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EDITORIAL 

Once more we thank many contributors for maintaining the high level of knowledge and experience 
in the articles and data submitted. I. L. G. B. 

SMOLENSK POSTAL SERVICE: 310th ANNIVERSARY 

by Dr. T. T. Rutkowska 

(Note: this article is based on information by Yu. Anisimov in 'Filateliya SSSR' No. 7, 1979). 

The history of the Russian postal service goes back to the 17th century when, on 11 March, 1669, 
the first cart-load of mail was sent from Moscow to Vilna. The regular postal service between Moscow 
and Vilna, the so-called 'Vilna Line,' was organised by the Russian statesman Ordin-Nashchokin who, 
at that time, was in charge of the Polosky Prikaz (the Ambassador's Writ) which ended the war between 
Russia and the Rzecz Pospolita (Poland). What is of particular interest is that Ordin-Nashchokin had 
introduced into the Treaty the following term: " ...... to establish a regular postal service between 
Moscow and Vilna via Smolensk." At that time, Smolensk was the centre for trade between Russia, 
Lithuania and Prussia. 

The mail usually reached the border at Selo Mignovichi; here, Polish postal servants met the 
mail carts and escorted them to Vilna. The postal service was initially once a week, on Wednesdays, 
but from 1672 was, due to increased volume, twice a week. 

The time for this journey between Vilna and Moscow was eight days. The postal carts were 
Russian yamshchiks, and the charge for the delivery of a private Jetter was "2 altyn 4 dengi s zolotnika." 
An "altyn" was an ancient 3 kopek coin; a "denga" was a copper coin of½ kopek value; a "zolotnik" 
was a weight equivalent to 2.40 drams. So, this charge was (2 x 3) + (4 x ½)=8 kopek for 2.4 drams. 

In 1767, by a Ukase of Catherine the Great, a regular postal service from Moscow was established 
to Smolensk. Each Postal Station had 6 horses for estafettes and couriers except that Bredichin and 
Dorogobuzh Station which had 8 horses. Yamshchiks were paid one denga per verst per horse. The 
postal service was once a week; if the total quantity of mail were small it was delivered on horseback 
in summer and autumn, and on a horse sledge in winter. 

The charge for a private Jetter was 6 kopek for 1 Jot; for each estafette the charge was 5 Rub for 
official mail and 10 Rub for private mail. For heavy items the charge was doubled. 

In 1781 the Post Office was built at Smolensk; the architect was M. N. Slepnev. It stands today 
on the corner of Pushkin and Konenkov Streets. From 1781 the Smolensk Post Office reported to the 
Postal Department of the Collegium of Foreign Affairs. 

ESTONIAN MAIL ROUTES (Russian Period) 

Arnold Saardson 

(See note on preceding Swedish Period article in BJRP 56-Ed.) 

HISTORY: THE RUSSIAN EMPIRE PERIOD 
The Great Northern War, which so drastically altered the balance of power in the Baltic area, 

was the outcome of a series of negotiations between Denmark, Russia and King Augustus of Poland 
which gradually led to a tripartite alliance directed against Sweden. 

While Sweden had been pursuing her 50 year old policy of encirclement against Denmark she 
herself was now threatened with a similar fate contrived primarily by Denmark in her own defence. At 
the same time King Augustus of Poland, Elector of Saxony, was contemplating the extension of his 
Polish Kingdom by the re-conquest of Livonia, and Russia now manifested a centuries-old desire to 
extend her borders to the Baltic Sea by preparing for an attack on Sweden's Baltic provinces. 
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In February 1700 Saxon troops, without declaring war, marched into Livonia and made an 
unsuccessful attempt to surprise Riga. Denmark then attacked Holstein-Gottorp but Sweden was able, 
with the assistance of the maritime powers England and Holland, to invade the east coast of Zealand 
and thus force Denmark to come to terms. 

While King Carl XII and his Swedish government were considering what to do next, Tsar Peter 
of Russia led a large army into lngermanland and in the autumn of 1700 started to besiege Narva. 

Sweden now transferred troops to the Baltic provinces under the King's personal leadership with 
Lt.-Gen. Rehnskold as his second-in-command. The army numbering about 10,000 men landed at 
Parnu and during November marched towards Narva while the war against Augustus in Livonia was 
reduced to a defensive campaign. 

Narva was besieged by an army of 40,000 men commanded by foreign generals of repute and the 
Russian camp had been fortified against the approaching forces by a line of strongholds and trenches. 
Contrary to all the rules of prudent warfare the Swedish commanders led the infantry straight at the 
centre of this line-their onrush coinciding with a violent snowstorm which spread suddenly from the 
west. The Russian front was broken in two and the two halves scattered in the course of bitter hand-to
hand fighting. Many were drowned while attempting to escape via a bridge over the River Narva which 
collapsed under the excessive weight of horses and men, while others had fled beyond the fortifications 
where they were cut down by Swedish cavalry. 

Having rested and reinforced his army, the King led them to Riga in the summer of 1701 where 
he crossed the River Dvina and obtained another brilliant victory over Saxon troops. 

But, while the King carried on the war in Poland, Silesia and Saxony, another determined and 
persistent campaign was mounted by the Russians against the Baltic provinces. In the absence of the 
main Swedish army the entire course of the River Neva, from Lake Ladoga to the Gulf of Finland, fell 
into Russian hands and in 1704 they captured the Estonian towns of Narva and Tartu while large areas 
of countryside suffered heavily from Russian action. Field-Marshal Scheremetieff wrote to the Tsar: 
"There is nothing left to destroy in this land except Riga and Reval." 

· Following the Swedish defeat at Poltava in 1709 Russian pressure in the Baltic Lands intensified 
and in the summer of 1710 the remaining a,eas of Estonia and Livonia, including the fortified towns of 
Riga, Tallinn and Parnu, fell to the Russians. 

This turn of events led to the renewal of the tripartite alliance against Sweden and the war con
tinued until 1721 when, under the Treaty of Nystad, Sweden ceded the Baltic provinces to Russia. 

The Russian drive to reach the Baltic had succeeded at last, and had brought them to a people 
speaking different languages, whose customs and traditions had been moulded over centuries by Scan
dinavian and German influences. 

Peter the Great was aware of Russia's backwardness-he had travelled widely and knew the con
ditions prevailing in other lands. In an effort to gain the approval and acceptance of the aristocracy 
iff his newly-acquired and· more advanced provinces, he restored to them the lands and privileges they 
had lost during the Swedish reign. Estonia and Livonia were also allowed to keep their pro~ 
vincial administration (I) laws and religion. 

Despite these concessions, most historians agree that the Great Northern War constituted the 
most serious setback the Estonian people have had to face during their long history. Towns and country
side alike were devastated by the war and the population greatly reduced; furthermore, bubonic plague 
spread from the east in the summer of 1710. A new generation had to rise before deserted lands could 
be cultivated again or re-building begin. · 

Between Peter's death in 1725 and Catherine's accession in 1762 the Russian throne had 
six occupants; the struggle for the throne diminished the power of the autocracy and permitted the efflores
cence of the nobility. As always in such circumstances, the emancipation of the nobles was accom
panied by the reaffirmation of their rights over the rural population and by about 1740 the Baltic nobility 

(1) An efficient and somewhat advanced system of administration had evolved in the Baltic Lands 
since the collapse of the Teutonic Order. The provinces were, in effect, governed by old
established noble families, the members of the so-called "Ritterschaft" via a periodical legis
lative assembly known as the "Landtag." All estate owners were entitled to take part in the 
discussions in the Landtag, although only members of the Ritterschaft had voting rights. 

Page 4 

The old established larger towns did not, at any time, come under the jurisdiction of 
the Landtag but were governed individually in accordance with their own Charters. 
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reached a position similar to their contemporaries in Russia where the peasant was tied to them by per
sonal bondage or serfdom. 

This did not prevent the landed gentry from developing a characteristically refined society as 
soon as the time was ripe for it, towards the end of the 18th century. It was mainly due to the efforts 
of J. G. Eisen von Swarzberg, H.J. von Jannau and A. W. Hupel that some reforms were made in the 
early years of the 19th century which codified more precisely the respective obligations of landlord and 
peasant and that serfdom was officially abolished in Estonia in 1816. But it was not until the middle 
of the century, that a class of small landowners were created by new agrarian reforms. The period follow
ing abolition of serfdom in Russia in 1861 has often been described as the "rise of the common man," 
and Estonian history at this time closely followed the Russian pattern. 

After the Polish uprising in 1863 the nationalist aspirations of the people in non-Russian lands 
caused alarm in government circles and a programme of russification began in earnest. The Russian 
municipal institutions were introduced in 1877; court procedure was reorganised, police powers were 
curbed, and Russian was imposed as the official language. In 1886 all schools were placed under the 
Russian Ministry of Education and Russian was introduced as the language of instruction in all but 
the lowest classes in primary schools. This change severely damaged the comparatively highly developed 
educational system in the Baltic provinces and there was a drop of University students at Tartu from 
around 1750 in 1888 to 1225 in 1896. From 1885 onwards construction of new Lutheran Churches 
required permission from the Holy Synod while the building of Orthodox churches was subsidised from 
State funds. At the same time the Orthodox Church conducted a vigorous campaign of conversion 
which was relatively more successful among the lower classes. 

This period was also marked by the emergence of an industrial working class. Textile mills had 
been established at Narva in 1820, Kardla in 1828 and Sindi in 1832-shipbuilding, engineering and 
woodworking industries soon followed. 

Since the workers' main interest lay in their conditions, organised protests and limited strikes 
became commonplace. These efforts failed to increase their wages but they did win some other small 
benefits. They also took their newly-found sense of strength and revolutionary ideas back to the villages. 

The wave of strikes which spread throughout the Empire after the "bloody Sunday" in St. Peters
burg in 1905 did not leave Estonia unaffected. Strikes which broke out · in towns soon spread to the 
countryside where manor houses were burned and much damage caused to landlords' property; the 
government regained the upper hand within two years. 

The nobles and estate owners rallied to the government. In 1915 the nobles were willing to make 
concessions and tried to reach a compromise by offering equal representation to the farmers in the Land
tag. This was acceptable to the moderates who saw it as a step in the right direction, but time was running 
out. The longlasting discontent of the majority in the Empire as a whole had provided ground for 
agitation by the revolutionary parties and the pressure which was about to burst the dam could not be 
held back. 

POSTAL HISTORY: THE RUSSIAN EMPIRE PERIOD 
While under Swedish rule, postal services in the Baltic Lands had been orientated towards Stock

holm and the West; it was now the newly-established Russian Capital, St. Petersburg, and the routes 
connecting it to provincial cities and Western Europe that came, over a period of time, to provide the 
backbone for a network of services in Estonia. 

It has been claimed that a mail route was established from St. Petersburg to Novgorod in 1704; 
it seems that by March 1708 there was another route in existence stretching from St. Petersburg via Pskov 
and Velikiye Luki to the Polish border which was used by the merchants at Narva to send their corres
pondence to Germany and Holland when most of the Estonian territory was still in Swedish hands. 
Narva, therefore, appears to have been the first Estonian town to link up with existing Russian services. 

The "directive" given by Peter the Great to his personal representative in Estonia, Gerhard Johann 
von Lowenwolde, on the 17 Oct. 1710 required him to re-establish postal services in the Baltic provinces 
on the routes that had existed previously. In a land devastated by war and plague this was easier said 
than done, but in order to provide some kind of service, Cossack troops were stationed at intervals in 
roadside inns and farmhouses on the more important routes and a relay system for carrying mail on 
horseback from one inn to another came into operation. The inns used for this purpose became known 
as "Cossack Post-stations." 

About two years later the Cossacks were withdrawn from Estonia and the task fell on landowners 
and farmers who were now required to provide transport on appointed days. Apart from being unreli-
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able, this service placed a heavy burden on the people concerned and under new regulations issued at 
the end of 1712 the responsibility for the provision of a more permanent service was placed on the Pro
vincial Administrations of the two provinces. In practice this meant that the land or estate owners in 
these provinces now became collectively responsible for the establishment and upkeep of horsepost 
stations on all routes considered necessary by the Governor and the Russian rulers. 

This required a considerable outlay of capital which was raised by a levy on all estates according 
to their size. In return the landowners were promised the profits from horsepost-stations, although they 
were not allowed to fix or alter the frequency or speed of services, nor were they able to fix tariffs (2). 
Income from horsepost-stations was held by the Provincial Administration in an accumulative Postal
Fund, but there is no evidence that dividends were ever paid to the estate owners or any capital returned. 
On the contrary, demands for additional cash were made from time to time when new routes had to be 
opened or station buildings needed renewal. 

Many attempts were made by the Provincial Administrations to shift this responsibility to the 
Russian Postal Department. In 1722 the Estonian Landtag gave notice of their intention to close the 
stations altogether, but this was vetoed by the Russian Senate. Attempts were also made in 1729 follow
ing complaints that the post offices were sending commercial goods in mail bags and in 1730 they were 
willing to forego their outlay by not seeking compensation for earlier capital spending if the Postal Depart
ment would assume responsibility. 

These attempts, and many others that followed, did not have the desired effect, and the horse
post-stations remained the property and responsibility of the Provincial Administrations throughout the 
period. 

There we1e four routes affecting Estonian territory which could be described as having an Imperial 
or inter-provincial importance. The rest were established later for a specific purpose or simply to serve 
a local need. Since the routes came into operation at different times and went through many changes. 
especially as regards location of stations, it may be best to describe each route individually. 

The routes in 1730 are shown in Fig. 1 (p. 2 of central illustrations) and the routes in 1863 are in 
Fig. 2 (p. 3). 

St. Petersburg - Narva - Tallinn 
This was probably the first route opened in Estonia after the Great Northern War. In 1712 

Cossack Post-stations were operating at Vaivara, Voka, Padaoru, Podruse and Joelantme and it is known 
that in 1714 roadside inns at Lasna and Raudna were also used. Five years later the station at Lasna 
had been moved to Loobu and the one at Padaoru to Pikaristi. 

Krebel's "Post und Bothen Charten" published in Hamburg in 1767 gives the following stations 
on this route: (Distances between stations in versts shown in brackets) Narva (20) Vaivara (17) Voka 
(26) Vai:ja (23) Pikaristi (23) Podruse (21) Loobu (21) Kahala (25) Joelahtme (20) Tallinn. (3). 

In March 1780 the route was discussed in the Landtag and for various reasons it was decided to 
re-route the stretch from Voka to Varja via Johvi. In 1786 the matter was discussed again when build
ings at Vaivara and Voka were found to be in a very poor condition, certain alterations were suggested 
but apparently no changes were made this time. 

Three years later, in 1789, the buildings at Kahala needed renewal. Because the station was in 
the middle of the village in a somewhat cramped situation, it was decided to build a new one on another 
site, offered by Count Stenbock, about a verst from the village. This was approved by the Landtag 
in September 1790. 

In 1809 the buildings at Podruse were destroyed by fire, and the station had to be moved to Rak
vere for a time. In 1810 Loobu station suffered a similar fate but by 1813 both stations had been re-built. 

(2) The Provincial Administrations, as providers of transport, were entitled to receive payment 
from the Imperial Postal Department for the mails carried. There is no evidence, however, 
that any payments were made prior to 1788 when 4 kop. per horse-verst was paid on the island 
of Saaremaa. In the Livonian province the rate was fixed in 1793 at 2 kop. per horse-verst; 
by 1810 this had risen to 3 kop. From about 1793 onwards the rates paid by the Postal 
Department were roughly equivalent to the sum demanded from a traveller using the same 
number of horses over the same distance. 

(3) The distance from Narva to St. Petersburg was 145 versts with six stations between the two 
towns. (The distance given by Krebel between the stations in Estonia were not quite correct). 
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By the middle of the 19th century this route on Estonian territory had become established as 
follows: Narva (20) Vaivara (17) Voka (11) Johvi (21) Varja (26) Pikaristi (25) Podruse (22) Loobu (23) 
Kabala (24) Joelahtme (22) Tallinn. 

There were no further changes until the Baltic Railway was opened at the end of September 1870 
when all stations, except Johvi, were closed. 

St. Petersburg - Narva - Tartu - Riga 
This is considered to have been the most important and most extensively used route in the Russian 

Empire. For almost 150 years it played a major role in communications between St. Petersburg, the 
Baltic provinces and Western Europe. Its importance is shown by the fact that in 1767 twenty-five 
horses were kept at each station on this route. At the same time 10 horses were kept at the stations on 
the St. Petersburg - Moscow route, 8 horses on the St. Petersburg - Viborg route, 12 horses on the St. 
Petersburg - Tallinn route and only two horses at each station on the St. Petersburg - Arkhangelsk route. 

It was opened to traffic in Feb. 1714 under the personal supervision of Peter the Great's confidant, 
Count Menshikov, and followed the St. Petersburg - Tallinn route as far as Voka where it branched off 
towards Tartu and Riga via Puru, Pungerja, Kauksi, Ninasi, Torma, Jgavere, Tartu, Underna, Kuigatsi, 
Tolliste, and then across Latvian territory to Riga. (4) 

In 1735 the station at Kauski was transferred, because of poor condition of buildings, to Ranna• 
pungerja, and it seems that the station at Pungerja became known as Vaike-Pungerja at about the same 
time. 

There were no other changes on this route until 1782 when the station at Puru was closed-again 
because of poor condition of buildings. The route now branched south at Johvi, where a new station was 
built, instead of Voka. 

By the end of the 18th century, therefore, this route on Estonian territory had become established 
as follows: Narva (20) Vaivara (17) Voka (11) Johvi (21) Vaike-Pungerja (24) Rannapungerja (13) Ninasi 
(25) Torma (23) Igavere (23) Tartu (25) Uderna (24) Kuigatsi (22) Tolliste. · 

No further changes were made until the arrival of railways in the 1870's when stations were closed 
as railway building progressed. The importance of the route, however, had began to decline in the 1850's 
when new and better roads were built between St. Petersburg and Kaunas and between Pskov and Riga 
which now took a large share of the traffic. Of the horsepost-stations established on the Pskov - Riga 
road only Misso station was on Estonian territory. 

Tallinn - Parnu - Riga 
This route provided a link between Tallinn and Riga, the Capitals of the two Baltic provinces. 

It seems that services here started in 1713 although no information is available as to where the horse
post-stations were situated prior to 1719. In that year the following stations were operating on Estonian 
territory: Kanamaa (Saue), Ruunavere, Marjamaa, Pipra, Halinga, Parnu, Tahkuranna, Haademeeste, 
Treimanni. 

At this time roadside inns and even farmhouses were used as stopping places and for various 
reasons these were frequently changed, especially on the stretch of road between Tallinn and Parnu. By 
the end of 1795, however, the route had become somewhat established with the following stations in use: 
Tallinn (19) Kanamaa (29) Ruunavere (25) Sotkula (19), Jadivere (17) Halinga (26) Parnu (23) Tahkur
anna (15) Haademeeste (17) Treimanni. (5). 

In 1793 it was found that the buildings at Tahkuranna and Haademeeste needed renewal. The 
matter came up for discussion in the Livonian Landtag where it was decided to re-direct this stretch of 
the route via Surju, Lodja and Moisakula. The main reason was that the road via Tahkuranna and 
Haademeeste ran, in places, very close to the seashore and was often covered. by drifting sand. It was 
planned to open the new stretch on the I Sept. 1794, but delays in the construction of stations, and the 
fact that the road needed repairs, made this impossible and it was not until 1 Oct. 1800 that the new route 
was finally opened to postal traffic. From then onwards the route from Parnu towards Riga ran as 
follows: Parnu {17) Surju (22) Lodja (20) Moisakula. 

Surju, Lodja and Moisakula were closed in 1896 when the Valga - Parnu narrow-gauge railway 
was opened. The stations between Tallinn and Parnu remained in operation until the end of World 
War I. 

(4) There were eight stations on Latvian territory between Tolliste and Riga. 
(5) There were five stations on Latvian territory between Treimanni and Riga. 
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Something of a mystery is created by the villages of Tahkuranna and Haademeeste. These stations 
were closed in 1800 when the route was altered. There is no record of their re-opening until 1917 when 
eight horses were kept at Haademeeste and the station was paid an inflation subsidy of 480 Roubles by 
the Livonian Provincial Administration. It seems hard to believe that this important stretch of coast
line should remain without a service for so long. taking into consideration that from about 1861 onwards 
Haademeeste became an important shipbuilding centre and in 1864 a College of Seamanship was estab
lished at the nearby Latvian village of Ainazi. 

The most likely explanation is that a private station had probably been opened at Haademeeste 
during the later half of the century which was adopted by the Provincial Administration during World 
War I. 

Riga - Valga - Petseri - Pskov (-Novgorod - Moscow) 
This was the fourth route of considerable importance in the Baltic provinces which affected Eston

ian territory. It was probably established around 1716 in order to provide a service between Riga and 
Pskov whence the route continued to Novgorod and Moscow. It had been an important outlet for the 
Tsars in Moscow since about 1665 when Russian foreign mail was passed to Swedish riders near Vast
seliina to continue its journey towards Tartu, Riga and Western Europe. 

There were 14 stations between Riga and Pskov, four of them on Estonian territory (6). In 1730 
the route was altered and now branched off the Riga - Tartu - St. Petersburg road north of Gulbis station 
near Valga. Stations on Estonian territory at that time were situated as follows: Moniste (20) Sanna 
(20) Haanja (17) V astseliina (18) (Petseri). 

In 1784 a new county was formed in south-east Estonia with Voru as the County town (7); Voru 
at that time was not connected to the postal network, the nearest station being Haanja, some 12 versts 
distant. The Governor of Livonia, Phillipo Paulucci, tried many times to get the route re-directed via 
Voru without much success until he took the matter up with the Tsar. In 1820 Haanja station was 
closed and the route taken through Voru. This made it somewhat longer since the distance from Sanna 
to Voru was 29 versts and from Voru to Vastseliina 27 versts. 

The route was altered again in 1861 when a new stretch was brought into use. Lipsi station, just 
over the border in Latvia, was now closed and another one opened at an inn in Tiidrekula. The part 
of the route on Estonian territory now ran as follows: Tiidrekula- Moniste - Sanna - Voru - Vastseliina -
(Petseri). 

LOCAL ROUTES 
Tallinn - Haapsalu 

Attempts were made to establish a service between these two towns in Feb. 1724 when 
the Governor demanded that the Provincial Administration open horsepost-stations on this route. His 
efforts came to nothing until Heinrich Ostermann was appointed Head of Imperial Posts in 1727, but 
even the arguments continued and it was not until June 1739 that some kind of service was established. 
In the meantime a messenger had been employed by the town of Haapsalu to ride once a week to Tallinn 
to deliver and collect the town's mail. 

The Estonian Landtag felt that this was a service they had been forced to provide entirely for the 
town's benefit and when Ostermann fell out of favour in 1741 they appealed to the Russian Senate and 
succeeded in closing the route in July 1743. (8). 

Almost 40 years later the question came up again when the then Governor of Estonia, George 
von Browne, demanded that the route should be re-established. Consequently, in 1783 horsepost
stations were operating at Keila, Padise, Haudevalja and Haapsaulu. By 1793 another station, Sel-

(6) Petseri at that time was not under Livonian adrninisttation but formed part of Pskov Pro
vince. 

(7) The Baltic provinces were divided into Counties (Maakond), sometimes also called Districts, 
the administrative centre being the County or District town. The history of the Counties 
goes back to the pre-Christian era when they comprised roughly the territory governed by a 
Chief or Elder. The1e were four Counties in the Estonian province and five in the Estonian 
part of Livonian province. These in turn were divided into a large number of, often very 
small, Rural districts of Parishes. 
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(8) Horsepost-stations in the large1 towns did not belong to the Provincial Administrations but 
were established and maintained by the towns. 
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jakula, had been added on the route although it seems that Haudevalja was closed at the same time. 
Up to 1799, only mail was carried on this route but, now that there were large numbers of Russian 

troops in the area, the Administration was forced to provide a passenger service, largely for the benefit 
of the army. The following stations were used now: Tallinn (22) Keila (20) Padise (29) Seljakula (26) 
Haapsalu. 

By 1803 the troops had been withdrawn from the area and the need for a passenger service dimin
ished. The Provincial Administration, once again, sought to close the stations, and the service ceased in 
1804. 

Mail between the two towns was now carried by local landowners under contract. 
Note: For services between Tallinn and Haapsalu during the Crimean War and later, see Tallinn-Virtsu. 

Parnu - Virtsu - Kuressaare 
Mail between the Estonian mainland and the island of Saaremaa had been carried for a very long 

time by successive generations of farmers from Muhu island. This arrangement had been operating 
since 1532 when the Grand Master of the Teutonic Order, Walter von Plattenberg, freed the farmer Hans 
from his feudal master and made him and his heirs responsible for this service. 

It seems that up to 1786 mail between Parnu and Virtsu, and presumably between Virtsu and 
Kuressaare, was also carried by farmets. In that year the question of horsepost-stations on this route 
was fitst discussed and by 1789 stopping places had been arranged at roadside inns along the entire route. 

For some unknown reason these were closed in 1813 but, a few years later, following demands ftom 
the Governor, Phillipo Paulucci, the Administrations agreed to discuss the matter and a meeting took 
place in Parnu in Feb. 1820 between representatives of the three administrative areas involved. As a 
result horsepost-stations were opened in 1822 at Kiska, Raja and Virtsu; carriage of mail from Virtsu 
to the island of Saaremma was left to the farmers of Muhu island. 

