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RUSSIAN SHIP MAIL 

We are very pleased to print in this issue two articles on Russian Ship and Riverboat cancellations, 
and routes. Despite the enormous interest invoked by ship cancellations, contributions to B.J.R.P. 
on the subject have been few. Our members S. D. Tchilinghirian and W. S. E. Stephen dealt with the 
ship routes connecting Russian ports with other countries, most admirably in their work "Stamps of 
the Russian Empire Used Abroad," but the internal shipping lines of Imperial Russia seem to have 
escaped the close scrutiny which is certainly their due. 

Mr. Tchilinghirian made an eloquent plea in Journal 38 (page 18) for a series "Ship Mail Chronicle·• 
along the lines of his own splendid "Used Abroad Chronicle," and though as yet, we are unable to com
mence such a feature, it is certainly our wish to include at least one Ship Mail article in each succeeding 
issue. We do, therefore, warmly invite readers to submit contributions-which can be either in the form 
of brief notes, or in the nature of a lengthier treatise-so that the subject can be satisfactorily explored 
in these pages. 

RUSSIAN SHIP AND RIVER BOAT POSTMARKS 

R. S. Blomfield 

In the "Used Abroad" Chronicle-X in No. 37 of the B.J.R.P., Mr. Tchilinghirian made an elo
quent appeal for contributions on Russian ship markings. I am not very knowledgeable on the sub
ject but do have an accumulation of a few types. Accordingly I have made tracings of these and submit 
them herewith in hopes of starting some discussion and other contributions on this neglected subject. 
Of course the ship markings qualifying as "used abroad"' have been well covered by Tchilinghirian and 
Stephen in "Stamps of the Russian Empire Used Abroad" ' and in the "Used Abroad Chronicles" in the 
B.J .R.P. But the domestic lines certainly need covering. To my mind river and lake lines should be 
included as well as the maritime lines. 

l shall now make a few remarks on my items. Figs. 1 to 10 show examples from the Odessa-Batum 
Line. These are different from the types shown on p. 184 of Part II of "Stamps of the Russian Empire 
Used Abroad·' (hereafter referred to as Ref. 1 ). Strangely, among 19 examples (not all different) of the 
markings of this line in my collection, only one is inscribed "Odessa-Batum" (Fig. 7). All the rest are 
for the opposite run . It would seem they should run about 50-50 as all mine were just picked out of large 
mixtures of stamps. Fig. I was drawn from partial strikes on a 7k. 1879 and a 2k. 1883. and shows the 
serial --1.-- Fig. 2 also has a serial 'T' but in smaller figures. the year date is larger and without serifs 
and the posthorns are much wider, out to out. [t is on a 7k, 1889. Fig. 3 shows serial "2"" and is from 
partial strikes on a 7k., 1883 and a 3k., 1889. There is a posthorn ornament at the 
bottom but my examples do not show it clearly enough to draw in. Fig. 4 corresponds to Fig. OB-2 
in Ref. I but is for the reverse run. The posthorns are. however wider. out to out. The illustration is 
made from partial strikes on a 7k .. 1883 and a 1 k., 1889, with dates of 1887 and 1895. 
Figs. =-- 6 and 7 show the serial "4.'' Figs. 5 and 7 are from partial strikes on 7k.. 1879 and seem to 
correspond. though the ''4"s differ in size. rig. 6 is from 2-2k .. 1889 on piece. The year date is much 
larger than in Figs. 5 and 7. As mentioned before. Fig. 7 shows the only Odessa-Batum direction in 
my collection. 

Figs. 8, 9 and 10 are the general type of Fig. 08-4 in Ref. I. but for the opposite run. Fig. 8 is 
from partial strikes on a 7k .. 1889 and a 3k ., 1902. A 5k., 1889 bears the strike in Fig. 9. and Fig. 10 
is on a 3k .. 1889. I have an oval type similar to Fig. OB-5 in Ref. 1, but for the Batum-Odessa run, on 
a pair of :.Ok., 1909-12 and a 7k. Romanov. Both of these are not clear enough to make a good tracing. 

Figs. 11 and 12 are perhaps from an Odessa-Kherson Line. ''PAR-·· at the top of Fig. 11 is obvi
ously the start of "PAROKHOD'' (Steamship) and "KHEf~--- is probably "KHERSON."" The second 
port may be Odessa but could be some other. This partial strike is on a 3k., 1883. Fig. 12 may not 
be a ship marking at all, but might just be a normal postmark where "KHERSo-·• in full would be Kher
son G . <Guberniya). Odessa being in this Government District. My example is on a I k .. 1889. 

BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY No. 39 Page 3 



Figs. 13 and 14, I believe are Volga River boat markings of a KAZAN-ASTRAKHAN and vice 
versa line. These towns seem unlikely terminals of a railway line, as my map show no lines connecting 
them, except in a very roundabout way. Fig. 13 is on an 8k., 1875 and probably reads: 
"ASTRAKHAN-KAZAN" with an ornament at the bottom. There may be three towns in Fig. 14, 
or possibly it might read " PAROKHOD-KAZAN-ASTRAKHAN." If there are three towns, the 
marking might read: "KAZAN-SYZRAN-ASTRAKHAN." My partial example is on a 3k., 1889 so 
the date may be 1889 or 1899. 

Fig. 15 must also be a river boat marking as the word at the top must surely be" PAROKHOo: · 
''RYBIN-" is most likely Rybinsk. At first I thought this was a lake boat marking as the modern maps 
show a large lake or reservoir above Rybinsk on the Volga River. But my old 1910 map shows no such 
reservoir. So it must have been a river route. The other terminus of the run would follow Rybinsk 
but I don't know what it might be. My example is on a 7k., 1902. 

I am afraid my article has not been too informative, but I hope it will serve to elicit articles from 
those who have much more knowledge of the subject. Can anyone answer the questions I have raised? 

SHIP MAIL ROUTES OF IMPERIAL RUSSIA 1876/1902 
The following data has been compiled by Dr. N . V. Luchnik from the official lists of Post Offices 

for the years 1876, 1893 and 1902. It seems clear that ship mail routes were frequently changed, and there
fore information taken from lists of Post Offices of other years could well be slightly different. 

Three tables are given:-
(1) A listing of routes which transported mail on Rivers and Lakes; 
(2) A listing of sea routes which similarly carried mail ; 

and (3) A list of steamer piers on the Volga and Kama which accepted ordinary correspondence, 
with the pier number that appeared on the cancellation. This information is taken from the official 
handbook of 1876. 

Abbreviations in the column "Type of Mail" appearing in Tables 1 and 2 are :-
0 - ordinary mail (Prostaya) 
R = Registered mail (Zakaznaya) 
A = All types of mail. 

Some of the designations of routes given in the handbooks are not always clear, and the possib
ility of minor errors cannot be ruled out. 

TABLE 1 
RIVER AND LAKE ROUTES BY WHICH MAIL WAS CONVEYED 
Rivers and 
Lakes 

Aa 
Amu-Darya 

Amur 
Baikal 
Belaya 
Volga 

Volkhov 

Dnepr 

Don 
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Postal Routes 

Mitava-Annenburg 
(a) Tchardzhui-Petroaleksandrovsk 
(b) Tchardzhui-Termez 
(see Shilka) 
Listvennitchnoe-Mysovaya 
Piyanyii Bor-Ufa 
(a) Rybinsk-Astrakhan 

Type of 
Mail 

0 
A 
A 

Recorded 
for years 

1893, 1902 
1902 
1902 

A 1893, 1902 
0 1876 
A 1876, 1893, 1902 

(In 1876 the route is split up 
and Novgorod-Kazan) 

into Kazan-Astrakhan ; N. Novgorod-Rybinsk. 

(b) Rybinsk-Tver O 1876, 1893, 1902 
Gostnopole-Volkhovskaya A 1893 
Novaya Ladoga-Dubovka A 1902 
(a) Kiev-Ekaterinoslav O 1876, 1893, 1902 
(In 1876 the route is split up into Kiev-Krementchug and Krementchug-Ekater
inoslav) 
(b) Kherson-Aleksandrovsk 
(c) Kiev-Tchernobyl 
Azov-Rostov 

A 
0 and R. 
A 

1893, 1902 
1902 
1893, 1902 
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Zeya 
lrtysh 
Kama 

Lake Ladozhskoe 
Lena 
Mologa 
Neva. 
Lake Dadozhskoe 
Svir and 
Lake Onezhskoe 
Neman 
Oka 

Lake Onezhskoe 
Ob. lrtysh and Tom 
Petchora 
Pskovskoe and 
Lake Tchudskoe 
Svir 

Sviyaga 
Sev. Dvina 
Suifun 
Syas 
Tom 
Unzha 

Ussuri 
Khanka 
Lake Tchudskoe 
Sheksha 
Shilka, 
Amur, 
Ussuri and 
Lake Khailka 

TABLE 2 

Blagovetschensk-Zeya 
(see Ob) 
(a) Kazan-Perm 
(b) N. Novgorod-Perm 
(c) Perm-Tcherdyn 
(see Neva) 
Ust-Kut-Yakutsk 
Rybinsk-Besegonsk 
(a) S. Petersburg-Shlisselburg 
(b) S. Petersburg-Domozhirovo 
(c) S. Petersburg-Ust-lzhora 
(d) S. Petersburg-Petrozavodsk 
Kovno-Urburg 
(a) N. Novgorod-Elatma 
(b) Ryazan-Kasimov 
(see Neva) 
Tobolsk-Tomsk 
U st-Tsy lma-Pustozersk 

Pskov-Derpt 
Sviritsa-Domozhirovo 
(see Takzhe Neva) 
Kazan--Sviyazhsk 
Arkhangelsk-Velikii Ustug 
Vladivostok-Pazdolnoe 
Novaya Ladoga-Koltchanovo 
(see Ob.) 
Urbevets-Malougory 
U rbevets-Makarev 
(see Shilka) 
(see Shilka) 
(see Pskovskoe oz.) 
Ry binsk-Belozersk 
(a) Sretensk-Nikolaevsk 
(b) Khabarovsk-Kamen Pybolov 

A 

A 
A 
A 

A 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
A 
0 
0 

A 
A 

A 
A 

A 
A 
A 
0 and R. 

0 
0 

0 
A 
A 

1893, 1902 

1876, 1893 
1902 
1876 

1902 
1893. 1902 
1876 
1893, 1902 
1876 
1876 
1876, 1893, 1902 
1876 
1876 

1893, 1902 
1902 

1902 
1902 

1893, 1902 
1902 
1893, 1902 
1902 

1876 
1893, 1902 

1876, 1893, 1902 
1893, 1902 
1893, 1902 

LIST OF SEA ROUTES BY WHICH MAIL WAS CONVEYED 
Type of 

Seas Postal Routes Mail 
Recorded 
for years 

Baltic Sea 
and Gulf of 
Finland 

Caspian Sea 

(a) S. Petersburg-Kronshtadt O 1876, 1893, 1902 
(bl Oranienbaum-Kronshtadt A 1893. 1902 
(c) Riga-Arensburg O and R. 1902 
(d) Riga-Vindava O and R 1902 
(e) Libava-Vindava O and R. 1902 
(a) Astrakhan-Astrabad A 1876 
(b) Astrakhan-Krasnovodsk A 1876, 1902 
(c) Astrakhan-Uzun Ada A 1893 
(d) Astrakhan-Baku A 1893, 1902 
(e) Baku-Enzeli A 1893, 1902 
(f) Baku-Meshedesser A 1893, 1902 

(in 1893 via Uzun-Ada; in 1902 via Krasnovodsk; Tchikishlyar: Astrabad). 
(g) Krasnovodsk-Uzun-Ada A 1893 
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White Sea 

Black Sea 
Sea of Azov. 
etc. 

Far East 

(a) Arkhangelsk-Kem 
(b) Arkhangelsk-Kola 

A 
A 

1876, 1893. 1902 
1875, 1893. 1902 

(c) Arkhangelsk-Varde and Varze 
(Norvegiya) A 1893, 1902 

(d) Arkhangelsk-Kuzomen A 1902 
(e) Aleksandrovsk-Finmanskii O and R. 1902 
(a) Odessa-Nikolaev O in 1876; A in 1893, 
(b) Odessa-Constantinopol O 1876, 
(c) Odessa-Aleksandriya O 1876, 
(d) Odessa-Poti A 1876 
(e) Kertch-Eisk A 1876 
(f) Odessa-Nikopol A 1876 

1902 
1893. 1902 
1893. 1902 

(g) Sevastopol-Constantinopol O 1893, 1902 
(h) Odessa-Batum A 1893, 1902 
(i) Odessa-Kherson A 1893, 1902 
(j) Odessa-Skadovka A 1902 
(k) Odessa-lzmail O 1902 
(I) Kertch-Taganrog A 1893 
(m) Kertch-Taman A 1893, 1902 
(n) Kertch-Rostov A 1902 
(o) Eisk-Rostov A 1902 
(p) Ovidiopol-Akkerman A 1893, 1902 
(a) Nikolaevsk-Khankou A 1893 
(b) Vladivostok-Okhotsk A 1893 
(c) Okhotsk-Petropavlovskii Port A 1893 
(d) Vladivostok-Sakhalin A 1893,1902 
(e) Nikolaevsk-DeKastpi A 1893 
(f) DeKastpi-Sakhalin A 1893 
(g) Vladivostok-Port Arthur A 1902 
(h) Vladivostok-Shanghai A 1902 
(i) Vladivostok-Pose! A 1902 
(j) Vladivostok-Mangutchai A I 902 
(k) Mangutchai-Slavyansk A 1902 
{I) Vladivostok-Gankauzy and Shkotov A 1902 
(k) Vladivostok-Nakhodka A 1902 

Also to be listed is the routing of the Volunteer Fleet, carrying mail from Odessa-Vladivostok 
(All types of mail; 1893 and 1902). 

TABLE 3 
A list of steamer piers on the Volga and Kama which accepted ordinary correspondence. and 

identifying numbers. 

A. KAZAN-SARATOV-ASTRAKHAN 

Kazanskaya 
Bogorodskaya 
Tetushskaya 
Simbirskaya 
Sengileevskaya 
Novodevitchya 
Stavropolskaya 
Samarskaya 
Ekaterinovka 
Syzranskaya 
K valynskaya 
Alekseevka 
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No. 
I Balashovskaya 
2 Volskaya 
3 Ekaterinoshtadtskaya 
4 Saratovskaya 
5 Nizhnie-Bannovskaya 
6 Kamishinskaya 
7 Dybovskaya 
8 Tsaritsynskaya 
9 Sareptskaya 

10 Tcherno-Yarskaya 
11 Enotaevskaya 
12 Astrakhanskaya 

No. 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
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B. KAZAN-PERM 
Kazanskaya Pyano-Borskaya 
Bogorodskaya 2 Nikolo-Berekhovskaya 
Laishevskaya 3 Sarapulskaya 
Murzikha 4 Ust-Retchinskaya 
Rybno-Slobodskaya 5 Osinskaya 
Tchistopolskaya 6 Okhanskaya 
Sokolka 7 Nytvinskaya 
Elabuzhskaya 8 Permskaya 
Tchelninskaya 9 

c. STEAMERS PLYING BETWEEN NlZHNlE NOVGOROD AND RYBLNSK 

Nizhnie Novgorod 
Balakhna 
Gorodets 
Katunki 
Putchezh 
Urevets 
Kineshma 
Pies 
Kostroma 
Nikolo-Babaevskii Monastery 
Yaroslavl 
Romanov 
Rybinsk 

THE MYSTERY OF P.33; P.38, P.35 .... 
Michel Liphschutz and Charles Godard 

No. No. 
I 13 
2 12 
3 11 
4 IO 
5 9 
6 8 
7 7 
8 6 
9 5 

10 4 
11 3 
12 2 
13 I 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 

Researches recently carried out in the archives of Postal Ministry in Paris, have permitted us to 
determine with certainty the meaning of the postal markings, P.33, P.35, P.38, P. 41, etc., that we find on 
the mail coming from Russia and transited via Prussia. 

The purpose of this article is to share with the readers of B.J .R.P. this information, which we hope 
will end the controversies that these markings have occasioned among collectors. 

In the last century, the postal routes by land between Russia and France had mainly to pass via 
Prussia. In this way, quite naturally, special arrangements had to be made in the postal conventions 
to regulate administrative and financial questions. 

We mention the conventions (amongst others) of 16 July, 1817 and 26 March, 1836 with their 
appendices of December, 1836 and February, 1837. The only point to note is the requirement concern
ing the letters, the postal tax of which was entirely paid at the departure. These letters had to be can
celled from Feb., 1837 with the marking P.D. (Paye jusqu'a Destination) instead of the marking P.P. (Port 
Paye), used before. 

The organisation of transit through Prussia was regulated by Postal Conventions between 
the King of France. Louis Philippe, and the King of Prussia on 12 August, 1847. 

Article No. 20 stipulated that the letters could be sent from Russia to France and from France 
to Russia paid either at the departure or at delivery. 

We will specially study the case of letters unpaid at the departure. For the letters coming from 
France and Algeria and destined for Russia or Poland, Prussia had to pay to France IF 60 per 30 grammes 
of net weight. This amount was required to compensate for the postal expenses up to the Prussian 
border. 

On the other hand, for the mail originating from Russia and Poland to France and Algeria. France 
had to pay to Prussia 3F 80 per 30 grammes of net weight. This higher amount included the Russian 
tax and the transit tax through Prussia. At the arrival the addressee had to pay a sum including all the 
above expenses plus the tax from the French border. The total amount was rather high. 
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These regulations were applied as well to the mail totally unpaid by the sender, and to the letters 
with the marking "Porto" or manuscript "Porto." It meant that the sender had paid the Russian tax 
up to the Prussian border. 

We found covers of 1851 with the inscription "10 kopeks" following the marking "Porto." 
An additional convention was signed on 19 April, 1853 between the King of Prussia and Emperor 

Napoleon Ill. This document gave details for the postal marking to be used on letters coming from 
Prussia and in particular made use of the marking "Aus Russland" official, which already was used more 
or less regularly from the 1850 and even before this date. This marking had to be applied at the Prussian 
border. 

The development of the mail between different countries necessitated a total revision of the exist
ing Postal Conventions, so a new Postal Convention was signed between France and Prussia on 21 May. 
1858 coming into force on 1 July, 1858. 

