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THE HANDSTRUCK MARKINGS OF WARSAW 

M. A. Bojanowicz, R.D.P. and A. Droar 

HISTORICAL SETTING 

The City of Warsaw reached the peak of its development during the reign of Stanislaw II Ponia
towski, the last King of Poland, 1764-1795. During his reign the population rose to approximately 
116,000. 

At this period, the population of Warsaw began to take a much more active participation in the 
affairs of the city, and as a consequence, on 3rd May, 1791, Stanislaw II relinquished certain of his powers 
to the Sejm (Parliament). However, this led to a certain amount of dissension among 
the various political factions, one of which, in order to gain the ascendency, requested, and got, Russian 
assistance. Thus began the Second Partition of Poland, 1793. 

This did not last very long, because in April, 1794, the citizens of Warsaw, led by Jan Kilinski, 
who, with the aid of Polish troops, liberated Warsaw from Russian domination. Events in history, 
however, do not remain static, so the Third Partition of Poland took place in 1795. 

From 1796 to 1806, Warsaw was under Prussian domination, in which period the city's population 
fell from 116,000 to approximately 65,000. 

Thus is the setting of Warsaw in the first part of the period under review. 

WARSAW POSTAL MARKINGS; THE STAMPLESS PERIOD 

It is not our intention to deal with that period of Polish postal history where postal seals were 
used in the transmission of mail, as this has been fully and most adequately described in "Postal Seals 
of Poiand, XVIIt Century' ' by Profess'orS. Mikstein, and in "Polskie Zna:ki Pocztowe" Volume I. 

We shall therefore proceed to the period of the introduction of the handstamp. The earliest 
handstamps for the Warsaw Town Post consisted of a large letter "W" surmounted by a crown, the 
whole of which was enclosed in a circle. (It should be noted that a few other large Polish post towns 
had similar handstamps, but with differing letters, and all had distinctive crowns, e.g. Lublin (see fig. 1)). 

The Warsaw handstamp is to be found in three different types. In type 1 (see fig. 2) the diameter 
of the circle is 17mm. and the dates of usage were between 1778 and 1787. In type II (see fig. 3) the 
diameter of the circle is 19mm. and the dates of usage between 1779 and 1789. Type III was introduced 
later and this handstamp omitted the outer circle, and other changes were made to the letter "W," as 
well as to the crown. Dates of usage were between 1787 and 1795. (see fig. 4). 

Entries so far recorded are tabulated below with dates and destinations:-

Type I 
Date 

28th Oct. 

8th Oct. 

1780 
1781 
1782 

Destination 
Venice (Italy) 
Venice (Italy) 
Beaune (France) 

Collection (where known) 
M. A. Bojanowicz 
M. A. Bojanowicz 
Postal Museum, Warsaw (1939) 

These are the only three examples recorded, but since 1939 when the Postal Museum in Warsaw 
was destroyed by -enemy action, only .two are now known. The Polish Postal Service became available 
to the general public during 1558 in the reign of King Sigmund August as a result of a law suit over the 
recovery of the family fortune, following the death of Queen Bona, the King's mother, in Italy, in 1557. 

Type II 
Date 

4th April 1779 
26th April 1780 
13th August 1785 
6th May 1786 

26th May 1787 

Destination 
Venice (Italy) 
Paris (France) 
Beaune (France) 
Leopolis (Lwow) 
Warsaw (Internal use) 

Collection (where known) 
M. A. Bojanowicz 

? 
Mrs. K. Horowicz 

? 
Postal Museum, Warsaw (1939) 

The majority of these early letters show evidence of Royal Household usage very few having 
survived either from private correspondence, or from business establishments. 
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Type III 
Date 

16th Jan. 
24th Feb. 
10th Feb. 

17th Jan. 
3rd Aug. 

1788 (?) 
1789 
1790 
1790 
1791 
1792 
1794 
1795 

Destination 
France 
Paris 
Bordeaux (France) 
Ghodns 
Steyr (Austria) 
Paris (France) 
Leopolis (Lwow) 
Paris (France) 
Dulno (Poland) 

Collection (where known) 
? 
? 

M. A. Bojanowicz 
Postal Museum, Warsaw (1939) 
Mrs. K. Horowicz 

? 
Postal Museum, Warsaw (1939) 
M. A. Bojanowicz 

? 

All recorded markings are in black, and each bears a letter number for entry in the "Way Book." 
No rate markings appear on internal mail, but letters going abroad show rate markings. Letters to 
France were in transit via MASEYCK where a handstamp was applied; letters to Italy were apparently 
not handstamped at a point of entry during transit. 

From the foregoing, Types I and II were introduced within a short time of each other and it could 
be that they became interchangeable during their time of use. 

Two diagramatic maps are given in the centre pages showing the postal routes for: 
(a) Period of Postal Seals 1767 
(b) Period of Handstamps 1780 (Postal Roads from Warsaw only are shown) 

From the Third Partition of Poland until the emergence of the Congress Kingdom of Poland 
in 1815, no Polish handstamp was in use, except as Russian, Austrian, or Prussian markings. Of some 
interest, however, are entires found emanating from Warsaw during the Napoleonic Campaign. The 
French Army occupied Warsaw in 1806 and letters during this period of occupation bear the following 
known marks: 

Type IV 
No. 6 

GRANDE-ARMEE 
No. 29 

GRANDE-ARMEE 
(see fig. 5) 

No. 43 
GRANDE-ARMEE 

No. 43 PORT PAYE 
GRANDE-ARMEE 

No. 61 
GRANDE-ARMEE 

These are found usually impressed in red ink, but black was also used. Most of the correspond
ence is dated prior to 1810 due to the disastrous results of the Russian Campaign which led to the retreat 
froin Moscow in 1812 when the bulk of the correspondence was lost. 

Type V 
With the establishment of the Congress Kingdom of Warsaw in 1815, a new type 

of postal marking was introduced. This consisted of a two line hands tamp W ARSZA WA at the top, 
and the date below (no year appeared in the datestamp). An important feature of this handstamp is 
that the town-name is in Polish but the date portion is in Latin and is in the genitive plural. There 
are three sub-types of which two are illustrated (see figs. 6 and 7). 

Type VI 
This handstamp was in use from 1812 until 1833, but has been found used as late as 9th July, 1844 

(see Domanski and Rich handbook). Some indication of the variations can be seen from the following 
list of recorded covers. Other entires exist which may reveal other variations in dimension. None 
of these entires carry a rate mark other than foreign marks and another feature is that from this time 
onwards the number of the letter was not recorded. 
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Date 

12 Aug. 1814 
1 Feb. 1817 

11 July 1817 

Overall length 

29.0mm. 
32.5mm. 

Overall height 

9. 0mm. 
9.25mm. 

(/) Internal 
or Collection 

(A) Abroad 
Domanski (earliest date) 

I M. A. Bojanowicz 
A M. A. Bojanowicz 
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9Mar. 1818 28.5mm. 9.00mm. A M. A. Bojanowicz 
18 May 1818 32.5mm. 9.25mm. A M. A. Bojanowicz 
27 Dec. 1819 A Polanski 

3 Aug. 1820 27.0mm. 10. 0mm. A M. A. Bojanowicz 
24 July 1821 Polanski 
3 Aug. 1821 Polanski 

23 July 1822 24.0mm. 9. 8mm. A Mrs. K. Borowicz 
20 Dec. ? 28.0mm. 10. 0mm. I Mrs. K. Borowicz 
20 Dec. 1825 28.0mm. 9. 5mm. Mrs. K. Borowicz 
29 Apr. 1827 Polanski 
9 July 1844 Domanski (latest date) 

It is probable that in 1833 a single straight line handstamp was brought into use which consisted 
of the town name WARSZA WA (7mm. x 36mm.). Such a cancel was used in other large Polish Post 
Towns. No date is shown either year or month, and is alleged to be in either red or black ink, but no 
examples have been seen by the authors. It was probably considered but never put into effect for reasons 
best known to the authorities. 

Type VII 

Two other handstamps are worthy of recording at this stage, the first one is the octagonal mark 
illustrated (fig. 8) of which no example has actually been seenand is not to be found asfarasis known 
in any major collection. The colour and date of usage is not known. 

Type VIII 

The other handstamp, which appeared. in 1840, comprises a circle diameter 23mm. with the legend 
around the inner periphery reading "Newspaper Despatch Warsaw" and crossed pmthorns surmounted 
by a crown in the centre. Colour black. (see fig. 9). · 

Type IX 

The Polish postal authorities in Warsaw decided that it was expedient to replace the existing 
straight line handstamp by a completely new type-a circular one-in 1829. This handstamp was to 
consist of a single circle in which was to be vertically disposed in the centre, the day and the month (the 
year not being considered necessary). Around the inner periphery, at the top, was to be the town name 
namely W ARSZA WA. The earliest known date is 1'829 on an entire to France '(see "Stamp less Covers 
of Warsaw" by Stephen Rich; "Stamps" 22 March, 1941, page 405). The diameter was 19mm., with
out bar between day and month, and the handstamp was struck in red. The diameter of the circle varied 
considerably over the years in which the type was in use, from 18mm. to 25mm. A variety consisting 
of a 17mm. circle is supposed to have been used in 1853, but.has not been seen by the writers. 

The life span of this type of circular handstamp commencing as it did in 1829 lasted until 1870 
when all Polish marks ceased to exist, being replaced by Russian (Cyrillic) types. Up till 1857, this is 
during the stampless period, these marks denoted either postage paid or unpaid for forward transmission 
to destination, but during the adhesive period from 1858 onwards the mark denoted town of origin 
only and was placed adjacent to the four concentric circles type with central numerals. It should be 
noted that mail up to 1870 whose destination was abroad is rarely found franked with Poland No. 1 
or Russian adhesives; however, letters to Russia were invariably so franked. Further, all mail for 
internal use or to those countries other than Russia, the cancel was in Polish characters, but those letters 
for which the destination was Russia, the cancellation used was in Cyrillic. It is not our intention to 
classify the detail of each hand.stamp, but rather to give a broad and as reasonably comprehensive a 
list as possible· of the main groups. Allowances must be made for wear and tear as well as for replace
ment. Red ink was invariably used for impressions, but on rare occasions black ink is also found. A 
list of entires with their postal markings is given from covers seen, together with such relevant details 
as are deemed necessary. No claim is mad.e that this list exhausts the possible permutation, and the 
authors make no excuse if other marks are found which differ from those noted. 
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Date Bar 
between 
day and 
month 

Diam. Height Height Width 
of 

Other Characteristics 
of of of 

Circle numerals letters 
(mm.) (mm.) (mm.) 

"W" 
(mm.) 

-.-.29 No bar 19.0 
9. 9. ? do. 18.0 

30. 1. ? do. 19.0 
8. 3.30 do. 19.0 

13.11. ? do. 19.5 

16. 9.30 do. 20.0 
24.10.30 Bar 20.0 

4. 4.31 No Bar 20.0 

2. 2.32 
1.12.32 

16. 8.33 
19.11.33 
29.11.33 
30.11.36 
16.10.37 
2. 4.38 

18.12.38 
10.11. ? 
1. 4. ? 

24.10.40 

19. 6.38 
I. 8. ? 

12.12. ? 

19. 3.44 
2. 4.45 

22. 5.50 

25. 2.44 

10. 2.45 
20 .. 9.45 
12. 4.47 

2. 5.49 
19. 8.49 
6. 9.50 
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do. 
do. 
do. 

Bar 
No bar 
Bar 
do. 

No bar 

do. 
do. 

Bar 

No bar · 

Bar 
do. 

21.0 
21.0 
20.0 
18.5 
18.5 
18.5 
18.5 
19.0 

19.0 
19.0 
18.0 

18.5 

24.0 
24.0 

do. 24.0 

do. 24.0 
No bar 23.5 

do. 23.5 

do. 18.0 

bar 19.0 
No bar 19.0 
do. 19.0 

Bar 19.0 
do. 19.0 
do. 19.0 

4.0 

4.0 
4.0 

4.0 

4.0 

4.0 
4.0 

4.0 

4.0 

4.0 
4.0 

3.5 

4.0 
4.0 

3.5 

4.0 
4.0 
4.0 

3.0 

4.0 
3.5 
4.0 

4.5 
4.S 

3.0 

3.5 
3.5 

4.0 

3.5 

3.5 
3.0 

4.0 

3.5 

3.0 
3.0 

3.0 

Smudged impression. 
3.5 All letters equally spaced; cursive numerals; 

flat top to "3"; narrow "O." 
Flat top to "3"; narrow "O." 

5.0 Flat top to "3"; wide numerals. 
4.5 Close "SZ"; cursive numerals (not previously 

recorded). 
Long serifs. 

4.0 Top serif to " S" ; long bottom foot to "Z" 
(applied as receiving mark from France). 

5.0 Numeral malaligned between "W-A"; long 
"W." 

3.5 Long base to foot of numeral "l." 
5.0 Close "SZ." 

Short bar, close "SZ." 
Close "SZ." 

3.0 Flat top to "3"; "SZ" small 
"SZ" small and close. 

4.0 Short bottom leg to "Z"; thick vertical stroke 
to "4"; cursive thin "2." 
Short thick letters; "SZ"close. 

4.0 Large "SZ"; "SZ" close. 
2.5 Wide gap between "A R"; short base to 

numerals; (with Krakow hands tamp in use 
between 1839-1847). 

4.0 Thin cursive numerals; close "SZ"; wide 
gap between "A-R." 

Fleuron at base 
4.0 5.0 

3.5 .5.0 Inverted "F" in date; first "W" and last "A" 
offset to date. 

3.5 

4.0 
4.0 
4.0 

3.5 

3.0 
2.5 
3.5 

3.0 
3.0 

5.0 Manuscript "Citissime" urgent also "Jak 
Najpilicy" very urgent. 

4.0 Thick · letters; narrow "W." 
5.0 Wide "W;" 
4.0 Narrow "W.:' 

4.0 Numerals small; inverted large "2" in date 
4.0mm.; cursive "25," short bottom bar to 
''Za" 

4.0 Short top bar to "Z"; cursive numerals. 
4.0 All letters equally spaced. 
4.0 Short foot to "Z"; small serif to "S"; Franco 

in red arc; manuscript "75/111 ½" ("P'.' in 
oval earliest recorded letter to London via 
Coeln). 
Short letters. 

3.5 "RSZA" close; long L/H foot to Last "a." 
3.5 As previous. 
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4. 2.52 do. 18.5 
28. 8.53 do. 17.0 
14. 9.53 do. 18.0 
20.12.53 do. 18.0 

3. 6.56 do. 20.0 

27.11.56 No bar 18.0 
-.-.57 ? ? 
20.11. ? Bar 24.0 

3. 2.50 do. 24.0 
6. 2.55 do. 25.0 

3.5 4.0 
4.0 3.5 

? ? 
4.5 4.0 

4.0 4.5 
4.0 5.0 

3.0 
4.0 

? 

"ZA" joined. 
As recorded but not seen. Ref. "Polonus" 
Tall "Z." 
"SZ" close. 
Cursive numerals; (used as receiving mark 
on letter from England). 
Short letters. 
Should exist at this date but none seen. 
Narrow figures; letters away from circle 
1.5 mm.; bar 10.0 mm. from circle base. 
Wide figures; letters close to circle 1.0 mm. 
Bar 9.0 mm. from base of circle; Warsaw in 
cyrillic (earliest recorded). 

End of pre-adhesive period. From now on this mark used to denote town of origin in conjunction with 
numeral in circles. 

4. 2. 58 No bar 24.0 4.0 

30. 4. ? Bar 25.0 5.0 

26.10.60 do. 18.0 4.0 

3. 5.61 do. 23.5 4.0 

29. 2.63 do. 
23. 5.63 do. 

8. 1.64 do. 
13. 9.65 do. 
26. 9.68 do. 
30. 8.69 do. 

2. 5.70 do. 
10. 9.70 do. 
20. 2.(66)? do. 

18. L ? No bar 

18.0 
18.5 
18.0 
18.0 
18.0 
23.0 
18.0 
18.0 
23.0 

23.0 

1. Diameter of Circle 

4.5 
4.0 
4.5 
4.5 
4.5 

4.5 

5.0 

3.0 

4.0 

3.0 
4.5 
3;0 
3.0 
3.0 

Foot of date 8.0 mm. from base of circle; 
"RSZ" cJose, flat to "Z" wide numerals, 
letters close to circle. 
Foot of date 4.5 mm. from base of circle 
(examples known from 1859-1864). 

3.0 Foot of numeral 5.0 mm. from base of circle; 
in use from 1859; known in red and black, 
but red is the usual colour; condensed letters. 

4.0 Bar 12 mm. from base of circle; cursive numeral 
''5.,, 

3.0 
2.5 
2.5 
2.5 
2.5 

Wide numerals. 
Tall letters; narrow sloping numerals. 
Narrow sloping numeral for month. 
As above. 
As above. 
Small bottom bar to "Z." 
Narrow numerals. 
Wide numerals. 
Bilingual "Warszawa" at Base. "Varshava" 
at top. Roseate of 4 dots either side. 
As above but dot ornaments at sides. 

Polish marking ceased after 1870 

The diameters of the circle varied quite considerably over the period of use and there appears 
to be no set pattern, as some handstamps were re-used after lying dormant for some years. The previous 
list demonstrates the indiscriminate use, with dates. It could well be that once a particular diameter 
was selected, wear and tear may have necessitated its renewal, this in itself could have led to minor differ
ences; or an additional handstamp was required to deal with an excess accumulation of mail, this too 
could have meant that no two handstamps manufactured for use, were identical. But where considerable 
variation in the diameter occurred, this should in our opinion, constitute a major change. 

Of the circle with diameter 17mm. referred to as having been recorded but not seen, no reason 
has been assigned as why no examples have appeared to date, since its alleged use in 1853. Probably 
it was discarded early on because of poor impressions due to the small nature of the diameter. How
ever, we record it, as it is mentioned by Rich in his article ''Stampless Covers of Warsaw." 
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List of diameters with years in which recorded 
17mm. 1853 (recorded, but not seen). 
18mm. 1837-40, 1842-43, 1847, 1853, 1856-57, 1860, 1863-65, 1868, 1870. 
18.5mm. 1834, 1836-37, 1840, 1862. 
19mm. 1830, 1835, 1838, 1843-45, 1847, 1849-50. 
20mm. 1830-31, 1833, 1856. 
21mm. 1832. 
22mm. 1832-33. 
23.5mm. (Fleuron type) 1842-43, 1845, 1847, 1850. 
23.5mm. (not fleuron type) 1861, 1869. 
24mm. (Fleuron type) 1838, 1840, 1844. 
24mm. (non fleuron type) 1850, 1858, 1866. 
25mm. 1855, 1859-64. 
The dates given are from entries seen where a date is given. Many entries do not contain the 

year, so thus it is possible that the list is not complete. 

2. The superscription and date portion of handstamp 
(Illustrations of the following sub-types (except "G") are given in figs. 10 to 18). 
(A) Warsaw, it should be noted was the first office in Poland to introduce these circular marks 

and ante-dated those of a similar kind introduced for all offices in Poland by approximately nine years. 
All these circular marks have the post town name at the top with a vertical date in the centre 

(but not the year). 
The earlier handstamps had no dividing line between the day and the month. 
The 19mm. diameter circle was introduced, according to Stephen Rich, in 1829 is on a letter to 

France, and is struck in red ink. 
This 19mm. group had the first leg of the "W" in "WARSZA WA" equal in length to that of the 

second leg, all letters are equally spaced. The numerals are cursive, the '2' has an unclosed loop, but 
the numeral "3" appears to have had a flat top bar. · There was no dividing bar between day and month. 
The angle of the upward stroke to the "Z" is fifty degrees to the base. 

This handstamp was in use until 1835. Ink used was red. 
(B) From about 1835 to 1840, the 18mm. circle was in use. The first leg of the "W" in "WAR

SZA WA" is shorter than the second leg and the "SZ" are close together. All are struck in red, and 
are found without, and with, bar to date. It should be noted that examples of the 18.5mm. interpolate 
between the dates for 19 and 18mm., and these could be examples from the 18mm. group. 

(C) From about 1840-1850 another series of 19mm. circles were introduced. These, however, 
differ from the earlier group as the letters are much thicker, the angle of the connecting upward stroke 
of the "Z" is sixty degrees to the base. The numerals are a trifle larger, the figures "9" having closed 
loops. 

Although between 1829-1850 the predominant handstamps in use were the 19mm. and 18mm. 
types, a 20mm. diameter circle appeared in 1830-1831 as well as in 1833. The two leg'> of the letter "W" 
are of equal length, and have longer serifs, the numerals are larger, the "1" has a straight top bar instead 
of a sloping bar. No dividing bar between day and. month. Struck in red. Found on entire addressed 
to Verona 16th Aug., 1833. 

There is also recorded a 21mm. circle for 1832, and a 22mm. for 1832-1833. 
(D) A new handstamp, larger in diameter (24mm.) with similar characteristics to the previous 

group, was introduced circa 1838 and was in use until 1850. This handstamp had the distinguishing 
feature from the rriain ·group . ·or showing a fleuron at .the base. The first ''W" and the final "A" in 
"WARSZA WA" is slightly off-set to the date which has a dividing bar. One entire has been seen with
out dividing bar to date with thick letters and narrow "W" dated 19-3-1844. This handstamp can also 
be found with a 23.5mm. diameter circle without bar to the dated portion as well as with wide and narrow 
"W" dated 1845 and 1850 respectively. It should be noted that these handstamps in use concurrently 
with the normal circular handstamp without fleuron and it would appear-although often, and probably 
in the majority of cases-it was used on mail to German occupied Polish territory, as well as to countries 
abroad other than Russia or Finland. Its use is uncommon on internal mail. 

(E) From 1853 the 18mm diameter circle again appears quite regularly on mail emanating from 
the Warsaw office. All have bar dividing date. The numerals are larger than in previous types, the 
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letters are narrower but more evenly spaced, and the angle of the upstroke to the "Z" is seventy degrees. 
Colour red, as well as black. These handstamps continued in use until 1870. A 17mm. diameter circle 
is recorded, but not seen. 

(F) We now come to the 23.5mm. diameter-circle which made its appearance about 1.861 and 
was last recorded in 1869. All the letters are equally spaced but are situated 1.5mm. from the outer 
rim of the circle. The letters "W" are narrow, the dividing bar to the date is 12mm. from the base. 
Numerals are cursive and the foot of the lower numeral is 7mm. from the base. Colour recorded red. 

(G) Not previously recorded for Warsaw is the 24mm. circle although known for other Polish 
post towns. The letters are 1mm. from the outer rim of the circle, the letters "W" are wide and the 
"RSZ" close. The dividing line:in the.date is 12mm. from the base, and the foot of the lower numeral 
7.5mm. from the base. Numerals are cursive. Earliest entire seen 5.2.1880 from dated contents. There 
appears to be a variety with no -dividing bar to date on a St. Petersburg P.S. used in Warsaw 4.2.1858. 
Colour red. 

(H) The 25mm. diameter circle. For mail whose destination was eastbound (viz. to ·Russia) 
the Latin characters "W ARSZA WA" were replaced by Cyrillic characters. The dividing bar to the 
date was 9mm. from the base of the circle. The numerals are small. Earliest recorded entire is dated 
5.1.1855 to St. Petersburg, two years earlier than previously recorded. Colour black. The same size 
circle was also used on internal mail or for mail whose destination was west-bound (viz. to Western 
Europe, etc.). This handstamp used the.normal Polish Latin script. All the letters are equally spaced. 
The dividing bar to the date is 10mm. from the base, and the foot of the lower numeral is 4mm. from the 
base. Numerals are larger in the preceding type. Dates of usage as recorded from entires seen are 
between 1859 and 1865. Colour used on stampless entire red; from 1865 to 1870, black was used. 

With the advent of the adhesive postage stamp in 1858, the sub-type (E) handstamp was replaced 
by the cancellation bearing four concentric circles with numeral in the centre (No. 1 being allotted to 
Warsaw). The pre-stamp usage was relegated to be used as a complimentary mark to denote the name 
of the post town of origin. Post Office clerks were clearly instructed that it would be contrary to regul
ations to cancel the adhesive stamp, but such instructions as could be expected were at times ignored. 
However, very few examples of such usage have survived. Illustrated in B.J.R.P. 43, page 30, is an 
example of Poland No. 1 so used on entire dated (Polish) 8.1.1864 to Moscow. 

One entire has been recorded where the handstamp sub-type H2 (Cyrillic) has been used contrary 
to regulations on internal mail. All letters within the Kingdom of Poland had to bear a cancellation 
in Latin characters. There is also one example showing this cancel in red on Poland No. I also con
trary to regulations as the adhesive has not been struck with the Warsaw town numeral. 