By 1854 this 1oute had become estatilished as follows: Parnu (22) Raja (26) Kiska (21) Virtsu (14 
across the Straits via Muhu island) Orissaare (29) Uue-Love (26) Kuressaare. 

In 1855 the stretch on the mainland was re-routed via Lihula in order to link up with the newly
established service from Tallinn, and Kiska station was closed. The distance from Raja to Lihula was 
34 versts and from Lihula to Virtsu 23 versts. 

This route remaine_d in operation until 1917. 

Tallinn - Virtsu 
During the Crimean War, Russia feared Allied landings in the Baltic area and large numbers of 

Russian troops were stationed in western Estonia and the island of Saaremaa. Communications between 
these areas and Tallinn now became important and on 1 Nov. 1855 a route between Tallinn and Virtsu 
was opened with the following stations: Kanamaa (on the Tallinn - Parnu route) Liiva, Risti, Turpla, 
Lihula and Virtsu (the last two on the Parnu - Kuressaare route). 

A route to Haapsalu branched off at Risti, and the station at Haapsalu was re-opened. A service 
to Paldiski was also provided, presumably from Kanamaa station. 

Some stations on this route were closed in 1906 when the Baltic Railway was extended to Haap
saju; the rest remained in use until 1917. 

Viljandi - Kuigatsi and Viljandi - Moisakula 
All the major routes established in Estonia during the 18th century by-passed one fairly important 

town-Viljandi. There is no record as to how the town sent or received its mail in those days, but it is 
known that from 1786 onwards, and probably earlier, they operated a messenger service to Kuigatsi horse
post-station on the St. Petersburg - Tartu - Riga route. An order issued in 1799 demanded that all 
County towns should be connected to the postal network and consequently a regular service was estab
lished in that year between Viljandi and Kuigatsi. 

In 1846 it was considered desirable that the town should also be connected to the Port of Parnu. 
The best way to achieve this was via Moisakula and after lengthy negotiations it was decided to establish 
one horsepost-station at Oisu on the road from Viljandi and Moisakula. One condition imposed by the 
Provincial Administration was that the town bear the cost of transport between Viljandi and Oisu. The 
service opened in the autumn of 1850. Distances between stations were: Viljandi (24½) Oisu (17½) Moisa
kula. 

This route was closed in 1896 when the Valgo - Moisakula - Parnu and Moisakula - Viljandi rail
ways began operating. 
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Tallinn - Tartu and Tartu - Voru 
Prior to the year 1830 there was no direct route between the two largest Estonian towns, Tallinn 

and Tartu. All mail had to travel via Johvi-a distance of some 297 versts. 
In 1830 the Governor, Carl Magnus von der Pahlen suggested improvements which would shorten 

the route but required the opening of stations on the Rakvere - Tartu road. Agieement was eventually 
reached and the service began operating on I Sept. 1830. The route to Tartu now branched off the 
Tallinn - St. Petersburg route at Podruse and new horsepost-stations were opened at Pandivere, Karde 
and Moisamaa. Distances between stations were: Podruse (28) Pandivere (27) Ka1de (34) Moisamaa 
(26) Tartu. It seems, however, that no mail was carried on this route, this still travelled via Johvi. 

The above arrangement shortened the distance between Tallinn and Tartu to 219 versts, but the 
main improvement came at the time of the Crimean War as the Army demanded a direct service between 
Tallinn and Pskov. 

A minor route from Tallinn to Paide had been in operation since 1848 with the following stations: 
Vaida, Roosa, Anna and Paide. This was now altered to run from Tallinn via Aaviku, Saula, Palvere, 
Mustla-Nomme, Anna, Paide, Nurmsi, Paju, Poltsamaa, Aidu, Laiuse and Tormamoisa to Torma station 
where itjoined the St. Petersburg - Tartu - Riga route. 

The link from Tartu to Pskov was provided by the establishment of three horsepost-stations on 
the Tartu - Voru road at Kuuste, Karilatsi and Tilleoru. 

When Russian troops were withdrawn from Estonia in 1856 the Provincial Administrations lost 
no time in closing the stations. However, during its short existence the route had proved popular and 
the matter was now taken up by the Leader of the Estonian Ritterschaft Bat on C. von Ungern-Sternberg. 
After negotiations it was decided to re-open the route with certain alterations. It now 1an from Tallinn 
via Aru, Palvere, Mustla-Nomme, Anna, Paide, Sargvere and Koeru to Karde station on the Rakvere -
Tartu road. At the same time a route was opened from Paide via Koeru and Pandivere to Pikaristi 
station o·n the Tallinn - St. Petersburg road. Koeru thereby became one of the more important stations 
in northern Estonia - mail could be sent from there in three directions - towards Tallinn, Tartu or St. 
Petersbwg. Because of these changes the Poltsamaa area was now left without a service. In order to 
overcome this problem the residents there established a private station at Kava manorial estate which 
provided a service between Moisamaa station on the Rakvere - Tartu road and Poltsamaa. 

The route was altered again in 1859 when a station was opened at Kurista and from 1863 onwards 
Vageva was used instead of Karde. The distance between Tallinn and Tartu had now shrunk to 208 
versts. 

By the year 1862 the stretch of the route between Tartu and Voru had also been re-opened with 
horsepoint-stations at Maidla and Varbuse. Distances between stations were: Tartu (22) Maidla (23) 
Varbuse (22) Voru. 

The Cossacks who operated a limited service in the early days were accommodated at intervals 
in roadside inns and farmhouses. This seems to have been the rule rather than exception for many years 
although from 1713 onwards landowners in Estonian province were required to repair and modify exist
ing buildings and in 1719 it was reported to the Russian Senate that 15 stations had been provided. 

A similar order was issued in Livonia in 1716 and repeated a year later with the added demand 
that building work on the St. Petersburg - Tartu - Riga route should begin immediately. Under the 
same order, landowners were required to provide building materials and labour. 

These early horsepost-stations were wooden buildings having an entrance lobby, hall and kitchen 
in the middle with three rooms to each side. Most of these were erected between 1755 and 1782, meas
uring anything from 13.90 to 22.4 metres long by 10.7 to 13.9 metres wide, although the stations on the 
St. Petersburg - Riga and Tallinn - Parnu routes were somewhat larger. 

The first known stone building was erected at Johvi in 1782 when Puru was closed and the station 
transferred to Johvi. This was described by A. W. Hupe( in 1789 as "nice and comfortable and the only 
stone-built horsepost-station in the Baltic provinces". By 1839, however, it was in such a bad state that 
it had to be partly pulled down and 1 e-built. 

During the following years stations were built in stone at Kabala and Varja, but most of the build
ings which have survived to this day were erected between 1800 and 1864. 

When the Parnu - Riga stretch was re-dilected in 1800, new stone buildings were provided at 
Lodja and Moisakula, but the station at Surju was built from wood. A building similar to Lodja was 
erected at Halinga around the same time while the rest of the stone buildings on the Tallinn - Parnu route 
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date from 1821 - 1831. These more modern buildings were around 23.5 by 13.9 metres and contained 
nine 10oms as well as a kitchen, passage and two entrance halls. 

But this did not mean a complete end to building in wood, New wooden buildings were erected 
at Loobu in 1813 and Rannapungerja in 1825, also at Liiva, Risti and Turpla on the Tallinn - Virtsu 
route in the 1870's. 

On the island of Saaremaa, Orissaare station was built f1om wood in 1848 and Uue-Love in 1874. 
Carl Brandt described accommodation in Estonia in 1842 as follows: 

"The road-side houses in Estonia called Inns can not be particularly recommended. Many 
of them have one, two or even more rooms for travellers but no made-up beds, only places where 
long straw is normally laid, on which to sleep like their peasants. We agreed to the long straw 
being put on the floor for us to rest on and I found that this method of sleeping, when travelling, 
is not bad at all." 

Note: In the purpose-built horsepost-stations, accommodation and other facilities were usually segre
gated, often with separate entrances for the gentry and peasants. 

In addition to the buildings the landowners in the Baltic provinces were also required to provide 

food, mainly oats and hay, for the horses kept at the station. 
This was a burden that fell heavily on the estates, their tenants and later on the small independent 

farmers. 
In the early days the arrangements varied slightly in the different administrative areas, but basically 

each horsepost-station was allocated its supply area which comprised of a number of manorial estates. 
In the Estonian province the stations were supplied at first by the estates on whose land they were situ
ated while others made a monetary contribution. 

For some reason this arrangement was discontinued in March 1728 and the stations let on lease 
with the provision that the leaseholders fully maintain them out of income. This must have been dis
astrous for many leaseholders-by 1732 all had relinquished their leases, presumably because they could 
not make them pay. In 1734 Baron Berg leased a number of stations on the St. Peters burg - Tartu - Riga 
route and four on the Tallinn - Parnu route but these too reverted to the Estonian Provincial Admini
stration when the leases expired in 1737. 

Food for the horses was now demanded from all estates with only those situated on the islands, 
where transportation caused problems, being allowed to pay their share in cash. 

In the Livonian province efforts were made in 1731 to replace the contribution system with a 
monetary tax, but nothing came of this at the time. 

The actual quantities of food required depended on the number of horses being kept at a particular 
station-this requirement was then divided between the estates within the supply area according to their 
size. 

Over a period of time demand for the services p1ovided by the horsepost-stations increased which 
brought a corresponding increase in the number of horses. This inevitably resulted in ever-increasing 
quantities of oats, hay and straw being demanded from the landowners. 

As early as 1732 Empress Anna demanded that the number of horses at each station on the St. 
Petersburg - Tartu - Riga route should be increased from 20 to 25. In 1761 there were 221 horses at 
the stations in the Estonian province, by 1787 their number had risen to 229, by 1804 to 343 and in 1854 
there were 28 horsepost-stations in the Estonian province with a total of 486 horses. The number of 
horses in the Livonian province shows a similar increase over the same period. 

During the earlier part of the period food was only provided for the colder months. It 
was expected that in summer horses would be maintained on grass. In many cases this was not sufficient, 
with the result that the horses were often under-nourished and incapable of reasonable speeds or sustained 
effort. By the end of the 18th century, however, some improvements had been made and on some routes 
food was now provided all the year round. In many cases rations had also been increased but variations 
remained between the various routes and also between stations on the same route. 

Although the responsibility for providing the food was placed by the Provincial Administrations 
on the manorial estates, it was usually the peasants and tenant farmers of those estates on 
whose shoulders this burden finally came to rest. It was also their duty to deliver it to the stations, 
usually three times a year and sometimes over long distances. 

Efforts were made in 1854-56 to find ways to ease this transport problem, but it was not until 1884 
that the landowners in Estonian province were allowed to chose between paying cash or delivering their 
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contribution in kind. The Livonian province went over to cash payments in 1898 ; three years later a 
similar system came into operation in Estonia. 

This constituted a tax on land which was payable by the estates, their tenants and the small farmers 
alike according to the size of their holdings. This arrangement lasted until the end of World War I 
and shows how the transport system for mail and passengers in the Baltic provinces was subsidised for 
two centuries, not only by the large landowners, but also by the small farmers and peasants. 

During the war years (1914 - 1917) great financial strain was placed on the horsepost-stations by the 
ever-increasing cost of oats, hay, straw and iron; subsidies had to be paid by the Provincial Administrat
ions to enable them to remain in existence. 

Personnel at a horsepost-station comprised the Station-Commissar (also known as the Station
Master or Station-Keepet), drivers, grooms and stable-lads (collectively known as "postboys"), a black
smith, saddle or harness-maker and kitchen maids. Supervision at local level on behalf of the Provincial 
Administration was provided by a neighbouring nobleman, quite often the owner of the estate on whose 
land the station was situated, and known as the Station Controller or Ditector. 

Station Commissars we1e first appointed in Livonia in Sept. 1713 and a little later in Estonia where 
they appear undet the title "gewisse deutsche Wirthe". They were usually required to take an oath, 
provide a cash bond and quite often also supply a reference from a nobleman. 

Fout Commissars, Samuel Beck, Joh. Redinski, Gottfried Janitz and Joh. R. Kohn, took the 
oath in Tartu County in 1716, but it has not been possible to establish the amounts required in bonds 
until the year 1810 when the new Commissar at Uderna was required to deposit 1000 Roubles. Their 
duties and obligations were first laid down in a memorandum of 1732 when they were required to run 
the station in a business-like manne1, supply food, drink and accommodation to travellers and be "fair, 
keen and precise" in their dealings with those under them. Although the Commissars wete appointed 
under contract for a given period they could be fined or even dismissed for serious misconduct. 

During the earlier part of the period most Commissars were paid a salary which varied 
enormously from route to route and also between stations on the same route. In 1725 twelve Commissars 
were employed in the Estonian province, three received 40 Roubles per annum while the other nine were 
only paid 24 Roubles each. In 1741 their salaries were raised on some routes-the highest paid being 
the Commissars ofVoka and Vaivara (40 Roubles), Puru and Vaike-Pungerja came next with 32 Roubles 
each. 28 Roubles was paid at Rannapungerja while those on the Tallinn - Parnu route only received 
24 Roubles each. It was quite common at this time for a Commissar to receive part of his salary in 
kind (rye or wheat) and in many cases they were also given an allowance for expenses-mainly candles. 

It is not quite clear when payment of salaries to Commissars ceased-this may have come about 
gradually from about 1771 onwatds. No mention was made of salary in a contract signed in 1804 by 
the Commissar at Uderna, Johann Martin Lintzer. It seems that with the gradual increase in passenger 
traffic (9) the income of the stations was now large enough to enable the Commissars to make a living and 
in many cases also pay tent for the stations. This was a nominal rather than economic rent and (in 
1787) varied from 6 Roubles per annum on the Parnu - Riga route to 230 Roubles at some stations on 
the St. Petersburg - Tartu - Riga 10ute. 

The so called "postboys" first appear in 1710 when two young and able-bodied men were employed 
at each station to look after the Cossack's horses. By the year 1732 they had graduated to the status of 
"Pferde-Wachter" (grooms) and "Kutscher" (drivers). 

During the earlier part of the period the postboys were serfs recruited from the manorial estates 
and usually served for one year. The landowners were often reluctant to part with the type of men they 
required most on their own estates and, although compensation was paid by the Provincial Admini

. strations to the estates (29 Roubles per man per year in 1781) the horsepost-stations experienced difficulties 
throughout the period in the recruitment of postboys in sufficient numbers. 

Their wages and conditions of service varied greatly. Attempts we1e made in the Estonian pro
vince in 1800 to remedy the situation by fixing the minimum wage at 96 Roubles per annum. 5 years 
later wages were also fixed in Livonia at 70 Roubles per annum, although in both cases deductions were 
made for food and clothing where these we1e provided by the Commissar. 

(9) From 1770 onwards the Commissars were allowed to sell alcoholic drinks, such as wine, 
Cognac, distilled spirit and ale to bona-fide travellers. 
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When serfdom was abolished (Estonia 1816, Livonia 1819) the responsibility for hiring suitable 
postboys fell on the Commissars, but even then, for various reasons, difficulties remained. It seems 
that because the work was hard, often requiring long hours in all kinds of weather under constant super
vision, the job did not attract the counttyman. 

A Commission was appointed in 1855 to inquire into the matter and to find remedies. It was 
found that, although the commonest period of service was still one to three years, a small number of 
pt ofessionals were emerging. A number of men had served more than ten years and two had served for 
26 years-one at Pikaristi and the other at Rannapungerja, while one man at Ruunavere had served 25 
years. 

In order to encourage this trend it was decided to pay a bonus of 80 Silver Roubles to anyone 
completing 10 years' service. 

Despite this lengthy inquiry hiring suitable postboys and payment of their wages remained the 
Commissars' responsibility until the end of World War I. 

Partly because of the difficulties in recruitment of postboys, it was common fo1 soldiers to be 
stationed at the horsepoint-stations during the earlier part of the period. Their numbers varied at differ
ent times and on different routes and stations. Apparently in 1713 five soldie1s were stationed at each 
station on the St. Petersburg - Tartu - Riga route, but a little later this had dropped to two or three. 
According to a letter by Wilhelm von Delder in April 1729 there was only one soldier at each station in 
the Estonian province. Theil duties were defined by the Livonian Land tag in 1730 as follows: "to 
guard mail in transit and defend the station against robbery". 

The soldiers were drawn from the gari isons of Tallinn and Riga and their keep was paid for by 
the Army who seemingly deposited a sum of money for this purpose at a nearby manor. 

In 1790, due to the tense atmosphere created by the French Revolution, the soldie1s were recalled 
to their units. Civilian guards, subordinated to Narva post office, now accompanied mail-at least on 
the St. Petersburg - Tartu - Riga and St. Petersburg - Tallinn routes. 

There were a number of complaints by the Commissars about their unco-operative and arrogant 
behaviour and it seems that armed guards (postilions) were later provided on the Baltic routes at St. 
Petersburg, Tallinn and Riga post offices. 

The Station Controllers or Directors were normally elected for a period of three years 
from amongst the noblemen residing in the area. In practice however, the owner of the land on which 
the station was situated was often selected. 

This was an honorary appointment first mentioned in 1715 when their main duty seems to have 
been: "to provide hospitality to travellers of high rank and ensure their smooth journey". Gradu
ally other duties were added to this and they became to exercise supervision on behalf of the Provincial 
Administration over the horsepost-stations. They were expected to visit the station under their control 
unannounced at least four times a year and became responsible, among other things, for building work 
and repairs, availability of materials and labour, punishment of postboys in cases of serious misconduct 
and investigation of complaints by the station's employees against the Commissar. They also had a say 
in the selection of Commissars and drawing up their contracts. 

During the years immediately after the Great Northern War there was practically no trade, private 
correspondence or travel, the horsepost-stations had been established very much for the benefit of the 
rulers and administrators. It seems probable that up to about the middle of the century there were no 
scheduled services but the stations were required to provide transport on demand. By the 1760's, 
however, twice weekly services were normal on many routes, at least during the warmer months. In 
his "Post und Bothen Charten" of 1767 Gottlob Friedrich Krebel had this to say when describing postal 
arrangements at Riga: 

"Post from St. Petersburg, Narva and Tartu arrives in the Summer on Wednesdays and 
Saturdays, in Autumn and Spring on Sundays and Thursdays, road conditions permitting. This 
Post also brings letters from Moscow, Arkhangelsk, all Russia, Finland and Sweden as well as small 
places, districts and towns such as Wolmar, Valga and Wenden. Post to those places leaves on 
Tuesdays and Saturdays at 11 o'clock in the forenoon. 

Post from Tallinn, Haapsalu, Parnu and Kuressaare arrives, condition of roads permitting, 
on Tuesday and Friday afternoons. Retums to those places on Sundays and Wednesdays at 11 
o'clock in the forenoon." 
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Correspondence was normally carried by mail-riders on horseback in two leather pouches fastened 
to the saddle. Later, when the quantity increased, horse-drawn carts (10) we1e used. 

On the St. Petersburg - Tartu - Riga route the se1vice was now devised into two categories. Light 
mail, called "die leichte Post" consisted of official and private correspondence, gold and silver coins, 
documents, jewellery and all small packages up to Sib. in weight, while heavy mail, called "die schwere 
Post" catered for cases, trunks and parcels and other large, heavy and bulky articles. At the same time 
it was against the rules to use post-horses to transport copper coins, inflammable liquids, gunpowder or 
especially heavy items. 

From 1738 onwards an Express-mail service (sometimes called "the parallel Post") also operated 
on the St. Petersburg - Tartu - Riga route, presumably for important and urgent government and military 
correspondence directed from the Russian Capital to Western Europe and vice versa. 

Up to the year 1833 Russian foreign mail went from Riga to Palangen and from there ac1oss the 
border into East Prussia. After 1833 it was sent from Riga to Tauroggen and then on to Tilsit in Prussia. 
The distance from St. Petersburg to Tauroggen was 782 versts. Express-mail travelled three times a 
week and covered the distance in 67½ hours. light mail travelled twice a week and took 84½ hours over the 
same distance. Heavy mail also travelled twice a week but took 105½ hours. (11). 

An Order issued in 1787 required the Commissars to number all letters handed in at a horsepost
station and enter them in a ledger. Considerable importance must have been attached to this since the 
Commissars now became liable to a fine of 5 Roubles in respect of each letter omitted. There is some 
doubt, however, as to when this practice actually began. In the Livonian province ledgers were not 
issued to horsepost-stations until June 1794 and the oldest surviving ledger from Estonian province 
relates to the year 1844. (Va1ja station). 

The Commissars used their own conveyances as well as horses which meant that mail and baggage 
had to be re-loaded at each station. This was done under the Commissar's supervision,; he checked 
each item against a loading list (issued by the post office at the start of the journey). If seals had been 
broken 01 locks damaged he was required to make a note to that effect on the reverse side of the loading 
list and also in the station's ledger. A similar procedure applied when items on the loading list were 
lost or otherwise unaccounted for, but in addition the nearest post office and the local Justice of Peace 
had to be informed. It was also the Commissar's duty to enter on the loading list and in the station's 
ledger the arrival dates and times of mail, the names of the drive1s and the accompanying postilion (guard) 
and to ensure before departure that the load was secure and properly protected against the weather. 
He also dealt with local incoming and outgoing mail. 

Drivers were expected to keep to a planned timetable but it was quite common for mail to be 
delayed for various reasons-if it was more than twelve hours overdue the Commissar had to send out a 
search party and inform the local Justice of Peace. 

Mail addressed to a Parish or Rural District served by a particular station was held by the Com
missar until the addressee or an authorised person came to collect it. This often caused long delays in 
official communications and an Order issued by the Governor in 1762 sought to establish some kind 

(10) Karl Baedeker described the mail carts as follows : 
"The Telega or mail cart is a four-wheeled conveyance without springs somewhat resembling 
a rude edition of the buckboard. As a rule no seats are provided except for the driver, the 
passengers sitting on their trunks or on the hay or straw with which the bottom of the cart is 
littered. As the roads are bad, travelling is very rough and often painful. 
In winter sleighs with hoods are provided. The little one-horse sleighs are wider and more 
coinfortable, when they are going fast passengers must be on their guard against being thrown 
out." 
This seems to refer to passenger transport but the same or similar carts were used for carry
ing mail. Eerik Selli in his book "Postijaamad riigi ja reisija teenistuses" describes an 
incident in April 1855 between Vaivara and Narva when, due to carelessness on the part of 
postboys, the straw in the bottom of the cart caught fire and the load was destroyed. 
Damage to mail was estimated at 1923 Roubles 55 kop. 

(11) These were theoretical or scheduled times, in practice, because of road conditions and other 
reasons, it often took much longer. 
A traveller having to hire horses at each station normally needed six days to travel from St. 
Petersburg to Riga. 
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of delivery service for official correspondence. This Order was repeated ten years later but it was not 
until 1786 that all Parishes were required to appoint a trustworthy pe1 son to visit the station or post office 
twice a week. Letters from a Parish were now put in a lockable leather pouch, usually at the parsonage, 
and taken to the horsepost-station or post office by the messanger. Mail for the entire Parish was brought 
back in the same manner. 

Other arrangements also existed in areas which were a long distance from a horsepost-station 
or post office. Mail was delivered to and collected from the station by some kind of privately organised 
transport. In some cases this became a recognised service and financial assistance was provided by the 
Provincial Administration by an annual payment of a sum of money to the organisers. These private 
services are known to have operated from 1797 onwards at Rakvere, Paide and Haapsalu at a cost of 400 
Roubles per year to the Provincial Administration. 

Post Offices 
During the early part of the period, post offices were few and far between. The only establishment 

on Estonian territory to qualify for this title was situated in the provincial capital, Tallinn, although 
it is possible that an office of some kind also existed at Narva. 

Catherine II (1762 - 1796) took a personal interest in postal matters and some re-organisation, 
especially as regards horsepost-stations was undertaken in 1763. In 1781 she appointed her private 
secretary, Major-General Bezbordoko as Imperial Postmaster. Services were now beginning to be 
regulated and subordinated to the Imperial Head Office in St. Petersburg. 

Developments in Estonia from now on closely follow the general Russian pattern. A provincial 
Head-Office in Tallinn was constructed in 1785 - 86 by the adaption and alteration of some earlier build
ings in Vana-Posti Street. An office was also opened in Parnu around the same time or a little later 
in Konig Street. The street has since been re-named twice but the building still stands. 

An Order date 9 April, 1797 required the appointment of Postmasters in all County towns to 
receive and dispatch mail instead of earlier arrangements which had to be made privately. By 1852 
there were some 13 post offices in Estonia and their range of activities had widened considerably. Tele
graph communications between St. Petersburg and Tallinn and Tallinn and Riga via Parnu were estab
lished in 1854- 55. During the following decade this service was extended to all County towns and some 
smaller places. 

When postage stamps were introduced, and the numeral cancellations show, postal establishments 
were classified according to their importance or the functions they performed. From the 1870's onwards 
branch offices were opened in railway station and larger villages while the impo1tance of horsepost
stations declined. In 1885 the postal and telegraph services were merged and the offices where tele
graphs were available · became Post and Telegraph Offices or Branches. 

New branch offices were now only opened at the expense of the local community. They had 
to provide accommodation, heating and lighting, pay 195 Roubles for equipment and carry mail to the 
nearest post office, railway or horsepost-station for three years in order to prove its viability before the 
Postal Department would consider adopting the branch into the Imperial network. Under these con
ditions offices were opened at Torva and Otepaa (1895) Elva (1908) and a number of other places. 

