Post Offices Abroad," Part 11, for a full list of the many fresh 
finds of AUSTRIAN LLOYD ship cancellations on Russian stamps. 

(9) KHANATE OF KHIVA. 
As was to be expected, the discovery by Messrs. Adler and Liphschutz of examples of the date

stamp of K HIV A-TOWN with date;; of th.: SO\ iet period. has now been followed by another example 
fully entitled to "Used Abroad .. status. The proud owner is Mr. I. B. Maslowski. and his find is remark
able for many reasons, as his copy is of a double-circle with serial '·ve .. (Fig. 89) hitherto unrecorded 
(the date-stamp illustrated in Fig. 67 in BJRP 30 had the serial "a .. ), the date being of the Imperial Period 
(10.3.16), and the stamp on which it appears is a 50k. Romanov, a denomination rarely seen with "Used 
Abroad" cancellations. 

Mr. Maslowski deserves warm congratulations on this sensational acquisition, but what now 
remains to be explained is why cancellations of KHlVA-TOWN are so extraordinarily elusive, when this 
office needed at least three date-stamps for its postal traffic (because the existence of serial "ve" makes it 
certain that a third date-stamp with serial "be" was also available). 
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(10) TIEN-TSIN. 
A further example of the very rare Type I of this Office, this time on a 2k. 1879 issue of Russia, 

has been found by Dr. A. H. Wortman, with date 3 August 79. This cancellation is illustrated in Fig. 90, 
and it will be noticed that the date is in rather smaller characters than shown on Fig. 482 in Part IV of 
the handbook. 

( 11) VOLUNTEER FLEET. 
Readers will have noticed that the various examples recorded of the single-circles date-stamps of 

the ships of this Company (Type I, page 370, Part IV, and previous instalments of this Chronicle) had 
been so far of the return trips, as denoted by the inscription VLADIVOSTOK-ODESSA at bottom. Mr. 
Peel has now secured the first example seen of the outgoing trips, with ODESSA-VLADIVOSTOK at 
bottom. This is of ship 12 (see Fig. 91), dated 14/2/1899. on a 50k. Russia, 1889 issue. 

(12) MANCHULI. 
A further date-stamp in Type 2 of this Office is illustrated in Fig. 92. It has the serial letter "ghe," 

and has been notified by Messrs. I. B. Maslowski and E. G. Peel on stamps of Ik. and 3k. of the 1902 
issue of Russia. 

(13) VAISAN. 
Where is VAISAN? Can any reader spot this place on a map? Figs. 93 and 94 illustrate two 

different date-stamps from this place, as appearing on no less than four loose stamps found by Mr. I. B. 
Maslowski in a bundle of IO0, which contained a high percentage of other cancellations of the Russo
Japanese War. As will be seen, the VAISAN examples also have dates ranging from 1904 to 1905, and 
might well have originated from Manchuria. Dr. Seichter found no such name in his Postal Guide of 
1914, indicating that this Office, irrespective of v.·hether it was situated in Russia or Abroad, was no longer 
operating on that date. The fact that it no longer existed may of course be a further indication that this 
locality was outside the borders of Russia, otherwise why should this P.O. have been dispensed with? 

Recent maps of Manchuria do not indicate any place of this name, but this does not mean much, 
because very many places changed name, some of them more than once, since the years of Russian Occu
pation in the 1900s. If actually situated in Manchuria, YAISAN (or whatever its Chinese form may be, 
probably WAI-SAN or HWEI-SAN, or WAI-SANG) should rather be sought in the Feng-Tien province, 
which passed under Japanese influence after 1905, because. had it been in the northern region, there is 
no reason why its P.O. should have been discontinued in a period when so many additional offices were 
being opened along the C.E.R. The fact that this office had two distinct date-stamps in concurrent use 
in 1904/05, and that four examples turned up in Mr. Maslowski's bundle of 100, shows that the volume of 
mail handled by Vaisan cannot have been negligible. 

So here is a possibility of identifying still another Russian P.O. Abroad-if Yaisan proves to be 
one. Members are cordially invited to join in the 'game. 

(14) SHIP MAIL TO KOREA AND JAPAN. 
Messrs. K. Adler and R. S. Blomfield have found several Russian stamps of the 1889 issue with a 

postmark in Japanese characters (see Fig. 95, inscriptions believed incomplete, due to indistinct impress
ion). Some of these characters tnmslate KOREA, but the name of the office has not been identified (it 
may well be GENSAN). This further type is therefore to be added to those already recorded as having 
been used by Japanese P.O.s in Korea to cancel Russian stamps franking Russian ship mail. 

Our new member, Mr. J. D. Riddell, submitted a further probable addition to this field, in the form 
of a I Ok. stamp of Russia, 1909 issue, on piece. bearing a complete impression of the date-stamp illustrated 
in Fig. 96, in Violet. As will be seen, this marking is in the usual style of Japanese cancellers of the period. 
but of somewhat larger size. and with inscriptions in English (as were then used by Japanese P.O.s on inter
nationai mail). CHOSEN at bottom means of course KOREA. which, when this date-stamp was used 
to cancel the stamp (that is on 8.8.1914) was no longer an independent country, but a part of the Japan
ese Empire. The P.O. of SEISHIN (or CHYUN-JIN) in Korea was therefore no longer a Japanese P.O. 
Abroad, but a metropolitan one, and this explains why it does not bear the initials I.J.P.O. at bottom. 

The only point awaiting clarification is whether this cancellation is a genuine marking of the Japan
ese Post. The writer hasn't yet come across any Japanese markings used in Korea during the early 1910s, 
and hasn't therefore any genuine material for comparison. Can any reader help? If, as looks likely, 
this cancellation is genuine, it would be the first example recorded of a Korean arrival marking on Russian 
ship mail, dating of the period when Korea had become a Japanese possession. 
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Fig. 97 is still another Japanese arrival marking on Russian ship mail, communicated by Dr. A. H. 
Wortman on Russian stamps of the 1889 issue. As will be noticed from the inscription MEIJI-27 at 
bottom, it belongs to the group of date-stamps brought into use ea. 1894, but this particular canceller is 
of NAGASAKI in Japan proper, while the companion marking illustrated in BJRP 29 (Fig. 40) was from 
the Japanese P.O. Abroad of GENSAN, in then independent Korea. 

VARIETIES OF FLEURONS AND POSTHORNS ON IMPERIAL RUSSIAN 
CANCELLATIONS 

F. Julius Fobs 

(I) Fleurons 
A common form of single-circle cancellation in the period 1860-1900 showed a small or large 

'fleuron' at the base of the circle. The fleuron measured 3-8 mm. long and I ½-3 mm high, above which 
was the name of the city or town and a date in three lines. One type, an exception to the rule (FIO) is 
noted used as early as 1847 and was still being used in 1885. 

The fleuron is a stylized flower without branch or leaves. Illustrated in the plates to be found in 
the centre pages are most of the varieties in our collection. It will be noted that some fleurons are smaller, 
whilst others are longer, and in the instance of type F2, the fleuron may sometimes be flatter. The can
cellers were usually struck only once, although double strikes are noted occasionally (we have examples 
from Lubin and Odessa). Usually they are of the single circle type, though we note the case of an 1880 
Constantinople cancellation on cover, where the circle appears to be quite absent. The cancellations 
appear in black ink for most fleurons, though usually in blue at Co.1stantinople, and they have 
been observed, rarely, in purple, green or red inks. 

The late Ernest Konelsky collected a considerable number of these fleuron (and posthorn) can
cellations on stamps, pieces and covers; these the writer obtained and with those already in his own collect
ion, together with examples illustrated in "Russian Post in the Empire" by S. V. Prigara, and "Stamps 
of the Russian Empire Used Abroad" by S. D. Tchilinghirian and W. S. E. Stephen, this summary of types 
is possible. Unfortunately, a few of the cancellations are too incomplete or blurred to determine the 
fleurons used and in these cases the writer lists only the city or town names. The numbers which follow 
(25, 26, 27, etc.) refer to the diameters of the circle in mm. The dates given are those known; obviously 
there are a great number that have not been recorded so far, and the writer would very much like readers 
to advise him of earlier or other dates of use. 

It is noted that the simple fleuron (No. I) type dates from 7 October 1860, and also that the can
cellations showing fleurons used at Russian P.Os Abroad fall into a limited number of types shown in 
the illustrations. FI, 5, 6, 7 and 9 are variants of one type with F5 heavier than FI; F2, 12, 15 and 19 are 
variants of a second type; F3, 4, and 8 are variants of a third type, and FI I, 16 and 18 are each a fourth 
type, while FI0 and Fl4 are also distinctive types. FI0 was first used in 1847 and again seen for 1855. 
the diameter of the circle being 291-30 mm. (Prigara: Plate IX; Nos. 4 and 5). This was the earliest 
type of fleuron, with fleurons not regularly appearing until 1860. FI. 2, 3, and 4 are all used for port 
cities or towns cancellations. F4 was used for Constantinople earlier than F3. Rarely, there is a hyphen 
between port and city name, as Port-Said. Apart from the bottom centre fleurons described above, 
fleurons were used on cancellers in other positions. and on occasions, even showed two of them. Some 
of these were on double circle handstamps and were described by Tchilinghirian and Stephen. As many 
as four different fleuron cancellations were used for a single city at different dates (for example. Odessa). 
Later fleurons were usually larger or coarser than those of earlier years. Covers frequently show more 
than one fleuron cancellation. applied en rout~. or at the town of arr ival. 

Fleurons: Plate I (see centre pages) 

FI Alexandria, 1877 
Arkhangelsk, 1869, 26 
Berdiansk, 5.5 x 2, 1869. 1872, 1880, 25 
Berdichev, 1867, 25 
Bobrov, 1873 
Bogorodsk 

Boroshev, I 872 
Brigo, 1886 
Baku, 1881 
Bucharest, 1861 
Constantinople, 1865 
Dankov, 1880 
Dorpat 
Galatz, 1863 
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FI (continued) 

Goldingen 
Griazovetz 
Libava, 1882 
Karpenni, 1861 
Kerch-Yenikale, 1871, 25.5 
Kyakhta, 1879, 27 
Kovno, 4.5 x 2, 1866, 25.5 
Skulyani, 1863, 27.5 
Sheushlni, 4 x 2, 1866, 25.5 
Maloarkhangelsk 
Mariupol, 1869 
Mikholev, 1884 
Mitava, 8 x 2, 1883, 25.5 
Mogilev, 1871 
Mitsensk, 1863, 26; 1873 
Shenkursk, 1882 
Onega, 1886 
Pavlograd, 1872 
Port Alexandria (no year) 
Port Jaffa, 1865 
Riga, 1887 (only larger) 
Bugulma 5 x 2.5, 1876, 25 
Riga, 7 x 3, 1888 
Riga, District 1, 1883 
Taganrog, 1878 (somewhat larger and 

heavier) 

F2 Port Alexandria, 1864 
Beirut, 1872 
Tripoli, 1872, 1868 
Latakia, 1870, 1872, 26.5 
Alexandretta, 1872 
Rhodes, 1868 
Smyrna, 1870 
Chios, 1869 
Port Kerasunde, 1866 (smaller) 
Trebizund, 1864; also no year, 25.5 

F3 Port Tarsus 
Samsun, 1882 
Port Said, 1872 
Beirut, 1869 
Tripoli, 1868 
Latakia, 1870 
Elizavetgrad 
Constantinople, 1862 
Smyrna, 1869, 26-1/2 

F4 Gmbeshow 
Taganrog (only heavier), 1879 
Tripoli 1881 
Constantinople, 1868, 27 
Kovno, Distr. 1 (blurred) 9 x 3, 1881, 1883, 

25 
Riga, 1865 
Syeralz, 1880 

F5 Arkhangelsk 1869 
Arzamas blurred 1871 1880 26 
Balta, 1869 
Berdiansk, 1869 
Bobrinsk, 5 x 2.5, 1867, 26 
Boguchar, 1881, 25.5 
Byelostok, 5.5 x 3.5, 1876, 24.5, 1879, 1880 
Cherkask, 6.5 x 2.5, 1866, 26 
Chugiev, 5 x 2.5, 1885, 25.5 
Constantinople, 1864, 26, 1865 
Gansiv, 1867 
Grodno, 1874, 25.5 
Libava, 1882 
Lugansk 
Kerch-Yenikale, 1871 
Koromirgorod, 1883 
Kovno, 1866 
Kronstadt, 5 x 2, 1870, 1871 
Lodz (?), 1874, 25.5 
Loromorgorod, blurred, 1883 
Maloarkhangelsk, 1873 
Mariupol, 1869, 1874 
Minsk, 1879, 25 
Mitava, 1881, 1883 (slightly larger) 
Nevel, 4.5 x 2, 1867, 25.5 
Novgorod, 4.5 x 2.5, 1870 25.5 
Odessa, 1867, 1868 (larger), 1872, 25.5 
Omenshani, 1866 
Orenburg, 1869, 26 
Poltava, 1875, 25.5 
Port Beirut (no year), 26.5 
Revel, 1872 
Riga, 8 x 3, 1865, 26 
Riga, 1888, (larger 3.5 x 7) and points 

separated, 26 
Sasnitza, 1864 
Slavyansk, 1878, 25.5 
Slunk, 1869 
Slutz, 4.5 x 2, 1869, 25.5 
Sterlitomak, 1867, 25.5 
Taurogen, 6 x 3, 1881, 26 
Torghok, 1874, 26 
Trebizund, 1867, 26.5 
Uikim, 1883, 25 
Vilkous, 1883, 25 
Vilna, single circle, probably, 1874 
Vitebsk, 1867, 25.5 
Volsk, 1863, 26 
Viasma, 1883, 26 
Yaroslav, 1871, 24.5 
Yelatama, 1873 (small), 25.5 
Eupatoria, 1874, 
Zhitomir, 7.5 x 2.5, 1874, 24.5, 5 X 3, 1873, 

24.5 
F5 with Double Circle 

Revel, 1870 
Vilna, 1874 
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F6 Kebarti (blurred), 8.5 x 1.5, 1873, 25.5 
Mandzyezhets, 1878, 25.5 
Pultush, (blurred), 1885, 24.5 
Riga, 14.75 X 3.5, 1879, 25.5, 1882, 25.5 
Samoste, 8 x 1.5, 1876, 25.5 
Tula, 1874, 25.5 

F7 Dorpat, 1873, 28 
Trapezund (no year) 

F8 Odessa, 1869, 26 (double strike) 
Kerch-Odessa, 1875 
Constantinople, 1868, 27 
Kursk (?F8), 1878 
Tver, 6 x 3, 1871, 25.5 
Viasma, 1879, 25 

F9 Berdichev 
Odessa, 1869 
Odessa-Batum 

FI I Odessa, 11.5 x 3, 13 x 3, 1878, 25.5, 1881 
Vilna, 16.5 x 3, 1878, 25, FI I modified with 

2 vertical centre strokes 
Fl2 Dorpat, 1873, blurred 

Lutsk, 1878, 25.5 
Kiev, 1877, 11 x 3 
Ore!, modified Fl2, blurred, 1884 
Saugara, 1879 

Fl3 Lodz, 1871, 1873, 1874, 1878, 26 
Kiev, 1877 

Fl4 Vlotlavsk, 1883, 25 
FIS Dombrava, 1874 

Suralkin, 1876, 27 
Zamonte, 1876 

Fl6 Taganrog 
FIS Odessa, 1878, 1881 

Kiev, District 5, 1878, FIS modified 
Kiev, District I, 1883 
Viasma, 1879 

(2) Posthorns 

Fl9 Berdiansk, 1876, 9 x 3, 25.5 

F20 Kiev, District 
1883 

Kiev, District 
1878 

Too Incomplete: 
Volmar, 1865 
Alatyr 
Grobino 

l, lacks upper 

5, lacks upper 

Lubin, 1870, 1877 
Sveslacho, 1879 
Stavropol, 1881 
Slutsk (Minsk), 1874, 26 
Serdobsk 
Vilna, 1874 

Too Blurred: 
Baku, 1884 
Arzamas (?FI), 1871, 1880 
Laishco, (F5 ?), 1885, 26 
Muekhov, 1874 
Minko, 1872 
Svisbensk, 1880 
Siradz, 1883 
Yefrimov, 1883 

line 

line 

Yekaterinoslav, 1874 
Yevaisova-Vosnes, 1874, (?F5) 
Zubstov, 1871 

Fleurons reported by Kethro: 
Samara Shoo la D l 

of Fil, 

of Fil, 

Ribinsk Genichesk, DI 
Vervo 

In a few large cities such as Moscow and Odessa, crossed posthorns were used at the bottom of 
single circle cancellations for city postal districts ("G.P." Gorod Pochta). The "G.P." are of two types. 
Posthorns are of various sizes and shapes. When used above "Expeditsia" they are smaller than those 
used for postal districts. Like the fleurons, the name of city or town is at the top, followed either by a 
three or four line (or cross line date), and below the posthorns, or posthorns and Expeditsia, the district 
number (D) may be given. A few show the district numbers, on either side, within the circle. The more 
important types are illustrated in the centre pages. Usually we find there are different cancellers for 
different years, but sometimes two slightly different types of posthorns for the same year. 

