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HANDBOOK 
of the 

Imperial Russian Post Office 

SECTION 1: Translations of Postal Rates, Rules & Regulations 

1861 Source: Balticum Sanmler 1/1971 

Postage to be charged on letters of 1 Lot (Prussian Weight) sent abroad, including Russian Weight 
Money of 10 Kop. and 2 Kop. Silver for the receipt. 

Rouble Kopeck Rouble Kopeck 

Aachen 22 Luttich (?) 282 
North Africa 38¼ Lyon 38¼ 
Amsterdam 28¼ Magdeburg 22 
Antwerp 28¼ Mainz 22 
Australia, via Cape of Marseilles 38¼ 

Good Hope 7Di Mecklenberg-Schwerin 22 
Australia, with the English Mecklenberg-Strelitz 22 

East India Landpost 1 Si Memel 16 
Baden 22 Montpelier 38¼ 
Bayonne 38¼ Munich 22 
Berlin 22 Norway {via St.Petersburg) 12 
Bordeaux 38¼ Norway {via Prussia) 462 
Brunswick 22 Nuremberg 22 
Bremen 22 Ostend 282 
Breslau 22 East Indies 1 00 
Brussels 282 Paris 38¼ 
Cassel (Hesse) 22 Portugal - to 22 
Cette 38¼ - from there 59 
China 1 00 Restock 22 
Cologne 22 Rotterdam 282 
Copenhagen 31i Rauen 38¼ 
Danzig 22 Scotland 35 
Dresden 22 Sweden {via St.Petersburg) 22 
European Turkey 37 Sweden (via Prussia) 41¼ 
Frankfurt am Main 22 Switzerland 262 
Frankfurt an die Oder 22 Spain - to :22 
Greece 37 - from there 59 
Great Britain & Ireland 35 Stettin 22 
Harrburg 22 Strasbourg (Alsace) 38¼ 
Hannover 22 Stuttgart 22 
Italy 10 Syria (via Austria) 10 

Konigsberg 19 Tilsit 16 
Constantinople 37 Trieste 22 
Leipzig 22 Warsaw 10 
Liverpool 37 Weimar 22 
London 37 Vienna 22 
Lubeck 22 Wismar 22 
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1866 Source: Balticum Sanmler 3/1966 

Rules about the use of Postage Stamps for correspondence sent abroad. 

1) Postage Stamps may be used to frank letters which the Post sends abroad. 

2) For this purpose, new postage stamps of 1, 3 and 5 kopecks are introduced, in addition to the 
existing postage stamps of 10, 20 and 30 kopecks. 

3) Franking with postage stamps of foreign letters is allowed under the following conditions: 

a) When the letter to be sent is supplied with a number of stamps, which completely meet the 
taxes fixed for internal and foreign Postage Due (PORTO), or exceed the same, so will the 
letter be regarded as completely franked, and will be passed over to the recipient without 
any subsequent demand of arrears of postage. 

b) When the nl.lllber of stamps stuck to the letter do not meet the whole of the postage due, 
should the difference be small, so will the letter be considered as franked only to the 
frontier, and the receiver, on delivery of the letter, to pay the whole of the foreign 
postage, according to the fixed tax (i.e., the tax now fixed?). 

c) Should it appear, however, that the number or value of the affixed stamps does not suffice, 
so as even to cover the internal letter postage, so the letter is treated as unfranked, and 
the receiver has afterward to pay the whole internal and foreign postage. 

The following rules apply to the use of postage stamps for foreign correspondence. 

1) Stamps can be used to frank a)Single Letters, b) Despatches in Wrappers, and c) Samples. 
Registered (Insured) Letters, l'loney Letters and Packets lll.lst, as before, be brought to the 
Post and the Postal Charges for the same be paid in cash. 

2) It depends on the sender, whether to provide the letter, sample or despatch under wrapper, 
with stamps, or to pay the postage due for the same in cash at the delivery to the Post(*), 
or lastly to leave them as unfranked, with the exception of letters for States in which no 
unfranked letters can be written. Despatches under wrapper lll.lst, following the general rules, 
always be delivered franked to the Post. 

(*) Even Letters addressed to Turkey, Moldavia and Wallachia are not excepted from these rules. 