By the turn of the century postal services in towns were reasonably well organised, with post offices 
open from 8 a.m. to 2 p.m. (Sundays 8 to 10 a.m.) and delivery of letters to the addressee's home. The 
post offices in towns and larger railway stations performed all postal operations; the position was prac
tically the same as regards branch offices at railway stations and larger villages. In country aieas, how
ever, the service left much to be desired. Mail for an entire Parish was sent out from the post office in a 
large bag which was then sorted through at each manor. This 1esulted in many complaints about items, 
especially newspapers, being lost; but it was not until 1895 that mail for each estate was delivered in a 
separate bag. 

An Order issued in 1894 by the Ministry of the Interior gave rise to something similar to sub-post 
offices being established at many Parish or Rural District offices. The Parish or Rural District secretary 
was now authorised to receive and dispatch ordinary and registe1ed correspondence and sell postage 
stamps. Most countrymen now received their mail and newspapers from the secretary at these offices. 

In Dec. 1900 a decree was issued which confirmed the ea1Iier Order regarding these offices and 
codified their activities more precisely. They were to be provided with a date-stamp for cancelling 
correspondence, a postage-due handstamp and a rubber stamp for 1egistered correspondence as well as 
a large and small seal for insured mail up to 200 Roubles in value. The Rural District secretary was now 
paid an additional 100 Roubles per year for these postal duties. In 1902 there were seven of these agen-
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cies operating in Estonia, by 1915 their number had risen to 34. 
The number of other postal establishments had also risen considerably, There were now 19 Post 

and Telegraph Offices, about 70 Branch Offices of various kinds and twelve sub-offices or agencies in 
railway stations, shops and manorial estates. 

~ 

ST. PETERSBURG-POSTMARK OF 1757 
by Harry von Hofmann 

In the early sixties of the eighteenth century the Russian Post Administration started to introduce 
the local postmarks. The earliest postmarks have their origin in St. Petersburg. These are always one
line postmarks only specifying the name of the town, usually in French. The precise date can often be 
identified only through the content of the letter. 

In Fig. 1 on p. 1 of the central illustrations is an unusual envelope with a hand-written date "7 
Decber 57" on the front. This date must have been written by a Russian, for between the Latin letters 
"Dec." and "er" there is a Cyrillic "d" instead of the Latin "b." The postmark on the letter is the one
line recorded "ST. PETERSBOVRG" and it is 39 mm long, similar to the postmarks used in the seventies 
and eighties of the eighteenth century (similar but not equal). 

This letter is addressed to Prince Louis de Baden, in Carlsruhe, and shows on the back the seal of 
the Imperial family. Therefore it must be a letter from the Romanov's house and consequently for
warded through the court post office. Based on facts it is evident that: 

(1) In 1757 the court post office in St. Petersburg was already provided with a postmark. 
(2) The post office clerk has written the date on the envelope. In contrast to the normal 

mail, the mail of the Imperial family was important enough to record the forward date. 
The suspicion that the hand-written date had been subsequently affixed can not be maintained, 

for ink and writing utensils are with no doubt from that time. 
The letter proves that the history of Russian post has still many secrets and there is a lot to be 

investigated. 
(This fascinating cover seems to strike at the foundation of the introduction of Russian name

stamps as we have understood it, and the '5' of '57' seems clear enough from the copy. So, is this a 
genuine date, as Herr von Hofmann accepts? And if it is contemporary with the cover, is it correct 
or just a mistake for, say, '67' or some later 'x7' year? One would like to see another court post office 
example prior to 1766 before being confident of Herr von Hofmann's conclusions-Ashford in BJRP 45 
is the basis of our caution! Which in no way detracts from the interest in the above article and the 
cover ·described.-Ea'.). 

ADDRESS TICKETS : Moscow and St. Petersburg 
Dr. T. T. Rutkowska 

Here is some information for those who collect the Address Tickets of St. Petersburg and Moscow. 
Adresny bilet-The Address Tickets were introduced in Moscow and St. Petersburg in 1808 for people 
who were in private employment. These tickets had a special code number for reference from 
the previous employer to the next employer about the behaviour and the character of the employee. 

The tickets were in use for 80 years but proved to be useless, so in 1888 they were abolished. 
Adresny zbor-The Address duty-was collected in Moscow and St. Petersburg from private individuals 
and private businesses for the benefit of the towns. 
Adresnye Kontory-The Address Offices were the information places for employers and employees. 
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AUS RUSSLAND: Addendum 3 

data from A. Speeckaert and I. L. G. Baillie 

During 1980 we gave a display of these marks to a BSRP meeting in London, and in Addendum 3 
we are able to update a range of aspects as a result of the studies which were .associated with that display. 
All the following information comes from Tony Speeckaert except where marked 'ILGB.' 

Route 3A Type RFl (Fig, 36). It is evident that this mark must be very rare if it indeed exists at all
we have neither seen an example nor know anyone who claims he has. 
Type RF2 (Fig. 37): ILGB: in BJRP 53 I mentioned a Riga cover of 1834 with RF2 
as a F1ontier PO transit mark; this needs correcting as I am now satisfied that there is no Riga 
despatch mark on this cover, viz that it was taken to Memel by a Forwarding Agent (who did 
not mark the cover) and that RF2 was there applied as a despatch mark. The 1833 date 
for the transfer of the Frontier PO from Memel to Laugszargen therefore stands (note: the 
Speeckaert collection has Types RF2a and RF2b, Figs. 38 and 39, also as despatch marks on 
Russian covers after 1833 also without Forwarding Agent marks). 

Route 3B Type RF3 (Fig, 22): the late use of Feb 1873 can now be extended to May 1873 from a cover 
despatched from Yurburg, Kovno Gub on 4 May 1873 (old style) to Sonora, USA. 
Type El (Fig, 20): this type also exists in more than one variant, as there is a variant with 
long gap between 'FRANCO' and 'TOUT' (and with the vertical of the first 'T' of 'TOUT' 
just to the right of the vertical of the 'L' above) just as in Fig. 20, but with 'FRANCO' all 
seriffed (the 'N' sloping up to the right). This variant occurs on a 5 March 1840 (old style) 
cover from Moscow via Tilsit (Type RF6, Fig. 40, 24 March as a transit datestamp) and 
Berlin to Wohlen, Switzerland; on this cover 'TOUT' has been changed by red ink 
to "Graeze' ('frontier'). 
It is emphasised that this is a different mark from RF3 (Fig. 22) where 'TOUT' is further left, 
and from the sans serif types E2 (Fig. 21) and the BJRP 54 version of RF3 (Fig. 48); also that 
it is in the Route 3B period rather than the later Route 3C period. 

Route 3C Type RF7 (Fig, 8). The Serif recording can now be confirmed by a second example, this time 
on a Kovno Dec. 1859 cover which received Fig. 8 in black on the front and a 
framed 'ST ALLUPOENEN' 2-Iine 17 Dec. mark, also in black, on the reverse. There is a 
black 'FRANCO' on the front which Mr. Speeckaert locates at Stallopunen rather than 
Kovno; this cover also received red PD at Aachen, blue Valenciennes French marque d'entree 
and was addressed to Paris. 
Type E3 (Fig. 25). An even later date can now be recorded, with this mark applied in black 
to a "Lettre de Voiture" related to an insured letter from Moscow 13 Dec. 1889 (old style) to 
Furth am Walde, Bavaria. The illustration in BJRP 53 shows some malaligned lettering in 

· the lower line; this would seem to be due to a mis-strike, as the 1889 example lettering is 
perfectly aligned. It is of interest also to note that this "Lettre de Voiture" also has an 
etiquette as Fig. 49 of BJRP 54. 

Route 4A Type Ryla (Fig. 3). Yet a further colour to record, as this mark (the narrow 19 barb type) 
in black is now known for Route 4A as well as for Route 4B. This Route 4A example is the 
latest date known for Route 4A, as it is on a Porto cover from Odessa 8 Oct. 1862 (old style) 
to Paris, and also has a framed 'Breslau/Myslowitz/27 10 II retour' TPO mark on reverse. 
Type Ry2 (Fig. 4), Also a further colour to record, as this mark (the 16 barb type) in black 
is now known for Route 4A as well as for Route 4C. This Route 4A example occurs on a 
Porto cover from Warsaw 6 Dec. 1860 cover to Wohlen, Switzerland, and also has a framed 
Breslau/Myslowitz/7 12 I retour' TPO mark on reverse. 
Type Ryla (Fig. 5). Yet again a further colour to record, as this mark (the wide 19 barb type) 
in red for Route 4A. This example is on a Franco cover from Berdichev May 1857 to Paris, 
and has a framed 'Myslowitz/23.5/Kandrzin' TPO mark in black on the reverse. 

Route 4B Type Ry5 (Fig. 6). Early strikes are rare, and the Noel/De Clercq 1853 starting date can be 
taken back to April 1852 by a Warsaw Porto cover via Erquallines and Paris to Clermont 
Ferrand. The Fig. 6 mark is in black, and there is a Berlin-Breslau IIR double circle TPO 
mark of 29 April on the reverse. Strikes of Fig. 6 in blue have hitherto been recorded only 
for 1867/68; this period can now be extended by 2 covers from Feb. 1866 to Feb. 1869. 
Type RY7d (Fig. 18). In BJRP 53 a single cover, which seemed to be Route 4B (although 
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that could not be confirmed), was noted. The Route 4B usage can, however, now be con
firmed as a 30 Nov. 1852 Warsaw/Franco cover has this mark in black, with the Breslau/ 
3.12.11/Berlin TPO mark on reverse; it also has Berlin/Leipzig and Halle/Eisenach TPO marks 
and is addressed to Wohlen, Switzerland. A third cover with Fig. 18 can also be recorded, 
being 18 Sept. 1854 Warsaw to Paris with Breslau/19.9.2/Berlin TPO (and Type CVS in red
a second 'double Aus Russland' cover). A fourth example can also be recorded, but this 
time in blue (not previously listed), on a Franco cover (10k + 5k adhesives) from Odessa 15 
May 1866 (old style) to Paris with Breslau/6.6.11/Berlin TPO mark on back confirming Route 
4B usage. This cover has a P.38 accountancy mark applied (in error since it is Franco not 
Porto) and later deleted in crayon. 
Type Ry7c (Fig. 17). Recorded, 2nd period of usage on Route 4B, Oct. 1860/Feb. 1872, now 
in black to Feb. 1873 as it occurs on a Franco cover (10k + 2 x 3k adhesives) from Odessa 
26 Jan. 1873 (old style) to Marseilles with Breslau/9.2.V/Berlin TPO. 
Type Ry7b (Fig, 16). The grey black usage July 1856/Nov. 1873 can be extended to Dec. 
1873 as it occurs on a Franco cover (2 x 10k adhesives) from Odessa 12 Dec. 1873 (old style) 
to Marseilles; there is no German TPO mark but there would not seem any reason to believe 
it is other than Route 4B; the green Allemagne/Erq. Paris TPO mark of 29 Dec. 1873 con
firms the month of usage. 

Additionally, however, this mark can for the first time be recorded in black prior to 
the grey-black period. A Franco cover from Odessa 8 Oct. 1853 (old style) has Fig. 16 in 
black on the front, and Breslau/1/11/Berlin in the same colour on reverse; it went via Berlin/ 
Minden and Koln/Verviers TPOs and Valenciennes to Marseilles. 

Route 4C Type Ry2a (Fig. S). Further to the Route 4A data above, we can add also to the Route 4C 
data for this wide 19-barb type:-
(a) in black, the only colour so far recorded, the earliest date can be brought back from 

Sept. 1865 to April 1865 by another Odessa/Marseilles Porto cover, with a 'Breslau/ 
Oswiecim/22.4. • retour' TPO mark on reverse. 

(b) in blue, not previously recorded; occurs on a Porto cover from Odessa 7 May 1867 (old 
style) to London (arrived 28 May); although there is no German TPO mark, Route 4C 
seems highly probable. 

(c) in red, not previously recorded: occurs on a Porto cover from Odessa Jan. 1861 via Valen
ciennes to Toulon; the German TPO framed mark in black is 'Kandrzin/Oderberg/ 
26.1.*I retour' which, being a part of the Oswiecim/Kandrzin TPO therefore locates the 
Aus Russland mark as most likely being applied in Route 4C (although it is just possible 
that it was applied in the Kandrzin/Breslau sector and should be regarded as Route 4A, 
or that it was applied in the Breslau/Berlin sector and should be regarded as Route 4B !). 

Route SA Type Ry6 (Fig. 7). In black, this is a rare mark. In association with the Ostbahn TPO mark 
it seems to have been used only for a few months; BJRP 53 records one May 18S2 example 
(Granoux collection), and I can add one more, also Porto, for June 1852 (being from Revel 
to Schiedam, with Ostbahn III R, Berlin/Minden I and Deutz/Minden RII TPO marks). 
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Another Porto cover with Fig. 7 in black is from Moscow 26 Jan. 1853 (old style) but 
has no TPO marks east of Berlin; it may be presumed that this is, like the BJRP 53 Granoux 
July 1856 example, a Bromberg/Berlin mark. The other German TPO marks are Berlin/ 
Minden, Magdeburg/Leipzig and Halle/Eisenach, and the cover reached Wohlen, Switzer
land on 19 Feb. 1853. 
This mark has not previously been listed in red but one example can now be recorded on a 
Porto cover from Moscow 2 Aug. 1857 (old style) with Bromberg/18.8.1/Berlin TPO mark. 
Type Ry4 (Fig. 10). The red usage on the Eydtkuhnen/Bromberg TPO of Aug. 1862/Dec. 
1865 can now be extended by a Porto cover from Moscow 21 Jun. 1861 with Eydtkuhnen/ 
7.7.1/Bromberg TPO mark to Wohlen, Switzerland. 

This mark has never previously been recorded in black, but it occurs on a Porto cover 
from St. Petersburg 1 May 1863 (old style) with Konisberg/Bromberg TPO, to Bordeaux. 
Type Ry8a (Fig. 19). BJRP S3 mentions only one black example (Granoux collection) Dec. 
1857, then Aug. 1858/Nov. 1864 in red as Type Ry8. A second black example can now be 
recorded, on a Franco cover from St. Petersburg 6 May 1864 (old style) with Eydtkuhnen/ 
19.5.11/Bromberg TPO mark, to Amsterdam. 
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Type Ry8 (Fig. 19). The red marks are recorded as April 1863/Nov. 1864 for use on the 
Eydtkuhnen/Bromberg TPO. This can now be extended by a Franco cover from St. Peters
burg 22 Nov. 1861 (old style) with Eydtkuhnen/7.12.I/Bromberg TPO to Wohlen, Switzer
land. 
Type Ry5 (Fig. 6). This mark is basically the commonest of all the Aus Russland marks, 
but for Route 4B (viz. Breslau/Berlin). I have a Warsaw 14 Mar. 1863 Porto cover which 
has Fig. 6 in black with a Bromberg/15.3.II/Berlin TPO mark (thus locating it on Route SA), 
going forward to Bordeaux. That this is evidently not just a misuse of the TPO mark seems 
to be confirmed by one 1857 cover in the Van der Linden collection with the same marks. 

Route 6C Type Ry7 (Fig. 15). The scarcity of covers from Russia entering Germany on the north 
coast by sea and then receiving German TPO marks and Aus Russland marks makes the 
analysis of the routes difficult. A new route, listed for convenience as Route 6C but maybe 
to be regarded as Route 6B, emerges from a Franco cover from Moscow 17 Aug. 1859 ( old 
style) which.has Fig. 15 in red and a black Hamburg/4.9.I/Berlin mark on the back, addressed 
to Wohlen, Switzerland. The most likely interpretation is that it went by sea to Lubeck, 
then by train to Berlin, but was marked after the train linked with the Hamburg/Berlin train, 
hence the TPO mark. However, as Fig. 15 in red is recorded in 1856 and 1860 on the Coslin/ 
Stettin/Berlin TPO, one is left in some doubt as to the use of Fig. 15 at this time. Clearly, 
information from more covers would be of great help. 

Route SC For a short period of time earlier than the introduction of the Aus Russland marks, a double 
circle datestamp Aachen/Bahnhofwith day/month internally (but no year) was used in black 
from the end of 1851 and in 1852 on the Coeln/Verviers line. I have an example on a Porto 
cover from St. Petersburg 22 Dec. 1851 (old style) via Valenciennes forward to Bordeaux. 

20 pen. FINNISH ARMS TYPE 
data from B. Pritt 

~ 

On p. 1 of central illustrations we reproduce a photograph, supplied by our good friend Boris 
Pritt, of 2 copies of this not uncommon stamp. The copy in Fig. 2 on the left is genuine, but that in 
Fig. 3 on the right is a forgery; note in particular such features as 

(a) genuine: 2 balls on each side of each corner '20' are solid 
forgery: each ball is half shaded. 

(b) genuine: pole background is a pattern of curved lines and dots 
forgery: a pattern of dots in straight lines 

(c) genuine: top of crown is a cross; thin line pattern below 
forgery: top is a circle; thick line pattern below 

(d) genuine: eagle wings of regular length 
forgery: irregular length 

(e) genuine: serif to foot of 'P' of 'PEN' lower right 
forgery: no serif 

There is a difference in perforations, although that may not be an invariable feature of all copies 
of this forgery which, superficially dangerous, actually shows a wide range of deviations, only some of 
which are actually listed above. 

THE STATUS OF KATTA KURGAN AS A "USED ABROAD" 
J. G. Moyes 

BJRP 55-6 each contain short notes on an early cancel from Katta Kurgan. Tchilinghirian and 
Stephen in Part Three of their "Used Abroad" work tell us that when the Russian forces finally defeated 
the Emir of Bukhara the land ceded to Russia was "The upper valley of the Zeravshan river, up to 
Katta Kurgan" (but not including that town it seems). I do not know which of the sources in their 
bibliography provided this information but the result is that they place the town in Bukhara. 

"Russian Central Asia 1867-1917," by R. A. Pierce-University of California Press 1960, pro
vides a valuable source of information from reliable source references on the Russian advance in Central 
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Asia. Pierce tells us that Katta Kurgan fell to the Russian forces on 18 May 1868 and that the final 
battle with the Bukharan forces was on 2 June, after which the Emir signed a treaty on 18 June ceding 
Samarkand, Katta Kurgan and adjacent territories to. Russia. 

Who are we to believe, Pierce or Tchilinghirian and Stephen? 
Travellers writing of their experiences occasionally give a date for a particular event which may 

or may not be the correct date. My personal observation is that source references are rarely given in 
travel books. This fault of course is not restricted to travellers in Russia! Any author quoting inaccur
ate information perpetuates the error. Can this be the case with Tchilinghirian and Stephen? Pierce's 
book is a scholarly work which relies heavily on official Russian documents of the time, so is unlikely 
to be wrong, but we do not need to rely solely on one piece of information from it because elsewhere 
Pierce gives the breakdown of the Governor-Generalship of Turkestan as from 1898 in which Katta 
Kurgan is given as one of the four uyezds of Samarkand Oblast, the others being Samarkand 
itself, Kuodzhent and Dzhizak. From an obviously different source Pierce has confirmed Katta Kurgan 
as a Russian town. 

Dr. A. H. Wortman has supplied the following quote from "Russia in Central Asia" by the Hon. 
G. Curzon, M.P. 1889, a first-hand account of the area, "Bokhara is about 150 miles by rail from Samar
kand and the only two important points on route are the Bokharan fortress of Kerminen which the rail
way skirts at a distance of five miles, and the Russian frontier post of Katta Kurgan where we enter the 
Zeravshan province annexed by Russia in 1868 after the war with Bokhara that resulted in the capture of 
Samarkand." 

The 1875 Post Road Directory (reprinted by the Rossica Society) lists Katta Kurgan, spelling it 
with one "T," and places it in the Zeravshan Okrug. 

While discussing this subject with Robin Joseph, he stressed the unimportance of the District 
designations given on the cancels from the Bukharan towns. Early marks are inscribed 'Transcaspian' 
while a Novaya-Bukhara cancel exists inscribed 'Samarkand Oblast'. If Bukhara were independent, 
although effectively independent under Russian protection, then it could not for administration and 
political purposes have been part of Russia and attached to any administrative region. If it were attached 
to any administrative sector then it was not independent and does not deserve 'Used Abroad' status. 
Dr. Wortman has a loose stamp cancelled Katta Kurgan Samarkand Oblast 1888 but as with the Novaya
Bukhara cancel mentioned above would not mean that Katta Kurgan, if in Bukhara, was part of Samara
kand Oblast. The most likely explanation is that the District designation on Bukhara cancels refers 
only to the postal section to which the towns were attached at any moment in time. Pierce, incidentally, 
does not include any part of Bukhara in his breakdown of the Administration of Russian Central Asia; 
in other words it is treated as an independent area. 

It would appear that we should no longer regard cancels from Katta Kurgan as "Used Abroads" 
but, together with Dr. Wortman, Mr. Joseph and our Editor, I fully endorse the view that this in no way 
affects the interest of cancels from Katta Kurgan or any other Russian town in Central Asia, many of 
which are even more difficult to find than those of some of the Bukhara towns themselves. 

Some more dates from Pierce give the following for the opening of different administrative sectors : 
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(a) Governor-Generalship of Turkestan (under K. P. Von Kaufman) 11/7/1867 
(b) Syr Darya Oblast Administration 4/12/67 
(c) Semiryechie Oblast Administration 19/2/68 
(d) Zeravshan Okrug (being land taken from Bukhara) 27 /6/68 and renamed the Samarkand 

Oblast 1/1/87 
(e) Uralsk, Turgai and Akmolinsk Oblast Administrations 21/10/68 
(f) Krasnovodsk Prefecture of the Oblast Dagestan-end of 1869 after the arrival of Col. 

Stoletov and his forces at Krasnovodsk and the occupation of the surrounding area. At 
the end of the Khivan campaign, the Fort Alexandrovsh area became the Mangyshlak Pre
fecture and combined with the Krasnovosk Prefecture to form the Transcaspian Section. 
After the capture of Geok-Tepe in November 1880 and Askhabad in January 1881, the 
Transcaspian Section became the Transcaspian Oblast on 6/5/81; Mervin January 1884 
and Kushka in March 1885 were later added. Control from the Caucasus was not 
removed until 1890. 

(g) Ferghana Oblast-soon after 19/2/76 when Kokand was taken. 
(h) Governor-Generalship of the Steppe (Akmolinsk, Semipalatinsk, Semiryechie) March 

1881. 
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USED ABROAD: Jaffa and Dalny 
by Harry von Hofmann 

Jaffa: Cancellation Type "JJ" 
The existence of this Type was recorded briefly by Tchilinghirian and Stephen at the last minute 

in Part 6 of "Used Abroad" (p 546) and Tchilinghirian in BJRP 28 stated that it "was notified almost 
simultaneously by several readers, but does not appear to be common, as it remained in use 
for a few months only in 1914"-his illustration is dated 13.V.14. I have at last succeeded in 
obtaining one example, so confirm it is not common, mine is 2.VIII.14 in black violet on a 32 para/4 kop 
stationery card addressed to Lodz, which did not arrive due to the War. 

Dalny: Field Telegraph Office 
Tchilinghirian and Stephen have written in "Stamps of the Russian Empire Used Abroad, part 

six" : 
"The Russian Military Historical Commission states that a "United Field Post & Telegraph 

Division" was operating at Dalny at the end of 1903. This establishment, like others of the same status 
in southern Manchuria, was the result of the fusion of two earlier distinct military offices, the No. 17 
Field Post Office, and a Field Telegraph Office. Prior to the merger, this later will have used date-stamps 
in standard type "NN" inscribed DALNII at the top. It is possible that the cancellation of this tele
graph office continued to be used after the creation of the "United" office, but no examples appear to be 
known. The date-stamp of No. 17 F.P.O. certainly remained in use, as it has been recorded with 1904 
dates." 

The fact that the Field Telegraph Office has existed and that they had used an own date-stamp 
in standard type, was first recorded in BJRP 37 (p. 18 plus Fig. 186 dated 19.1.1904) where Mr. Tchiling
hirian referred to Part V of 'Used Abroad' claiming that p.404 proved that it existed (in fact p. 404 explains 
that 17 FPO was in Dalny because Type MM No. 17 was located by an unspecified indication of location, 
and otherwise mentions Dalny on that page only as having a united post and telegraph office.-&/.). 
Two further examples (dated 24.IV.1903 and 17.IX.1903) are in BJRP 38 and one more (13.VI.03) in 
BJRP 40. 

To these 4 I can add a fifth, a postcard with a 5 kop adhesive, cancelled with the Field Telegraph 
Otdiel mark 27.VI.03 and with No. 1 FPO mark one day later, addressed to the Austrian legation in 
Pekin-see Fig. 4 on p. 1 of central illustrations. 

FINNISH RAILWAY POSTMARKS 
by R. P. Knighton 

In Journals Nos. 22 and 23 (August 1957 and March 1958) there was a Jong article by the late 
W. E. Kethro and myself based on our study of Finnish Railway postmarks. 

During the last two years further information has come to light on one type of postmark. Basic 
type la to le refers to train and wagon numbers. It is now found that "train" numbers are , Station 
numbers. In 1870 St. Petersburg was listed No. 1, Rajajoki (Finnish Russian frontier) was No. 8, Viipuri 
14 and Helsinki 35. In 1878 Helsinki was No. 36, and as other stations were opened Helsinki became 

· 46 soon after 1880. 
Higher station numbers can be found on other routes which came into operation after the St. 

Petersburg-Helsinki line, but no complete list is known. 

TSARSKOE SELO RAILWAY MARKS 
by John Lloyd, F.R.P.S.L. 