Tchilinghirian and Stephen also shO\\' in Part I of their handbook, a single posthorn in the bottom 
of a double O\al for Kalgan, 1880 (see No. 25. Pl. 2 ). 

For Odessa. there are crossed post horns for postal districts (top of plate 2). The types for various 
cities are numbered in Plate 2. 

Of the Moscow Expeditsia (Pl. 3) there are t\\0 types of the Arabic numeral I and 2, and Roman 
numerals I and 11, each with its own distinctive posthorns. with the date in three straight lines, or with 
crossed-date; a I, but with a different posthorn; a II with distinctive posthorns with crossed-date; III with 
crossed-date and small post-horns and IV with crossed-date and its special posthorns. 

For Moscow (PI 4), "G.P.," Gorod Pochta, city post, the date is in three lines 1886 to ?1893, with 
"G" to left, and just above posthorn and "P" to its right. A second position show the "G" and "P", 
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centre of circle, left and right. A probable "'G.P." for Odessa is also illustrated, No. 47. A third crossed
posthorn type No. 23 for Moscow (Pl. 2) occurs almost central, shortly below Moscow, on a single stamp, 
but is incomplete so it is impossible to allocate it. The use of crossed posthorns in double circle, is known 
for a few towns. For steamer ("parakhod") see Tchilinghirian-Stephen, Pt. I, fig. 57, where crossed 
posthorns above the date. 

The blowing of the posthorn by an advancing postman to signify his coming, originated almost 
with the first postal service in Russia about 1666. It is therefore a natural symbol. 

Descriptions 
Plate 2-(see centre pages) 

( I) Odessa DI, 1888, 25.5 
(2) D2, 1880, 1884, 25 

D4, Similar to D24, except longer mouth pieces, 25.5 
(3) D6, 1883, 1886, 25 
(4) D7, 1881, 25 
(5) D8, 1883 
(6) Dl2, 1883, 1885, 1886, 1889, 25 
(7) Dl3, 1881 

Dl3b, 1887, 25 
(8) DIS, 1868, 25 
(9) Dl9, 1889, 25 

(10) D24, 1881, 1882, 1883, 25.5 
(10b) D24, Heavier than 10, 1882, 1886, 26 

(2) ' Taganrog, DI, like No. 2 
Dorpat, DI, 11.5 x 3, 1883, 24.5 

(4) Yelshe, DI, 1876, like 4 only with double circle on end of horn 
Pavlograd, DI, like 4, 1884, 25 
Stokov, DI, like 4, 9.5 x 2 

(6) Revel, D2, 1882, like PH6, longer mouth pieces 
(7) Cherekov, DI, like 7, 1865, 25 

( 10) Kronshtadt, D2, 1880, 24.5 
Ruda Guzenskayas, DI, like 10, 1879? 1882, 1886, 25 
Zhitomir, DI, like 10, 1883, 24 
Yaroslovl, like 10, 1874 

(16) Dorpat, D5, like 16, 13 x 2, 1882, 1887, 24.5 
(19) Nizhninovgorod, D4, like 19, 1876 

Nizhninovgorod, D5 
Baku, D2, not classified, 25 

( 11) Boresoglebsk, D2, 1883, 24.5 
Kirsansov, D2, like DII, 1884, 24.5 
Kalish, DI, like DII, 1886, 24.5 
Kutais, DI, 1882?, like DII, 1886, 24.5 
Lodz, D2, 1879, Iike DII, 1880, 24.5 

(12) Lomzha, DI, 1879, 26 
Kirsasov, 0?3, like 12, 1883, 25 

(13) Like 13, Odessa-Batum. (Stamps of the Russian Empire Used Abroad, Pt. II, page 184) 
( 14) Samara, D3 
( 15) Kiev, Dl7, 1879, 25 
( 16) Lavgansk, D2, 1888 
(17) Atakskoe, Bess., DI, 25.5 (flat lying) 
(18) Dorpat, D2, 23.5 
( 19) Bobrinsk, D2, 26, (flat lying) 
(20) 
(21 l 
(22) Baku, D?, 1889, 25, D?, 1880, 25 
(23) Moscow 
(24) Lorn Palanka (Double Circle) 
(25) Kalgan (Double Oval) 
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Plate 3-Moscow Expeditsia: (see centre pages) 

(26) Moscow, DI, no date, !Exp. 3-line date, 1885, 1893 
(27) 3-Jine date, 1893, 24 
(28) DI, no date 
(29) 010, IIExp., date, 1904, 25 (DIO, lllExp. x date, 1905) 

D13, lllExp., x date, 1905, 1906, 24 
(30) ? Exp., 3-Iine date, 1905 
(31) 02, IV Exp., x date, 1910-1913, 26.5 
(32) Dorpat, D5, 1882, 24.5 
(33) Moscow, DI, (after Kethro), double circle, 1880 

Plate 4-Moscow, Gorod Pochta-(see centre pages) 
(36) D4, 3-line date, 1873; also x date 1882 
(37) Dl2, x date 1891, 1892 
(38) 3-line date 
(39) D6, 3-line date, 1890 
(40) 06, x date 1881? 
(41) 02, x date 1891 
(42) D4, x date, 1892 
(43) no x date, 1892 
(44) 012, x date 1890 
(45) 09, x date 1892, Moscow ?09, like 45, 1891, 26 
(46) 04, x date 1896, from Kethro, 1902, 35 
(47) Odessa, 3-line, 1888 
(48) Moscow (Gorod Pochta), 1902 (after Kethro), 35 

Posthorns reported by Kethro : 
Baku 02 and 03; Odessa 07; Tiumen D2; Kherson 03; Drinsk 02; Riazan 02; Gatchin D2. 

KEY AND FLOWER WATERMARKS 

Hans Irmann-Jocobsen 

Mr. Irm::mn-Jacobsen inform, us that he has made some interesting discoveries following a study 
of the "Key and Flower" watermarks on the early Soviet stamps. These he has found sideways on quite 
a number of issues and he has been kind enough to make us a list, which is given hereunder. A second 
list shows stamps which he has been able to record both with sideways watermark and with normal water
mark . The catalogue numbers given are tho.,e from the specialised 'Cercle Francais' Soviet catalogue, 
which is probably used more by seriom collectors of Modern Russia than either Gibbons or Scott. 

Our contributor (who lives in Norway) tell us that, when examining stamps to ascertain whether a 
stamp has a normal or a sideways watermark, he looks first at the two small lines that project from the 
··key .. portion of the design, and then at the height and breadth of the "flower" portion which show slight 
differences. In the centre pages of illustrations are two drawings which we hope will be of help to col
kctors when examining stamps. The arrows indicate the projecting lines in either case. 

(a) Early Soviet stamps re:orded showing Watermark Sideways. (Cercle Francais Catalogue No., ). 
289. 301. 305. 306. 307. 326. 327. 337n, 338, 339, 340a, 341, 342, 345, 347, 350, 356, 357. 358. 361. 363. 
374J. 374b. 376b, 377a. 378a. 379b. 380b, 408,423,424,425, 42~ 427. 429. 430,431.433. 43~ 435. 437. 
-1-D. 444. 4'.15, 451,454, 455a. 455:i. 457i. 458i . 459. A22, A24, A24;, A25. A26, A24c, A26-:. El. AJI. 
A32i, 453, 4S5, 473,476, 477, 47a, 4'3), 4:31, 4'32, 4!B, 4%, 488,490,491,492,496, 494. 495. 497. 4n. 
499, A38, A39, A40, A41i, 523, A46 , A47, A43, A34, A35, A36, 536,537,538,539,540. A49, ASJ. ASI. 
A52, A53, A55, A56, A58, 551, 554, 566, 567, 568, 570, 571, 572, 580, 581, 582, 580i, 581i. 601, T22. 
(b) Early Soviet stamps recorded showing both Watermark Sideways and Watermark Normal. 

289, 301, 305, 337a, 423. 424, 425, 426, 427, 429, 430, 431, 433, 434, 435, 451, 455a, 456a, A22, 
A24, A24i, 473, 476, 478. 482, 496, 490, 494, 523, A46, A36, 536, A49, A5 I, A52, A53, A55, A58, 551. 
554, 570, 571, 572, 580, 581. 
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OUTSTANDING COVERS 

Selected by I. L. G. Baillie and Dr. A. H. Wortman 

Readers will recall that a constant feature . of our Journal for many years was an "Outstanding 
Cover" which was illustrated and described. This feature was dropped, largely because of the difficulty 
of obtaining quality reproduction in some cases. Now that we are in a position to use half-tone blocks for 
illustrations, it is proposed not only to re-introduce the feature, but to enlarge it to include several covers 
in each issue. Collectors submitting covers will be asked to comment on each at some length, and in this 
way it is hoped that a useful and interesting series will result. On this occasion, we have invited Mr. 
1. L. G. Baillie to comment on three items from his very comprehensive Ukraine collection, and Dr. A. H . 
Wortman to discuss a cover recently auctioned in Holland when the 'J. V. Stuart' collection was 
dispersed. 

(I) UKRAINE: A TRACHTENBERG COVER. 

In selecting a Trachtenberg cover for description and illustration in the Journal, I am aware I may 
cause some surprise. Mr. B. Trachtenberg sent many covers to himself; they are purely philatelic although 
they did pass through the post, and both the stamps and the cancellations are genuine. At the time of 
writing, the BSRP Ukraine Research Group is compiling a register of Trachtenberg covers so that they 
may be more fully understood. The particular cover I have chosen is franked with Odessa 4 and 6A 
tridents, and is remarkable because it bears a copy of each of two Odessa 6A rarities, the 4 kop. imperf. 
and the 20 kop. imperf. Some catalogue listings of these stamps may be of interest:-

Reference Odessa 6A 

4 kop. imp. 20 kop. imp. 

1927 Romeko: Special Catalogue of Unpriced 200 francs 
Russia and States from the Old Russian 
Empire 

The Trident Issues of the Ukraine 
Part 2: Odessa 
by A. W. Greaves and C. W. Roberts 

Sonder 
Katalog 
by 
Dr. R. Seichter 

1947 Edition 

1956 Edition 

1961 Price List 

Asterisked item, i.e. price approximate as 
stamp 'not always available.' Described 
(the price being in italics) as 'semi-official.' 

Unpriced Unpriced 
200 printed 100 printed 
These quantities refer to the official printing but there is 

a note to the effect that the Trachtenberg 
printings are extra. However, the numbers 
of Odessa 4 printed on these values (includ
ing the Trachtenberg printings) are given 
as only 300 and 200 respectively, so the 
Trachtenberg printing of Odessa 6A on 
these values (of which by late 1918 only a 
few copies were available) would probably 
be comparable. 

800 Mk. mint 
1200 Mk. used 

300 DM mint 
400 DM used 

600 Mk. mint 
800 Mk. used 

350 DM mint 
3 copies known used (amended later 

to 4 copies). 
Both values marked 'G' i.e. applied 'by favour.' 

150 M . Mint 175 M·. mint 
200 M. used 190 M. used 

Only this value marked 'G' now mean
ing 'by favour or philatelic.' 

These listings are obviously not consistent and are further complicated by changing currency rates 
as well as different relations between catalogue prices and market values. The following is a guide to 
equivalent market values in Britain: 
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1927 Romeko: although the catalogue quotes 120 fr. ~-0 £ 1 and 25 fr. = 1.00 dollar, for rarer tridents, 
a current rating of 20 fr. =~ £1 would be more realistic. 

1947 Seichter: about 240 Mk. == £1 is realistic. 
1956 Seichter: about 50 DM = £1 is realistic. 
1961 Seichter: about 20 to 25 M= £1 is realistic. 

Reverting to the cover itself, the 75 kop. registered letter rate is made up as follows: 
Odessa 4: lk. perf., 10/7k. perf., 15k. imp. pair =41 kop. 
Odessa 6A: 4k. imp., 10k. perf.. 20k. imp. = 34 kop. 

Total 75 kop. 
All stamps are cancelled with obliterator "b .. of Otdiel No. 4 dated 4.1.19, the number at the foot 

agreeing with the manuscript 4 on the registration label; the registration receipt (which obscures the pen
cilled address) is similarly cancelled. The cover is backstamped with the Odessa bridge type obliterator 
"d .. dated also 4.l.l9 and with time code 7. It is of interest that French forces were in Odessa at the time 
this and other Trachtenberg covers were posted. 

I. L. G. B. 

(2) UKRAINE: POLTAVA 1B USED ON PART COVER 

Poltava tridents are not rare on some values mint, and single used copies do turn up fairly fre
quently; covers bearing these tridents, however, are a different matter, and Poltava covers are among the 
rarest Ukraine covers outside the range of the special types. The item illustrated in the centre pages as 
Outstanding Cover No. 2 is the only Poltava piece in my collection and is properly described only as a 
'back.' Although the lack of a front is a detraction, the piece is nevertheless still attractive. The can
cellations are as follows: 

Despatch: Horol Polt. 
Transit : Moskva No. 7 (5 Eksp.) 
Transit: Moskva Al5 

25.4.19 
30.4.19 
30.4.19 

and the cover seemed to have travelled to its destination, the Mosco,v Ekspeditsiya mark representing 
receipt in the town and the second Moscow mark representing transfer to the Otdiel for, presumably, 
delivery. At this time Horol was, like much of the Ukraine, occupied by Bolshevik troops. 

Franking is correct, there being 75 kop. for inland letter post made up as follows:-
5 kop. Strip of 5 I kop. Savings Bank stamps. 

10 kop. Strip of 5 of 2 kop. Poltava I B. 
15 kop. Strip of 5 of 3 kop. Poltava I B. 
25 kop. Strip of 5 of 5 kop. Poltava 1 B. 
20 kop. Pair of 20 shagiv Ukraine definitives. 

This type of mixed franking with stamps of various issues and sometimes (as in this instance) even 
of different currencies is one of the attractive features of Ukrainian covers of this period. Although super
ficially the suggestion might be made that this item is philatelic in origin, I do not believe this to be so : 
mixed franking is not necessarily evidence of philatelic origin. and stamps were of course often used as 
seals on the reverse of normal covers. 

I. L. G. B. 

(3) 'TAGANROG"" MONEY ORDER STAMP. 