For unpaid letters coming from Russia and Poland and addressed to France and Algeria, France 
had to pay to Prussia 77.5 centimes per each 15 grammes. The article 22 gave following instructions: 

"The Prussian Exchange Offices have to mark in black ink on the mail described in the above 
accounts under the articles 34 to 42 of the Prussian credit a marking with the letter P (Prussia) followed by 
the number of the account article." 

The number for letters coming from Russia and Poland and addressed to France and Algeria was 
No. 35. (The catalogue of Postal Stamps of the Russian Empire published in 1964 by the "Cercle Philat
elique France-U.R.S.S." has already mentioned (page 23) these administrative regulations). So from 
1 July, 1858 we can find the marking P.35, on the letters addressed to France and Algeria. 

When the letters were not addressed to France and Algeria but only transited through France 
the number of the account was 41 and the marking P.41. On the 9 July, 1861 an additional convention 
was established with use as of 1 January, 1862. The amount to pay by France to Prussia remained the 
same (77.5 centimes per each 15 grammes), but the numbers of the accounts were modified. 

For unpaid letters from Russia and Poland addressed to France and Algeria the number of account 
became P.33, and for those only transited through France: P.38. 

This way of proceeding lasted till 1 January, 1866, when a new additional convention was signed. 
For unpaid letters coming from Russia and Poland, and addressed to France and Algeria the 

number of account became P.38 and for those transited via France: P.45. 
We have on purpose limited our article to explain the "P" postal marking concerning the mail 

from Russia; but other numbers exist for the mail coming to France from other countries through Prussia, 
or transited via France. So during the first period (1 July, 1858-31 December, 1861) the numbers are 
P.30 to P.36 for France and P.37 to P.42 for transit. 

During the second period (1 January, 1862-31 December, 1865) the numbers are P.29 to P.34 
for France and P.35 to P.39 for transit. 

During the third period (1 January, 1866-1870) the numbers are P.34 to P.41 for France and P.42 
to P.48 for transit. 

We can summarise the rules concerning the mail coming through Prussia from different countries 
in the following table: 

1/7/1858 to 31/12/1861 
I /1 / 1862 to 31/12/1865 
1/1/1866 to 1870 

Mail destined for 
France and Algeria 

P.30 to P.36 
P.29 to P.34 
P.34 to P.41 

Mail transited 
via France 

P.37 to P.42 
P.35 to P.39 
P.42 to P.48 

As for the mail coming from Russia and Poland we can summarise the rules in the following table: 
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1/1/1858 to 31/12/1861 
1/1/1862 to 31/12/1865 
1/1/1866 to 1870 

Mail destined for 
France and Algeria 

P.33 
P.35 
P.38 

Mail transited 
via France 

P.41 
P.38 
P.45 
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These rules were regularly applied till the end of 1869. but occasionally we find the P.38 up to 1871, 
and we even know a cover of April, 1872 from Saint-Petersbourg to Nuits (Cote d"Or) still bearing P.38. 

Transit markings P.41, P.38 and P.45 appear to be extremely scarce. We know only a few items 
of P.41 and to our knowledge no examples of P.38 (as transit marking of the second period) and P.45 
are so far recorded. Maybe the readers of B.J.R.P. will now find some in their collections? 

A FORGERY OF THE IMPERIAL ARMS TYPE 10K. ( IMPERFORATE) 
H. G. L. Fletcher 

1917.-lOk. blue, imperf. S.G . 160. 
Genuine 

l. Typographed on fine wove paper. 
2. Intersecting chalk lines on surface. 
3. Size 15½ x 21 ½mm. 

4. Tail of eagle far from thunderbolts. 
5. Mouthpieces of horns visible. 

Postal Forgt!ry? 
Litho on very coarse thin wove paper. 
Uneven wash on surface. 
Size I 5¼ x 20!mm. 
Central oval and eagle narrower. 
Tail nearly touches thunderbolts. 
No mouthpieces visible. 

6. One small and two larger white pearls below 
"YTO." 

Two large white pearls with white comma between. 

7. Solid rectangular patch in middle of scroll Five lines in centre of left scroll, three lines in 
left and right of eagle's heads. right. 

8. Lettering fairly clear. Lettering ragged especially in lower tablet. 
My thanks are due to Dr. Wortman in confirming this to be a Forgery and also agreeing with me 

in the points of difference. So far there is no evidence to prove this to be a postal forgery but it seems 
unlikely, desp•te its comparative scarcity, that it would have been forged to defraud the collector. 

It would be very interesting if any member could find used copies of this forgery with clear can
~ellations and thus confirm that it was produced to defraud the post, if the cancellations were clear enough 
to ascertain the date and place of usage. 

(Enlarged photographs of genuine and forged stamps are reproduced in the centre pages. The 
forged example was found in the collection of the late J. W. Fawcett). 

BUGULMA CONTROLS 

C. C. Handford 

These control numbers were overprinted on Bugulma Zemstvo stamps for use in the 38 Branch 
Offices. Those without overprint were used in the Head Office. 

Where two numbers appear on a stamp, it indicates a transfer from one Branch Office to another. 
Twenty such varieties have been recorded and others may be added as research continues. No copies 
have yet been found showing more than one transfer. The overprint was done by handstamp. two types 
being used. 

I. ABDIKEEVSK 
., ASNAKEEVSK 
3. ALEXANDROVSK 
4. ALKIEVSK 
5: ALMETEVSK 
6. BABLINSK 
7. BOGOYAVLENSK 
8. BORISKINSK 
9. BORISOBL YENSK 

10. VARVARINSK 
11. VERKHEKARMALSK 
12. DOBRINSK 
13. DYMSK 
14. ELISAVETINSK 

20 . 
21. 
22. 

MENSELlBASHEVSK 
MlKUUNSK 
MORDOVSK-AFONKINSK 

23. - IVANOVSK 
24 ,. -KARMALSK 
25. NIJN[-TSERSCHELINSK 
26. NOVO-NADlROVSK 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 

.. -PISMY ANSK 
SALICHOVSK 
SUMAROKOVSK 
SPASSK 
SPIRIDONOVSK 
STERLIT AMAKASK 
SCHODNEVSK 
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15. IVANOVSK 34. TIMYASHEVSK 
16. KARATREVSK 35. TUMUTUKOVSK 
17. KOSTJUKINSK 36. CHEKANSK* 
18. KRYASHLINSK 37. CHETIRLINSK* 
19. KUSAlKINSK 38. SHENTALINSK 

* Also given as TSCHEKANSK and TSCHETIRLINSK in German Text 

"USED ABROAD" CHRONICLE-XII 
S. D. Tchilinghirian 

This 12th instalment covers some of the material communicated up to mid-September, 1966. This 
includes at least one fresh discovery of major importance. 
(l) STAMBOUL 

Sub-Type 1B of this Branch Office was illustrated in incomplete form in Part VI (Fig. 720, page 
508) from an example in the collection of E. G. Peel. Mr. G. T. Houston communicated the hitherto miss
ing left half of this large marking, which is now illustrated in complete form in Fig. 207. Mr. Houston·s 
example is in VIOLET, a new colour for this Sub-Type (Mr. Peel's copy was in Blue). 
(2) DARDANELLES 

Russian "Used Abroad" specialists must be well-aware of the great rarity of XIXth century 
material from this very small port. In fact, the early history of this Russian P.O. is almost unknown 
and when covering it in Part II, the authors had to limit themselves to a short statement that "according 
to Prigara, the ROPIT Postal Agency in this port was already in existence by 1870." Nothing fresh 
turned up in the ten years that have elapsed since, but Mr. M. Rayhack has now submitted a 20k. RO PIT 
stamp, of the so-called 1866 issue, horiz. laid, with the cancellation in Standard Type "X .. illustrated in 
Fig. 208, which can be hailed as a major discovery. 

Evidently, this date-stamp must have been the earliest type issued to this office, which was not 
among those with cancellers in Standard Type "W"' (name preceded by "PORT") in 1862. The date 
showing on Mr. Rayhack's example is 1 July, 1868, but the stamp on which it appears had first been issued 
in April, 1865, and had actually been superseded in May, 1868, by the normal stamps of Russian Levant 
in the numeral type (although the stamp in question was still valid for postage). The conclusion to be 
drawn is that the Dardanelles office had been opened earlier than 1868, perhaps as far back as 1865. well 
before the date of 1870 indicated by Prigara. 

While extending congratulations to Mr. Rayhack on this magnificent find, this writer will express 
the hope that it may be followed before long by further discoveries allowing to complete the history of 
this little-known office before the l 900's. 
(3) SMYRNA 

Dr. V. Stoyanoff kindly communicated a rather unusual type of Forged Ca11cel/atio11 from this 
office, which i.s illustrated in Fig. 209. As will be noticed, this forgery is not really an attempt to imitate 
any of the genuine date-stamps of Smyrna, and it displays in particular a curved year at bottom. quite 
unlike any canceller used by Russian P.O.'s in the Levant. 

This forged cancellation appears on a faked cover, where it is applied on a 10k. stamp bearing a 
presumably forged surcharge of the large, thin figure "7'' listed by Gibbons as Nos. 37a/37b, genuine 
examples of which are believed to have been used by the Beirut office only. 

It is probable that this faked cover was produced before the turn of the century, and the only aim 
of the forger in manufacturing this spurious date-stamp may have been to cancel the forged large, thin ··r 
surcharges, and selling these on cover at high prices to specialists of the period. As no one knew much 
about cancellations in those years, it is not surprising that neither the forger nor his victims took care 
to ascertain that the stamp was cancelled with a type of date-stamp corresponding to the genuine ones 
then in use. 
(4) SHIP MAIL IN THE LEVANT 

The Egyptian PLEINE MER markings applied in the I 890's on uncancelled ship mail arriving 
at Egyptian ports, were listed in Part II (page 189) under PORT-SAID, on the basis of evidently incom
plete information then in the possession of the authors. [n the intervening years, the history of these 
markings has been further investigated, not only by members of our Society, but also by other author
itative bodies, such as the Egypt Study Circle of London, this latter even arranging for a joint meeting 
where Dr. Wortman represented the B.S.R.P. 
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At this meeting, all present agreed that a letter-card in the collection of Dr. Wortman, with the 
imprinted 10k. vignette of Russian Levant cancelled with the boxed PLEINE MER, had in fact been 
received at ALEXANDRIA. 

Mr. M. Liphschutz has now submitted another large fragment, bearing the imprint of the Credit 
Lyonnais, Odessa, and addressed to a Mr. C. P. Tiberio at Alexandria. This letter must have been mailed 
on board a ROPIT ship, as it is franked with a pair of the 10k. Levant, 1890 re-issues, both stamps being 
cancelled with the boxed PLEINE MER reproduced in Fig. 210. There is another impression of this 
marking alongside, and the arrival date-stamp of the Egyptian P.O. of Alexandria on the back, dated 
24. X. 97, all in the same ink. This fresh document confirms the findings of the joint E.S.C.-B.S.R.P. 
meeting referred to above. 

It is thus evident that a PLEINE MER marking in the boxed type was used during the I 890's by 
the Egyptian P.O. of ALEXANDRIA, its characteristics being as shown in Fig. 210. 

Apart from this, readers should note that still another boxed PLEINE MER marking was in use 
at SUEZ. being recorded and illustrated by the French author R. Salles in Part II of his magnum opus 
"La Poste Maritime Francaise," published in 1962 (Fig. 971, page 313). This was a distinctly narrower 
frame with rounded corners, but has not yet been recorded on Russian stamps. 

As regards the unboxed PLEINE MER illustrated in Part II for PORT-SAID under Fig. 282. 
readers were already advised in Part VI (page 558) that a similar marking-I mm. shorter owing to a 
narrower "M"-was in use at the Egyptian P.O. of SUEZ. This Suez type had then been recorded on 
a 10k. Russian stamp franking a letter sent by Theodor & Rawlins of Hankow (coll. K. Adler). A second 
example of this Suez marking is now known, Mr. Liphschutz having acquired another letter from Hankow 
to London, franked this time with a 20k. Russia, 1889 issue, a fresh addition to the Check-List. On 
the back, the transit date-stamp of Suez is dated 28.Vl.94 (same year as the Adler cover). 

Mr. Liphschutz also notified the following Russian stamps with cancellations of ships of the Aus-
trian Lloyd, all fresh additions to the Check-Lists: 

s/s Carilllhia in Violet on !Ok. Romanov, dated 17.VUI.14 
s/s Carniolia in Violet, on 2k. Romanov, dated VII.14 
s/s Graz in Violet on 3k. Romanov, dated 18.X.13 
s/s Styria in deep Blue on lk. Romanov, dated 16.Xl.13. 

The types of the cancellations are those illustrated in Fig. 235, 236, 215 and 249 respectively in 
Part U of "Austrian Post Offices Abroad." 

(5) BASE FIELD POST OFFICE No. 243 

The date-stamp of Base F.P.O. No. 243, as in Fig. 21 I, has been communicated by Mr. W. 
Frauenlob, but further evidence is required before this marking can be definitely attributed to the 
Caucasian front. 

(6) NEW BUKHARA 

Mr. Liphschutz secured a 7k. letter-card sent from New Bukhara to Mulhouse (then in Germany) 
on 6.3.14, the franking being completed by a 3k. 1909 adhesive. The vignette and the stamp are can
celled with the hitherto unrecorded Sub-Type 2D of this office, with serial "ghe". now illustrated in Fig. 
212. 

(7) KARSHI 

Mr. Liphschutz advises that the well-known Blekhman collection, in Moscow, contains a Tele
graph Money Order form franked with 3JR. 1902, 15k. and IR. 1909, all cancelled with the serial "a" 
date-stamp of this office illustrated in Fig. 60 (B.J.R. P. No. 30), dated 19.4.12. All but the 1 R. are fresh 
additions to the Check-List. 

(8) KULDJA 
A further date-stamp in Standard Type "L," with serial "be," but clearly different from Sub-Type 

7B (Fig. 409, Part II[), has been notified by Mr. R. S. Blomfield, and is illustrated in Fig. 213. 
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(9) PORT-ARTHUR 
A further type of the bilingual date-stamps used at this port during the Soviet Occupation (1945-

1955) has been communicated by Mr. W. H. Adgey-Edgar, and is illustrated in Fig. 214. It differs from 
Fig. 554 in Part IV (page 383) in having the star above the date, and the serial number (in this case "3") 
under it. The complete impression supplied will also acquaint readers unfamiliar with the Chinese lan
guage, with the Chinese rendering of the name of this town. The two characters at top left read LYU
SHUN (Chinese name of Port-Arthur), and should help identify further markings, where the bottom 
part containing the name in Russian may be missing. It is hardly necessary to repeat here that, during 
this period of Soviet Occupation, cancellations of Port-Arthur are very elusive, in contrast with the early 
1900's, where they are much commoner than those of Dalny. 

( 10) KHARBIN 
A very damaged date-stamp of this office, in Type 4-but different from Type 4G illustrated in 

Fig. 600 in Part V-is illustrated in Fig. 215 by courtesy of Mr. Frauenlob. The serial letter being "zhe:· 
and the date 4.3.07, this is evidently a predecessor of Fig. 600. The example submitted is in VIOLET~ 
a rare occurrence in the case of this large office. 

(11) J>OGRANICHNA YA 
The Censorship markings of this office, with serial "No. 2" and "No. 3" respectively, were listed in 

Part V (page 448). The hitherto missing "No. 1 ·· (Sub-Type 4A) has now been discovered by Mr. B. Pritt, 
and proves to be in an entirely different type, as illustrated in Fig. 216. 

(12) CHINESE EASTERN RAILWAY 
· The following fresh Sub-Types have been communicated : 

Line 263: oval in Type 2E, with serial "de," notified by Mr. G. H. Torrey on a 3k. stationery postcard 
(Fig. 217) ; 
Line 266: single-circle in Sub-Type IB, with serial "2," notified by Mr. Blomfield in the form of a transit 
marking on the back of a letter mailed at Yingkow (Fig. 218). 

BUKHARA RAILWAY ROUTES 
W. S. E. Stephen 

When Part Ill of "Stamps of the Russian Empire Used Abroad" was written, the authors had to 
rely on the information then available (1957 /58). Since then, considerable research has been undertaken, 
and thanks to the efforts of Dr. Luchnik it is now possible to list further two lines. 

[nspection of official documents of the Imperial Postal and Telegraph Department supply evi
dence of the existence of two additional railway lines operating in Bukhara during the period 1916-1920. 
These lines are now shown on modern maps, and were known to the authors at the time the books were· 
being written, but the period of construction of the lines was unknown, it being assumed they had been 
built after the Emirate had been incorporated in the Soviet Union. 

From the 2nd February, 1916, a new line of the length of 274 Km. was introduced, the route num
bers allocated being 345/346. Line 345 KAGAN-SAMSONOV, 346: SAMSONOV-KAGAN (cir
cular of the P & T Dept. No. 22 of 12/2/1916). The stations were as follows:-

(1) KAGAN (6) KARSHI 
(2) EMIRABAD (7) NCSHAN 
(3) KARAUL-BAZAR (8) TALIMARDZHAN 
(4) MURABEK (9) SAMSONOV 
(5) KASSAN 

From the 1st September, 1916 this line was extended for another 216 Km. to reach TERMEZ 
(circular No. 103 of 20/9/16). The stations from SAMSONOV to TERMEZ being:-

( 9) SAMSONOV (14) POST-KELIF 
(10) BURGUCHl (15) BALDIR 
(11) AKKUM (l6J NAUSHAKHR 
(12) CHARSHANGU (17) TERMEZ 
(13) KELIF 
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From the same date (same circular) a new line ( 122 Km.) was opened with route number 137 / 138, 
KARSHl-KITAB, the following being the intermediate stations:-

()) KARSHI (4) KAMASHI 
(2) MANG ULSH (YANGI-KENT) (5) YAKKABAG 
(3) GUZAR (6) KlTAB 

The above information is of a completely unexpected nature, as it is well known that Route 137/138 
was allocated to VLADIKAVKAZ-BAKU. However, it seems that between 1914 and 1916 the line 
numbers previously allocated to ROSTOV-VLADIKAVKAZ (65/66) were extended to become ROSTOV
BAKU, thus allowing the numbers 137/138 to be used for the new line, KARSHI-KITAB. 