Cancellations from the rail link to Tsarskoe Selo from St. Petersburg are always of interest, and on 
p. 4 central illustrations I show examples of two scarce marks: 

Fig. 1: 7 kop envelope (H. & G. B39b) cancelled "Station of Tsarskoe Selo Railway in Pavlovsk" 
-the undated circular mark. The envelope received two St. Petersburg transit marks, 24 and 25 Aug. 
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1886 and an arrival mark at Hitdburghausen, Germany. . 
Fig. 2: also 7 kop envelope (H & G. B39b) cancelled St. Petersburg numeral '6' in blue plus St. 

Petersburg c.d.s. 2 Sep. 1889 and 1 Eskp. 3 Sep. 1889. Has circular handstamp 'Poezd l' ('Train l') of 
the Tsarskoe Selo railway route in red, and 3 Sep. 1889 Tsarskoe Selo arrival mark. (Note: one other 
strike in black formerly in the collection of the late Frank Panter-not Pauter-and now in mine.: Ed.). 

PHILATELIC SOCIETIES IN RUSSIA 
by Dr. T. T. Rutkowska 

(Note: This information is abstracted from an article by A. Vigillev in "Filateliya SSSR" No. 7, 1979) 

The first Philatelic Association in Russia was created in Moscow. The first meeting was on 8th 
September, 1888 at which twenty collectors were present. In their Minutes were mentioned the stamps 
of Kherson Zemstvo of 1883 with violet overprint instead of blue, stamped envelopes of 1848 made of 
paper with W/M "Ore)," the Eagle, the first Russian stamp trial issue with the Mercury's head. By the 
end of 19th century there were Societies in Riga, Kiev, Helsingfors, Warsaw and Odessa, and there were 
three separate Philatelic Clubs in St. Petersburg. Also fifty Russian collectors were members of "the 
International Union of Collectors of Zemstvo Stamps for Exchange and Sale," which had branches in 
St. Petersburg, Moscow, Kiev and Warsaw. 

The members of the Association were designated: Full Members, Candidates and Corresponding 
Members, the last·category including foreigners. Membership was strictly by introduction and election. 
The Membership Fee was 3-5 Rub. per annum. 

If a member of the Association arrived at the meeting without a philatelic album, he was fined 
10 or 15 kop; this money went to the Association fund, and old stamps were purchased with this money 
in aid of the Fund. 

In March 1896 the first Russian stamp journal "Marki-"The Stamps" was published in Kiev. 
In 1897 the Russian Journal (monthly) 'Vsemirnaya Pochta" was printed by the German Philatelic 
Society; 800 copies p.a. 

"8DAN0" MARKS 
data from W. Frauenlob and E. G. Peel 

We are grateful to Mr. Frauenlob for a photocopy of an ordinary 3 kop postal stationery Imperial 
card from Suvalki 27 Oct. 1889 to Grodno 29 Oct. 1889 (see top of p. 8 of central illustrations). The 
reason for our interest is the circular mark with a 25 mm dia double outer ring, and a 17 mm dia inner 
ring; between these lies "SDANO V RAZNOSKU/GRODNO" and, centrally, "UTROM." 

Mr. Peel, on being advised of this item, reported that there is a small, rare, family of 'Sdano' 
marks, and he adds the following examples:-

(b) a 7k postal stationery envelope cancelled Mail Coach No. 104 (Serial 1) single circle type 
dated 27 Dec. 1890, addressed to Vilna where it received the 2 P.T.K. mark of 28 Dec. 
1890. It then received a single circle cancellation inscribed 'SDANO DLYA DOST' 
at top with a fleuron (not like any on Plate I on p. 2 of central illustrations of BJRP 31 ; 
small central circle plus curled broadening trumpet-like design on either side, unlike 
the straight narrowing design on Fig. 10 of that Plate) at foot and "V/12 CHASU/ 
DNY A" (with a star on either side of the last of these 3 line) centrally. 

(c) a 10k postal stationery card with 4k horiz. laid adhesive cancelled with single 
circle GRAEV P.O./V OTDYELA ZH.D. dated 19 Dec. 1892, with Mail Coach No. 27 
single circle type of same date, addressed to Byelostok where it received the 2 P.T.K mark 
again of the same date. It then received two "SDANO V RAZNOSKU/BYELOSTOK" 
double circle marks with one cross at each side, one inscribed "V 5 CHAS/VECHERA" 
and the other "VIOCHAS/UTROM" (there is no way of determining whether the 5 pm 
or the 10 am mark was first). 

Thus we know of 3 examples, of different layout, of these marks and the towns are not that far 
apart; translations like 'Received for delivery' and 'Registered (i.e. entered in a register rather than full 
'Zakaznoe) for Delivery' are proposed by Mr. Peel. Can any reader detail other examples of these rare 
marks? 
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SHIP AND RIVER BOAT CANCELLATIONS 
data from J. G. Moyes and H. von Hofmann 

I. ODESSA/BATUM STEAMERS CANCELLATIONS 
On p. 8 of BJRP 41 (not 40 as misprinted on p.33 of BJRP 56) the Batum/Odessa (commoner) 

direction for Type OB-3 is recorded from 14 Nov 1898 for Serial No. 3. We are indebted to Jack Moyes 
for learning that, on a 4 kop horizontally laid single, he can bring this forward to 6 Sept. 1897. 

(Incidentally, no reader has yet come forward with a suggested explanation for the use of OB-3; 
this tantalising problem (ref. BJRP 56 op cit) is therefore still unresolved.-Ed.). 

2. ASTRAKHAN/TSARITSYN (RIVER VOLGA) 
On pp 4-7 of BJRP 39, there is information on the Volga ship mail routes for the year 1876, 1893 

and 1902 compiled from the Post Office lists by Dr. N. V. Luchnik; on pp 9-13 of BJRP 43 there is a 
detaled analysis by Dr. A. H. Wortman of the shipping service and the known ship mail cancellations 
on the Volga. · Neither of these articles mentions Tsaritsyn as a terminus for any mail route on the Volga. 

It is therefore of particular interest that a Tsaritsyn terminus from Astrakhan has now been identi
fied, and our thanks to Herr H. von Hofmann for the details. 

On Fig. 1 on page 5 of the central illustrations is shown a 3 kop postcard from Astrakhan to 
Hernhut (in Saxony) with a very clear black single circle mark Astrakhan-Tsaritsyn, code 2, crossed 
posthorns at foot, dated 19 July 1881. This type (as well as the specific route) is not recorded in the 
BJRP 43 article, but being a later type than 'Type 2; implies that the 'Type 2' marks must have been 
issued by 1881 (i.e. that the 1911 mark V.21 must have been in use for at least 30 years!). 

On 31 July TPO 35/36 mark (1) was applied-viz. 12 days after the ship mark-and this is the 
Tsaritsyn/Orel TPO-ref. Dr. Luchnik list in BJRP 55-at Station No. 4 (3?); the card was then trans
ferred to the Orel/Riga 7/8-ref. same list-at Station No. 46; these TPO marks fit Dr. Luchnik's analysis 
and give us the Station Nos. for Tsaritsyn and Orel respectively.-Ed.). 

3. WHITE SEA STEAMER CANCELLATIONS 
Readers may recall how recording an early Katta Kurgan mark on a loose single (in BJRP 55) 

enabled us shortly after (in BJRP 56) to record the mark on cover. Again, this time with thanks to 
Herr H. von Hofmann, we repeat such a remarkable event. 

On p 34 of BJRP 56 we recorded a 24.6.1904 loose single with a pre-oval White Sea steamer mark 
(ref. BJRP 41 and 42 for notes on the oval marks). Herr Hofmann's card to Hamburg is shown on 
Fig. 2 on page 5 of the central illustrations and has three 11.9.1906 strikes of exactly the same mark, 
also in black. The full inscription is "2e. VREM PAROKHOD. BIELOMOROSKOE/1/POCHT. 
OTO." (note: 'l' at sides-on my partial strike it seemed to be more like a small diamond of 4 dots, but 
my single is also 1-Ed.); "VREM" is an abbreviation for 'VREMENNYI'='Temporary.' 

Herr Hofmann confirms the scarctity of White Sea steamer marks, and writes as follows: 
"The designation "2nd temporary .... " has attracted my attention and I began to investigate if 

there could have been a "lst" or even a "3rd" line on the White Sea. I found the indication in the official 
Russian Postregister of 1916, where is described that there have been altogether four lines on the White 
Sea, all of them temporary, from May 1st till October 1st. Otherwise there was no connection because 
of the ice period. 

The point of departure was always Arkhangelsk. I could not ascertain the precise route-direction 
for I wasn't able to find exact maps of this territory, but the harbours touched by the four lines are well 
known: 

Line I Line 2 Line 3 Line 4 
Archangelsk P.T.K. Archangelsk P.T.K. Archangelsk P.T.K. Archangelsk P.T.K. 
Onega P.T.K. Kusomen P.T.O. Kem P.T.K. Onega P.T.K. 
Sumskii Posad P.T.O. Umba P.T.O. Keret P.T.O. Sumskii Posad P.T.O. 
Kem P.T.K. Kandalakscha P.T.O. Kandalakscha P.T.O. Kem P.T.K. 
Soroka P.T.K. Kowda P.T.O. Umba P.T.O. Soroka P.T.K. 
Schuerzkoje P.T.O. Knjascha-Guba Prost. Kowda P.T.O. Schuerzkoje P.T.O. 

Malowolokow Prost. 
The lines 1 and 4 are equal, but they are separately described in the official register." 
Herr Hofmann concluded by expressing the hope that more information may yet emerge. 
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REGISTERED MAIL-Addendum 4 
Data from W. Frauenlpb, J. Lloyd, F.R.P.S.L., B. Pritt, N. C. Warr 
Edited by I. L. G. Baillie 

Further information now has been received justifying Addendum 4; the original article is in BJRP 
52, and Addenda 1-3 in BJRP 53-55. Figs 136-159 will be found on p. 6 of central illustrations. 

EARLY REGISTRATION 
The earliest Russian handstamp indicating registration which has come to my attention occurs 

on an 1866 unstamped envelope (without, unfortunately, the name of the sender). There is an Odessa 
single circle 28 Sept. 1866 datestamp on the back, and a 29 Sept. 1866 black diamond datestamp plus a 
black 'FRANCO' in circle on the front, so Odessa is evidently the despatch town. A top left on the 
front of the cover is a black Cyrillic 'REKAMANDOV ANO' handstamp with a curve-ended frame. It 
also has the red 'Recomandirt (with line over 'm') saw-edge framed handstamp which (Group 2) we 
believe to be German. and English registered marks, one of which reads 'Prussian Registered' and the 
other is a crown over 'Registered'-there is also a framed 'PD.' Whether this 'REKOMANDOVANO' 
mark (Fig. 136) is a Russian PO mark or whether it is a private mark is, of course, a matter for con
jecture at this time, it is similar but not identical to the 1867 Fig. 121 mark in BJRP 55. 

Coming now to the dotted 'R' in circle marks. I have a mourning cover from the British Vice
Consulate in Archangelsk 15 May 1895 via St. Petersburg to London which has the slightly smudged 
mark in Fig. 137. It has an ink "N715/3" inscription top left as the Russian registration number and a 
London 8 April 1895 registered arrival mark with British crossed blue lines and '469' in blue crayon. 
Introduction of Registration Labels 

Yet more examples of the 1899 type of label are now notified, and it is a pleasure to know that 
so many examples are still in existence: 

Fig. 138: S. Petersburg/Gor. Tel./No. (34) Kont. (b)/No. 880 with violet handstamp (without 
No. inserted) applied over it (similar to Fig. 147-see Group below). The despatch 
cancellation is C.PBURG/XXXIV GOR.TEL.OTD./1 dated 28 Dec. 1899 (fractional 
type). This item is thus also Group 26b. To Magdeburg.-Mr. Warr. 
Similar to above, 'S.P.BURG Tel. XX GOR. TEL.KONT 1"; despatch date 16Dec. 
1899. This also Group 26b. To Belgium; inscribed "chargee".-Mr. Warr. 

Fig. 139: Narva 555 plus dotted 'R' in circle on 2k stationery wrapper (security therefore a 
doubtful feature!) with additional 10k adhesive, cancelled Narva 31 Dec. 1899 (frac
tional type). Ink '278' top left corner (presumably Russian registration number) 
and black pencil '741' or '761' mid-right (German, Austrian or Italian?). To Milan.
I. L. G. B. 

Fig. 140: Kuyalnik, which is Kuyalnitskii Liman, Kherson Gub, 329, on a picture postcard 
(printed in Dresden) of the town clinic with dotted 'R' in circle, despatched 23 Jan. 
1901 via Odessa (serial 14) and Constantinople (the ROPIT office) to Bitoli, Macedonia 
(Turkey in Europe). There is also a blue crayon '28483' applied somewhere en route.
Mr. Pritt. 

Fig. 141: Moscow Pochtamt 695 (black) plus violet handstamp 'E,' on yellow buff paper, per
forated (see also Fig. 142 below).-Mr. Warr. 

Group 4: Registration Labels 
Fig. 142 is a label from Moscow, all in red (the Ron the right being a Moscow peculiarity, as 

observed in BJRP 54), with dotted 'R' in circle, despatched Moscow IV Eksp. 30 April 
1899, on a cover to London. If this label succeeded Fig. 141, then Fig. 141 must have 
had a very short life. (April 1899 is a remarkably early date for an 'R' type modern
styled label.-Ed.)-Mr. Warr. 

Fig. 143 is a label from Vitebsk, unusual because inscription is so comprehensive-"Vitebsk 
GOR.P.T.OTD."-The frame and '3' are red, the rest black.-Mr. Frauenlob. 

Group 5: Avis de Reception 
With the score on Imperial covers still at only 2, the score on Soviet covers increases to 4, with 

3 recent Avis de Reception airmail covers notified by our Secretary, John Lloyd and addressed to him. 
All are from Odessa in 1977/8 with handstamped R-type registration labels, and Figs. 144 and 145 type 
'AR' marks. There are two examples of Fig. 144, the second being more heavily struck although in a 
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lighter ink. The Fig. 146 'Recommande' framed handstamp also occurs on covers from more than one 
sender, so we can confidently assume that it is a PO handstamp, not private. 

Group 8: 'R' over '3' Registration Labels 
Two first war covers are reported which show 'R' and '3' labels alongside each other on the fronts: 
(a) John Lloyd has a cover from Chelnavskoe (Vol.Pr.,) Tambov Gub, 20 May 1916 to the Danish 

Red Cross, Copenhagen (thus also Groups 12 and 26f) which has a delightful Cyrillic '3' type 
label inscribed 'Chelnavskoe/Vol. Pr. Tamb. gub' (Fig. 158) and alongside a more mundane 
'R' type label inscribed 'Celnovaya' Fig. 159: (with 'v' mark over the initial 'C' to convert it 
to 'Ch'). This cover has a manuscript Cyrillic 'Zakaznoe' not in the hand of the addressee, 
and was censored in Moscow where it received Warr Type M8a, No. 166 (see article later in 
this Journal). 

(b) Noel Warr has a cover from Simbirsk 3 March 1917 addressed to the Bureau of Entomology, 
US. Dept. of Agriculture, Washington, USA, which has the Cyrillic '3' type enumerator 
style handstamp of 'Simbirsk/P-T.Kont. V' and a normal 'R' type lable of Simbirsk. The 
item was censored at Simbirsk (censor No. 20). There are also a large REGISTERED hand
stamp, typical U.S.A; style, New York and Washington registered marks, plus a separate 
enumerator number 60770 which I presume is also American. The cover emanates from a 
Russian organisation based at Simbirsk, and is No. 6 on their handstamp; there is also a 
large Cyrillic handstamp (inverted) at the foot of the front, below the address, reading B.N.M. 
or B.n.t. Can a reader identify this? 

· John Lloyd also has a 1961 cover addressed to himself from Ordzhonikidze which originally 
received a '3'-type cachet (with S.-OSET.ASSR. under the town name), but no registration number was 
entered on it, it was annulled with an ink cross, and an 'R'-type cachet (with no location for the town) 
applied and used for the insertion of the registration number-a rapid correction at the Post Office, it 
would seem! 

Group 12: First War Red Cross via Denmark 
In addition to (a) under Group 8 above, we can advise a pleasing cover copied to us by our Vice

President Boris Pritt. It has a '3'-type )able inscribed 'Rybn. na Angarye/Elis.gub.'; the 'Rybnoe na 
Angarye Elie' cancellation is dated 13 Jan. 1917 and the arrival cancellation is 10 Mar. 1917. 

Group 13: St. Petersburg and Petrograd 
Mr. Warr advises a "St. Petersburg 5" violet handstamped 'label' (Fig. 147); there is a m/s 'Zaka

znoe' and a "St. Petersburg/5 Gor. Otd.'' with 5 at each side similar to the p. 31 illustration for 8 Town 
Post in Imhof's 1976 "Die Poststempelformen in St. Petersburg von 1766-1914". There is a distinct 
similarity between Fig. 147 and Fig. 157 (Group 26b below). 

There is an additional cover I would record which shows that the Petrograd Town Post numbers 
agree between labels and cancellers; Fig. 148 shows an all-red 'R' type label with ink '3'; the despatch 
cancellation has "K 3 K" at foot. Another, later, item showing a similar agreement is notified by Mr. 
Pritt; is a postcard franked with 10 kop Arms type cancelled "3 73 3" at foot (an Esparanto printed 
'stamp' is similarly cancelled). The '3' -type green label has 'Otd' in the lower line with '73' inserted by 
hand. Before being despatched to Burgdorf, Switzerland, it received three different Petrograd 1 Eksp. 
marks. 

A very late use of 'St. Petersburg' occurs on a Petrograd 23 Jan. 1922 1 Eksp. cover advised by 
Mr. Lewis on behalf of his son, our member Paul; there is (perhaps?) a unframed mark with an enumer
ator '763' above (Fig. 149) on a cover which also collected the 3-black-triangles of Petrograd Eksped 
and reached Nassau, Bahamas, via New York. 

Group 14: Ukraine 
Mr. Lloyd has copied us a cover with an 'Odessa/Recommandee' R-type label with a large Cyrillic 

'I' handstamp (Fig. 150) on a cover with Odessa'* * L' 19 Nov. 1909 despatch; the strange feature is 
that this label, intended for use on mail destined abroad is actually addressed to "Vinnitsa, Podolsk" 
(misread as 'Vienna ?'-Ed.). 

With reference to the first cover in this Group reporJed on p 17 of BJRP 53 where the letter on 
the 1915 Odessa canceller was in some doubt, Mr. Warr has now resolved this point-the canceller letter 
is undoubtedly 'b' and not 'v,' and therefore does not agree with the large Cyrillic 'V' handstamp (which, 
clearly of the same family as the Fig. 150 letter, is now illustrated as Fig. 151). 

BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY No. 57 Page 25 



Group 16: Poland 
Presumably merely because those who possess some have not yet sent details for inclusions on 

these pages, we have not yet recorded a single registered item from Poland during the Imperial Russian 
period. So I will start us off with a registered 2k stationery wrapper (see also Introduction above) with 
10k + 2k adhesives from Sosnovitsy, Petrok, 21 (March?) 1911, addressed to Milan, with an 'R'-type 
label inscribed Sosnovitzy in black (frame and R in red). And a slightly earlier Warsaw postcard to 
Milan, franked with a 14k adhesive cancelled with a Warsaw killer dated 5 April 1905 (the line above the 
date is indecipherable but it is 4eOTD below; the '3'-type registration label ('3' and frame red, rest black) 
has No. 713 at top, Cyrillic Varshava central and 4-E GOROD OTD below; there is a magenta Warsaw/ 
1 Ekspeditsiya 5 April eds, and the card is addressed to Milan. 

Groups 17: Soviet Registered Material 
The wide range of types employed by the Soviet PO can be further demonstrated by the 3 following 

items. 
(a) a cover to Lisken from Tiflis 29 Jan 1936 (arrived 8 Feb) advised by Mr. Pritt marked 

'Recommande' by sender, and in a different hand marked m/s 'R Tiflis-3/No. 35' in top left 
corner. 

(b) a stationery card to Leningrad from Pyatigorsk 5 May 1940 with an unusual design of '3' type 
handstamp (Fig. 152)-same source of data. 

(c) I have an Osininki Novosib.Obl. 29 July 1944 cover with a poorly transliterated 'R' type 
handstamp, 'Osiboynkii Rudnik' evidently, (Fig. 153); this cover was censored (11/M) 
addressed to New York. 

Group 20: Russia in Asia 
The Fig 152 and 153 marks ('b' and 'c' of Group 17 above) are of course also Group 20. 

Group 22: Factories 
Our third 'factory' item is the Fig. 154 'R'-type label on a cover despatched Norskaya Manufaktura 

21 July 1915, censored in Moscow (Warr Type M3a, see article later in this Journal) addressed to Switzer
land. 

Group 24: Manuscript Registration 
Having in BJRP 54 defined this Group as applicable to First war covers, we must, from cover 

(a) of Group 17 above, recognise continued (although evidently unusual) usage in the 1930's. 

Group 25: Control Labels Used for Registration Purposes 
Mr. Frauenlob has sent a partial copy of the top front of a cover cancelled Ferzikovo Kai, 20 Jan 

1912, with a blue-framed Cyrillic Control label inscribed No. 17/Ferzikovo/Kal.gub(Fig.155), and the 
town name over-written in our alphabet as 'Fercikowo'; there are 2 wax seals on the copy, so the cover 
may well be insured rather than registered (ref. p. 16, BJRP 55). Ferzikovo had 'R'-type labels at that 
time, as is aptly shown by a registered cover dated just one day earlier, 19 Jan 1912 (Fig. 156); it also had 
a double circle datestamp with cross-hatching giving a diamond pattern of dots in the segments above 
and below the date. 

Group 26: Misc. 
(b) Telegraph Offices. Fig 138 and the similar item described in 'Introduction of Labels' above 

show that some Telegraph as well as Post Offices were immediately supplied with labels when 
they were introduced .. They also, however, had 'R'-type handstamps, as shown by Fig. 157 
applied to the latter cover. Mr. Warr also advises a later example, from Moscow, an all
red 'R'-type perforated label with '159' in black and Cyrillic 'tel/N30' in red ink (Fig. 157) 
on a cover with MOSKOVSKOE 30E TELEGR. OTD./a dated 13 March 1915 (also Censor 
Cl, Petrograd P 11 No 25 and AS2-ref BJRP 42) to Copenhagen (5 Apr 1915) and there
fore perhaps also Group 12. 

(f) Volost. Prav. The cover (a) in Group 8 above is of special interest to students of the Vol. 
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Prav. scene. (Ref. Dr. Wortman's article in BJRP 49, 51, and 53). The internal label 
is therefore shown as Fig. 158, and the foreign label as Fig. 159-it may be noted that the 
Vol. Prav status of Chelnavskoe is only included in the former, not the latter. 
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MACHINE CANCELLATIONS-Addendum 
Data from J. Lloyd, F.R.P.S.L., N. C. Warr and I. L. G. Baillie 

KAZAN 
Following the initiative of Dr. Wortman in his BJRP 56 article, John Lloyd has advised a new 

type with 'broken straight lines', used at Kazan (on a local cover): this is shown (as a continuation of the 
BJRP Fig. nos.) as Fig. 12 on p. 8 of the central illustrations. 

MOSCOW 
The search for the earliest Moscow machine marks is proving interesting as there are several 

types of mark involved: 
(a) Eksped. Gor. Pocht. at foot; 5 both sides of date; time after year:-

The earliest date so far is as an arrival mark, without cancelling lines, dated 23.IX.1907.12ch 
horizontally as one and two half strikes, on the front of a 3k stationery card from Solnech
nogerskoe, Mose Gub, in my collection; the card has a small handstamp 'P.Stchapoff/ 
Moscau/(street name)' so seems at some stage to have passed through the hands of a Moscow 
dealer. Mr. Warr has one circular strike 26.III.1909.9ch as a transit mark on the 'outward' 
half of a 4k reply paid card (the 'reply' half still being attached) and two strikes 13.V.1910. 
12ch as an arrival mark on a 3k stationery card. 

(b) 8 straight cancelling lines, otherwise as above, seems to start within the period of above usage 
and then to continue later, as I have it as a transit mark vertically on a 3k stationery card for 
-3.XI.1909-9ch, and various 1912 and 1913 strikes with a series of short lines, replacing the 
time after year (in the 1913 strikes some breaks in the horizontal lines above and below the 
date suggest it could be in need of repair). 

(c) Same office, no provision for time after year. A very similar pair of datestamp dies, but 
'E' of 'Eksped' nearly touching horizontal line above (there is a clear gap here in 'a' above). 
Mr. Warr has this mark on 5/3 kop stationery envelopes for 15.X.1909 and -6.XI.1909; I 
have it on 3/5 kop (+5k+2 x lk adhesive) stationery envelope to Paris, and Mr. Warr also 
has a 13.IV.1910 despatch also to Paris. 

(d) Same office, double circle, 5 wavy lines. This would seem a later type as I have it only during 
the War (12.11.16). 

(e) 19th Post-Tel. Otdiel. Dr. Wortman's 27.VI.1912 date for machine code 'zhe' still·stands 
as the earliest, I have 24.VI.1912, 27.XI.1912, 3.XII.1912 and 21.V.1913, and would only 
observe that the 'yer' for 'yat' tendency is already present. 3 of my strikes are also vertical 
on the front as despatch obliterators on 7 kop. franked envelopes, part of the correspondence 
recently on sale with the St. Petersburg/MCK marks as backstamps. 