Money transfer order (M.T.O.) forms were used in Russia to convey money from one person to 
another in much the same way as Postal Orders are used in Britain . The British Money Order bears a 
pre-printed frank to denote the poundage paid by the purchaser who then takes possession of the Money 
Order and sends it as he wishes: the recipient can only cash the Money Order at the Post Office specified 
by the original purchaser. The Imperial Russian M.T .O .. however, usually carries no poundage frank. 
the handling charge being indicated by adhesive postage stamps affixed to it, analogous to the way they 
are affixed to telegrams in many countries: a further peculiarity of the Russian M.T.O. is that it was evi
dently sent by the Post Office to the destination where it could be cashed by the recipient, the M.T.O. 
then being marked "paid"' and clerical entries defacing it (the stamps themselves were sometimes addition
ally rendered useless by being punched or clipped). 
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As in so many philatelic matters associated with Russia, however, there are exceptions and there 
is a little known M.T.O. which carries a 25 kop. printed frank-whether this was intended to be a minimum 
handling charge or an additional charge is not clear. The interesting feature of this printed design (see 
illustration of this item in the centre pages-·Outstanding Cover No. 3') is not merely that it looks like a 
postage stamp, but is that it is inscribed "Pochtovaya Marka" around the central eagle. It would be 
interesting to know whether this 'stamp' ever served a normal postal function. I am indebted to Mr. 
Tchilinghirian for a translation into English of the printing and writing on this M.T.O. In particular, 
I had wondered whether the 'Oblast Yoiska Donskago· at the top and in the 'registration' label, together 
with the 'Novocherkassk Ob. Voisk. Don' arrival mark on the reverse, indicated that the ·stamp' was 
connected with a military M.T.O. scheme. However, Mr. Tchilinghirian considers this is not a direct 
association, as the former is merely "District of the Army (or Armed Force) of the Don" and as such 
merely the official name for the geographical region. Various cancellations from this region (which seems 
to be an Oblast rather than a Guberniya) carry abbreviations of this name, and I recall "O8.V.D." as an 
extreme example of this. The printed portion of the form commences: 

TRANSFER 
(by Post or by Telegraph) 

in the amount of. ... Rub. . ... Kop. 
(repeat amount of Roubles in writing) 

to the name of. ... 
and the reverse is concerned with recording delivery of the money under voucher, and receipt. The 
"'Oplachen" mark means "paid," and "Ershov" means "verified." The M.T.O. was cancelled at Tagan
rog G.P.O. with obliterator "a" dated 29.7.07 and the arrival mark at Novocherkassk G.P.O., obliterator 
"'v"', is dated 30.7.07. 

I have from Dr. Wortman the details of a similar M.T.O. in his collection; this M.T.O. is also 
cancelled in Taganrog, but is dated 10.8.07 and is sent to the Hotel France in Yalta; the sum transferred 
is 25 Rub. and his M.T.O. has "telegraph" inserted below TRANSFER whereas mine has "post." Per
haps readers could inform the Editor of any additional examples of this M.T.O. so that the period of its 
use can be more clearly defined. One final comment: Dr. Wortman mentions an idea that there may also 
be a similar 15 kop. "stamp," so confirmation of the existence of this or other further values would also 
be of interest if the Editor could again be informed. I. L. G. B. 
(4) A RUSSIAN WRECK COYER. 

This is the first recorded example of a Russian Wreck Cover, and comes from the Stuart collection, 
recently sold by auction. As will be seen from the illustration in the centre pages ("Outstanding Cover 
No. 4"); it has a number of outstanding features. 

It is an example of the scarce 1916 provisional letter-card which was printed in blue with the 7k. 
stamp overprinted "K.10.K" in black, and was sent by a German officer prisoner of war in Khabarovsk, 
addressed to Tientsin. The stamp is cancelled by a quite unreadable circular mark in violet, probably a 
Khabarovsk postmark but possibly one of those cachets used on correspondence from prisoners of war, 
and applied by a prison guard regiment. The rectangular mark with scalloped edges is also in violet 
and reads: 

POCHTOVOE OTDIELENIE 
VOENNOPLIENIKH 

KHABAROYSKA YO GO ROD 

POSTAL DIVISION 
PRISONERS-OF-WAR 
KHABAROVSK TOWN 

There is also in violet a framed censor mark of Tientsin reading: EXAMINED BY WAR CENSOR IN 
TIENTSIN and an oval DOPLATIT TIENTSIN with 16k. marked in manuscript as postage due. It 
is difficult to see how the Postal Official at Ticntsin arrived at this figure, unless he did not notice the 
--K.10.K'. which was rather obscured by postal markings and decided that 7k. had been paid and the 
postage ought to have been 15k. Jn any case Prisoner of War mail should have been postage free, even 
for Officers. The card is yellowed around the edges and the perforated margins which were torn off to 
open it probably showed even more damage. This was caused by fire as the cachet stamped on the reverse 
shows. It reads: 
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Received by the sending (department) damaged 
by fire in the baggage on the train at 

Stn. BORZYA 23 September 1917 year. 
Official of the Railway Postal Department. 

Also on reverse is a Tienstin Russkaya Pochta "a" arrival mark of 9.10.17. 
A. H. W. 
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ODESSA CANCELLATIONS: 

THE INTERRUPTED DOUBLE CIRCLE OR "BRUlGE" TYPE 

by I. L. G. Baillie, and Members of the Ukraine Study Group. 

A detailed study of the interrupted doub'.e circle cancellations of Odessa, which Dr. Seichter has 
graphically named the "Bridge" type, has been made from the stamps and cover;; of mi!mbers in the Group. 
This is recorded in the followin6 article. 

Odessa "bridge"' type cancellations occur around 1918/19, and ai;. they are quite often found on 
loose Odessa Trident stamps they are of particular bterest and importance to Trident collectors. This 
is especially the case since it is now certain tha! scrne of these cancellors do not necessarily represent 
postal usage. They all have "VI" at the base. b:.it otherwise can be distinguished and identified by:-

(a) the symbols on either side of the "VI":-
to the right there is always a script letter 
to the left there is, associated with only some cf these script letters, a star, 

(b) the numeral which occurs in most cancellers after the year in the date portion. 
The significance of these codes has bee:1 interpret.:d by Dr. Wortman as fo!lows:-

(i) No. at foot is the Otdiel, i.e. the Postal Division (no No. being the G.P.O.). 
(ii) Letter to the right of (i) is canceller serial lettci. 

(iii) No. following date is the hour (eventually often not changed as intended). 
This interpretation is based on analogy and, co\·ers with the Odessa "bridge·· type have not yet come to 
light with associated registration lab~ls. As an alternative explanation of (i) in terms of Ekspeditsia is 
also possible, the full interpretation is, I feel. still open to deb:!te; p~Tha::n :.>. r.::ader can supply further 
evidence? 

SCRIPT LETTER "V'": CODE NUMBER 8 (Fig. I). 

Dr. Wortman has a postcard from St. Petersburg to Odessa which bears the mark shown in Fig. I. 
dated 27.Dec.1914 (the earliest known strike of any Odessa bridge type mark). This card is undoubtedly 
genuinely used. 

Mr. Stuart had a local registered cover with a script letter "D"" arrival mark (see below) of 21.Oct. 
1918, but with a script letter "V., despatch mark of the same date. Unfortunately. Mr. Stuart had dis
posed of his collection before the details of this despatch mark were determined, bc1t it was possibly as 
Fig. 2 (see below again) rather than as Fig. I. 

SCRIPT LETTER "V"': CODE NUMBER 10 (Fig. 2). 

The known examples of this cancellation (which differ markedly in sha9(! from that of Fig. I-see 
above) need to be treated in two groups:-

(a) dated 15.0ct.1919, applied in a matt, deep black, ink and ge:,erally rather messy. 
I have often seen this cancellation on 4-blocks, and sometimes on larger blocks. 
and I suspect that it \\c\S often applied to large blocks or full sheets. I have 
e>amples on:-

Odessa 2, 3, SA. 5C 
Podolia 8A (2k. perf.: Mr. Roberts also) 

and I regard these as being either remainders or forgeries (perhaps this canceller 
may have been stolen). 

(b) other dates. Only Dr. Sdchter has recorded examples at ~ny other dates. all 
three of which he regards as philatelic:-

( i) on single copy of Odessa 3, date not legible 
(ii) on two 4k. postcards with Odessa Trident overprint (No. 100 in Sender 

Katalog): one card also bears adhesives with Odessa 2 and 4 Tridents. 
Both cards have this cancellation used for despatch. dated 30.Dec.1918. 

The left side of the script letter "V" in this cancellation is very weak, a'ld strikes often look like English 
script "B,"" or like "3.'" or like Russian script ··Z." 

SCRIPT LETTER "ff': CODE NUMBER I. 

Dr. Seichter records this cancellation on a philatelic cover dated 3.Nov.1918; I know of no other 
examples. 
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SCRIPT LETTER "D'': CODE NUMBER 7 (Figs. 3 and 4). 

This cancellation proved perhaps the most interesting of all, the problem stemming from the differ
ent categories into which the known examples can be divided:-

(a) 23 Trachtenburg covers-i.e. completely philatelic but known to have gone through 
the post. Always a transit mark, dates ranging from 20.Dec.1918 to 4.Jan.1919 
Fig. 3 is from one of these covers. 

(b) 4 other covers, all believed to be philatelic, dated 4.Jan.1919 and 6.Jan.1919. 

(c) on a large variety of loose stamps, struck cleanly (and often faintly) in a medium 
to pale grey ink. I have it, generally on several copies, on each of the following:

Odessa I 
Odessa 2 
Odessa 2 inv. 
Odessa 3 
Odessa 4 
Odessa 5A 
Odessa 58 
Odessa 5C 
Odessa 5D 
Odessa 6A 

Odessa I forged 
Odessa 3 forged (on genuine Odessa I mis

placed!) 

Kharkov 3 forged (F.2) 

Gome! 3 (Townsend I) violet 
Gome! 3 (Townsend I) black 

and every legible date is 26.Dec.1918. Fig 4 is from one of these items. 

An example of these 26.Dec.1918 strikes has been examined in detail by Mr. Tchilinghirian, and com
pared with strikes of this canceller of the same date on Trachtenburg covers; his conclusion is that it is 
the same canceller, only the ink being different. I fully agree with this conclusion, i.e. that the canceller 
as (c) above is genuine. However, in view of the large number of copies of only this date, and of the very 
pale ink, I believe that this use of this canceller is 1101 genuine; I suspect that this canceller was stolen, and 
later employed to "cancel" many mint stamps (irrespective of whether their Tridents were genuine or 
forged). I would add that this cancellation (dated as Fig. 4) is depressingly common on loose stamps, 
and that a number of collections besides my own have turned out to have an unfortunately large number 
of them. 

SCRIPT LETTER "D": CODE NUMBER 8 (Figs. 5 and 6). 

This cancellation was genuinely used as a transit mark before the Trident period, and I have 
examples in April 1916 (as Fig. 5) used on Danish Red Cross covers. In the Trident period, however, 
it seems to appear only on philatelic covers; for example, all Tsallobich covers (whose status is similar 
to that of the Trachtenburg covers) seem to carry this cancellation as a transit mark (as Fig. 6), and dates 
are all Oct. or Nov. 1918. 

SCRIPT LETTER "D": CODE NUMBER 12 (Fig. 7). 

Mr. Poulter possesses an "apparently commercial" cover, registered from Sevastopol to Odessa 
which bears this cancellation as a transit mark dated 27.Sept.1916. I know of no other examples of this 
strike. 

NOTES ON SCRIPT LETTER "D" MARKS. 

It seems that the same canceller was used for the code numbers 7, 8 and 12 (and presumably also 
for code number 1, which I have not personally examined). The following features are consistent with 
this theory:-

( i) tracings of all these cancellations seem to superimpose without discrepancy of shape 
or size, 

(ii) early strikes (e.g. Figs, 5 and 7) are finer than the later 1918/19 strikes (e.g. Figs. 3, 
4 and 6); this is altogether apart from any question of the "human factor" during 
application, and is consistent with wear from 2½ years of use. 

The latest use of the script "D" canceller from the above information is 6.Jan.1919. Although Code 
Number details are not available, three later uses are recorded:-

Page 14 BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY No. 31 



(a) 2.Feb.1919 as transit mark on registered letter from Ekaterinodar, with "South 
Russia" stamps (Mr. Stuart). 

(b) 17.Feb.1919, details as (a) 
(c) 21.Feb.1919 as despatch or transit mark on cover bearing 4-block of 50 Shagiv stamps, 

sent to Galicia (Mr. Knighton). 
The postulated theft of this canceller therefore seems to be established as around or shortly after Feb./ 
March 1919, i.e. shortly after the Trachenburg cover period. 

SCRIPT LETTER "E": CODE NUMBER I (Figs. 8 and 9). 

Dr. Seichter and I have this cancellation on Odessa 2 Tridents and on Shagiv stamps in the period 
23.0ct.1918 to 31.Aug.1919, and these are genuine postal usage; Dr. Seichter also records philatelic usage 
on Odessa 2 Tridents with the date 15.Nov.1918. I have also found this cancellation postally used on 
Denikin stamps (Dec.1920), on Arms types (Sept. & Oct. 1922) and on RSFSR on cover (July 1923); 
Mr. Ashford has it on RSFSR on piece in Oct. 1921 and Dr. Wortman and Mr. Stephen also have it on 
covers in the period March/Sept. 1923. 

This cancellation seems generally to have been used for despatch purposes, and (as can be seen from 
Figs. 8 and 9), it wore severely between 1918 and 1923. 

SCRIPT LETTER "I" (i.e. "REVERSED N"): CODE NUMBER I (Figs. 10 and ?II) 

Fig. 10 shows all the decipherable details of a weak strike on the reverse of a cover in Dr. Wort
man·s collection; the script letter "I" is unmistakeable but other details are very faint. This cover, sent 
from the U.S.A. to Odessa, is the only definite example of script letter "I" so far recorded. However, 
Dr. Wortman also has another cover bearing a tantalising Odessa "bridge" mark; this is a local cover 
on which the stamps (totalling only 5 Kop.) are cancelled with the mark shown in Fig. 11. The Fig. 11 
mark might be the same as Fig. I 0, but the script letter is not sufficiently clear to be definite. 

SCRIPT LETTER "S": CODE NUMBER I (Fig. 12). 

Dr. Seichter states that this cancellation is found on genuine covers (he cites 19.Nov.1918 and 2.Jan. 
1919); my two loose copies (which I believe are genuinely used) extend this range back to 6.0ct.1918. 
However, Dr. Seichter also states that it is often used philatelically, and gives 12.Nov.1918 for this. 

This cancellation, if not struck clearly, might be confused with Figs. 8 and 9; there are two useful 
tests which can be applied:-

(a) Fig. 12 has a star to the left of "VI." and , 
(b) the right hand ends of the bridge beams enclosing the date are continuous in Fig. 12 

whereas they are "joggled" inwards with Figs. 8 and 9. 
Like Figs. 8 and 9, this cancellation seems to have been used mainly for despatch purposes. 

SCRIPT LETTER "ZH": NO CODE NUMBER (Fig. 13). 

Not yet found during the trident period, this canceller can only be recorded during 1922/23. Mr. 
Ashford has it on Arms type on piece (Sept. 1922) where there is evidence of a star to left of "VI," and 
Dr. Wortman, Mr. Stuart and I can all record it on RSFSR on cover (in the period March/Aug. 1923) 
where, as in Fig. 13, the star to the left of "VI" has disappeared. This canceller seems always to be genu
inely used for despatch. 

Note: when badly struck this script letter "ZH" looks like a script "T' (i.e. like "m .. ). 

OTHER GENUINE MARKS (Figs. 14 and 15). 

The strike shown in Fig. 14 occurs as the despatch mark on a censored cover from Odessa to Kobe. 
Japan: the cover also bears an Odessa machine transit mark (the code letter b~ing unfortunately off the 
cO\er) as well a, a Kobe arrival mark. The Fig. 14 mark is not sufficiently clearly struck for the script 
letter to be clearly identified, but it is certain that it is not any of the other Odessa "bridge·· marks: the most 
distinct difference is that 'ODESSA· is more to the left in the top space so that the cancellation has a dis
tinct asymmetry. 

On the reverse of the cover bearing the Fig. 11 mark is the .. bridge"' mark of Fig. 15, struck in 
RED. The code number is 9, and this mark differs in detail from all others I know. This red cancell
ation is associated with the 10 Kop. postage due on this cover; the cover also bears a very smudged and 
indecipherable black oval postage due mark. 
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FINAL COMMENTS 
The following is a check list or the Odessa "bridge·· type cancellations to date :-

Script letter Code Number Fig. Known dates Comments 
at foot after date Nos. of use 

V 8 I 1914 Genuine 
10 2 1918/19 Probably philatelic at best 

D 1 - 1918 Philatelic 
7 3&4 1918/19 Philatelic at best; this Code No. used 

after theft of canceller 
8 5 & 6 1916/18 1916 genuine but 1918 philatelic 

12 7 1916 Genuine 
E I 8 & 9 1918/23 Genuine & philatelic 
I I 10&11? 1917 Genuine 
s I 12 1918/19 Genuine & philatelic 

ZH (None) 13 1922/23 Genuine 
(?) I 14 1917 Genuine 
( ?) 9 15 1917 Genuine (known only in red) 

I hope that readers are more fortunate than I was when I checked what I previously thought were 
genuinely used copies of Tridents. 