Two circular markings associated with railway cancellations should be noted; these 
are the "EKSPEDYCYA" handstamps: 

(A) with the "D.P" in four concentric rings we find the 22mm. circle struck in black with the 
legend: "EKSPEDYCYA POCZT" at top and "DWORZEC PRAGA" at base. There is a two tier 
date in centre with a-dividing bar. There are two sets of l:lSterisks either side (see fig. 19). Entires seen 
are (i) to St. Petersburg dated (Polish) 18.6.1864 with Polish 10k. cancelled D.P., and (ii) on postal stat
ionery embossed, a 29mm. impression dated 9.6. ??. 

(B) In the case of the "B.W." in four concentric circles the legend is similar, 
but reading "DWORZEC WARSZA WA" at base (see fig. 20). Entires seen comprise (i) a stampless 
cover to Paris dated (Polish) -11.11.1865; (ii) a stampless cover to an internal. address dated (Polish) 
9.1. ?? but without other marking-this use for prepayment is probably unique; (iii) Russian postal stat
ionery used in Poland dated 12.2. ??; and (iv) on entire to France with the adhesive cancelled "BW" 
dated 11.5.1870. 

A bi-lingual handstamp of 23mm. made its appearance about 1865. It is found in two types, 
both of which are struck in red. · 

(A) with data ornament, large letters, small numerals, no dividing line to the date. 1865 (see 
fig. 21). 

(B) with rosate ornament, small letters, large numerals, dividing line to date. 1867. (see fig. 22). 
From 1868 until 1870 a double circle handstamp was in use as an arrival marking, and this was 

the first time that a date was shown in full. It is found in black, and red. It is seen on entires from 
"Dabrowa-Warsaw" and also "Radomsk-Warsaw" (see fig. 23). 

After 1870 all Polish type handstamps were withdrawn and only datestamps of the Russian type 
bearing Cyrillic characters were permitted.. (For example see fig. 24). 
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NORTH INGERMANLAND 

N. D. Fritzberg 

The stamps of North Ingermanland pose certain problems for the collector. As probably many 
readers realise, there has never been an over abundance of material on the philatelic market for study. 
Postally used stamps and covers are particularly elusive, even in Finland. 

Essentially the same predicament exists with information about these issues available in English, 
hence a somewhat plausible pretext for this present writing. Outside of the pieces in our Journal, I 
know of only two other articles: Carl Pelander's "The Associate Group of Finland," printed in an issue 
of The Posthorn, May 1947, Vol. 4, No. 2 (published by the Scandinavian Collectors' Club of New York} 
and "Locals From Finnish Incidents" by Justin Brooke, appearing in an edition of The Philatelic Maga
zine (19th June, 1953). 

In the above, Pelander noted his reliance on Mr. H. Walli of Helsinki for information. Mr. Walli 
has for some time been the acknowledged authority on the issues of North Ingermanland, but unfor
tunately for us, all his writings are in Finnish. Our member, Mr. D. McDonald was able to solve this 
dilemma and base his "Ingermanland" article (see BJRP No. 28) on Walli's "Pohjois Inlceri" (1943). 
Whereas Mr. McDonald dealt primarily with the historical aspects of the North Ingermanland venture, 
I will generally confine myself to the philatelic side of the story. 

Not to deviate from the policies of my predecessors, T will draw heavily on Mr. Walli's latest 
monograph on "Pobjois Inkeri" appearing in Part V of Suomen Postimerkkien Kasikirja (published 
Helsinki 1970). Of particular interest to myself and hopefully-also to the readers are the official do-cu
ments Mr. Walli was kind enough to include in his text. 

THE PHILATELIC BEGINNING 

No doubt encouraged by the Finnish Government's connivance in the "Aunus" issue, late in 1919 
the North Ingrian Administrative Committee laid plans for issuing separate postage stamps to service 
North Ingermanland. Certainly the desire for gaining needed revenue helped foster this scheme, although 
the officially stated intention was to open a channel of communication between the occupation area on 
the Karelian Isthmus and Finland. A petition in this regard was drawn up by the Committee around 
the 1st of January 1920 and sent off to the Finnish Government. Their response was as follows: 
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Ministry of Transport and Public Works 
January 30th, 1920 
To the National Board of Post and Telegraph, 
regarding the postal link with North Ingria. 

In a letter that reached the Ministry on 3rd January the North Ingrian Administrative 
Committee has requested permission to issue its own stamps according to a design to be 
submitted to the Finnish Board of Post and Telegraph for approval. The Board of Post 
and Telegraph and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs have made statements on this matter. 

When this matter came up for discussion today, the Council of State considered that 
it is not the business of- the Finnish Authorities to approve the design of North· Ingria 's 
stamps, so in this respect the application did not call for further action from the Council of 
State. However, the Council of State considered it proper to agree that Finland should 
start up a postal link to Finland from North Jngrian Post Offices, and that postal con
signments going to other countries via Finland should be furnished with North Ingria's 
own stamps, ·and; if the North Ingrian Administrative Committee agrees to this and wishes 
to set up a postal link with Finland and other countries in the Universal Postal Union, 
that it should, at the.proper time, so inform the Ministry of Transport and Public Works 
and the Finnish Board of Post and Telegraph, and at the same time provide the following 
information: 

(a) will it agree to observe the regulations of the Universal Postal Union Convention 
and the directives that this contains; 

(b) in what monetary equivalent it will make the postal charges laid down in this 
Union Convention; 

(c) what different values of stamps it has issued; 
(d) whether it will also accept the responsibility for registered letters lost in its postal 

area in circumstances which can be counted as unavoidable natural and physical condit-
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ions or other such reasons (vis f01;ce majeure) and whether it charges for this the extra 
charge allowed in § 2 of article 8 of the above-mentioned Postal Union Convention, 
and 

(e) whether it is possible to get proofs of delivery for i·egistered letters, etc. sent into 
North Jngria. 

By decision of the Council of State, the Ministry of Transport and Public Works, 
may so inform the Board of Post and Telegraph for its information and observation, and 
for the Board to pass on to the North Ingrian Administrative Committee. The address 
of this Committee is Rautu. 

Minister Santeri Pohjanpalo 
K. R. Salovius 

Upon receipt of the Finnish Government's approval for their plans, the Administrative Committee 
set about organising its postal system at a meeting held on 11 February, 1920. Committee member 
Y. Kiisseli was made Minister of Posts and given the task of overseeing the production of stamps and 
opening Post Offices. 

THE FIRST ISSUE 
It seems probable that the Administrative Committee had a design in hand for the projected issue 

of stamps at the time of their petition. Chosen for this series was an adaptation done by Lt. Frans 
Kamara (Lindstedt) of the Finnish definitives, designed by Elie! Saarinen, in use at that time. 
In Kamara's design the Arms of Ingermanland replaced the Finnish Arms and the inscription changed 
to POHJOIS INKERI. 

An announcement was made by the Committee stating that this issue was to consist of seven 
values, produced in the following quantities: 

5 penni (yellow green) 125,000 
10 penni (carmine) 125,000 
25 penni (yellow brown) 125,000 
50 penni (blue) 125,000 
1 mark (red and black) 7,500 
5 mark (violet and black) 1,500 

10 mark (brown and black) 1,000 
These were to be printed by the small firm of Viipurin Kirja-ja Kivipaino Oy (Viipuri Letter

press and Lithographic Printing Co.) at Uud.enportinkatu 7, Viipuri, Finland. The director of this 
concern was G . A. Svendblacl. and the employee who did the lithographing of the stamps was Antti Rak
kolainen. 

On the 29th of February the specimen stamps and information requested by the Ministry of Trans
port and Public Works were delivered in Helsinki. If the date on the printer's invoice can be construed 
as an approximate date of delivery, then the stamps of the first issue were in the possession of the North 
lngrian. Administrative Committee on 1 March, 1920. 

ACTUAL QUANTITIES OF STAMPS PRINTED 

Catalogues and collectors have long thought, based on the totals listed in the Finnish Stamp Maga
zine (15 April, 1920), that the printing of this first set amounted to : 

5-50 p. 200,000 each 
1 mk. 10,000 
5 mk. 2,000 

10 mk. 1,000 
According to the printer's invoice, a total of 819,000 stamps were printed; 6,000 more than shown 

in the above table, which probably represented the quantities on sale at the Post Office. The Com
mittee's account book and desk ledger containing the relevant information appear to have been lost, 
so we are left to speculation. 

Mr. Walli attempts to shed some light on this problem in his article. Through an intriguing 
(and lengthy) process of deduction, he arrives at the following numbers as most likely: 

5-50 p. 200,000 each 
1 mk. 10,000 
5 mk. 3,000 

10 mk. 2,500 
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One interesting item revealed in Mr. Walli's investigations ·concerned the Commander of the 
North Jngerman!and Regiment. Apparently part of Colonel Elfvengren's salary was paid in stamps 
from this issue. Stamps totalling 33,050.80 marks were given to him by the printers and presumably 
this included 1,500 complete sets. 

THE LITHOGRAPHIC STONES 

The mark values were printecl. in single sheets of 100 stamps (10 x 10), with a paper size of 220 x 
283 mm. All the stamps delivered to the Kirjasalo Post Office were in sheets of these dimensions. 
However, in the actual printing of the penni values a double sheet (2 x 100) was employed measuring 
442 X 283 mm. 

It is thought that a single master subject was drawn for each value. Each single design was then 
transferred ten times onto another stone to form a horizontal strip of ten subjects. Impressions were 
then taken of this strip and transferred ten times on to another stone to form the single sheet layout. 
For the mark values the process encl.ed here, but in the case of the penni values an impression was taken 
of each 100 stamp layout and transferred on to the same stone, creating the double sheet layout. 

As an aid in laying out the penni value stones, small registration marks ( +) were drawn on the 
stones at the corners of each sheet layout. The printer failed to remove all traces of these marks, so 
they appear in part on the printed sheets. The mark adjacent to position No. 100 resembles a letter L. 

Mr. Walli reports that similar marks appear in the red plates of the 1 mark stamps, but I have 
yet to see these, According to him, they are present in positions ~o. 10,91 and 100 in the lower portion 
of the design's oval. 

Throughout the printing of this issue a special supervisor from the Administrative Committee 
was present. When the printing was completed, the stones were broken up in his presence. 

INK, PAPER, GUM AND _ PERFORATION 

There was very little variation in the colour inks employed, so no significant shades exist, other 
than the minor variations which can be attributed to differences in inking and dampening on the press. 

An unwatermarked, wove sulphite paper was used for the printing of these stamps. Although 
white, it was slightly yellowish in appearance and had a thickness of.065-.08 mm. 

The gum was white, relatively pure gum arabic and appears to have been mechanically spread, 
since a fairly smooth coating can be found on all values. I have a few copies of the 5 p. value in my 
collection that have heavily crackled gum. This leads me to suspect that this value was the first to be 
gummed and that the heavy coating condition was quickly corrected by a machine adjustment and/or 
dilution of the gum. Gum streaks on the faces of some stamps (25 p.) are also found. 

The perforation of this issue was 11 ½ line. It was in this step of manufacture that the printers 
had their difficulties. Their lack of experience at perforating in the general rush to produce the issue 
resulted in a considerable number of varieties. 

Ignoring for the moment the imperforates, which are in a class by themselves, no varieties are 
known of the 10 mark stamps. All other values are supposed to exist with partial and double perfor
ation. In the case of the 5 mark value, the only variety which I have seen has been a cancelled hori
zontal pair, imperforate between. Frequently stamps are found with blind perforation as well as missing 
perforation. Freak perforation exists but is much less common. 

Misplaced perforatic;m is relatively common: the dimensions of the normal stamp vary between 
17 - 22 mm. for the widths and 24 - 28 mm .. for the heights. Mixtures offine and coarse perforation 
needles are evidenced on some values (10 and 25 p.). 

The varieties illustrated on the centre pages and listed. below should be considered no more than 
a sampling of what exists. · (All stamps are mint except where indicated). These are: 
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1. 5 p.-single-double perforation in top sheet margin. 
2. 5 p.-horizontal pair-imperforate between (blind perforation at left). 
3. 5 p.-horizontal strip of 3-top sheet margin imperforate; 
4. 5 p.-single-vertically imperforate with badly shifted horizontal perforation. 
5. 5 p.-vertical pair-horizontally imperforate. 
6. 10 p.-vertical pair-imperforate between. 
7. 10 p.-single-double perforation at bottom of stamp resulting in "diamond per

foration." 
8. 10 p.-horizontal pair-vertically irnperforate. 
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9. 25 p.-horizontal pair-left sheet margin imperforate. 
10. 25 p.-horizontal strip of 4---centre pair imperforate between. 
11. 25 p.-horizontal pair-vertically imperforate. 
12. 25 p.-vertical pair-imperforate between. 
13. 25 p.-horizontal pair-horizontal and vertical perforations fail to meet at bottom 

and right. · 
14. 25 p.-vertical pair-horizontal imperforate (gum· streaks on face). 
15. 25 p.-vertical strip of 3-double perforation between bottom two stamps. 
16. 50 p.-vertical pair-left sheet margin imperforate. 
17. 50 p.-single-shifted horizontal perforation. 
18. 50 p.-vertical strip of 3-horizontally imperforate with misplaced vertical per-

foration. 
19. 50 p.-block of 6-freak perforation resulting from folds in the sheet. 
20. 50 p.-block of 48-horizontally imperforate. 

· 21. 1 mk.-single (CTO)-misplaced horizontal perforation. 
22. 1 mk.-single--left sheet margin imperforate. 

No eJfert -was made b.y the printer to sort oµt thi$ defective material and all was included in the 
shipment of stamps delivered to the Administrative Committee. This was subsequently sold at the 
Kirjasalo Post Office at face value along with the normal stamps and can be found postally used on 
covers. 

Evidently the imperforate stamps of this issue were never part of the Post Office stock. In all 
probability they were inch,1ded in the .lot given to ,Colonel Elfvengren by the printers, most of which 
was later sold in the Netherlands. All seven values in the set exist in this condition. The only used 
copies in existence are on one cover sent to Colonel Elfvengren. Most commonly met imperforate are 
the 10 p., 25 p. and 50 p.; the 5 p. and mark stamps (mark value quantities estimated at 2-3 sheets each) 
are less often seen. 

TRIAL PRINTS 

Perhaps this material could be better termed printer's waste. What exists are trial impressions 
in the correct colour of the 25 p. stone, printed on scrap sheets which bore previous printing. These 
sheets were used to prepare the press for the actual press run. 

Both Pelander and Walli offer differing descriptions of this imperforate material. I have seen 
copies which correspond with Pelander's prints on white chalky-surfaced paper. The basic sheets were 
printed with the Finnish Arms in red, yellow and green. 

It is possible that both writers were talking about the same printing on differing paper stocks, but 
this seems JJnlikely. Walli describes the basic paper as being of a thick brown variety. The printing 
on it includes the word "KOITTO," referring to the Koitto Sweet Factory. 

THE SPECIMEN OVERPRINTS 

At least 500 sets of this issue were overprinted "Malli" in black by letterpress (in Viipuri ?) and 
delivered to the Finnish Government. Some copies of the 1 mark stamp exist with inverted overprints, 
constituting the only error. Since no records have survived, the number of sets could have run as high 
875. The Finnish Board of Post and Telegraph distribution list required a minimum of 477 in 1920. 
Because many of the stamps preserved in collections are unused (gummed), it is obvious that more speci-
men stamps were produced than needed. · · 

The Finns affixed each set of stamps to small sheets of paper (measuring.115 x 163 mm.), inscribed 
"Pohjois-Inkerin postimerkkien mallit. Prov. pa Nord-lngermanlands frimarken." Each of these sheets 
was sent out on 16 March, 1920, attached to the following notice: 

The Postal Administration of North Ingria has issued its own stamps for a postal 
link with Finland. There are seven types, i.e. value 5, 10, 25 and 50 penni and 1, 5 and 10 
marks. In postal exchange, North Ingria has undertaken to observe the stipulations of 
the Universal Postal Union Convention and the directives contained in it, making the 
postal charges laid down by the Convention according to the monetary equivalents now in 
force in Finland, and observing all the regulations in force in Finland, with regard to regis
tered ·letters, etc. 
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In addition, samples _of the North-lngr:ian postage stamps are being sent to all Post 
Offices, Branch Post Office Departments and Post Supply Centres, and to Mail 
Van Regions. 

THE KIRJASALO POST OFFICE 
As ~oon as the above notice was sent out the first issue became valid for postage inside Finland . 

. The wording of this circular was premature; since the stamps were not issued until 21 March, 1920 .. 
Only one Post Office, designated Kirjasalo, was established by the North lngrians. Kirjasalo 

was actually the name of the district or county under occupation by their troops. This Postal Facility, 
manned by a clerk named Ville Tapanainen, was set up behind the frontier in the safety of Finland at 
the Rautu railway station. 

Messengers shuttled between this Office and the occupation zone, picking up and delivering mail. 
Outgoing mail collected in North lngermanland was brought back to the Kirjasalo Post Office and pro
vided with "Pohjois Inkeri" stamps by the clerk. Letters destined for Finland or abroad were then given 
to the Finnish Post Office at the Rautu railway station for forwarding. This procedure continued seven 
days a week with 50-60 items of civilian mail passing -through the Office each day together with the office 
mail of the Ingrian Regiment. 

A single cancelling die was used by this Office: a double circle type inscribed KIRJASALO at 
the top with a five pointed star at the base. The outer circle measured 30 mm. and the inner 18.75 mm. 
Seven vertical rules filled the spaces between the inner circle and the horizontal rules forming the date 
tablet. Most strikes of this canceller are in black ink, although on occasion the clerk seems to .have 
experimented with other colours. In my coHeetion I have a nuinber of loose -copies of the 30 p. vafoe 
cancelled with a smudgy blue ink. The date appears to be 6 May, 1920 on all the stamps and I suppose 
they were cancelled to order. Other colours I have are a blue-black strike on a single 1 mk. and a purple 
strike on a single '25 p. 

A certain amount of cancelling to order of this issue went on at the Post Office, but not on a large 
scale. Most material of this nature is dated March, April or May. The few used copies I have of the 
5 and 10 mark denominations are dated 21.111.20 or -.III.20, so it could be that some of these were 
CTO'd on the first day of issue. 

COVERS OF THE FIRST ISSUE 
The criterion for judging covers is of course the postal rates that were in effect. The lngrian 

rates were identical to those in Finland and payments were made in Finnish money. Pelander listed 
the rates in use at the time of the first issue. They were: 

Letters (15 g.) 50 p. 
Letters (Local) 25 p. 
Post Cards 20 p. 
Registered Letters 1 mk. 
Parcel Post (each 50 g.) 20 p. 

What Pelander failed to mention was that the Finnish postal rates were soon shifted upwards 
on 12 April, 1920. lngrian rates then became: 

Letters (15 g.) . 80 p. 
Post Cards 40 p. 
Registered Letters 1 mk. 60 p. 

Covers of this issue showing correct rates are very rare. Second issue commercial covers seem 
to be more abundant than those of the first, and I must confess that I do not have a solitary cover of 
this issue in my collection with the correct franking. 

Philatelic covers are a different matter. They are fairly common, if any of these covers can be 
termed common, and usually bear single copies of the four penni values. Hopefully the covers with 
transit and arrival markings have travelled through the post, although one can never be absolutely certain. 

The following philatelic covers are shown in the centre pages: 
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1. Cover bearing the complete issue sent to Coloriel Elfvengren in Viipuri. Stamps are 
postmarked "Kirjasalo 12.IV.20." and cover is backstamped " Rautu As. 12.IV.20." 
and "Viborg-Wiipuri 14.IV.20." (Colonel Elfvengren must have used some of his 
holdings to make up covers like this). 

2. Cover bearing first four values sent to Terijoki, Finland. Stamps are postmarked 
"Kirjasalo 6.VIl.20" and cover is backstamped "Terijoki 8.VII.20." 
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3. Cover bearing singles of 5 p., 10 p. and 25 p. stamps along with marginally imperforate 
pair of 50 p. sent to Helsinki. Stamps are cancelled "Kirjasalo 25.VII.20" and cover 
is backstamped "Helsingfors-Helsinki 27.VII.20." 

I do not really think covers sent abroad are quite the oddity they have been made out to be in the 
past. Such mail was forwarded with the approval of the Finnish Postal Authorities. Mr. Walli illus
trates his article with a commercial cover franked with a single 50 p. stamp sent to Tallinn, Estonia on 
1 April, 1920. The L. H. Stone collection (Brooklyn, N.Y.) contains a similar cover sent to the same 
addressee in Tallinn. Part of the 50 p. rate on this cover is a strip of 3 of the 5 p. stamp containing a 
pair imperforate between. Also in the Stone collection is a commercial cover sent to Milan, Italy, franked 
with two copies of the 25 p. denomination. 

Presumably local covers and examples of parcel post usage exist, but I have never seen any and 
they must be very rare. 

THE SECOND ISSUE 

By May 1920, it was apparent that a new issue of stamps would have to be made. Since the first 
issue· was planned around the March postal rates, there was no longer a stamp to cover the new letter 
rate, effective under the April increase. More importantly, no more high value stamps remained in the 
Post Office stock. All the 5.and 10 mark values were sold out by 15 April, depriving the Administrative 
Committee of an easy source of income. 

Spurred on by this stimulus, the Administrative Committee had a new series of designs engraved 
by the German-born lithographic artist, Gustav Niemeyer, then residing in Finland. Niemeyer sought 
to portray various facets of lngrian life on the seven new stamps, which were: 

10 -P, grey green and blue (Arms of lngermanland) 
30 p. buff and green (reaping) 
50 p. blue and red brown (ploughing) 
80 p. rose lake and slate (milking) 
1 mk. orange and · slate (potato digging) 
5 m. purple and red (burning church) 

10 mk. brown and violet (peasants playing kanteles) 
Production arrangements for lithographing this series were made with the same printing concern 

in Viipuri that had produced the first issue. 
At a Committee meeting held on 26 June, 1920, it was resolved that the printing of this series 

would be 60,000 copies for each of the penni values and 50,000 copies for each of the mark values. 

QUANTITIES PRINTED 

Minutes 
According to the Viipurin Kirja- ja Kivipaino Oy invoice of 9th August, 1920, the 

second issue of Ingrian stamps was as follows: 
10 p ........................... 153,000 copies 
30 p ........................... 152,000 ,, 
50 p ........................... 154,000 
80 p ........................... 151,400 
1 mk ......................... 51,200 
5 mk ......................... 51,100 

10 mk. : ....... ·. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50,000 ,, 
875 of each denomination of these stamps were sent to the Finnish Board of Post 

and Telegraph as samples. 
100 of each type were handed over by the printers to Colonel Elfveugren. 
The following denominations and quantities are completely missing: 

50 p.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 100 copies 
1 mk......................... 3,900 ,, 
5 mk......................... 100 

The following quantities of the stamps mentioned were checked off in the inspection 
at reception: 

10 p. 152,025 copies 15,202 mk. 50 p. 
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30 p. 151,025 
" 

45,307 mk. 50 p. 
50 p. 152,925 

" - 76,462 mk. 50 p. 
80 p. 150,425 

" 
120,340 mk. -p. 

1 mk. 46,325 " - 46,325 mk. -p. 
5 mk. 50,025 

" - 250,125 mk. -p. 
10 mk. 49,025 

" 
490,250 mk. -p. 

Fmk 1,044,012.50 p. 

and these must be entered on the income side of the stamp account. 

Rautu, 17th August, 1920 
Antti Tiittanen 

V. Pentikainen V. Tapanainen 
Received: Y. Kiisseli 

From the above document we can conclude that the printing of the second issue was: 

10 p. 
30 p. 
50 p. 
80 p. 
l mk. 
5 mk. 

10 mk. 

153,000 
152,000 
153,900 
151,400 
47,300 
51,000 
50,000 

THE LITHOGRAPHIC STONES 

All the denominations of this issue were printed in single sheets (10 x 10) of 100 stamps. Paper 
dimensions for the penni value sheets were 295 - 306 x 373 mm., while those of the mark values were 
408 x 331 mm. (1 and 5 mk.) and 426 x 333 mm. (10 mk.). 

The designer supplied the printers with single engraved master subjects of the frames and centres 
for all denominations. Transfer strips of 5 subjects each were then made on small stones of all these 
masters. For the penni denominations these strips were horiiontal; while- those of the mark values . were 
vertical. The final printing stones were created by transferring each of these strips 20 times on to large 
stones. The registration of the frame stones to those of the centres was extremely accurate, deviating 
ohly 0.1 mm. 