(f) Other Post-Tel. Otdiel. I have one tantalising lk perf. Arms type loose stamp; the machine 
had straight cancelling lines, the town is probably Moscow, and the base starts "3E-G .... " 
One wonders why 19th Otdiel seems to dominate the early machine marks from the Otdiels. 

(g) Ekspeditsiya office machines. These seem to be later; I have the 5 Eksp. mark 5.VIIl.17.1 
as a despatch obliterator with the 'EKOP' error of BRJP 56 for 1916, so evidently no-one 
bothered to correct it; and I have a loose 7 kop Romanov with ...... IX.15. 1 also with this 
error, but the town and Eksp. number are missing. I have a 2k Romanov which seems to 
be Moscow/I Eksp/a at left of date in bridge type, but no year: the straight cancelling lines are 
wider spaced, there being 5 (or perhaps 7) only. 

ST. PETERSBURG 
Again there are various types to seek, and for this town append the data in Herr lmhof's 1976 

book on St. Petersburg marks. 
(a) Gorodsk Pochta; 8 at sides; bridge type. Dr. Wortman's 20 Oct. 1906, 10 Nov. 1906 and 

26 Dec. 1906 are still the earliest notified to us; 8 straight cancelling lines. Imhof: 1906/07 
(black). 

(b) Gorodsk Pochta; smaller bridge type with no numbers at sides. Dr. Wortman's 26 Dec. 1906 
strike without cancelling lines is still very early, but I have a red strike as a transit mark 29 
Oct. 1906; my only other example is 14 Sept. 1907 black as an arrival mark. Both these are 
on postcards. Imhof: 1907 (black and red). 
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(c) Gor. Pochta: possibly a successor to (b), and possibly 2 machines in concurrent use: 
(C. 1) a bridge type without horizontal lines inside the inner circle and with these lines weak 

between the two circles. Imhof: 1908/09 (black and red) without cancelling lines. I 
can record a 'PETROGRAD' version with cancelling lines 14 Mar. 1915. 

(C.2) a full bridge type. I have 2 examples: 27 Nov. 1908 red horizontally as a transit mark 
on the front of a 5k letter card, and black horizontally as an arrival mark on the back 
of a 7k stationery envelope. Imhof: 1909/14 (black). 

HELSING FORS 
I agree that the Helsingfors trilingual machine was in use early-my earliest strike, however, is 

-XI.06 so that the BJRP 56 Fig. 3 date still stands as the earliest on record. 

KHARKOV 

KIEV 

(a) The Vokzal mark is recorded in BJRP 56 as Fig. 8; I have one cover with this as the 23 ( ?).4.16 
despatch mark; it was Censored first in Kharkov then again in Petrograd; addressed 
to London. 

(b) The town machine mark for Kharkov is similar to (a), also with '* * *' at the foot but, of 
course, without 'Vokzal'; I have it on a 27 .2.16 cover to the Danish Red Cross in Kopenhavn 
also doubly censored. 

As a large town handling much mail, 2 machines were introduced: 
(a) Serial 'a,' 8 straight lines, double circle type. My earlier is 27.1.16 as a despatch mark (verti

cally) on a free cover to Kopenhagen Red Cross (censored at Kiev). I also have a 13.11.21 
cover to Poland franked with a lR control stamp; again the mark is vertical but it is a differ
ent machine with 9 cancelling lines. 

(b) Serial 'b,' 8 cancelling lines, double circle type; my earlier is 26.9.12 as a despatch mark (verti
cally) on a 4 kop card to England; my later is -2.4.16 is also a despatch mark (vertically) on 
a free cover to Kopenhagen Red Cross (censored at Kiev). 

ODESSA 
Dr. Wortman mentions that Odessa also had 2 cancelling machines, Serials 'a' and 'b.' He shows 

the 'a' machine in Fig. 6, with the dotted wavy cancelling lines going up from each double circle die; the 
'b' machine is similar but the lines go down from each die, so partial strikes can be readily distinguished. 

My earliest 'a' strike is 27.3.10 whereas Dr. Wortman's is 13.7.09. For the 'b' machine, how
ever, I have a 28.12.09 despatch canceller on a franked postcard and a 19.2.10 similar but on a 4k station
ery card-the latter machine was certainly still in use 27.7.17 in the Kerensky period. 

All my Odessa examples before and during the War are applied vertically as are my Kiev and some 
Kharkov examples, so maybe this practice was dominant in the Ukraine Gubierna. 

RIGA 
(a) single star at foot-Fig. 2 of BJRP 56; I have a XII.1909 strike on a loose stamp. I also have 

a 21.X.1910 cover (8 days later than Fig. 2) also showing the dotted line from the toothed 
( or knurled) wheel. Although this appears above the cancellation, mail is of course inverted 
when fed through such machines so that it is ink dropping onto the wheel rather than 
travelling upwards which causes this dotted line. 

(b) another double circle mark but '* 1 *' at foot and the two circles very close together; my 
earliest is 12.IX.1913 as a despatch mark. 

VYATKA 
My earliest strike of Vyatka 'T' (with wavy cancelling lines as Fig. 7 of BJRP 56) is as a canceller 

29 April 1914; I also have it as an entry (or, more likely, exit) mark associated with the Vyatka Censor 
office 15 Nov. 1914. Of wider interest, perhaps, is the use of this machine mark 15 Nov 1916 for des
patch of a military unit envelope made from a ledger form, sealed with bright green strips handstamped 
with the units seal and addressed to Helsingfors where it arrived I Dec. 1916. 
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IMPERIAL ISSUES-Varieties 
data from W. Frauenlob 

Our thanks to Mr. Frauenlob for notifying yet further items to add to the increasing list 
of varieties: See p 7 of central illustrations. 
Fig. 1: 70k horizontally laid: value in top right corner has broken top to 'O' of '70' so that it looks more 

like '7u': a used copy (year ends in '6') 
Fig. 2: lR wove paper: inverted background, perf: a used copy, cancelled 24 Nov 192x at 'KATER!..' 

(thus EKATERINOSLAV or perhaps EKATERINODAR withor perhaps without initial 'E'). 
That this is an unusual item used and perf. is clearer if one reviews the catalogues listings: 

Vertical lozenges: perf mint 
used 

Cercle Philatelique: Stanley Gibbons: 
Imperial Russia Europe Q - Z 

(T964) (1978) 
20.- 8.S0 

imperf mint IS.- 7.S0 
used IS.-

Horizontal ,, perf mint ( ?) 
used (?) 

imperf mint ( ?) 
used (?) 

unpriced 
unpriced 
20.00 
unpriced 

Fig. 3: SR wove paper: inverted background, imperf: a mint copy. 
perf or imperf, in either of these catalogues. 

This item is listed for neither issue, 

MOSCOW CENSOR MARKS 1914 - 18 
by Noel C. Warr 

Mail from Moscow is by no means as plentiful as that from Petrograd, which makes a survey of 
censor marks in Moscow during the First World War somewhat difficult: I have 40 or so items in my 
collection but have been given details of items in the collections of Ian Baillie ("IB" below) and Keith 
Crabtree ("KC" below), who also has photocopies of some items from John Lloyd's collection ("JL" 
below). Working along the guidelines established by Dr. Casey and Mr. Evans in their article on Petro
grad censor marks (BJRP 42), a picture begins to emerge. I would be glad if anyone having additional 
material would let me have details of the postal and censor marks. The Editor suggested a cross-refer
ence to the article on Russian censor marks by John Barry in BJRP 20, which touches upon Moscow, 
and this is included herein. 

The marks of Moscow are neither as varied nor as complicated as those of Petrograd and the 
overall system in Moscow appears to have been simpler; for example, one finds in Petrograd that at the 
beginning of the War envelopes were re-sealed, after examination, by the censor using an intricately 
designed wax seal-no·such device was used to my knowledge in Moscow. The marks fall into various 
categories-hand-struck marks applied by the individual censor; control marks, which were probably 
applied by a supervisor; manuscript marks; gummed slips of paper used to re-seal envelopes-not strictly 
a mark but part of the censoring process. 
Note: Seep. 7 of central illustrations for all Moscow censor items listed below. 

Hand-struck marks: The earlier marks consist simply of the Cyrillic initials 'D. Ts' = Dozvoleno Tsen
zuroi (passed by Censor): they appear with and without frame lines and are struck, as are all 
Moscow marks (with the sole exception of C3a q.v.), in violet ink. These marks, prefixed 
"M", are as follows: 

Ml (Barry 12) In a small, square frame: we each have several examples, so this mark is fairly common, 
and appears on items, both cards and envelopes, originating in Moscow or travelling through 
from other Russian towns. Dates of usage 7 Oct. .14 (Vetlnga to Bergen) to 23 April.ls 
(Moscow lOE Gor. Pocht. Otd. to Barking). One -Moscow Telegraph Office 30, registered, 
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13 March.IS to Copenhagen, has also a Petrograd wax seal (AS2 of BJRP 42). Instances of a 
censor in one town checking up on a censor in another are not often met; we come across 7 
examples out of approx. 130 examined. 

M2 No frame: Moscow 5 Eksp (editsia=forwarding office) to London 9 June.15: also Shouya, 
Viad. G, **a, 2 Aug. 15 to London. K.C. has an example on a German Feldpostkorrespkart 
from Kaluga 14 Sept.IS (new style), with Moscow transit mark 5 Sept.IS (old style) to Vienna: 
J.L. has a non-registered envelope from Moscow Aug. 1915 with M2 and additionally Petrograd 
Pl2b. 

M3a (Barry 13). K.C. has 2 examples, both in violet ink, with the first dot small and square and the 
second large, square, and very close to "Ts"; the top of "D" is narrow. Both are from Moscow 
-a card 18 April 15 and an envelope 23 April 15. J.L. has an item with a mark similar to 
these, despatch Moscow Town Post 22, 2 Jan. 16 with M7 (initials LKG) in addition. (A 
further example within this datespan is recorded under Group 22 in the preceding article on 
Registration.-Ed.). 

M3b IB has one example in blue ink, similar to M3a but with raised round dots (first round, second 
square), apparently with a wider top· to "D," a thicker oval and overall somewhat larger; it 
occurs on an unfranked card from Tashkent (message dated 13 Jan. IS-perhaps new style) 
to Vienna with a red crayon "P.E." ("R.E." of Cyrillic). Although a smudged strike it seems 
not to be a M3a, so is tentatively identified M3b; can readers advise confirmatory examples? 

M3c (Barry 14). In an oval frame: on a Prisoner of War Card from Volkov to Celle, Hanover; Volkov 
20 Oct. 15, Moscow 1 Eksp. 21 and 26 Oct. 15. KC has two examples, one a P.O.W. reply card 
Moscow 5 Nov. 15 to Austria and a registered envelope Moscow 14 Nov. 15 to U.K., and 1B 
has a P.O.W. ½k card from an unidentifiable Vol.Prav. via Moscow 14and 15 Dec. 15 to Austria. 

M3d Similiar to M3c but larger. l.B. has one example on an unfranked "Service des Prisonniers 
de Guerre" envelope from Shanghai Zagranichi P.Kont. a 29 Oct. I 6 (T. & S. Fig. 501) via 
Moscow(? 5 Eksp. 20 Nov. 16) to Edrovo, Novgorod Gub. (arrival 22 Nov. 16). (With red 
unframed D.T.s mark of the Shanghai Censor office which is not yet recorded; J.B. intends 
later to publish details). There is a possibility that M3d is an incomplete strike of MS or of a 
yet unrecorded Moscow mark, but further examples are needed before a conclusion can be 
reached. 

M4 In square frame, large -3.7 x 1.4 ems. KC has one example: TPO Tashkent 70 Samara, 5 
24 Sept. 15; Moscow 1 Eksp. 8 26 Oct and 16 Nov 15 with "Correspondence des Prisonniers de 
Guerre" handstamp; to Obersbach (?), Saxony. 

MS D.Ts. as in Ml, M2 but framed as M3c, with MOCKBA beneath. I have one example: MOSCOW 
5 Eksp. 23 May 16; 1 Eksp. 25 May and 10 June 16 to Stockholm. 

M6 Similar to MS but with the frame cut at the quarters. I have one example: Moscow 1 Eksp. 12 Nov 
16, 2 strikes, to London. 

These are comparatively unsophisticated marks and are possibly those that had been used on occasions 
previous to the 1914 war, with some adaptation and up-dating. The following marks are more detailed: 
M7 A double circle, with an asterisk at 12 o'clock and a legend running clockwise-"Prosmotr. Mos

covsk. Voen. Tsenzuroi." ("Examined by Moscow Military Censor")-surrounding the censor's 
Cyrillic initials. We have seen TA, KhA, GLV, RNV, LKG (and perhaps also AKG-see later), 
NI, AK, TsK, NM, YuS, IL T, EF and AShch, all on envelopes, three of which are registered. 
YuG appears twice-items to New York and to Detroit; also NI to New York and to Stockholm; 
also BF. Earliest use is 20 April 15, latest is 7 Feb 17; certainly in regular use from April 1915 
and throughout 1916. 

M8a (Barry 15). As M7, but the initials being replaced by a number. Those seen are- 70 (3 examples), 
72, 74, 82 (2), 83, 85, 87, 89, 92 (8), 93, 96, 98, 99, 100 (2), 101, 103 (4), 110, 112 (2), 119, 124, 127, 
150, 152, 156 (2), 159, 167, 188, 189, 213, 221, 231, 237, 240 (3), 260, 282 (2), 403 and 453: Barry 15 
is also No. 221. These appear on ordinary and registered envelopes and on cards (I have ar 
interesting series of eight from a P.O.W. writing, in German, from Nizhni Novgorod to some 
whereinHungary). Earliest usage is 3 Oct 15 (No. 72); in regular use to 27 Oct. 17 (No. 529 
though K.C. has one March 1918 example (No. 110). 

M8b As M8a but with number inverted giving the effect of asterisk moved to 6 o'clock and inscriptio: 
reading clockwise from there. Those seen are-5, 26, 34, 46, 49, 51 (2 examples), 62, 69, 338, 353, 
374, 379, 380, 481 (or perhaps 451), 528, 529, 580, 592, 593, 629 and 696 (this unclear). Earliest 
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usage is 17 Sept. 15 (No. 62); in regular use through 1916 to Aug. 17, though I have one 27 Aug. 
18 example (No. 49). 

M9 I.B. adds a different category-items censored on receipt in Moscow. He has a 5 June 17 item 
from New Brunswick, New Jersey, USA, franked 5 cents, with a Moscow 5 Eksp. 30 June 17 
machine mark on the back: censor C9: 5 Eksp. 1 July 17 machine on front. 

All the marks in these categories overlap to some extent and an approximate only chronological/censor 
sequence emerges-which is doubtless the best one can hope for. 

Control Marks. A similar mark was employed in both Moscow and Petrograd: Casey and Evans state 
"The function of control marks appears to have been an aid to sorting, either for censorship or 
some other purpose. In many cases we have been unable to adduce any convincing evidence of 
purpose." The Moscow numerical range, as opposed to that of Petrograd, is small. "London 
1980" yielded control No. 2 on a registered envelope Rostov, Yaroslave 14 Feb. 17 to Copen
hagen; Moscow 1 Eksp. 15 Feb. 17; Copenhagen 3 April 17; c8b No; 51. I already had No. 3 
on Yaroslave 21 Feb. 17 to Copenhagen with C8a No. 82 and No. 4 on Moscow 5 Eksp. 18 April 
17 to Copenhagen with M8b No. 34, I.B. has No. 4 on a 3k postal stationery card Astradakovka, 
Simbirsk Gub. 27 May 17 to Copenhagen with M8a (unclear; possibly No. 119). At "1980" I 
also found No. 5 on a registered envelope Moscow 1 Eksp. 4 and P., both 18 March 17, to Philadel
phia, USA with M7 GLV. No. 1 presumably exists. These are all Moscow type Cl. 

Re-sealing slips (Barry 16). Only one type, Lt, was used in Moscow, which was pasted across the flap 
of the envelope; it is printed in black on thin yellow-brown paper and measures 64.5 x 32.5mms. 
In use on ordinary and registered envelopes-examples date from 30 Aug. 15 to 28 Oct. 16-with 
M7, M8a and M8b. K.C. has a Xerox of one side only of an item in J.L. 's collection with a boxed 
censor "MOG .... " which is signed, then check censor at Moscow with a 9 May 15 machine 
cancel over LI, arriving at Copenhagen 29.5.15. 
Other envelopes show no signs of having been opened by the censor, so were persumably posted 
unsealed-indeed one is still unsealed and has a postal mark which is complete when the flap is 
tucked in. 1B has Konstantinovka, Don Gub, 10 Feb 16 with Moscow 1 Eksp. 8 15 Feb. 16 applied 
with flap tucked in; M8a No. 92, L1 sticking flap down and leaving 15 Feb mark therefore incom
plete; a further-complete-1 Eksp. 8 mark 19 Feb. 16 and Copenhagen 9 March 16 arrival. 
Others, including registered envelopes, have been opened and gummed up after censoring without 
the use of Ll. (Two registered envelopes have been opened and re-sealed by censors at their 
destination, with New York and Berlin slips respectively, both August 1918-after Russia was 
out of the war). 

Manuscript Marks These are plentiful, not all are censor marks and not all are Russian: it is not easy to 
decide which is which, though it is safe to assume that all the Russian marks were applied at the 
censor office, even if not part of the censoring process. 

Dates. Pencil numbers on the backs of envelopes in blue, black or green frequently correspond to the 
day of or the day after the Eksp. mark: we have agreed that this number represents the day that 
censoring was completed and it was probably written on the topmost item of a heap of censored 
mail, as by no means all items have such numbers on. K.C. has one item with a "3" in red on the 
front, which fits this theory: he has two others with numbers on the back, fitting the theory, but 
with an additional red "1" on the back which does not. 
Other numbers, usually on the front of registered items, were applied at destination, for similar 
numbers can be found on pre-war and post-war registered envelopes. 

Initials A card with M8b No. 34 and control Cl No. 4 has the initials "LZ": M3b has red crayon 
"P. E." (possibly Austrian): other items have what look like initials. 
I.B. and K.C. both report items to Vienna with initials: I think these are Austrian because the 
series of eight P.O.W. cards from Nizhi Novgorod to Hungary, all with M8a or M8b, each has a 
set of initials in the top right corner, with the town part of the address underlined in the same blue 
pencil, and with a Vienna censor: one of them has M8b No. 353 with m/s "353" in blue pencil in 
top right corner-but not the same blue pencil that initialled the word and underlined the town. 
Additionally all items from Moscow to Austria are initialled, whereas not many from Moscow 
to other places are. 

Name Registered envelope Moscow to Amsterdam 24 June 15 has M7 "N.M" and pencil m/s "M .. kin," 
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Censor Number Envelope Voronezh to Copenhagen 21.6.16 has M8a No. 98 and Cyrillic "L.403" in 
pencil: see also Nizhni Novgorod P.O.W. card mentioned under "Initials" with M8b No. 353 
and m/s "353." 

Directions Two unregistered envelopes to Copenhagen with no mention of Denmark in the address 
have Cyrillic "SKAND" on one (30 Aug. 15) and Cyrillic "S" on the other (17 Sept 15) in pencil 
indicating Scandinavia. Moscow 1 Eksp. 13 May 16, unfranked, addressed to "Danish Red 
Cross" has violet "Copenhagen" added, plus initials (?). 

Letter Always on the front, in pencil, and most probably applied in the country of destination, for 
"B" and "R" in red appear on items posted to Copenhagen from both Petrograd and Moscow: 
I.B. and K.C. report "A," in blue and red, which they think is similar, though this does not appear 
on correspondence from Petrograd. 

Printed Number K.C. had a cover, Moscow 22 March and 24 March 16 to Danish Red Cross with M81 
No. 112, and with large handstamp "188" in dark blue and m/s "Cop." in blue: also he has seen 
a cover with T.P.O. Sevastopol 60 Kharkov via Moscow 13 Nov. and 15 Nov 15 to Geneva with 
M7 AKG (perhaps LKG), with same "188" in blue and m/s "Cop." in red. 
This completes the survey of Moscow censor marks, showing the progression from relatively 
unsophisticated, general marks through more detailed, personalised marks to equally detailed 
but less personal marks. Not all the items censored in Moscow emanated there, so Moscow was 
obviously a centre for censoring correspondence: some of the items from outside have Moscow 
postal marks, these being 1 Eksp. handstamps. Some of the Moscow items have Otdlenie 
(postal section) marks, with sometimes 1 Eksp. marks in addition; others have only Eksp marks, 
being 5 Eksp, or 5 plus 1 Eksp, or 1 Eksp, the majority being in the last two categories. A study 
of mail from Moscow going abroad prior to the war shows that the marks of 1 Eksp are rarely 
seen: up to 1904 all items destined outside Russia went through 4 Eksp, with this function being 
taken over by 5 Eksp by 1906: only in two instances, in 1890 and 1902, do I have examples of 
the marks of two Ekspeditsias on one item, both being 1 followed by 4 Eksp. Given the pat
tern and incidence of 1 Eksp marks on censored mail, this must have been the location of the 
censor office, although it is possible that some censors were located at 5 Eksp in addition. On 

· the evidence of M3d and M9, I.B. queries whether mail from abroad was routed to 5 Eksp, 
whereas mail going abroad went through 1 Eksp; we wonder whether censoring was carried out 
on the same basis. 
This then, given the relatively small number of items available for examination, can serve only as 
an introduction to the subject of Moscow censor marks. 

Footnotes Contrary to the general rule, I have an ordinary envelope from Moscow, 5 Eksp 4 April 15 
to London, franked with two of the War Charity stamps first issue, which has no additional marks 
-therefore no censor marks-whatsoever. 
K.C. has an Austrian PC from Salzburg to Moscow with a mysterious censor mark, very like 
certain Petrograd types (e.g. P12b and P13b) but sufficiently different to make it uncertain whether 
it should be attributed there or to Moscow: the card has no other Russian postal marks than a 
Moscow machine arrival mark of 5 Eksp 27 May 15. The censor mark is a 3cm diameter double 
ring (outer thicker than inner, like Petrograd Pl2b) in red, with centralised "D.Ts." ("Ts" very 
curved lower left)-perhaps someone could throw further light on this mark? 

(Mr. Warr is hoping to compile an addendum, already having received some new data too late 
for inclusion in BJRP 57. So, will members with any extra information on this subject please advise Mr. 
Warr or ourselves as early as can be managed ?-Ed.). 

USTSYSOLSK DISTRICT-Soviet Zemstvo 1918 
by I. Fedorashko 

(Note: This article was originally in the October 1978 issue of Fitaleliya SSSR, in Russian, and the 
following translation is by L. A. Kolot, revised by G. D. Buckley, to whom our thanks. The previous 
mention of these Zemstvo stamps in our Journal was by the late Fred W. Speers in an article on post
abdication Zemstvos in BJRP 38.-Ed.). 
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The work of the Leningrad student, Rudnikov, on the Ustysysolsk Zemstvo Post and the data 
in the Chuchin Catalogue take us only up to 1918. 

The more comprehensive catalogue by K. Schmidt (1932) mentions the existence of handstamped 
provisionals on the State Printing Works issue of 1915, and he tentatively assigns these to the year 1917. 
The surcharges consist of numerals 7mm in height applied in violet, and are as follows:-

KS No. 48: 5 on 2 kop. blue-green, perf. 12¼ (Schmidt No. 46, Chuchin No. 27) 
,, ,, 49: 10 on 5 kop. carmine-rose, perf. 13¼ (Schmidt No. 45, Chuchin No. 26) 

lo addition to these catalogued stamps G. Sporykin, a Leningrad philatelist, also has a copy of the 5 kop. 
carmine-rose perf. 12¼ (Schmidt No. 47, Chuchin No. 28) with the surcharge "10". This stamp is neatly 
cancelled with the oval Ustsysolsk Zemstvo cancellation, but unfortunately the date does not appear. 

Since the author has been unable to trace any of these provisionals used on cover, he has exam
ined the documents in the State Central Archives of Komi A.S.S.R. in order to establish the date of issue 
and the period during which they were current. According to these documents the Ustsysolsk Zemstvo, 
at its meeting on 14 Feb. 1918, decided to increase the local postal charges as follows, with effect from 
I March:-

A. Ordinary letter post to be increased from 2 kop. to 5 kop. 
B. Registered letter post to be increased from 5 kop. to 10 kop. 
C. Private Money Letters to be charged at ¼ % on the declared value + 10 kop. despatch charge. 
D. Parcels of 1-10 lbs.: 10k. per lb. ) +anadditionalchargeof¼kop.perrouble of the 

,, 10-20 ,, 15k. ,, ,, declared value for insurance and a 5 kop. despatch 
,, ,, 20-40 ,, 25k. ,, ,, charge 

E. The gross receipts under A, B, and C to go to the finances of the sub-district (Volost). 
F. The insurance charge and the 5 kop. despatch charge on parcels to go to the Volost. The 

parcel charges by weight to go to the finances of the District (Uezd). 
G. The Ustsysolsk Zemstvo postage stamps to be withdrawn, and outgoing mail to be hand

stamped with the volost rubber stamp in lieu of postage stamps. 
H. New postage stamps to be printed for the Zemstvo Post by local printers. 