I would like to thank all members who have helped in the study with information and comments; 
if members of the Society have additional information on this cancellation will they please write to the 
Group Superintendent, Mr. Roberts. 

GEORGIA: THE 1918 60k. PROVISIONAL OF SOTCHI 

P. T. Ashford 

Along the North East coast of the Black Sea, nestling beneath the Caucasian mountains as they 
meet the sea, lie a string or holiday resorts. Names such as Gelendzhik, Tuapse, Sotchi, Adler, Gagry, 
Sukhum and Gudauty are well known as resorts to-day, and some or them have even been featured on 
modern pictorial stamps of Russia. Before the first World War, they were still watering-places, though 
much smaller, and probably after Yalta (in the Crimea), they were among the most popular resorts in the 
country. Stephen Graham, the writer, tells us that there was intense competition between the towns to 
capture patronage, and as so much depended upon the whims and advice given by the doctors at St. Peters
burg and Moscow, it was seriously alleged that Sotchi bribed them to make denunciations or Tuapse, and 
vice-versa. After Yalta, Sukhum was most popular, Gagry was very select and aristocratic, Tuapse was 
going to be a Caucasian Brighton once the railway from Maikop was finished, whilst Gelenszhik, being 
cheapest to get to, was most popular with those of more limited means. 

All of this has little to do with philately, except that among the lists seen of towns alleged to have 
issued 'Postmaster Provisionals' during the unsettled years of 1918/22 there frequently appears the name 
of S.otchi. The intention of this article is to try to show that these stamps should not be regarded as Post
master Provisionials (in the sense or a 'revaluation· to roubles, such as in the case of Kharkov) but as an 
issue of the independent Republic of Georgia, just in the same way as the recently discovered and catal
logued surcharges or Zangezur, Armenia. The stamps issued comprise 1 k. Arms Type of Imperial Russia 
(imperF. and perf.) and 3k. perf. or the same design, surcharged typographically in black "60" (k.) below 
which is a bar, designed to strike out the original denomination of the stamp. A representation of the 
surcharge is shown in the illustration to be found in the centre pages. 

After the revolution, these Caucasian watering places, being somewhat 'off the map· tended to be 
forgotten for a while, but as soon as Transcaucasia split up into its constituent Republics of Georgia, 
Armenia, and Azerbaijan on 26th May, 1918, Georgia promptly claimed the 'Black Sea District' to which 
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many of these towns belonged, and Sotchi as well as most of the others, were eventually occupied by Geor
gian troops. However, as the Volunteer Army went from success to success, and the area under White 
control grew, disputes as to which regime the Black Sea District belonged was the cause of many clashes 
between Georgia and the Volunteer Army in the Sotchi area, and for a time this town itself was the bound
ary between the opposing forces. Even in 1919, when British Forces had occupied Transcaucasia, the 
dispute was still going on, and in an effort to prevent hostilities, a British detachment was actually stationed 
at Gagry (to which town the Georgians had now apparently withdrawn) to try and keep the peace. All 
attempts to settle this dispute were quite unsuccessful and the British force returned to Batum on 9th 
Sept., 1919 leaving the rival parties to settle their differences as best they could. 

Thus in 1919 the town of Sotchi was occupied by a number of factions. After the Georgians 
left, the town was occupied by the White Army, and later by the 'partisan' Greens, whilst early in 1920 
the remnants of the Kuban Army invaded the town, only to surrender later in April to the advancing 
Bolsheviks. 

All these changes make enquiries into the postal history of this period difficult, but it certainly 
seems to be the case that until early in 1919 the town was in Georgian hands. Postal rates at the time 
should therefore have been the same as in Georgia itself-in fact the same as throughout Transcaucasia. 
The normal rate for an unregistered letter was 60k. and it was for this amount that the Postmaster of 
Sotchi had his stamps surcharged, most probably in the latter half of 1918. 

An extremely valuable article on these Sotchi stamps appeared in 'The Soviet Philatelist' for 1926 
(No. 7 (59)) by W. A. Bessonoff. This is specially interesting for Mr. Bessonoff not only obtained some 
of the stamps mint, and used on cover, but he actually went to Sotchi in 1924, and made enquiries as to 
their validity, on the spot. He tells us that he regards his findings as inconclusive, but he is clearly unaware 
that the Inter-Caucasian letter rate was 60!c. in 1918 and that Sotchi would, under Georgian occupation, 
have utilised this rate of postage. The same rate continued to be used for correspondence in towns further 
down the coast (for example-Gudauty) right until the beginning of 1920, when depreciation of the Rouble 
necessitated a considerable increase. It is suggested that had Bessonoff been aware of this, he would 
have been much more ready to accept the issue as bona fide. 

The actual material possessed by Bessonoff is describa:d by him in detail, and we can regard him not 
only as an enthusiastic but a critical collector. His material was as follows: 

(a) I sheet of 100 of the lk. Arms Type imperf. 1917 issue surcharged "60" by typography, in dull 
black ink. Mr. Bessonoff reproduces this sheet in his article (but it is very indistinct) and states that every 
surcharge on the sheet is slightly different due to the fact that several differing founts of type were utilised. 
It can thus be easily plated. A plan is given in the Bessonoff article and collectors interested in plating 
any specimen they are lucky enough to have are referred to it. The ten stamp3 at the bottom horizo,1tal 
row of the sheet have no bar beneath the figure5 "60." Two m:1jor varieties occur in addition to this; 
stamp no. 88 shows "09" (instead of "60"); whilst stamp no. 91 shows "90" (instead bf "60"). In fact, 
the '6' is inverted in both cases. 

(b) A certificate issued to an enquirer by the Sotchi Post Office on 3rd February, 1919 reading 
as follows: 

"CERTIFICATE 

"The present certificate is issued by the Sotchi Post Office to certify that, owing to the shortage oi 
"postal tokens and the increase of tariff to 60 kopecks for ordinary letters and I Rouble 20 kops. 
"for registered letters, it has emitted 25 sheets (2,503) of stamps surcharged 60 on I kop. and 6J 
"on 3 kop. 

"3/1 i ' 1919 Date stamp of 

SOTCHI. CHERNOM. 
"b."" 

For Chief. ........ . .. . .. . 

Orderly Official .......... ·· 

Mr. Bessonoff states that the certificate (which is reproduc~d in his article) was obtained from the 
Post Office by a local resident at the instance of a stamp collector e·v.S.") who lived at- Sukhum. He 
bemoans the fact that had the recipient been more of a philatelist, he' would not have been so readily satis
fied by its vague wording! However, it does enable us to pinpoint the date of issue to sometime pri:>r 
to February 1919, and Autumn 1918 seems highly likely. 
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(c) Three covers bearing copies of the Sotchi surcharges. All three covers were apparently of 
plain thin yellowish-grey paper and were identical. Two of them were addressed to Boris Nikolnievitch 
Shishoff, Pekrovskaia Al. Nr. 7, (Local), were franked with one stamp of each type, whilst the third cover, 
which was illustrated, bore three stamps and was registered, and addressed to Julia Nikolaievnka Kashina, 
Podgorodskaia Nr. 8 (Local). All three envolopes are apparently postmarked by a very smudgy can
cellation which would appear to be 'SOTCHI, CHERNOM' but the cover reproduced is, again, very 
indistinct. The date of the cancellation might very well be 20.12.18 and it is understood the other two 
covers were posted on the same day. Mr. Bessonoff is probably correct in regarding these covers as of 
philatelic origin, especially as the franking does not tie up with the local postal rate. They may have origin
ated from the same individual who obtained the certificate. 

What did Mr. Besson off find when he visited Sotchi in 1924? He says he called at the Post Office 
and the Postmaster allowed him to look through the archives of the office. He made a most minute search 
for any order or instruction legalising the issue of the provisionals, but found nothing. From an assist
ant in the P.O. who had worked there in 1918, Bessonoff found that the old archives had perished during 
a fire in 1919. (This is hardly surprising in view of the many changes of regime!). Sotchi was evidently 
governed by a Town Committee in 1918 and it was this Committee which was said to have authorised the 
issue of stamps. Mr. Bessonoff asks why Sotchi only and not other towns (such as Sukhum, and Gagry) 
should have issued stamps similarly surcharged. Possibly the answer was that (rather like Giriusy in 
Armenia) the town was so remote that supplies of stamps were not forthcoming from Tiflis. This might 
well have been likely as the Georgian Government had only one steamer which was based on Poti, and was 
probably more concerned with disputes as to its boundaries than the provision of stamps for Sotchi. Later, 
in many of the larger towns postage was paid in cash, where insufficient stocks of stamps were available. 

The question as to whether the surcharging was the work of an enthusiastic philatelist was also 
taken up by Bessonoff. The only stamp collector he could find in the town was the Post Office assistant, 
but Bessonoff dismissed him as not having sufficient enterprise for such an idea, and we are told that the 
assistant had a bad attack of nerves when he heard that a stranger from Moscow had discovered his passion 
for stamp collecting! 

Most lists of 'Postmaster Provisionals' include Sotchi, and K. Lissiuk, who wrote an article on the 
group in 1926, recorded the three values, but placed the date of issue as 1920, which is highly unlikely. 

Such is the story of the Sotchi provisionals, as far as we know, and it would be nice to hear if any 
reader has either mint or used specimens (which might help to date the issue more accurately) and perhaps 
assist in elevating the issue to catalogue status under its proper heading of Georgia. Copies of the stamps 
themselves appear very scarce and only once has this writer heard of items being offered in auction. This 
was at Robson Lowe's on 14th December, 1955, when two copies of the 60/lk. were offered (one perf. and 
one irriperf.) both mint. The estimate was £5. 

CLIFF HANDFORD ON ZEMSTVOS 

An Interview with the Editor. 

EDITOR: Now that the great collections of Zemstvos of the past-such as the Faberge, Stibbe, Ferrari 
and Lentz collections-have been dispersed at auction or otherwise sold, I can well imagine that your own 
magnificent collection must rate, surely, as one of the best in the country. I expect you will say, Cliff, 
that you have had the opportunity of adding items to your collection from these sales, which might not 
otherwise have come your way, but I am quite sure that, on the whole, it has been the vigilant collecting 
of 25 years that has ensured you of such a superb collection. If I may, I should like to address a number of 
questions to you about Zemstvos, not so much from the point of view of the specialist, but from the 
general collector who wants to know more about the pros and cons of these stamps. 

(1) First of all, Cliff, a point that has nagged some of us rather at different times when we have seen sheets 
of Zemstvo stamps. Was there ever an element of speculation by Zemsli'o Councils in the production of 
stamps? Bearing in mind that many of the issues seem over-elaborate, and they appear to have been bought 
in large quantities by stamp dealers in the late 19th Century, do you think the Zemstvos primarily produced 
stamps for collectors rather than for rural postal purposes? 
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C. C. H.: The members of the B.S.R.P. have enjoyed the privilege of seeing the outstanding collection 
made by Charles Stibbe where sheets had been secured for study, and naturally they suffer somewhat from 
familiarity, thereby forming the wrong impression regarding the numbers produced. Far from being of a 
speculative nature, their numbers were, in many instances, too small for the needs of the communities 
they were intended to serve, being exhausted before collectors were aware of their existence. Take for 
example the issues of Alatyr, Syzran, and the early printings of Kasimor and Kotelnich, not to mention 
the numerous Provisionals which had to be surcharged to meet local demands; few of these are to be 
found in any collections. My sympathy has always been with the pioneers in this field because of the 
attitude of the authorities, who, constantly fearing subersive political activity, were always on the alert 
ready to pounce upon a suspect. In this respect we have the recorded case of a collector, who, having 
waited for a long period for some stamps which he had ordered from a distant Zemstvo, received at last, 
not his precious package of stamps, but a visit from the Inspector of Police who demanded in the name 
of the law, full explanation concerning his desire for the stamps. The production of the collector's albums, 
catalogues, and other evidences of the innocence of his hobby eventually allayed the suspicions of the 
officer and convinced him that he had not unearthe:l some sinister plot against the safety of the empire, 
but on the other hand the applicant was made to feel that he had only escaped arrest by being taken for 
a mild type of lunatic! Is there any wonder that Zemstvo collectors were few and far between? 

Your observation on the over-elaborate issues produced by a few Zemstvos suggests that such efforts 
were made by those authorities to attract the attention of collectors, but you make no mention of the 
opposite effect the numerous crudites would undoubtedly have if speculation had found any place what
ever in the schemes of the Zemstvo councils. The truth is that the great differences to be found in the 
quality of design and production depended mainly upon the cultural development of the inhabitants of 
the district where the stamps were issued. As a general rule a poor community with a large proportion 
of illiterates produced a crude label, while a wealthy and progressive district on the other hand, issued 
stamps of imaginitive design and artistic appeal. In each case they were placed on sale for the exclusive 
benefit of the community, and not, as in numerous other cases which could be mentioned, for profit. Had 
the idea of speculation in any way entered into the minds of the Zemstvo Postal Officials, the fact that only 
164 Zemstvos issued stamps, or stamped envelopes (excluding Wenden) out of 371 providing postal facilit
ies, would be difficult to explain. As for dealers purchasing the stamps in large quantities, I for one, 
should be most grateful to learn the names and addresses of such fortunate people. The only comparat
ively small stock which has come to light in this country was that traced by Th. Lavroff and purchased 
by Charles Stibbe, this being the one containing sheets of certain issues with which members of the B.S.R.P. 
are familiar and to which reference has already been made. Many of these, J am pleased to say, found a 
place in my albums following the sale of the Stibbe Collection. 

(2) Another straight-from-the-shoulder question we should like you to comment on, Cliff; is whether you 
would agree that, 01•er the years, Zemstvo issues have never really appealed to collectors, and that even now 
the number of collectors of them is very limited, compared with say, Russia Used Abroad, Baltic States, 
or Ukraine. Do you accept this, and if you do, why? 

C. C. H.: Certainly I could not agree! A visit to the British Musuem-or rather several visits-would 
convince any philatelist studying the treasures in the Tapling Collection that Zemstvo issue3 had anything 
but an indifferent appeal to discerning collectors. On the Continent and in the U.S.A. the supply of 
Zemstvos has never been sufficient to meet the demand. It must be admitted that the number of col
lectors in this country is limited, and the reasons for such limitation are not far to seek. "Russia Used 
Abroad," Baltic States, and Ukraine each have considerable literature of their own in ENGLISH, in 
addition to being listed in the catalogues of the principal dealers throughout the world, and are there
fore given a status and publicity denied to Zemstvos since 1899 when they last appeared in a S. G. cata
logue. This prominent British firm, in its Catalogue Part 2 of 1897, devoted 4 pages to Imperial Russian 
issues and no less than 68 to the Zemstvos; if the directors could have been persuaded to produce a final 
edition, say in 1919, after the Zemstvo posts were finally absorbed by the Central Government, collectors 
would have had a first class reference book on these issues. Unfortunately, all up-to-date literature deal
ing with these stamps is either in French, German, or Russian, and the only publication, apart from isol
ated articles in magazines and journals, is "A Catalogue of Russian Rural Postage Stamps" published 
in Russia by F. G. Chuchin, and even this is very difficult to purchase to-day. In addition to this crippling 
handicap, dealers in this country cannot produce even small stocks of Zemstvos, the only items seen by me 
in recent years being a few covers at a well-known dealer·s in the Strand. 
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(3) It seems to 11s that although many 11seful books and catalogues on Zemstvos haw! been written in the 
past, none appears to be available now. Ch11chin, Schmidt, and even Gi!Jbons Local Catalogue all fetch 
high prices in auction. Do you think there is a need for a specialised Zemstvo catalogue, and is there any 
11ns11rmo1mtable reason why specialists should not produce one for pusent day collectors? 

C. C. H.: There is undoubtedly a crying need for a specialised catalogue of Zemstvos in English. A 
translation of Schmidt with corrections and additions contributed by specialists would provide one of 
the essential incentives to a greater interest in these fascinating issues. I see no reason why specialists 
should not produce a work of this kind and have been given the hint that such a project has the serious 
consideration of Oleg Faberge, son of A. C. Faberge whose name will be forever associated with Zemstvo 
stamps. We can only hope that his plans will materialise and that such a volume will find its place in all 
philatelic libraries. 