INK, PAPER, GUM AND PERFORATION 

The slight colour variations of ink which exist on this issue can in most cases be attributed to the 
lithographic process. The 5 mark stamp is an exception. Here the printers seem to have used at least 
two different mixtures of ink, purple and dark violet, to pri'nt the frames. 

In my collection I have a single mint 5 mark stamp with the frame coloured grey and the centre 
a slightly lighter red than normal. Most likely this colouring is the result of fading from intense light, 
although this fails to explain why the paper is not also discoloured. 

As with the first issue, a slightly yellowish white, wove, unwatermarked paper was used for print
ing this series. A smooth surface is generally found. An exception to this is an 80 p. stamp in my 
collection printed on a slightly thinner paper ·with a textured surface. I suspect this stamp was printed 
on the wire side of a paper with a distinct wire pattern which accounts for the texture. Such a distinct 
wire pattern is most unusual, pointing to the possibility that paper from more than one source was util
ised for these stamps. One of my used 10 p. stamps is also on this particular paper, though here the 
wire pattern is on the gummed side. 

A mechanically spread white gum arabic gum was applied to this issue. Gum has been seen on 
the faces of some stamps, usually the result of a sheet becoming folded during this operation. Copies 
of the 80 p. are known gummed on both sides. 

The perforation of this issue went off much better than the first, 11 ½ line being used again. Var
. ieties are known for all values, but are much more difficult to find than those of the first issue. Pelander 
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provided the following listing, though this is far from complete: 
pairs imperforate vertically :. 10 p,, 30 p. and io mk. 
pairs imperforate horizontally: 1 mk:. 
top margin imperforate: 50 p. and 10 mk: . . 
right margin imperforate: 10 p. 
imperforated on three sides, perforated left only: 10 mk. 

The few items illustrated on the centre pages can only slightly augment Pelander's list. These 
stamps are: 

1. 30 p.-horizontal pair-double perforation in left margin. 
2. 50 p.-horizontal pair-imperforate between. 
3. 80 p.-horizontal stT:ip of 3........d,ouble perforation between first two stamps. 
4. 1 mk.-horizontal block of 6-vertical pairs imperforate between. 
5. 5 mk.-single-two rows of blind horizontal perforation cross the centre of the stamp 

· -double perforation in top margin ( one row is blind). 
6. 10 mk:.-single-imperforate with one row of misplaced perforation. 
7. 10 mk:.-same as above, except stamp is perforated. 

None of .these perforation varieties have I ever seen used, raising some doubts in my mind as to 
their status, I assume on the basis of the one perforation error bearing the "Inkeririhyvaski" overprint 
that most of these stamps were included in the Post Office stock. Since their incidence was slight, the 
major portion of these varieties could have been purchased by interested stamp dealers and collectors 
without any thought of using them on mail. (While the first issue was in general use, dealers and col
lectors, curious about the numerous perforation varieties, were allowed to examine the Post Office stock). 

This issue also exists imperforate but only in mint condition. Neither the postal clerk nor Y. 
Kiisseli remembered ever seeing these stamps in the stock, so it is thought that they came from a source 
other than the Post Office. Very likely the examples which exist came to the philatelic market directly 
from the printer. Some of these imperforate stamps are found with paper creases and streaks of gum 
on the faces, inferring that they derive from waste sheets. 

10 MARK-CENTRE INVERTED 
One sheet of 100 .stamps was erroneously printed this way, but copies do not appear to have ever 

been sold at the Post Office. Mr. Walli relates that at least 50 of these 10 mark stamps were marketed 
by the Berlin Stamp Dealer, Phillip Kossack. 

THE SPECIMEN STAMPS 
No overprint was applied to the 875 sets of second issue specimen stamps given to the Finnish 

Postal Authorities. The Finns affixed each set of the mint stamps to paper sheets (108.5 x 168.5 mm.) 
inscribecl. "Pohjois-lnketin postimerkkien ma:Ilikappaleet, sarja II. · Provexemplar av Nord-lngerman
lands frimarken, II serien," Distribution of these sheets was made along with the Finnish Post Office 
circular of 2 August 1920 (No. 18). The pertinent section of this circular read as follows : 

With reference to the general circular of the Board of Post and Telegraph No. 7 (4), 
dated 16th March last, we hereby announce that the Postal Administration of North lngria 
has issued new 10, 30, 50 and 80 penni and 1, 5 and 10 mark postage stamps for postal 
links with Finland. All Post Offices, Branch Post Offices, Post Centres and Mail Van 
Regions will also be sent samples of these stamps. 

SECOND ISSUE-POSTAL USAGE AND COVERS 

Based on the dating of the printer's invoice, the delivery of the new stamp stock to Rautu seems 
to have taken place on 9 August, 1920. 

17 August, 1920 was the date previously designated by the Administrative Committee for issu
ance of the second issue and most catalogues carry this date. Nevertheless, ·covers and cancelled stamps 
exist which indicate that the North Ingrians started using these new stamps immediately after receipt 
of the stock. 

The earliest second issue cover that I know of is now in the collection of L. H. Stone (illustrated 
in Pelander's article). This choice item is an official cover bearing the correct letter rate of 80 p. (30 p. 
and 50 p.) sent to Wartsila; Finland. The stamps are cancelled "Kirjasalo ·10.VIIl.20." and the cover 
was backstamped in Wartsila on 13 August 1920. Official covers such as this are very rare indeed, and 
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bear a 3-line rubber stamp marking which reads: 

Pohjois-lnkerin 
HOITOKUNTA 

Rautu As. (manuscript) 

- (North lngrian) 
(ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE) 

(Rautu Railway Station) 

Illustrated on the centre pages is the earliest cover which I possess. It was sent from Kirjasalo 
on 11 August, 1920 addressed to the Border Inspector in Terijoki (backstamped there). Since two 
stamps are missing, one can only guess at the rate it carried. Six stamps remain, 10 p (1), 30 p, (4) and 
50 p (1). If the two missing stamps were 30 p. (2) or 10 p (1) and 50 p (1), then a triple letter rate of 
2 rnk:. 40 p. would have franked this cover. In view of the large envelope and the addressee, I would 
tend to think this the case. 

Also in this realm of early usage are the Kirjasalo cancellations in red-violet ink. According 
to Walli, this colour ink, was used for cancelling this issue on one day only, 16 August, 1920, so loose 
stamps and covers bearing these strikes are quite scarce. 

As per usual, most covers of this issue were sent to addressees in Finland, although some foreign 
mail is known. The L. H. Stone collection contains a post card franked with two copies of the 10 p. 
stamp sent to Paris, France (rate seems to be deficient 20 p.) In addition, this collection includes two 
covers sent to Germany. One is franked with two copies of the 80 p. value, while the other bears 2 mk. 
90 p. worth of stamps (3 x 30 p. and 4 x 50 p.). The first rate looks fine for a registered or overweight 
letter (30 g.), but the .. second, looks clearly philatelic. 

At the time of his "Ingermanland" article in B.J.R.P. No. 4, the late W. E. Kethro owned three 
philatelic cover fronts addressed to Nottingham, England. I now have one of these in my collection 
franked with singles from both issues, postmarked "Kirjasalo 5. XI.20." The stamps on this front are 
the 5 p. and 10 p. of the first issue and the 3.0 p. and 50 p. of the second. Evidently the British Post 
Office had some difficulties ascertaining whether or not this was registered mail (it wa~ not). It appears 
they first applied the usual blue pencil markings, then changed their minds and attempted to cross them 
out with a lead pencil. 

A mixture of both issues as shown on this front is most uncommon, only being known to me on 
two items of this Nottingham correspondence. Covers exclusively franked with first issue stamps used 
during the second issue period appear to be non-existent. 

Two postal cards sent to addressees in Finland are also illustrated in the centre pages. The first 
of these was sent to Suomenlinna on 14 September, 1920, bearing a single 80 p. stamp (philatelic). Upon 
arrival it was backstamped "Suomenlinna-Sveaborg 16.IX.20." The second card bears the correct 
rate of 40 p. (10 p. and 30 p.) and was posted to Terijoki on 23 November 1920, arriving at its destination 
two days later. 

To help round out the illustrations of this second issue, Mr. R. P. Knighton (Bakewell) has kindly 
allowed one of,his covers to be photographed. This· coTeris franked-with a pair of the 30 p. and-two 
10 p. stamps making up a commercial letter rate of 80 p. -It was posted on 14 September, 1920 to Lepaa, 
Finland, receiving railway T.P.O. and Tavastehus-Hameenlinna backstamps in transit. 

Cancelling to order was again practised at the Kirjasalo Post Office on this issue. Most strikes 
were in black ink, though lean record the use of a purple.colour on 25 November, 1920. 

Sale of the North Ingrian stamps ended 5 December, 1920, with the closing of the Kirjasalo Post 
Office. Perhaps mail was posted on the last day (Sunday), but up to now the latest covers I have seen 
were sent out on 4 December. · The following official confirmation of this closing was given in the Finnish 
Post Office circular (No. 37) of 22 December, 1920: 
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The postage stamps mentioned in Board of Post and Telegraph circulars No. 7 (4) 
of March 16th this year and No. 18 (1) of August 2nd, issued by the Postal Administration 
of North lngria, have been withdrawn from circulation as of December 5th according to 
information received by the Board of Post and Telegraph. The Kirjasalo Post Office in 
North Ingria closed down at the same time. 
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THE "INKERIN HYVAKSI" OVERPRINTS 
By the terms of the Treaty.of Dorpat (14 October, 1920), the North Ingrian cause was doomed 

to failure. This unfortunate fact was apparent to the Administrative Committee, as also the continuing 
plight of the Ingrian refugee population in Finland. To raise funds for the refugees, the Committee 
thought of overprinting some of the unused second issue stamps with "lnkerin hyvaksi" (For the Benefit 
of the lngrians) and selling them in Finland. A petition requesting this was drafted by the Administrative 
Committee and submitted to the Finnish Minister of Interior on 30 November, 1920. Permission was 
granted in a letter sent to the Viipuri District Governor on 24 January, 1921. 

5,000 copies of each penni value and 2,000 copies of each mark value were overprinted by letter
press in black ink. This task was performed by the South-eastern Isthmus Printing Shop on blocks 
of 25 stamps. None of these stamps had any postal validity. There do exist sorrie varieties in this issue: 
10 p. stamps in horizontal pairs, imperforate between, are known with these overprints; also, 10 p. 
(25 copies) and 80 p. (125 copies) values exist with inverted overprints. 

REMAINDERS OF BOTH ISSUES 
Unsold stamps of the first issue were disposed of at a sale held on 7 April, 1924. The denomin

ations and quantities involved in this transaction were: 5 p., 53,200 copies; 10 p., 73,900 copies; 25 p. 
91,700 copies; 50 p. 98,400 copies. 

Remainders of the second issue were sold at an earlier sale in 1922. Quantities sold were as 
follows: 

10 p. 124,904 copies 
30 p. 128,213 ,, 
50 p. 131,011 ,, 
80 p. 128,307 
1 mk. 34,407 ,, 
5 mk. 39,794 ,, 

10 mk. 38,895 ,, 
The purchaser of these second issue stamps macl.e a rather unusual request; he asked to borrow the Kir
jasalo canceller to check the used stamps and covers on the philatelic market for forgeries. Lamentably 
the Administrative Committee believed him and loaned out the handstamp with the stipulation that it 
be returned by September 1922. Recovery of this canceller was not made until the summer of 1925. 

As a consequence, most of the used second issue stamps encountered are cancelled remainders. 
I am highly suspicious of stamps dated 21.X.20 and 22.X.20, among others. . 

Determining which of the used stamps are the "processed" remainders is not entirely hopeless, 
since some dating can be done by examining the condition of the cancelling die. Up until the end of 
August, 1920, the rule3 enclosing the date tablet remained in fairly good condition, showing only a few 
slight breaks. By -14 September considerable deterioration of these date tablet rules had taken place 
on the left side of the die. 

It seems safe to say that stamps found bearing August cancellations with these rules nearly intact 
were cancelled at the Post Office, though probably CTO'd. Beyond August, dating by this method is 
virtually impossible. 

·· · I have so far found only one example of an antedated cancellation on first issue stamps. A recon
structed pair of 5 mark stamps has cancels dated 20.IV.20, but the breakdown of the rules points to a 
much later date, most likely long after the Post Office closed. 

FORGERIES 
To my knowledge, only the second issue has been forged. These counterfeits started turning 

up in the 1950's and my first contact with them was in 1961. I cannot deem them dangerous, as they vary 
from the genuine stamps in a number of ways. The paper is much whiter than that used for the genuine 
stamps and the perforation is 11 ¾ (genuine = 11 ½). Much of the detail and subtleness of colouring 
present in the genuine stamps is lacking in these forgeries, which are printed in much brighter colours. 

BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY No. 47 Page 19 



EASTERN GALICIA 1919 

R. P. Knighton 

In B.J.R.P. 6 (April 1951) there was an article on the Post in East Galicia 1919, by Mr. R. P. 
Knighton. Since then Mr. Knighton's collection and knowledge of this area have increased and we 
now publish a more detailed survey of the period. Acknowledgment is made to the Society of Ukrain
ian Philatelists for the use of the map showing the extent of West Ukraine in 1919. 

At the end of the first World War conditions in central and eastern Europe were in a chaotic 
state; old empires were disintegrating and new states and nationalistic groups were emerging. Postal 
systems were subject to considerable strain, and censorship of mail was generally in force. The area 
under review is East Galicia, the province, of Stanislawow, Tarnopol and Lwow, which together formed 
the Southern tip of the new Republic of Poland when the boundaries were fixed at the conclusion of the 
war. 

In 1910 the population of East Galicia was recorded as approximately eight millions, nearly half 
being Poles and half Ukrainians, with a fairly high Jewish population in the towns, especially Lwow. 
The biggest towns were Stanislawow, Tarnopol and Kolomyja with Lwow as a very large city. Writing 
in "Peasant Europe" in 1934 ,Tiltman refers to the area being predominantly agricultural where Tarnopol 
and Horodenka areas had 80 % of arable land, falling to Dolina and Kosow with only 10 %-all the 
places are referred to later. The very poor standard of product-ion was· blamed on the misrule of Aus
trian landowners and the fact that 40% of the land was in the posse3sion of relatively few Austrian & 
Polish families and the two million smallholding, were too small to mitigate the extreme poverty of the 
peasant owners. 

It is necessary to note a little general history of the period as a background to postal history at 
that time. 

1914 Sept. 

1915/1916 

1917 March 
June 22 

July 1 

July 16 

Dec. 

1918 Feb/Mar. 

1918 April 

Oct/Nov. 

Nov. 1 

Nov. 11 
Nov. 22 

1918 Dec. 

1919 Jan. 22 
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Count Bobrinsky entered Galicia with a Russian army, _attacked and broke the 
Austrian front at Lwow. 

The war flowetl. backwards and forwards over Galicia. In 1916 the Turks sent 
an army corps to Galicia to help the Germans. 
The first Soviet formed in Russia. 
Central Committee (RADA) elected and headed by Hrushevsky, and the Autonon

omous Ukrainian Republic proclaimed. 
Russian offensive near Brody, General Kornilov's 8th Army made successful advance 
from Stanislawow towards Halicz and Dolina. Later all Russian gains were lost 

to an Austrian attack. 
The Ukrainian Government formed with Vinnichenko as Premier and Petlieura 

as Minister of War. 
The Russian (Communist) Government formed .the Ukrainian Socialist Govern-

ment at Kharkov. . . . . 
The Central Powers made a separate peace with Russia at Brest Litovsk. 
Communist forces entered Kiev and the RADA fled to Zhitomir. 
German and Austrian armies occupied the Ukraine, staged a camp and appointed 

Skoropadsky as Hetman. 
The Polish Commission for Liquidation operated from Krakow until the First 

Polish Central Government was formed in Warsaw. 
Count Huyn, .the last Austrian Governor in Lwow armed the Ukrainians and pro

claimed an independent West Ukrainian Republic on Nov. 9th. 
King Karl of Austria, the last Hapslung, ceased to rule. 
The Polish Army captured Lwow and the West Ukrainian Government retired 

to Stanislowow. 
Following the collapse of the Central Powers, a Directorate of Five assumed power 

in Kiev with Vinnichenko as Chairman and Petlieura as Commander in Chief. 
The Union between the Ukrainian, and West Ukrainian, Governments proclaimed: 
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the Red Army reoccupied Kiev. The Directorate of Five moved to Vinnitza. 
Jan. Count Rakowsky headed a delegation of the Central Committee of the Soviet to 

meet and negotiate peace- with the RADA. A Soviet · Socialist Republic was 
founded at Kiev. 

Jan. 27 Poland issued its first definitive issue of stamps. In Fenigi and Marki currency 
for Northern Poland and Halerz.e and Korony for Southern Poland. 

May 26 Roumanian Army occupied Kolomyja but nearly all Eastern Galicia under Polish 
control. 

Sept. 1 A White Russian army under General Denekin entered Kiev, but Denekin would 

Dec. 22 

not co-operate with Petlieura against the Reds, refusing to negotiate with "separ
atists." 

Kiev evacuated by White Armies. All Ukraine in Red Army hands. 

The following postal study is largely based on a collection of about l 30 covers in the author's 
possession, covering the period January to August 1919. Most of the stamps used are the then current 
1916 Arms of Austria series, the 1917 Emperor Charles I issue but the 1916 Postage Due stamps were 
also used as ordinary postage stamps and occasionally, the Express stamps of the same period. There 
was considerable variation in the amount paid for postage. The normal rate for letters was 40 heller · 
and 1 krone 60 heller for express letters, but letters with 15, 20, 39, 40, 50 and 80h. all passed through. · 
Some covers show differing amounts for postage for delivery to the same place and sent at the same time. 
Unusual combinations of stamps occur, such as one cover with four Austrian stamps and one Ukrainian 
Currency stamp, sent from Probuzna to Wien 28.4.19, and another with two Austrian and 20 fit Hun
garian, Harvester type-all tied with Stryj c.d.s. 24.4.19. 

As was customary on the continent, many writers put their name and address on the back of 
the envelope and "Galicia" or "Ukraine" feature on most covers according to the writer's race or wish. 
Some writers also showed their sentiments by adding Charity Labels. Polish ones showing Sobieski, 
but more usually Ukrainian Legion ones-a military scene in blue, pink or green. It is, of course, the 
postmarks and censor marks that are of particular interest. The former fall into thre:: well defined 
groups. (1) Austrian and Polish types; (2) Postmarks in Russian characters; (3) Postmarks in the form 
of the place name only. The first type are circular date stamps with the d.ate in the centr<! and the 
place name in the upper section and a letter or number below. They are found used all over the area and 
include such places as Brody, in the north, Sniatyn, in the south, and Bolechow further we,t. It is inter
esting to note that some places used both languages: Podkamien Bei Brody/Podkamien Kolo Brody, 
and Stanislau/Stanislawow. 

The postmarks of the second type are also circular date stamps, the difference being that the name 
is in Russian characters. Tarnopol is most frequently found (April - May 1919), Kopycynce and Zbaraz 
and others and all these places are situated in the eastern section of Tarnopol province. There is also 
a short string of places from Rydky, west of Lwow, through Zolkiew to Kamionka-Strumilowa all 
with this -lype of postmark on the Austrian stamps .. Jn this part of Galicia it is the lJkrainian, and not 
the Russian language that is used. There is considerable difference but most of the characters are the 
same and the term "Russian characters" is used loosely here to cover both languages. There is almost 
a continuation of the semi-circle from Kamionka round. Lwow running through Przemsyl, Sambor, 
Drohobycz and Bolechow where in April to June 1919 Austrian stamps were not accepted as valid for 
postage. The stamps on covers from these places were not cancelled and the covers marked "T" either 
unframed or within a circle, with serifs and without serifs and occasionally so marked in manuscript. 

This non-acceptance of other countries' stamps or even of certain issues is not uncommon and 
is particularly liable to occur when opposing armies and administrations take over new areas.· What is 
often more surprising i!r how some letters go through the post with out-of-date issues or peculiar mix
tures of stamps or controls. 

The third and scarcest type of postmark comes from the eastern part of Tarnopol province, and 
consists of the place name set up in type, with no date or frame. As the words are long, the stamps are 
well "tied," and the covers, from Kopyczyace, Chorostkow and Podhajce appear to be private mail sent 
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to addresses in G~licia and Italy. , Jt is this sort of cover that raises so many queries. The stamps are 
the Austrian Emperor Charles, issued May 1917, but as there is no dated postmark, it is impossible 
to know exactly where the letters were sent. One cover has 25h., another 20h. and the one to Italy 
15 heller, and all covers have the adhesive control label described below. 

The use of the control label .is another puzzling feature of .Galician covers and shows the Polish 
Eagle, with a Polish inscription meaning "Control, in Krakow, of letters going abroad." From the 
wording one would assume that the label would be attached to all mail leaving south-east Poland for 
other countries. It seems, however, to have been used indiscriminately and .is found on covers going 
to other parts of Poland, to Central Europe, England and to America, but some covers coming from 
the same places at the same time and even to the same cities are without this label. Although the Eagle 
and inscription indicate its use by the Polish Authorities, several covers have also a Ukrainian Charity 
label on them. The earliest date of use was March 1919 and the latest, September 1919. There are 
two printings of the label, both in dull red on white porous paper; they differ slightly in the size of the 
eagle and in the clarity of the printing. A large proportion of Galician covers bear censor cachets but 
comparatively few have both the control label and a censor strike. Examples with both come from Brody, 
Drohobycz and Golovni. 

Several covers have military cancellations consisting of two sets of numbers within a square. 
The object of this type of postmark was, of course, to disclose the place of dispatch only to those who 
knew the location to which the number had been allotted: but the security precautions were not so strict 
in · 1919 as in the Second WOTld War, and nearly every cover bears the sender's address un the ·back. 
These come from the Sokol district, some but not all have the control label and one sent to a Barracks 
in Krakow has a Ukrainian Legion Charity Label! The Austrian stamps always make up to 25 heller 
on each letter. 

· On some covers the stamps are not caneelled by .a Post Office .strike, but with a eensor strike and 
too many places have adopted this procedure (and on stamps stuck in various parts on the front and 
back) for it to have been done by chance. Censor strikes, which included place·names, used in this way 
were from Kolomyja, Szernlicza and Stanislaw. ' 

Reference has been made to the Governor of Lwow arming the Ukrainians and the proclamation 
of an independent West Ukrainian Republic in November 1918. On the 3rd December, 1918, the Dir
ector of the Post Office in Kolomyja wrote to the Council to say that the stock of stamps was insufficient, 
the stock of some values was almost exhausted and only those values that were seldom used were remain
ing. He asked for permission to surcharge certain values, including one for the postage on newspapers, 
stating that there were three newspapers in Kolomyja being sent by post, often unstamped, and causing 
the subscribers to pay double the postage. The request was forwarded to the District Military Com
mand, who on December 5th, 1918 issued Order No. 1456 to the Administration of the Service of Posts 
and Telegraphs in Kolomyja, ordering them to alter the value of Austrian stamps and add Ykp H.P.
an abbreviation for Ukrainian National Republic. . New stamps were to be introduced for registered 
letters; 30 sot. The issue and use of the stamps was to be made in all the post offices in the Military 
District. The stamps were prepared by the printing firm of W. Brauner in Kolomyja and ready by 
December 10th. In January 1919 the charge for registered letters was increased to 50 sot, and new stamps 
were printed by the same firm, different only in value to the earlier issue. 5,000 were printed and a 
further 5,000 in March, and in view of: the number printed iLis surprising how few copies are to .be seen. 
A careful check was kept of the numbers printed to prevent speculation and even misprinted copies were 
used. This collection has several covers bearing these registration stamps, usually sent from Kolomyja 
(covers also bearing Kolomyja censor strike) but also at Horodenka, a 30 sot. being used on 18.3.1919-
two months after the rate had been raised to 50 sot. The issue was short-lived and by the end of May 
all Galicia was under Polish control. · 

There are in this collection a number of covers which deserve special mention because of their 
rarity or unusual features, and including: 

1. A cover from Krechowice bei Dolina with Polish Control label, Ukrainian Legion Charity 
label and each stamp of a block of four 5h. being cancelled in manuscript Ykp (Ukrainian 
National Republic). 
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2. A cover with three 15h. stamps cancelled with the Stanislawow Military Censor, a strike 
repeated on the reverse of the cover which is addressed to the Royal Italian 3rd Corps Com
mand at Insbruck, . Tirol. 