The text of this order may be taken as evidence that the stamps surcharged with the new values of 
5k. and 10k. are the stamps which the Zemstvo ordered to be prepared by the local printers for use from 
1 March 1918. It was evidently convenient to use up the residual stock of the invalidated Zemstvo stamps 
by handstamping them with the new values, and this was done by means of a numbering machine nor
mally used for the numbering of books, etc. Mail accepted at Volost Offices for posting was not franked 
with stamps, but was handstamped with the Volost rubber stamp to indicate prepayment in accordnace 
with para. G above. 

The Zemstvo also decided to open branch post offices in POMOZINO and TROIZKOPEC
HORSK so as to extend its postal activities in the villages of the PECHORA REGION (branch offices 
had already been opened in 1903 in the villages of VIZINGA and USTKOLOM). 

A District Conference of Soviets was held in Ustsysolsk on 23 March 1918, and it was decided 
to liquidate the . Ustsysolsk Zemstvo. A District Executive Council, comprising a Soviet of Workers, 
Soldiers and Peasants, was formed, and Volost Soviet Executive Councils were introduced later. Of all 
the departments which were reorganised as the result of this development, only the postal communications 
department retained its function and its title of "Zemstvo Local Post". Peter A. Potlitzin, a senior post 
office worker, who had worked in the Post Office since 1901, was appointed Commissar of Posts and 
Telegraphs. 

The objects of the Commissariat of Posts and Telegraphs, as defined by Potolitzin in a circular 
letter dated 22 April 1918, were as follows: · 

1. Supervision of the-economic aspects of the postal establishment. 
2. General supervision and guidance of the existing local postal operations. 
3. Extension and development of the postal network in the District. 

The initial period of Soviet rule in the Ustsyolsk District was characterised by severe financial difficulties, 
and the upkeep of Zemstvo stations was particularly expensive (ea. 9000 R per month). Consequently 
on 25 May 1918 the Soviet Executive Council decreed:-

1. All Zemstvo stations to be closed. 
2. Private carriers to be hired for the transport of baggage. 
3. Postal movements to be reduced to one per week. 
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4. Acceptance of local parcels to cease, except for official parcels and parcels which could travel 
by river steamer. 

5. Delivery of State mail from Ustsysolsk to the district offices to be stopped. 
Although Zemstvo stations were temporarily closed, the postal service continued to function. 

On 12 June 1918 it was decided to begin the despatch of mail to Ust Kolom by river steamer, 
and a postman was sent on detachment to Vizinga with an imprest of 360R and instructions to clear the 
accumulations of mail in the Upper Sysolsk and Priluz regions. 

The Executive Council appealed to the local population to provide carts for the transport of mail, 
and offered to pay the drivers 40 kop. per horse per verst. The Council was very dissatisfied with the 
poorness of communications in the Volost Soviets, and on 15 July 1918 it ordered them to provide 2-4 
horses once a week for Zemstvo mail and to provide living accommodation for the mailcart drivers. The 
drivers were to be paid in full at the end of each month by the Executive Council. The order further pro
vided that Soviets which failed to comply with these instructions would be prosecuted before a Revolut
ionary Tribunal, and that delivery of mail to their Volost would cease. 

On 5 August 1918 the staff of the District Postal Service comprised the following:
Headquarters: Manager of Department of Posts and Telegraphs. 
Ustsysolsk Post Office: Manager, Assistant Manager and 5 postmen. 
Ust Kolomsk Post Office: Manager and 2 postmen. 
Pomozdinsk Post Office: Manager. 

The Mordinsk, Bogorodsk and Noshul-Lets Postal Routes had one postman each. Mail was also 
accepted at Volost Offices. 

Continuing cash flow problems caused the Executive Council to increase the postal rates, and on 
31 Oct 1918 the Department of Posts and Telegraphs issued Circular No. 402, addressed to all branches 
of the District Postal Service and all Volost Soviets:-

"By the decision of the Executive Council dated 26 Oct 1918 the local (District) postal rates are 
to be increased to 10k. for ordinary letters and 20 kop. for registered letters. The Department 
instructs postal branches to introduce these rates immediately, using 10k. stamps for ordinary letters 
and 2 x 10k. stamps for registered letters. Volost Soviet Councils to charge the new rates 
without stamps." 

From the text of this Circular it can be deduced that the local postal rates had remained unchanged 
since they were fixed by the now defunct Ustsysolsk Zernstvo on 14 Feb, and that the Volost 
Soviet Offices, like the Volost Zemstvo Offices before them, accepted mail but did not frank it with postage 
stamps; after 1 March 1918, mail was franked with stamps only at the post offices. The stamps referred 
to in the Circular can only be the Zemstvo provisionals of 1918 since there is no record of the issue of 
new stamps by the Soviet Council. 

The Executive Council took all possible steps to ensure the uninterrupted movement of District 
mail. Volost Soviets were instructed to introduce higher wages for postmen, and mailcart drivers were 
given priority for produce and forage, and their horses and carts were exempt from all military transport 
duties. 

One of our illustrations (not reproduced herein.-Ed.) shows a telegram to Potolitzin addressed to 
the manager of one of the Soviet post offices and handstamped with the Zernstvo c.d.s. dated 28 June 1919. 
There is also a District Military Commissar's circular addressed to the Volost Military Commissar and 
stamped with an oval Zemstvo Post rubber stamp dated 13 Sept. 1919. These two service documents 
prove conclusively the existence of the District Soviet Postal Service and its use of the old Zemstvo dated 
handstamps, but unfortunately no private letters franked with stamps have come to light so far. The 
author has in his collection a copy of the 5 kop. carmine-rose without the "10" surcharge (Chuchin No. 
26) which is cancelled with the circular handstamp "Ust Kolom Branch of Zemstvo Post" dated 4 Nov 
1919, and it seems quite possible that the remaining stocks of unsurcharged Zemstvo stamps were used 
for the franking of local mail when the surcharged stamps were exhausted. 

In addition to organising the District postal service, the Executive Council was striving for the 
transfer of postal functions from the District Soviets to the State Post Office. Circular No. 1528 of 
15 Sept 1919 states :-

"For many years the Local Administration of Ustsysolsk pleaded with the Czarist Government 
for the incorporation of the Ustsysolsk District into the general State Communications system, but the 
pre-revolutionary Government considered that the inclusion of such a large and thinly-populated region 
with its poor road system would not be profitable, and it was not until fue Soviets came to power that 
this request was finally approved." 
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The final transfer of functions was delayed by the advance of White Guard detachments in the 
Vychegda region and by the activities of a counter-revolutionary group formed by Mr. Latkin, the former 
Chairman of the Ustsysolsk Zemstvo, and the Gendarme Officer Orlov. They occupied Pomozino, 
Ust Kolom and several other villages on the Upper Vycheg River. On 15 Nov 1919, the Reds had left 
Ustsysolsk and shortly afterwards the White Guard units advanced still further south, 120km along the 
Vyatka Trakt to the village of Chukaib. 

But the hopes of the counter-revolutionaries were not realised: Red Army detachments, supported 
by partisans, liberated the District Centre (i.e. Ustsysolsk) on 2 Dec 1919 and the village of Kortkeros 
on 4 Dec; within the next week all the territory up to Anyb Village had been cleared. The Zemstvo 
Administration, which had been restored by the Whites, was abolished and the Soviet Executive Council 
resumed its work. The liberation of the Upper Vychegda finally cleared the District of Whites in March 
1920. 

There is no documentary evidence of what was happening to the District postal service between 
Nov 1919 and Oct 1920, but in June 1918 the Ustsysolsk District had been incorporated in the newly
formed North Dvina Region centred on Veliki Ustyug, and on 27 Oct 1920 the Regional Communi
cations Department issued a decree, the contents of which were circulated by the Executive Council to all 
V olost Societies:-

"The People's Commissariat of Posts and Telegraphs is about to open State Branch Post Offices 
in the Ustsysolsk District. These offices will be opened as soon as possible, and maximum co-oper
ation by the local authorities is called for." 

The final transfer of postal functions from the Local Post to the State Post evidently took place 
at the end of 1920. 

11 USTSYSOLSK LOCAL POST"-Additional Notes 
by R. L. Joseph 

The article by I. Fedorashko is of interest to us not only because of its philatelic aspects, but also 
because of its geographical and historical implications. 
(1) Geographical Notes 

The article illustrates two of the principal problems of Russian philately, i.e. (1) the difficulty in 
obtaining large scale maps of Russia, and (2) the difficulty in finding the location of small villages in 
Russia. 

Localities mentioned in the article, apart from Ustsysolsk (which is now called Syktyvkar) are 
VIZINGA, UST KULOM, POMOZINO (? POMOZDINO?), TROIZKO PECHORSK, ANYB, 
KORTKEROS and CHUKAIB. 

3 maps are available, which are of use. 
MAP 1 (Ex the "Rogers-Tillstone" article on Zemstvos in the "London Philatelist 1972"). 

This shows the general location of Ustsysolsk. 
MAP 2 (ex Soviet Atlas 1-1000000) 

This shows Ustsysolsk (as Siktivkar), Ust Kulom, Pomozino (Pomozdino) Troizko-Pechorsk 
and Vizinga. 
MAP 3 (War Office 1944 Scale 1-2000000) 

This shows Ustsysolsk (as Siktivkar) Kortkeros and Vizinga (Pomozdino, Ust Kulom and Troizko
Pechorsk being presumably on the adjacent map, not in the Library). 

The location of Anyb and Chukaib is still unclear. 
(2) Historical Notes 

Near the end of the article there are references to ~ White Guard advance into the area. They 
are of considerable historical interest, and raise two basic questions. First, who were the "White 
Guards" mentioned in the article? Second, where were they going, and why? 
(A) Who were the White Guards? 

The first possibility was Kolchak. However, further investigation makes this extremely unlikely. 
- Kolchak, by Nov 1919, was in full retreat, and hundreds of miles on the other side of the Urals. 
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The only other White Army which could have been in the area was the Army of Northern Russian 
Provisional Government, headed by General Miller. However, when one considers the possibility of 
Northern Russian Army units advancing to this region, one finds a problem. 

Briefly, when the British units in North Russia began to plan their evacuation, which was com
pleted (from Arkhangel) on 27th September 1919, it was decided that a limited offensive would be 
mounted by the North Russian Army and the British in order to discourage the Reds from mounting an 
attack and impeding the safe evacuation of the British Forces. There were several attacks made against 
the Reds, which were successful, but these limited offensives were, according to the history books, made 
in September 1919, and the line of defence held by the North Russian Army after the evacuation of the 
British ran from Emetskoe (on the Dvina) to Seletskoe to Obozherskaya (on the Vologda Railway) to 
Bolshieozerki, some hundreds of miles from Ustsysolsk. 

The question then arises-if the article is correct, then the advance mentioned appears to have 
been part of the operations of The Northern Russian Army of General Miller, and General Miller 'con
trolled' a far larger part of Northern Russia than has been indicated in the English history books avail
able. It appears that his advance, perhaps planned to coincide with the advance of General Yudenich, 
started in September and continued south for three months, being finally repulsed in Nov.-Dec. 1919. 
The Reds, following the defeat of Yudenich and Deniken turned their attention to Miller, and attacked 
on the Dvina front in Feb 1920. The Evacuation of the North Russian Provisional Government was 
effected from Arkhangel on 19th Feb 1920. 
(B) What were they doing? 

The above seems to answer this question. 1t seems unlikely that the units concerned were local 
partisan detachments, or 'lost' or isolated units. It seems far more likely that the southward advance 
was part of a 'general' advance by General Miller, to attempt to gain territory and recruits, and also to 
help Yudenich and Deniken. 

This appears to be confirmed by the article itself. Soviet items dated 15 Sept 1919 are mentioned, 
the Soviet District Council having abolished the 'White' Zemstvo in March 1918. The final part of the 
article states "Zemstvo administration, RESTORED by the Whites, was abolished". 

It therefore seems highly probable that the White Guards were, in fact, units of Miller's N. Russian 
Provisional Government, and the operation was part of a general advance planned to coincide with the 
advances of Yudenich and Deniken. The history books tend to suggest that the planned advance never 
took place, but the article seems to suggest that it did occur, at least in part, and that military operations 
were combined with deliberate political changes (e.g. the restoration of the Zemstvo). The last fact 
seems also to remove the possibility of the advance being a local Partisan move, which in any case seems 
unlikely in view of the distance covered. 

Further information on military actions by the Northern Russian Army after the British evacu
ation would be most welcome, as it appears (assuming the article is accurate) that operations were more 
extensive, and the territory involved was far larger, than has generally been thought to be the case. 

One wonders whether postal operations were restored! 

THE DENIKIN ISSUES-Essays? 
by Michael Rayhack 

The Civil War in South Russia 1918-20 is long over and by now one could say that there would 
be no further surprises in new issues, but such have been occurring in some surcharge varieties recently. 
But now, sixty years after the usage of the Denikin stamps, I have unearthed what appear to be Denikin 
essays. 

Other collectors with whom I have discussed these new items also consider that they should 
correctly be categorised as "essays". If they had been printed to fool collectors of Russia they would 
surely have been on the market for the last sixty years (similar to the Italian 'Denikins' with the rosettes 
instead of the numerals at the sides. Fig. 7E on p. 9 of central illustrations). 

The essays come in 4 sizes. The largest Ruble (Figs. 1 E and lR) is 4 times the area of the issued 
Ruble values (Figs. 5E and 5R); the middle size Ruble essays (Fig. 2R) is slightly taller, and the smallest 
Ruble essay (Figs. 3E and 3R) is about the same size as the issued Ruble values; finally the Kopek essay 
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(Fig. 4R) is slightly wider than the issued Kopek values (Fig. 6R). Although they are all printed in a 
weird assortment of colours (e.g. blue/green, red/yellow, green/blue, pink/pink), the same cliche is used 
for all the different colours, viz. one cliche for each size of essay. 

These essays were therefore geared to be printed in mass numbers with different coloured inks and 
papers, but not in the two colours like the issued Denikin stamps, where the use of one colour for the 
frame and a second colour for the centre of the Ruble values made forgery more difficult. 

Can any reader provide information to help cast light on these unexpected essays? 

THE 11 POLAR BEARS"-A Footnote 
by I. L. G. Baillie 

BJRP 36 contains a series of articles giving a very clear picture of the history of the British Expedit
ionary Force to North Russia, and of the postal arrangements including the 'Polar Bear' field post offices. 

Through a colleague whose father was a member of that expedition I can add a small footnote. 
The father was in the radio unit of the Royal Engineers, and the mail he sent home is extant, but contains 
only one Polar Bear mark. This is early in the period; it is on a Moscow-printed postcard with No. 9, 
Pinega, a view of the·surskii monastery and the village; the card (Fig. 1 on p. 10 of central illustrations) 
is free, being marked 'On Active Service' by the sender, and has the "Army Post Office/PB2" mark of 
2(3?) Nov 1918-the card carries Christmas greetings. The censor mark is the double oval PE/C type 
(ref p8 of BJRP 36) but No. 14, which is new and we can now allocate to PB2. The authorising officer's 
signature looks like 'J Wallace'. 

This soldier evidently also indulged in the Russian pastime of using picture postcards with some 
sort of stamp and/or cancellation as the souvenir of his visit. For example he seems to have visited 
Solombala, there being two cards, each (Figs. 3 and 4) with a fairly light greenish-blue handstamp (too 
pale to reproduce satisfactorily, unfortunately) inscribed 

-at top: Kolektsion i Korespond. 
-centrally: Solombala Arkhangelsk/Pocht(ovia ?) No 6 
-,-at foot : Vraiyago Syevera 

with lines on either side of the central wording, one shorter line above and below, and a double outer circle 
(the inner line being thinner). One of these cards has a view of ships on the River Dvina, and has a 
l kop PO Savings stamp (previously cancelled); the other has a view ofTroitsa Street, Arkhangelsk, and 
has a 1914 war charity society I kop seal. Each of these adhesives is tied to the card by the above hand-
stamp. . · 

From much later in the period I have a Kerensky 5 kop stationery card (Fig. 2) with a 15k imperf 
Arms type adhesive and no cancellation at all. The message is dated Arkhangel 17 Sept 1919 ( . . parcel 
with soap never arrived . . . . bitterly cold . .. . glad to get away . . .. lot of work still to do .... my subaltern 
embarked for UK 14 Sept) and is from Major N. Suinhoe-Phelan to his mother in Folkestone, Kent, UK. 
The card is marked 'On Active Service' and received the circular 'Passed by Censor' mark with crown 
over 'No. 35R' which my good friend the late Major Hopkins allocated on p7 of BJRP 36 to PB2. One 
wonders whether Major Phelan knew the censor and handed his card directly to him hence missing the 
PB mark? 

THE RUSSIAN REFUGEE POST-Part 4 
by J. G. Moyes 

Add to "Cancellations" (see Part 1, BJRP 54 pp 22-24). 

Terapia-Similar to the standard double ring, but with Russkaya Pochta in thicker, taller sans
serif capitals. This is illustrated in the catalogue of the S. G. Frankfurt auction 30. 10. 79- 3.11. 79, car.
celling an Ornamental 10,000R on lk. and dated 10.4.21. 
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THE LARGE 10,000R PLAIN SURCHARGE 
This surcharge was supposedly for the original registered letter rate and then, with the change in 

rates, the ordinary letter rate. It is seen on covers as often as the 20,000R Plain surcharge. It was 
prepared for surcharging sheets of the Rouble values, which were not all of equal size-see Part 2 (BJRP 
55) for comments on this under the 20,000R and Mr. Baillie's article following it on the sheet sizes of the 
Denikin values. The three known settings of the Large 10,000R all have gaps at the top for the blanks 
on the 7 x 8 Arms type sheets, while surcharges in the margins are seen on sheets of a different lay out. 
It appears that only 7 x 8 surcharge stones were prepared. 

The first Kethro and Ashford setting is the only one for which complete sheets are available. 
Examination of the alignment shows that, with the five subtypes, all 1-2 units are joined transfers, as are 
all 3-4 units. The separate 3-4 and the 4-5 pair on the left of the fourth row align correctly with the 3-4 
unit. There is no uniformity in the spacing and alignment of each subtype 2 and 3 where they are 
adjacent. If the unit were a joined five we might expect to find (a) some joined subtype 1-2-3 grouping; 
(b) equality of numbers of each subtype, which we do not have. It looks as if we have two transfer units 
as was seen on the original 20,000R stone also. 

The second and third settings are incomplete, the third particularly so. Until full sheets are avail
able a study of progressive transfer flaws is not possible but a few words can be said about these two 
settings from the limited material available. The layout of each given below is taken from Kethro and 
Ashford, and Kethro and Baillie. I have only added a few positions on Setting 3. The full layout of 
settings 2 and 3 must await the discovery of full sheets or matching positional blocks. I cannot confirm 
the layout of Setting 2 as given but would suggest that some confusion of subtypes 2 and 3 might be 
present. I can confirm Setting I and the top half of Setting 3. 

V 1 2 V 5 5 V V 3 4 V 4 3 V V 4 5 V 2 I V 
5 
5 
3 

1 2 3 4 3 4 5 1/3 5 3 4 2 3 ? 3 5 3 4 2 1 
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 I 4 1 3 4 5 ? 4 3 1 2 4 1 
4 5 3 4 3 4 5 3 I 3 5 ? 4 4 3 2 5 4 5 2 
1 2 1 2 3 4 5 I 3 4 3 3 3 4 I? 5? 2? 3? 1? 
I 2 3 4 3 4 5 I 3 5 2 ? 3 3 2? 4? 
I 2 1 2 3 4 5 5 4 3 5 3 4 5 5? I? 
V 1 2 V 3 4 V V 3 3 V 3 3 V V V V 

1st Setting 2nd Setting 3rd Setting 

What we know of the second and third settings shows an unequal distribution of subtypes. From 
the few blocks examined there is no uniformity, in alignment and spacing. These settings have been 
laid down by individual transfers. 

I cannot find any consistent transfer flaws on any subtype to show that only one subject was used 
as transfer unit for each subtype. The unequal distribution of subtype implies an unequal number of 
each on whatever was used as transfer units. I refer back to Part 3 (BJRP 56) for the arguments as to 
why the joined transfer unit stone must be the original. The first Kethro and Ashford stone must be the 
original. . As with the other surcharges the first setting shows a thicker impression than the late stones. 
As with the other surcharges, the late settings are strictly speaking forgeries for private gain but made 
with the same transfer types. As with the other surcharges the only way of identifying the originals 
when found as single stamps is by looking at the subtype marks produced by whatever has been used 
as a transfer unit for each stone. Apart from the solidity of impressions there are no general features 
on any value for all subtypes from the original stones to distinguish them from the rest, only differences 
in flaws on individual subtypes. This is why it is necessary to ascertain how the stones were produced, 
and from what transfer unit, so that their transfer flaws on individual subtypes can be noted. 

The Kethro and Ashford flaws (see p. 8 of central illustrations) are all seen clearly on the first 
setting. Any impression not showing these will come from the second or third stones, making allow
ance for under inked impressions of course. Some new transfer flaws (foot of p. 8) from the first setting 
can be given. 

Subtype I-There is a dot south-east of the loop of the second Jetter of ARMII, and another 
dot south-east of the right hand stroke of the third letter of the same word. On the late settings 
these dots are often missing, but when present are faint particularly the dot by the third letter. 

Subtype 2-AII impressions on the first setting show the Kethro and Ashford flaw dot on the 
Jine or break in the line, but there is a flaw constant to all impressions south-west of their flaw, being a 

Page 38 BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY No. 57 



small dot. This dot is not constant on the late settings, nor is the Kethro and Ashford flaw on the line. 
Subtype 3-The fourth letter of RUSSKOI is weak on the right hand side of the curve at the top. 

On the late settings the letter is intact. 
Subtype 4-On the second letter of ARMII there is a slight swelling on the left side of the down 

stroke on the first setting which is seen as more of a dot on the late settings. On the same letter there 
is a protrusion on the inside of the loop at the top, seen on all settings On the fourth letter of ARMII 
at the top left there is a transfer flaw on all subtypes (bar sub-type 4) and thus from the original single 
impression used to lay down the original transfer unit. It consists of an extension of the letter to the 
left and only sub-type 4 does not have it. 

Subtype 5-There is a gap in the line, by the left stroke of the third letter of ARMU. This is 
seen on all settings, but sometimes it is closed by the ink spreading. 

As said before, the Kethro and Ashford flaws are seen clearly on the first setting. On the late 
settings they are as follows: Subtype 1 retains the flaws, but subtype 2 only keeps the dot in the third 
letter of RUSSKOI where it is often detached from the letter-it is usually attached on the first setting; 
the dot or gap in the line is not a constant !ate setting subtype 2 flaw ; subtype 3 flaw, line from third letter 
of RUSSKOI, is not constant on the late settings and where it is seen is either very thin, reduced in size 
or just a dot about a millimetre from the letter; subtype 4 still keeps the distinctive fourth letter of 
RUSSKOI; subtype 5 retains the gap in second letter of POCHTA, but the dot in the fourth letter of 
RUSSKOI becomes very faint or disappears altogether. 

A combination of the above flaws should be adequate to identify a majority of impressions as 
originals or late productions. 

Kethro and Baillie in BJRP 16 give details of some constant stone flaws which appear to be found 
in the same positions on each stone. These consist of large blobs on the extremities of certain letters. 
Each stone for the most part has these on the same stone position but not on the identical part of the 
design. They are not therefore flaws produced in laying down but have been added to the stone for 
some purpose perhaps to aid alignment or alternatively these were flaws on the first setting which were 
deliberately reproduced on the late settings to make them look the same. Their appearance on the 
same stone position but on different subtype can help in plating the surcharge, but until sheets are avail-. 
able we cannot say with certainty whether the same flaws are not repeated more than once e.g. the blob 
on the fourth letter of ARMII is found on stamp 6 of the fourth row of settings I and 3 but also on stamp 
2 fourth row of setting 3. 

Other forgeries than the late settings exist. A commonly met type is easiest distinguished by the 
second letter of RUBLEI which does not curve upwards correctly at bottom left. Also the last letter 
of this word is too wide. Another forgery has the third letter of POCHTA wrong with the curved part 
reaching almost the full length of the letter. Most other letters of this type are too thick while the ink 
used is shiny and the impression is typographed instead oflithographed; the lR bogus perf. 11½ is found 
with this forgery. A third type has the line extending at the right only to the start of the left stroke of 
the last letter of ARMII instead of just beyond it. This type is too tall while the final zero of the value 
is too large. This is the only type I have seen in multiples. I have it on lR perf. and imperf, and 3½R 
perf. including strips with surcharge on the blanks. 

An apparently genuine type but without subtype marks exists and as with other va'.ues is found 
with the Postmaster's guarantee. One example I have on SR imperf. red surcharge shows a border of 
lines at the top, the right and the bottom of the surcharge. I have a 20,000R Plain surcharge which 
shows a similar border of lines. The full stones do not have these lines and neither therefore could the 
transfer units originally. These surcharges must equally be considered forgeries, with the lines and 
without them. 

The Ornamental Surcharges 
The argument for the reserved acceptance of the Plain surcharges is that, irrespective of whether 

they were genuinely used, they were legitimately issued under the Capitulations restored by the Treaty 
of Sevres by a recognised foreign government on Turkish soil (albeit only recognised by the French). 
The Ornamental surcharges were issued after the withdrawal of French support. Wrangel no longer 
headed a recognised government, so that any further issue or sale of surcharge on behalf of the refugees 
(or anyone else) was illegal. The Ornamentals therefore were not a legitimate issue. Because of the 
doubts about whether a postal system of any sort ever operated, I feel that the Ornamentals should be 
classified as a bogus issue and not a private post issue. For this reason I do not intend to deal with 
them at length. 
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We have at least two settings for each value. As only a pair of the Harmer setting is known 
to me (item 'i' on p. 526 of BJRP 17), I shall leave this alone. The other four stones have all been pro
duced by transfer units of horizontal fives, but the subtype flaws are not repeated on both stones of each 
value. This means that the second stones have not been produced from the transfer units, or parts 
of the original stones. 