3) It has been decided that letters for abroad supplied with stamps can be posted in the Post
boxes which, up to now, are used for letters of internal correspondence and for unfranked 
foreign letters (i.e., letters for abroad, for which the addressee would pay the postage). 

4) Following the introduction of postage stamps for the payment of franked foreign letters, the 
earlier rules are no longer in force, according to which the senders of the same were obliged 
to take from the Post Offices Receipts against the deposit of 5 kop. Silver at acceptance 
(of the letters); the sender can nevertheless even now request a receipt, and lll.lst then pay, 
as before, 5 kop. Silver for the same. 

5) When the Postage Charge for a franked letter amounts to kopecks and fractions of kopecks, 
the fraction will be reckoned as 1 silver kopeck and the letter will be provided with a 
corresponding stamp. 

6) It is not permitted to send letters abroad in Stamped Covers (i.e. Stamped Postal Stationery 
Envelopes). If foreign letters are found in the Letterboxes, they will be treated as 
unfranked. 
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1866: TAX OF POSTAGE DUE (PORTO) FOR LETTERS SENT ABROAD 

Single Letter Sa!!5:!les Deseatches under Wraeeer 
(i.e. Printed Papers) 

TD Up to a weight of 2½ Prussian lot 

Prussia, Austria and all the lands 
belonging to the German Postal Union 14 2 2 

The Prussian Frontier Districts 
(East and West Prussia) to Posen 
and Silesia 10 2 2 

Belgium and Holland 18 3 3 

Great Britain & Ireland: via Belgium 26 5 5 

Great Britain & Ireland: via France 29 7 

Heligoland 20 8 8 

Denmark 18 4 4 

Spain (including Gibraltar, the 
Balearic and Canary Islands), For 30 
Portugal (including l'lladeira and ½ lot 

5 

the Azores) 

Switzerland 29 9 6 

Italy: via Switzerland 39 ... 7 

Italy: via France 35 4 

Papal States: via Switzerland 39 7 

Papal States: via France 47 4 

l'llalta: via Switzerland ... 58 9 

l'llalta: via France ... 47 7 

Norway 30 8 8 

France and Algeria 28 4 4 

Sweden: via Prussia ... 24 . .. 5 5 

Sweden: via St.Petersburg ... 20 

Holstein and Schleswig ... 18 . .. 3 3 

Greece 34 

1866: INTERNAL LETTERS 

Tax of the Weight-lYloney for letters and packets to all t0111ns of the Russian Empire, Empire 
(Zarthum) of Poland, and the Grand Duchy of Finland. 

1) For ordinary letters: 10 silver kopecks per Lot. 

2) For letters with money, and particularly with Assignats, Imperial Treasury Notes, Credit Notes, 
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Gold and Silver coins, and Deposit Notes of the Polish or Finnish Bank: 10 silver kopecks per Lot. 

3) For letters with blank 'Stempelpapier' (i.e., Revenue Stamped Paper), or with small goods 
(Sachen) of silver or gold: 10 silver kopecks. 

4) For letters to abroad is to be paid, for each Lot, besides the foreign postage (Porto): 10 
silver kopecks. 

5) For packets with valuable goods, if they weigh less than 1 pound, for each Lot, but if they 
weigh 1 pound or over, for each pound: 10 silver kopecks. 

6) For Coinage, lllhich will be despatched in casks or leather bags, the weight money is to be 
paid in accordance with the parcel tax. 

7) For insured letters, for letters with notes of the Credit Institutions, Bills of Exchange, 
'Obligations', and other documents lllhich are written on Revenue Stamped Paper, likewise with 
money and docunents in one packet: 25 silver kopecks per Lot. 

NOTES . 

a) For the return to sender of correspondence mentioned above, under the headings 2, 3, 5, 6 and 7, 
or for the redirection of the same to the addressee, lllhere his dwelling is known, just as much 
weight money will be paid, as would be paid for the first despatch. 

b) No postage is to be paid for the return or forwarding of correspondence mentioned above under 
the headings 1 and 4. 

c)'The weight will not be calculated according to part of a Lot or Pound. For every despatch, 
lllhich weighs less than i Lot or Pound, the weight money must be paid for a full Lot or Pound. 
Should the weight exceed 1 Lot or Pound, so the weight money should be paid for 2 Lot or Pounds. 