3. Cover on which the Austrian stamps are cancelled with a strike in Ukrainian reading Field 
Post Office No. 2, the date 12.3.19 is added in indelible pencil. The cover was sent to Bavaria 
via Stryj, Budapest and Vienna. 

The place Kuty is struck in different forms. One postmark, in Ukrainian lettering, has N for 
the last letter instead of the Russian I, and in a censor strike the second letter Y turns the bottom part 
entirely to the right (see illustration). 

Several covers bear controls which embody a Ukrainian trident, usually in a large circle which 
gives the military command and the place. Two tridents only resemble the types used in Ukraine for 
overprinting stamps, the others are quite different. Kuty from where the two types come is almost on 
the Rumanian border. 

In 1919 and the succeeding years, the map of Europe was·redrawn. Postal systems became more 
uniform and standardised: only the covers that have survived tell of the struggles, of hopes and aspir
ations realised or lost, of the peoples in those troubled lands of East Galicia, Western Ukraine. 

THE PREPARATION AND INTRODUCTION OF THE FIRST RUSSIAN 
STAMP 

B. Kaminski 

(Translated by B. Pritt from the article published in "Filatelyia SSSR." Nos. 6 & 7, June and July 1970) 

New postal tariffs for Russian inland letters were prepared in 1843 on a similar basis to that used 
in England and certain other countries. The new postal rates, which did not cover parcels, were intro
duced on 1st January, 1844, the postal charges being governed only by weight, and not, as prior to 1844, 
by means of weight combined with distance of travel. With the new tariffs letters had to be prepaid in 
cash at the post office. 1845 saw the introduction of the first "post token" for prepayment, in the form 
of stamped envelopes which were used for.town pos! letters in St. Petersburg, and later on in Moscow. 
As from 1st December, 1848, the stamped envelope was used throughout Russia. 

The introduction of adhesive postage stamps was to follow much later for prepayment of ordinary 
mail. Th~ circular of the Ministry of Posts of 10th December, 1857 gave notice that adl).esive stamps 
would be used from 1st January, 1858 in Russia proper, and from 1st March, 1858 in Siberia, the Cau-
casus, and. beyond. . . . . · 

The history of the planning of the first Russian stamp and · its introduction is of great interest 
to everyone concerned with Russian philately. This is reflected in the great many articles and_ items of 
research, published as from the end of that last century. However, many documents pertaining to the 
history of the first Russian stamp have not previously been studied, and are not published until now. 
This explains the lack of information given by earlier authors, and why the history of Russian stamps 
is not fully known, and sometimes incorrect. 

For instance, Russian philatelists at the end of the last century, were under the impression that 
the decisive part in creating the first Russian stamp was played by the Austrian firm of Gottlieb Haas 
Soehne. The author who published this incorrect version was the famous 19th century Russian philatel-
ist, F. L. Breitfuss. · · · · 

How and when was the first Russian stamp created? To answer this question, which is of great 
interest to every Russian philatelist, the author of this article was given access to different state archives 
in Moscow and Leningrad. · After detailed and lengthy study of archive documents, this research article 
was written, about this most important event in ·the history of our native post. 
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Just over ninety years ago in the Belgian journal "Le Timbre Post" (No. 220, of 1881) F. L. Briet
fuss wrote an article for the first time a:bout the introduction of the first Russian stamp under the title 
"Design for envelopes with stamps for the Caucasus and Russia." He mentioned the first eight round 
essays with the head of Mercury, and the double headed eagle. Later on the Jubilee number in 1887 
of the same publication, Brietfuss wrote a second article on "Information about the first envelopes and 
stamps of RJ,i.ssia.." The article was based on certain documents from the archives of the post depart
ment and shed some light on the history and preparation of the first stamps, as well as information about 
the design and colour of the essays. 

To recapitulate about the preparation of the first Russian stamps, Breitfuss wrote: 

"Circa 1856, I cannot define the date more closely, Gottlieb Haas Soehne, Prague, submitted a 
drawing with embossed double headed eagle in the centre of the oval, which was placed on the Tsarist 
regalia cloak with the crown on top; .... this drawing was later utilised by the chief engraver Franz 
Kepler as a model for the design of the issue of Russian stamps in 1857." 

Not having sufficient evidence and an exact date at his disposal, F. L. Breitfuss, was bold enough 
to declare that the authorship of the design for the first Russian stamp should be attributed to the Austrian 
firm. It is now clear that such a deduction could only be made as he did not acquaint himself sufficiently 
with the authentic documents of the post department. After the second article by F. L. Breitfuss there 
were later articles putting forward similar points of view, using the same documents published by Breit
fuss. The authors of such articles and works were res'eafch worker E. Bochmann (1895), E. Hansen 
(1932), V. Rachmanov, A. H. Wortman (1958) and some others. 

On the evidence of documents studied in different post archives, we will try and prove that the 
deduction made by F. L. Breitfuss was incorrect. . 

Preparation to introduce postage stamps in Russia commenced in 1850. The pioneer of the 
project was the Manager of the Railway Post Transport, an official of the Post Department, Alexei 
Prokhorovich Charukovskii . 

. On the 17th October, 1850, Nicholas I acce,ted a suggestion of the Head of the Post Depart
ment, W. F. Adlerberg, that A. P. Charukovskii should undertake an official tour of foreign countries 
to study railway post regulations and other matters. of interest to the Russian Post Department. The 

· journey took place during 1851-1852, when A. P. Charukovskii visited most European countries, and 
collected not only a considerable amount of information about the carriage of mail by railways, but even 
more information about the preparation, printing, and utilisation of adhesive postage stamps in other 
countries. This knowledge and material enabled him to write a report "About introducing the duty
stamps in Russia." 

As can be seen from the Post Department correspondence, the Russian Postal Administration was 
not interested in introducing postage stamps as a means for the prepayment of letters. . In one item 
of correspondence, addressed to the Director, F.I. Prianishnikov, on 13th March, 1852, the Prussian 
Postmaster-General Schmuekert, gave details about experiments in the use of postage stamps for the 
pre-payment of letters in Prussia and said he would like to extend the trial for the transmission of pre
paid postal items to 'foreign countries.' He wrote: "Your Excellency, the rules on the subject: the 
Prussian as well as Russian correspondent is given the opportunity to use, for franking letters to foreign 
countries, a wafer or a stamped envelope." (In translation, the clerk used the word "wafer" instead of 
stamp, as the word "wafer" had been used in the Post Department since 1833 to denote a small piece of 
paper to seal official letters or parcels). On 22nd July, 1852, the Russian Post Department asked 
Schmueckert for a few samples of stamps as used in Prussia, so that they could look into the possibility 
of pre-paying foreign correspondence by means of postage stamps, as applicable to the Russian postal 
regulations. This, however, finished the matter for the time being. 

The Post Department was perfectly satisfied with the stamped envelopes that were introduced 
in 1848, and were not anxious to change the onlyrecentlyintroducedrulesconcerninginlandandforeign 
correspondence. The complicated tariffs made the department feel that the use of adhesive stamps and 
stamped envelopes at the same time, was premature. 
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However, it soon became clear that the introduction of adhesives would increase postal revenue, 
and at this stage W. F. Afderberg requested A. P. Charu~vskii to present a report on both stamped 
envelopes and on adhesive stamps. A. P. Charukovskii therefore. furnished a report based upon the 
facts he had collected during his travels abroad. He described the. printing of adhesives in the various 
European countries, how they were used, their obliteration,. how they were sold, etc. In "The Note 
about Stamped Envelopes and Stamps" he submittted to the Post Department at the end of 1855, he 
wrote at some length, and on his own initiative about "the introduction of postage stamps in Russia." 
He gave his own ideas as to how the stamps might be prepared in the following words: 

"The introduction of postage stamps in Russia will be of great convenience to the letter writer, 
and this in turn will increase the volume of correspondence. The increase in revenue will pay for the 
manufacture of the stamps, and leave a good profit. By having the stamps in one's pocket, anyone 
can write a letter irrespective of place and time, stick a stamp on it, and whilst passing by, drop the letter 
into a pillar box. At the time· of introduction of the stamps, it. is necessary to have regard to the pre-
vention of forgery. · 

"To my mind it is necessary, (1) to make the manufacture ofpo3tage stamps sufficiently difficult 
that to produce them elsewhere would need complicated machinery; (2) in.the case of a good forgery, 
the postal administration must be able to say positively whether a particular stamp is a forgery or not. 
To prevent photographic forgeries, I would like to print the stamps in several colours, since this is the 
only way to prevent easily produced forgeries. 

"As soon as the design for the stamp is approved, it will be necessary to engrave two identically 
sized dies, but with two different designs, one completing the other as used in lithography. From the 
hard dies, three impressions of each will have to be taken on to soft steel. Letters will have to be engraved 
on each of the six soft dies, so as to complete the stamp. There will be one of three inscriptions: 

(1) Post stamp 10 kop. silver for one lot. 
(2) Post stamp 20 kop. silver for two lot. 
(3) Post stamp 30 kop. silver for three lot. 

"From the six dies, electro-plating would be necessary to obtain six moulds which could be used 
to cast the type for printing, in the same way as used by type-casters. The type could be assecnbled in 
frames, ten types to a row, horizontally and vertically, .100 types per frame. The paper used for printing 
should have silk thread through each stamp. Watermarks could also be used for greater security, in 
conjunction with silk thread." (Dickinson's paper-B. P.). · 

T.he recommendations made by A. P. Charukovskii even went so far as to point in the direction 
of future designs of Russian stamps. According to him, "the portrait of the sovereign on a stami, is 
out of place." As an example, he writes, "the Austrian Emperor does not allow his portrait to be placed 
on stamps, but approve,:!. a desigri showing the state arms." 

A. P. Charukovskii did not like the rectangular form for postage stamos; he wanted thecn round. 
According to him, the rectangular form in use in other countries, could easily catch in the pillar box, 
or on another letter, if they were not properly stuck to the cover, and they might come off the letter 
altogether. 

In the Note is a mention of perforation. It is stated that "an English machinery manufacturer 
did offer a piece of machinery which makes a series of holes round each stamp, allowing the;n to be separ
ated without the_ use of scissors, and the stamps not therefore spoilt or torn." · 

The General Director of the. Post Department, who later introduced adhesive stamps into Rus~ia, 
liked the project of A. P. Charukovskii. In a letter to the Finance Minister of 5th May, 1856, he included 
a copy of Charukovskii's report for information, and asked that a recommendation be considered to· 
introduce adhesive stamps in Russia as from 1st January, 1857. In replies dated 15th and 23rd June 
1856, the Finance Minister agreed in principle with the suggestion, and on 12th July, W. F. Alderberg 
the General Director of the Post Department sent a memorandum to the State Council headed "A notice 
about the introduction of stamps for ordinary correspondence" for discussion at their next session. 
Simultaneously, the Post Department and the State Printing Works (EAZGB), and the Ministry of Fin
ance, who had also been asked to look into thP. matter, were all preparing for the innovation. 

The Post Department sent A. P. Charukovskii abroad again, this time to Berlin, "to obtain addi
tional, exact, and definitive information about the ways and means of producing stam!)3," and he was 
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there throughout the summer of 1856. At the same time, the typographical department of EAZGB, 
after perusing the Post Department proposal, decided, on its own initiative, to prepare some examples 
of adhesive stamps. The departmental manager, J. J. Reichel, in a letter of 15th May, 1856 said: "to 
save time, I have ordered two dies, as examples, to be engraved immediately, and as soon as these are 
ready, I will have the honour to present them to the administration for approval." J. J. Reichel was 
an experf medal engraver; and utilising the suggestion of A. P. Charukovskii, made several sketches 
of stamps, and arranged for another engraver to make the metal dies. 

The final drawing, or essay, was not made at that time by either an artist or an ornamental 
engraver, but by an engraver-operator under the guidance of the superintendent of the typographical 
department, or possibly his deputy. Certainly on 30th June, 1856, half the prepared "essays" of adhesive 
stamps were submitted to the Administration Dept. of the Ministry of Finance. In the covering note 
forwarding these essays, J. J. Reichel said, "I have the honour to enclose sixteen sample envelopes, on 
each is affixed a multi-coloured postage stamp. Eight show the Coat of Arms of the State, and eight 
the head of Mercury. Four of each type have been cancelled with an obliteration." Both types of essay, 
which were submitted to the Post Department by the Ministry of Finance, with a letter, on 13th July, 
were round, cut to size around the frame, which had a diameter of 28.5 mm., and were stuck on buff 
coloured envelopes, size 138 x 118 mm. 

The first type consisted of the double -headed eagle in the centre of a double ring, over a back
ground of crossed lines (engine turning-B.P.), with crossed posthorns beneath. Within the double 
ring was the inscription "10 KOP. FOR (A) LOT." Coloured letters appeared at the top; white letters 
below. Flatbed print, · · 

The second type showed a profile of Mercury facing left over a background of crossed lines, and 
the crossed posthorns beneath. The same inscription as the first type appeared within the double ring 
surrounding the central design. 

Both types were printed in different colours; the first type in green, black, blue, and carmine, 
whilst the second. type was printed in dark green, black, blue, and carmine. Eight of the envelopes 
were cancelled in black by an obliterator press. 

On 30th July, 1856, A. P. Charukovskii had returned from abroad, and the Post Department 
sent the sixteen essays to him for comments and approval. On 6th August, Charukovskii took the 
line that the essays from EZGB could be adapted but with drastic alterations. Part of his idea was to 
re-engrave the double-headed eagle so that it would be embossed in the same way as was used on the 
stamped envelopes. Charukovskii's argument was that an embossed stamp could not be copied by 
means of a lithographic forgery; and that on the white background of the eagle, the obliteration could 
be seen more clearly. He also suggested that there should be the inscription "postag~ stamp" at the 
top of the design. 

He also wished to reduce the size of the adhesive stamp so that the sheet of 100 would be easy 
to handle, and pointed out that an odd number of stamps to the sheet would make accounting difficult. 
He also suggested that the stamps should be made in oblong format, with an inner circle. 

Not all the suggestions made are being listed from the final draft concerning the essays submitted 
by EZGB. The proposals were contemplated to the last detail. The quality of paper to be used, the 
watermark (Imperial cypher, posthorns, or figure), as well as the kind of gum to be used were all con
sidered. On the use ofthe cancellations; Charukovskii wrote that "the obliteration on the submitted 
stamps is excellent, but I think the impression was made by a press, but to introduce such a press in every 
post office will be a cumbersome and costly affair. The postmarking of correspondence will be a lenghty . 
job and I suggest that an ordinary dated canceller be used. The postmarking should be clear, as other
wise there could be abuse. The pen cancellation of stamps cannot be allowed, as a single stamp could 
travel through the whole of Russia from one post office to another." (Presumably without cancellation. 
-Ed.). 

The Post Department realised that the report by A. P. Charukovskii, with his corrections and 
additions, in reality rejected the project of the EZGB stamps without actually saying so. The Depart
ment could not afford to reject Charukovskii's opinions, since at that time, he was the one person with 
experience and knowledge of the use of postage stamps. 

In order to save possible controversy, V. F. Alderberg applied, on 22nd August, 1856, to the 
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Finance Minister, to appoint a Commission to discuss the relevant questions, and find a solution to the 
design of the adhesive stamps. This was agreed, the Commission appointed, and commenced work 
in September. Among the members of the Commission were A. P. Charukovskii (Manager of Rail
way transport from the Post Department) and F. F. Winberg (from EZGB, where he was Assistant 
Manager of the Printing Department). 

There are two reports in the archives of EZGB, made by Sokol'nikov (the revisor, or inspector 
of the Printing works) which were submitted to S. A. Remezov, the Director. They deal with the pro-

. duction (quantities:._B.P.) of sample stamps. The report of 12th October, 1856 gives the number printed 
as twenty five, whereas the report of 23rd October gives an additional twenty stamps. All the samples 
were round. It is difficult to be precise about the quantity of round samples printed, but thanks to 
these reports we can say thattb.ere were 45 plus·16 examples prepared by EZGB in June 1856, 61 pieces 
in all. . , 

The design and colour which are known to us ·now are as follows: 

Second type (3 examples)-10 kop. black Mercury head on a blue, red, and green background. 

Third type-in the inner circle, the double headed eagle with narrow tail and underneath two 
crossed posthorns, placed on a background of crossed lines (as used for the die of the 10 kop. envelopes 
in 1848-49). The eagle is in relief. The examples are printed in @ne or two colours:,--

Single colour: Third type (seven examples) 10 kop., black print on different coloured pap::r; white, 
yellow, light brown, pink, red, dark blue, and green. 

Two colours: Colourless eagle on-coloured .background in the centre, surrounded by a ring in · 
a second colour. Third type-10 kop. 

Colour of surrounding ring 
Green 
Green 
Brown 
Brown 
Carmine 
Carmine 
Brown 
Carmine 

· Colour of centre 
Brown 

.Pink 
Pink 
Yellow Green 
Yellow Green 
Grey 
Pink Mauve 
Mauve 

Some of the samples had perforations round the design. 

At the same time, on 21st October, 1856, senior engraver EM. Kepler; at the EZGB, presented 
to the Postmaster General a petition, as a private individual, whereby he offered.his sei:vices in the pro
duction of postage stamps, and enclosed a sketch of a postage stamp. F. M. Kepler wrote: "I have 
the honour to submit to your Excellency a sample of a stamp, which·would be printed in two colours, 
and in which the eagle and the lettering would be raised." 

The sample is ,executed on thick, and dense, white paper with a light blue background. It is 
· oblong, the lines are in black, and the size 15.6 x 20.4 mm., having a 5 mm. border round the stamp. 
(The first Russian adhesive stamp was 16.3. x 22.4 mm. · in size). In the centre of the sample 
stamp, is an oval with the double headed eagle in white, and round the oval a border with 
the inscription, top and bottom, "10 kop; for lot." The oval was surrounded by the regal 
mantle and crown, the corners at the top showing ornaments, whilst at bottom left was the 
figure '10,' and 'kop.' in the bottom right corner. The drawing did not show any background, 
and the relief (embossing) was achieved by F. M. Kepler by engraving the paper. The drawing was after
wards affixed to a piece of light buff coloured card, size 126 x 164 mm. and underneath was written the 
inscription "Proposed design for the first Russian postage stamp, submitted by F. M. Kepler, 26th 
October, 1856." The drawing is now kept at the A. S. Popov Central Communications Museum, Lenin
grad. The drawing created by F. M. Kepler embodied all the ideas put forward by A. P. Charukovskii. 

In the same way as the first essays submitted by the State Printing Works were sent to A. P. Charu
kovskii, the petition of F. M. Kepler was sent by the Po~t Department for approval on 31st October, 
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1856. On 3rd November, Charukovskii, in a written report, informed the Post Department that Kepler 
"who was entrusted with the estimate of expense.s for the engraving of dies, and manufacturing -plates 
for production, as well as designiJJg a worlci.ng drawing of the postage stamp itself," used his ideas to 
the fullest extent. Charukovskii does not mention any foreign firms or foreign essays for Russian 
stamps. · 

In documents held by the Post Department, the names of foreign firms can be found later. On 
17th November, 1856, A. P. Charukovskii, in a note to the department, says that he received from Lt.

. General Leskov sample stamps from abroad "with the view of using the same in preparing the Russian 
essays." 

The essays were oblong, and oval in the centre, with an embossed Austrian coat of arms, and a 
border round the oval has an inscription "Gottlieb Haase Soehne, Prag," which is surrounded by a 
mantle, surmounted by a crown. A network of lines was used as a background (engine-turning-B.P.). 
There are four known copies of these essays, printed in two colours: 

Frame Centre 

Blue Carmine 
Carmine Green 
Green . Carmine 
Brown Blue 

At present they are in a private collection in London (Sir John Wilson Collection-B.P.). 

When Postmaster Gem:ral V. F. Alderberg asked the Minister of Finance, on 5th . May, 1856, 
about the issue of postage stamps throughout Russia, he raised the question "could the preparation of 
stamps be entrusted. to one of your Excellency's Institutions?" Alderberg based his request on the fact 
"that all the foreign countries are printing postage stamps, at their State Printing Works who also print 
the paper currency," and "your Excellency has at his command special establishments for preparing 
state documents, to which stamps should be added." 

· In his reply of 23rd June, the Minister recommended the printing of postage stamps in the same 
way as stamped envelopes, in the printing works of the Post Department, declining the use of EZGB 
for printing stamps. The demand for high quality printing and engrav,ing of dies did not help the Post 
Department. The engravers of EZGB did not want this wor_k . . 

These complicated circumstances were known to Kepler, and this is why he turned to Alderbcrg 
with the request to entrust him with the preparation of the stamps. Furthermore, he was sure that his 
drawing would find approval. Charukovskii knew that the Post Department printing works would 
never be able to achieve the necessary quality of printing, so in Alderberg's final summary in his letters 
of 23rd June, and 13th July, to the Finance Minister, he sugg.:sted he should enquire from the Prussian 
Post Administration, who according to Charukovskii "were ready with assistance from their State Print
ing works to prepare and deliver all the necessary materials to St. Petersburg, at the request of the Post 
Department." In this way all participation by private individuals would be excluded, and only official 
estaqlishments wQuld be involved., therefore minimising any form of misuse. The termination of any 
contract with Berlin would not place the production of postage stamps in jeopardy, as the sample supplied 
would enable the stamps to be produced in St. Petersburg. The Post Department followed up the 
suggestion, and duly enquired about the production of stamp.s, not only by the Prussian post admini-

. stration, but by the Austrian postal administration as well. This is proved by the existence of the sample 
stamps of "Gottlieb Haase Soehntt". 

· In the event, the Post Department did not accept the help from foreign firms. At the same time, 
in a letter of 15th November, they rejected Kepler's application on the grounds that it was unsuitable 
"for a private person to supervise the production of state papers, amongst which postage stamp:, had 
to be reckoned." 

Simultaneously with the working of the Commission, there were two sessions of the State Council, 
on 1st September and 15th October, in which a memorandum headed "Issuing Duty-Stamps for Ordinary 
Correspondence" came up for discussion. The decisions of the Council on the subject were ratified 
by Alexander II on 12th November, 1856, and the relevant document shows these to be: 
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To allow the Postmaster General, irrespective of the existing method.s for transmission of private 
letters in ordinary, or embossed, envelopes; to introduce for the same correspondence, throughout the 
Empire, "duty-stamps" in .accordance with the following -principles: 

(1) The decision as to the method of production of "duty stamps," and the time necessary for 
general distribution to be agreed between the Postmaster General, and the Minister of Finance; the 
necessary expenses being approved. ·· · · 

(2). On receipt of the "duty stamps" from the printers, the despatch and accountancy of them 
should. be the responsibility of the same Post Department officials as dealt with the embossed envelopes. 

(3). The use of "duty stamp," ordinary envelopes, or e:nbossed envelope to be decided by the 
sender of the Jetter. . 

(4). In accordance with the existing weight tariff, the "duty stamps" must be graded in; for one 
_ lot 10k; for two Jot 20, and · for three Jot, 30k. in silver. 

Work at the Commission to find an acceptable methocl. for production, and to select a drawing 
for the "duty stamp" was meanwhile nearing its end. F. M. Kepler prepared for the Co:nmission three 
more proofs of the 10k. stamp in black; two of the examples (one on ordinary paper, and one on chalky 
paper) bear his name "F. M. Kepler" both at the top and bottom of the design, as well as a notation in 
pencil, "first impression" and "second impression." The third example on ordinary paper did not bear 
any marking and. was used presumably for enclosure with the report to the Co:nmission. 

According to·V: A. Rachmanov the three proofs are now in a private collection in London. _ (H. C. 
Goss collection 1957-B. P.). · The proofs were adopted by the Commission, as the pattern to be used, 
·in the preparation of Russian "duty stamps.'' 

Before ·winding-up, the Commission presented- its final report on 28th November, 1856. In 
•'The Preparation of Duty Stamps in Russia," A. P. Charukovskii and F. F. Winberg proposed: 

(1). · Every stamp should be printed in two co!ours, with the white embossed coat of arms in 
the centre. The printing should be made from two plates, comprising of 100 copper electro types, 
which could .be made in the workshop of the State.Printing Worh. · 

(2). That postage stamps should be produced in four denominations; 5k., lOk., 20k., and 30k., 
with one hundred pieces to a sheet. · · 

(3). That the enc'.osed proof, which was difficult-to forge, ~l\ould be the basis for the printed 
stamps. 

(4). All the postage stamps to have the same design, but that the different denominations should 
be in different colours, with the appropriate inscriptions, and appropriate figures in the corners. 