Another rather surprising omission is that KERKI is missing from Route 345, as this was a most 
important town on the river AMU-DARY A, a few miles to west of SAMSONOV. Its omission may be 
accounted for by its being serviced from the river steamer mail service CHARJUY-TERMEZ. 

Dr. Luchnik also confirms the existence of ship mail carried on the AMU-DARYA. Prior to 
1893, no mention is made of this ship mail operation, but in the 1902 List the following appears:-

AMU-DAR YA: (a) between Charjui and Petro-Alexandrovsk. 
(b) between Charjui and Termez. 

Both lines dealing with "all types of correspondence." 
It is well known to students of postal history that many German and Austrian prisoners of war 

were interned in this area during the First World War, and they may have been employed for the con
struction of these railway lines. 

Knowing the proclovity of the Russian Imperial P & T Department to allocate post offices at all 
railway stations, it seems highly probable that all these stations may have been issued with a mail can
celler during the years 1916-1920. Indeed, it is almost certain that at least SAMSONOV, at the jun :tion 
of the KAGAN-TERMEZ route would have had a post office. The probable type of canceller is likely 
the Standard type "L," approximately 29-17½mm. double circle, with name of post office followed by 
BUKHAR.VLAD. at top, date in one line in the centre, serial letter unlikely. This type was in use during 
that period. 

All Post Offices situated in Bukh:ira and Khiva used exclusively ordinary Russian stamps. 
and were entitled to "Used Abroad" status until 1920, when the independence of these two states came 
to an end, both being incorporated in the U.S.S.R. 

Possibly some of our railway enthusiasts will confirm the solution to the Route 137/138 problem. 
It is known that many of the Trans-Siberian Route numbers were altered in the early I 920's. 

PRISONERS OF WAR CARDS OF 1914-18 WAR 
A. Pritt 

The post cards were printed, in Russian and French languages, in black colour for Moscow and 
from pink and red, to red brown for Petrograd. 

In size the Petrograd post cards measure 14cm. x 8.5c.m and Moscow 14cm. x 9.5cm., but the size 
varies in some cases up to 6mm. 

The thickness of the post card is from 0.10mm. (paper) to 0.30mm. (card). 
The cards were used free of charge, but did cost half a kopek to buy at the post office. 
The colour of the cards is white and cream to near brown in later printings. ln three years of use, 

Moscow cards were more uniform in colour and printing than the Petrograd post cards. 
The main difference between Petrograd and Moscow printing, apart from colour, (there are some 

reprints, black for Petrograd and red for Moscow) is the two line printing (Moscow) of "Norn et Prenom 
du destinataire," (6a) on my Fig. I. Petrograd prints and reprints are in one line (6). 

The legend on the left hand side of the post card (9) reads in translation "Written communication 
with the P.o.W. or between P.o.W. themselves, are only permitted on post cards, submitted open:· 

The words "post cards" and "open" are underlined (Moscow), or printed in bolder letters (Petro
-grad). 

On the reverse of the post cards is (10) printed "Written communications only permitted in russian. 
french and german languages.'' 
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Nom et prPnom 
du deslin~ta,re: 

b a.t10S(.Q\J 

( 1'ETRl)(iRAD) 

I O ----:) n,u,~ ..... ,,1,1 ... roo6,i,..,.iA ocn,~ :, .. ,om,,. /llv.u)(D _lt'4 p;.··cfOM•, PJ'Olt.14!,J•KO . .O 

u le.,...ktlol(J)ri A!kfl'<U.I , 

Either the demand for those post cards was greater than expected. or Moscow and Petrograd could 
not supply the required quantities of post cards. some of the postal districts reprinted the P.o.W. post 
cards. Keeping to the pattern . the reprint had the price (8) and the printing post district ( 1) printed at 
the bottom of the card . 

In some instances, the name of the post district was omitted. and in other reprints. the post cards 
have no price or post district primed. So that one has to surmise the place of printing from the post
mark . As the printers were not familiar with the la tin alphabet, they printed the post cards with a la rge 
number of French (latin) misprints. 

Of the only 4 different mispelling in Russian in my possession : one was printed in Petrograd. the 
word "voennoplennikh" in (9) is printed with 3 NS, voennoplennnikh . The second, a Turkestan reprint. 
the same word is printed with :! iis viz : voennoplenniikh and the third one printed in a P.o .W. camp 
near Vladivostok the price ½ kop (8) was printed as ½ kpp. The fourth misprint is again in the word 
voennoplennikh. The printer used an ordinary e instead of the one with a cross on top. 

An interesting point to note about quite a few of those post cards is that the date of postmark 
and the date of writing don't coincide. the postmark being the earlier. Were the postcards sold already 
postmarked? 
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The different printings, are grouped in accordance with the date of postmarks or writing, and 
the reprints alphabetically. On my drawing l numbered from 1-10 all the relevant features of the post 
cards, and in the tabulation I am using the numbers or abbreviations to denote: 

I. post district, or absence of same. 
2. lengths of printing in cm. 
3. lengths of printing in cm., mispelling if any. 
4. lengths of printing in cm. 
5. lengths of printing in cm., mispelling if any. 
6. ditto. 
7. ditto. 
8. price, or without same. 
9. number of lines in printing. 
Colour B=black and R=red. 

From my collection of P.o.W. post cards I find that, the Petrograd post cards were used in the 
following Gubernias : Amur District, Khar'kov G., Novo-Nikolaevsk, Pensa G., Pskov G ., Samara G .. 
Saratov G., Smolensk G., Tambov G., Tiflis G., Tomsk G., Tver' G., Ufa G., and Viatka G . 

It is a surprise that l do not possess any post card used in Petrograd. 
The reprints were made in: Morshansk, Omsk p.t., Perm p.t., Riga p.t., Rostov na Donu p.t.. 

Samara p.t., Saratov p.t. and 5 printings in Turkestan, and reprints made in places without post district 
names: Astrakhan·, Khabarovsk, Ore!, Pensa, Nizhni-Novgorod, Rasdornoe near Vladivostok, Tambov. 
Tobol'sk, Tomsk, Vitebsk and Voronezh. 

Moscow distribution: Akmolin District, Krim, Moskva and Moskva Gub., Tambov 
Gub., Tobol'sk Gub. and Vladimir Gub. Moscow reprints: Arkhangelsk p.t. okr., Ekaterinoslav p.t. 
okr., Kamennoe Tverskoi Gub., Kiev p.t. distr., Kaliasin Tverskoi Gub. and Minsk p.t. distr. 

Reprints without name used in: Kherson Gub., Olonets Gub., Moskva Gub., Vladimir Gub., 
Stavropol' Gub., Tiflis and Kubanskaia Oblast. 

There were at least 6 Petrograd printings and 12 Petrograd reprints named and 11 unnamed. 
Moscow 4 printings and 7 reprints with names and 9 without names. I would be very pleased 

to hear from collectors, about earlier dates, and different distribution centres where the post cards were 
sold or used. 

TABLE (A) PETROGRAD 

Printing Post Colour Date 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
district (1) 

PI P. p.-t. R 12/5/15 4.2 4.2 6.5 3.4 4.0 2.5 ½ kop. 
Posthorn 

P2 P. p.-t. R 30/1/16 4.65 4.8 6.7 2.5 3.95 2.35 ½ kop. 
Posthorn 

P3 P. p.-t. R 29/7 / 15 4.25 5.25 6.55 3.504.75 2.9 ½ kop. 
No posthorn 

P4 P. p.-t. R 26/12/15 4.2 4.0 6.6 3.3 3.402.1 ½ kop. 
Posthorn 

PS Petrogr. R 8/9/16 6.05 4.95 7.45 3.9 4.1 2.5 
p.-t. okr. 

P6 Petrogr. R 17 5.9 4.9 7.3 4.2 4.1 2.5 
p.-t. okr. brown 

P7 Petrogr. R 11/6/17 6.9 6.2 7.7 4.0 4.1 2.45 
p.-t. okr. 

Rl R 23/4/17 5.5 5.1 7.15 3.15 4.55 2.6 

9 

3L. 

3L. 

3L. 

3L. 

3L. 

3L. 

4L. 

3L. 

Remarks Misprints 

ples-risonniers (3) 

Voennoplennnikh (9) 
"R's" in Prisonniers and Guerre 
are made from "B"s' ' (3) 
"R's" in Prisonniers and Guerre 
are made from "ffs'' (3) 

pies risonniers (3) 
de stinataire (6) et (7) 
printed in Morshansk. 

R2 Omsk. R 3/8/16 5.25 4.85 7.8 4.6 4.7 2.9 } kop. 3L. psisonniers (3) 
p.-t. okr. 
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Printing Post Colour Date 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
district (I) 

R2a Perm. R 8/9/16 5.25 4.85 7.8 4.6 4.7 2.9 ! kop. 
p.-t. okr. 

R3 Rizhsk. R 22/5/17 5.7 5.7 7.8 5.1 4.25 2.6 ½ kop. 
p.-t. okr. 

R4 Rost. R 13/12/17 4.1 5.0 6.55 3.8 4.1 2.5 ½ kop. 
p.-t. okr. 

R4a Rost. R 8/10/15 4.1 5.05 6.55 3.9 4.1 3.4 ½ kop. 
p.-t. okr. 

R5 Samarsk. R 14/5/17 5.2 4.157.253.3 4.2 2.6 ! kop. 
p.-t. okr. pink 

R5a Samarsk. orange 4/8/16 5.3 4.3 6.1 3.0 4.2 2.6 ½ kop. 
p.-t. okr. brown 

R5b Samars. R 24/5/17 5.9 4.9 8.0 3.4 4.95 3.0 ½ kop. 
p.-t. okr. 

R6 Sar. p.-t. okr. R 26/2/16 4.25 6.1 7.5 3.2 4.6 2.8 ½ kop. 
R6a Sar. p.-t. okr. R 1/8/16 4.25 6.1 7.0 3.2 4.6 2.8 ½ kop. 
R6b Sar. p.-t. okr. R ½ kop. 

R7 Turk. R 9/3/16 5.2 4.2 6.1 3.35 4.3 2.6 ½ kop. 
p.-t. okr. 

R8 Turk. R 15/5/15 5.2 4.4 6.0 3.3 4.3 2.6 ½ kop. 
p.-t. okr. 

R9 Turk. R 9/12/16 5.05 4.2 6.7 3.35 4.2 2.551 kop. 
p.-t. okr. pink 

RlO T.p.t.O. R 15/2/16 3.95 4.0 7.1 3.6 4.6 2.75 ½ kop. 
Thunderbolts 
Posthorns 

Rtoa T.p.t.O. R 16/3/16 3.95 4.0 7.1 3.6 4.6 2.75 ½ kop. 
Thunderbolts 
Posthorns 

Rll 

Rl2 

Brown 6/9/16 6.5 5.9 8.7 3.7 4.3 2.6 

B 14/7/17 6.555.8 9.4 4.0 4.252.55 

RB 

RI4 

Rl5 

Rl6 

RI7 
RI8 

RI9 
RII0 
RIii 
RI12 
Rl12a 

B 23/7/16 5.7 4.15 6.6 3.454.85 3.05 

R 7/3/16 8.55 6.75 10.5 3.7 4.15 2.5 

R 28/8/17 7.2 5.8 10.4 3.7 4.25 2.6 

B 18/7 /17 5.6 4.65 6.9 4.2 4.1 2.5 ! kop. 

R 29/8/17 4.6 4.45 6.9 3.9 4.4 2.65 
R 1/3/16 7.05 5.6 8.4 3.6 4.25 2.55 ½ kop. 

R 16/2/17 4.2 4.45 5.7 3.05 4.5 2.65 
R 20/5/17 4.8 7.4 6.6 3.3 5.3 3.25 I kop. 
R 27/3/17 5.9 4.9 7.95 3.3 5.0 3.0 1 kop. 
R 6/10/15 4.95 4.3 7.1 2.9 4.35 2.7 ½ kop. 
R 4/6/17 4.95 4.25 7.1 2.9 4.35 2.65 } kop. 

9 Remarks Misprints 

3L. psisonniers (3) 

3L. 

3L. 

3L. E. Peel. 

3L. 

3L. E. Peel 

3L. 

3L. 
3L. E. Peel 
3L. 10 Type and setting different. 

3L. 

4L. 

3L. prenom (6) 

4L. Issue for Caucasus 
Voennoplenniikh (9) 

3L. Issue for Caucasus 
Cuerre (3) 

3L. Special issue for Austria 
ef. (6) Astrakhan G . 

3L. Special issue for Germany. 
Deuichland, querre (3) 
Garte (5) Astrakhan G . 

3L. Special issue for Germany 
10 missing 
Voennoplennikh (9) 
"e" inst. of"b" Astrachan G. 

3L. prenem (6) 
destinotion (7) Khabarovsk. 

3L. prenem (6) 
destinotion (7) Khabarovsk. 

3L. pr<'•nom " i•" (6) 
E. Peel Nizhne-Novgorod. 

4L. Orel G . 
3L. i kpp. (8) 

P.o.W. Camp Razdolnoe. 
3L. Penza G. 
3L. Tambov 
3L. Tobolsk. 
3L. Tomsk. 

3L. 10 type and setting different. 
Tomsk. G . 
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Printing Post Colour Date 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Remarks Misprints 
district I 

Rll3 B 20/3/17 4.9 5.6 7.7 3.7 4.25 2.6 ! kop. 3L. Smolensk G. 
RI14 - Brown 30/12/16 4.5 6.55 - 3.7 5.9 3.5 4L. 4 missing 

"S"' upside down in prisonniers 
(3) Voronezh G. 

RIIS Brown 25/11/176.5 5.2 7.6 5.4 5.5 3.35 I kop. 3L. Psissoniers (3) 
E. Peel Vyatka G. 

Rll6 R 23/3/16 5.55 5.1 7.4 3.3 3.9 2.3 J kop. 3L. E. Peel Perm. G. 
Rll7 R 4.55 4.4 6.9 3.9 4.35 2.6 I kop. 4L. E. Peel. Byelii Pen. 
Rll8 Brown 27/11/15 5.9 4.7 7.7 3.9 4.4 2.6 ! kop. 3L. E. Peel. Samara G . 
RI19 R 5/11/17 5.7 5.3 7.1 4.15 4.4 2.7 ! kop. 3L. Pis'mennoe Shoshenie (9) 

Singular. Kaluga G. 
RI20 R 23/5/17 4.3 4.5 5.8 3.1 4.5 2.7 3L. Tambov G. 
RI21 B 24/10/16 5.4 5.05 7.3 4.2 - 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 not printed. 

P.o.W. Camp, Skobelev. 
RI22 

TABLE (B) MOSCOW 

Printing Post Colour Date 2 3 4 5 6a 7 8 9 Remarks Misprints 
district (I) 

Pl Mosk. B 3/1/17 6.9 4.85 8.4 3.9 3.2 3.85 4L. Lien (7) 
Pocht. 1915 , 

P2 Mosk. B 16/5/15 6.85 5.5 8.8 3.0 2.6 3.25 ! kop. 4L. 
Pocht. 1915g. 

P2a Mosk. B 8/12/15 6.9 5.5 8.5 2.9 2.6 3.25 ! kop. 4L. 
Pocht. 1915g. 

P3 Mosk. B 23/8/16 6.85 5.5 8.7 3.0 2.65 3.25 ! kop. 4L. 
Pocht. 1916g. 

P3a Mosk. B 4/3/17 6.85 5.5 8.4 2.85 2.65 3.25 ½ kop. 4L. 
Pocht. -1916g. 

P4 Mosk. B 1/6/17 6.8 5.5 8.7 3.0 2.65 3.25 I kop. 4L. prenom "e'· (6a) 
Pocht. 1917g. 

P4 Mosk. B 30/5/23 6.9 5.5 8.7 2.9 2.65 3.25 ½ kop. 4L. Used by the Soviet G .. as 
Pocht. 1917g. Bank receipt in Simbirsk. 

Dr. R. Casey. 
RI Arkh. B 10/2/17 7.7 5.5 9.0 3.4 3.0 3.7 4 kop. 4L. 

p.-t. okr. 
R2 Ekater B 27/5/16 6.65 5.3 8.0 2.8 2.65 3.4 4 kop. 4L. 

p.t. okr. 
R3 Kaliasin B 15/10/16 6.9 5.7 8.0 3.35 3.1 3.75 2 k. 3L. 2 k. (8) Two printings. 

Typ. N. yazike (10) singular. 
Samiustov 

R4 Kamennoe B 11 /10/16 8.6 5.8 8.4 2.5 3.0 3.6 ? kop. 3L. querre (3) 
Tversk. G. Garte (5) 
1916g. prenom (6a) 

R4a Kamennoe B 27/11/16 8.8 5.25 8.0 2.2 2.65 3.2 3L. Capte (5) 
Tversk. G. prenom (6a) 
1916g. 

R4b Kamennoe B 3/5/17 8.85 5.25 8.0 2.2 2.65 3.2 3L. prenom (6a) 
Tversk. G . 
1916g. 
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Printing Post Colour Date 2 3 4 5 6a 7 8 9 Remarks Misprints 
district 1 

R5 Kiev p.-t. okr. B 
1916g. 

15/3/17 6.4 5.4 7.8 2.8 2.4 3.1 ½ kop. 4L. 

R5a Kiev p.-t. okr. B 
1916g. 

18/7/17 6.4 5.4 7.8 2.8 2.4 3.1 1 kop. 4L. E. Peel. 

R6 Minskii 
p.-t. okr. 
1916g. 

R6a Minskii 
p.-t. okr. 
1916g. 

R6b Minskii 
p.-t. okr. 
1916g. 

B 12/7/17 6.6 4.85 7.7 4.5 3.5 3.75½ kop. 4L. 

1/2 19i6g. 
B 26/4/17 6.6 4.85 8.35 4.45 3.2 3.85 ½ kop. 4L. Small "o" in Postale (5). 

1/2 
B 30/5/17 6.6 4.85 7.75 4.5 3.15 3.75 ½ kop. 4L. Small "o" in Postale (5). 