Pamphlets and Newspapers which, except for the address, contain nothing written, can be sent 
under wrapper, calculated at 1 kopeck for every 3¼ Lot. Each individual despatch should not 
exceed 20 Lot in weight. 

d) On despatch of registered letters, money correspondence and parcels, 5 silver kopecks will be 
collected for the receipt, in addition to the charges for weight and insurance. 

1866: INTERNAL PARCELS 

For parcels and such documents, lllhich will be sent as packets, the weight money is to be paid in 
accordance with the following Tax. (The distances are, of course, between one Government Town and 
another). 

From 1 to 300 Verst: 
From 300 to 800 Verst: 
From 800-1100 Verst: 
From 1100-1800 Verst: 
From 1800 Verst and beyond: 

10 silver kop. per Pound; with documents 15 kop. 
15 silver kop. per pound; with documents 25 kop. 
20 silver kop. per Pound; with documents 35 kop. 
25 silver kop. per Pound; with documents 45 kop. 
30 silver kop. per Pound; with documents 55 kop. 

In accordance with this, the postage to be paid for packets to the undermentioned Governments 
(i.e. from Riga) will be calculated as follows: 
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Livland and Kurland - 10 kop. per pound. 

Augustovo, Estland, Grodno, Kovno, Minsk, Mogilev, Novgorod, St. Petersburg, Pskov, Smolensk, 
Warsaw, Vilna and Vitebsk - 15 kop. per pound. 

Lublin, Polotsk (?), Radom, Chernigov and Tver - 20 kop. per pound. 

Arkhangel, Bessarabia, Kharkov, Kherson, Yaroslav, Yekaterinoslav, Kaluga, Kiev, Kostroma, Kursk, 
Moscow, Nijni-Novgorod, Olonets, Orel, Podolia, Poltava, R.iazan, Tant:Jov, Tula, Vladimir, Volynia, 
Vologda and Voronezh - 25 kop. per pound. 

Astrakhan, Derbent, Erivan, Yakutsk, Yeniseisk, Irkutsk, Kamchatka, Kazan, Kutais, Don Oblast, 
Orenberg, Penza, Perm, Samara, Saratov, Schemacha (?), Sint:Jirsk, Stavropol, Tavriz, Tiflis, 
Tobolsk, Black Sea, Viatka and Vladikavkaz - 30 kop. per pound. 

LEVYING OF INSURANCE TAX FOR MONEY AND VALUABLE DESPATCHES TO ALL TOWNS OF THE RUSSIAN 

EMPIRE, POLAND, AND THE GRAND DUCHY OF FINLAND. 

1) For sums up to 300 Silver Roubles: 1% 
2) For sums from 300-6□0.Silver Roubles: Whole sum of 3 Silver Roubles 
3) For sums from 600-1500 Silver Roubles: ½% 
4) For sums from 1500-3000 Silver Roubles: Whole sum of 7½ Silver Roubles 
5) For sums over 3000 Silver Roubles: *' 6) The insurance for Revenue Stamped Paper and Bills of Exchange is also to be added to this tax. 

7) For all parcels, without exception of those with very valuable goods, the insurance will be 
paid with 1 silver kopeck for every rouble of the declared value. 

8) No insurance is to be paid for the return to sender of money, goods and Revenue Stamped Paper. 

9) In respect of Capital (Capitalien), which will be sent from the Houses of Education and other 
charitable institutions of the Empress Maria, and which amount to not over 1500 roubles, _ a 
½ kopeck per rouble will be collected. However, if the Capital sent exceeds this sum, then the 
Insurance fee will be collected in accordance with the normal tax. 

10) For the Capital to be sent from the Commerce Bank and its Branches (Comptoirs), ! kop. per 
rouble will be collected for transport. 

11) The transmission of sums of money from the Treasury (?Haupt-Rentei?) and other authorities 
complies with the case, where it is permitted, to effect the same without payment of the 
Insurance Tax, instead of following the regulations existing before. 

12) On despatch of foreign coins, 1.% of the whole value thereof will be collected. 