(5). The colours of the different denominations should be determined a"rter the stereo-types 
were made. Proofs in different combinations of coJours would be submitted to the Post Administration 
for selection. 

(6). The inner medallion with the Coat of Arms should be made from a single die. For the 
outer part of the stamp, four dies should be engraved, as far as possible, identical. 

(7). The stamps to be oblong in shape, since this was the easiest format for speedy and accurate 
separation. Each stamp to be surrounded by a series of holes, as in English and Swedish statnps. (Note 
-In case of difficulty in obtaining the perforation niachirie; the first issue could be made without holes, 
and the stamps parted with scissors). · 

(8). The paper to be prepared at the State Printing Works (EZGB). Each sheet to be 1ft. 9½inches 
wide, with a · different waterma_rk for each denomination, viz: 

(a) stamps 5 kop. a posthorn. 
(b) stamps 10 kop. a figure 1 
(c) stamps 20 kop. a figure 2. 
(d) stamps 30 kop. a figure 3. 

(9). Printing presses, and a perforating machine, to be bought abroad. 

The Post Department agreed with each sugg,::stion made in the report, with one exception, the 
issue of 5 kopecks stamps. -A. P. Charukovskii wanted these for the prepayment of Town Post letters. 
F. F. Winberg, in his report to the Administrator of the State Printing Works, wrote stressing the point 
"that no institution in Russia is better equipped to undertake the work with precision, fine art, and 
success, as the EZGB." 
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After reading the report, the Post Administrator realised that he had no suitable means of pro
ducing the stamps at the Post Department. On 10th December, 1856, therefore, he once again 
approached the Minister of Finance, to consider the possibility of producing the "duty stamps" at the 
State Printing Works. This note was more successful than the previous one, and on 3rd January, 1857 
under pressure from senior colleagues, and taking into account the favourable opinion of the Manager 
at the State Printing Works, the Minister of Finance gave his consent to the production of the stamps 
at the State Printing Works with two stipulations: 

_ (a) To obtain the necessary machinery, not available at the State Printing Works, for 
8,000 Roubles, and 

(b) The date of delivery to be set not earlier than 1st January, 1858, with a quantity of not more 
than twelve million stamps. 

These stipulations be considered necessary, since the preparation of dies and electrotypes, buying 
printing presses and other machinery and tools could not be accomplished before 1st May. 

This is why the issue of the first stamp of Russia was fixed for 1st January, 1858. It took the 
Post Department eight months to solve the problems associated with the production of the stamps. 
Final decisions were made concerning the format, size, and design for the first Russian stamp, lmt the 
colours were left to be decided later. · · · 

At the State Printing Works, work commenced in preparing the special paper necessary for the 
postage stamps. On 30th April, 1857, the first batch of the newly-prepared paper, in a quantity of 
forty sheets, was pas~ed on to the Administration for "printing trials of one lot duty stamps." On 2nd 
May, the typographical section of the works started the trial printing of stamps on the delivered sheets. 
We learn about this from the report by Inspector Sokolnikov addressed to the Administrator of the State 
Printing Works, S. A. Remezov: "to-day (2nd May, 1857) Master printer Miller brought to the presses 
33 sheets of white paper (7 sheets from the 40 were faulty-Author) to be able to try the paper for quality. 
The paper had been watermarked 'Post stamps at 10 kop silver, 1857' during its earlier manufacture. 
The trial printing of stamps and the gumming of the reverse side with gum arabic then commenced." 

Some reference is found to the preparation of sample stamps (essays) in several more archive 
documents of the State Printing Works, which show that the proofs were made on paper with and without 
the watermark figure 1. 

During this time (from 2nd May to 26th June) the printers prepared 51 proofs on 18 sheets by 
placing two to six stamps on a single sheet (the trial sheets were made for 100 stamps). The rest of the 
sheets were returned after inspection, as they were, or with gum on the reverse side. 

It is a pity that the archives do not contain information about the colour in which the previously 
mentioned proofs ·were printed. ·· F. M. Kepler for his 10 kop; drawing used the adopted colours of 
brown and blue. V. A. Rachmanov in his article quotes twenty different colour proofs, on paper with 
watermark, once upon a time the property of a famous Russian collector, A. K. Faberge. He gives the 
following combinations: 

Page 30 

Frame 
1. Deep Carmine 
2. -Bright Carmine 
3. Carmine 
4. Brown 
5. Brown 
6. Orange 
7. Orange 
8. Violet 
9. Violet 

10. Blue 
11. Indigo 
12. Indigo 
13. Indigo 
14. Violet Blue 

Centre 
Yellow Orange 
Violet 
Yellow Green 
Yellow Green 
Blue 
Yellow Green 
Violet 
Yellow Green 
Orange Yellow 
Orange 
Yellow Orange 
Yellow Green 
Blue 
Dark Brown 
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15. Bright Yellow Green 
16. Dark Yellow Green 
17. Dark Green 
18. Dark Green 
19. · Green 
20. Bright Green 

Carmine 
Orange 
Violet 
Brown 
Carmine 
Pink 

After analysing the archive documents, one comes to the conclusion that all proofs were made 
as 10 kop. stamps. 

From the many submitted colour proofs, the Post Department chose three:

Brown with a Blue centre for the 10 kop. stamp. 
Blue with an Orange centre for the 20 kop. stamp. 
Carmine with Yellow Green centre for the 30 kop. stamp. 

The Post Department recorded the chosen proofs, on extra sheets. This was necessary because 
of the need to submit the proofs to Alexander II for his final approval. 

On 15th October, 1857, the order was executed and the three proofs of 10 kop., without perfor
ations, but in differing colours on ordinary paper, were delivered to the Post Department. The author 
of this article has seen these proofs, which were prepared 115 years ago. · They are without perforation, 
with a border of 0.8 mm., the dimensions of the stamps being 16.3 x 22.4 mm. which is the size of the first 
Russian stamp. Each proof was affixed to a separate sheet ofi,tiff whit~ paper size 82 x 62 mm. with 
the inscription: "Sovereign approved sample (proof) of post stamps. 12 November, 1857. Director 
N. Laube." A second inscription at the bottom of the proof reads, on the 10 kop., ·brown with blue 
centre, "sample of a stamp of one lot." On the 10 kop., blue with orange centre, "sample for a stamp 
of two lot"; and on the 10 kop.; carmine with yellow green centre, "sample for a stamp of three lot." 
The date 12th November, 1857 must be a clerical error; this date is not recorded in the archives. · 

On 20th October, 1857, after "the most devoted report" by the Postmaster General F. I. Prianish
nikov (who had replaced F. V. Alderberg), Alexander II approved the submitted samples of stamps and . 
"in the highest of command aHowed the same to be known as post stamp instead of duty stamp." From 
that time onwards the expression "post stamp'.' was officially a Russian word . .. 

In answer to the question-Who was the author of the first Russian stamp ?-we have to mention 
first, as one of the instigators, A. P. Charukovskii, officiaJ·of the Post Department. On his initiative 
(1855) was determined the design, form, and other attribtttes of the first Russian stamp, and their pro
duction. F. M. Kepler, Senior Engraver, in the State Printing Works, must also be recognised as the 
author too, as he created the original drawing. 

The private firm of Gottlieb Haase Soehne with the submitted samples (according to F. L. Breit
fuss 1856) could have played only a subsidiary part. 

(We are most grateful to the Editors of Filatelyia SSSR for allowing us to reproduce articles in 
translation. We must pay tribute to the scholarship of Mr. B. A. Kaminski in making such valuable 
researches, which have enabled us to re-ap;;,.raise . the official Russian preparations for the printing of 
Russia No. 1. We are also most grateful to Mr. Boris Pritt for his considerable work in translating this 
lengthy article from Russian for our benefit). 
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PETROGRAD CENSORSHIP - SOME ADDITIONAL NOTES 

Dr. A. H. Wortman 

-Dr. Casey and Mr. Evans gave us a masterly article on the Petrograd Censorship in B.J.R.P. No. 
42. Our readers will congratulate them on their good fortune in having had access to such a huge mass 
of material and also on making so scientific a study of it. Most of their observations have been verified 
by reference to the writer's own collection which contains a mere handful of Petrograd Censor material 
but even so it has been found possible to make .some additions t-o their data. 

Type P-3. The period of use of this mark, the first of the ovals containing the word PETRO 
GRADSKAYA, can be extended to 4th January, 1915. It is struck onaregisteredcovertotheGerman 
Aid Committee in Stockholm and was mentioned by the writer as long ago as 1958 in a note about the 
date of the change of name to Petrograd. (B.J.R.P. No. 24). -The dated postmarks are as follows, 

ODESSA 5 
ST. PETERSBURG 1 EKSPED. 
PETROGRAD 6 EKSPEDITSIY A 
PETROGRAD 6 EKSPEDITSIY A 
STOCKHOLM 1 ANK. A 

11.12.14 
15.12.14 
16.12.14 
4. 1.15 

22. 1.15 

It was suggested in that article that since both the Censor cachet and the 6 Ekspeditsiya postmark 
were in red, censoring took place there. No. 1 Ekspeditsiya was still using the old name of St. Peters
burg although the change to Petrograd took place on 1st September and the postmark is in black. We 
may assume that a new hand.stamp was required for the Censor in No. 6 Ekspeditsiya and naturally 
it would have the new name Petrograd. 

The cover was registered and there is a Registration label of ODESSA 5 but there were no wax 
seals as was usual before the war. It appears to have been opened by raising the flap, tearing two of 
the stamps stuck over it in the process and the entire edge of the flap . is discoloured, possibly due to the 
gum used in re-sealing it in the censor's office. 

This raises the whole question as to how envelopes were sealed by the sender at this time when 
registered. In this case the sender stuck his stamps over the flap. · Did he think it would not be opened 
if he did that? It has been suggested that even registered letters were left unsealed to facilitate the work 
of the censor, or perhaps they were only lightly sealed. Some unregistered letters to· the Red Cross 
Society in neutral countries were left unsealed. The writer has an example addressed to the Danish 
Red Cross Copenhagen and this has the Petrograd postmark of 2 March, 1916 and a censor cachet type 
P-16 both tying the open flap. On the other hand an unregistered commercial cover from Denmark 
to Japan evidently started out with a sealed flap and there is a Petrograd 6 Eksped. 17.1.17 postmark 
tying it in that position. The Censor must have carefully opened it but he did not re-seal it. He just 
tucked the flap in as is shown by the Censor cachet Type P-18 which is struck across the flap in the tuck 
in position. There is a type C-3 triangle with 8 over 6 in violet on the obverse. 

Type P-11. It would have been interesting to have had some details of the 80 sub~types. It 
may be only co-incidental but in the writer's collection the riumbers seem to have started as multiples 
of five. The following have been noted: 5, 14, 15, 21, 25, 35, 40, 45, 50, 55 and 59. 

Type P-12a. An example .of . this with the Cyrillic "U" occurs on a patriotic postcard addressed 
to France with a Petrograd cancellation of 11.1.15 so its period of use can be extended to this date. 

Type -P15. A cover from Marseille to Japan has. this Censor mark together with a Petrograd 6 
Ekspeditsiya handstamp No. 2 with the date 23.4.16 thus extending the period of use of this type a further 
three months. 

The article states that Type P-12 was "intended primarily for postcards" and notes its use also 
on unregistered covers and wrappers, but the point is not sufficiently emphasised that there was a differ
ence in function between types P-12 to 15 and type P-16 which was contemporaneous with types P-14 
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and 15. They were used on mail that could easily be "Passed by Censor" without being opened, not only 
postcards but also sometimes commercial mail from abroad in transit through Russia to other countries. 
The writer has for example, a sealed unregistered commercial cover from Denmark to Japan with type 
P-12b in March 1915 and a registered commercial cover from Sweden to Japan with the firm's wax seal 
on the flap with type P-13b in June 1915. Neither shows any sign of having been opened. The wax 
seal is very clear and intact. 

Type P~ 19. No. 17 struck in lilac can be added -to the list here. It occurs together with a _ Petro
grad postmark of 10.11.16 (Ekspeditsiya not legible) and No. 19 in violet in Type C-1 as well 
as a Dzhulfa Censor on a postcard from Tavriz in Iran written irt French and addressed to Paris. 

Type S-2. The writer has an example of what appears to be the original Type S-2, the one illus
trated on page 9 being the later sub-type. It was used in 1916-, it has the two stars on the left and one on 
the right and their positions and the positions of the points on the stars are exactly as in the illustration 
and the words G. PETROGRAD are still en situ. 

It is struck twice in bluish violet, once on the front and again on the reverse, over the re-sealing 
labels of a ·registered cover from the Russian Post Office at Kalgan, China addressed to New York. 
The cancellation is KALGAN ZAGRANICH. a 25.7.16 and the New York arrival postmarks are of 
29.9.16, so we may assume that it was censored sometime about the end of August, 1916. There is 
also a Type P-16 in a more violet shade than the S-2. 

Ignoring the grammatical difference in the words VOYENNOI and VOYENNOYU we seem 
to have the same cachet in Types AC-I, AC-2, S-1 and S-2 except for the stars. Mightthesenotdenote 
military rank? Since. this. cover .is also from China, like two .. of those described in the article, the writer 
agrees that it is quite feasible that it was turned over to a higher ranking censor. As these marks are 
so rarely found he does not seem to have been kept very. busy. The significance of the removal of G. 
PETROGRAD is a mystery. 

Type _C-1. As inferred, No. 68 does exist and there is _no stop after the figure "8," Nos. 52, 66. 
79 and 80 may also be added to the list. No. 66 has no stop so ·it may be No. 99. · It is struck on a 
P.O.W. card from IRBIT 18.9.17 addressed to Vienna and is accompanied by an incomplete strike of 
P-18. 

Type c~s. Perhaps the most interesting.addition the writer can make is to this rare type, a No. I 
struck in black. It differs from the No. 3 illustrated as the base is 30 mm. and the two sides 25 mm. 
There is also a dash under the ' 10'' of '!No." The cover (illustrated. in the centre pages) is registered and. 
addressed to the Serbian Consulate in Salonika and may thus be said to come under the heading of official 
letters although this seems to be a private letter. The adhesive is a 20/14k arms type cancelled ELIS-
AVETGRAD Cyrillic letter "u" 12.7.17. On the front there are two strikes of another triangular mark 
enclosing the letters "NO." This mark was the subject of an article in the February 1971 number of 
The London Philatelist and a letter from Dr. B. de Burca in the August-September 1971 number. It seems 
clear that this is a British censor mark put on mail "not opened." The triangular No. l is on the reverse
together with a cachet in violet reading "British Red Cross and Order of St. John 26 Sep. 1917 
SALONIKA." So the coverwent to Petrograd from Elisavetgrad and then south again to Salonika 
probably overland but there are no other route marks unfortunately. 
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A COVER FROM TSARSKOE SELO 

Derek Palmer 

It was a pleasure to receive details of a cover from the collection of Derek Palmer (Santiago, 
Chile). The cover, which is illustrated in the centre pages, consists of a 7 kop. stationery envelope of 
1889 with the impressed stamp cancelled by the interesting undated single circle handstamp reading ST. 
TSARSKOSELSK./ZHELEZN. DOROGI VTSARSKOM SEL (STATION TSARSKOE SELO, 
of the Railway in TSARSKOE SELO). On the reverse of the cover is a much clearer example of the 
cancellation, together with two transit cancellations of ST. PETERSBURG, dated the 8th and 
9th October 1892 respectively. • As.Mr .. Balmer points,out, the envelope is addressed to 'Her Excellency, 
Duchess Maria Alexandrovna Gargarin, at Karacharovo, Zavidovo Station, Nikolaev Railway.' 

This is one of those covers which delight the ordinary collector of Russia. We are often over
awed by rarities we are never likely to possess.; this. particularly applies to covers. Mr. Palmer's cover 
has the great merit that it is interesting and unusual, and yet may not be of great rarity. We might 
each find a somewhat similar cover if we were diligent. The cancellation is one peculiar to the Tsarskoe 
Selo Railway, and unusual in that it does not bear a date. S. V. Prigara ("Russian Posts in the Empire, 
etc," New York 1941) illustrates two examples of the Tsarskoe Selo cancellation, but in an earlier type 
with serifs.to the letters, though.it s.eems as though one of these was used in 1892. Perhaps the clarity 
of Mr. Palmer's example (see illustration) indicates that it was a new handstamp just brought into use. 
This was not the only type of handstamp used on this short Railway, for small circular handstamps 
reading 'POEZD 1,' 'POEZD 2,' and also '3,' '4' and '5' (By Local (Suburban) Train 1, etc.) 
were reported in several early Journals (B.J.R.P. 14/15, 16, 18, and 20). In an article in B.J.R.P. 20, 
Dr. Wortman goes further, listing three cancellations similar to that on Derek Palmer's cover (seriffed, 
non-seriffed, and a seriffed version reading 'Tsarskoe Selo Station of the railway in Pavlovsk'). The 
latter was struck twice on a 7k. stationery envelope addressed to Revel, which was in Mr. Barry's collect-
ion. The date of usage was August, 1885. · 

In a most excellent book ("A History of Russian Railways" by J. N. Westwood, George Allen 
and tJnwin, 1964) which is still in print, and which we warmly commend, the author gives a particularly 
foteresting account of the Tsarskoe Selo Railway. In 1834, the Austrian Professor Von Gerstner, who 
had built the first public railway on the Continent (the Danube-Moldavia line), after visiting Russia, 
submitted a memorandum to the Tsar criticising the country's poor communications, and. suggested 
that he might build railways linking Moscow and St. Petersburg, and Moscow, Nizhni Novgorod and 
Kazan. There was a good deal of opposition in Russia to the introducation of railways, and in the 
time honoured method of trying to bury the proposal, two Commissions were appointed to examine 
the question. However, the Tsar himself, who was greatly in favour of the scheme, took the chair of the 
second and more distinguished Commission and. the outcome was generally favourable, though it was 
doubted whether Von Gerstner's Company would have sufficient resources. In the event, he was allowed 
to build only a short experimental line, so as to prove the general feasibility and practicability of rail
ways in Russia. The railway was to run from St. Petersburg to the Tsar's summer residence at Tsarskoe 
Selo (23 km.), and then continue to Pavlovsk (25 km.). The single track when first laid in 1835 was of 
a 6ft. gauge (it was changed to a 5ft. gauge in 1902), and trains first began to run provisionally the follow
ing year. The line was opened officially on 30th October, 1837, by means of an eight carriage train 
which travelled from St. Petersburg to Tsarskoe Selo in 28 minutes. The line was extended to Pavlovsk 
the following summer. The four original engines were imported from England and Belgium, and these 
hauled the traffic on holidays. Horses were employed. un other days, until 1838, when two more loco
motives were obtained and steam power was used exclusively. The Pavlovsk station was a sumptuous 
affair, where buffets and a ballroom was built, and it became a popular day-trip resort for the St. Peters
burgers. 

The line was an immediate success. Von Gerstner had reckoned that 800,000 passengers would 
use the line each year, and in 1839, the first full year of operation, this was very nearly achieved, 725,626 
journeys by passengers being made. Freight traffic was negligible. 
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The railway's budget included an annual sum for ~rtainment, particularly for music at the 
Pavlovsk Station ballroom. We are-told that even Johann Strauss was engaged to give summer con
certs there in the 1860's. There was no admission charge to the concerts, but the railway fares from the 
capital were proportionally high. 

~ 

BJELOBORODOV'S RUSSIAN UKRAINE 1918 

C. W. Roberts 

While the existence of this account of the Trident Issues of the Ukraine was known to most 
students of Ukraine Philately, I personally had never seen the full article of Bjeloborodov's Russian 
Ukraine 1918 until recently, when Dr. Seichter kindly lent me a German translation. The original 
was apparently written-abouH924and the German translation was made by Herr Wilh Teuber in 1935, 
who stated that he had copied the original as literally as possible. My knowledge of German was cer
tainly not capable of putting this into English, but Mr. Kobylanski kindly came to my help and trans
lated it for · me-again as literally as possible. 

The meaning is at times far from clear and I do not think it would be worth printing in full. It 
consists -of two parts~ 

(1) The general history of the overprints. 
(2) The issues of the Odessa Postal District. 
The first part contains little thaf is not generally known and is mainly a justification of the Trident 

Issues, but some statements are new to me. For instance he states that the Ukraine Government was 
forced to overprint the Russian stamps because during the disturbances of this time many Post Offices 
were robbed and quantities of stamps got into private hands. He also makes- the extraordinary state
ment that some Post Officials who did not want to serve in Rumania after the Rumanian occupation 
were given large quantities of unused stamps which they sold, perhaps at ha1f face value, mostly to other 
post officials who of course resold them at a profit. 

As he rightly says, stamps from every postal district were valid everywhere in the Ukraine, but 
with so many different types . the post officials could not always judge whether an overprint was official 
or not. He then goes on to state that the overprints in a number of places, mostly in Volhynia, were not 
official, though it happens that in the cases he mentioned we know they were, and actually, according 
to a note by Herr Peters, he seems never to have been in the districts concerned. It is, however, inter
esting that he claims that the Kiev Ministerial overprints as well as those of Cherson (Hetman) were 
made by speculators. I think there is little doubt that the charge as regards the Kiev Ministerial over
prints is basically sound, although this issue seems to have had official approval and certainly did postaf 
service, as also did the Cherson (Hetman) overprints, although information regarding their origin seems 
to be lacking. 

When he comes to deal with the overprints of the Odessa District he seems to be on much sounder 
ground, even though some of his remarks seem strang~ to us now. According to him the original inten
tion was that the kopeck rnlues should have machine overprints and the larger rouble values be over
printed by hand. However, this did not work out as there were broken sheets of the kopeck values 
in the Post Offices and so a handstamp (Odessa 4) was produced which was used on these kopeck values 
but also on rouble values. In order to speed up the work th~ further handstamps were made followed 
by three more for the rouble values making a total of seven handstamps in all. According to Bjelo
borodov the order in which these handstamps were brought into use (using the recognised numbering 
as in Michel and the U.P.V. Specialist Catalogue) was:-

4 : Sa : 6b: Sb : 6a : 5d: Sc 
and these were followed by the machine overprints for the kopeck values, 1 2 and 3. 
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This may well be correct as I have always been surprised that Odessa was able to pro
duc.e a machine overprint for the kopeck values to start off with. It did not really seem probable but 
it does seem strange that no fewer than seven different handstamps were brought into use before the 
appearanc.e of the typographed and lithographed overprints. He describes and illustrates all these 
types with comments on their salient features and he also describes some forgeries. 

He gives a detailed list of the numbers of each type overprinted but he makes it quite clear that 
his list is not an official one but was compiled from information he received from the individual officials 
who did the work. He also makes it clear that his figures do not include those stamps issued from the 
Main Depot. He states that a French dealer who was by chance in Odessa at the time (presumably 
Trachtenberg) bought a large quantity of stamps which, as usual were supplied direct from the Main 
Depot and included some values overprinted with types 5 and 6 of which he received the entire stock. 
He then goes on to justify the collection of these stamps pointing out that they were available for postal 
purposes, had genuine overprints and that it was normal for large orders to be supplied from the Main 
Depot, even though unfortunately some values thus became monopolised. 

He gives a note of the values known to him with inverted overprints, though he makes no clailljl 
that this is complete. What he does not say is that many of the inverted overprints were done specially 
(? Trachtenberg's large order?) although we have good reason to believe that this was so. In fact so 
many inverted overprints were made that most kopeck values with inverted handstamps are worth no 
more than normals. 

It is known that strips exist with all 7 types of Odessa handstamps. Bjeloborodov tells us about 
these and why they were made. According to him it was because the Odessa Postal Authorities wished 
copies of all their handstamps to be sent to the other Districts, but he does not know whether this was 
.in fact done but some such strips were sold to the above mentioned French dealer. 

He tells us that the sheets of stamps which had been overprinted were checked over and any 
stamps which had not been clearly overprinted, or the overprint had been omitted, was then overprinted 
with the first handstamp which came into the Officials' hands! He tells us that blocks in which there 
were more than one type of overprint were rare. He confirms that when the overprinting was completed 
the handstamps were defaced with a file. 