(4) Which type of cover is most valued by the Zemstvo collector-the cover bearing only a Zemstvo, or a 
'combination' cover with an Imperial stamp? And are many covers seen bearing more than one Zemstl'o 
stamp-for example-a Zemstvo paying postage from the se;ider's village and another different Zemstvo 
stamp applied at the recipient's village? 

C. C. H.: Tastes differ, as we all know; some prefer combination covers and others, those which have 
been used soley within the district where the stamps were issued. Personally I like both, for each, in its 
own way, tells a different postal story and as such both are equally important to the postal historian and 
the collector. The second part of your question is one that ha5 often been asked, and so far a5 I know, 
answered in the negative. No such cover has ever come my way although I have seen them used in con
junction with foreign issues on very rare occasions. From the absence of covers so franked we can only 
conclude that some agreement must have been re:iched between the Zemstvo Governments-a local U.P.U. 
-whereby the postage paid in one district ensured the delivery of the letter in another, free of charge. 

(5) What do you, yourself prefer to collect, Cliff? Covers-or mint stamps in blocks? 

C. C. H.: Covers of all types-including Zemstvo postal stationery-mint specimens; blocks and sheetc; 
where possible, also used items, in fact I enjoy a catholicity of taste in Zem5tvos ! 

(6) Now that yo11 have been collecting Zemstvos for so long, do you find that it is difficult to acquire fresh 
material, or are new pieces continually being offered on the market? 

C. C. H.: For several years past my only source of supply has been the Auction Sale3 in London and 
on the Continent. Such sales are infrequent, or at least they appear so to me, althoug'.-1 collecting such 
items over the years has taught me to be very patient. Sm11ll collections of a ge:,eral nature turn up in 
Auctioi1 Catalogues more frequently, many of which would form a good basis on which to build a sub
stantial collection. Strange as it may seem, "finds" are still being m:1de in odd lots; only a couple of year;; 
ago I unearthed a copy of Chembar No. 4 which Schinidt label;; "Only one copy known." Shortly after 
making the discovery I was offered another" (with corner perf. missing) by a well known London firm. 
This is sufficient proof that new material still has a habit of turning up, that is, if the colle::tor i3 keen 
enough to search. 

(7) What would your advice be to a beginner considering collecting Zemstvos? Should he give them a 
miss, or do yo11 advocate his collecting them? 

C. C. H. If a collector asked iny advice and I found that he only 'considered' turning his attention to 
these issues I should by no means encourage him to do so, but if he could impress me with his enthusiasm 
for them, I should certainly encourage him. There is plenty of room in this field for the student, and I 
may add, ample reward for his labour. Some day we may return to the 1897 era when the Imperial and 
Zemstvo Posts were treated as one indivisible whole functioning as equal partner;; in the country's postal 
system. When this happy day arrives no one will be able to say that he has a collection of Imperial Rus.,
ian issues if his albums do not include Zemstvos. Russian Postal History substantiates this statement 
beyond contradiction. 

EDITOR: Many thanks Cliff for all your helpful answers to our somewhat searching questions, and T 
am sure they will prove of interest to readers. and I only wish we could conclude with a sketch of you 
by Feliks Topolski. Perhaps with a little luck I can persuade another member to be shot at on his favour
ite philatelic subject in time for our next Journal. 
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A FURTHER NOTE ON OCTAGONAL T.P.O. ·s 
Kurt Adler 

Mr. E. L. Filby of Kansas City has been kind enough to present me with a highly interesting 7 kop. 
entire with an additional 3 kop. stamp of 1889/92. This cover bears three impressions of the hitherto 
unrecorded octagonal postmark "OTDYEL POCHTOVAGO VAGONA No. 134 (3)" dated 24-Vll-1896. 
The number 134 has never been seen on the octagonal otdyel cancellers and does not fit into any explain
able scheme. The numbers 136 and 138 as well as 142 are known, but on the octagonal Pochtovy Vagon 
type only (not Otdyelenie Pochtovago Vagona). Apart from its postmark which is different from the 
usual Kethro and Barry type E octagonal example, the cover presents a further query. It bears the name 
of a lawyer in Lomzha, Poland, on its letterhead and is addressed to a lady in Karlsbad (Austria), "via 
Warsaw-Lemberg." It was duly backstamped in Karlsbad on 7.8.96. 

T.P.O. 134, according to all sources available is Alexandrovsk-Dolgintsevo. I have also seen the 
No . . 134 on Volnovakha-Dolgintsevo. These routes are in the south, whereas Lomzha lies in Northern 
Poland. If the cover emanated from Lomzha the direction should surely read "via Warsaw-Granitsa." 
If it was mailed in the South of Russia, it should have read "via Volochisk-Lemberg." Did the sender 
take the cover with him on a trip to the south and mail it from there? And was he, a lawyer, so badly 
versed in geography that he should give wrong directions to the postal authorities? Perhaps readers may 
be able to unravel this mystery? 

POST OFFICES ON THE GEORGIAN MILITARY ROAD 
P. T. Ashford 

No self-respecting traveller to South Russia in Tsarist days missed the spectacle of traversing the 
famous Georgian Military Road which cuts through the Caucasian Mountains and links Vladikavkaz 
in the north with the Georgian capital of Tiflis, in the south. The road itself-some 132 miles long
was constructed by the Russians between 1811 and 1864, and since that time has been a 'must' for travellers 
and writers reporting on the Russian "scene." The road is without doubt one of the most beautiful 
mountain roads in the world, and the number of lengthy descriptions of the immense passes and wild 
scenery en route, is legion, since all writers of travel books on the Caucasus ensure that it is given a gener
ous measure of print . The pass through the mountains was used by invading armies for well nigh two 
thousand years, and in the years before 1918, though the road was certainly a show place it still had the 
great strategic value it had always possessed. 

It was a French Company that endeavoured to make the road a tourist attraction, and motor omni
buses run by the Societe Francaise des Transports Automobiles du Caucase plied regularly from April 
to October, running between Tiflis and Vladikavkaz in 10 hours. The Company also maintained hotels 
en route at Kasbek, Dushet and Passanaur. Travellers could also travel by the mail and a series of mail 
posting stations not only ensured the provision of horses and carriages, bat the station rest house, afforded 
limited accommodation. The posting stations were also post offices and it should b:: possible to make a 
small collection of cancellations from mail posted along the road . The post offices actually on the road 
from Tiflis to Vladikavkaz before 1918 were as follows: 

TI FLIS (There were, of course, a number of P.O.s at Tiflis, including the Head Post Office, 
and also the P.O. situated at the Railway Station). 

DUSHET 
MTSKET (There were two P.O.s here; one in the village, and another at the small Railway 

Station of this name). 
KAZBEK 
PASSANAUR 
MLETI 
KOBl 
GUDAUR 
ANANUR 
LARS I Almost certainly P.O.s existed at these places, although we have no actu :11 evidence 
BALTA i of this. 
VLADIKAVKAZ (Two P.O.s existed here, one in the town, and the other at the 

Railway Station). 
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In the centre pages can be found a map of the road and some of the cancellations to be found. 
including a reproduction of a post card from Dr. Wortm:1.n·s collection, which we are able to show with 
his kind permission. This card was posted by a traveller at Kasbe!< Posting Station, near Mount Kasbek. 
Bearing in mind the number of sightseers and travellers who must have used this celebrated road, it might 
be imagined that material cancelled at these post stations would be fairly common. This certainly does 
not appear to be the case, and except for Tiflis and Vladikavkaz, which were sizeable places, postmarks 
of any of the intervening villages appear conspicuous by their absence. They are well worth retaining 
if any happen to come your way. 

FINLAND: THE REPRINTS OF THE 1856 ISSUE 

R. P. Knighton 

Reprints were made in 1862, 1872, 1882, and 1892, of the first issue of Finland's adhesive stamps. 
Unless a collector has them all to study, it is very difficult to separate the various reprints and the follow
ing table may help. It is taken partly from a book in the Society's Library-'Les Timbres de Finlande' 
by P. Grosfils-Berger. 

Date of Colour of Colour of Characteristics Paper Gum 
Reprints 5 kop. 10 kop. 

1862 
First Blue and Rose carmine Large (a) lightly None 
reprint light blue margins yellowish 

(b) vertically None 
laid 

Second Blue and Rose red Small Thick and smooth brownish 
Reprint very dark blue margins Lightly yellowish 

1872 Light blue Rose red Large Thick, yellowish None 
margins 

1882 Light Pale rose- The colours are Less thick, almost None 
ultramarine carmine deeper and white 

more vivid. 

1892 (a) Deep blue Brick red Lithographed. Less thick. With gum 
(b) Light blue 

SOVIET PERFORATION VARIETY 

A. S. Waugh 

An interesting item is sent for our inspection by Allan Waugh, comprising a pair of I Rouble Soviet 
stamps of 1961, from which a row of vertical perforations in the centre gutter are missing. Allan believes 
this item is extremely scarce, and we illustrate the horizontal pair of stamps in the centre pages. It would 
be interesting to hear of further errors appearing in modern stamps of Russia and if collectors possess
ing such items would care to contact the Editor. we shall be pleased to list further items in future Journals. 

NOTES ON SOVIET SHIP MARKS 

A. S. Waugh 

Like other allied nations, the Soviet Merchant Fleet suffered heavily during the Second World 
War. Well known passenger motor vessels such as the 'Sibir,' the 'Co-operatzia,' 'Felix Dzerjinsky.' 
'Alexis Rykoff,' 'Smolny,' and 'Jan Rudzutak; each of about 4,000 tons, and engaged on the Leningrad
London run, were seen no more in the Pool of London. 
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1t was not until ten years after the invasio;1 that the Soviets started to introduce fast Diesel, and 
Diesel-Electric ships on their passenger routes. Both the ships and their services were commemorated 
philatelically in 1959 by a series of postage stamps issued between April and June of that year. Designed 
by N. Kruglov, these attractive specimens were printed by offset lithoiraphy, and were inscribed with the 
name and route of the ship. Six values ranging from I Ok. to I R. illustrated the following vessels: 

Motorship "Mozaisk" Vladivostok-Kamtchatka route. 
Diesel Motorship, "Feliks Dzerzhinsky." Odessa-Latakia route. 
Diesel Electric ship, "Rossiya." Odessa-Batumi route. 
Diesel Icebreaker "Co-operitsia." Murmansk-Tiksi Bay route. 
Diesel Motorship "Mikhail Kalinin." Leningrad-Paris route. 
Turbo-Electric ship, "Baltika." Leningrad-London route. 
It is known that Post Offices exist on some of these ships, and in fact, Mr. Kurt Adler states in 

Rossica Journal (No. 60) that during his trips to the Soviet Union, he found that all larger ships of 8,000 
tons and over have a Ship's Post Office. In B.J.R.P. No. 29, Mr. J. V. Woollam mentions a small rubber 
seal handstamp which was used to cancel postage stamps on mail posted on the "Baltika" whilst the vessel 
was at New York for a 'Summit' meeting, though it was not in the regular type of datestamp used by the 
Soviet P.O. 

As far as my own enquiries were concerned, friends in the Soviet Union, m:tking use of the official 
cards bearing the 40k. imprinted stamp in green (Spasski Tower design) carrying an artist's impression of 
the "Rossiya' on the picture side, were posted on board two vessels plying the Black Sea route, and the 
stamps received the appropriate ship's cancellation in each case, reading: 

"D-EL (Diesel-Electric) "ROSSIY A" BA TUM I-ODESSA a" 
"T/E (Teplokhod) "ABKHAZIYA" ODESSA-BATUMI a" 
(For illustrations of these cancellations please see the centre pages). 

1t would be interesting to know whether collectors have other examples of Soviet Ship cancell
ations, so that a more complete listing can be made. 

THE DOTS POSTMARKS-FURTHER INFORMATION 

Dr. A. H. Wortman 

The list of the concentric rings type, the first type, is now almost complete thanks to fresh informa
tion supplied by Igor Maslowski, Kurt Adler and Dr. L. S. Snegireff, but as will be seen, examples of Nos. 
I 0, 31, 51, and 58 are missing from our collections. The type of the inner ring of dots is given in the follow
ing table for numbers l to 60, with the exception of the four above-mentioned. It will be remembered 
from previous articles that Type i has twelve evenly spaced dots, Type ii I 0 dots with two at each side and 
Type iii 10 dots with three at each side. So far then, there are only five numbers in Type iii, including 
only one, No. 18, in both Types i and iii. 

I 13 ii 
2 14 
3 15 ii 
4 16 i 
5 17 ii 
6 18 & iii 
7 19 
8 20 11 

9 2) I 

10 22 
11 ii 23 
12 ii 24 

25 
26 11 

27 
28 ii 
29 ii 
30 
31 
32 
33 JI 

34 II 

35 II 

36 ii 

37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 

II 

II 

ii 

ii 
JI 

ii 
II 

46 Ill 

47 Ill 

48 Ill 

49 
50 
51 
52 
53 

JI 

i 
ii 

54 Ill 

55 ii 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 

II 

II 

The most exciting new discovery in dots postmarks is No. 10 in the rectangular type the second 
type, representing Tsarskoe Seto, on a 5k. Town Post blue and black adhesive stamp. Enquiries have been 
made of all collectors interested in both the Town Posts and dots cancellations and it seems to be the only 
example of a cancellation other than St. Petersburg or Moscow on this stamp in the collections of any of 
our members although Prigara says (Russian Post in the Empire, Turkey, etc., page 112) that examples 
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are known on cover with Riga and Tver cancellations. No information is given about the dates of these 
covers. They may have been used genuinely for Town Post correspondence in the 1860"s but as is well 
known, this stamp was used on covers in the 1880"s by collectors in order to get used examples. There is, 
however, no doubt that this stamp has a genuine cancellation (please see centre pages for an illustration 
of this item) and was used normally. Prigara says, pp. 109/110, that when the St. Petersburg-Tsarskoe 
Selo railway was opened in 1838, mail was accepted at Tsarskoe Selo for the St. Petersburg Town Post. 
The cancellation is struck in black, and the item was discovered in the stock of a dealer in the South West 
of England by Mr. Will Huddy. 

We owe two new discoveries in the truncated triangular type, the sixth type, to Mr. E. G. Peel. 
He has an example of No. 1409 on a loose stamp, the first and only example in the J40D·s. He also iden
tifies a further number from a cover added to his collection: 

1089 KLIMONTOV, RADOM. (Rings type 306) 

THE AMERICAN SAMOVAR 
Dr. Gregory B. Salisbury 

A few days ago, during the .. lnterpex" in New York, your columnist had an amusing surprise 
on entering the American Philatelic Congress breakfast session All the officers, headed by Don Steele 
and Dave Lidman rose and salaamed, paying homage to the bewildered one. Finally, Lidman, former 
Editor of The American Philatelist and former President of the A. P. Congress revealed the reason-con
gratulations on your Samovar"s recently acquired F.R.P.S.L. from London! The 'lnterpex; sponsored 
by several major societies including the A.P. Congress and Rossica, was a great success. Among its many 
exhibits two were outstanding in our field, Monsigneur Doyle's "Wrangels" which he's presented to Car
dinal Spellman's collections, and Edith Faulstich's "A.E.F. in Siberia," the latter showing immense 
amount of research which the judges recognised, awarding it the highest award. 

The next get-together of A.P. Congressmen will be in Baltimore on Sept. 14th-16th during 'Balpex 
'62,' to be staged by the Baltimore Philatelic Society at the Emerson Hotel. Dr. J. A. Buchness, Rossica·s 
Baltic specialist is the General Chairman. 'Balpex' will serve as a convenient excuse to visit Rimma and 
Mary Sue Sklarevski in nearby Towson. Rimma has tremendous philatelic collections, a fine library 
and a well stocked bar. 