SECTION 3: Postal Treaties 

AUSTRIA 

1843 First Postal Convention with Austria (signed 30 January/11 February 1843) 

1849 Supplementary Postal Convention - 14/26 July 1849. 

1850 Supplementary Postal Convention - 1/13 Oecent:Jer 1850. 

1854 Postal Treaty of 23 April/5 May 1854. 
(Location - Library, photostat; Language German/Italian) 

1866 Treaty of 28 January/9 February 1866. 
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1873 Treaty of 9/21 May 1873. 

PRUSSIA 

1821 Postal Convention of 12/24 December 1821. 

1827 Berlin Postal Convention of 8/20 March 1827 (Prussia/Poland). 

1843 Supplementary Postal Convention of 21 May/2 June 1843. 

1843 Steamship Convention for Postal Services, on St. Petersburg/Stettin service 
19 June/1 July 1843. 

GREECE 

1843 Treaty signed. 

1848 Treaty signed on 25 August 1848. 
(Location - Library, photostat; Language Greek/French). 

SICILY 

1845 Treaty of Navigation and C0111Tierce, signed on 13/25 September 1845. 
(Location - Library, photostat; Language Italian). 

SWEDEN 

1857 Treaty signed. 

The texts of the treaties are available in the Collection of Treaties by F.F. Martens, published 
in Russia before the Revolution. 

(Information from I.W. Roberts and L. Buzzetti) 

SECTION 10: TRANSLATIONS OF FOREIGN EXCHANGE RATES 

1866 Source: Balticum-Sammler No.3, 1 June 1966 

CDfYIPARISON OF RUSSIAN SILVER COINS WITH OTHER EUROPEAN MONEY 

1 Silver Rouble or 100 Kopecks is the same as: 

DENMARK ••• 1 Reichsthaler 39i Schilling 
PRUSSIA 1 Thaler 2 Silvergroschen 41 Pfennig 
SAXONY 1 Thaler 2 Newgroschen 3.9 Pfennig 
AUSTRIA (Austrian Currency Standard) 1 Gulden 62 Nelllkreuzer 
SOUTH GERMANY (South German Currency Standard) 1 Gulden 53i Kreuzer 
BREMEN 1 Thaler 3 Groten (?Groats?) 
HAMBURG BANK (i.e., Official) 2 Marks 2 Schilling 2 Pfennig 
HAMBURG COURANT (i.e., open market) 2 Marks 11 Schilling 2J Pfennig 
GREAT BRITAIN 3 shillings 2.18 pence Sterling 
FRANCE, BELGIUM, ITALY & SWITZERLAND 

(Silver Currency Union) 
GREECE 
HOLLAND 
PORTUGAL 
ROfflE (Papal States) 
SWEDEN 
SPAIN 
TURKEY 
UNITED PRINCIPALITIES OF THE DONAU 

10 

4 Francs 4.9 Centimes 
4 Drachmas 48.1 (7) Lepta 
1 Gulden sot Cents 
716.5 Reis 
74.6 Bajochi 
2 Reichsthaler 82~ Ore Reichsmunze (7) 
15.44 Reales de(?) Vellon 
17.94 Piastres 
4 Romanac 4.9 Tutim 
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The Plague and the Post: Russian disinfection 
procedures up to 1832 

DAVID SKIPTON 

Visitations of plagues and epidemics on Russia began in the 11th century, when in 1090 the city of 
Kiev was reduced by 7,000 inhabitants in a mere two weeks. Fran that time on, Russia suffered 

. through wave after wave of disease. In 1351 the 'black death' came to Russia through Poland and 
Astrakhan; many cities and towns were stricken, but sane simply ceased to exist. Glukhov and Beloozero 
were wiped out, and an outbreak in 1386 spared only 10 people in Pskov. 

over the next four centuries, epidemics never left Russia - sanewhere within its confines there was 
always an outbreak in progress •. '!he plague crept into l>bsc:ow in 1603, and by the time it left, 
ui;wards of 127,000 people were dead. Another mass dying occurred in 1654 during the reign of Aleksei 
Mikhailovich, when the entire area fran Kazan to Oiernigov and fran Astrakhan to Novgorod was 
affected.1 Small wonder, then, that even a runour of plague fran far away would elicit frantic, 
draconian measures to prevent the disease fran spreading. 