All four settings show a constant flaw on all subtypes (except subtype 3 from the first 10,000R), 
this being a dot between the last two letters of RUSSKA YA. The design varies between settings (a) the 
10,000R-one stone shows the flowers coming from the same stem and the other stone has them coming 
from different stems; (b) the 20,000R-one setting has a dot on the side of the last letter of POCHTA 
and the other does not have this dot. This means that the single unit used to produce the transfer unit 
for any of these stones was of different appearance each time; even so, the bulk of the design of each is 
similar (leaving out the value and the flowers). 
10,000R Ornamental 

Kethro and Ashford's Stone B (with flowers from the same stem) shows that the transfer unit was 
not laid down by a single impression showing the full design but only a part design. The value does not 
align identically with the rest of the design across the horizontal five. The flowers are different on each of 
the five types. So the flowers and value were not on the single unit but have been added separately, 
to complete the transfer unit of five, one by one. On Kethro and Ashford's Stone A the flowers are 
uniform and were on the single unit, but the value aligns differently and so was not, but has been added 
separately to the unit of five. Therefore the single unit for B showed only RUSS KAY A POCHT A 
RUBLEI and the curved lines, and for A the same with the addition of the flowers. 
20,000 Ornamental 

Kethro and Ashford's Stone A all show the dot on the last letter of POCHTA and presumably 
was a piece of grit or dust adhering to the single impression used for laying down the transfer unit. The 
flowers are uniform and will be on the single unit, but the value does not align correctly on the five with 
the rest of the design so will not be. On Kethro and Ashford's Stone B everything is uniform so for the. 
first time on four stones the single unit to lay down the transfer unit of five is completed. 
Sequencing the Stones for the Ornamentals 

It would seem from the above that the original design prepared was to be used for both values 
and only consisted of the words and the curved lines. Transfer units of five would have been produced 
from this and completed by hand, these being 10,000R Stone B and 20,000R Stone A. The later pro
ductions would again have been made from the single unit or adapted fresh impressions from it. 10,000R 
Stone A and 20,000R Stone B must be considered forgeries of a bogus issue. Late stones of the Plain 
surcharge values could, dubiously, be termed 'reprints' as the same transfer types have been used again, 
but the late stones of the Ornamental surcharges have been produced from an adapted design so can only 
be forgeries. 
Forgeries of the Ornamentals 

The Ornamental late stones are much commoner than the first, particularly with the 20,000R. 
Other forgeries are common, For the 10,000R, forgeries exist of both designs. I have two types for 
design B; the first, which appears to have been made in the same way as the originals from a transfer 
unit of five, all of which can be subtyped, shows the curved line continuing through the second letter of 
POCHTA, the lines at the sides of the same word continuing up to the side on the right (except on sub
type 2) and the lines between RUSSKAYA and POCHTA touching, while the shading in the flowers is 
solid on the left but absent on the right; the second type has a line between the last two letters of 
RUSSKAYA imitating the genuine dot, while again the lines between RUSSKAYA and POCHTA 
touch as does the line at the right of POCHT A. 

Design A forgeries are more common than Design B. I have three types. Two show the lines 
touching between RUSSKA YA and POCHTA and an intact line meeting the right of POCHTA as for 
the above. One type has a line between the last two letters of RUSSKA YA and the other does not, 
but the one without does have a dot between the first two figures of the value at the bottom. The third 
have the genuine gap between the lines between RUSSKAYA and POCHTA on the left and the genuine 
line meeting the right of POCHT A but it does not have the dot in RUSS KAY A. The top of the third 
letter of POCHTA is below the level of the other letters. I have this type with the 'Thais guarantee'; 
it does not appear to be one specific forgery but a series of similar types, some with defined shading, the 
rest solid. Perhaps this is the result of retouching. 
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I have not seen any forgeries of the 20,000R which imitate design A. All forgeries of this value 
have the following common characteristics: no dot in RUSSKA YA, no blobs on the flowers, small third 
letter of POCHT A, line touching to right of POCHT A. A number of apparently genuine types exist 
with the blobs on the flowers and the broken line to the right of POCHTA, but without the dot in RUSS
KA YA (or subtype flaws, of course). These also lose the shading in the flowers. I do not have this type 
with 'Thais guarantee' but suspect this is the source. The 'abnormal 2' variety probably stems from the 
Postmaster and the printer. This is not a variety from the known stones. It is known on cover. 

Cancellations on the Ornamentals 
The first stones of the Ornamentals are extremely difficult to find on cover, which makes it likely 

that the covers were not readily available when the stamps were first produced. It was suggested before 
that the cancels were in imitation of the Aid Bureau caches, if not indeed the cachets themselves. If 
these were distributed correctly to the camps then they would not have been on hand for the production 
of manufactured covers at time of issue of the stamps, only at a later date when they had been returned, 
and a few original surcharges were left. 

Addendum 
It remains to attempt a listing of legitimate surcharges. I suggest that these can only be products 

from the original printing of the Plain surcharges from the first stones. The various lists produced by 
the Postmaster for dealers should not omit any original production and an abstract from these has been 
the starting point. Kethro and Ashford's list for the l ,000R surcharge and Kethro and Baillie's for the 
10,000R. Large surcharges have been taken into account, while I have noted all first stone surcharges 
from material examined. 

I ,OO0R. Plain Surcharge Arms Type 
· Perf. In Blue 1, 3, 4, 5k. 

In Red 2, 7, 10/7, IOk. 
On Levant Surcharges 

1910 In Blue 5/lk, 20/4k. 
In Red 10/2k 1/lOk. 

1912 In Blue 20/5k. 
1913 In Blue 15/3k. 

5,000R Plain Surcharge Arms Type 
Perf. In Blue 3, 35, 50, 70k. 

In Black 14, 15, 20, 20/14k. 
In Red 25k. 

On Levant Surcharges 
1910 In Blue 5/50, 7/70k 
1912 In Blue 3½/35k. 

In Red 2½/25k 
In Black l½/15, 2/20k. 

Small 10,000R. Plain Surcharge On Savings Bank Issue 
In Blue I, 10k 
In Red 5k. 

Large 10,000R. Plain Surcharge Arms Type 
Perf. In Blue 1, 3½, lOR. 

In Red 5R. 
In Black lR. 

On Levant Surcharges 
1910 In Blue 10/IR. 
1913 In Blue 100/lOR. 

In Red 50/5R. 
Large 20,000R. Plain Surcharge Arms Type 

Perf. In Blue I, 3½, 7, lOR. 

lmperf. In Blue I, 3, 4, 5k. 
In Red 2k. 

Imperf. In Blue 3, 35, 50, 70k. 
In Black 15k. 

On Denikin Issue 
In Blue 5, 15k 
In Red 10, 35, 70k 

lmperf. In Blue 1, 3½, 7R. 
In Red 5R. 
In Black lR. 

On Denikin Issue 
In Blue 1, 2, 3, IOR. 
In Red 5, 7R. 

lmperf. In Blue 1, 3½, 7R. 
In Red 5R. 
In Black lR. 
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On Levant Surcharges On Denikin Issue 
1910 In Blue 10/IR. 
1913 In Blue 100/lOR. 

In Red 50/SR. 

In Blue I, 2, 3, !OR. 
In Red 5, 7R. 
In Black 2, 3R. 

The SR. Romanov, the laid paper Levant surcharges and the Small 10,000R. on 70k. Denikin 
are uniformly omitted from all lists and this seems most significant. I cannot confirm any of these from 
the first stones (bar the Denikin for which only one stone exists). I can confirm first stone inverted sur
charges on each perforated Arms type l,000R. and 5,000R., and also for 5,000/Sk. Denikin and 10,000R. 
on 10/IR. Levant 1910 issue. 

GEORGIA 1921 - 22-The Missing Years 
by P. T. Ashford 

Mr. M. Shmuely (Tel-Aviv) has kindly sent a photocopy of some Georgian items in his collection 
with dates that appear to be 1921 or 1922 (see BJRP- 53, 54 and 55 for earlier articles on the 'missing 
years' in Georgia). Three Groups of Menshevik stamps are cancelled (in Georgian) BATUM 14.2.21 
(Figs. 3-5 of p.11 of central illustrations); these are in order but we think are probably clipped from a 
postcard bearing all values and therefore philatelically inspired. 

A Menshevik lR stamp (Fig. 6) is cancelled KUTAIS "U" which Mr. Shmuely thinks may be 
cancelled 15.4.21. It just happens that the adjustment of the final digit of this particular datestamp was 
faulty throughout 1920, and the zero, which is too high, mostly appears to look like a figure "1," so I 
think the stamp was used 15.4.20. . 

However, Mr. Shmuely has a very nice 2R stamp (Fig. 7) apparently commercially used which 
appears to show a cancellation reading AKHAL-SENAKI bearing the date 22.3.21. This is most inter
esting indeed, since, so far, this is the latest known genuine usage of a Menshevik stamp. 

A Soviet unsurcharged stamp of 5000R (Fig. 8) is dated 10.12.22 (which is in order); and a hand
stamped 40,000R/S0OOR (Fig. 9) Mr. Schmuely feels is cancelled 3.6.21, although this appears to be 
much too early for this issue, which should be 1923. 

SOVIET VARIETIES 
data from W. Frauenlob 

In BJRP 56 we illustrated as Figs. 5 and 6 on p. 8 of central illustrations two 'essays' without value 
of a tiger. 

Mr. Frauenlob, who resides in Switzerland and therefore transpires to be well situated to know 
the truth of these 'essays,' has written to the effect that there is a manufacturer of printing machines in 
Berne, Switzerland, who has printed sheets of proofs without value and made these fairly widely available 
as printing samples! 

AZERBAIJAN 1921-SOOr and 1000r Charity Stamps 
by Dr. R. J. Ceresa 

Photostat copies of a block of each of the 500 and 1000 Ruble Charity stamps, issued 
in the Autumn of 1921 have been sent to me. They both appear to be cancelled to order with Baku 'i' 
7 Sept 1921, and from the copies the cancellations appear genuine (Figs. 1 and 2 on p.11 of central illus
trations). 

However, the date precedes the date given by Voichansky in his handbook for the first day of 
issue, namely 21 Oct 1921. The earliest covers which I have seen franked with this issue are dated 27 Oct 
1921, and I have not come across any loose stamps with earlier dates. My only c.t.o. copies, also Baku 
'i,' only show the year '21,' and not the day or the month due to the angle of the strike. 

I would welcome comments from readers on the dates of issue of these Charity stamps. 
----------------•-------·--- ----·--• 
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1924 POSTAGE DUE SURCHARGES 
Lawrence B. Flanagan 

On reading through some previous Journals, I found an article on the 1918 Kerensky issue and 
the 1924/5 Postage Due surcharges. This caused me to examine my collection of these items, and I 
found some interesting variations in the surcharge printings. 

If a line is drawn along the base of the letters in the second and third rows in the surcharge, it 
can be seen that the position of the period after 'kop' and 'zolotom' varies from completely below the 
line to far above the line. Square periods and missing periods are also observed. 

The following table lists the items found in my collection. Unfortunately, I did not have a very 
large number to examine, fewer than 30 of each surcharge and no full or part sheets at all; therefore, I 
can draw no conclusions regarding the plating positions. There seems to be no direct relationship 
between the positions of the periods in rows 2 and 3. 

Period Position 

I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 
·kop' 1 k X X X X X 
(row 2) 3 k X X X X X 

5 k X X 
8 k X X X X 

10 k X X X 
12 k X X X 
14 k X X X 
32 k X 
40 k X 

·zolotom' 
(row 3) 1 k X X X X X 

3 k X X X X 
5 k X X 
8 k X X X 

10 k X 
12 k X 
14 k X X X X 
32 k X 
40 k X X 

Key to Period Positions 
1. top of period touches the line 7. period 1 dia. above line 
2. ¼ of period above line 8. period more than 1 dia above line 
3. ½ of period above line 9. square dot on line 
4. i of period above line 10. square dot above line 
5. period rests on line 11. no period or dot 
6. period ¼ dia. above line 

(If any reader has any full or part sheets, could he please advise so that the plating can be investi-
gated?). 

1956: 225th ANNIVERSARY OF 1st BALLOON FLIGHT 
Dr. T. T. Rutkowska (based on information from Filateliya SSSR by Yu Saknyn) 

The term 'stamp blunder' was given by the academician D. S. Likhachev in the book "The Text
ology" (published by the Academy of Science of USSR in 1962) to the 40k stamp dedicated to 225th An
niversary of the First Baloon Flight in Russia by Kryakutny. S. G. Catalogue No. 2034. The stamp was 
designed by S. F. Sokolov in accordance with the picture by C. Savitsky, painted in 1924, under the name 
"The First Balloon Flight in 1731, in Ryazan." The stamp was issued 17 Nov 1956. 
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According to the report by Yu. Saknyn of Sverdlovsk in the "Fitaleliya CCP" No. 8, 1979, who 
quotes the book by D. S. Likhachev no man by such name as Kryakutny has ever been listed in the history 
of flights in Russia. 

What is more, Mrs. V. F. Pokrovskaya had found the falsification of the manuscript in the series 
of documents: "Sobranie tekushchich postuplenii No. 637"-The Collection of current References 
No. 637" by the well-known forger A. I. Sulukadzev, who used to report in the References the News 
"About Air Flights in Russia from 906 year A.O." (The Manuscript is in the Library of the Academy 
of Science USSR in Leningrad). 

In the News one can read the report by one Bogolepov: "1731 in Ryazani pri voevode podyachii 
nerechtets Kryakutnoi Furvin sdelal kak myach bolshoi, nadul dymom poganym i vonyuchim"-"1731 
in Ryazan in the presence of the voivoide (commander of the army, governor of a province in ancient 
Russia), the clerk nerechtets Kryakutnoi Furvin made a big bolloon and inflated it with nasty and smelly 
smoke . . " Further, by photographic investigations it was possible to prove that word "nerechtets" was 
written over the word "nemets" (German), the name "Kryakutnoi" was written over the word "kresch
chenoy (christined, baptised) and the name "Furvin" altered the initital name "Furtsel". 

The academician D. S. Likhachev therefore has suggested that the stamp should be called "stamp
blunder " but not be recognised as a stamp dedicated to the First Balloon Flight in Russia. 

~ 

NON-POSTAL MINIATURE SHEETS OF THE USSR-Addendum 
Data from L. B. Flanagan, with comments by H. Norwood and A. S. Waugh 

Allan S. Waugh introduced this subject as a major article in BJRP 54, and this Addendum is 
based on additional data as a response to his request; these sources are abbreviated to 'LBF', 'HN' and 
'ASW' herein. 

LBF notes some variations in the sizes of the sheets, with variations of up to 0.3/0.4mm on the 
shorter dimension and up to I.I mm on the longer dimension; HN confirms that such variations occur 
in many of these sheets (Cl8 is cited as a sheet particularly prone to variations) and wonders whether 
there is any real importance to be attached to these variations of size. 

LBF also records Cl3 with number and C22 unnumbered; also C22 and C36 unpriced; 
HN observes that a price or even a number missing can occur when price or number is added subsequently 
e.g. by rubber stamp or, as in C24, typographed on to a lithographed sheet. 

/ Additions to the BJRP 54 list are not given 'Type' references at this stage. Those from LBF 
retain his "year-I, 2, 3 etc." reference and give Scott catalogue numbers; these from HN are given a 
"year/I, 2, etc" reference and give Gibbons catalogue numbers. All are imperforate. 

73-1 "Belfila-73" - Belorussian Philatelic Exhibition, Minsk. 
(LBF) 13.3. x 10.2cm, unnumbered and priced at 15 kop. 

Green and black on white paper with "73" in red. Three stamps are reproduced: 1957 30 kop 
issue picturing a bison (Scott 1920), 1962 4 kop issue commemorating the 80th anniversary 
of the birth of Belorussian poets Yakob Kolas and Yanka Kupala (Scott 2615) and the 1971 
3 kop issue depicting the Be 1 AZ-540 truck (Scott 3849). 

73-2 Card commemorating the 250th anniversary of the founding of Sverdlovsk. Artist: Yu Saknin. 
(LBF) 13.4 x 7.8cm, unnumbered, printed in 2,500 copies and priced at 25 kop. 

Red, black and dark brown printing on a buff card depicting a statue of Sverdlov, with' Sverd
Iovsk in the background. The stamp depicted is the 1948 30 kop issue commemorating the 
225th anniversary of Sverdlovsk, printed in blue (Scott 1308). Issued by the Sverdlovsk section 
of the All-Union Philatelic Society. No indication of a philatelic exhibition. 

74-1 Ukrainian Philatelic Exhibition celebrating 30 years of liberation of Lvov. 
(LBF) 10.0 x 15.0 cm, unnumbered, printed in 25,000 copies and priced at 15 kop. 
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Multicoloured sheet on heavy white paper illustrating a (victory?) monument above ribbons 
interlaced with (olive?) branches. The two stamps are depicted: the 1966 4 kop issue com
memorating N. I. Kuznetzov (Scott 3202) and the 1970 4 kop issue commemorating Col. V. B. 
Borsoyev (Scott 3702). 
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74-2 
(LBF) 

74-3 
(LBF) 

74-4 
(LBF) 

74-5 
(LBF) 

74-6 
(LBF) 

1974/1 
(HN) 

1974/2 
(HN) 

75-1 
(LBF) 

Fifth Oblast Philatelic Exhibition celebrating the 30 years of liberation of Kherson (in Ukrain
ian). 
7.2 x 10.7cm, unnumbered and unpriced. 
Dark brown ribbon, flowers and lettering on a pink patterned background card with the stamp 
in natural colours. The stamp is the 1965 12 kop item "Invincible Nation and Army" (worker 
and soldier holding an artillery shell) from the issue commemorating the 20th Anniversary 
of World War II (Scott 3037). 
Second Oblast Youth Philatelic Exhibition at Orenburg, 2-9 July 1974, to commemorate 50 
years of the Komsomol and Pioneers. 
12.3 x 8.7cm. unnumbered and unpriced. 
Magenta (typographed) printing on a dark orange-vermilion glazed surface card with a stamp
like illustration of two busts of Lenin-one on a flag background similar to the 1970 4 kop issue 
publicising the 16th congress of the Young Communist League (Scott 3741) and one on a flaming 
star background similar to the 1970 l kop issue publicising Soviet general education (Scott 3765). 
"Great Volga" Philatelic Exhibition of the cities of Povlozhye and Leningrad (ASW queries 
"Povlozhye" and wonders whether it might be say Pavlovsky Palace in Leningrad as the exhib
ition venue, as there is no city called "Povlozhye"). 
7.2 x 9.9.cm, unnumbered and priced at 15 kop. Red lettering with a stamp reproduced in 
black and pink-all on a light blue background. The stamp is the 1952 40 kop issue picturing 
Lenin as a schoolboy (Scott 1612). 
Moldavian Republic Philatelic Exhibition, Kishinev, commemorating 50 years of the Republic. 
13.5 x 9.6cm, unnumbered, printed in 40,000 copies and priced at 15 kop. Bright orange print
ing illustrating a statue of Lenin with three stamps in natural colours against the orange back
ground on thin, glazed surface card. The three stamps depicted are the 1944 30 kop issue 
honouring S. G. Lazko (Scott 944), the 1956 40 kop issue commemorating the 75th anniversary 
of the birth of G. I. Kotovsky (Scott 1885) and the 1967 4 kop issue illustrating the arms, flag, 
monuments and buildings of Moldavia (Scott 3352). 
Third Zaporozhye Oblast Philatelic Exhibition in October to commemorate the 30 years of 
liberation of Zaporozhye. 
10.8 x 7.5cm, unnumbered and unpriced. Black-brown and orange ribbon entwined in a dark 
green oak branch, dark green printing and a natural colour stamp on a yellow-green background 
on glazed paper. The stamp is the 1967 10 kop issue commemorating the 50th anniversary of 
the Ukranian SSR, and illustrating Ukrainians offering bread and salt, the monument of the 
Unknown Soldier in Kiev and the Lenin monument in Zaporozhye (Scott 3408). 
Sixth Oblast Philatelic Exhibition, Simferopol, commemorating the 30th anniversary of the 
freeing of the Crimea from the Fascist aggressors. 
8.0 x 14.7cm, unnumbered and unpriced. Designed by L. G. Beketov, 20,000 issued. Grey
blue with a monument and a medal to top left and bottom right and stamp S. G. 4266, portrait 
of Marshal F. I. Tolbukhin, at right centre; across the middle a black and yellow striped ribbon. 
The whole has a white border and each inset is bordered in white. 
1-6 Oct. Sports Philatelic Exhibition, Poltava, commemorating World Championship Cross-
country Motorcycling. · 
7.7 x 11.8cm, unnumbered and unpriced. Deep cream with red lettering. Black imprint at 
base includes the number 10,000, possibly the size of the edition. Inset is, in black, S. G. 2391, 
a racing motorcyclist. In the lower half are motorcyclists in white and the whole has a white 
border. 

Oblast Philatelic Exhibition, Kiev, to commemorate 30 years of liberation of the Ukraine. 
13.5 x 10. 7cm, unnumbered, printed in 40,000 copies and unpriced. A green map of the Ukraine 
on a yellow background illustrates in magenta the military manoeuvres, with two stamps in 
natural colour on a white bordered glazed paper sheet. The two stamps illustrated are the 
1974 4 kop issue depicting the Victory monument and Government House in Kiev and a 30 
year tablet (Scott 4215) and the I 963 4 kop issue illustrating soldiers defending Kiev 
(Scott 2514C). 
LBF example has a special cancellation in black dated 9 May 1975. Possibly the exhibition 
was planned for 1974 but not held until 1975, or sheets left from the 1974 exhibition were re-used 
in 1975 with the cancel to mark the difference. 
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75-2 Oblast Philatelic Exhibition, Voroshilovgrad, in May, to commemorate 30 years victory over 
(LBF) the Germans. Artist: B. M. Nazarov. 

8.8 x 11.8cm, unnumbered, printed in 6,000 copies and unpriced. Black lettering, a dark brown 
illustration of a monument to the liberators of the Ukraine in a star outline, and a natural colour 
stamp, all with an orange background on glazed paper. The stamp illustrated is the 1967 4 kop 
issue for the 25 years victory and depicting the Young Guards Memorial (Scott 3378). On 
the back of the sheet is an invitation to join the Ukrainian Guard Society. 

75-3 Philatelic Exhibition, Lvov, to commemorate 25 years of the Lvov branch of the Lenin Central 
(LBF) Museum. 

9.0 x 14.9cm, unnumbered, printed in 20,000 copies and priced at 15 kop. Red lettering, illus
tration of the Lenin Museum and a stamp against a light blue background on a white sheet. 
The stamp is the 1958 40 kop issue commemorating the 88th anniversary of the birth of Lenin 
(Scott 2053). 

75-4 Fifth Philatelic Exhibition, Aleksandria (ASW: "no such place in my Gazeteer; would it 
(LBF) be Aleksandrov?"-there is an "Aleksandriya-Kherson" railway station in the Moscow 1968 

ref. A7 on p. 31 of BJRP 56, just after Koristovka on the route from Znamenka to Dniepro
petrovsk; could that be it?-Ed.) to commemorate 30 years victory. 
10.0 x 13.6cm, unnumbered and unpriced. Black printing and illustration of a monument and 
tank, red and gold flame and a stamp in natural colour on thin, white card stock. The stamp is 
the 1965 2 kop "Fatherland Calling" item from the issue commemorating the 20th anniversary 
of the end of World War II (Scott 3031). 

75-5 Oblast Philatelic Exhibition, Cherkassy, to commemorate 30 years victory at the battle 
(LBF) of Korsun-Shevchenko. 

11.0 x 8.0cm, unnumbered and unpriced. Violet map of the campaign on a lilac background 
above an orange and black ribbon and flame, with a green stamp on white card. The stamp 
illustrated is the 1945 60 kop item issued to commemorate the third anniversary of the victory 
over the Germans at Moscow. 

75-6 Oblast Philatelic Exhibition, Cherkassy, to commemorate 30 years of the great victory. 
(LBF) 8.0 x 10.9cm, unnumbered and unpriced. Orange and black ribbon with star framing the light 

brown stamp and orange and black printing. The stamp is the 1960 I rub issue honouring 
World War II hero Gen. I. D. Chernyakovsky (Scott 2322). 

75-7 Bobruisk Philatelic Exhibition to commemorate 30 years victory. 
(LBF) 6.9 x 9. 7cm, unnumbered and unpriced. Red printing illustrates the 1945 3 rub Order of Victory 

with the 9 March 1945 overprint (Scott 992). 
75-8 Gorki Philatelic Exhibition. 

(LBF) (i.9 x 9.8cm, unnumbered, printed in 30,000 copies and priced at 15 kop. Gold border at top 
il.nd bottom, gold simulated cancel and a natural colour stamp, white printing on a red back
ground, glazed surface card. The stamp is the 1969 4 kop issue honouring World War II hero 
Nikolai Filchenkov (Scott 3574). 