At the recent A.P. Congress held in Philadelphia, the main discussion centred on the formation 
of an index of worthwhile literature in every field to aid the general collector, the specialist and collectors 
in fields that overlap, e.g. collectors of China and those who collect Russian Offices in China. Inasmuch 
as both sister societies B.S.R.P. and Rossica have already issued an index of their journals, and Rossica 
had published lists of literature in the libraries of several of our members, we served as an example of what 
can be done in this worthwhile project. 

Fred W. Speers, our active member and publisher of a chain of California newspapers, was recently 
featured in the S.P.A. Journal (Oct. 1961) in "Overlooked Classics of the Tsarist Era.'' Many interesting 
varieties are mentioned, likewise there is a 'plug' for Zemstvos, Fred's pet field. Incidentally, he was 
the winner of last year's first place ribbon at 'Westpex' in San Francisco. Field? Russia, of course! 

Mercury Stamp Journal, Feb. 1962, discusses an article by M. A. Bojanowicz on the imperforate 
variety of Poland No. I. The author lists five copies known to him. Two of these known for forty years 
have the "I" cancellation of Warsaw, one of them the only copy of the variety known on cover. The 
three additional ones were found much later and Mueller, editor of the Mercury Journal points out that 
they curiously have a cancellation of a different town, namely "101 .. (Tyszowice), .. 260" (Plonsk) and 
.. 264" (Mlava). This could be explained only hy assuming that there were several sheets issued imper
forate, which is unlikely, states Mueller. or that only parts of sheets remained imperforate. Inasmuch 
as harrow perforation was used this possibility seems remote and Mueller thinks that with stamps imper
forate on one side, we have an impossible va riety for a harrow perforation. He feels that the pictured 
copies strongly indicate that they were simply clipped on one side and of no significance. Mr. Bojanowicz. 
who in this writer's opinion (Samovar's) is one of the most experienced specialists in the Polish field, will 
undoubtedly reply to all this in his forthcoming major study of No. I in the future Rossica Journal. 

Speaking of Poland, famed Polish author and Rossica member, Thaddeus Gryzewski, has an excell
ent article "Stamps of the Polish Post in Odessa" in the Polo11i11s.B11lleti11. Nov. 1961. It deals with the 
little known series of stamps issued by the Postal Agency at the Polish Consulate in Odessa, a legitimate 
issue, produced with the consent of the Ministry of Posts and Telegraph of Poland, as per letter of Oct. 
I Ith, 1919. 
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Jaroslav J. Verner, writing in the Postal History Journal (Dec. 1961) "Fakes of Czechoslovak Field 
Post Covers from Siberia'" exposes philatelic fraud i!1 lettcrs purporting to be covers sent by Czech Legion
naires from Siberia to Prague. We note with interest a fine registered cover from St. Petersburg to Rome, 
illustrated in the Corinphila Auction Catalogue ( 17th Feb. 1962). It b-;!ars a horizontal pair and a single 
of the St. P. Town Post stamps. We recognise it as the one offered by H. R. Harmer in N .Y. in April 
1960. Maybe a twin'? Fritz Billig of 168-39 Highland Ave., Jamaica 32, N .Y., U.S.A., sent a hefty 
booklet the other day, a price list of philatelic literature for sale. Cost-50c. and worth every penny of 
it. It contains an unusually comprehensive list of books and journals in the field of Baltic States, Poland 
and Russia and States, besides a world wide coverage of philatelic literature. 

Not so long ago it was our pleasure to edit an article on Russian philately for James Chemi, Editor 
of the American Philatelist. During that time he also published a most interesting column (April 1961) 
"Questions on Soviet Philately" answered by William Shinn Jr., who spent ten months in Moscow, and 
whose "Amazing Philatelic Revival in the Soviet Union" was published in American Philatelist in Febru
ary. Those of you who have correspondents in U.S.S.R., or collect the Soviet issues should read this 
revealing column. 

The fire in the gossipy Samovar is nearly out. We shall rekindle the old contraption again for you 
in time for the next issue. Do Svidanya ! 

A COLLECTOR'S CALENDAR 

P. T. Ash ford 

By the time you will have reached this page, you will have decided whether the 'new look' Journal 
is better or worse than its predecessors. Naturally, we hope that it is an improvement, both from the point 
of view of reproduction and content. It is our aim-especially now that professional printing automatic
ally means a good deal more expense-to keep our standard of contributions at a high level. This, how
ever, is easier said than done, and demands that we receive a continuous flow of i!lteresting articles from 
readers. We hope that you will all co-operate, and the result will be a well balanced and most readable 
journal, of a standard that you will wish to keep on your shelves for pcrnnnent reference. We cordially 
invite you to submit articles for publication, if at all possible already typewritten, double spaced, and on 
on one side of the paper only. And, needless to say, your comments, good or bad, arc always looked 
for, since it is essentially our wi,h to provide you with the Journal that yo:.i w::i!lt. 

It was interesting to read an article by Mr. Michael H. Friedric\1 0,1 "The Unissud Stam:J3 of White 
Russia" in Stamp Collecting for 16th March, 1962. This article gives some interesting information on 
the stamps, the cancellation applied, and also of forgeries the writer ha'.l seen. It is nice to see that the 
author makes no bones about the fact that the stamps were never used in the postal sense, despite the can
cellation seen reading "Field Office, Special White Russian Detachment" (in Russian). This article 
recalls another, on the same stamps, published in Mekeels Weekly Stamp News of 25 April 1932 by Michael 
V. Hitrovo. The latter writes : "I was at that time in Minsk, occupied then by the Polish Army, and it 
was there that I first came upon these stamps .. . I have in my possession a complete set of the imperfor
ate stamps cancelled by the Field Post Office of the Detachment, although I have never seen the p:!rfor
ated issue used. I only regret that I could not save the entire covers, but in those days, when the Polish 
Front was wavering under the concentrated drive of the Red Army, one had other and more important 
things to consider than covers with the new stamps upon them. So the covers were gone and only the 
stamps, properly cancelled, remain . Later on, in 1922, when I was in Warsaw, I tried to learn more about 
these stamps but without success. I met a fellow who used to serve as a volunteer in this Detach1m:nt 
and who recollected using these stamps on his letters home." What Mr. Hitrovo writes is ,·ery interest
ing, but it seems that he may well be thinking of other covers and stamps, and not the White Russian ones. 
for Mr. Michael H. Friedrich"s story seems the more likely. 

We have received an announcement from the Philatelic Specialists· Society of Canada (c/o Herbert 
Dube, 200 Bay Street, Toronto I, Ontario, Canada) to the effect that a specialised catalogue of Estonia 
was to make its appearance in July 1962. Written by Dr. Willem Eichtenthal of Stockholm, the well
known authority, it will run to 200 pages and deal with every aspect of the subject. The catalogue will 
be published in both English and German editions, but unfortunately, we are unable to give the probable 
price. We await more information with interest. 
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Dr. Alfred Wortman tells us that Mr. Michel Lipschutz has an interesting article in the Ba/asse 
Magazine (Feb. 1%1) published in Brussels (in French) on 'Savings Bank Stamps Used for Postage in 
1918/22." This sounds very interesting too, and we must see if we can procure a copy. 

Amongst the Journal material held by the late Bill Kethro, were extra copies of the interesting Rail
way Map of European Russia, distributed as a Supplement to Journal No. 26. In case any members 
would like to obtain further copies, these can be supplied by the present Editor at 2/6 post free. Proceeds 
to Journal Funds. 

If you ever happen to see a cover bearing what appears to be an ordinary British Field Post can
cellation, numbered "493," the advice of this writer is to grab it quick. Not only are copies extremely 
scarce, but to the Russian Postal History student, copies are extremely desirable. The reason is that this 
double circle cancellation reading "FIELD POST OFFICE 493" was used between September and Novem
ber 1941 at Vianga, not far from Murmansk, North Russia, to cancel mail posted by the R.A.F. Detach
ment stationed there comprising 81 and 134 Squadrons. These R.A.F. forces had the dual object of aid
ing the Russian Air Force to resist any German drive through Norway and Finland, and also to train 
Russian pilots to fly Hurricane fighter aircraft, which were then being supplied to the Russians. The 
R.A.F. men left England in August 1941, arriving at Archangel on 1st September, thence proceeding by 
train to Vianga. The '151 Wing,' as it was called, gradually broke up as its job was completed, and 
returned to Archangel on 20th November, 1941, and was en route for England again by 1st December. 
The "493" cancellation therefore had a very short life, and thus is highly desirable. The full story of this 
R .A.F. adventure is told in a very readable book R.A.F. i11 Russia by Hubert Griffith (Hammond and 
Hammond 1942) a copy of which is in our Society Library. 

It was interesting to see the Colour Section of The Sunday Times of 6th May, 1962, which featured 
an article, illustrated by colour photography, of a journey from Vladivostok to Mmcow by Trans-Siber
ian Railway, which was written by Sir Fitzroy Maclean. What tickled our railish palate in particular 
were the shots of trains and railway stations which is the sort of thing greatly missed from the general 
run of travel books and articles. Maybe some of these pictures will be adorning T.P.O. collections before 
long. We liked the picture of a 'wayside halt' between Khaborovsk and Irkutsk, which we diagnosed as 
Stantsia 'ST. VERINO.' Has anyone a stantsia cancellation of this place?! 

REVIEWS OF NEW LITERATURE 

'THE TRIDENT ISSUES OF THE UKRAINE, PART 1, KIEV.' A new edition revised and rewritten 
by C. W. Roberts and Dr. R. Seichter, with illustrations by I. L. G. Baillie. Photographic frontispiece, 
9 pages of illustrations including a map, and nearly 30 pages of text. Price 15/- plus 6d. postage, from 
C. W. Roberts, Shepton House, Shepton Beauchamp, Nr. Ilminster, Somerset. 

The First Edition of this KIEV section of the Ukraine had been published in 1948, and was the first 
handbook produced under the auspices of the B.S.R.P. This reviewer still remembers the interest with 
which it was received by members, and the spur it gave to study of other fields in the Russian group, result
ing in the production of the many other B.S.R.P. himdbooks that have appeared since. When the Second 
Edition arrived the other day, it was a natural reaction to bring out the ancestor for comparison. This 
comparison was enlightening, and reveals the immense progress achieved in the 14 years that have elapsed: 
the First Edition contained 14 pages of text, 3 pages of Check-Lists, and 5 pages of illustrations; the Second 
Edition contains 23 pages of text, 8 pages of Check-Lists, and 10 pages of illustrations (including a map 
and a charO. 

The improvements are so numerous that only the most important ones can be mentioned in the 
limited space of this review : (a) the multi-stamps of Kiev Type I are now described, illustrated and priced: 
(b) the single handstamps of Kiev II in Types "a" to "ee," which had been rather summarily treated in 
the First Edition, now receive the full attention they deserve, and get the best part of two pages in the 
Check-Lists, where each denomination is priced separately (in the First Edition, prices had only been given 
for the few rouble values, which did not exist with 5-stamps); (c) the various lithographic plates used for 
the production of Kiev Type 3 are identified for the first time, thanks to recent research by Dr. R. Seichter; 
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(d) the Chernigov, Zhitomir and Klintsy sub-types i'.1 Type I are i:1cludcd and li,ted under their proper 
headings, as are also the so-called Svenson and Arnold sub-tyi)Cs; (e) annzing high figures are give:, .of 
existing different single-stamps in Type I, and 5-stamps in Type 2, which have been identified by the authors 
in the interver.ing years. These dwarf the 10 sub-t:1p::; of Kiev I and t:1c three 5-stamps of Kiev 2 listed 
in the First Edition, and descriptions of these latter have, for this re:1son, b!::;1 o:.1itted. This decision 
was perhaps unavoidable under the circumstances, but is to be regretted, because some at least of the sub
types listed were very distinctive, and deserved being retained as collectable varieties. 

The fact that the priced Check-Lists now fill 8 pages, instead of 3 in the First Edition. will give 
readers an idea of the very extensive additions m1de. The improvements cover all issues of the Kiev 
group, and the new lists are easier to follow, accurate and complete as regards items listed. including the 
many major colour variations of the overprints on some values. 

Collectors, however, will be primarily interested to hear how this Second Edition compares with 
the First as regards prices. Price revision has evidently been very thorough, and changes are abundant 
but, as was to be expected, the commonest values remain very common, and their prices have deservedly 
been kept unchanged or even decreased. The most startling alterations are perhaps to be found in the 
next group of stamps, neither common nor very scarce, where prices have been marked up, at times very 
considerably: in Kiev Type I, the 2k. perf. goes from 4d. to 4/-, the 3k. from 8d. to 8/-. while the 35k. 
jumps from 3/- to 80/-. Rises are even greater in the single-stamps of Kiev 2: in Type 2f. the I k. goes 
from 6d. to £5, and the 25k. from 2/- to £7, but the 2k., 15k., and 20/14, all pcrf., are only at 5,-. while the 
2k. imp. hardly moves from 8d. to 1/3. In all single-stamps from 2a to 2gg, many denominations are now 
priced in Pounds instead of pence or a modest shilling. Coming now to the stamps which were already 
rated high in the First Edition, prices have gone up, though not in the same sensational proportions as 
some of the middle items: in Kiev I, the 5R perf, formerly at 80/-, is now £8 or £ 16, depending on whether 
it belongs to a 50-stamp or 25-stamp sheet, and the 7R. yellow has gone up from 90/- to £27 mint, though 
only to £14 used. Prices of the elusive rouble values in Kiev Type 3 now range from £8 to £36 (instead 
of £4 to £9). 

One criticism which applies both to the book under review and to the Sonder-Katalog. concerns 
the combined listing of the single-stamps Kiev 2b and 2bb; the difference between these two single-stamps 
is so marked that it is obvious even to a beginner, who will be disappointed to find that the one variety 
he can identify so easily in this complex group is precisely the one which is not priced separately in the 
check-list. Why this discrepancy? For most values, sub-type 2bb is commoner than 2b. for a few 
others, the contrary may be the case. Something should be done to list these two handstamps separately 
on the next occasion. 

This fine Second Edition is the combined work of Mr. C. W. Roberts and Dr. R. Seichter, and the 
illustrations are by Mr. I. L. G. Baillie: no better recommendation can be given than citing these names, 
so respected in Ukraine philately. Their joint production deserves every praise. 

S. D. TCHILINGHIRIAN. 

REVISED SUMMARY OF THE PRINTINGS AND PLATES OF THE RUSSIAN 

ARMS ISSUES 1908-22, (PART THREE) 

F. Julius Fohs 

7 Kopek 

Dies: In the earliest printing, there was one cliche of Die No. I (cotenant with Die ~o. 3). Die I 
is distinguished by three pearls instead of 3-½ or 4 on left above numeral 7. Die I also appears in Essays 
on small sheet of 4 (no CK-N) in both blue and milky blue. Die I has 2 dots Vert. arranged after Kop: 
Die 3 has 3-! to 4 pearls on L. above 7, and one dot after Kop. is normal. There was also one sheet early, 
issued impe1-"rorate. There were no imperforate sheets in 1917 as this value was replaced by the 10 Kopek 
overprint of 1916. The essays generally have no CK-N. Die 3 also was printed as an essay on small 
sheet of 4 no CK-N in light green. All, except Die 3 in regular sky blue, are rare. 
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The forgery also is distinguished by the broken lines that fill the central o·,al. 

Pane G. lnt. 

Hor. Vert. 

I Bb 88.8 X 118.5 12.2 X 13.2 
II Bb 88.3 X 117.8 12.4 X 12.8 

lll Db 88.6 X 118.7 12.3 X 13.5 
Ill 88.7 X 120.5 12.4 X 13.3 
Ill 88.5 X J 18.7 12.3 X 13.3 
IV 88.8 X J 18.7 i2.2 X 13.2 

V 88.4 X 118.6 12.4 X 13.4 
VI B2 88.6 X 119 12.4 X 13.2 

C3 88.7 X J 18.7 12.3 X 13.6 
B2 88.8 X 119.3 12.4 X 13.6 

St. 

15.3 X 26.7 
15.3 X 20.7 
15.3 X 20.8 
15.3 X 20.7 
15.3 X 20.8 
15.3 X 21 
15.3 X 20.8 
15.3 X 21 
15.3 X 20.8 
15.3 X 20.9 

St. Int. 