In addition to merchants and travellers, post riders and oouriers oould also transmit the plague. 
Russia's first regular post, established in 1667 and operating in 1668, linked that oountry with 
Sweden's Baltic area. '!his 'Riga post' was soon joined by the 'Vil'na post', which maintained can
munications with Poland. '!hose, and the series of 'yamy' (post stations) leading to major towns in 
&iropean Russia, were seen by the authorities as potential conduits for cholera and the plague. 
In 1679 the Vil'na post was shut down canpletely when runours of a plague abroad reached Russia. 
'!he border with Poland was closed, and frontier posts (zastavy) were set up at crossing points. 
All letters caning fran or through Poland were either returned of destroyed. 2 

Peter the Great, having seen his army enveloping Riga stricken by the plague a few 11Dnths earlier, 
issued a decree to the Yamskoi Prikaz on 29 September 1710, •en the receipt of foreign letters at 
frontier posts during (outbreaks) of infectious diseases, and on the (method of) holding them in 
the wind and fumigating them with juniper.' When the letters arrived at a frontier post, they were 
:t:.o be opened, 'held in the breeze for two to three hours', and then disinfected with the juniper 
(preumably SIOOke). After this treatment, the letters were to be re-sealed and forwarded to l>bsc:ow 
by special oouriers and postmen travelling together in groups. Frontier post supervisors and 
governors (voevody) were tasked with •ensuring that postal and relay transportation was available 
for these individuals.3 

Peter saw fit to issue instructions on this subject once again, this time on 17 November 1718 to 
Guards captain Gorokhov, who was being sent to Kiev and Azov provinces on a mission. If oouriers 
fran Gorokhov to his superiors happened to pass through or near an infected area, they were to stay 
p.it at the nearest frontier post and have their letters opened and passed through Sl!Dke. '!hen, one 
of the men at the post had to OO'P':f the letters in triplicate. '!he oopies were forwarded to their 
destination by special oourier, while the Gorokhov rider got to take his chances in keeping the 
original. 4 

By 1771 the diinfection procedure had becane a bit IIDre soi;nisticated. Plague broke out in l>bsc:ow 
that year, and Boris Vladimirovich Pestel, the city's postal director, was called upon to prevent 
it fran spreading by means of the Post. Under Pestel's direction, the following method was intro
duced: entrance into the postal building itself was forbidden, so the postal patron had to stand 
outside at the gate while the letters he brought were fumigated. '!he letters were then raised to 
the window, where two pots of vinegar were set. Letters were dipped in one pot and the m::ney which 
paid for the postage went into the other. After this soaking, the mail was carried to its destin
ation wrapped in special black wax paper. Postal establishments everywhere either dipped mail in 
vinegar or disinfected it with juniper berries or tar. Pestel's success in keeping the plague away 
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1350 1351 

Fran 

M:lngolia ----~.,. , 

The spread of the Black Death into Europe and Russia from 1347 to 1353. 

(From Atlas of World Population History (C. McEvedy & R. Jones), Penguin Books, 1978.) 

fran the Post earned him an award fran the empress of '454 peasant soul-sin various small villages 
of .Sebezh district, Belorussia province.' 5 

No mention is made in these accounts of perforating or slitting open the letters - they were 
simply. opened, fumigated (or dunked) and resealed. 'lhe first official reference we have to the 
former is contained in a 21 August 1818 imperial ukaz •en quarantines'. Article 46 of Olapter II, 
Section I, •en admitting vessels to quarantine port', described the procedure to be followed. 

'When the Quarantine port (authority) takes (?custans?) declarations fran skippers, passengers 
and crews, all letters in their possession must be demanded. 

''lhe letters are to be received fran these individuals by means of long pincers, and those 
which contain no parcels of any sort will be pierced through many times, slit open by the skipper 
on b«> sides, and then disinfected with strong hydrochloric acid fumes. Letters which do contain 
parcels,as well as thick packets, shall be opened by the skipper himself and then treated in the 
above-mentioned manner. If it happens that they have infectious items within, the packets or parcels 
shall be taken to the pirification warehouses. 

''lhe mail dispatcher (ekhspeditor) will enter the letters in a special registry book* issued to 
him by the ~tine Office. A notice of all these letters shall then be hung in the Letter 
Dispatch Office on the very same day; it will contain (instructions concerning) \ffl.ere and how they 
may be received by the addressees, and at \ffl.at specific times, with receipt entered in the book. 