1/2 
R 7 Kishin p.-t. o. B Mint 7.155.358.3 2.3 2.152.7 ½ k. 4L. Ies be (3) ½ k. (8). 

10 printed on front. 1917g. 
R8 Perm. P.O. 
R8a Kaz. P.O. 
R9 

RIO Kaz. okr. 
1916g. 

Rll 
Rll 

Rl2 

RB 
Rl4 
Rl5 
RI6 
Rl7 
Rl7a 
RI8 
RI8a 
RI9 

RI9a 
RHO 
Rill 

RI12 
RI13 
RI14 

RIIS 

RI16 
Rl17 

Rll8 
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B 12/2/17 6.15 5.2 9.45 3.1 2.7 3.3 ½ kop. 4L. 
B 11/6/17 6.15 5.2 9.5 3.1 2.7 3.4 ! kop. 4L. 
B 2/2/16 7.5 5.1 9.2 3.6 2.6 3.3 8, 9, 10 not printed. 

B 17 
Tiumen P.o.W. Camp. 

6.1 5.2 9.5 3.1 2.7 3.4 ½ kop. 4L. E. Peel. 

B 12/9/16 6.9 4.95 7.7 3.0 2.95 3.5 

R 14/10/178.0 7.0 9.1 3.152.5 3.15½k. 

B 12/6/17 
B 14/8/17 
B 29/8/17 
B 9/9/18 
R 7/8/17 
R 15/9/17 
B 1/1/16 
B 27/8/17 
B 11/5/17 

8.8 5.2 7.95 2.15 2.65 3.2 
6.2 5.7 7.0 2.35 2.95 3.6 
7.55 5.45 8.8 3.25 2.95 3.65 
6.8 5.8 8.8 3.7 2.5 3.15 ½ kop. 
6.8 5.7 8.7 3.6 2.55 3.2 ½ kop. 
6.8 5.7 8.7 4.0 2.5 3.15½kop. 
7.9 4.7 9.35 2.5 3.05 3.7 
6.85 5.0 10.5 2.25 2.3 3.3 
6.9 5.2 8.05 2.5 3.1 3.75½ k. 

B 16/1/16 7.0 5.2 8.4 2.5 3.1 3.75 ½ k. 
B 17 9.0 7.0 9.5 3.5 3.6 3.7 
B 11/8/17 - - - 4.7 2.7 3.4 

B 9/2/17 5.5 4.9 6.5 2.6 3.2 3.8 
B 19/5/17 6.25 6.8 9.3 2.1 2.6 3.15 ½ kop. 
B 15/3/18 8.85 5.25 7.9 2.25 2.65 3.3 

B 2/8/17 8.95 7.0 9.5 3.5 2.65 3.2 

B 25/5/17 6.9 5.15 8.5 2.65 3.0 3. 75 
B 29/3/17 7.6 5.7 9.0 2.95 3.0 3.7 } kop. 

4L. Lien as PI (7) 
10 printed on front. 
prenom (6a). Kherson G. 

4L. prenom (6a), Lien as PI (7) , 
½ k. (8) Kherson G .. 

3L. prenom (6a). Moscow G. 
- 9 not printed. Moscow G. 

4L. Olonets G. 
4L. Stavropol G. 
4L. prenom (6a). Tiflis G 
4L. be (3). Tiflis G. 
4L. Vladimir G. 
4L. E. Peel. Vladimir G 
4L. ½ k. (8). 

E. Peel. Kherson G. 
4L. ½ k. (8). Kherson G. 
4L. E. Peel. Kherson G. 
4L. destinatare "i" missing (6a) 

E. Peel. Volinsk G. 
4L. E. Peel. Krim. 
4L. E. Peel. Penza G. 
3L. prenom (6a). 

Ust-sisolsk Vologda. 
4L. Konstantinograd. 

Khar'kov G. 
4L. Novaia Vichuga. 
4L. Pours (3), prenom (6a). 

Solvichegodsk Vologda. 
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UKRAINE NOTES (I) 
C. W. Roberts 

In the last two or three years more interest has been taken in the stamps of the Ukraine and prices 
on the Continent, and perhaps also in America, have risen substantially. lt was thought therefore that 
a series of articles of things to look for might prove helpful. 

It is not intended that these articles should take the place of handbooks or catalogues. Attention 
will be drawn to all sorts of items which the collector could lose sight of, even though he may be familiar 
with the various handbooks. 

When the Ukraine declared its independence the stocks of Russian stamps in the Post Offices con
tinued to be used. These are the "forerunners" and it is essential to have clear Ukraine postmarks with 
dates. Here I might perhaps note that it is a peculiarity of Ukraine Philately that the stamps in the Post 
Offices continued to be used in spite of changes of Government. 

After 1st October, 1918, Russian stamps without a trident overprint were not supposed to be used 
in the Ukraine but they were, even on Official Postal Remittance cards, up to quite a late date. As these 
were sometimes in quite large blocks it is clear that this was not a case of the odd stamp missing the over
print. However, strictly speaking "forerunners" should have postmarks between 22nd January, 1918 
and 1st October, 1918. 

At the time of the Declaration of independence the stamps in the Post Offices consisted in the 
main of the Arms types of 1907-17, perf. and imperf., the 3½R and 7R of 1889, some Postal Savings Bank 
stamps and Officials of various kinds. There were no considerable stocks of the Romanov issue. the 
War Charities or the Kerensky issue, but though there were some of all these in the hands of Stamp col
lectors, they are only rarely seen used in the "forerunner" period without an overprint. lmperf. 7k, IOk 
and 14k do not exist used in the Ukraine with or without a trident overprint: the 25k imperf only as very 
late use if at all: the 20k imperf. is frequently found with Yekaterinoslav and Kharkov (Dzenis reprints) 
overprints and so may · also be found without trident and then usually in those districts. However, it 
does exist overprinted with the tridents of Kiev, Poltava and Odessa although these are rare. 

Gomel (Mogilev), Ejaciebo (Yekaterinoslav) as well as Kiev, Odessa and Kharkov postmarks 
are those most frequently found on "forerunners." In this early period many German Collectors and 
Dealers were in the Ukraine and philatelic covers with unoverprinted stamps, half or even one-third 
stamps. Money stamps (Russian and Ukraine) fiscals and other fancy items are to be found. If you have 
covers of this period with ordinary Russian stamps make sure whether they have Ukraine postmarks or 
not as genuine non-philatelic Ukraine covers of this period are certainly desirable. 

The first stamps of its own that the Ukraine issued were the Money stamps. In the same designs 
as the definitive issue they were put into use earlier to meet a shortage of small change. I do not think 
there is any doubt that they were never authorised for postal use and any such use is almost certainly 
philatelic. Copies with genuine postmarks are scarce and covers very much more so. Strangely enough. 
even unused the stamps of this issue are extremely scarce in blocks and multiples. 

The Definitive issue was put on sale in July, 1918 and continued to be used concurrently with tri
dent overprinted stamps as apparently the authorities were never able to produce enough to be able to 
do without the overprinted stamps. This may seem very odd when we consider how very plentiful this 
Definitive issue is, even now, unused. Genuinely used copies, while most certainly not rare, are much 
scarcer, and forged postmarks abound, especially Odessa and Poltava. 

There is one warning l might give with regard to covers. There used to be a large .number of 
envelopes about with the complete set postmarked to order (and perhaps the postmarks themselves may 
not always have been genuine). Sometimes an address was filled in and sometimes not, but very rarely 
is there a backstamp. lt must be obvious that it is easy to fill in an address and sometimes it is fairly 
clear that this is a later addition. Such things must not be regarded as covers-only as curiosities and 
valued accordingly. 

Although the Ukraine Governments never seem to have been able to print enough of the Definit
ives. a new series in a new currency "griven" was under consideration and one value, the 20 griven orange 
on green paper was actually issued in January, 1919. lt has always been my opinion that this stamp was 
far scarcer than catalogue prices suggest. especially used, but unfortunately it is not uncommon with the 
"Remainder·· cancellation of Kamenetz Pod. 

The first of the Tridents to appear was the small Kiev Type 1, normally applied in violet. Origin
ally this was a single handstamp, but as the enormous amount of work involved became apparent, attempts 
were made to join two or more Tridents together to simplify the work . There were quite a number of 
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individual Tridents but in most cases, owing to their small size and similarity, it is not possible to identify 
the individual handstamps though their family resemblance is usually sufficient to enable forgeries to be 
detected. Blocks of this issue should not be broken up, and certainly not before a close scrutiny has 
been made to see whether it is a case of single or multiple handstamps. 

Nearly all blocks of this issue seen in this country are from single handstamps, but strips of 5 show
ing multiple handstamps are considerably more valuable than if they were made with single handstamps. 
A strip of multiple handstamps can be made up of a pair and 3 singles: two pairs and a single: a pair· 
and a triple handstamp: a triple handstamp and two singles: or a five handstamp, and several are known 
of each. In the case of multiple handstamps it is often possible to see that the Tridents are not all identi
cal. 

Multiple Kiev Type 1 Tridents are usually overprinted in violet or occasionally violet-black (but 
see Chernigov and Zhitornir later) whereas the single tridents. though usually in violet, are also found 
in violet-black, grey-black, black, green (see also Klintsy), blue. red, etc. 

Reverting for the moment to the single handstamps. there are 4 special types which occur on some 
values and which can, and should be recognisable if you come across them. First, the Arnold type. 
This has no base cap and the part of the trident immediately above the base line is frequently also missing. 
Usually in violet, the 50 kop, perf. is also found with green overprint, and the 1 rub. imperf. with a black 
overprint. Then there are two types in which the lines are thicker and these are known as Svenson's 
type a and b, the latter having a clearly longer central prong. Type a comes in violet or black, type b 
usually in black though the 5 kop. imperf. also comes in violet-black. These two types are philatelic 
as although known used it is almost certain the overprints were applied by favour. 

Finally we come to the easily recognisable type with the bottom right corner damaged. This was 
a late, or possibly Soviet overprint (Neudruck) and though normally in violet a few values are also found 
with a red overprint. Kiev type 1 overprints may be found on the Romanov issue, but usually with the 
late type of overprint just described. While all overprints on Romanov are Philatelic, some values are 
extremely rare and covers are very desirable. 

ZHITOMIR. Kiev Type I handstamps were also used in this district. The colour of the ink 
is almost lilac and the impression is usually poor and blotchy. Probably a 5 stamp handstamp was used 
on the kopeck values and on the Rouble values a 7 stamp handstamp, and two such handstamps are 
known. For some unknown reason one of the tridents in each case is of a different type (Zhitomir IA) 
being something between Yekaterinoslav type 1 and Kharkov type I. This different type is in a differ
ent position in the two handstamps, which can thus be readily identified when you have a strip, though 
these are far from easy to obtain. 

CHERNIGOV. Three ten stamp handstamps are known and the probabilities are that some at 
any rate of the individual tridents had previously seen service at Kiev. The overprint is always in black 
and is usually thicker, as if the tridents had seen considerable wear. Complete strips of 10 are a rarity. 

KLlNTSY. A single clear trident in green, found only on the 2 kop. imperf. 
The following special types somewhat resemble Kiev Type I and are mentioned here just in case· 

the reader should come across them. They are all single handstamps. 
KIEV 1A. The centre prong is open to the tip, or almost so. It is found in violet and black, and 

although in the Odessa Postmaster's collection, it also comes from other sources. 
BERESNO. This is rather larger than Kiev Type I and should be readily identifiable when the 

overprint is clear. It comes in violet or grey-black. 
NOVOSIBKOV & NOVOBILITZA. These two places made a form of trident in violet ink with 

a pen and these are known to have been on sale at the Post Offices. I need hardly warn my readers to 
be very careful about buying such overprints. Some values are very rare and the cheapest would run 
into ·pounds. A proper expertisation is absolutely essential. and no one would give that without know
ing where they came from . 

Finally there is the smallest of the Townsend types of Gome!, which is quite common on some 
values and rare to very rare on others. It comes in violet and black. 

Kiev type 2 is, generally speaking, a very common type but it is by no means devoid of interest, 
and I must again repeat the warning, which applies to nearly all Ukraine stamps, not to break up strips. 
The overprint was made with a rubber handstamp with five slightly different tridents, a, b, c ,d and e. For 
the Rouble values, being larger stamps, this would not fit so three further types were made, all single 
handstamps. f, g and gg. 
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This all seems so obvious and simple, but that is by no means all. To deal with the five hand
~tamp first, there are two minor varieties-a short curved line to the left of the base cap in type 2a, and 
a thickening of part of the base line to the left of the base cap in type 2b. Occasionally you may find a 
strip with the right side curved upwards, almost certainly caused by the tridents coming unstuck from 
the handle. Then there is the problem of the missing struts. In more than half of the many handstamps 
which there must have been in existence, one or more struts were missing, though tridents a and e are 
almostalways complete. The cause or reason for this is quite unknown, and it is not usual to pay any 
attention to these missing struts. 

What, however, is much more important is the fact that these multiple tridents are known applied 
singly to both kopeck and rouble values. Three of these tridents when so used usually have slight vari
ations. Thus 2a has a break in the central prong just above where it joins the body (2aa). 2b has a slop
ing line between the left wing and the top of the body (2bb) though this is by no means always so. 2e 
has a short horizontal line inside the left wing (2ee). So you should be able to spot a single handstamp 
if it has one of these variations. but otherwise you will need at least a pair, though obviously in some 
cases a part of the margin will suffice. l remember once seeing a sheet of Kiev 2 stamps in one of our 
Packets in which about 20 stamps had apparently been carefully cut into singles to facilitate sale. They 
were all the same sub-type and I have little doubt they were all part of a block. Had they been left intact 
they would have been worth more than a hundred times as much! 

Then, of course, the three types intended for the rouble values were also used on the kopeck values 
as well. All these single handstamps on the kopeck values are well worth looking for. 

The overprints in all cases were usually applied in violet though some values of sub-type gg were 
officially -done in black and the 50k. perf. and the lR imperf. in red-violet. Blue, violet-black and red 
overprints are also found, but in the case of the 3k and 4k the colour of the stamps sometimes makes the 
overprint look blue when it is really violet. 

The Romanov issue was also overprinted with this type and though this is a philatelic overprint 
it is much sought after. Some values are rare. The overprint is almost always of type 2gg but danger
ous forgeries abound so it is wise to be careful. Do not confuse a Dealer's stamp on the back with that 
of an expert. 

Tne much rarer local overprint of Gome! may possibly be mistaken for this type, but it should 
be recognised easily enough by its pointed wings. Finally we have the two larger of the Townsend types 
of Gomel which occur in violet and black. As with the smallest type referred to earlier under Kiev type I. 
these types are common on some values and rare on others. 

KLEY TYPE 3. l really have not very much to say about this lithographed overprint. It can be 
found varying from a clear lined overprint to a solid trident, but the difference is due to inking, perhaps 
helped at times by wear. All the rouble values have the solid type of overprint and with the single except
ion of the I R imperf. never a clearly lined one. Some of the kopeck values were overprinted by favou r 
and these were solid tridents. 

No'rmally the overprint was in black, but values can be found with a grey, grey-brown, brown or 
red-brown overprint, and some of these are scarce and not too obvious. Another thing worth looking 
out for is a double overprint as these too are at times far from obvious. 

Two curious errors occur with the left half of the t-ident missing. On the 2k perf. it is the second 
stamp in each row, the first having no overprint, and on the 4k. imperf. it occurs on the first stamp in 
each row. These errors are rare as they only occur on a few sheets, and once again they are much more 
valuable in complete strips. . 

You are not likely to come across the rare hands tamp, Kiev 3c but if you do its appearance is quite 
distinct as the centre lines are narrower and the outer lines much more distinct. 

MINIATURE SHEETS OF THE SOVIET UNION (2) 

A. S. Waugh 

PUSHKlN EXHIBITION BLOCK 
Issued in February, 1937 in connection with the Exhibition devoted to the Centenary of the death 

of Alexander S. Pushkin. the famous Russian poet and romantic writer. Pushkin to the Russian people 
holds a similar place to that of Shakespeare in Britain, the 100 years of his death was marked by an issue 
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of postage stamps which can be found in many varying perforations and papers. These stamps were 
all designed by V. Zavialov, and the two common themes of the portrait of Pushkin, after the drawiRg 
by 0. Kiprensky. (10 kopecks) and the statue of Pushkin in Gorky Street, Moscow, by the sculptor 
A. Opekushin (50 kopecks). form the basis for the design of the miniature sheet. lssued lmperforate 
and printed in brown ink by the typographical or flat bed method, on chalky paper, the size of the block 
is 105 x 9.0 ems. These sheets were issued in plentiful numbers, but are less common used. At the 
Exhibition, a special cancellation was applied to correspondence and to the miniature sheets. The speci
men illustrated in the centre pages is so treated, and these command a premium over mint specimens. 
There are no recorded varieties of the Pushkin Block. 
ALL UNION CONGRESS OF ARCHITECTS BLOCK 

The date for the issue of this miniature sheet is given as the 16th June, 1937 in 
the standard French-Russian catalogue of 1956. Issued in connection with the special issue of stamps. 
for the First All-Union Congress of Architects, Moscow, the design of 4 x 40 Kopeck stamps features 
the projected Palace of Soviets planned to be erected in Moscow. This building was to house all the 
chief Party and Governmental Offices and be crowned by a huge dominating figure of Lenin. Con
taining Halls for Congresses and meetings. and rising to 1,500 feet it would have been the tallest building 
in Europe. The foundations were excavated, and many buildings were removed on the site by the Mos
cow river, when all work was stopped by the German invasion in 1941. Today, the site has been turned 
into the Moscow all-weather swimming pool. 