NEWS AND VIEWS 

The cult of philately in the Soviet Union continues to prosper judging from recent publications 
seen. There is the monthly magazine Filatelyia SSSR which though in the main devoted to Soviet phil
ately, and the more modern issues, nevertheless comes thorough with some remarkable and valuable 
articles from time to time. One of these, devoted to research on the preparation of Russia No. I by 
B. Kaminski, is reproduced in this issue of B.J.R.P., with the great help of Boris Pritt who worked hard 
on the translation. Thus some Soviet collectors are very actively working on Imperial archives and 
finding answers to philatelic and postal history problems which have long exercised. us in the Wes.t, Incid
ently, for a modest annual subscription, Collet's Russian Bookshop, Museum Street, London, W.C.l 
can arrange for this Russian magazine to be sent to subscribers direct from Moscow each month, and 
the Editor can confirm that the system works. Another Soviet publication that regularly appears is 
The Soviet Kollectioner which· appears annually, invariably containing a most interesting and valuable 
collection of articles. (Collet's cannot do this one, which is a pity). All these erudite publications plus 
the intense activity of Soviet philatelists in national and International Exhibitions, adds impetus to our 
chosen philatelic theme, and keeps us very much on our toes! 
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At least our Society keeps in trim, for apart from the main quarterly meetings at the Shaftesbury 
Hotel, the London Group continues to meet more or less monthly. An innovation on Saturday, 4th 
Match, '1972, was a meeting of North Midlands members at the home of Mr. and Mrs. R. P. Knighton 
at Bakewell, Derbyshire. Attendance was perhaps a little disappointing, but what the meeting lacked 
in numbers was ample made up by discussion and appreciation of stamps. Cliff Handford showed some 
of his fine Zemstvo covers; Eric Poulter a medley of intriguing items; Ron Knighton some items from 
West Ukraine and Finland; Robin Joseph some Baltic and Civil War material; whilst your Editor tossed 
in a few Caucasians for good measure. The weather closed ·in during the late afternoon, and though 
March, there was a heavy fall of snow, accompanied by a sudden freeze up, and at least two members 
had to muster all their driving skill on the icy roads over the Peak district, in their attempts to gJt home! 
Nevertheless, it was a very happy occasion, and our thanks go to Paivio and Ron Knighton for so kindly 
acting as hosts. We devote one of our centre pag-!s to some pictures taken during the event. 

Another get-together occurred on 24th May, at the Philatelic Congress of Great Britain, this 
year held at Llandudno, North Wales. Cliff Handford chaired a "Russian Study Circle," attended 
by John Lloyd, Alex Droar, W. Fraser Smith among~t others; who enjoyed looking at a variety of material. 
A number of members have been visiting Philatelic Societies near and far to give displays of Russian 
stamps and postal history material. John Lloyd visited Leeds and Birmingham to our certain know
ledge, whilst Ron Knighton and your Editor give successive displays at Chesterfield, leaving that Society 
well indoctrinated. Stockport likewise suffered from an Editorial visit. Doubtless many other mem
bers have likewise displayed some of their treasures to local Societies over the past season, all helping 
in spreading the interes.t in Ru.ssian philately. 

Another happy occasion was held on 24th March when a reception was helcl. at the Hungarian 
Embassy, Loncl.on, in order to present the awarcl.5 gained by British philatelists at 'Budapest 71.' Our 
President, Mr. M. A. Bojanowicz, R.D.P., was Master of Ceremonies, introducing the philatelists to 
the Hungarian Ambassador. B.S.R.P. was strongly in evidence, for apart from Mr. and Mrs. Bojano
wicz and their daughter, Mr. and Mrs-. George Leelanci, Dr: Alfred Wortman, Mr: Boris Pritt, and Mr: 
John Lloyd were there to receive their awards. 'Budapest 71' is brought to mind by an article in a recent 
issue of France-U.R.S.S. Phi/atelie wherein our member from France, Mr. Michel Liphschutz lists col
lectors gaining awards for Russian material. Our own British magazines concentrate on reporting the 
awards given to local philatelists, so it gave us real pleasurc,to,.learn, not only that Mr. Liphschutz gained 
the Grand Prix in the Class of Honour, but also that the Soviet collectors M. P. Lavrov and S. Blekhman 
gained awards in this class. G. Gevirtz (U.S.S.R.) obtained a gold medal for some rare Zemstvo mater
ial, including an Alatyr No. I; Pers Anders Erixon (Sweden) a Vermeil medal for his Imperials; V. Soro
kin (U.S.S.R.) a Vermeil for an exhibit of Zemstvo pieces from Bogorodsk and Poltava; whilst N. Jaki
movs (Riga) gained a similar medal for showing a portion of his remarkable collection of early postal 
marking'> from the Baltic area. Amongst other Soviet collectors gaining awards we were pleased to 
read the names of Prof. N. V. Luchnik (a silver for some fine ship post material, including no Jess than 
30 covers bearing Astrakhan-Nizhni or Rybinsk-Nizhni cancellations); J. Vovin ( a silver for mute can
cellations of 1914); 0. Forafontov (a silver for an unusual 1915 subject-automatic machine cancell
ations); and two philatelists kom· Baku, E. Voikhanski and V. Pan.in, both gaining silver medals for what 
must have been outstanding exhibits of Transcaucasia. 

Mr. E. Kobylanski (Leighton Buzzard) who concentrates on Ukraine philately, hopes there will 
be more activity in this branch for members. True there is an article contributed by Mr. Cecil Roberts 
in this issue (helped-by Mr; Kobylanski in this instance), but it ,would be nice to include more contri
butiom; of this kind.. Surely it hasn't all been said?! Mr. Kobylanski points out that in our report 
of last year's British Philatelic Exhibition we mentioned that Dr. R. Ceresa had gained a silver-gilt for 
Ukraine; it should have been Armenia. This we are sorry about, but_ we must have copied it from the 
philatelic press, since we are well aware of Dr: Ceresa's remarkable collection of Armenia, and would 
not have easily made such an error. Our apologies! · 

We did briefly mention the article written by Kenneth R. Lake in Stamp Collecting (4th November, 
1971) on "Postage Currency of the Russian Revolution," in the last Journal, and emphasised what an 
interesting article it was, illustrating a number of items quite unknown to this writer, should that mean 
very much! It at least stirred sufficient interest for your Editor to send on some photographs of Batum 
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money tokens, issued in 1919. This prompted Mr. Lake to ask if members had any other (apparently) 
unrecorded items, would they be kind enough to let him know at 128 Meredith Road, Stevenage, SGl 
5QT. (We hesitate to put a question mark after this sentence, in case Mr. Lake's postal code gets con
fused, not to mention his local postman!). 

Dr. Raymond Casey (Orpington) advises us that he is gathering further data for a revision of the 
article on Petrograd censor markings (by Casey and Evans, B.J.R.P. 42), and would very much like to 
hear frommembers on this topic (38 Reed Avenue, Orpington,Kent). Dr. Casey comments 
on the World. War 1 German and Austrian covers with Field Post cancellations on Russian stamps 
mentioned by Leonard Tann in his article "Usage Extraordinary" (B.J.R.P. 46, page 25). He feels they 
are nothing more than soldiers' souvenirs, and suggests that even assuming the stamps or stationery were 
paid for, what less expensive way of telling your friends and relatives back home that you were now in 
Russia? Genuine soldiers' mail required no stamps, and with rare exceptions, points out Dr. Casey, 
the use of Romanov artd other · Russian adhesives was an unnecessary embellishment. Occasionally, 
it seems to increase the philatelic potential of the product, a bisected stamp was added. Dr. Casey says 
that at times the Russian stamps were added to Austrian postal stationery or used in combination with 
Austrian Fieldpost stamps. He has one of the latter types addressed from Lublin to Warsaw, where a 
charge of six groszy was levied, indicating refusal to accept the Russian stamp for payment of postage. 
Though Romanovs were not used exclusively, Dr. Casey feels the Germans and Austrians seem to have 
preferred these stamps as "stickers" rather than the less colourful and less emotive Arms types. Com
parable productions from the Hungarian fieldpost offices on Russian soil, on the other hand, are adorned 
with Arms type stamps only, if Dr. Casey's collection can be regarded as typical. Dr. Casey also points 
out that the Tiflis Roulette cover illustrated on page 35 of the last Journal, whilst ex-Will Huddy, now 
reposes in his collection. Sorry, Raymond, but we just didn't know! 

Mr. J. V. Woollam (Ruthin) writes to us an interesting letter about Russian P.O.'s in Central 
Asia, and ventures to enquire about 'earliest dates.' He gives the earliest dates of covers in his collection 
(month and year) and we wonder if any members can 'cap' them? Mr. Woollam's covers are: Gaudan, 
Feb. 1897; Askhabad, May 1911; Dushak, April 1899; Khodzhent, April, 1895; Khokand, Jan. 1894; 
Margelan, Oct. 1896; Novo-Margelan, March 1894; Namangan, Nov, 1896; Samarkand, March 1898; 
Tashkent, Dec. 1891; Bukhara, May 1890; Staraya-Bukhara, April 1909; Novo-Bukhara, March 1899; 
Chardzhui, Dec. 1888; Kerki, Nov. 1898; Novo-Urgench, June 1903; Petro-Aleksandrov, July 1903; 
And Katta Kurgan (transit cancellation), May 1890. On the Postal Wagons of the Trans-Caspian 
railway, Mr. Woollam can show us covers of Samarkand-Chardzhui, Dec., 1888; Chardzhui-Samar
kand, April 1890; and Postal Wagons 205, March 1900; and 206, May 1899. We aimtotwistMr. 
Woollam's arms sufficiently to allow us to illustrate some of these items in a future Journal! 

The report on Stampex 1972 (London) shows that Dr. R. J. Ceresa gained a silver-gilt; Mr. P. S. 
S. F. Marsden, a bronze-silver; and Mr. E. Kobylanski a bronze medal, for their respective exhibits. 

In a recent letter, Rev. Leonard Tann (London) was very pleased having obtained an example 
of the 1910 lR. Imperial Arms type stamp, with double centre and value, used. This he obtained from 
South Africa, and with this item, it means there are very few errors that he now lacks on the 1909-17 
issues in his collection. 

Dr. A. H. Wortman (Enfield, Middx.) sends an interesting note. He says: "An illustrated post
card recently acquired has a clear strike of the double circle F.P.O. 80 with the date 29 DE 18 which is 
nine days earlier than the earliest recorded date as given by Mr. P. T. Ashford in "The British Occupation 
of Batum" in B.J.R.P. 45, p. 25. There is a censor mark in lilac of the usual octagonal type with a crown 
and number used in this theatre of operations, No. 52 in this instance. The illustration shows two Turk
ish ladies with yashmaks "en promenade" as the caption says, with the equivalent in Turkish. . The 
card is addressed to a Master Lond at a farm near Diss, Norfolk. This may be of interest in case other 
material to the same address is in the hands of collectors.'' The Editor, most anxious to get his ten 
cents in on this one, emphasises that the 27th Division only landed at Batum on 22nd December, 1918, 
so that Dr. Wortman's card is especially interesting. 

A 'call for help' from Mr. Donald McDonald (79 Scotts Lane, Bromley, Kent BR2 0LT) who for 
some time has been engaged on a study of the Viking Ship stamps (1919-20) of Estonia. He has plenty 
of material for the part dealing with the two lower values (1 and 5 marks) but is short of large pieces of 
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the two higher ones (15 and 25 marks), and, as the process of printing seems to be somewhat different 
with these, he is accordingly handicapped in following up clues. He is therefore anxious to find some
one who has large pieces of these"two values;· or even full counter-sheets of 100 each. He does not seek 
to see, or otherwise disturb, any such pieces, but only to seek the owner's collaboration in defining the 
position in the sheet of various more or less prominent flaws, and other varieties, which can be easily 
described. Can anyone help? 

Appropos the large framed cachet in Russian (notified by Mr. N. Fritzberg) illustrated in Journal 
46, and referred·to on page 32,'Mr.-John·Ltoyd-has shown us a further example, on a cover of the same 
date, from Kaunas to Moscow, bearing 40c(3), 60c, and 20c. air stamps of Lithuania. The stamps are 
cancelled KAUNAS ORO PASTAS (By -Air), and also with a three line handstamp in Russian 
DOLUCHNO SVOZD SHNOI POCHTOI in black. There is another Kaunas datestamp on the reverse 
of the cover dated 27. 7 .26. 

Mr. V. Denis Vandervelde (25 Sinclair Grove, London, N.W.11) thanks those members who wrote 
to him, following the issue of B.J.R.P. 46, about Forwarding Agents' cachets emanating from Russia. 
He is still seeking information and would welcome further correspondence. We are looking forward 
to publishing some notes on this topic from Mr. Vandervelde in a future Journal. 

Mr. Norman Fritzberg (Minneapolis) sends an interesting xerox of a cover addressed to a shipping 
firm in London, evidently from a member of 'The British Expeditionary Force' of the 1914/18 War 
serving abroad. Apart from an Army Censor stamp, there is no F.P.O. marking, but on what remains 
of the flap is a printed imprint 's.s. "CESAREVITSCH ALEXEI" .' Was this a Russian vessel and 
where might it have served? 

REVIEWS OF NEW LITERATURE 

IMPERIAL RUSSIAN STAMPS USED IN TRANSCAUCASIA. Part One-Postal History. by P. T. 

Ashford, Foreword by Dr. A. H. Wortman. 56pp., with folding map. British Society of Russian Philately, 

1972. Obtainable from the author at 9 Pentre Close, Ashton, Chester CH3 8BR, price £1.00 postage free. 

It is now fully twenty years since the author made his debut in Philatelic Literature. In com
parison, the present "IMPERIAL RUSSIAN STAMPS USED IN TRANSCAUCASIA" shows he 
has greatly developed in stature' and maturitfthough he still deals with his earlier love of Transcaucasia. 
The intentions are to complete thefoll area in four subsequent parts. 

The first part of this highly commendable work commences with the general History of the Posts 
in Caucasia and Transcaucasia dealing with the formation of the Postal system in January 1801 and 
tracing how it fully developedr ,aThe author ;d®lS comprehensively with all facets, giving full li~ts and 
categories of the various Post Offices in the area with maps showing the locations of the many offices in 
1830 and 1840. Two offices so far eluc.1.e diligent efforts to trace on modern maps but this 
may be remedied .as.1"eaders get down to the study of the work. A first-class folding map of the area 
covered in 1845 included on pages 18/19 is priceless to students. 

Very full details are given of the growth of the various offices between 1852 and 1862 showing 
the revenues derived. Over the period no less than 55- o~ were in operation comprising full Post 
Offices and Postal Stations (Otdyeleniya). 

Several fine covers are illustrated, the outstanding being the fine pre-adhesive cover of 1844 from 
the John Lloyd collection and the Imperial Stationery cover (20k. Blue) from Kutais to Tiflis in April 
1857 from the collection of M. Liphschutz. The author briefly mentions the famous Tiflis Town Post, 

BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY No. 47 Page 39 



promising to discuss the stamps and their associated problems in next part of the work. 
Unfortunately, the method of printing (offset reprographic) does not allow the best results and 

excuses must be made for the poor examples of the numeral cancellations illustrated. Lists with the 
appropriate numerals are given showing to which offices the circular, hexagonal and truncated triangle 
types were issued. It is unfortunate that this small blot has to mar an otherwise exemplary work. 

The inclusion from page 42 onwards of a listing of Post Offices and Postal Agencies operating in 
Transcaucasia in 1914 with names in Russian and showing the status of the Post Office, its parent office 
were appropriate, will prove of inestimable · value to collectors of postmarks, cover material being at a 
premium from this area. The bare fact that so many post offices are to be found from this restricted 
area indicates the proclivity of the Imperial Posts to provide Offices at even the smallest of villages, 
including the Platform and Railway halts. A key to all abbreviations is supplied. · 

This book makes fascinating reading and the author is to be congratulated on his erudition and 
industry. The presentation is grand. 

W. S. E. S. 

PHILATELIA BALTICA. Journal of the 'Latvian Study Circle' in the Association of German Philatelists. 

Edited by Harry von Hofmann, 2 Hamburg 52, Postfach 52 05 66, West Germany. Annual subscription 

16DM (5.00 dollars U.S.). In German. 

'Philatelia Baltica" is a very well produced Journal, containing much useful information on 
Latvian philately. This review covers issues 41/42 (June 1965) to 50 (July 1971) and indicates major 
articles. 

Date 
June 1965 
Feb. 1966 

Nos. 
41/42 
43/44 

"K.P.RIGA" and "A forgery of the Kurland Bisect." 
"Postal organisation of the Bolshevik occupation of Latvia 

1919." 
Dec. 1966 45/46/47 A special issue on the stamps of the "Western Army" of General 

Avaloff-Bermondt. It contains full details of forgeries 
of stamps and postmarks. 

The Study Circle has for some time been preparing a highly specialised handbook on Latvia. 
It is now being published in instalments in Philatelia Baltica. No. 48 (Oct. 1967) contained the first 
instalment, a general survey of Latvia, and a very good study of S. G. Nos. 1-5. No. 49 (Apr. 1970) 
<:ontained Imtalment 2 (S. G., 6-41, and a plating study of S. G. 3'-5, 7-9, 16-18). No. 50 (July 1971) 
<:ontained Instalment 3 (S. G. 42-68). This himdbook is the best on Latvia that has yet been published. 

R. L. J. 

JOURNAL OF THE ROSS/CA SOCIETY OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY. No. 81. 1971. Edited by 

Andrew Cronin, Box 806, [!hurch Street Station, New York, N . Y. 10008, U.S.A. 

No. 81 of the Rossica Journal is notable for the fact that it is almost wholly devoted to a single 
article-or rather monograph since it covers no less than 82 pages-on "The Russian Postal Services in 
Bulgaria during 1877-1879" by D. N. Minchev. Mr. Minchev's remarkable articles on Balkan philately 
have always been a great source of interest, invariably dealing with the subject in intense detail. On 
this occasion, he excels himself, and the result is a treatise which is essential for any collector of Russian 
"Used Abroad" or Bulgarian material. Researchers like Mr. Minchev, who have access to government 
or museum archives or to other little known data, stand at a great advantage over the amateur philatelic 
writer, and it is easy to forget the many hours earlier generations of philatelic writers have perhaps under
taken in trying to visualise a postal history picture from the few scraps of a jig-saw puzzle. All the same, 
it is nice to have things so authoritatively sorted out for us, and Mr. Minchev's will be the standard 
text Off this particular subject. 
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FILATELIYA SSSR. 1972 (No. 1 Jan.; No. 2, Feb.; No. 3, March; No. 4, April; No. 5, May). (In 
Russian). (Annual subscriptions may be booked for the equivq/ent <if 4.20 dollars (U.S.) through Co/let's 
Holdings Ltd., Denington Estate, London Road, Wellingborough, Northants). · 

This Russian monthly has progressively become of great interest to the specialist, and at four 
dollars it is exceptional value even if one's understanding of the language leaves much to be desired. 
Many of the contributions relate to new issues, or thematic collecting, but there is usually one article 
that the postal historian or serious collector might wish to have. The five issues for the first part of 1972 
are perhaps less important than some of the earlier numbers, but nevertheless contain the following useful 
contributions: The History of the First Soviet Polar Surcharge 1935 by E. Sashenkov; The 1914 Charity 
Stamps by J. Rudnikov and K. Bemgard (January); Soviet Regulations concerning the exchange of stamps 
with foreign philatelists by I. Merkulov; a valuable article by E. Panteleev and K. Lesly on varieties on 
pre-war a~d post-war Sovid issues related to the photographic screen process; and some notes by P. 
Mazur on 100 years of Russian stamped postcards (February);J.Rudnikovcontributessomeinteresting 
notes, with details from old documents, about Tikhvin 2'.emstvo issues (March); the cover of the April 
issue shows the special stamped postcard issued to commemorate 100 years of stationery postcards, the 
4k. impressed stamped showing the thunderbolts and crossed posthorns as the main part of the design
a very nice and appropriate issue; M. Zabotchenia follows this up by an interesting contribution about 
the first Russian postcard; V. Morozov writes about the Control Duty Stamps used in U.S.S.R. between 
1922 and 1938 (April); P. Mazur writes up some most useful information on the Soviet Charity issue of 
1922; and E. Voikhanskli considers the Azerbaijan Famine Relief issue; whilst A. Trakhtenberg gives 
some valuable notes on the Levanevsky "North Pole Flight" Surcharges (May). These few lines can 
hardly do justice to a well produced monthly averaging 48 pages per issue, and readers should avail 
themselves of the subscription facilities which are very reasonable. 

BAEDEKER'S RUSSIA. 1914 ENGLISH EDITION. Reprinted and re-issued by David and Charles, 
Newton Abbot, South Devon. Obtainable through book se/l~rs Clt £4: 15: 

We make no apologies for mentioning this reprint. Baedeker's Russia (especially the 1914 
edition, which was tlte last to be published) _should be on the bookshelf of all serious collectors of Imperial 
Russia. Its value is immense, both from the point of general information, and of the particular. It is 
a boon to the collecJor of cancellations, and it also makesj.deal bed-time reading! David and Charles 
must have had the Russian philatelist in mind when they_ decided to reprint this very scarce book of 590 
pages, replete with maps and. town plans. It is very well done, and comparatively reasonably priced. 

POCHTOVJ[ MARKI AZERBAIDZHANA ("Postage Stamps of Azerbaijan") by E. S. Voikhanskii. 
(Jn Russian). Baku 1971. Published by Azerbaidzhanskoe Gosudarstvennoe Jzdatelstvo. Price 63 kop_ 
Printing of 5,000 copies. 

This is an immensely interesting handbook which will be welcomed by all collectors of Arer
baijan stamps, and has been written by an enthusiast, who has frequently shown portions of his important 
collection at exhibitions, both in Eastern Europe and France. 

The narrative is contained iii the first 52 pages of the haadbook, where each issue is discussed, 
and many of the postal documents relating to the frequent changes of postal rates during the inflationary 
period are given in detail. We are particularly indebted to Mr. Voikhanskii for seeking out this inform
ation, which has previously tended to be of a sketchy nature. The second portion of the work consists 
of no Jess than 64 pages of illustrations showing examples of varietie3 on particular issues; illustrations 
of pieces and covers, which are mouth-watering in ·extreme oil occa.sion; and photographs of some of 
the postal documents referred to in the text. The pictures, for example; of some of the Postmaster 
handstamps are remarkable, as are covers and stamps of the Tramcaucasian Federation ("Azerbaijan 
stars") bearing Armenian handstamps as well. There is also one most interesting photograph showing 
a sheet of enumerator and Baku post office markings the result of some postal official cleaning or-adjust-
ing his handstamps ! ·· 

There are two points we should like to make, however. We wish Mr. Voikhanskii had read the 
articles written by Ashford and Baillie in B.J.R.P. 32 and 33 (in ·1963). Despite all the great care the 
writer has taken to identify stamps showing small varieties, he does not appear to have realised that the 
lithographic transfers were generally to be found in quite definite blocks of subjects. 

Secondly, it seems general practice in the Soviet printing industry to retouch half tone blocks to 
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ensure better reproduction on non-coated paper. In Mr. Voikhanskii's book many of the photographs 
of Surcharges and postmarks have been retouched with the result that they look a little unreal. Despite 
this carping, this is an important handbook on ·a subject urgently needing additional literature. 

FRANCE-U.R.S.S. PHILATELIE ("France-U.S.S.R. Philately"). Journal of the Cercle Philatelique 
France-U.S.S.R. Edited by G. Rumeau; 8 rue de la Vrilliere, Paris !er. France. (In French). (No. 34, 
April 1972.) 

This issue of our French contemporary celebrates the twentieth anniversary of the Cercle Philate
lique, and we offer this energetic Society our congratulations. Articles included in this number are "The 
·First Lenin Stamps" by A. G. Galaganov, which has been translated from the Russian; the second part 
of a French translation of the article "Tin: British Occupation of Ba tum by P. T. Ashford (which appeared 
in B.J.R.P. 45); as well as part of.an article on "The History of the Post in Azerbaijan" by E°' S. Voik-
hanskii, also translated from the Russian. · 

JOURNAL OF CHINESE Pl{ILATEL Y. Journal of the China Philatelic Society of London. No. 157, 
December 1971; No. 158, Feb. 1972; No. 159, Apr. 1972; a.nd No. 160, June 1972. 

~ . . 

It is always a pleasure to see the J.C.P., copies of which are held in our Society's library. No. 157 
has an interesting article on Bi-lingual Postmarks in Modern China (Mongolian and Russian) by Carl 
W. Ehlerding with some useful listings of P.O.'s in both languages, as well as two maps. No. 159 has 
some interesting comments by Peter C. Burnett on the •Cancellations used at the "1950" Russian .Philatelic 
Exhibition, Shanghai, which we have not heard of. We feel sure, as the author suggests, that the correct 
date is 1943, since we believe it was supported primarily by Russian emigre philatelists at that time in 
China. E. N. Lane writes an interesting contribution on Farrious China Sales of the past, listing dates 
and collections dispersed. This seems an excellent idea, and we look forward to an energetic B.S.R.P. 
member doing this on Russia for B.J.R.P. ! James Negus includes some Literature Notes on China in 
the most recc:1t issue (No. 160). 