* called a 'shnurovaya kniga' • Its pages were bound by twine or stout cords and sealed in . such a 
way that pages could not be switched around of rerooved without the change being noticed. 

12 BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 63 



•ence they have been disinfected, letters going to other places shall be delivered along with a 
special list to the Post Office, which must enter them (in its register).' 6 

In the first quarter of the XIX century, Russian officialdan was beginning to have sane doubts about 
the necessity of such practices in defending against the spread of cholera. en 13 January 1818 the 
Council of Ministers heard a mem::>randum fran the acting Minister of Internal Affairs, who wanted to 
know if it was acceptable to cease fumigation of ORDINARY letters fran infected areas, and whether 
postal officials at the frontier posts could be withdrawn. Armed with the written opinion of the 
Medical Council, the Council of Ministers decided that ordinary letters should be disinfected only 
in those areas where a quarantine was in effect. Places fran which quarantine had been lifted did 
not need to continue this treatment. letters could be handled normally and officials recalled fran 
their disinfection duties. 

'!he discussions in the Medical Council prior to this decision showed a certain anount of waffling 
and fudging over the question of cholera being transmitted by things (e.g. letters) or people and 
animals. 

'1) '!hat cholera is contagious cannot be doubted, according to observations made during the 
current epidemic. 

2) But the questionof whether or not this disease can be carmunicated by means of things has 
yet to be satisfactorily resolved. '!here have been instances which prove the possibility of such 
carmunication, but on the other hand many observations, particularly those made in f.bscow, force 
us to think that cholera cannot be transmitted by things. 

3) Generally speaking, in doubtful situations even unnecessary quarantine measures cannot be so 
harmful to society as anission of even the slightest preventive ones. 

Basing our opinion on such considerations, the Medical Council suggests the following: 

In areas subjected to cholera, those provisions set forth by the Quarantine Regulations will be 
and must be observed; it follows, then, that letter mail posted fran such areas must be disinfected 
according to the very same Regulations. But where the cholera has already ceased, and where quaran
tine disinfection has been suspended and free camrunication with other places restored, there the 
need for such measures to be applied to letter mail no longer exists. 

But where cordonment is still deemed necessary, there, undoubtedly, quarantine posts must be 
maintained, and consequently postal officials must also be present at them.' 7 

It should be pointed out that these doubts applied only to letter mail. Packages and parcels were 
closely scrutinised and subjected to a certain anount of time in quarantine warehouses. 

Apparently, nothing changed in Russian postal disinfection practices up to at least 1832, as there 
are no further instructions or decrees on the subject in Vol. IV of the 'Collection of Laws Con
cerning the Postal Administration'. 

* * * * * 

NOTES 

1. A. Levin, 'Chuma' (Plague), in Brockhaus and Efron's 'Ehntsiklopedicheskii slovar', vol. XXXIX, 
St. Petersburg, 1903, p. 39. 

2.·A.N. Vigilev, 'Istoriya otechestvennoi pochty', chast I, Moscow, 'Svyaz', 1977, p. 127. 
3. 'Sobranie zakonov po upravleniyu pochtovomu, 1649-1849 1

, vol. 1, St. Petersburg, 1846-1852, 
pp. 85-86. 

4. Ibid., pp. 106-107. 
5. N. Maikov, 'Pestel', in Brockhaus and Efron, vol. 23, 1902, p. 590. 
6. Sobranie zakonov ••• ', pp. 226-227. 
7. Ibid., pp. 448-449. 
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Ship Mail from North-West Russia 
DR. RAYMOND CASEY 

In a series of pioneer articles on Russian ship mail in this journal the late Dr. A.H. Worbnan 
devoted a few paragra:i;:ns to mail fran the White Sea region. He recorded two types of oval can
cellation, each with two subtypes, belonging to the Murman and White Sea steamship services 
respectively (Worbnan, 1968). Since that date there have been one or t'WO published references to 
additional types and the area has been covered in the valuable sum.nary of Russian ship postal 
services given by Luchnik (1970). Nevertheless, so far as I am aware, no previous attempt has 
been made to give a canprehensive account of the maritime and fluviatile postal history of this 
part of Imperial Russia. '!his anission fran the literature is all the rrore striking when one 
considers the wealth of infonnation available on the postal arrangements for the Allied Forces 
during their brief intervention in North Russia in 1918 and 1919. 