The imperforate Block was designed by N. Borov, who was also responsible for the postage stamps. 
of the Architectural series of the same year. Printed by Photo-Lithography in Violet-Black, the text was. 
produced by typography in brown. the sheet size being 12 x 9 ems. This block, like its predecessor. was 
issued in large numbers mint; used are agaih not so common. A commemorative cancellation was used 
on mail from the special Congress Post Office and this is featured on the illustration. Copies of the block 
are known without the inscriptions, these being valued at over four times face in the Soviet Catalogue 
of 1958, but this is a figure far below actual scarcity, and no valuation is shown in the French Catalogue, 
but an estimate of 50 dollars. was made by Harmer Rooke Ltd., for the copy offered in their recent (May 
25th) sale in New York. 
1937 AIR EXHIBlTlON BLOCK 

The third miniature sheet to be issued during 1937 was in connection with the Exhibition of Air
craft which signalled Soviet progress in the field of Aviation and aircraft design. lssued in November 
(French catalogue) or December (Soviet catalogue) the sheet features 4 x 1 Rouble imperforate stamps 
in the design of the same value of the Air series issued at the same time, to the designs of V. Zavialov. 
Printed by Photo-lithography in brown and black on thick unwatermarked paper (size of the sheet, 16.5 x 
9 ems.). The block is without inscription but the stamps are inscribed Airpost. The five engined heavy 
transport aeroplane which is a prominent feature, was one of a series of monoplanes produced by the 
Russian aircraft constructor. A. N. Tupoliv. It is shown flying over the Naval Columns which domin
ate the River Neva at Leningrad. The sheet has never been common, and while there are shades, there 
are no recorded varieties. 

THE SPASSKY TOWER DEFINITIVES 

A. S. Waugh 

The Moscow Kremlin is a remarkable example of ancient Russian architecture being produced 
over many centuries. from the first timber walls to the white ramparts of stone built in the 14th era. and 
then to the red brick fortifications dating from the 16th century which give the Kremlin complex its 
present day appearance. Of all the twenty towers, the largest and most striking is the Spasskaya Tower 
situated on the South East Corner overlooking the Red Square. Built in 1491 it is 221 feet high, and 
forms the main gateway into the Kremlin opposite to the Cathedral of Saint Basil. The Spassky is to 
the Soviet Union, the same as Big Ben is to the English speaking peoples. A clock was mounted in 1851. 
the mechanism was damaged by shellfire during the struggles of 1917. Some time later restoration took 
place and the chimes were altered. The giant clockwork and bells are in the upper two storeys, the largest 
bell which strikes the hours weighs over 2 tons and was cast in 1769. In 1937 the peak was adorned 
with a ruby star spanning 3.75 metres. mounted on special ball bearings yielding to the wind pressures 
and, as on the other four towers so decorated, it is illuminated at night. 
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This famous edifice naturally features on many Soviet stamps, appearing first, behind Lenin ·s Tomb 
on the 1925 issue for the first anniversary of the Soviet Leader's death. A more typical view is shown 
on the 1 rouble stamp of the Moscow Views series of 1946 and subsequently overprinted in two typo
graphical varieties for the 800 years of Moscow commemoratives. It again forms a background for the 
12k. value of the 1961 new currency definitives. 

For a number of years, the Spassky Tower formed the design of the one rouble standard stamps 
of the U.S.S.R. In this form the design made its philatelic debut in May, 1941 from the design of N. 
Termorukov. (Fig. 1). Typographed on unwatermarked paper and comb perforated 12½ x 12, in the 
large 33 x 22.5 m/m format, the design reappears in November 1947 (Fig. 2) when a much smaller modi
fied design was issued as the first stamp in a series of new standard definitives. Typo
graphed on unwatermarked paper, line perforated 12½, and attributed to the collective artist-designers 
of Goznak, the state security printers. The value is 60k. and it is interesting to note the same basic 
design is used, with modified cloud formation, gateway, and less elaborate oak leaf borders, but the star 
is angled the same and the clock shows the same time, denoting a common original photograph. 

The Spassky Tower shown on the 50k. definitives of May, 1948 and April, 1949, are attributed to 
the famous designer Vassily Zavialov. The former stamp was printed by photogravure and the latter 
by Offset lithography (Fig. 3). These certainly came from a different source, as Lenin's Tomb also 
appears, the clocks show l l.55 instead of 3.40, and the angle of the Tower is more acute. Comb Perf. 
12 x 12½, the only recorded variety is on the lithographed series, where an example is quoted in the 1956 
French-U.S.S.R. catalogue, as being lmperforate on the Right. 

The most interesting series was designed for duty as a one rouble stamp, reve:ting back basically 
to the original Termurukov design of 1941 and the Goznak issue of 1947. This new stamp is attributed 
to Zavialov in the 1958 Standard Soviet Catalogue, and in this form lasted for about ten years. Its first 
appearance was in 1948 (Fig. 4) size 15 x 22 mm., line perforated 12½, printed on unwatermarked paper 
by Offset Lithography. In this size it is known printed in copper red, light red, an'd on thick paper. 
There is also a horizontal perforation missing on some sheets, position not known. On·this printing the 
sky is very lightly shaded, but the same Cumulus pattern cloud is visible and the clocks still carry 1941 
time, thus proving a common original. 

In 1953 a smaller format was produced on thick paper, size 14.5 x 2L.5 mm. (Fig. 5). The shading 
is now much heavier and the general appearance dark and coarse, but in other details it follows the previ
ous issue in regard to printing and perforation. etc. Finally. in 1954, an even smaller format was issued 
(Fig. 6) size of design, 14.25 x 21 mm. This printing had the same heavy characteristics as in Fig. 5, but 
modified by cleaner and clearer appearance. Again this issue was produced by Offset Lithography and 
tine perforated 12½. Recently an even smaller stamp has come into my poss!ssion, almost a miniature 
in fact (Fig. 7). The size of this specimen is 13 x 18.5 mm. ln appearance it closely resembles Fig. 4 
in the illustrations, and Russian sources describe it as a proof, possibly because it is only known mint 
at present. The accompanying pictures of the stamps described will serve to illuminate the points men
tioned in this article, and it is hoped, stimulate the collection of further information on this small group 
of Soviet Standard Definitive Stamps. 

THE GENERAL ISSUES OF THE TRANSCAUCASIAN FEDERATION 
P. T. Ashford 

The stamps of the Transcaucasian Federation have never been deemed sufficiently important or 
interesting to warrant an article solely devoted to them. This seems to be a gross injustice, for the stamps 
have much to commend them and it is hoped this effort will not only make amends but encourage readers 
to contemplate adding a page or two of the issues to their collection. 

The Federation of the individual Soviet Republics of Armenia, Azerbaijan, and Georgia occurred 
on the 12th March, 1922, and the postal services of the three republics appear to have been combined 
on 1st October, 1922. Due to the non-availability of a central issue, each of the constituent republics 
continued to use its own stamps but surcharged them in the rouble currency of the Transcaucasian 
Federation. 

Most catalogues list four distinct issues under the heading of the Transcaucasian Federation. This 
is arguable. The stamps first listed (with the notable exception of Chuchin's "Caucasus"' Catalogue. 
1926) comprise a series of Imperial Arms type stamps overprinted with a five pointed star by means of a 
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rubber handstamp. In the points of the star are the Russian characters "Z.S.F.S.R." (Transcaucasian 
Socialist Federation of Soviet Republics). The stamps were overprinted at Tiflis, and it seems likely 
they were originally prepared with some idea of distributing them throughout Transcaucasia. However, 
due to a severe shortage of stamps that occurred in Azerbaijan early in 1923, and a consequently urgent 
appeal sent from Baku to Tiflis, stocks of the overprinted Arms types were sent for use in Azerbaijan Post 
Offices, where they were issued in April, 1923, at rates ranging from 10,000 to 350,000 T.S.F.S.R. roubles. 
The stamps are potentially most interesting since it is said that no less than 22 different handstamps were 
used in the overprinting, and though a few certainly seem easy to identify, a thorough study to detect 
more of these types is overdue. However, the stamps were not used in Transcaucasia excepting Azer
baijan and it was not until 15th September, 1923 that a common issue for the whole of the Federation 
was made. 

Logically, therefore, any listing of T.S.F.S.R. issues should commence on 15th September, 1923, 
otherwise stamps used before that date bearing T.S. F.S.R. currency but in use only in Georgia or Armenia. 
and other issues made subsequently in Azerbaijan, should all be listed as well. 

These notes deal with the general issues of the Federation designed and printed at the State 
Printing Works at Tiflis and distributed for use throughout Transcaucasia. 

The first issue comprised eight values ranging from 40,000 to 500,000 T.S.F.S.R. Roubles. The 
first four stamps of the set (40,000R., 75,000R., I 00,000R., and 150,000R) were in rather a pleasing design 
incorporating a vine (symbolical of Georgia), Greater and Lesser Ararat (Armenia) and Oil Wells (Azer
baijan). The initials of the Federation (Z.S.F.S.R.) in Russian, and the word "Post" in four languages 
(Russian, Armenian, Georgian and Turco-Tartar) are also included. The embellishments projecting 
from the edge of the design are pleasingly unusual and in this writer's opinion the second design of the 
set is not nearly so effective. This second design was used for the four highest values (200,000R., 
300,000R., 350,000R., and 500,000R), and included similar motifs to identify the different republics. 
although in a much less artistic manner. 

All stamps were printed by lithography on rather coarse grey paper, brushed with yellowish gum. 
which tends on some copies to permeate through the paper and change its colour from white to brown. 
All values were perforated 11 ½ line, presumably by the same machine used for the issues of Georgia. Very 
often, stamps particularly at the top and bottom of the sheet-were issued imperforate one side. 
Alternatively the sheets may have been guillotined after printing but before perforation. 

As mentioned by Mr. Tchilinghirian in Chapter XXVII of "The Postage Stamps of Armenia" 
(Part Four, page 227), the national issues of the three republics were withdrawn from sale on the intro
duction of the new general issue, and no cases of mixed frankings with republican issues have been seen. 
A single "first day cover" of this T.S.F.S.R. issue of genuine postal use has been recorded, emanating from 
Aleksandropol. 

Unused copies of the issue are fairly common, and result from the calling in of all unused stocks. 
and their later despatch to Moscow from where they were disposed of in bulk to the stamp trade in the 
years prior to the Second World War. Among the material included by the State Printing Works in 
these remainders were sheets of stamps imperforate and ungummed. These were unfinished printings 
and were never issued to Post Offices for use in this condition. These are not frequently seen but should 
not command high prices, as they were not issued for postal use. 

The lowest value, 40,000R. was first issued in dull purple, but a distinct shade of dull claret can 
be identified, which was probably a later printing. The Michel Catalogue claimed this value (with the 
350,000R.) was only issued in Georgia, but this seems highly doubtful, and in the case of the 350.000R. 
has certainly been disproved. Used copies of the 40,000R. held by the writer are all cancelled Tiflis or 
Batum, and reflects the fact that there was hardly any use for this low value, which is particularly scarce 
to find used, deserving a much higher catalogue rating th'ln it regularly enjoys. The 40,000R. and 75,000R. 
were surcharged 700,000R. within a few weeks of issue to meet a rise in the postal rate, which is another 
reason why copies-including even unused remainders-are so difficult to come by. Due to scarcity of 
panes and sheets it has not been possible to verify the sheet layout, but perusal of large blocks of the sur
charged 40,000R. indicate that the sheet size could well be two panes 8 horiz. x 18 vertical (288). Transfer 
subjects are normally in blocks of nine (three horizontal rows of three), subjects A and E being fairly 
easily distinguished by short lines of colour in the ornament projecting below the design in the bottom 
right hand corner. (See the relevant illustrations). 

There is only one definable shade of the 75,000R. value, which is in deep grey-green. Due to per
meation of the dark coloured gum through the paper, appearances of a change in colour is sometimes 
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found. As with the 40,000R., the 75,000R. value was too small a denomination for regular use, and 
these too were surcharged 700,000R. within a few weeks. If the 40,000R. is the scarcest of the set, then 
certainly the 75,000R. comes second. Sheets of the stamps were printed in two panes (8 horiz. x 18 ver
tical) side by side, giving a total of 288 stamps. Spots of colour mid-way down the sheet, either side the 
panes were presumably used as a guide by the printers. Rough lines of colour can be seen on both the 
top and bottom margins. The transfer subjects were evidently grouped in blocks of six, as opposed to 
the nine used for the 40,000R. The arrangement was 2 (horiz.) x 3 -(vertical), subjects A, D. E and F 
being readily identifiable (see illustrations). 

The 100,000R. comes in two shades, normally slate-black, with a later printing in a deeper shade 
of the s:1.me colour. Although used copies of this value are seen· much more frequently than the two 
lowest denominations of the set, the 100,000R. is still more desirable than many of the highest values. 
Due to lack of blocks or panes, no information can be verified concerning sheet make-up, nor can we yet 
be sure of the grouping of transfer subjects. 

The colour of the 150,000R. value can be best described as being bright rose, although a later 
printing is discernably less bright, though perhaps not quite "dull" rose. The sheet format 
of the 150,000 R. is similar to that of the first. two values (viz. two.panes, side by side, 8 horiz. x. _18 vert., 
a total of 288 stamps). Transfer subjects are grouped in blocks of nine (3 horiz. x 3 vert.), subjects B 
and J being illustrated. 

The first value in the second design. the 200,000R. is printed in green. There are no easily defin
able shades, although the printing of some stamps appear heavier than others. L:1.ck of material in blocks 
or panes prevents indication of sheet make up or grouping of transfer subjects. 

The 300,000R. (together with 500,000R.) were the values used most, and the ones to be found 
postally used most frequently. There are two shades-blue, and light blue. Collectors who are for
tunate enough to come across large blocks from the Moscow remainders will find they are in half panes 
8 horiz. x 9 vert. Each pane, as in previous values was 8 x 18 and printed side by side giving a full sheet 
of 288 stamps. Whether these panes were guillotined into two individual sheets of 144 before issue to 
the Post Offices is not known. but as the remainders come like this, and as a gross seems a tidier number, 
this could well be the case. The 300,000R. was transferred to the stone in blocks of nine subjects. of which 
A, B, and E are identifiable (see illustrations). 
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The 350,000R. value is moderately scarce used, and it seems clear that it did not fulfil a regular 
postal rate. As already mentioned, it has been claimed that this value was only issued to Georgian post 
offices but this statement has been disproved. Printing of the 350,000R. was in what might be termed 
chocolate-brown colour, and there seems to be only a single shade. Perhaps one printing sufficed. 
Stamps were printed in the same format as for the preceding value, in sheets of 288, and perhaps the two 
panes were divided for issue to the Post Offices. Transfer subjects were grouped into blocks of nine 
(subjects B and J identifiable, see illustrations.) 

The highest value of the set, the 500,000R. is the commonest found used. This is not surprising 
when it is considered that the rate for a registered letter abroad was 1,500,000R. Sept.-November 1923, 
whilst by late November 1923 covers show franking of up to 6,200,000 Roubles! Only by the use of 
this value could the enormous numbers of roubles be applied to a letter. Mostly the 500;000R. comes 
in carmine-red, but there is also a pinkier shade which is probably a later printing. The sheet make-up 
has not been verified for this value, but it is probably the same as for other values. Transfer subjects were 
grouped into blocks of nine, subject J being identifiable (see illustrations). 

Due to their size, used stamps of the Transcaucasian Federation are splendid material for the can
cellation collector. Very often the stamp can accommodate nearly the whole of the datestamp. There 
is a wide variation in scarcity between stamps used in the largest towns and those bearing village or other 
unusual cancellations. In Transcaucasia, this is especially the case, for stamps very often originate from 
the then largest towns ofTiflis, Baku or Batum. Less often does the collector find stamps cancelled from 
medium sized towns-i.e. Kutais, Erivan, Aleksandropol, Elisavetpol (or Ganja), but particularly desir
able are the stamps with clear cancellations from villages and other small or inaccessible localities. Can
cellations are often the same ones used continuously from Imperial days, excepting in Georgia, where, 
during the Menshevik regime, datestamps were introduced in Georgian characters. Some cancellations 
used in certain localities in Armenia were re-made, but these followed the pattern of the old Imperial 
datestamps. When notes on the subsequent T.S.F.S.R. issues have been completed, an effort will be 
made to assess the relative scarcity of such cancellations. In the meantime an indication of the wealth 
of interesting postmark material on the first T.S.F.S.R. issue is given by means of a special page of illus
t:ations. 

(To be co11ti1111ed) 

THE GREAVES UKRAINE COLLECTION 
C. W. Roberts 

The news that this collection was to be sold at Auction by Robson Lowe must have aroused con
siderable interest among collectors of Ukraine all over the world. I have no doubt that this was the 
largest and best British collection to come on the market for many years. 

On the Continent, prices of all but the commonest Ukraine stamps have been rising for some . 
time, though there has been little sign of it here so far as I know. Covers had formerly fetched better 
prices here than in Germany, but these too had risen sharply there. 

The collection was divided into 70 lots with a valuation of over £1,200 and in my comments 
I give the valuations in brackets. The descriptions were not always those modern collectors of Ukraine 
are accustomed to and the illustrations of types in many cases were almost unrecognisable. I only had 
time to view a few lots but the valuations mostly seemed very high to me for an auction in this country, 
and especially so for the covers. I was quite wrong as the 60 lots sold averaged approximately their valu
ation. 

Prices for pre-trident, currency and Shagivs were all high and usually above valuation. The 
Kiev overprints on Romanov, as usual. attracted buyers. Some values are rare, but they are philatelic, 
even when genuine. The unused set to 5R with 4 commoner values used, with Kiev type 2 overprints 
fetched £38 (£25) and the small lot of Kiev I which fetched £25 (£20) probably owed its price to three 
Romanov items. 

When there was nothing special the ordinary lots usually went well below estimate and some
times did not even find a buyer. Covers were a different story. For example, 4 copies of Odessa type 
2 on 35k used late in 1919 on an envelope fetched what I thought was an amazing price, £11/10/- (£12). 
Two Trachtenberg covers with various Odessa types fetched £9/10/- (£12). Two complete sheets of 50 
I R imp. with Odessa 5A overprint stuck back to back and attached to a Money Transfer card with a few 
additional copies fetched £55 (£50) though this is very far from a scarce stamp. Poltava covers are 
scarce, but £14/10/- (£12) for an envelope with the 35k imp. with type l in violet was a very good price. 
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Podolia Type IA sold well but the other Podolia lots went more cheaply probably because the type num
bers were unusual Strangely enough a small lot of Kherson together with some 20 forgeries failed to 
find a buyer though the estimate (£30) did not seem excessive compared with some of the others. There 
were also no buyers for the lots of Townsend types, and these I thought overvalued. 