OBITUARIES 

FRED W. SPEERS 

We are very sorry to record the death of a senior member both of our own Society, 
and of "Rossica," Fred Speers, who died on 30th July, 1971 in California, at the age of sixty-five. 

A newspaper man, Mr. Speers was co-founder of. The Daily Ti'files Advocate in his .home town of 
Escondido, Calif. and was also connected with the publication of a number of other Californian news
papers. 

We have been delighted to meet him at London meetings on at least two occasions, and in par
ticular to publish in the pages of B.J.R.P. quite a number ofsplendid articles from his pen. In particular, 
his "Zemstvo Gazetteer" will be recalled. w.Juch .was serialised f-r-0m BJ.R.P. 25 right through until 41; 
this was a great labour of love listing not only the stamp issues from each Zemstvo, but giving a potted 
history of each area, most valuable for writing up purposes. The Gazetteer was later reprinted in a 
Billig's Philatelic Handbook. Other vattl.ftbre s<:ontfibu.tions to B.J.R.P. included "Jassy-A Venture 
into Research" (No. 35); "~mstvos of Post-Abdication Years" (No. 38); and "The R's. of.Schmidt 
and Chuchin" (No. 44). 

Mr. Speers' first love was Zcmstvos, but latterly he had specialised also in the Romanov Ter
centenary Issue, and in Airmails. At Philympia 1970 he gained silver medals for his Romanovs, and 
for Airmails. Russian philately is much the poorer for his passing, and we offer our condolences to his 
family. 
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H. T. DAWSON and A. A. KRONENBERG-SOMMER 
We are also sorry to record the deaths of these two members, neither of whoin, we regret, we 

knew personally. Mr. Dawson, of Stockport, tended to collect Russia generally, whilst Mr. Kronen
berg-Sommer (whose home was at Binningen, Switzerland) at one time possessed a substantial collection 
of Ukraine. 

E. T .. KRENKEL. 
Though not a member of our Society we are sorry to record the death on 8th December, 1971 of 

Ernst Teodorovich Krenke), who was President of the All-Union Society of Philatelists in the U.S.S.R. 
Born in Tartu in 1903, he worked at Novaya Zemlya from 1927-1930, where he helped to build an obser
vatory. Later, he was a participant in Polar Expeditions, including those of the ice-breakers Sibiriakov 
and Zheluskin. He was the wireless operator for I. D. Papanin, and his is amongst the faces shown on 
the well known stamps. At the Paris-Moscow-Leningrad Exhibition in 1966, our secretary, Mr. John 
Lloyd had a long conversation with Mr. Krenke), who evinced much interest in our Society. His loss 
will be sadly felt, particularly amongst Soviet philatelists. 

THE STAMPS OF SOVIET GEORGIA 

P. T. Ashford 

Fig. 1. A faked cover allegedly sent from Tif/is to Constantinople on 5.4.21. 

The postage stamps of Georgia, whilst that country was an independent 'Social De:nocratic' 
republic, were discussed in B.R.J.P. 46, on pag~ 33 et seq. The story reached the point at which the Red 
Army had invaded Georgia, entered Tillis, the capital, on 25th February, 1921, and proclaimed the 
Soviet State of Georgia. 
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The stamps of Soviet Georgia are just as interesting as the issues that preceded them-their 'Men
shevik' · counterparts. Some collectors would say they were more interesting. One important result 
of the change of regime was at least there was no more "hanky-panky" in the printing works, and the 
stamps were printed to a high standard, with few errors. Any ,suggestion of 'speculation' was treated 
severely at this time, and what forgeries and fakes that appeared were all produced abroad. 

A number of exotic items can be found, consisting of the "St. George" and "Queen Tamara" 
issues of the Menshevik Government overprinted in red (by handstamp) in blocks of four, showing the 
hammer and sickle, the Georgian equivalents of 'G.S.S.R." (Georgian Soviet Socialist Republic), and 
the date 25.11.1921. These were alleged to have been issued on the proclamation of the new republic, 

· but I fear they were a product of a group of swindlers at Constantinople, and no such issues appeared 
in Georgia itself. When I first collected Geor.g-ia, I ilCquired a fine cover showing a block of these issues 
(see Fig. 1), which for all the world I quite thought was genuinely sent fro:n Tiflis to Constantinople 
in March 1921. I was later able fo,prove, to my own dissatisfaction, that -the fakers had superimposed 
the stamps on a genuine cover used at the time in Constantinople. Fakes of this nature are always 
difficult to spot, and 'creations' of this sort seem to be more in evidence these days than ever they used 
to be. The fakers are learning too fast; the result of so many erudite philatelic works! Another series 
-0f bogus surcharges shows a crude red. star and the letters 'C.C.C.P.,' applied by handstamp on individual 
stamps. of the Menshevik issue, whilst yet another series of black hand,;;tamped surcharges were alleged 
to have been re-valuations of 5 roubles and 10 roubles. . All were completely bogus, and almost certainly 
made in Constantinople. · 

The strange thing is that no information is available 011 exactly what postage stamps, if any, were 
used in Georgia after the Bolsheviks marched in. Kohl's Handbuch suggests that the stamps of the 
Mensehvik Government (the 'St. George' and 'Queeb. Tamara' stamps) continued in use until the first 
stamps of Soviet Georgia appeared early in 1922. All this writer can say is that he has seen no evidence 
that this is the case and in over 20 years' collecting has only seen one cover genuinely used from Georgia 
during the period 25th February, 1921 - January 1922. Probably postal communications were at a low 
~bb during this unsettled period, and little mail was despatched; perhaps no postal rates were in operation, 
and letters were sent free; probably letters were not franked with stamps at all, postage being paid in 
<:ash? It is interesting to speculate on what did happen, but it would be nice to hear from any reader 
who can throw light on Georgian postal arrangements during this confused period. 

THE NEW DEFINITIVES 
The first postage stamps to be issued by the Soviet Government of Georgia made their appear' 

ance in January 1922, although possibly .some.values were not available until the February. They were 
printed at the State Printing Works in Tiflis, and it is clear that a whole series of stamps were ordered 
comprising of 25R., SOR., JOOR., 250R., 500R., l,OOOR., 2,000R., 3,000R., and 5,000R. However, 
by the time the stamps were ready, the lower values had been rendered useless by the deterioration in 
the value of the Georgian rouble. Five stamps were placed on sale early in 1922, being the top five 
denominati~ns. (See Fig. 2). Each value was printed by lithography and · perforated 11 ½ by line 
machine. Stamps of this issue can also be found imperforate, without gum, but they were not sold 
in this condition, and probably came from trial printings. 

The 500R. value shows a Red Army soldier holding a flag bearing the Red Star. The paper of 
the stamp can often be found horizontally laid, and there are several shades, two being particularly dis
tinct-a dull carmine and a bright rose. The l,OOOR. depicts a sower, behind him being a representation 
of the rising sun, presumably symbolising the dawn of the new republic. There are three distinct shades 
of this stamp, no doubt due to different printings, and they deserve some mention in the catalogues. 
Firstly there is a pale brown, then a deep brown; and nnally a blackish-brown, the ink of which tends to 
shine. It must be said that the bulk of the later shades were not used until the stamps were subsequently 
surcharged. As with the 500R. value, copies can be found on horizontally laid paper. 

The three top values of 2,000R., 3,000R. and 5,000R. are all in the same design, showing what 
· appears to be an allegorical figure of Georgia offering the Arms of the new republic to a worker. The 
' inscription (in Georgian) reads the equivalent of "Georgian Soviet Socialist Republic" and (he Georgian 
word for 'Roubles' is given in full. This contrasts with the designs of the 500R. and l,OOOR., which 
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Fig. 2. Used examples of the Soviet definitive issue of Jan.-Feb. 1922. Left to right, the cancellations 
are Tchiatoury, Tiflis, Ozurgety, Poti and Sartachaly. 

Fig. 3. Examples of the Famine Relief issue (April 1922). 
Fig. 4. The five types of handstamped surcharge of the 20,000R./500R. 

Fig. 5. Feb. 1923. The machine surcharge on Soviet definitive issue. The mint 20,000R./500R. is the 
only inverted surcharge in this issue. 

give only the letters "G.S.S.R." and there is no money word included in these designs. These differ
ences make one wonder if two artists had a hand in the designs. The 200R. and 3000R. values were 
printed on rather thick white wove paper, whilst the 500R. and l ,OOOR. values, and is likewise occas
ionally on horizontally laid paper. There is some colour variations with the 2,000R. (in deep slate) 
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and the 3,000R (brown) values, and the 5,000R. can be found in two quite distinct shades of light green 
and dark green. 

RELATIVE SCARCITIES 

The writer feel that some of these stamps are a great deal scarcer than others, the standard catal
ogues being of little help in giving an indication of this. Unsurcharged, I regard the 500R. value a 
scarce stamp, either mint or used; and the 1,000R. almost as difficult to secure. The higher values 
are rather easier, but none is common, and any unsurcharged stamp in mint condition is decidely worth 
acquiring. As is invariably the case, the value of Transcaucasian covers is a law unto itself. All 
remaining stocks of these stamps were surcharged at a later date, and thus no remainders were made 
available to collectors through the Soviet Philatelic Agency, as happened with some of the issues. In 
addition, communications with the West were,iot good, and it took a long time for the stamps to be 
chronicled as New Issues, and arrang~ments made by the stamp trade for their supply. 

The stamps were printed by lithography, the 500R. having been set out in groups of 12 transfer 
subjects (4 horiz. x 3 vertical), the remaining values being transferred to the lithographic stone in groups 
-0f 15 subjects (5 horiz. x 3 vert.). 

THE FAMINE RELIEF ISSUE 

The four values of the definitive set which were not utilised owing to currency depreciation were 
overprinted lithographically (in Georgian) to the effect they were in aid of the Famine Stricken, and 
were surcharged 1,000R. (in red) on 50R. violet; 3,000R. (in black) on 1,000R. red; 5,000R. (in black) 
on 250R. green; and 10,000R. (in red) on 25R. blue. (See Fig. 3). ThesestampswereissuedinApril 
1922, and .their use was obligatory on all types of postal correspondence, although whether a special 
denomination had to be used with a particular postal rate, we are not sure. The Charity stamps were 
printed, like the other stamps, at Tiflis, by lithography. They are in smaller format than the stamps 
used for definitive issue, and all bear the Arms of Soviet Georgia. All values were perforated 11 ½ (line) 
.and variations of shade are noticeable. They appear to have been transferred to the printing stone in 
groups of 15 (5 horiz. x 3 vert.). 

These Famine Relief stamp3 are very common in mint condition, since sizeable remainders were 
sent to the Soviet Philatelic Agency from Tiflis, and sold to the stamp trade. Used examples are a differ
ent kettle of fish, copies being more scarce, a fact which the catalogues again do not recognise. Imper
forate examples in mint condition, without gum, are common, and these also come from the remaindered 
stock. not being used this way. Copies of the stamps are on occasion seen without surcharge. Such 
examples are scarce and, I believe, happened because of defective printing of the overprint. 

The collector is tempted to argue that these are not postage stamps since they did not pre-pay 
postage~and that they should ,perhaps, be classified as charity labels only. However, the stamps have 
always been accepted by the standard catalogues, and it is hardly this writer's wish to start any minor 
revolution! 

The first Soviet stamps, and the Charities, were forged in Vienna in 1922, and on occasion the 
collector comes across these quite well produced forgeries. They were 'illustrated and discussed at 
length in B.J.R.P. No. 34 (page 26) and it is not proposed to do other than mention them in passing. 
The forgeries are in most cases more elusive than in genuine stamps! 

HANDSTAMPED SURCHARGES 

January 1923 saw the inauguration of the Transcaucasian Federation of Soviet Socialist Republics 
("T.S.F.S.R.") and the introduction of a n.ew .currency whereby one T.S.F.S.R. rouble equalled 100 
of the old Georgian Republic roubles. This new currency was valid throughout Transcaucasia, but 
even 'So, the currency continue to depreciate at an alarming rate. As a result, the denominations of 
existing stamps proved too small for the rising tariff, and stocks had to be surcharged by means of rubber 
handstamps in order to try and keep apace. 
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The 1,000R. brown was surcharged 10,000R. 
The 2,000R. slate was surcharged 15,000R. 
The 500R. carmine was surcharged 20,000R. 
The 5,000R. green was surcharged 40,000R. 
The 3,000R. brown was surcharged 80,000R. 
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These b.andstamped surcharges provide one of the most interesting facets of Georgian philately, 
there having been identified, so far, three types of 10,000R., five types of 15,000R., five types of20,000R., 
four types of 40,000R., and six types of 80,000R. rubber handstamps. In addition, the colours of inks 
used tend to vary, violet being the most common, followed by black, then lilac, and occasionally red. 
(See Fig. 4 for examples of 20,000R. surcharge). 

It is not proposed to give precise measurements and details of these separate handstamps, as 
this would need an article to itself. Details of most are, however, available in the Kohl Handbuch, 
and also in a small monograph published in 1951 by the late W. E. Hughes and the present writer ("The 
Postage Stamps of Georgia."). One of the difficulties that arise is that as time went on the hand-stamp
ing got less and less distinct, and many examples are quite impossible to type. Sometimes the collector 
comes across pairs, or blocks, where one or more stamps are without surcharge, and also adjacent pairs 
where the surcharge is in a different colour (? change of ink pad). Originally, the surcharges we:e quite 
carefully impressed diagonally, but later, as the work became more tedious, less attention was paid 
to either position or clarity. 

MACHINE SURCHARGES 

The Postal Department could see that the handstamped issues would not meet the demand, par
ticularly as the currency continued to depreciate and more stamps than ever were required to frank 
letters. Stocks of. the -basic stamps were ther,efore also surcharged by lithography~a much quicker 
process-being printed in black, and made their appearance in February 1923, to be used simultaneously 
with the handstamped surcharges. (See Fig. 5). The State Printing Works made a good job of this, 
and the only errors of catalogue status are four inverted surcharges 20,000R./500R. on the bottom row 
of the sheet at the left-hand side. (See Fig. 5). These stamps are not often seen. In the 10,000R. 
surcharge one stamp does not show the. stop after ''10," but this is hardly a major error. Machine
surcharged stamps exist imperforate and ungummed, presumably from trial printings, but they were 
not placed on sale in this condition. Some of the stamps from these trial printings show misplaced 
surcharges. 

Due to the release of some remainders to the stamp trade, mint copies of the machine-surcharged 
stamps are fairly common. Used stamps are more difficult to get, but are not so scarce as the unsur-
charged set. · · · 

MORE HANDSTAMPS 

By the time July 1923 arrived the Postal Department was clearly worried about the shortage 
of stamps. Special stamps were in the process of being printed at Tiflis for the Transcaucasian Feder
ation as a whole, but these were to be used from 15th September, 1923, and the supply of existing stamps 
had to be maintained in order to 'bridge the gap.' 

Small stocks of the old Imperial Arms type stamps were therefore found-probably the same ones 
as had been discarded in May 1919 by the Mensheviks-and pressed into service, being surcharged by 
rubber handstamp in the same way as the Soviet issues. As far as the Post Office was concerned, the 
old 7 kopeck Arms type stamp of Imperial Russia was handstamped 10,000 Roubles, whilst the 15 kopeck 
stamp was surcharged 15,000 Roubles. From the philatelic viewpoint, however, the 15k. stamp can 
be divided into four varieties. In the first place, there were three different handstamps used (large, 
medium and small sizes), and, secondly, some of the stamps acquirec.l. had clearly come from Armenian 
Post Offices, as they already bore a surcharge of 5 Roubles and the Armenian monogram "HH.'' (See 
Fig. 6). 

I have found these handstamps on Arms types quite erosive. The 10,000R./7k. is a real "brute" 
and it was only recently that l secured a copy for my collection. To get this item used on piece, or cover 
would be a triumph indeed. Beware of forgeries, however, not that I have seen any of the 10,000R./7k., 
but it strikes me as being too easy to do. The 15,000R./15k. are forged, but not in any quantity. With 
the exception of the Armenian stamps, the 15,000R. surcharges are rather less elusive, but are never
theless most pleasing to find. On cover or piece they are undeniably scarce. 
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MORE MACHINE SURCHARGES 
With the T.S.F.S.R. currency falling in value continuously, the Post Office had to provide further 

supplies of stamps at even higher denominations that provided for by the earlier surcharges, so remain
ing stocks of the old Imperial issues were surcharged by lithography, in blue (with the exception of the 
300,000R., which was in black), showing a star, the hammer and sickle, with a new value, in roubles, 
below. (See Fig. 7). It was the intention of the Authorities to produce five stamps-

75,000 Roubles on I kopeck. 
200,000 Roubles on 5 kopecks. 
300,000 Roubles on 20 kopecks. 
350,000 Roubles on 3 kopecks. 
700,000 Roubles on 2 kopecks. 

6 

7 

Fig. 6. The /zandstamped surcharges on Russian Arms type stamps of July 1923. 10,000R./7 K.; the three 
different types of 15,000R./15K. handstamp, and the same handstamp on 5R. Armenian surcharge. 
Fig. 1. Some of the machine surcharges on Russian Arms type stamps. Below, are two examples of per
foration varieties. 

It has been said that the surcharge of the 300,000R. has been found in blue, as well as black, 
but this writer cannot say he has ever seen a copy, though items are reputed to exist. 

The denominations are indicative of the chaotic deterioration of the Transcaucasian rouble. As 
so often happens, this 'simple' set offers a number of permutations and combinations, so beloved of 
collectors, and it certainly maintains an intense interest in these issues. The difficulty facing the printing 
works was that in the stock of stamps acquired, some were perforated, and some were not. Thus we 
get the following breakdown of this issuc:-
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(a) On stocks perforated 14½ x 15 at the time of printing: 
75,000R./l kop::ck. 

200,000R./5 kopecks. 
300,000R./20 kopecks. 
350,000R./3 kopecks. 
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I have found these 14½ x 15 perforated issues most difficult to obtain, and even now I am short 
of the 75,000R./lk. with this perforation. The 350,000/3 kopecks is scarce, too. It seems clear that 
the catalogue listing of these issues needs adjusting. 

(b) Imperforate stocks perforated locally at Tiflis by a line perforating machine (11 ½): 
75,000R./1 kopeck. 

350,000R./3 kopecks. 
These are rather less difficult to obtain, and, due to the haste in which they were prepared, copies 

can be found ( on the 7 5,000R.) showing a line of perforation holes running down the middle of the stamp; 
also (on the 350,000R). there is a variety 'imperf. between' where a line of perforations has missed. 

(c) Imperforate: 
75,000R./1 kopeck. 

350,000R./3 kopecks. 
700,000R./2 kopecks. 

The 75,000R./lk. (imperf.) is "cataloguewise," the scarcest Georgian stamp. Whether copies 
resulted from a complete sheet having missed perforation, or whether only a portion of a sheet missed 
the line perforation of 11 ½, cannot be said. 

On 15th September, 1923, the postage stamps of Soviet Georgia were replaced by stamps designed 
for use throughout the Transcaucasian Federation of Georgia, Armenia and Azerbaijan. 

Little has been said in this article about the cancellations to be found on the stamps of Soviet 
Georgia. From 1922 onwares, postal arrangements continued to grow despite inflation, and the stamps 
listed in this article can be found cancelled with a wide variety of postmarks of towns and villages, most 
of them in Georgian characters. Efforts have been made to include examples of interesting cancell
ations in the illustratiom accompanying this article. 

(This article was published originally in The Philatelic Journal of Great Britain in the October/ 
December 1965 issue. We are indebted to the Editor of P.J.G.B. for allowing us to reproduce it, together 
with the original illustrations). 

MEETING REPORTS 

The 115th meeting of the Society was held at the Shaftesbury Hotel, Monmouth Street, London, 
W.C.2 on Saturday, 18th September, 1971, at 2.30 p.m. 

· The President, Mr. A. S. Waugh was in the chair, with the following members and Mrs. Joseph 
also present:-Drs. Wortman, Casey and Ceresa, Messrs. Cuell, Lowe, Mushlin, Bojanowicz, Koby
lanski, Droar, Norwood, Kellaway, Myers, Pritt, Fisher, Joseph and Lloyd. 

On opening the meeting, Mr. Waugh read out apologies of absence from Capt. B. Rogers-Till
stone, Messrs. Ashford, Handford, Roberts, Fosbery, Humphrey, Marsden and Peel. 
· Mr. Droar proposed that the Minutes of the previous meeting be taken as read, this was seconded 
and agreed to. Arising from these Minutes, the Hon. Secretary said the B.P.A. Convention being held 
on the same day as the present meeting had prevented B.S.R.P. from exhibiting and taking part. Dr. 
Wortman had written to make our apologies. 

The Hon. Secretary's Report: Mr. Lloyd made apologies for the late notice of the present meet
ing, explaining that this was due to awaiting a reply from the Royal Philatelic Society, London, in 
answer to application made for B.S.R.P. meetings to be held in their rooms as in the past. Receiving 
no reply by 1st August, dates were submitted to the Shaftesbury Hotel. This had been the Society's 
meeting place for the past year, and with the use of the lighted stands has served adequately. The follow
ing dates had been agreed to and would be confirmed. 

BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY No. 47 Page 49 



11th December, 1971 Combined Display. 
22nd January, 1972 A.G.M. and Annual Competitions. 
18th March, 1972 Programme to be arranged. 
13th May, 1972 Programme to be arranged. 
It was hoped, too, tQ explore the possibilities for the management of the Shaftesbury to provide 

tea for members after our meetings finish. 
The Secretary then continued his report by saying that there was a great deal of interest being 

taken in Russian Philately at the present time. Our membership stood at its highest ever, 230, 28 new 
members having joined this year. B.S.R.P. members in the West country and in the North were planning 
local meetings for the near future. 

Mr. Lloyd said that the Russian Study Evening held at the Philatelic Congress, Norwich, was most 
enjoyable although only a handful of philatelists attended. The Secretary then asked that the following 
successful applicants for membership be elected. 

Lines. 

MR. BORIS SHISHKIN, 3523, Edmunds Street, N.W. Washington, D.C. 20007, U.S.A. 
DR. J. T. WILLIAMS, "Newtons," Perrymount Road, Haywards Heath, Sussex. 
MR. E. MORGAN, Box A.515, Camarillo, Calif. 93010, U.S.A. 
MR. P. J. LABOWSKIE, 40, Sanford Road, Colorado Springs, Colo 80906, U.S.A. 
MR. M. A. GRANGER, 19, ]lrowning Place, Seabank Estate, North Lynn, Kings Lynn. 
MR. D. J. EVANS, 4, Caister Way, Over, Winsford, Cheshire. 
MR. A. W. COOPER, North Field, Mablethorpe Road, Theddlethorpe St. Helen, Mablethorpe, 

MR. D. JACOBS, 7, Caxton Garth, Threshfield, Nr. Skipton, Yorks. 
MR. E. C. SPRINGETT., 27, Otford House, Staple Street, Long Lane, London, S.E.1. 
MR. HARLEY FRANCIS, 1140, Morgan Street, ·oberlin, Ohio 44074, U.S.A. 

Treasurer's Report: Mr. Joseph told the meeting that the Society had £500 at the Bank with 
one further Journal to finance in 1971, and that for the time being there was no necessity to raise the 
annual Subscriptions. There were 35 outstanding subscriptions to be paid. A letter of thanks had been 
sent to Mr. Lauke of Germany who had made a donation towards the costs of the Journal. As Librar
ian, Mr. Joseph wished to record a vote of thanks to Mr. B. K. Soper for a transcript of Denikin's "The 
White Army" which he had presented to the Library. 

Packet Superintendent's Repcrt: Mr. Kellaway told the members that since the last meeting 
three packets, value £800 had been put into circulation. Three packets had completed their circuits 
and were being broken up. Members were reminded that, for the more valuable packets, registration 
is still required. This applied to approximately one-third of the packets in circulation. 

Research Superintendent's Report: Since the · last report new members were being circulated 
with regard to research within the Society. A letter prepared in August had been sent to all new mem
bers of the current year. Since the last report a few members have sent in queries, in the main those 
queries have come from new members. One member in the U.S.A. has started a chain of correspond
ence on the issues of South Russia. · To help new members, Dr. Ceresa said that he had offered a 'free; 
service of expertisation for Civil Wa;r and Early Soviet material. 