'!he cancellations described below are taken fran material in my collection, canprising covers, 
cards and lcx,se stamps emanating fran ship services based on Arkhangelsk or operating on the 
rivers transversing Arkhangelsk Guberniya. '!hey may be grouped as follows: 

A. Arkhangelsk-Murman coast 

B. Arkhangelsk-White Sea 

c. Northern Dvina River 

D. Pechora River 

Many of these postmarks are illustrated for the first time and sane (Vardo-Arkhangelsk) can, 
perhaps, be said to indicate a neglected field of Russia 'used abroad'. '!he list is obviously 
incanplete, however, and although the various cancellations are dealt with in numerical order, 
this is solely for convenience of reference to the accanpanying illustrations. A classification 
into 'types' is considered premature in the present state of ·knowledge. 

In the latter half of the 19th century the Archangel-Murman Steam Navigation Canpany was fanned 
to ply between Arkhangelsk (Archangel), other White Sea ports, and along the Munnan coast to 
the Norwegian ports of Vardo and Vadso. Although the canpany is said to have been founded as 
early as 1875, it does not feature in Lloyd's Register of Shipping until 1892, when it was re
corded as possessing a single vessel, the s~s. I.aronosoff, built in Newcastle in 1891. By 1900 
the Canpany had a fleet of 11 ships, the largest being the Graf Lutke, of 2104 gross tonnage, 
built in Newcastle in 1894. With continuing expansion, by 1916 the fleet canprised the following 
19 vessels: 

Emperor Nicholas II 
Fedor Tschishoff 
Grand Duchess Xenia 
Grand Duke Vladimir 
Kandalaksha 
Keret 
Kildin 

Kola 
Kolgcx,ef 
laoonosoff 
Michael Kasi 
Petschora 
Queen Olga Constantine 

Saint Trifon 
Sergei Witte 
Soroka 

Souma. 

Unba 

Vaigatch 

'!his does not include the Graf Lutke, wrecked in September 1907 after leaving Mezen, and another 
shop, the s.s. Nicolai, which disappeared fran the records without explanation about the same 
time. 

During the ensuing years revolution and civil war tCX>k its toll of the Canpany. '!he fleet rapidly 
dwindled as the ships were sold off or taken over. In 1922 the sole remaining vessel, the 
Emperor Nicholas II (now called the Michael Sideroff), was sold to the F.gypt-Levant Steamship 
Canpany and renamed s.s. Antioch. 
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Sketch-map of part of North-west Russia showing principal localities mentioned in the text 
using place-names current in 1900-1915. (N.B. numerous variants of spelling are found in 
contemporary maps, while modern maps show many radical changes in nomenclature). 

'lhe Cl::11\pany had been given the concession for carrying mail and in recognition of this was per
mitted to display a postho:m on its house flag. 'Ibis was done in yellow and placed diagonally 
below the inset triCX>lour of the Russian mercantile marine. Funnel markings were in yellow-brown 
and black (Lloyd's 1904). (Illustration 1). Ships of this line would have enjoyed privileges 
similar to those granted other official 'postal steamers' (freedatl fran harbour dues, etc.) as 
set out in the Post-Telegrai;n Jou:mal for 1896 and described by Sokolov (1964). 

'lhese 'postal steamers' were an essential part in the life of isolated ccmnunities, at times 
providing the only link with the world at large in a region where the sleigh was a more usual 
form of transport and ccmnunication. Haig Snith and others (1965) have vividly described-the 
difficulties enCX>tmtered in organising a postal service by sea and land in a hostile climate 
during the Allied intervention in North Russia. How much more difficult these conditions were 
before the advent of the railway must be left to the imagination. 

While sane of the mail discussed herein was posted abroad during the voyage by passengers or 
crew and is ship mail in the strictest sense, most would have been picked up at the port of call. 
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1. House flag and funnel of the 
Archangel-Murman Steam Navigation Company. 