Prices for the 20 gr, a stamp I have always thought underpriced, were high and a nice cover
a Money Transfer card with 10 copies used in 1920 fetched £32/10/- (£25). West Ukraine as usual sold 
well-above estimate-as did various other issues, even the small lot of literature. 

I do not think any of the lots went cheaply. In fact Ukraine collectors must be very cheered to 
think their stamps are now so keenly sought after, 

TRANSCAUCASIAN NOTES 

P. T. Ashford 

The advent of a column written by Mr. Cecil W.Roberts for devotees of Ukrainian philately, 
prompts your Editor to inaugurate a somewhat similar contribution on Transcaucasian topics. The 
writing of such a column is no trouble at all, for such is the number and interest of items worthy of record, 
that the stream can be turned off or on at will. It is hoped these columns, devoted to specific interests, 
will help to guide general or "uncommitted" collectors to a particular facet of Russian philately, for truly 
the single collector cannot hope to indulge deeply in them all. 

Transcaucasia has the merit of being able to offer:-
(a) Postal history and cancellations of the area, throughout the Imperial period, until 1918. 
(b) The intricate and unusual issues-and postal history-of the independent Republics 

of Armenia. Azerbaijan, and Georgia between 1918 and 1923, covering both Menshevik and Soviet 
period. 

(c) Field Post Offices of the British Occupation of Transcaucasia, including the issues for 
Batum district. 

(d) The stamps of the Transcaucasian Federation, and 
(e) The use of Soviet stamps in the areas of the Soviet Republics since the dissolution of 

the Trancaucasian Federation. 

One little problem that has always been with us, is to record whether any Post Offices-other than 
the Head P.O.-were open for postal business during the British Occupation of Batum district, from 
December, 1918 until June, 1920. The only cancellations recorded were related to Batum Head Office, 
although in pre-war years at least 11 offices transacted business. These were:-

ALEKSANDROVSKOE 

ARDANUTCH 
ARTVIN 
BATUM 
BATUM VOKZAL 
BORTCHKHA 
GUZDEK 
KEDSKOE 
KOBULETY STATION 
KOMAROVSKOE 
TCHAKVA STATION 

(A post office situated on the Turko-Russian border and probably necess
ary for the use by workers at military establishments in the area. The 
post office was a dependent office of Bortchkha post-telegraph office). 
(Post-Telegraph Office). 
(Post-Telegraph Office). 
(District Post-Telegraph Office, situated in Mariinski Prospekt, Batum). 
(Railway Post Office, on the railway station). 
(Post Telegraph Office). 
(Platform). 

(Post-Telegraph Office). 

It seems hard to believe with the substantial postal activity during 1918/20, that no other offices 
were opened than Batum Head Office, and we have been, for sometime on the look-out for evidence to 
the contrary. Thanks to Mr. Alfred Brack (New Jersey, U.S.A.), we are able to record that Harmer, 
Rooke & Co. Inc. (New York) auctioned a cover in January 1966, bearing a hitherto unrecorded marking, 
reading MARADIDY-POTCHTOVO-TELERG. OTDELENIE, with DAYA KORRESPONDENTSII 
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("For the correspondence'") across the centre. The cover is basically a I0/7k. stationery envelope, with 
the first "Tree Type" set, and a single JOR./3K. Arms type of the first Surcharged issue of Batum. It 
looks philatelic, but as the auctioneers pointed out, it is possibly unique. Maradidy was not a post office 
in pre-war years, being a village with a frontier post some 27 versts from Batum on the Artvin road. 

With this discovery there seems a distinct possibility that other small post offices in Batum district 
may have been opened in 1919. and given rubber cancellations of this type, which we endeavour to illus
trate in the centre pages. 

Dr. N. V. Luchnik (Obninsk) has been probing into Postal route numbers for the different sections 
of the Transcaucasian Railway between the years 1899 and 1917. His findings are particularly interest
ing for the writer of this column, who, in an article on the cancellations of this railway in B.J.R.P. 18. 
found himself in some difficulty in trying to decide when changes in the numbering of routes were made. 

Dr. Luchnik's findings are as follows:-

Year Route Nos. 229/230 Route Nos. 269/270 

1899 Tiflis-Aleksandropol Did not exist 
1902 Tiflis-Kars Did not exist 
1904 Tiflis-Erivan Aleksandropol-Kars 
19091 
1912 
1913 I 

Tiflis-Dzhulfa Aleksandropol-Kars 

1915 Tiflis-Dzhulfa Tiflis-Kars 
1917 Tiflis-Dzhulfa Tiflis-Sarykamiysh 

Cancellations from the Imperial period coming from Transcaucasia are of particular interest, and 
the writer hopes, one day, to have sufficient time to record at length, details of many of these. The fact 
remains that covers prior to the 1880's are especially difficult to come by, even from large cities-such as 
Tiflis and Baku. 

Dr. A. H. Wortman (London, N.13) recently showed us a splendid cover he has recently acquired. 
dated 1863, from Orpiri (near Samtredi). In a sense, he unwittingly twisted a knife into an old wound. 
since it was the same cover this writer spurned back in 1949 before he realised its immense desirability. 
Tbe letter inside is written from Marani, and addressed to Nukha, bearing a IOk. Arms type stamp, perf. 
12½. There is a two line cancellation reading: 'IZ ORPIR[ OTPRAVLE' ('From Orpiri despatched") 
and the date 23 Oct. 1863. We are pleased that Dr. Wortman has allowed us to photograph the cover 
for reproduction (see centre pages). · 

One of the many little mysteries of Batum, are the Postmaster handstamps, used before the first 
"Tree Type" stamps were issued in April, 1919. As many readers will know, these are large rubber hand
stamps, bearing the legend:-

'OWING TO ABSENCE OF STOCK IN THE BATUM POST AND TELEGRAPH 
OFFICE, POSTAGE HAS BEEN CHARGED IN CASH. 

WEIGHT .... . ....... . .......... . ........ . .... . 
REGISTRATION . . .. . . . .. . . ... . .. .. . . . ... . . .. . 

POST AND TELEGRAPH OFFICIAL .... . .. .. . . .. . . . . , . . ...... . . ... . .. . .. .. . . .' 

As added authority, letters were also impressed with an old Registration seal, showing the Imperial 
douhle eagle with crossed posthorns, reading BATUM P(OST) T(ELEGRAPH) OFFICE No. 1. As 
the seal was impressed in ink, and not wax, the impression shows in relief. A second wax seal, bearing 
the 'Kerensky' eagle was also used to obliterate some of the Batum stamps, but this writer cannot say 
he has seen it used in conjunction with the Postmaster's handstamp. Covers so used between (?) Jan
uary and April, 1919 are very scarce, although several are known. One was shown to the writer by Mr. 
R. Joseph (Northampton) at a recent B.S.R.P. meeting. It comprised what appeared to be a page from 
a business periodical in English. on which was a London typed address, and was unquestionably genuine. 
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Mr. Max Ayer (Albuquerque) is especially interested in the stamps of Azerbaijan, and sends us 
a number of prints of items from his collection, some of which are reproduced in the centre pages. A 
fine block of six of the enumerator surcharge 50,000/3000 Roubles is shown, with the bottom left stamp 
inverted, cancelled BAKU 'd' 29.8.22, and a block of 12 of 5000/2000R. cancelled BAKU 'd' 26.3.23. 
Whilst on the subject of Azerbaijan, we learn that a monograph on the stamps of this country may shortly 
be published by the Baku Collectors· Society. We hope to give more definite news to members in the 
next Journal. 

CORRESPONDENCE 

The problem of the "Three Triangle" cancellations still provide us with much food for thought. 
and a number of readers have written to us on this topic. Dr. N. V. Luchnik (Obninsk) makes three points. 
In the first place, he wonders if the later triangles are merely a variant of the old Imperial Ekspeditsiya 
Cancellations, for, as he says, no triangles can be found on postmarks of the Imperial period. Secondly. 
the definition of "three solid triangles" made by Mr. H. Q. Marris does not cover all cancellations of this 
type, and to prove his point encloses a drawing of a TULA EKSP cancellation dated 16.12.21 with three 
triangles which are not solid at all! The cancellation, incidentally, shows an outer circle only, though 
it is possible that an inner line did not print. There is no doubt about the triangles though. Concerning 
the Tula cover, it arrived within three days at Moscow, without appreciable delay. Thirdly, Dr. Luchnik 
does not believe that the "triangle" cancellations were only placed on covers sent abroad, and feels that 
western collectors possess, for the most part, covers addressed abroad, and therefore do not take into 
account a random sample. An unusual cover mentioned in Dr. Luchnik's letter is a stationery cover of 
Wurttemberg, addressed from Petrograd to Smolensk in 1921 ! It bears a Petrograd double circle "long 
bridge" cancellation of 3.2.21 and a violet Petrograd-Ekspeditsiya three solid triangles postmark of 4.2.21 
(similar to the one previously described by Dr. Wortman). It is interesting that this cover is addressed 
to N. F. Brietfus, and, as Dr. Luchnik says, one can speculate whether he was the son of the famous. 
Russian philatelist F . L. Brietfus (1851-1907) and whether this card was an unwanted duplicate from the 
famous Breitfus collection being used for correspondence in those hard times. 

Dr. R. Casey (Orpington) mentions seeing "three triangle postmarks" in oval and circular format. 
An oval EKATERINBURG, 8.2.24 (to New York) with other Ekaterinburg c.d.s. of 8.2.24 and 10.2.24: 
a circular NOVO CHERKASK of 3.7.21 on cover to Riga; and a similar type from ZHITOMIR (14.9.21) 
also to New York. Dr. Casey points out (and we had overlooked this) that the postmark illustrated in 
B.J.R.P. 36 from Mr. Norwood's collection. does not read ODESSA EKSPED, but ODESSK EKSPED. 
Oddly enough, Dr. Casey has an impression from this handstamp on a registered cover from Odessa to 
Berlin, the second "2" of "22" put in upside down, being still unchanged two months later. The "ordin
ary" Odessa type with town name reading ODESSA (without EKSPED, but with triangles) Dr. Casey 
has on another cover to Berlin. But Odessa ·was not the only to1Nn with more than one type of "three 
triangles" postmark. Kharkov had a fairly simple affair, and also one bearing both triangles and a script 
letter "k." 

From black triangles we move to red triangles, for Mr. K. Freyman (Cape Town) has sent us an 
interesting card, illustrated in the centre pages. What, asks Mr. Freyman, is the meaning of the large 
red triangle, at the top left of the stationery card (probably showing black in the illustration) and can
celled S. PETERBURG 19.2. 13 d 2d? Our member says he fully realises that everybody and anybody 
can attach such a label, and yet. and yet? It looks official, as the St. Petersburg postmark is applied so 
carefully and well centred. Could the card have been misdirected? Apart from the postmark of Hoppen
hof, Liv. 18.2.13, and the arrival postmark of Kronstadt 20.2.13, the card has three St. P.B. postmarks. 
Can anyone help to solve this minor mystery? 

Another intriguing cover forwarded by Mr. Freyman, and shown in the centre pages shows a 
"combination" use of Soviet Russian (Arms type) stamps and White Russian (Denikin) issues. The cover 
seems to have gone genuinely through the post from Moscow 24.8.21 via Petrograd (violet PETROGRAD 
EKSPED with three solid triangles 30.8.21. on front of cover) and arrival marking TALLINN EESTl 
(21. X. 21 or 2. IX. 21). Even if we assume that the White Army stamps have only been used as sticky 
paper to keep the flap down, they certainly have been cancelled, and gone through the post without Com
plaint. 
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Mr. Herman M. Shenitz (Long Island City) in a further interesting letter on the difficulties of trans
.lating from the Russian, suggests that we follow the scheme of calling Guberniya ("Governments")
·•Provinces"; ooyezd-"counties"; and .. oblast" as "territory." We will think about this advice, but 
old habits die hard, and we fear we are likely to forget ourselves and use the time honoured "govern
ment" or "district." Mr. Shenitz, reverting to stamps, feels that the catalogue value expressed by 
Gibbons for the error of colour (centre-blue) of the 1915/18 I0R. perf. Arms type, is much too low. 
According to Mr. Zvorykin (Rossica Journal No. 28 (1937) pages 77-79) only 32 copies of this variety 
were originally purchased, 15 of which had reached western collectors by 1921. Mr. Shenitz feels that 
the first issues of Russian Levant deserve greater study by collectors, and should be the subject of a mono
.graph. 

We were pleased to learn that the British Museum has accepted the gift of a collection from our 
distinguished member, Mr. M. A. Bojanowicz, the well-known specialist in Polish philately. The col
lection relates to the years 1939 to 1949 and is arranged on over 500 leaves. It will be on permanent 
view in a special cabinet at the north end of the King's Library. 

Judging from the results of the Washington Exhibition (SIPEX) held in May, collectors of Russia 
did well. Our President, Mr. Alex Droar gained a silver for Imperial Russia; as did Mr. W. H. Adgey
Edgar for early postal history of Mongolia . . Dr. A. H. Wortman gained a Bronze-silver for "Dots Can
cellations," whilst John Lloyd's "'Provisionals of R.S.F.S.R." and Cecil W. Roberts' "Ukraine 1918-
1921" gained similar awards. We regret we have no record of awards made to overseas friends. but 
we feel sure that many of them must have gained awards. 

We were pleased to see Secretary John Lloyd's article "Notes on the Postal History of Revolut
ionary Russia" published in the Philatelic Magazine on 1st April, 1966. Two fine items were illustrated 
-a registered cover from Voronezh to Petrograd bearing Savings Bank stamps, and a Money Order 
sent in 1920 from Tashkent. Two interesting Georgian covers are reported in letters from Mr. Melvin 
M. Kessler (Yorba Linda, Calif.), and Dr. A. H. Wortman (London, N .13). Mr. Kessler has secured 
a cover bearing 3R. and 5R. Georgian stamps cancelled TlFLI.S VOKZAL "a" 30.5.20 and addressed 
to The Caucasian Industrial and Metallurgical Society at Allahverdy, where it was backstamped on the 
same day. Several similar covers are in other collections, and owners are always intrigued, when they 
spy the Allahverdy datestamp, which stamps were actually used at that post office, since the district was 
claimed by both Georgia and Armenia, and in fact was the cause of the short Armeno-Georgian war in 
1919. Dr. Wortman's cover sounds fine and bears a 5R. Georgian stamp cancelled by an oval Railway 
Wagon postmark SHORAPAN-SATCHKHERI 10.10.20. The route number on the cancellation has 
been eliminated, a bar showing in the space between the stars. 

Wing Comdr. P. I. Padget (Weston-s-Mare), Editor of the "'Journal of Chinese Philately;· was 
intrigued by the registration marking (fig. 204) of S. D. Tchilinghirian's "Used Abroad Chronicle' · pub
lished in the last edition of B.J.R.P. W/C. Padget asks whether the marking in question is definitely 
known to be of Russian origin. and if so. where it was used. He has an apparently identical strike (same 
dimensions and number of dots) in black on a cover from Kovno to Peking. The cover is a !Ok. envelope. 
with 7k. and 3k. adhesives, cancelled KOVNO 24.X.1896. There are no other Russian markings, just a 
·--Chinese Shanghai" registration mark. 

Mr. E. C. Combridge (Hassocks) advises us that at the 1966 Philatelic Congress of Great Britain, 
held at Brighton, in June, the Society was represented by three delegates and several other members. 
Among the material shown at the Congress Exhibition were items of Russian Ship Mail, from Dr. A. H. 
Wortman's collection, as well as a portion of Mr. M. A. Bojanowicz's collection of ""Mafeking." Mr. 
C. C. Handford once again conducted a Russian Study Circle, at which much interesting material
including Romanov proofs-were shown and discussed. 

Mr. Eric Mehnert-Frey (Zurich) comments on the fact that the prisoner-of-war card. illustrated 
in B.J.R.P. 38, is not actually a Russian production, but a typical German War Prisoners' Post Card. of 
the camp of Hameln a.d. Weser. Such cards-presumably reply cards- were distributed to Russian 
P.O.W.'s. The card illustrated, comments Mr. Mehnert-Frey, is very interesting, since the brother of 
the prisoner (Aleksei Sergeievitch Vruchkow) named Vassili Sergeievitch Vruchkow served in the part 
of the Caucasian Army operating on Persian territory. The card was sent via Enzeli. 

At the May meeting of the Society, Mr. E. G. Peel mentioned a new book. by Herman Tupper. 
on the construction of the Trans-Siberian Railway, called "To the Great Ocean.'" Mr. Allan Waugh 
has also read the work, which mentions an American lady, who, when she used the railway in 1900, said 
she always registered mail, as otherwise the stamps might be removed and sold by the postal employees. 
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However, as registered mail had to be despatched before 2 p.m., any sendings after this hour, she took 
care to enclose in black edged envelopes, which the superstitious workers would not tamper with. Our 
feeling is that she might as well have been consistent with the black-edged envelopes, and saved herself 
some kopecks! 

An interesting letter from Mr. C. C. Handford (Chesterfield) informs us that he also possesses a 
postal stationery cover from Vernii to Tashkent ("Outstanding Covers" B.J.R.P. 38, page 24) of 31 July, 
1874 (with a second Vernii impression of 1.8.74) arriving in Tashkent 5.8.1874. Mr. Handford is able 
to add one more stamp to Fred Speers' list of Zemstvos of the Post Abdication Years-the 6 kopecks 
produced by the State Printing Works, St. Petersburg, for the Velsk Zemstvo to meet the increase in 
postal charges. As it was produced at the State Printing Works it must have been produced before the 
Revolution, but when received in Velsk it is impossible to say. Only a few mint copies have as yet come 
to light. 

REVIEWS OF NEW LITERATURE 

Rossica Journal of Russian Philately. No. 70, 1966. Edited by Dr. G. B. Bondarenko-Salisbury, Chatham 
Court Sec. B., 49th and Locusts Streets, Ph1/adelphia 39, Pa. U.S.A. 85 pages. 

It was a particular pleasure to see the latest "Rossica" Journal since the printing is now by offset
lithography, giving the typescript a far more professional finish. The system also has the merit of allow
ing illustrations to be inserted in the text, without quite the difficulty and expense that this involves in 
letterpress printing. 