75-9 First Belgorod City Philatelic Exhibition. 
(LBF) 9.7 x 7.6cm, unnumbered, issued in 4,500 copies and unpriced. Black printing and illustrations 

of a monument and stamp on a pale green background with white border. The stamp pictured 
is the 1960 issue, 25 kop, illustrating the Belgorod cement factory. On the reverse is an invit
ation to join the All Union Philatelic Society (VOF). 

75-10 "Sportfil 75" Philatelic Exhibition, Kishniev. Artist: S. Magidovich. 
(LBF) 9.0 x 12.6cm, unnumbered, issued in 30,000 copies and priced at 15 kop. Yellow sport figures, 

white printing, and a grey black and yellow stamp with a black background on a glazed white 
bordered sheet. The stamp illustrated is the 1973 4 kop issue for the Sports Association for 
Labour and Defence (Scott 4085). 

75-11 Nevinnomissk City Philatelic Exhibition. 
(LFB) 13.0 x 8.0 cm, unnumbered and unpriced. Violet-blue factory skyline, maroon and black letter

ing and a stamp in green and maroon on white glazed paper. The illustrated stamp is the 1964 
4 kop issue publicising the importance of the chemical industry for the national economy. (Scott 
2973). 

75-12 Fourth Oblast Philatelic Exhibition, Zaporozhe, commemorating the 30th anniversary of victory 
(LFB) in World War II. 
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9.0 x 14.0 cm, unnumbered, priced at 15 kop by violet handstamp on the reverse. Grey tank 
monument and red flag with Lenin portrait above an orange and black ribbon, a stamp in natural 
colours and red and gold lettering all with a yellow background on a white bordered, glazed 
paper sheet. The stamp is the 1970 1 kop issue commemorating the 25th anniversary of victory 
in World War II, and depicting the Order of Victory (Scott 3732). 

75-13 Ivanovo Oblast Philatelic Exhibition at Ivanovo, "birth place of the first Soviet." 
(LBF) 7.4 x 10.8cm, unnumbered, priced at 15 kop by violet handstamp on the reverse. Violet and 

red printing of a statue and a natural colour stamp on white paper. The stamp is the 1935 
2 kop issue commemorating the death of Mikhail V. Frunze (Scott 580). 
HN has an example 7.8 x 11.3cm with no violet handstamp on the back or other indication of 
price. 

75-14 "North Kavkaz-1975" Philatelic Exhibition, Krasnodar. 
(LBF) 11.6 x 7.4cm, unnumbered and unpriced. Brown-violet and red printing with a natural colour 

stamp on a white background and yellow-green bordered heavy paper sheet. The stamp illus
trated is the 1973 4 kop issue depicting the Order of People's Friendship and celebrating the 

75-15 
/16 

(LBF) 

56th anniversary of the October Revolution (Scott 4129). 
Kalinin Oblast Philatelic Exhibition to commemorate the 100th anniversary of the birth of 
Mikhail I. Kalinin. 
Two sheets issued, one in horizontal format and one vertical. The first is 11.3 x 8.1 cm, unnum
bered and .priced at 15 kop. A green view of a city (Kalinin?) and a natural colour stamp 
against a blue background of a bridge over a river on white bordered, glazed paper. The stamp 
is the 1935 3 kop issue depicting "Kalinin the Worker" (Scott 573). The second sheet is 8.0 x 
11.5cm, also unnumbered and priced at 15 kop. A red-brown illustration of a statue of Kalinin 
and a natural colour stamp are shown against a blue background of a building on white bor
dered, glazed paper. The stamp is the 20 kop from the same 1935 issue noted above and feat
ures a portrait of Kalinin (Scott 576). 

75-17 "Frunze - t 975" Philatelic Exhibition to commemorate the "6th Spartakiad of the Soviet 
(LBF) Peoples." 

8.5 x 8.6cm, unnumbered and priced at 15 kop. A large red VI on a blue background is framed 
by blue printing and a red single line frame. The stamp illustrated in grey, black and red is 
the 1975 6 kop issue to note the 6th summer Spartakiad (Scott 4305). 

75-18 "9th Republic Philatelic Exhibition," Alma Ata. Artist: M. T. Palatkin. 
(LBF) 7.4 x 11.6cm, unnumbered and priced at 15 kop. Blue frame, grain harvesting scene, rocket 

launching and a natural coloured stamp with a grey background on a white heavy paper sheet. 
The stamp illustrated is the 1945 60 kop Order of Victory (Scott 963). 

75-19 "5th Georgian Republic Philatelic Exhibition, Tbilisi 75" to commemorate 30 years victory. 
(LBF) 12.9 x 10.6cm, unnumbered, issued in 25,000copiesand priced at 15 kop by violet handstamp 

on the reverse. Vertical blue stripe with a monument illustrated, horizontal orange and black 
ribbon, a natural colour stamp and black printing all on a red background, white bordered 
paper. The stamp is the 1946 60 kop issue depicting a soldier and victory flag (Scott 1025). 

1975/1 Dagestan Republic Philatelic Exhibition, Makhachkala, commemorating the 30th anniversary 
(HN) of victory in the Great Patriotic War. 

15.1 x 8.5cm, unnumbered and unpriced. It features the Eternal Flame rising from a black 
basin, a yellow and black ribbon and stamp S. G. 2665-war hero Captain Gadzhiev; it has 
black lettering on a white ground and full red lettering on green ground. 

76-1 Card commemorating the 90th anniversary of the birth ofS. M. Kirov-date assumed to be 1976. 
(LBF) 12.4 x 5.0cm, unnumbered, issued in 15,000 copies and priced at 15 kop. Red-orange illus

trations of agricultural scenes and a natural colour stamp with an orange background on thin 
white card stock. The stamp is the 1966 4 kop issue commemorating the 80th anniversary 
of the birth of Sergei M. Kirov (Scott 3185). 

76-2a Intercity Philatelic Exhibition, Kishneiv-76/Odessa-76. 
/b 12.3 x 7.8cm, unnumbered and issued in 50,000 copies each and unpriced. Large gold Roman 

(LBF) numeral 25, two black monuments and two natural coloured stamps all on an orange back
ground on a white bordered heavy paper sheet. Copy (a) is on ordinary paper, copy (b) on 
coated paper, with all colours on the coated copy being darker than the un-coated item. The 
stamps illustrated are the 1965 10 kop issue honouring the heroism of Odessa in World War II 
(Scott 3134) and the 1966 4 kop issue for the 500th anniversary of Kishinev (Scott 3250). 
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76-3 
(LBF) 

76/4 
/5 

(LBF) 

77-1 
(LBF) 

1977/1 
(HN) 

78-1 
(LBF) 

78-2 

1978/1 
(HN) 

1978/2 
(HN) 

Third All Army Philatelic Exhibition, Moscow. 
9.7 x 7.1 cm., unnumbered, issued in 35,000 copies and priced at 15 kop. Gold printing and a 
natural colour stamp on a dark red background. The stamp is the 1959 40 kop issue 
commemorating the 89th anniversary of the birth of Lenin (Scott 2192). The LBF example 
also has a typographed special cancellation for the exhibition and dated 2-12 April 1976. HN 
has 2 examples: one 9.8 x 7.2cm with the special cancellation, the other 9.7 x 7.2cm without. 
6th Oblast Philatelic Exhibition, Kirovograd, to commemorate the 25th Congress of the Com
munist Party of the Soviet Union. Two sheets alike except for the border colour. 
11.1 x 8.0 cm, unnumbered, issued in 15,000 copies each and priced at 15 kop. Black statue 
over a red and gold ribbon, natural colour stamp and white lettering on a red background. 
76-4 has a dark blue border with red printing, 76-5 has a light green border with red printing. 
The stamp is the 1968 4 kop issue with 1918 portrait of Lenin which commemorated the 98th 
anniversary of the birth of Lenin (Scott 3461). 
60th Anniversary of the October Revolution Philatelic Exhibition, Murmansk, 1977-over
printed vertically in gold on a card apparently not used for, or left over from, the 1974 Philatelic 
Exhibition commemorating 30 years of victory in Zaporozhye (74-6 above). 
8.0 x 14.8cm, unnumbered and unpriced. Red statue and harbour scene with white top stripe 
containing two blue and one green decorative bars plus a grey coloured stamp, all on an orange 
background on a thin white card. The stamp is the 1946 I ruble issue depicting the Medal for 
Deferise of Soviet Arctic Regions (Scott 1070). 
60th Anniversary of the 1917 October Revolution. 
9.1 x 6.2cm, numbered and priced 15 kop. Inscribed 'Glory to the Great Achievements of 
October!' in 2mm capitals above reproductions of S.G. 511 sepia, 516 brown-olive and 514 sepia. 
Below and to the left is a view across the River Neva with the Aurora in the foreground, and 
along the right hand side of the sheet a picture of a rocket launch. Low in the middle is a square, 
serrated like a perforated stamp, poised on a corner containing a hammer and sickle, above 
'60/years/of great October/1977'. 
Third Ukrainian Republic Youth Philatelic Exhibition, Kiev 1978. "Third" and "Kiev"· 
overprinted in black to alter the original 1974 sheet for 1978. 
12.3 x 9.6cm, unnumbered, issued in 100,000 copies (1974) and priced at 15 kop by a violet hand
stamp on the reverse. Bottom 1/3 of the sheet is blue, top 2/3 white, white printing with two 
stamps in red violet, on a paper sheet. One stamp is the 1958 40 kop issue for Kiev in the Cap
itals of the Soviet Republics issue (Scott 2133), the other is the 1969 4 kop issue to publicise the 
First Russian Youth Philatelic Exhibition, Kiev (Scott 3658). 
Third Ukrainian Republic Youth Philatelic Exhibition, Kiev 1978. "Third" and "Kiev-78" 
overprinted in black to alter the original 1974 sheet for 1978 (as with 78-1 listed above). 
9.7 x 136cm, unnumbered and unpriced. Gold decorative frame line around the light blue
green background with red violet printing and a natural colour stamp. The stamp is the 1974 
4 kop issue for the 50th anniversary of naming the Komsomol after Lenin (Scott 4186). 
Joint German Federal Republic-USSR Philatelic Exhibition, Moscow. 
96 x 76mm, unnumbered and unpriced. No stamp included in the design. Upper right and 
lower left areas have the Cyrillic letters SSSR and FRG 7mm high against black, yellow and red 
background; upper left and lower right areas have posthorn and envelope with the German 
black, red and yellow on one side and the Soviet red on the other 2mm high letters SSSR above 
and FRG below. 
60th Anniversary of the Lenin Comsomol organisation 
88 x 65mm, numbered and priced 20 kop. Along the top in 3mm capitals 'Glory to the Lenin 
Comsomols !' The left hand side has a reproduction in red of the 4 kop stamp issued in Jan. 
1978 to commemorate the 18th Congress of the Comsomols. On the right is a composite indus
trial scene in brown and grey above a laurel branch and the dates 1918-1978 in red. 
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ART POSTAL STATIONERY POSTCARDS 1978 - 79 
H. Norwood 

All the cards issued during the two years 1978 and 1979 bore a 4 kop stamp for internal airmail 
post and all were produced in editions of 400,000 except those publicising the 1980 Olympic Games which 
were in larger quantities (stated below where known). As in earlier listings, where the printers central 
inscription does not include a serial number the printer's reference is preceded by "Ref." 

54. 19 Jan 1978. Centenary of Birth of Arthur Kapp (Estonian composer). 
Designed by P. Lukhtein. 
Stamp size 23 x 20mm. 
Ref: 2/IX-77. MT Goznak. Order 6221. 
A commemorative cancellation designed by A. Medvedev was used at Tallin Head Post Office on 
28 Feb 1978. 

55. 9 Feb 1978. 60th Anniversary of the Soviet Armed Forces. 
Designed by G. Komlev. 
Stamp size 49 x 19mm. 
Card No. L 96997 ll/Xl-77. MT Goznak. Order 8125. 
A special cancellation for the 6th Armed Forces Philatelic Exhibition, designed by L. Zaitsev, was 
used at Moscow 1-157 until 13 Feb, whilst Red Army Day (23 Feb) was commemorated by another 
cancellation designed by V. Vasilyev and used at Moscow Head Post Office. 

56. 10 March 1978. Journey by the Atomic Icebreaker "Arctica" to the North Pole. 
Designed by A. Aksamit. 
Stamp size 41 x 20.5mm. 
Card No. L 96972 31/X-77. MT Goznak. Order 8085. 
A "philatelic" cancellation was used on some copies of this card; it is a modification of the 'Atomic 
Icebreaker "Arctica" cancellation designed by Y. Kosorukov which was used from 1 Dec 1974 in 
Leningrad and since Jan 1975 on board the "Arctica". 

57. 22 March 1978. Central Exhibition of Young People's Scientific-Technological Achievements. 
Designed by A. Schmidstein. 
Stamp size 40 x 15mm. 
Card No. 100264 12/XII-77. MT Goznak. Order 8280. 
A special cancellation designed by V. Vasilyev was used at Moscow 1-223 from 15 April to 24 June 
1978. 

58. 3 April 1978. 120th Anniversary of the First Russian Postage Stamp. 
Designed by Y. Artsimenev. 
Stamp size 41 x 21.5mm. 
Ref: 16/XII-77. MT Goznak. Order 8291. 

59. 18 May 1978. 200th Anniversary of Birth of F. F. Bellinshausen (navigator). 
Designed by P. Bendel. 
Stamp size 47.5 x 21mm. 
Ref: 1/11-78. MT Goznak. Order 2425. 
A commemorative cancellation designed by A. Medvedev was used in Leningrad and at Moscow 

Head Post Office on 20 Sept 1978. 
60, 61, 62, 63. XXIInd Olympic Games, Moscow, 1980. 

These cards and the First Day cancellations used at Moscow Head Post Office were designed by 
G. Komlev. 
In each case the picture on the card includes also the Olympic bear, Misha, and the words "You will 
see this in Moscow." 

60. 30 June 1978. Picture: map of Olympic sites in Moscow. 
Stamp size 44 x 20mm. 
Card No. L 91663 17/IV-78. MT Goznak. Order 4045. 
800,000 issued. 

61. 20 July 1978. Picture: cards advertising Moscow theatres. 
Stamp size 45 x 20.5mm. 
Card No. L 88326. 5/IV-78. MT Goznak. Order 2620. 
800,000 issued. 
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62. 22 Aug 1978. Picture: cards advertising Moscow museums and Art galleries. 
Stamp size 44.5 x 20mm. 
Card No. L 88372. 5/IV-78. MT Goznak. Order 2619. 
600,000 issued. 

63. 14 Sept 1978. Picture: cards advertising Moscow buildings of architectural interest. 
Stamp size 44 x 20mm. 
Card No. L. 91617 14/IV-78. MT Goznak. Order 4043. 
600,000 issued. 

64. 9 Sept. 1978. 150th Anniversary of Birth of L. N. Tolstoy. 
Designed by V. Sorokin. 
Stamp size 47.5 x 25mm. 
Ref: 12/V-78. MT Goznak. Order 4171. . 
A First Day cancellation designed by A. Medvedev was used at Moscow Head Post Office and at 
Tula, Yasnaya Polyana and Leo Tolstoy station (formerly Astapovo station, where Tolstoy died). 

65. 20 Sept 1978. Philatelic Exhibition commemorating the 60th Anniversary of the Comsomols. 
Designed by Y. Levinovsky. 
Stamp size 45.5 x 19.5mm. 
Card No. L 91895 21/VI-78. MT Goznak. Order 4241. 
A commemeorative cancellation designed by V. Kachinsky was used at Moscow K-30 from 23 Sept 
to 1 Oct 1978. 

66. 25 Sept 1978. 14th General Assembly of the International Union for the Protection of Nature and 
Natural Resources. 

Designed by Y. Bronfenbrener. 
Stamp size 37 x 25mm. 
Ref: 8/VI-78. MT Goznak. Order 4227. 
A commemorative cancellation designed by A. Medvedev was used at Ashabad from 25 Sept to 
5 Oct 1978. 

67. 6 Oct. 1978. Philatelic Exhibition "Morphil-78", Baku. 
Designed by Y. Artsimenev. 
Stamp size 43 x 28mm. 
Card No. L 91918 12/VII-78. PPF Goznak. Order 133620. 
A commemorative cancellation designed by Y. Artsimenev was used at Baku Head Post Office from 
7 to 14 Oct 1978. 

68. 10 Oct 1978. Meeting of the Underground Railways Committee of the International Union of Trans-
port Organisations. 

Designed by N. Kolesnikov. 
Stamp size 45.5 x 20mm. 
~ef: 8/VI-78. MT Goznak. Order 4223. 
~ commemorative cancellation designed by N. Kolesnikov was used at Moscow K-350 on 12-13 
Oct 1978. 

69. 17 Oct 1978. Lenin House-Museum -at Shushenskoye. 
Designed by N. Cherkasov. 
Stamp size 49 x 21mm. 
Ref: 7/IV-78. MT Goznak. Order 4033. 
A First Day cancellation designed by V. Vasilyev was used in the village of Shushenskoye. 

70. 29 Oct. 1978. Comsomols on Construction Works in the 5-year Plan. 
Designed by Y. Levinovsky. 
Stamp size 55 x 22mm. 
Card No. L 91761 23/V-78. MT. Goznak. Order 4190. 
A First Day cancellati_on commemorating the 60th anniversary of the Comsomols was used at 
Moscow Head Post Office. 

71. 15 Nov. 1978 60th Anniversary of "Soyuzpechat." 
Designed by V. Martinov. 
Stamp size 41 x 22mm. 
Card No. L 91894. 21/VI-78. MT Goznak. Order 4239. 
A commemorative cancellation designed by A. Medvedev was used at Moscow Head Post Office 
on 21 Nov 1978. 
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72. 14 Dec. 1978. 250th Anniversary of Birth of F. G. Volkov (actor). 
Designed by I. Sushchenko. 
Stamp size 35 x 18.5mm. 
Card No. L 92019. 11.10.78. MT Goznak. Order 8018. 
A First Day cancellation designed by G. Serebryankov was used at Moscow K-9. 

73. 28 March 1979. 7th Summer Spartakiad of the Soviet People. 
Designed by I. Filippov. 
Stamp size 40 x 19mm. 
Card No. L 92060 23.10.78. MT Goznak. Order 8143. 
V. Ostroukhov designed a special cancellation which was used at Moscow Head Post Office on 
13 July and Moscow G-277 from 13 July to 5 Aug; there are two varieties of the latter. Other 
special cancellations commemorating the Spartakiad were also used at Moscow Head Post Office, 
and still others from 7 July to 4 Aug, in Leningrad, Vilnius, Riga, Minsk, Kiev and Tallin and may 
or may not be found on this card. 

74. 10 April 1979. European and World Ice-hockey Championships. 
Designed by Y. Artsimenev. 
Stamp size 40 x 28mm. 
Ref: 22.01.79. MT Goznak. Order 2320. 
A commemorative cancellation designed by Y. Artsimenev was used on 14 April, the first day of the 
Championships, at Moscow Head Post Office. 

76*. 21 November 1978. "Comsomolskaya Pravda" Polar Expedition to High Altitudes. 
Designed by Y. Levinovsky. 
Stamp size 42 x 23mm. 
Ref: 25.07.79. MT Goznak. Order 6148. 

77*. 19 December 1979. 50th Anniversary of the Development of Socialist Competition among the Masses. 
Designed by P. Veremenko. 
Stamp size 42 x 19mm. 
Card No. L 82139 01.08.79. MT Goznak. Order 6165. 

*These numbers are provisional as No. 75 appears to have been omitted from the series. No special 
cancellations for the last two cards have been seen by me, or announced so far. 

REGISTERED POSTCARD 
B. Pritt 

The newest SSSR postal stationery postcard is shown as Figs. I and 2 on p. 12 of central illus
trations-up to now it is the first registered stationery postcard in Russia. 

As illustration space precluded full display of front and back, the following notes will explain the 
obscured areas: 

Front: lower left has the usual postal code space; • below the lower right space is the inscription 
"Izdanne Ministerstva cvyazi SSSR. Tsena 10 kop./PPF Goznaka" 

Back: the obscured lines read: "otpravleniya otkrytki) ZAKAZ ANNULIRUETSYA./ 
Raschety mozhno prozvodit chekami Gostrudsberkass./Administratsiya--" 

(Note: this information arrived just too late to be included in BJRP 56, hence apologies for missing 
almost a year in publishing this item.-Ed.). 

"LONDON 1980" 
A. S. Waugh 

The postal stationery envelope shown as Fig. 3 on p. 12 of central illustrations, just received from 
Moscow, features the "London 1980" Logo (blue) and the Clock Tower, plus two of the faces of Big Ben 
(black); the 3-line upper left inscription is red; the postcode space is black and the rest, on the right, is 
all blue. 

On the back it is inscribed 'Ministerstvo svyanzi SSSR, 1980/13.03.80 Tsena 5k. Khydozhnik V. 
Kachinskii/lzgotovleno na Permskoi f-ke Goznaka' (in blue), and inverted on the flap so that it can be 
read upright when infilling the front) the methods of inscribing the digits for the post code box front left 
(in black). 
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(Note: This information arrived just in time for BJRP 57 and it is especially a pleasure to include 
it as this international exhibition was the venue for a meeting hosted by BSRP where many members 
of our and other Socities were able to meet-many old acquaintances were renewed and new f1 iend
ships forged-as well as the opportunity to see many fine exhibits from home and abroad relevant to our 
interests. -Ed.). 

REVIEWS OF NEW PUBLICATIONS 

"IMPERIAL RUSSIAN STAMPS USED IN TRANSCAUCASIA: PART 4: KUTAIS GUBERNIYA, 
BATUM, OBLAST, SUKHUM OKRUG" by and available from P. T. Ashford, 9 Pentre Close, Ashton, 
Chester CH3 8BR, England. (£2 or U.S. 5 dollars (bill), post free). 

For this extremely low price we can now obtain Part 4 of this excellent series of handboo.ks by our 
-Editor for many years. Bulletin No. 3 (mid 1980) lists all 4 Parts and contains a review and it is my 
pleasure to review this new Part in BJRP. 

Each type of cancellation known by the author to have been used in these three administrative 
regions is illustrated and described, not only are the known cancelled adhesives recorded, but the excellent 
practise of providing a priced listing enables collectors to assess scarcity as well as to gauge realistic selling 
and buying prices (allowances of course having to be made for some national variations and to unceasing 
inflation-what will the prices be in another ten or twenty years??). 

The largest towns mentioned in Part 4 are Batum, Kutois, Poti and Sukhum, but the list covers 
many smaller localities whose cancellations are correspondingly more elusive. Also, as a challenge to 
us, those offices (figuring in one or more of the several P.O. Lists referenced) whose cancellations are 
not known to the author. In all, 109 localities are indexed (in Cyrillic sequence), and the layout is again 
commendably straightforward so that it is a simple to use. 

Part 4 is thoroughly recommended as a "must" for all postmark enthusiasts-and for all others 
as the text also contains much useful information on the many localities. According to Part l defin
ition of the scope of this range of handbooks, there are at least two more Parts to come-may we not 
have too long to wait! 
"TPO" THE QUARTERLY JOURNAL OF THE TPO AND SEAPOST SOCIETY: Editor V. Denis 
Vandenelde. Vol. 33 Nos. 2-4 (Summer, Autumn and Winter 19). 

A new 'paquebot-equivalent' (inscribed NA VIRE) for Mariehamn, Finland, is illustrated in 33/3, 
dated 7.7.79-said to be first known since 1936. Although not strictly within BSRP's orbit, we should 
note that all 3 numbers contain extensive Norwegian TPO listings as well as the usual range of inform
ation on TPOs of many countries. 
SCANDINAVIAN CONTACT: Editor P. S.S. F. Marsden, Vol. 9 No. 10; Vol. 10 Nos. 1-3 (Sept and 
Dec 19; March and June 1980) 

Vol. 9 No. 10 contains a listing by E. F. Keefe of the Aerogrammes of Finland from 1949 
(unstamped) and 1951 onwards (stamped), the final part of the footnote by A. Watson on the plates of the 
Finnish 1917 Lion type, and details by J. C. Stone of an 1877 strike reading 'KUPE EXPEDITION 
HELSINGFORS STATION' mail van No(?) 2, addressed from Helsingfors to Wiborg. 

Vol. 10 No. 1 has an article by S. Cederbom on the history of the postal links between Sweden and 
the Aland Isles, has the Mariehamn 'Navire' example (as in 'TPO' reviews above), records 2 
more examples of the Helsingfors Station mark (the date is again 1877 but one is mail van No. 3). 

Vol. 10 No. 2 has yet more discussion of the Helsingfors mark, articles by J. C. Stone on Finnish 
Patriotic Cards of 1901 and by Susan Worsley on 1 April/25 Aug 1917 Finnish Red Cross rail tax, plus a 
letter from J. McCully on postal coding in Finland. 

Vol. 10 No. 3 contains an extensive article by Rev. L. L. Tann on the use of Romanov issue in 
Finland. 
THE STAMP LOVER: Editor A. Blair: Vol. 71 Nos. 2, 3, 4 (April, July, Oct. 1979). 

Useful general philatelic writings, but not of direct BSRP interest this time. Note does contain a 
directory to philatelic literature indexed in Stamp Lover, including BJRP; periodicity of publication is 
said to be "irregular" (presumably because our annual arrangements are not appreciated-representat
ions are being made!-Ed). 
"PHILATELY" THE JOURNAL OF THE BRITISH PHILATELIC FEDERATION LTD.: Editor 
Yvonne King. Vol. 20 No. 3 (May/June 1980). From the BSRP viewpoint this No. is much as Stamp 
Lover! 
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