Dr. Ceresa also suggested that he would like to see once again letters and queries in our Journal, 
not necessarily printed in the Journal, but quite possibly inserted in leaflet form. It was therefore pro
posed that circulars from the Research Superintendent be so inserted. This was agreed to by all present, 
and Mr. Waugh, who had been responsible for the despatch of the last two publications, said that he 
was quite willing to place any leaflets in the Journal before sending them out. 

The Journal: Mr. Ashford being unable to be present on this occasion, the Secretary read out a 
letter from the Editor. Journal 46 is being assembled and will shortly be forwarded to the printers 
for publication later in the year. 

The Editor had been quite overhwelmed by the number of letters received over the last two months, 
and offers his apologies for delay in acknowledging them. The number of articles received from mem
bers were considerable, and he had more than enough for the Autumn Journal; a very happy position 
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to be in. The contents of No. 46 should be of exceptional quality and interest. Even though the next 
Journal was "spoken for" a continuing flow of articles were needed for our 1972 issues, and any member 
with articles "up their sleeves" were cordially invited to send them in for later publication. 

Result of the Ballot: ihe Secretary told members that 36 ballot papers had been received, and 
that the result was 29 for the new rule and seven against. Mr. Lowe was asked to make a recount of 
the slips returned. He agreed with the Secretary's figures. With the new Rule agreed to, and as new 
rules apply also to the packet, the Secretary would arrange for new membership cards to be printed. 
These will set forth the Rules and Constitution of the Society and would apply from the next A.G.M. 

Any Other Business: The Vice-President, Mr. Bojanowicz being present after his return from 
Budapest was invited to speak to the meeting. He said that all exhibits were back and that he would 
despatch them or they can be collected. The B.S.R.P. Exhibitors all received Awards and the list is as 
follows: M. Liphschutz Grand Prix d'Honneur for "Russia and Soviet Union-200 years of Postal 
History." Drs. Wortman, R. Seichter and Ceresa, Silver Medals. Dr. Gordon Torrey and Messrs. 
Pritt, Ashford and Lloyd, Silver-Bronze Medals, and Mr. Bojanowicz himself received a Special Prize 
for exhibiting in the Court of Honour. As well as being the Commissioner for Great Britain, he was 
also a member of the Jury. Although he did not judge the Russian entries, he said that the popularity 
of these displays was surprising . ... A total of about 40 medals. were awarded to British exhibitors as a 
whole, and these would be presented to winners at the Hungarian Embassy in November. ·· ·· 

Mr. Bojanowicz then told members present that there were two Polish Societies and that he would 
like members to think over the possibility of one of these Societies joining with the British Society of 
Russian Philately. 

Mr .. Bojanowicz has been invited to display his Gold Medal Exhibit at the Jubilee o_f the Ameri
can Collectors' Society in New York. 

After the business of the meeting, Mr. Gunnar Hellstrom was to have given a display of sheets 
from his collection, unfortunately, he was unable to be present. However, the Secretary had foreseen 
this possibility, and had brought along sheets from his Soviet Air Mail collection which he displayed. 
Mr. Lloyd was then asked to display his Budapest entry wliich was at hand. This was material cover
ing Postal History of the 18th and 19th centuries, of Imperial Russia. 

The.116th Meeting of the Society0 was held at- the Shaftesbury.Hotel, Monmouth Street, W.C.2 
on Saturday, 11th December, 1971, at 2.30 p.m. 

In the absence of Mr. Waugh, Mr. Bojanowicz was in the chair, with the following members 
present: Drs. Wortman, Casey and Ceresa, Messrs. Joseph, Mushlin, Droar, Turner, Lowe, Kobylanski, 
Cuell, Marsden, Pritt, Norwood and Peel. 

Dr. Wortman proposed that the Minutes of the previous meeting be taken as read, and this was 
seconded and ·· approved. 

Hon. Secretary's Report. A letter from Mr. Lloyd was read. "Please accept my apologies for 
absence but am still suffering from the effects of my motor accident on the A5 of three weeks ago." 

Since the last meeting, enquiries at the Shaftesbury Hotel have been made regarding the possib
ility of members attending the meeting partaking of refreshments after or during our meetings. The 
manager has answered in the affirmative. 

Mr. Lloyd asked that the following applicants for membership be elected: 
PATRICK J. EPPEL, 3346, 92nd Lane N.E., Blaine, Minn., 55434, U.S.A. 
JOHN B. CLARK, -86; Marsham Road, Birmingham; B14 5HE. 
RICHARD A. MATCKIE, 1, Meadow Road, Braintree, Mass., 02185, U.S.A. 
B. CONWAY, 32, Downsview Road, Upper Norwood, London, S.E.19. 
JOHN McCALLUM, P.O. Box 52, Ralston, Alberta, Canada. 
Mr. Bojanowicz then told members present that he thought both Messrs. Liphschutz and Dr. 

Riddell were prepared to give displays. The hon. secretary was asked to approach them on this. 

The Exchange Packet Superintendent's Report. Mr. Kellaway sent his apologies for absence 
to the secretary but his letter and report did not arrive in time for them to be forwarded to the meeting. 
His report is as follows: Six packets (total sales £365) have been broken up and three packets (value 
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£660) have been put into circulation since September. In making up booklets for circulation, members 
are asked to. avoid the use of half pence. 

The Journal. Mr. Ashford sent his apologies for absence and his report was read out to members. 
"The manuscript of Journal 46 is with the printers and proofs are awaited. However, it is unlikely 
to be ready for distribution until January or February and the Editor tends his apologies. No. 46 should 
be a sizeable journal, running 56 pages. Some difficulty is occurring this time with the illustrations. 
Our blockmaker has quoted us no less than £63 for half tone and line blocks which both Mr. Waugh 
and the Editor feel is far too much. Efforts are being made to try and get the illustrations reproduced 
lithographically, and induce our printers to insert them in the centre of the Journal when copies are 
stitched. This may substantially reduce the overall cost. Despite the delay in production of No. 46, 
we still envisage producing two issues (47 and 48) during 1972, thus meeting members' expectations 
to receive two Journals per annum." 

Any Other Business. Mr. Bojanowicz apologised on behalf of the Budapest Exhibition Committee 
for the delay in presenting the Diplomas and Medals awarded. It is hoped that a meeting will be held 
at the Hungarian Embassy in January or February 1972 for the purpose of presenting the Awards. 

The 1973 Exhibition to be held under F.I.P. Rules will be at Poznan, the date to be announced. 
The Sub-Committee met on 30th October under the auspices of Mr. Norwood at the home of 

Mr. Begley, at which it was agreed that Mr. Begley should write to Mr. Borisov asking for suggestions 
as to contacts. The letter was written 24th November, a reply is now awaited. 

Business of the Society finished at approx. 3.30 p.m. A combined display was then mounted 
in the frames. Exhibitors showing material were Drs. Casey, Ceresa and Wortman and Messrs. Pritt 
and Peel. 

The Minutes of this meeting were kindly supplied to the hon. secretary in his absence by Mr. 
Eric Peel. 

The 117th and Annual General Meeting of the Society was held at the Shaftesbury Hotel, Mon
mouth Street, London, W.C.2. on Saturday, 22nd January, 1972, at 2.30 p.m. 

Mr. A. Waugh presided and there were nineteen members present. Apologies were received 
from Messrs. Handford, Poulter, McIntyre and A. Lowe. Congratulations were offered to Mr. Lloyd 
on being elected a Fellow of the Royal Philatelic Society, London. 

The hon. secretary read out a few notes which reached him too late for inclusion in the report 
-0f the Minutes circulated. Mr. Droar proposed and Mr. Pritt seconded that the Minutes be accepted 
and signed, and all agreed. 

Arising from these Mjnutes, Mr. Joseph, the Librarian, asked for approval to purchase the extracts 
for Russia, Finland and the Baltic States, from the Higgins & Gage Catalogue. Approval was granted. 

Hon. Secretary's Report. Mr. Lloyd told members present that The Society and Russian Phil
ately was becoming of interest to many philatelists, roughly half of all particulars asked for resulted 
in new members and 1971 had seen 24 successful applicants for membership, two above last year's record. 
The total membership now stood at 225. The postal strike did affect the exchange of news for a few 
weeks and resulted in a rise of the postal charges, most of which have now doubled and some overseas 
rates have more than doubled. 

Having agreed to and helped to publicise 'Stampex,' the secretary had now been informed that 
The Society will now have its name listed in the Official Stampex Catalogue. 

B.S.R.P. was well represented at the Philatelic Congress of Great Britain held at Norwich in 1971. 
This, too, helped to publicise the Society and contributed to our growing membership. 

Mr. Lloyd told members that he had received no further news from the Royal Philatelic Society, 
London, regarding the resumption of our meetings being held at their premises as in the past. He there
fore, proposed to go ahead with arrangements for 1972-1973 programmes taking place at the Shaftes
bury Hotel as at present. This it is hoped will help to arrange our programmes that much earlier, and 
will give intending exhibitors , longer notice. 

Remarks and complaints from some overseas members that their awards at International Exhib
itions are not always listed in the Society's Reports can only be remedied by the individuals notifying 
the Hon. Secretary or other members in the 'know.' 

Mr. Lloyd then told members that he had been unable as yet to get down to serious business 
of producing the new membership cards, but that it was something for the riear future. 

Page 52 BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY No. 47 



Mr. Lloyd said he had taken it upon himself to ask Mr. Guy Rumeau, Vice-President of the 
French Russian Circle to help in this task. It has now been confirmed that he will judge the Literary 
Trophy Competition with Mr. Liphschutz, as soon as Journal 46 is sent out to member3. 

At this point in proceedings, Dr. Wortman proposed and Mr. Pritt seconded that our meetings 
should continue to be held at the Shaftesbury Hotel. 

Mr. Droar then proposed a vote of thanks to the hon. secretary for his report and all the work 
he so ably attended to during the year. Mr; Ashford seconded the proposal and members present unani
mously agreed. 

Treasurer's Report. In his annual report Mr. Joseph said that the Society was in a very healthy 
financial state, that there was an excess of Income over Expenditure amounting to £158. Th0 total 
income being £547 with an expenditure of £389. The Society had a total of £769 in hand and at Bank, 
but that we had to remember that there would be three Journals to pay for in 1972. Although the cost 
of printing had risen quite considerably in recent months, the treasurer felt that the Society does not 
have to contemplate a rise in subscriptions for the time being. Mr. Lloyd proposed and Dr. Ceresa 
second that the Treasurer chose his Auditor. Subject to this audit, Mr. Droar proposed that the State
ment of Accounts be accepted. Dr. Wortman seconded the proposal, all pre3ent agreed.. 

Exchange Packet Superintendent's Report. Mr. Kellaway told members that 15 packets com
pleted their circuits and were broken up during the year. Total sales exceeded £1,100 and, after deduct
ion of all expenses, a profit of £96 was passed on to the treasurer. This result is mainly due to the strong 
support given by those members who have joined the Society within the last three years. 

As a result of a new insurance arrang-~ment the majority of the packets are now sent by ordinary 
post; this appears to have been welcomed by the members. Mr. Joseph proJo3ed and Dr. Wortman 
seconded a very hearty vote of thanks to Mr. Kellaway for his very fine effort during 1971. Me.nbers 
were in unanamous agreement. · 

Research Superintendent's Report. During the year 57 queries had been answered from 35 mem
bers. Twenty-eight of these were from comparatively new members, of whom seven sent a total of 59 
stamps for expert opinion (Civil War Issues). Twenty-six of the queries were accompanied by stamped 
addressed envelopes (from. U.K. members). .Three queries· wer.e outside the Civil War Period and were 
passed on to other members to try to answer. 

Eight letters were on the subject of 'three triangles expeditsiya' markings and a further public
ation is being prepared for BJ. of R.P. based on additional information contained therein. 

An information bulletin on the Research activities has· been sent to all new U.K. members of 
the Society and copies have been prepared for inclusion in the next issue of the Journal for all overseas 
new members joining during the last twelve months. 

Mr. Pritt proposed, Dr. Wortman seconded, that Dr. Ceresa's report be accepted, this was unani
mously agreed to, with thanks. 

Editor's Report. Mr. Ashford apologised for the delay in producing Journal 46, this was due 
in the main to his moving from Berkhamstead to Chester. He had now received the galley proofs and 
hoped that the Journal could appear within the next three weeks or so. Although the Journal would not 
appear until February it was hoped that two further Journals would be published, thus making up the 
full quota for 1971 and 1972. 

Mr. Kellaway proposed and Mr. Joseph seconded a vote of thanks to the Editor, all present 
concurred, to this was coupled. that the report be accepted. 

Press Secretary's Report. Mr. Norwood told the meeting that as usual he had sent reports to 
the Philatelic Press, but that not having seen all the publications he had not seen them himself. These 
reports had, however, been seen. 

Mr. Knighton read out an Editorial from the Philatelic Magazine, the relevant paragraph is 
herewith reproduced and. all agreed that it was complimentary to the B.S.R.P. 

· "Editorial 'Comment' by 0. W. Newport, Esq., in Philatelic Magazine, January, 1972, 
reviewing 'International Encyclopedia of Stamps,' quotes:-'The entry on Russia was heavily 
biassed in favour of the Communist view of history and to devote a supplement to Soviet issues 
simply adds insult to injury. The British Society of Russian Philately would have made a much 
better and more balanced job of the Russian entry."' 
Mr. Knighton proposed Mr. Norwood's report be accepted and at the same time to record 

vote of thanks to the Press Secretary. All agreed. 
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Librarian's Report. Mr. Joseph read out the following report on his activities since taking over 
the Library and thanked the following me:nbers for their gifts to the Library. Mr. Ashford for various 
T.P.O. magazines and Journal of Chinese Philately; C. P. Bulak, Esq., for the July/August 1971 issue of 
Postal Stationery with his article on Zemstvo Postal Stationery; H. Norwood, Esq., for six catalogues 
of U.S.S.R. 1964/69 yearly issues; B. K. Soper, Esq., for his Typescript of "White Army" by Denikin; 
L. Tann, Esq., for various articles written by himself for various philatelic magazines. 

The following books have recently been purchased, the reprint of Baedeker's Russia, 1914 and 
the 1971 H.J.M.R. catalogue of Philatelic Literature. A copy of the latter work had also recently been 
presented to the Society by Mr. M. A. Ayer. 

It is proposed that the following works be purchased this coming year: 
David & Charles reprint of 'Guide to the Trans-Siberian Railway' by Dmitriev Mamonov, 1900. 
The English translation of Vol. I Mongolia and the Mongols by A. M. Pozdneyev 1892, a book 

already in the Library, presented by C. P. Bulak, Esq. 
Mr. Joseph, however, was rather disappointed in the small number of members who used the 

Library during the year-only 5. 
The Librarian intended to produce an up-to-date Library List and a new cumulative index to 

the British Journal of Russian Philately and of Rossika. 
Dr. Ceresa propQsed a vote of thanks to Mr. Joseph-this was seconded by Mr. Knighton, all 

present concurred. · 

Election of Officers. Before relinquishing the chair, Mr. Waugh, our retiring President, said he 
wished to welcome to the meeting three new members, Messrs. Fraser-Smith, Mr. Conway and Mr. 
Springett. He was also very sorry to hear that our member Mr. H. T. Dawson had died recently. To 
members present he was but a name, he never attended meetings, the only member who was at all ,in 
<:ontact was Mr. Poulter. The secretary had been unable to write the usual letter of sympathy as no 
dose relative's address was known. 

Mr. Waugh then told members how much he had enjoyed his year in office and before he handed 
-0ver his Badge of Office he wished to thank all officers and members of the Society for their help during 
the past year. He wished the Society success during future years and he was looking forward to con
tinuing in every way possible to work for the good of B.S.R.P. 

Mr. M. A. Bojanowicz, R.D.P., our Vice-President during 1971, automatically became the Presi
dent for the next three years, as per new Rule. 

Mr. Bojanowicz was welcomed to the chair by Mr. Waugh to receive the B.S.R.P. President's 
- Badge of Office. 

The hon. secretary had received one nomination only for the office of Vice-President, and it was 
Mr. A. Droar who had been proposed and seconded, with his assent. There being no further nomin
ations from the members present Mr. Droar was elected for three years in office. 

All other officers being willing to hold office for a further period of one year were re-elected forth
with, these being: Hon. Secretary, John Lloyd; Hon. Treasurer, R. Joseph; Exchange Packet Superin
tendent, W. G. Kellaway; Research Superintendent, Dr. R. Ceresa; Press Secretary, H. Norwood; 
Journal Editor, P. T. Ashford; Librarian, R. Joseph. 

Mr. Kellaway proposed that the Committee be re-elected en bloc, with Mr. Waugh being elected 
to take the place of Mr. A. Droar. This proposition was seconded by Dr. R. Ceresa, with all members 
agreeing. Mr. A. S. Waugh and the following committee members were re-elected: Dr. A. H. Wortman, 
Messrs. Peel, Pritt and Mushlin. 

Any Other Business. At previous committee and general meetings, members had suggested that 
our Society should endeavour to publish one or more handbooks. The subject matter to be used was 
discussed and ideas put forward were 'The Revolutionary and Inflationary Period,' or 'a Zemstvo Cata
logue and Up-to-Date Price List' or T.P.O.'s. These are only examples of Handbooks very much 
needed. Mr. Ashford was shortly to publish the first part of a Handbook on "Imperial Stamps Used in 
Transcaucasia.'' 

To these ends a sub-committee was proposed and the following three members were elected to 
study the question of publications. Dr. Wortman, Messrs. Mushlin and Ashford. Mr. Droar pro
posed and Mr. Kellaway seconded the motion and all agreed, and that the sub-committee has the power 
to co-opt any other member they wish. 
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The hon. secretary then rose, and read a letter addressed to The Editor of "The Stamp Collector's 
Fortnightly," dated 3rd May, 1936: 'For some years I have felt that there was a genuine need for some 
means of bringing together collectors seriously interested in the wide field of Russian Philately. I shall 
be glad if any collector interested will communicate with me or with Dr. A. H. Wortman, 2D, Upsdell 
Avenue, London, N.13.' Signed V. G .. Pickering.'' 

From this the Russian Study Circle was formed that year, 1936, and. was later to beco;ne the 
British Society of Russian Philately. To the 35th Anniversary of this occasion it has been proposed 
that a memento be presented to our founder-President, Dr. A. H. Wortman, for his valued support for 
those thirty-five years, and was then presented with a framed antique map of Russia, with the very best 
wishes of the President, officers and members of the Society. 

There being no other business, the meeting closed at 3.50 p.m. 

Whilst the A.G.M. was in progress, Dr. Riddell with Mr. Bojanowicz and Mr. Mushlin were 
judging the members' exhibits, laid out before the meeting commenced. After the A.G.M. our newly
elected President introduced Dr. Riddell who was to announce the winners of the Society's Annual 
Awards. 

Dr. Riddell said how pleased he was to have been asked to help judge such a wond.';lrful number of 
entries of such diversity. He continued by saying that the Judges' job had not been at all easy due to 
the very high standard of all the exhibits. 

The winners and runners-up of the Trophies were as follows: 
Stibbe Rose Bowl: Winner, Mr. A. Droar; runners-up: Drs. Wortman and Ceresa. 
Buchanan Cup: Winner, Dr. R. Casey; runners-up, Messrs. Knighton and Peel. 
Bojanowicz Trophy: Winner, Mr. Kobylanski; runners-up, Dr. Ceresa and Mr. Lloyd. 
The Literature Trophy would be awarded after publication of Journal No. 46. The judges for 

this being Messrs. · M. Liphschutz and G. Rumeau of Paris. 
A vote of thanks to the Judges of the competitions was proposed by Dr. A. H. Wortman, and 

all present showed their appreciation. 

The 118th meeting of the Society was held at the Shaftesbury Hotel, Monmouth Street, London, 
W.C.2 on Saturday, 18th March, 1972, at 2.30 p.m. 

The President, Mr. M. A. Bojanowicz, R.D.P., was in the ichair,-and there were 13 members 
present and two guests. Apologies for absence were received from Drs. Casey and Ceresa (the latter's 
car had broken down half way between Cambridge and London) and Messrs. Ashford and Pritt. 

The minutes having been circulated to members, it was agreed as usual that these be accepted 
as read. Mr. Droar proposed with acclamation a vote of thanks to the hon. secretary for such a detailed 
report of the A.G.M. Dr, Wortman proposed that they be signed as a true record~all present agreed. 

Hon. Secretary's Report. Mr. Lloyd said there was comparatively little to report. Six members 
attended the Northern meeting at Mr. Knighton's. Unfortunately the weather was not at all co-oper
ative on the day, but in a letter, Mr. Ashford said that all had enjoyed Mr. and Mrs. Knighton's hos
pitality very much indeed. 

Since there had been no other response to the secretary's plea for Congress Delegates, he had 
put forward the names .of Mr. C. C. Handford as Chief Delegate, with Mr. Ashford supporting him. 
The secretary hoped to attend himself, if only for part of the time. 

The following applicants for membership had fulfilled all the formalities the hon. secretary asked 
for formal approval to their election, from the meeting. 

MR. A. KASHKO, 28, Delamere Road, Hayes, Middx. 
MR. B. BIRCH, 24, Calder Drive, Maghull, Liverpool, L.31 9DS. 
MR. B. IWANOFF, c/o Banque Hofstetter & Cie., CH-1002, Laussanne, Switzerland. 
MR. W. C. AINSLEY, 11, The Chilterns, Hitchin, Herts. 
LT.-CoL, H. H. C. NAPIER, Warren Hill Cottage, 9, Beachy Head Road, Eastbourne. 
Formal approval was granted unanimously. 
Our judges in Paris, Messrs. M. Liphschutz and G. Rumeau had awarded the Literary Trophy 

to Dr. A. H. Wortman for his articles in Journals 45 and 46, being the "Postal Functions of Telegraph 
Offices," and "Some Plate Flaws.'' 

BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY No. 47 Page 55 



Hon. Treasurer's Report. Mr. Joseph told members that subscriptions were coming in satis
factorily. He then asked for Mr. Watson, last year's Auditor of Accounts, to be approved as Hon. 
Auditor for Accounts, 1972. Mr. Mushlin proposed and Mr. Conway seconded this proposal. All 
present agreed. 

Exchange Packet Superintendent's Report. Mr. Kellaway said that during the past three months 
more packets (value £667) have been put into circulation. Six packets (total sales £434) had been broken 
up. 

Members were reminded that the packet can be only sent to those who have paid their 1972 sub
scriptions. 

Mr. Kellaway's Report was accepted unanimously. 
Research Superintendent's Report. Dr. Ceresa was unfortunately prevented from attending 

but in a later telephone conversation to the hon. secretary it was understood that due to popular demand 
a research group to study "Ukraine" is about to be organised. Will those members interested in this 
field of philately please contact Di-. Ceresa, "Alpine," St. Andrew's Park, Riston, Cambridge. 

Journal. In the absence of the Editor, Mr. Ashford, Mr. Lloyd read a short report. Journal 
No. 46 arrived from the printers on 24th February, and Allan Waugh was good enough to get them all 
despatched to members with hardly any delay. From the substantial number of letters received, it is 
obvious that members were pleased both by · the content · and presentation. · The new method of insert
ing offset-litho illustrations, suggested and arranged to be printed by Mr. Waugh, was most successful, 
even the most minute flaws being easily visible. Clearly we would continue with this method, in pre
ference to printing blocks, for future issues. 

, The Editor had more than enough material for the next issue, and No. 47 would be ready later 
in the year. It should be another good number. No. 48 woutd appear towards the end of the year. 
Mr. Ashford was to be congratulated on this latest number of the Journal and the secretary was asked 
to convey the members' congratulations to him. 

Any Other Busines.s. Mr. Joseph then asked members opinion as to the method to be used for 
his proposed cumulative index to the Journal be duplicated or printed; if printed the cost would make it 
necessary to charge members. It was decided, therefore, to go into the cost of the two methods of repro
duction. Mr. Lloyd was to investigate the charge for the 'duplicating' method. 

There being no other business the meeting closed at 3.10 p.m. 
The meeting was then followed by a wonderful display of "Mongolia Postal History," presented 

very admirably by our Swedish member, Mr. Gunnar Hellstrom. We had the pleasure of seeing some 
really rare treasures. It was impossible to see all Mr. Hellstrom's selection on the day, but the secretary 
made sure of asking him to present a second part of this beautiful collection in the not too distant future. 
Your hon. secretary admitting to knowing very little on this most interesting subject, had asked Mr. 
Hellstrom to present the Society some written notes. Dr. Wortman gave a vote of thanks on this most 
excellent display and Mr. Mushlin seconded. All present heartily agreed. 
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