As usual a formidable amount of information is packed into the Journal's 85 pages. Editor 
Gregory Salisbury announces that the Russian edition is being discontinued so as to economise not only 
in expenses, but in the abnormal time required to translate, stencil, and produce. In the present number, 
Fred W. Speers writes an unusual article on Goldsmith's Marks and Zemstvo Coats of Arms, of interest 
to all collectors of Zemstvos; Aimilios D. Xanthopoulos contributes an interesting article on Russian Mail 
to the Monastic Cell of St. John Chrysostomos (at Mount Athos); Y. M. Vovin writes about Andizhan 
Postal Forgeries perpetrated of the lR. Spasskii Tower issue in 1949; whilst Lt.-Col. A. Prado takes up 
the theme recently considered in our own magazine, of the cancellations with the three solid triangles. 
though, we fear, is no more successful in offering an explanation than our own contributors! Sam 
Robbins writes an interesting contribution by describing some Soviet varieties not apparently catalogued. 
Kurt Adler recently gave a remarkable display of Russian Used Abroad material to the Collectors' Club, 
New York, and Mrs. Edith M. Fa11lstich has written a report on the occasion. Included are illustrations 
of two covers from the Adler Collection. Of inestimable value to the Zemstvo collector is a translation 
(from the German) of the Foteword and Introduction from the monumental "Die Pos.twertzeicher der 
Russichen Landschaftsaemter" by C. Schmidt. We do not know whether it is Editor Salisbury's intention 
to continue with more translations from this work, but we certainly hope this is a possibility. A further 
instalment of Maria Nikolaevna Vitashevskayir's book "The Ancient Russian Posts" (Chapter X and XI) 
culminates with an editorial glossary of terms and titles used. The discovery of Nikolai Ivanovich Sok
olov's splendid articles in the old Imperial Russian "Post and Telegraph Journal" has enabled Rossica 
Journal to reprint much of value, and a further instalment of "The Transmission of Mails on Steam
ships in Russia" is excellent reference material. Abraham Cohen commences a listing of shades and var
ieties on early Russian stamps; Melvin M. Kessler discusses a Russian Shanghai cover addressed to Buk
hara in 1909; whilst M. M. Byckoff continues his article on the Paper Money of Blagoveshchensk and 
Amur commenced in the previous issue. D, N. Minchev writes on the recollections of Vladimir Truba
cheer, one of the foonders of the Bulgarian Posts. whilst Franz See discusses Russian Military Mails in 
Bulgaria (the latter article reprinted from "Philatelen Pregled,'' Sofia). The Journal concludes with the 
continuation of Henri Tristant's "Trans-Siberian Postal Route,'' and the always interesting "Notes from 
Collectors" and "Book Reviews." 
Fi/ateliya U.S.S.R. Journal of the Society of Philatelists of the U.S.S.R. No. I. July 1966. 32 pages. 
Price 30 kop. (in Russian). 

We recently had the pleasure of reviewing the first issues of the "Soviet Philatelist" published 
by the Moscow Collectors' Society. With the establishment of the new Society of Philatelists of the 
U.S.S.R. comes a new magazine-"Filateliya USSR." The contents of the first issue will be of more 
interest to junior and medium collectors, and there is not much for the advanced collector. Articles 
include "Principles of Soviet Philately" by Boris Stalbaum; "Collector's Encyclopaedia" by Eugene Potier; 
a profile of Vassily Zavyalov (reminding us of the article we reprinted from U.S.S.R. some years ago); 
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a new-issue listing of Soviet issues for Jan.-Feb. 1966; and "Secrets of Winning Gold Medals;· a title 
that titillates our cynical sense of humour. 

France-U.R.S.S. Philatelie. "Le Timbre So11ietique." Edited by Gabriel Citerne. New Series 
No. 10. April 1966; No. 11, July 1966. (In French). 

The April issue of "France-U.R.S.S. Philatelie" commences with an interesting contribution by 
Gabriel Citerne on special handstamps of the U.S.S.R., with a warning on non-official cachets that are 
now so common. Ch. Godard writes on the provisional issues of the revolutionary period, basing his 
notes on those contained in the M. Parkomovitch article reproduced recently in B.J.R.P. Other con
tributions include "Varieties of Soviet Miniature Sheets" by G. Citerne; also New Issue, and Society News. 
The July edition includes details of the forthco.ning Philatelic Exhibition "Paris-Moscow-Leningrad" 
to be held in Paris this autumn; some notes on imperial cancellations and cachets by Mucel Larn~chy; 
and a most interesting article by Ch. Godard on stamps of the R.S.F.S.R. 

Russ Fil-Russ/and Filatelistenes Kontaktorgan. Edited by Hans /rmann-Jacobsen, M1111kedam
si•eien 86 Ill, Oslo 2, Norway. No. I No11ember 1964; No. 2 June 1965; Nos. 3/4 Sept. I 966. (/11 Nor
wegian). 

Thanks to the kindness of Hans lrmann-Jacobsen we have recently had the pleasure of looking at 
the first issues of this Scandinavian review of Russian Philately. Although our knowledge of Norwegian 
is negligible, it is obvious that Mr. Irmann-Jacobsen 's enthusiasm runs through each issue. ln No. I, 
the editor prints a revised version of the splendid article he wrote on the 1948/49 Definitive Stamps of the 
U.S.S.R. for No. 34 B.J.R.P., and this is followed by a listing of general and specialised catalogues per
taining to the Stamps of Russia. lssue No. 2 offers an interesting article by Mr. lrmann-Jacobsen on the 
Postal Convention of 1846 between Russia and Sweden/Norway, and students of this particular period 
should see this contribution. Hilding F:dk writes on labels of the German-Baltic Committee Private 
Post issued in 1917, a subject on which we were quite ignorant. K. Gilevitsch writes on R.F.S.F.R. stamps 
of 1921 to 1924, with, we believe, numbers printed. There are also some good write-ups on Russian 
philatelic societies operating in U.S.A., Germany, France and Great Britain. Nos. 3/4 includes notes 
on the Soviet Catalogue (1958/63); the recent Soviet listing of Special Cancellations (1922/61); and the 
type of background hatch in certain Soviet photogravure issues highlighted by Allan Waugh in B.J.R.P. 
33, and now written up by Ernst Borglin. A most interesting article by Hans lrmann-Jacobsen on the 
thickness of papers used on Imperial issues between 1858 and 1865 demands greater study. The issue 
is completed by reviews of recent journals dealing with Russian philately. Not only has Mr. lrmann
Jacobsen virtually completed these issues single-handed, but he has also translated the Cercle Philatelique 
France-U.R.S.S. catalogue of Imperial Russia into Norwegian, and portions of this labour of love have 
been distributed with each issue of "Russ-Fil.·• 

Journal of Chinese Philately. Issued by the China Philatelic Society of London. Edited by W/Cdr. 
P. /. Padget, 30 Clarence Grove Road, Weston-s-Mare, Som. No. 122 (Feb. 1966); No. 123 (Mar. 1966); 
No. 124 (June 1966); No. 125 (Aug. 1966). 

Recent issues of the Journal of Chinese Philately include (Feb. 1966) Covers of the "I Chan .. Offi
cial Posts by P. I. Padget; Articles on China published between 1926 and 1949, compiled by Arthur J. 
Brown; and a continuation of "New Classification of Communist Chinese Issues" by Marcello Mochi: 
(Apr. 1966) notes on the Stamps of Nanking Local P.O. and Platings of Three Values by Dr. T. H. Sze 
and F. Z. Chun; a continuation of the series on Treaty Port Local Posts of China, by E. N. Lane; (June 
1966) "China and the U.P.U." by E. N. Lane; "Postal Forgeries of China'' by H. G. L. Fletcher; (Aug. 
1966) "Formosa-The Black Flag Issues" by E. N. Lane; "Letter-Box" Markings by P. I. Padget; and 
"House and Dragon Surcharges" of Formosa, by E. N. Lane. 

Austrian Post Offict?s Abroad. Part Six. Bosnia, Serbia, Danubian Principalities, by S. D. Tchilinghirian 
and W. S. E. Stephen. 80 pages. lllustrated in half tone and line. Price 30/- (U.S.; 4.50 dollars). Obtain
able from W. S. E. Stephen, 94 High Street, Aber/our, Banffshire, Scotland. 

Part VI of this magnificent work on Austrian P.O.'s Abroad is now available. and is devoted to 
Bosnia-Herzegovina, Serbia, and Danubian Principalities (later Roumania). Eight Austrian P.O.'s and 
Postal Agencies of D.D.S.G. in Bosnia and Herzegovina, excluding military Post Offices, are detailed. 
although material is not available to be recorded from them all. Likewise, seventeen offices are listed 
from Serbia, much of the philatelic material from these P.O."s being exceedingly hard to obtain. 
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Most of the volume is taken up by the listing of offices in the Danubian Principalities, and for all 
collectors of Russian material from this area, let alone those who collect Austrian covers and cancell
ations, this portion of the volume is an absolute necessity. Forty-one offices and Agencies are dealt 
with, not including valuable notes on Military Posts, and Frontier P.O.'s. 

We note with pleasure the number of illustrations in the present volume, amounting to almost 
luxurious proportions. There are ten full page half-tone plates of covers and stamps bearing cancell
ations, apart from a complete coverage of postal markings, and maps of relevant areas in black and white. 
The six parts so far published amount to no less than 480 pages, and we understand that at least one 
further part is in the process of compilation. Our thanks go to the authors for devoting themselves to 
such an immense and valuable contribution to philatelic literature. 

The three most recent issues of ''T.P.O." (the magazine of the T.P.O. and Seaport Society), edited 
by our good friend Norman Hill, are to hand. An interesting comment in the March/April issue (No. 
116) comes from Arthur Chambers, who points out that in research connected with postal history, it is 
often expedient to know the day of the week corresponding to the date in a postmark. Whitaker's Alman
ack printed a Perpetual Calendar for ascertaining such days of the week, together with notes on the 
change from the Julian (Old Style) to the Gregorian (New Style) calendars for various countries of the 
World. In the 1965 edition of the Almanack they appear on pages 190, and 188, respectively. This 
reminds us that some years ago the philatelic firm of Francis J. Field Ltd., Sutton Coldfield, Birmingham, 
produced a handy chart that enabled similar calculations to be made. No. 117 (May-June) illustrates a 
1965 U.S.S.R. cancellation reading LENINGRAD POCHT. TSEKH. 7. Under the impression it may 
be a T.P.O. Whilst this does not seem to be the case, the abbreviation "TSEKH. 7" is new to us-would 
this be a Leningrad sub-office? No. 118 (July-August) reprints the excellent story of the Russian Vessel 
"Pochin," originally published in the B.J.R.P., and thanks are given to our readers Dr. N. V. Luchnik 
and W. Stephen. 

AUCTION NOTES 

W. S. E. Stephen 

There has been no lull in the Auction Market over the last few months under review, no out
standing collections being offered, though some of the material has been of the highest quality and prices 
continue to rise. Items changing hands are given hereunder. 

One particularly fine collection of Ukraine was disposed of at Robson Lowe Sale of June 15th, 
1966, fuller particulars of which will be found on another page of this Journal. 

The "DA YID" China Sale at Robson Lowe Ltd., London, 15/11 /65: 
Lot 506 1899-04, 7k. blue variety inverted overprint, fine lightly cancelled. Ex 

Faberge. £20 
Lot 510 • 1900, 2k. green variety inverted overprint, used on piece with normal 7k. and 

35k., cancelled at Peking. Ex Faberge. £32 
Lot 518 1920, 5 cent on 5k. purple, a block of four showing a superb Manchuli 

double circular date stamp (type 2) dated 29/1/21 £32 
Lot 524 1918 (May) registered and censored cover Kashgar to Jersey City bearing 

1917 surcharges le., 2c., 3c. and 4c. used in combination with Russian 4k. 
Charity stamp. £48 

The BASEL sale of March 15th, 1966. Kaufmann & Lowe. 
Lot 2172 1858, !Ok. blue and brown, on small piece, cancelled Kovno. 
Lot 2176 1858, Cover Odessa to St. Petersburg 
Lot 2184 1907, SR. Russian Post in China, with overprint inverted. 

Bournemouth Stamp Auctions, February 4th, 1966. 

Ex. Caspary 1450 Sw. F. 
500 Sw. F. 
325 Sw. F. 

Lot 323 1918 Cover (slightly damaged) to Bombay showing on reverse F.P.O. 409 
(Krasnovodsk). £7 

Lot 324 1919, two covers on Active Service to Bombay showing superb strikes of 
F.P.O. 406 (Batum) £11 
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1919 Cover (flap rn1ssmg) to Bombay showing on reverse F.P.O. Lot 325 

Lot 326 
409 (Krasnovodsk). £7 
l9i9 Cover(flap missing) to Bombay showing on reverse F.P.O. 81 (Baku) £5 

Postal History Sale of June 14th, 1966. Robson Lowe, London. 
Russian P.O:s in Levant. 

Lot 53 1884 1 k (2), 1900-10 10 par. , 20 par. and 2 pi. 1909 overprinted Jaffa. 
5 par. (5), 10 par. (3). 20 par., 1 pi., 35 pi., and 70 pi., the last two on small 
piece with "ROPIT"' cancellations and 1913 20 par. and l pi., several with 
coloured cancellations ( 19). £30 

Lot 58 1909 5 par., 10 par .. 20 par., I pi and 5 pi., 7 pi and 70 pi., used on small 
piece with violet date stamp, all overprinted "Jerusalem.'' (18) £38 

Harmer Rooke Ltd., London Sale of June 9th, 1966. 
This sale contained many choice items of Poland, nearly every lot being illustrated. 

POLAND 
Lot 205 "52" (Nur), clear strike tying 3k. of Russia, on small piece (Ex Faberge), 

only three other copies are known, this stamp is from the same strip as 
these previously recorded. extremely rare. £75 

Lot 248 l0k. rose and blue. variety imperf, "264" cancellation of Mlawa, one of 
five recorded copies. £550 

Lot 256 "I" (Warsaw) Cover to St. Peters burg franked with pair of the !Ok. pale 
blue and pale rose. neatly tied and showing Russian Warsaw town cancel in 
red. Stamps well centred. £120 

RUSSIA 
Lot 383 1884 horizontally laid paper, 3.50r. grey and black, part o.g. £190 
Lot 384 1889-94 14k. rose and blue, centre inverted. A superb o.g. example £170 
Lot 408 1883-88 14k. rose and blue, variety centre inverted, superb £210 

H. R. Harmer, London Sale of June 20th/23rd, 1956 
Russia 1922. Consular Airmail, 1200mk. on 50k. o.g. (S.G. 270) Cata-
logued £250. £270 

The H. R. Harmer Ltd., Bond Street. London Sales exceeded one million pounds turnover for last 
season. "Mr. Cyril Harmer attributes the increased buying to continuing inflation throughout the world 
lessening people's trust in currency. Rare stamps have proved much more trustworthy: · 

MEETING REPORTS 

The 93rd Meeting of the Society was held on 5th March, 1966, at 41, Devonshire Place, London, 
W. I. Mr. Droar presided and 17 other members were present. Apologies for absence were received from 
Mr. Handford and Mr. Newman. 

The Minutes of the last meeting having been circulated to all members, it was proposed that 
these be accepted as read and they were confirmed. 

The Secretary asked that the following applicant for membership be elected :
Mr. J. KALMUS. 69, Alpha Street. Slough, Bucks. 

Secretary's Report. In his report the Secretary said that there was a great deal of interest being 
taken in the activities of the Society by collectors and traders alike, notwithstanding the increased sub
scription. 

Dates of future meetings would not be known until after the June meeting of the Royal Society. 
Trea-.urer's Report. Mr. Eades said how pleased he was that the subscriptions were coming m 

at such a good rate. compared with last year, at the sa!Tie ti!Tie we had received £182 as against £90. 
Pa1:ket Superintendent's Report. Two packets have been sent out to the value of £390. 
Members were reminded that it was most important that the certificate of postage be sent to Mr. 

Kellaway immediately after posting the packet. On a point being raised by Mr. Joseph, the packet super
intendent also said that when handing over the packet by hand, it was most important that a receipt be 
obtained. 
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Philatelic Congress business was then dealt with and the delegates elected, these being: Messrs. 
C. C. Handford, E. C. Combridge, E. S. Poulter and W. E. Tweedale. 

The President then congratulated Dr. R. Ceresa and Mr. E. C. Combridge on their awards 
received at Stampex this year, and all present concurred. 

There being .no other business the meeting closed at 3 p.m. 

The meeting was then followed by a talk and display of material from Mongolia and the Far 
East by Mr. Adgey-Edgar of Guildford. It was a wonderful show of scarce and rare items. and all present 
very cordially agreed with the proposed vote of thanks. 

The 94th meeting of the Society was held on the 4th June, 1966, at 41, Devonshire Place. London. 
W.I. The President being in U.S.A. for the Sipex Exhibition, Mr. Eades, the Vice-President was in the 
chair. with twenty-five other members present. 

The Chairman opened proceedings by giving a very warm welcome to two American members .. 
Mr. Fred Speers (Escondido), and Mr. E. L. Filby (Kansas City). Apologies for absence had been 
received from Mr. Droar, Mr. Handford and Dr. Casey. 

The minutes of the last meeting having been circulated to all members, were duly confirmed. 

The Secretary then asked that the following applicants for membership be elected: 

Mr. A. GOSS, 25, Davies Avenue. Leeds, 8. 
Mr. G. GROSSMAN, 139, King·s Avenue, Woodford Green, Essex. 
Mr. P. J. McINTYRE. Elms Villa. Rampton Hospital, Retford, Nous. 
Mr. DONALD B. POLON, 3854, West Loyola, Lincolnwood, L, 60645. 
Mr. ARTHUR M. NEU, 120. Vermilyea Avenue, N.Y., 10034, N.Y., U.S.A. 

The Secretary made apologies for any letters that may not have been replied to, but he was at 
present on holiday away from Colchester and had broken away to attend this meeting. · 

It was possible to confirm the dates of meetings to be held in 1967, these being 14th January, when 
the Annual Competitions will be held, 11 th March and 20th May. The programmes had yet to be 
arranged for the last two dates. 

The Treasurer reported that subscriptions were coming in, but somewhat slowly. 

In his report. the Packet Superintendent said that 2 new packets had been circulated valued at £336 
and that 3 packets had been broken up. sales amounting to £163. 