3. X 3.8 
3. X 3.6 
3. X 3.6 
3. X 3.6 
3. X 3.6 
3. X 3.6 
3. X 3.6 

3. X 3.6 
3. X 3.6 

B:nd 

6.2-6.3-6.5 
T. 5, B. 4.7-4.8 
T. 4.6, B. 4.7 

4.6 

T. 1.5 x M. 4.6 x 
B. 4.5; PN3 

1909-19l2 Hor. Wmk. T. and B.; Vert CK-N: 

I Bb A2 1909; PN 4(03); Kred. Tip. 1909. (Missing PN 1, 2) (3) 

II 1910; not seen 

III Ad B4 1911; Imprint; Kred. Tip. 1911 G. Vert. BL side, above band, PN 4 (D2) 
Bd 84 1911; Imprint; Kred. Tip. 1911 G. Vert. BL. side above band, PN 8 (H2) 
Ba 84 1911; Imprint None; PN 5 (E3) 
Bb B4 1911; No Imprint, PN 6 (F3) 

1913-1915, Vert. Wmk. Rt. or L.; Vert. CK-N. 

IV Al 1913; PN 2 (85); Wmk. prob. Vert. Rt. V B4C 1915; PN 4 (D2); heavier but couche, 
L. above band. VIA 82 1915; PN 2, 3, 4, Wmk. V. Rt. or L. (PN missing). VIB B4A 1915; 
PN6, 7, 8 (5 missing) 12 mm. below and 25 mm. Rt. or L. of Corner stamp. 

1916 KIOK OP on 7K. Occurs principally on V and VI printings. These have additional PN 
in black for O.P. 

10 Kopek 

1909-1912. During this period, the stamps were coloured a light blue-much deeper than the sky 
blue of the 7 Kop., yet not the deep steel indigo and grey blues of the 1913 to 1922 period. These light 
blues may be said to be a deep azure; milky blue in a proof only. No sheets have bee;i see:, by me and 
the largest pieces I have are blocks of four, and a used block of ten (RRR). It is prob::1ble that PN"s 
existed in this with some sheets bearing imprints for 1909, 1910. 1911 and 1912, but none h,we comi! to my 
knowledge. Hor. Wmk.; Vert. CK-N. 

1913-1922. Also the deeper blue stamps of this and following groups were on vertical edge water
marked paper. Vert. CK-N. 

Sheets with C3, PN 5 and 6 couche, perforated, of a deep blue are known, probably of period. 
Sheets of PN I, 2, 3, 4 and PN 5, 6. 7 and 8 of format C3, are known, printed in blocks with PN I, 2. 3. 
and 4: and of 5. 6, 7 and 8. 

1917--1920. lmpcrforatcs of PN 5 and 6 couchc arc (sheets of PN 6, RRRi also known of this 
period. The sheets described for the 1913-16 period. also C.\tcnded into this period. and po3~ibly into the 
next period of 1920- I 922. The indigo and rarely the ultramarine-indigo appear in late printings only. 

The Berlin forgery: This is on a grey paper-not the dead white of the regular issue. The design 
for the crossed arrows differs in detail, the eagle design is coarser, measures 5 mm. for wing space, whereas 
the regular measures 5.6 mm., and the crown has more white in it. The design above the 10 both right 
and left is sufficiently enough different to distinguish the forgery. There is no chalk-net. Original meas
ures 15.3 x 21 ; fraud 15.2 x 20.7. The "YA., is less pronounced at the centre in the forgery than in the 
original. 
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Dies: Die No. I, occurring both in Essay arid regular printing on CK-N paper, the former a milky 
blue, part of a 4-stamp sheet, both have rosettes vpper left of the word POCHT A. All other dies have 
no rosettes in upper scroll. Die 3 is that regularly in use and has short horizontal strokes below the 10 
on Rt. Die 2 is similar to Die 3 except it has 2 thi~k vertical strokes below the 10 on Rt. Dies 2 and 3 
have short strokes in the inclined white space to the L. of the Rt. side of 10 and to the Rt. of the L. side 
of 10. Die 4, an essay, no CK-N, one stamp on small sheet has no lines in such space, but is otherwise 
like Dies 2 and 3. Die I has these spaces filled with thin lines. Die 2 occurs imperforate and is part of 
a sheet printed on CK-N paper, probably a proof sheet, which occurs only rarely. All of these dies occur 
in the light blues of the early period. 

Colours and shades: 
Pale blue 
Blue 
Deep blue 
Indigo blue 
Steel blue 
Grey blue 

14 Kopek 

1909-1912 
1909-1917 
1913-1922 
1913-1922 
1913-1922 
1913-1922 

Stamps measme 16.~ x 22.5 mm.; st. irit. 1.8 x 2.0 mm. Panes vary fr.~m 89 6-89 ~ Hor. x 119.6-
121 Vert. mm., beinr lorp,est for the imperf. 89. 7 x 121 mm. with G int. 11. x 11 mm ; for oth.::rs G int. 
11.1-11.5 x 11.6-11.7 mm. 

1909-1920, Hor. Wmk. T. & B. : Ym. ~K-N. 

I Cl 1909; Kped. Tip 1909 G. BI; PN 3 (C3) BL; 8-3/8 x 10-13/16 in. CK-N nor: red and blue 
bands. 

II C2 1910?: PN I (D8) red and blue bands; 8-3/8 x 10-3/4 in. 
1913-1916; Vert. Wmk. Rt. or L. Vert. CK-N. 

III AS 1913: no PN, 8-5/8 x 10-15/16 in., Wmk. Rt. 
IV AS 1913; PN 3, (Cl) Couche; 8-5/8 x 10-15/16 in. med. CK-N: (O.P. K2OK). 

V AS 1916; lmperf. some cliches, slightly out of alignment; (O.P. 14 cents China Issue) Prob. Rt. 
Side Sheet, B.l. 

Colours and shades: 
Light blue and rose-carmine 
Blue and rose-carmine 
Deep blue and rose-carmine 
Deep blue and rose-carmine 

15 Kopek 

15 Kopek was one of the most used values. 

1909 
1909-1912 
1913-1917 
1913-1917 

Forgery: The 15 Kopek colour blue is clearly a chemical alteration, and not a proof colour, since 
the ink is clearly distorted by the acid used. 

Measurements are given below for the several printings. It will be noted that the major irregular
ities in spacing and in size of stamps are restricted to VIII, IX, X and XI. IX, X and XI may all be one 
printing. 

No 15 Kopek printings are found on the large CK-N, 9-3/4 x 11-3/4 in . paper. 

1909-1912, Hor. Wmk. T. and B., Vert. CK-N 

I Cl 1909; Kred. Tip. 1909 G: PN 4 (D3). PN I, 2, 3, missing, bands T. and B., brown
purple 6.5, blue 5 mm. alternate. Hor. middle bands 5 mm. brown-lilac. Vert. Middle 
Band brown-blue 5 mm .. L. band 4.5 mm. with Vert. of brown-lilac, broken in two: 
8-3/8 x 10-13/16 in. RR.: CK-N Nor.. Pane 90 Hor. x 120.5 Vert.; G. lnt. 11.3 x 11.7. 
St. 16.5 x 22.4-22.5, St. I nt. 2 x 2 mm. 

II? Cl 1910; not seen. 
Ill Cl 1911; (Block 10), Kred. Tip. 1911 G., BL; No PN?; Brown Lilac, 8-5/8 x 10-15/16 in., 

Hor. CK-N Med., St. 16.5 x 22.5, St. lnt. 1.8 x 2 mm., B. band 5.5 mm. 
IV AS 1912; No PN, 8-5/8 x 10-15/16 in. RRR., Pane 90 Hor. x 120.2 Vert.; G. lnt. 11.3 x 

11.7; St. 16.5 x 22.5; St. lnt. 1.8 x 2 mm., Perf. Comb.; brown-lilac. 
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1913-1917, Vert. Wmk., Rt. or L., Vert. CK-N; second sheet mi5sing 

V AS 1913; No PN; 8-5/8 x 10-15/16 in. CK-N Nor. ; Pane 88.9 Hor. x 120.4 Vert.; G. Int. 
11.3 x 11. 7; St. 16.3 x 16.5 x 22.5; St. Int. 2 x 2 mm.; 2 dots reg after Kop.; dull purple 
and light blue ; Wmk. L. at 20 mm., Perf. Comb. (0.P. 1-1/2 Piastre) 

VIA Aa A4 1915; PN I (A4), slightly diag., 21 mm. below st. 100; Vert. blue bands, Rt. and L., 
8 mm. wide, 8-5/8 x 11 in. Hv. CK-N; Vert. Wmk, prob. Rt. 

VIB 

VIIIA 

B 

IX 
X 

XI 

Ab Pn 2 (85), slightly diag. below st. 100, 21 mm., 8-5/8 x 11 in., Hr. CK-N, Perf. and 
lmperf., Vert. blue bands Rt. and L. 9 mm. wide, 8-5/8 x 11 in. Nor. CK-N 

Ac PN 3 (Cl), slightly diag., below stamp 91, 20 mm., Vert.; blue bands 9 mm. wide, 
Rt. and L.; 8-5/8 x 10-15/16 in. CK-N, Nor; Wmk. Vert. L. 

Ad PN 4 (D2) and blurred, below St. 100, slightly diag. 20 mm., Perf. and lmperf. wide 
Rt. and L. 
Part of same printings as VIA 

A3 Length B. band longer to L below PN 5, blue bands 9 mm. wide, Rt. and L., Brown 
bands on L. 8 mm. M., brown 6 mm. and brown at B. 2mm. Pane 89.6 x 120.7, G. 
lnt. 11 x 12.3 mm., St. 16.3 x 22.6 mm., St. Int. 1.8 x 2 mm. 

AS 1917; PN 3 (Cl) heavy, BL, diag. (a) 18 mm., (b) 23 mm.; 8-5/8 x 10-15/16 in. (PN 
I, 2, 4 missing) 

AS PN 6 (F3) BL diag. 22 mm. 8-5/8 x 10-15/16 in. PN diag. 2 (B2) 23 mm. BI. st. 91, 
60th St. measures 16.6 x 22.5-22.6, PN7 (G2) BL. diag. at 20 mm., St. 91 (PN 5, 8 
missing). 
1917; No PN on irregular settings, part closely spaced; Perf. and lmperf. 
1917; One dot after Kop. of the 34th stamp; lmperf. sheet, (found by L. Glass), 
lmperf. but cut close; St. Int. 2 x 2 mm. 
1917; one dot after Kop. on the 99th stamp, Perf. based on B. Rt. block of 4 (Fohs 
Col.), colour deep red-lilac and blue. 

Colours and shades: 
Dull purple and pale blue 
Brown-claret and blue 
Brown-lilac and light blue 
Brown lilac and light blue, lmperf. 
Red-brown lilac and blue 
Brown lilac and blue 
Dark brown lilac and light blue 
Dark brown lilac and blue 

20 Kopek 

1910-1912 Hor. Wmk. T. and B.; Vert. CK-N 

1909 
1910, 1911 
1913-1917 
1917-1922 
1913-1917 
1913-1922 
1917-1922 
1913-1922 

I C6 1910; Kred. Tip. 1910, BL, 8-5/8 x 10-15/16 in. Med. CK-N 

and 1912 

II C6? 1911; Kred. Tip. 1911, BL., 8-5/8 x 10-15/16 in. (Levant 2 Piastre O.P.) 
1913-1920, Vert. Wmk., Rt. or L.; Vert. CK-N 

III B3 1913; PN I (A2), Vert. Wmk. Vert. L.; 8-5/8 x 10-15/16 in. Hor. Bands T. 4.5, M. 
4.5, B. 4.7 mm. 

IV Cl 1913; (2 Piastres O.P), Wmk Vert. Rt., 8-5/8 x 10-15/16 in. Nor. CK-N, No PN 
V 1913; PN 4 (D2) heavier, longer serif on base, (B. Rt. pane by Fawcett), St. Int. 3 x 3 

mm., PN deep slats on bluish grey-black with Fr. blue. 
We have listed I O sheets with PN 4 either (DI) or badly blurred, which have both considerable 

similarities and differences. We list as normal x absent for :his group in VI (2): 

VI (2) T. L. Pane I, 2, 9, 10, 18, 23 
B. L. Pane 5 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 20 
T. Rt. Pane 8, 10, 11, 15, 24, 25 
B. Rt. Pane 2, I 0, 25 

YI (I) We list as probably an earlier state with PN 4 (DI) clear 
T. L. Pane I, 2, 7, 9, 10, 18, 23 
B. L. Pane 5, 10, 11, 15, 18, 21 
T. Rt. Pane 8 Lx, x; 9, 10, 11, 14, 24. 
B. Rt. Pane 2, 5, 15, 25. 
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YI (3) We list as a late state: 
T. L. Pane 3, 5?, 9, 10, 15, 18, 23 

Some other minor differences also occur. 

YI (4) An O.P. has I present 4? missing, 15 absent on T. L. Also different on T. Rt. BL 
and B. Rt. panes have some stamps covered by O.P. impossible to determine absences. 
Probably a separate state of printing; PN 4 blurred. 

Vil B6b 1917; PN 5 (E4), B. Rt.; Vert. Wmk. Rt.; 8-5/8 x 10-15/ 16 in. CK-N Hr.; Fr. int. 2.75-
3 x 3.25-3.5 mm. 

VIII B6 (8 half sheet only)-No PN, cut close; pane 91.4 x 122.7; Fi. pane 88.3 x 119; Fr. int. 
2.7 x 3 mm., Blue Fr., Carmine C., light blue Bg. 

IX B6b 1917; (?) 8-5/8 x 10-15/16 in., Hr. CK-N (O.P. Odessa Ill); No PN (cut close). 

X C7 1920; PN 5 (El); 9-5/8 x 11-3/4 in . Nor. CK-N; Deep blue Fr.. Carmine C., Light blue 

I 

II 

III 

IV 

V 

YI 

VII 

Vlll 

IX 

X 

Bg. Only one dot missir.g on St. 2; PN heavy but not worn. 

Bg. Pane 

Bg. Pane 

Bg. Pane 

Bg. Pane 
Fr. Pane 

Bg. Pane 
Fr. Pane 

Some 20 Kopek-Measurements in mm. 

PANE 
Hor. Vert. G. !NT. FRAME 

91.6-92 X 121.6-122.3 9 X 10.2 15.2 X 21.2-21.3 

91 X 122 9.2 X 10.2 15.2 X 21.3 

91.5 X 122.2 9.2 X 9.7 15.2 X 21.3 

91.-91.5 X 121.1-122.5 9.5 X 9.5 15.4 X 21.3 

91.6-92.2 X 122.6-122.8 9. X 9.3 
88.7 X 119.6-120.3 

91.4 X 122.7 9.5 X 

88.3 X 119 12.4 X 

(See overleaf for Table of Fawcett Dots-20 kopek) 

(To be continued) 

A BARGAIN IN PHILATELIC LITERATURE 

FR. INT. 

3 X 3 

3 X 3.0 

3 X 3.2 

2.8 X 3-3.3 

3 X 3.5 

2.7 X 3 

One of to-day's problems, as we in the B.S.R.P. find to our cost, is how to publish philatelic literat
ure that can only be expected to interest a small number of collectors, at a reasonable price. Such ventures 
must necessarily recoup the expenditure made, and by and large, most of our publications just about 
break even from the financial aspect. 

Apart from the Journal, the first handbook to be professionally printed under the auspices of the 
Society was nearly ten years ago, when Part I of .. The Postage Stamps of Armenia" went to press. It 
comprised 62 pages of small type, boasted 84 illustrations and 3 maps, and was sold for a modest 7 6 (or 
I.I 5 dollars). Apart from a valuable Historical Introduction, and a thorough examination of the first 
surcharges and overprints of Armenia, there is a lengthy introduction to the interests and problems of 
Armenian philately. 