There being no other business to deal with ,Mr. Peel then drew members' attention to a book 
recently published, "The Taming of Siberia and The Building of the Trans-Siberian Railway" entitled 
("To the Great Ocean") by Tupper. 

Meeting closed at 3.15 p.m. 

Then followed a display of .. Stamps of Imperial Russia" from the collection of Mr. Freeman Bass. 
who was unfortunately unable to attend himself and very kindly sent along treasures from his collect
ion in the care of his son. The meeting therefore had the pleasure of seeing some very fine and rare items 
and hearing Dr. Wortman comment on this most interesting display. Among the many superlative 
items shown were a Mint Pair of No. 1 with O.G .. some beautiful essays originally from the Faberge 
collection, and numerous imperf. varieties. 

Mr. Peel seconded Dr. Wortman·s vote of thanks to Mr. Bass for giving such a splendid display 
and all present most heartily agreed. 

"Le Cercle Philatelique France-U.R.S.S." expect to publish the second volume of their catalogue 
(1918-1940) in the late autumn. The Secretary is making arrangements to purchase a quantity of these 
but would appreciate members· confirming their desire to buy. It is expected to be approximately 
the same price as Vol. l. 
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THE ZEMSTVO GAZETTEER (continued) 
Fred W. Speers 

UFA GOVERNMENT 
(One zemstvo-issuing city: Belebey). 
Period of zemstvo activity within government: 1890-1908. 

Ufa government lies in the south-eastern section of Russia, bounded by those of Vyatka, Perm, 
Orenburg, Samara and Kazan. The Kama river, flowing south-west to join the Volga just below Kazan, 
forms 120 miles of Ufa ·s north-west boundary and with its tributary, the Hyelaya, provides a navigable 
waterway for the government's products. The south-eastern corner of the great fir-pine-birch triangle 
which blankets much of north central Russia rests in Ufa. (The other corners are in St. Petersburg and 
Lvov in Poland). Several wooded ranges run from south-west to north-east along the Ufa plateau which 
slopes south-eastward. Ufa's soil is more fertile in the north-west and the Menzelinsk and Birsk black 
earth areas form the government's chief granaries. lron, copper and coal are found. Chief crops are 
rye, wheat, oats, barley, buckwheat and potatoes. 

Area: 47,094 square miles. Population (1900): 2,620,000. 
Rich findings of interest to antiquarians show the region belonged successively to the Finnish or 

Chud tribes, the early Bulgars and then the Nogai Tartars. The city of Ufa, the government"s capital. 
was founded in 1574. Revolts swept the area in 1662 and 1773. ln the mid-19th century, Alexander l[ 
and his nobles appropriated vast land holdings from the native Bashkirs and many of these were later 
sold to the growing number of wealthy merchants who developed them with the aid of peasants' co-oper
atives. 

The government is divided into six districts, chief towns of which are Ufa (population of 4,9,275 
in 1910), Belebey, Birsk, Menzelinsk, Sterlitamak and Zlatoust. 

Belebey (Ufa Government) 
Stamp Issuing Period: August 15, 1890-1908. 
Belebey lies in the south central section of the government about 90 miles south-west oft he capital, 

Ufa, and 25 miles east of the government's boundary with that of Samara. lt is a few miles north of the 
rail line that links the city of Ufa with Buguruslan and the city of Samara. lts population in 1900 was 
about 7,000. The climate of the Belebey district, which lies on the western slopes of the southern Urals, 
is fairly dry and in winter extremely cold. The district is largely engaged in raising wheat, in dairy farm
ing and in raising beef cattle, unlike most other districts of the government which by the turn of the cen
tury were becoming noted for developing their mineral resources. Belebey was the only city in the Ufa 
government to issue zemstvo stamps. 

Stamp<,: Belebey had eight principal issues of stamps, appearing in three major designs although 
with variations in sizes and colours. The first issue, lithographed in red on white wove paper, showed 
the large fjgure of its value-2 kopecks-centred in a double-lined oval bearing an inscription and with 
Roman numerals, II, in each corner. Subsequent issues substituted a fox, running to the left, for the 
central design in either oval or circle. All were lithographed in one (blue) or two colours (shades of blue, 
rose, brown or red). They were either imperforate or perforated 11 ½. Belebey's 1893 issue was similar 
in design to the 1891 issue of Urzhum (Vyatka government) except that instead of a duck the Belebey 
fox was used. These designs were similar, too, to the 1884 issue of Nicolsk (Vologda); the 1888 issue 
of Kologriv (Kostroma), and the 1889 issue ofNovgorod. Belebey's stamps appeared in I, 2 and 5 kop
ecks values. Reprints of Belebey's final issue appeared in emerald green after the post was suppressed. 

VLADIMIR GOVERNMENT 
One zemstvo-issuing city: Pereyslav. 
Period of zemstvo activity within government: 1873-1914. 
Vladimir government is one in the north central part of middle Russia just east of the Moscow 

complex. It is bounded by the governments of Moscow, Tver, Yaroslav, Kostroma, Nizhni-Novgorod, 
Tambov and Ryazan. The country has a somewhat hilly appearance caused by the erosion of the navi
gable rivers, the Volga, Oka and Klyazma, and their tributaries. Some iron ore deposits and much peat 
are found. There are a number of small lakes in the government. The climate is a bit colder than that 
of the Moscow district and although the soil is not of great fertility, flax and hemp are common crops. 
There is some cattle-grazing. 

Area: 18,815 square miles. Population (1906): 1,730,400. 
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Vladimir·s population is practically entirely Great Russian, having absorbed the Finnish tribes 
of Muroma and Merya as well as the Karelians who formerly inhabited the locality. During the 10th 
and 11 th Centuries, the influence of Vladimir-Suzda:I, as the principality was then known, was felt as far 
away as Novgorod and Kiev. Because of the poor •agricultural conditions in the government, manu
facturing and petty trades advanced rapidly. Small cotton, linen and silk mills sprang up in the 19th 
century as did factories for the making of rope, paper, cardboard and glass. Carpentry and masonry 
were carried on by peasants, many of whom left their homes for several months each year to find work 
elsewhere. In some areas, whole villages were engaged in the painting of ikons whose sale throughout 
Russia formed an important part of the government's economy. 

The government was divided into thirteen districts, including that of the capital, Vladimir (whose. 
12th Century cathedral inspired the Assumption or Uspensky Cathedral built in the Moscow Kremlin 
in 1475-79). Other districts were Pereyaslav, Alexandrov, Gorokhovets, Kovrov, Melenki, Murom, 
Pokrov, Shuya, Sudogda, Suzdal, Vyazniki and Yuriev Polskiy. Important industrial towns included 
Ivanovo-Voznesensk, Gusevsk and Kholui. 

Pereyasla1• (Vladimir Government) 
Stamp-Issuing Period: 1873-1914. 
Pereyaslav lies 45 miles north-east of Moscow on the road to Yaroslavl. lt is situated on both 

banks of the Trubezh river in marshy country only a few miles from Lake Pleshcheyevo, which is some 
five miles in length. Pereyaslav was sometimes called "Pereyaslav-Zalesski" (or "beyond the forest") 
to distinguish it from the older town in Poltava after which it was named. Pereyaslav was founded in 
1152 by Yuryi Dolgoruki, prince of Suzdal, five years after he had founded the city of Moscow. Perey
aslav is noted for its ecclesiastical institutions and for its cotton manufacturing. Fishing in the nearby 
Lake Pleshcheyevo (where in 1691 Peter the Great began his navy building programme) is a common 
occupation. Pereyaslav's population in 1897 was 8,662. 

Stamps: Pereyaslav, only city in Vladimir government to issue zemstvo stamps, had four issues in 
two principal designs. The first two issues were circular and typeset with the figure •·r for value in the 
centre. Differences in the inscription inside the circular line distinguish the issues, as does the size of 
the "3." the second issue being the larger. Pereyaslav's final issue, which appeared in four printings. was 
a lithographed one in rectangular design (31 by 22 mm.) in dark blue and shades of red, the latter dis
tinguishing the printings. Five lines of lettered inscriptions running across the stamp form the design 
with the middle line indicating its 3 kopecks value. All of Pereyaslav's stamps were imperforate. 

VOLOGDA GOVERNMENT 
(Eight zemstvo-issuing cities: Griazovets, Kadnikov, Nikolsk, Totma. Ust-Sysolsk, Velikiy Ustyug. 

Velsk and Yarensk). 
Period of zemstvo activity within government: 1871-1917. 
Vologda government, largest of the 33 in which zemstvo stamps were issued, lies in north-east 

Russia, stretching south-westward from the western slopes of the northern Urals to the government of 
Novgorod north of Moscow. In addition to Novgorod the governments which bound it are Olonets. 
Archangel, Tobolsk, Perm, Vyatka, Kostroma and Yaroslavl. lt is drained from the south-west by the 
Sukhona river, navigable for 375 miles, and from the north-east by the Vychegda, navigable for 570 miles. 
ln the south-west the Sukhona is connected with the upper Volga by Lake Kubina and the canal of Alex
ander von Wurttemberg. Vologda takes its name from "volok,"" meaning a portage, referring to trans
porting boats across land from one river to another. 

The climate of Vologda government is severe. Forested areas and agricultural development 
(cereal grains, apples, flax and some livestock breeding) occur in the south-west. To the north-east. the 
Timan plateau, a swampy region, is barely habitable. Vologda towns and cities were famed for the 
excellence of their linen and laces. 

Area: 155,218 square miles. Population (1906): 1,517,500 of whom only 57,407 lived in towns. 
From early in the 12th Century, Vologda was a colony of Novgorod. Its capital, the city of Vol

ogda, was founded in 1147. In 1273, the region was plundered by the Prince of Tver in alliance with 
Tartars. It was not until 1447 that Moscow took the area and annexed it. After the opening of Arch
angel to British trade in 1553, Vologda became a chief town in the trade that developed between there 
and St. Petersburg and Moscow. Vologda's population in 1881 was 17,025 and in 1897 it reached 27,822. 

Other than Vologda and the eight zemstvo-issuing cities listed above the only other town of import
ance was Solbychegodsk. 
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Griazo1,ets (Vologda Government) 
Stamp Issuing Period: 1873-1913. 
Griazovets, a small agricultural community, was located in the extreme south-western part ofVol

ogda government. Lying 30 miles south-west of the government's capital city, Vologda, it was on the 
rail line constructed in 1870-72 to link Vologda with Yaroslavl to the south. By the turn of the century 
that land in this locality had been pretty well cleared of original pine tree forests, and the raising offlax 
and dairy animals formed the chief occupations of its residents. Griazovets in 1900 had a population 
of only about 3,200 persons. 

Stamps: Griazovets, third city in its government to issue zemstvo stamps, was the most prolific 
in this field, emitting 19 issues (at least seven with several printings) in 25 principal designs. They ranged 
from circular hand-stamped ones through type-set designs and to multi-coloured lithographed ones. 
During 1902-1 ~., St. Petersburg "key plate'' stamps of the Ardatov type were employed and only for these 
are the numbers of stamps printed available. These ranged from 104,750 in 1902 to 28,000 in 1909 and 
35,500 in 1914. Griazovets was noted for its copying of designs of other zemstvos and of stamps of for
eign countries. Its first circular stamp, for example, resembled that of Kadnikov. The Griazovets coat 
of arms with an arm holding an orb and short sword in the upper field and a water well in the lower half 
is found in many of the designs. Other designs copied by Griazovets included its 1899 series resembling 
that of Bavaria's 1867 stamps: the "Rayon" issue of Switzerland; the 1862 Swiss issue showing the seated 
figure of Helvetia and, later, a copy of the arms of Savoy design of the stamps of Tuscany. Griazovets 
stamps were issued in values of I, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 kopecks. 

Kadnikov (Vologda Government) 

Stamp Issuing Period: 1871-1916. 

Kadnikov lies about 50 miles inside the south-west boundary of Vologda government with that of 
Novgorod. It is on a tributary of the Sukhona river about 25 miles northeast of the capital city of Vologda. 
The locality surrounding it forms a key part of the large dairyland which in turn surrounds Vologda. 
Agriculture and livestock raising are the chief occupations of the town whose population in 1875 was 
about 15,000. Kadnikov is situated on the main road that leads north from Vologda to Archangel. but 
when the railway iine linking those two cities was built in 1898 for the transport of timber it was laid a 
few miles west of Kadnikov. (That line, incidentally, was not converted to broad guage unt1i 1916). 

Stamps: Kadnikov, first city in Vologda to issue zemstvos, continued this postal activity unbroken 
for 45 years, emitting in all 11 issues in seven designs. All but three of these featured a coat of arms 
:showing in the upper field an arm extending from a cloud and holding an orb and in the lower field a 
large milk pail. The first issue was a hand-stamped one in circular design . Then followed three rect
angular ones in type-set designs lithographed in shades of green. Then followed a series of bi-coloured 
(shades of green and of red) ones with figures of value in the corners surrounding the coat of arms. From 
1903 through 1916, Kadnikov employed the St. Petersburg "key plate" design of the Ardatov variety. 
These appeared in nine printings, one of which ran as high as 35,000 copies (in 1911). Kadnikov also 
issued two stamped envelopes in 1884 and 1903 of 4 and 3 kopecks value. respectively. They also feat
ured the coat of arms. 

Nikolsk (Vologda Government) 

Stamp lssuing Period: 1884-1915. 

Nikolsk, situated in the southern portion of Vologda government about 35 miles from its bound
ary with Kostroma government, lay 210 miles east of the capital city of Vologda. The town. which num
bered about 3,000 population in 1900, was close to the northerly flowing Yug river, a tributary of the 
Sukhona. A post road linked it with Velikiy Ustyug, 85 miles to the north. Nikolsk lay in an area 
of dairy farming and small scale flax and grain growing which increased as the forests were thinned. 

Stamps: Nikolsk emitted five issues of stamps in three principal designs, including its final issue 
of St. Petersburg "key plate'' stamps of the Ardatov type. Except for that typographed issue, all were 
lithographed. Nikolsk's first issue (1884) closely resembled that of the 1883 Belebey (Ufa government) 
issue with figures of value (2 kopecks) in each comer and coat of arms in the centre. The coat of arms 
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resembled that of other Vologda city stamps with an arm holding an orb and short sword in the upper 
field and the distinctive city design (in this case five small castle turrets grouped three in front and two 
in back) in the lower field. Like its Belebey model, this stamp was lithographed in blue. The next issue. 
appearing in a five-colour lithograph (black, red, green, yellow and blue), showed the number of turrets 
reduced from five to two. Except for one 4 kopeck value appearing in this series in 1910 all Nikolsk 
stamps were of 2 kopecks in value. The final St. Petersburg "key plate" issue saw the turrets in the coat 
of arms replaced by a shock of grain. Nikolsk also issued in 1900 an official stamp without value appear
ing in a type-set design of circular format and handstamped in black on white paper. 

Totma (Vologda Government) 
Stamp rssuing Period: 1894-1902. 

Totma, a river port, is located in the central south-western section of Vologda government at the 
confluence of the Sukhona and Totma rivers. It lies approximately midway between Vologda, 110 miles 
west, and Velikiy Ustyug. It is on the old post road which joins those two cities. Jn addition to engag
ing in the raising of grains and flax and dairy activities of this region, many of Totma 's 5,000 population 
(in 1900) occupy themselves with fishing in the two rivers. Totma's houses and buildings, like those in 
virtually all of Russia's villages, were for the main P,art one-storey structures built of wood. 

Stamps: Totma had six issues of stamps, all elaborately coloured lithographs, appearing in two 
principal designs, with some issues distinguished by sizes and design of an inscription-bearing ribbon. 
Totma's first stamp, a large (25l by 34l mm.) format, was lithographed in five colours-black, blue, red. 
yellow and gold. Its design centred around two shields (similar to the design of the Griazovets stamp 
issued in the same year). At left is the shield of the Vologda district with arm, orb and short sword: 
at right is the Totma shield with a heraldic fox running to the left. Except for the last issue, subsequent 
Totma stamps were of somewhat similar design with one unique feature: in 1897, the 3 kopeck value of 
1895 was altered by hand in ink to 6 kopecks and the 6 kopeck value of the same year was altered to 3 
kopecks. Totma's final stamp was lozenge-shaped, measuring 51 mrp. deep by 30 mm. across. It. too. 
was in multi-coloured lithography. Except for the provisional issue of 1897, mentioned above, all of 
Totma's stamps were of 3 kopecks value. 

Totma also issued stamped envelopes of 4 and 7 kopecks value in 1895 whose design was like that 
of the 1894 stamp, but only solid colours of rose and blue were used . 

Ust-Sysolsk (Vologda Government) 

Stamp Issuing Period : Feb. 1. 1872-1917. 

Ust-Sysolsk is located in almost the exact centre of the large Vologda government. Its location on 
the south-westerly flowing Vychegda river provides an outlet for its extensive lumber and timber industry 
and for shipment of the products of its saw mills, paper and pulp mills and other wood-processing plants. 
The town was founded in 1780 as a centre for Russian colonization in the north-east. By 1920, the city 
had attained a population of about 22,000. (Ust-Sysolsk has been renamed by the Soviets as Syktyvkar.) 

Stamps: Ust-Sysolsk, second Vologda city to issue zemstvo stamps, continued this activity like 
Kadnikov for 45 years. In all. Ust-Sysolsk had 16 issues of stamps, appearing in five principal designs. 
including the St. Peters burg "key plate"" Ardatov-type one adopted in 1902. Of the 16 issues. the first and 
the ninth through the 16th ( 1887-1917) included in their designs a bear which is a distinguishing character
istic of Ust-Sysolsk stamps except for type-set designs of 1873-1886. Except for the type-set issues and the 
"key plate" issues all Ust-Sysolsk stamps were lithographed at first in black and later in three colours
shades of red, of blue and brown. Values were 2, 3 and 5 kopecks with its final issue in 1917 being sur
charged with a 10 kopeck value. 

Ust-Sysolsk also had nine separate issues of stamped envelopes in various sizes beginning in 1871. 
a year before its first zemstvo postage stamp appeared. Values were 2, 3 and 5 kopecks. Colours like 
those of the contemporary stamps were used in the designs which also were identical. 

To be co11ti1111ed 
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