Copies are still available at the original price, which to-day represents a real bargain, and if you 
haven't read this slim volume, and you are seeking some fresh philatelic field, may we suggest you con
tact the Editor, who will be pleased to supply a copy against your remittance (post free) from the remainder 
of the nine-year old stock. 
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FAWCETT DOTS-20 KOPEK 

PANE STAMP NUMBERS 

No. Print. 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 

Top Left Pane 
X X X X X X X 

II 
III X X X X X X X 
IV X X X X X X 
V 

VI (2) X X X X X 
VII X X X X X X 

VIII 
IX X X X X X X X 
X X 

Bottom Left Pane 
X X 

lI Xxo X X 
III X X X X X 
IV X X X X 
V 

VI (2) X X X X X X X 
VII X X X X X X X 

VIII X X X D X 
IX X X X X X 
X 

~-~=~~':-' 
Top Right Pane 

1 X X X X 
lI 

III X X X X X X 
IV X X X X 
V 

VI (2) X X X X X X 
VII X X X X X X X 

VIII 
IX X OPOP X X X X X 

X 

Bottom Right Pane 
X X 

II 
Ill X X X X 
IV X X D X X X X 
V D X X X 

VI (2) X X X 
VII X X X X X 

VIII X X X 

IX X X X X X 

X 
Abbreviations: D=Dim: OP=Overprint: Covers: X ~0 Missing Fawcett Dots. 
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THE ZEMSTVO GAZETTEER ( continued) 

Fred W. Speers. 
Kreme11clu.g (Poltava Government) 

Stamp Issuing Period: 1875-1915 
Kremenchug, in the southern part of the government, is located on the left (north) bank of the 

Dnieper, 73 miles south west of the city of Poltava. Jt is on the Kharkov-Nikolayev railway and on the 
Moscow-Odessa highway. Across the river from it is its suburb Kryukov. The city, a transportation 
and industrial centre, was also a trading point for salt and linseed oil, for tallow (with Warsaw) and brandy 
(with Kharkov). Its industries included tobacco processing plants, steam flour mills, forges and factories 
for the making of agricultural machinery. Two bridges cross the Dnieper here. 

Kremenchug's population in 1887 was 31,000; by 1897 it had grown to 58,648, including the Kryu
kov suburb. 

The city is believed to have been founded in 1571. By the mid-17th century it had grown to be a 
wealthy and important community. From 1765 to 1789 it was frequently referred to as the ··capital of 
New Russia." 

Stamps: Kremenchug had six issues of stamps appearing in four rather similar designs in which 
its rather plain coat of arms is surrounded by a circle or an oval. The coat of arms design consists of 
two horizontal parallel lines forming a narrow band across its centre. Narrower parallel lines with dots 
between them fill the spaces above and below the centre band. All Kremenchug issues, prior to 1902, 
were lithographed in a single solid colour, usually a shade of brown. Thes'! appeared in several printings, 
some as late as 1913 and 1914. The 1902 issue in black, lilac, rose and blue was markedly similar to the 
contemporary one of Kobelyaki. Three-colour lithographing in shades of black, yellow and blue marked 
Kobelyaki's final issue of stamps. All of this city's stamps were of 3 kopecks in value. 

Lokhritsa (Poltava Government) 

Stamp Issuing Period: 1899-1916. 
Although a relatively small town of about 4.000 population in 1900, Lokhivtsa was the chief town 

in its district in the north central section of Poltava government. It is on the Sula river. which flows 
south to meet the Dnieper. Lokhvitsa, 33 miles west of Gadyach, is situated at the intersection of the 
Kremenchug-Gadyach railway with that of the Kiev-Poltava. The locality itself is a belt between the 
black earth area to the north and the coal mining sector to the south and it is a somewhat sparsely wooded 
steppe region. 

In the 15th century, the area was one favoured by nomadic gypsies as they moved westward into 
what later became Hungary. 

Stamps: Lokhvitsa's stamps appeared in seven principal designs in 17 issues with numerous print
ings with various papers and shadings of inks. Small printing orders with subsequent re-usage of plates 
caused the many printings. All of Lokhvitsa's stamps bore in their designs the picture of a walled tower 
with sloping sides. Atop the tower are flying three flags as if the wind were coming from the right. Except 
for the centre . the design of the city ·s first stamp resembles that of Pereyslavl's issue of 1875. Lokh
vitsa was unique in some of the forms of printing employed, namely, lithography (1899-1910, 1914-1919); 
hectography (1911), and zincography (1911-1912). With the exception of an oval design on green or 
orange paper (1902), Lokhvitsa·s stamps were square or rectangular in format. From 1910 on, the 
designs were characterised by delicately-drawn trees flanking the centre coat of arms. Early stamps were 
solid in colours while later ones employed two colours. Values were I. 2. 3, 5, 6, 10, 15, and beginning 
in 1911, the unusually high value of 50 kopecks. 

L11b11y (Poltava Government) 

Stamp Issuing Period: 1879-1902: 
Lubny, an agricultural community of about 4,000 population in 1900, is near the western boundary 

of Poltava government on the Kiev-Poltava railway. It is on the west bank of the Sula river which flows 
south at this point to join the Dnieper. Lubny was the site of gardens for the raising of herbs and it was a 
livestock breeding centre. 

In the early 18th century it was one of the six Poltava district headquarters town for the Zaporogian 
Cossacks before they lost their independence. 
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Stamps: Lubny had seven issues of stamps appearing in six designs. ln its first issues two some
what similar stamps (a circle erclosed in a rectangle) appeared, one with 5 kopeck value shown and the 
other with no value shown. The latter was for annual subscribers for use of the Zemstvo post. In later 
designs, use of spaces for control numbers became mandatory. Schmidt lists the highest control number 
known in the first such issue as 10,407. In Lubny"s 1893 stamp, lithographed in gold, pale green and black, 
appears its coat of arms-a torch held by an arm outthrust from a cloud. Lubny's final issue was of the 
St. Petersburg "key plate"" Ardatov type. All of Lubny·s issues, except for the one that showed no value, 
were 5 kopecks in value and all were lithographed. 

Pereyaslavl (Poltava Government) 

Stamp Issuing Period: 1871-1915. 

Pereyaslavl lies in the western section of Poltava government, 26 miles south-east of Kiev and at 
the confluence of the Trubezh and Alta rivers five miles north of the Dnieper. Outside the city are three 

. large suburbs which have developed in modern times. Pereyaslavl's principal business activities were 
trading in salt, grains, cattle and horses. Chief manufactured or processed articles of the city were 
tallow, wax, tobacco and shoes. By 1910 Pereyslavl attained a population of 14,609. 

Pereyaslavl (sometimes confused with Pereyaslav in Vladimir government) was founded in 993 
by Vladimir the Great of Moscow. Polish forces which subsequently moved into the area were driven 
out by Zagoprogian Cossacks. In 1628, Pereyslavl was the scene of complete extermination of Polish 
forces there on "Tara's Night," so named after the fierce Cossack, Taras Bulba, immortalised in Nikolai 
Gogol's novel of that name. In I 654, the Cossack hetman, Bogdan Chmielnicki, acknowledged the sup
remacy of Tsar Alexis I over the region in the Pereyaslavl Treaty. 

Stamps: Pereyaslavl was the second Poltava city to issue zemstvos and its 44-year-long usage of 
them was the longest of any city. It emitted 16 issues in nine designs, including several printings par
ticularly in the later issues. Early issues were typographed and later ones lithographed. The first two 
were circular in format somewhat similar to Piriatin's only issue three years earlier; later ones rectangular. 
Early designs were centred about the values (3 and 5 kopecks) but in 1884 a four-storied tower surmounted 
with a crown was introduced. Early stamps were black on coloured papers; the lithographed ones appear 
in two colours, usually shades of red and blue. The postal rate was raised from 3 to 5 kopecks in 1878 
(previously issued stamps being handstamped with the new value) and subsequent issues were all of 5 
kopecks in value. 

Piriatin (Poltava Government) 
Stamp Issuing Period: 1868 

Piriatin, about 80 miles east of Kiev, lies almost in the centre of Poltava Government. It is on 
the Udai river which joins the Sula, one of the tributaries of the Dnieper. Piriatin was served by the 
Kiev-Poltava highway which paralleled the rail lines to the south which joined those two cities. Piriatin 
lay in an agricultural and livestock raising section. Its population was approximately 5,000 in 1868 and 
by 1890 it reached 7,000. 

The city was first mentioned in the I Ith and 12th centuries but the Mongol invasion of 1239-42 
destroyed it (along with Pereyslavl, Lubnim Priluki and Romny) and two centuries passed before its devel
opment was resumed. After two centuries of Polish rule, Piriatin and the other towns passed under Russ
ian control. 

Stamps: Piriatin was one of the earliest cities to issue zemstvo stamps and the duration of its postal 
activity was only about a year. Piriatin issued only one stamp, 3 kopecks in value, in circular format 
,,ith the figure of value in the centre. The type appearing in the rim of the design was handset. It was 
printed in black ink on glazed orange surface-coloured paper. 

Po/tarn (Poltava Government) 
Stamp Issuing Period : 1903-1918. 

Poltava, capital of the government of the same name, lies in the south-east section of its govern
ment. Kharkov lies about 88 miles north-northeast. Poltava, whose population was 53,060 in 1910, 
is built on a high plateau with steep slopes on all sides. Surrounding the city were suburbs inhabited 
largely by Cossacks and, at one locality, by Germans. Poltava's principal industries were flour mills, 
tobacco works, tanneries and the spinning of hem:,. 
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The city dates back to 1174 when it was known as Ltava. It passed from Lithuanian control to 
that of the Tatars who lost it to the Cossack chief, Bogdan Chmielnicki, in the 17th century. Charles XII 
of Sweden threatened to take it from the Russians who had assumed control, but he was decisively defeated 
by Peter the Great on June 27, 1709, in a battle a few miles north-east of the city. In 1918, German forces 
seized the city which a year later was occupied by General Denikin's army and shortly thereafter it came 
under Soviet control. 

Stamps: Poltava was one of the most prolific zemstvo issuing cities, emitting some 151 different 
stamps (including surcharged varieties) during its 15 years of such activity. Six basic designs were used 
in addition to that of the St. Petersburg "key plate," Ardatov type, put into use on two occasions with 
different (13¼ and 11 !) perforations. Poltava's coat of arms appears in the latter and in the design of its 
initial issue. It shows a pyramid surmounted by crossed swords and flags to either side with crossed 
poles. A circular posthorn is on the front face of the pyramid. It is Poltava·s seven-stamp commemor
ative series of 1909, marking the 200th anr.iversary of the Battle of Poltava, which is an unusual con
tribution to the zemstvo field. Pictu_red on its stamps are such scenes as the tomb honouring the 1,345 
Russian soldiers buried there; the .50-foot column recalling the battle (the 5 kopeck value): the house 
where Peter the Great rested after the battle, and Pct;!r himself. In 1912, Poltava issued the only 7emstvo 
stamp done by photolithographic process. It depicts n Ukrainian farm home. 

Priluki (Poltava Government) 

Stamp Issuing Period: 1879-1895. 

Priluki, which lies in the north-west section of Poltava government close to its boundary with that 
of Chernigov, is on the Udai river which flows southerly through Piriatin to join the Sula river. The city, 
which attained about 5,000 population by 1897, is in agricultural and livestock breeding country. In a 
radius of about 50 miles, Pereyaslavl lies to its south-west, Lubny to the south-east and Lokhvitsa to the 
east. Kiev lies about 80 miles west. 

Priluki shared with its neighbouring communities the vicissitudes throu~h the ce.itu:·ies of the Mon
gol invasion, the Cossack fighting and Russo-Polish confiicts. 

Stamps: There were two issues of Pri!uki stamps of similar design, t:1e first apr:~aring in two print
ings and the second in eight. The design is that of the head of a short-hor·icd bull which has been pierced 
with a short sword passing through it from below the animal"s right ear. This appears on a shield with a 
value bar running across its lower part. In the first two printings, there are eleven parallel horizontal 
lines beneath the bar and in the later ones there arc six. Black ink was used on coloured pap.!rs which 
includes shades of rose, blue, brown and violet. All Priluki stamps were 5 kopecks in value. 

Zienkol' (Poltava Government) 

Stamp Issuing Period: 1878-1914 

Zienkov lies in the north-east portion of Poltava government about 46 miles north of the city of 
Poltava and 15 miles west of the eastern boundary of the government with that of Kharkov. The chief 
town of one of Poltava's 15 districts, Zienkov had by 19IO attained a population of 12,200. It lies in one 
of the most fertile agricultural sections of its government. It is on a small tributary of the Vo,skla river. 
Its people engaged in raising berries, bees, tobacco and truck gardening as well as livestock. 

Stamps: Zienkov emitted some 29 issues of stamps utilising 21 principal designs and numerous 
printings of se,·eral of the issues. The initial design, rectangular with figures of value in corners and in 
centre, was similar to that of Pereyaslavl in 1875 (and later copied by Lokh,itsa). The ZicnkO\· designs 
were simple with most of them featuring the figure of value in the cen:rc and many were typc.;ct. leading 
to numerous varieties. In 1893 Zienkov issued a black, blue green and gold lithographed stamp showing 
a formec cross (or cross patteel centred in a shield with one star in each of the two upper corners and 
the lower quarter of a moon below the cross. Except for the city"s name and the cross. the design 
was identical with that of a stamp issued the previous year by Zolotonosha. The same device appeared 
on its St. Peterburg "key plate" (Ardatov type) in 1899 and 1901. Use of gold, silver and bronze inks 
was common in Zienkov stamps printed locally or in Poltava. Only 3 kopeck values were issued prior 
to 1895, but then I and 2 kopeck values were added. 
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Zolotonosha (Poltava Government) 

Stamp Issuing Period: 1880-1918. 

Zolotonosha, which in 1890 had a population of 7,896, lies along the south-west boundary of Polt
ava government about five miles north of the line that divides it with that of Kiev government. The 
town is situated on the Piriatin-Cherkassy railroad in level country of rich and fertile plains. It is on the 
north bank of the Dnieper as it flows easterly. The raising of livestock, particularly sheep, and agricul
ture including the raising of berries and bees formed the chief occupations of the population. The city's 
name is derived from the Russian word "zoloto" for gold. 

Stamps: Zolotonosha had eleven issues of stamps appearing in four principal designs with its final 
issue being of the St. Petersburg "key plate" Ardatov type. In all Zolotonosha stamps, except the last 
issue, a formee cross (or cross pattee) appears in gold. The Zolotonosha cross is distinguished from that 
appearing in the stamps of Zienkov by the fact that between the four arms of the cross line3 of about half 
their length radiate, giving the effect of it being mounted. Zolotonosha's first stamps were small, but the 
later issue, lithographed, were of somewhat larger size. Colo'urs were, in addition to gold, red and green. 
Values were 2, 3 and 10 kopecks. 

(To be continued) 

SOME B.S.R.P. PUBLICATIONS 

"Stamps of the Russian Empire Used Abroad" 

by S. D. TcHILINGHIRIAN and W. S. E. STEPHEN 

(Awarded the Crawford Gold Medal of the Royal Philatelic Society) 

Available in six well illustrated volumes, each of 96 pages:-

Part I: Constantinople, The Danubian Principalities, Bulgaria a:-id Ro:imelia. 

Part II: Black Sea and Aegean Ports, Syria, Palestine, Egypt, Crete, Ship Mail 111 the Levant. 

Part Ill: Persia, The Khanates of Bukhara and Khiva, Sin-Kiang. 

Part IV: Ukyankhai, Mongolia, China Proper, The Lyao-Tung Leasehold. 

Part V: Manchuria, Chinese Eastern Railway. 

Part VI: Ship Mail to Korea and Japan, Russian-America, and Supplement. 

Each Part price 30/- or 4.50 Dollars (U.S.), Postage Free, from Mr. W. S. E. Stephen, 94, High Street, 
Aberlour, Banffshire, Scotland. 

"The Po.1H1f!e Stalllf'S of Armenia" 

by S. D. T,HJl.l:-JGHIRIAN and P. T. ASHFORD 

The following Parts of this work are still available {Part 11, however, is out of print. and no lon~cr 
on sale). 

Part I: The Framed Monograms (62 pages) Price 7 /6 or I. 15 Dollars. 

Part Ill: The HH Monograms (60 pages) Price 20/- or 3.00 Dollars. 
Part IV: The Pictorials (64 pages) Price 27/- or 4.00 Dollars. 
Part V: Check List (16 pages) Price 10/- or 1.50 Dollars. 

All are Postage Free from Mr. P. T. Ashford, 79a, Victoria Road, Warminster, Wiltshire. 
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