In sane cases the ship's letter-box (and possibly the oounter stock) would have been taken ashore 
for this purpose and set up on the quayside, as it is today in parts of the USSR. A picture-card 
of the Post-Telegrai:n Office pier at Pechenga, sent bane by a British sailor in 1916 (Casey, 1968), 
gives sane idea of the primitive conditions then prevailing along the desolate Munnan coast. 
( Illustration 2). 

Fran infonnation in the official list of Post Offices for the year 1876 (Luchnik, 1966), it is 
clear that mail was carried fran the start, though it is uncertain whether ships of this line were 
provided with their own cancellers at this early date. In the last century few people lived in that 
oold and inhospitable terrain, where many of the ports were ice-bound and closed to shipping for 
much of the year. Ship's cancellations of this period fran this region must therefore be of the 
greatest rarity, if they exist at all. 

'!he earliest ship's cancellations fran this regicn I have seen are fran the very end of the 19th 
century. '!hey are single-circle type with the date in three lines. 'lhese were replaced at the turn 
of the century by circular types with cross-shaped date and serial number at sides. '!he familiar 
double-oval with the 'WOrd 'parakhod' ('steamship') below was brought into use about 1904, my 

earliest example being fran 1906. For both maritime and fluviatile services I have nothing later 
than 1915. '!his may mean that the services were reduced or withdrawn by diversion of shipping to 
the war effort; nm-e likely it simply reflects improved overland oarmunications and the diminished 
need for postal steamships. 

0.lriously enough, among those cancellers with serial numbers, I have found only 'l', and for those 

. . . ' . . .'\ 

,~ll~~cia~l.iJ~enrc'xoii~tt. T. 1'onto~w u !ilflllC&ri. 
~:~ "\.,'':...,, ... ·' ,.,·-.., .• . '' 

2. ViE!IIICard of the Post-Telegraph Office pier at Pechenga, one of the ports of call of the Murman 
steamships, sent by British serviceman in 1916. 
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with serial letters, only 'a'. 'Ibis surely cannot be fortuitous. Possibly additional cancellers 
were planned but never brought into use. 

A. Arkhangelsk-Murman coast 

'!he official list for 1876 shows two ship mail routes fran Arkhangelsk, one to the White Sea port 
of Kem, the other to Kola, in one of the fjords on the Murman coast. By 1893 Arkhangelsk-Vardo and 
Vadso had been added. In the early 1900s at least two ships were engaged on. the Arkhangelsk-Vardo 
run, probably with different itineraries, though I have no details for this period beyond the fact 
that 'steamship I' had Vaida-Guba, on the northernroost tip of the Murman Peninsula, as a port of 
call. '!he services were run by the Archangel-Murman steam Navigation Canpany. 

It should be noted that the word 'Murmanskoe' (abbreviated to 'Murmansk.') found in sane of the 
cancellations is an adjective applicable to the Murman coast or Murman Peninsula and does not refer 
to the town of Murmansk. Although farther north than Arkhangelsk, this region is influenced by the 
wann waters of the North Atlantic Drift and is relatively ice-free. For this reason Murmansk was 
founded in 1915 to receive Allied convoys for the Russian Armies in World War I. For the same 
reason a postal ship service, albeit restricted, was able to operate along the Murman coast in 
winter, when the White Sea was closed. 

1. ARKHANGELSK. MURMANSK. PARAKHOD' P.O. (= Arkhangelsk Murman Steamship Postal Branch). 
Single circle (26 Illll) with date in three lines. Word for steamship spelt 'parakhod''(not 
parokhod' ) • 

Occurs as transit marks on 4k stationery card addressed fran Solanbala, Arkhangelsk, 17 VI 1899 to 
Victoriahavn (Narvik), Norway. First strike dated 19 June 1899 and second strike, dated 25 June, 
agrees with new style date of unloading at Vardo (13 6 99), as evidenced by Vardo arrival mark. 
'Ibis shipnark also cancels a 7k stationery envelope addressed to Vardo, dated 19 April 1900, this 
being the earliest seasonal date I have found for this line. 

2. ARKHANGELSK-VARDE/I-E PARCI<HOD. POCHT. CJI'D./1/ (= Arkhangelsk-Vardo/ 1st steamship Postal 
Branch/1/). Single circle (30.5 Illll) with cross-shaped date and serial 11 1 at sides. 

Cancels 2k Arms stamp on Norwegian viewcard addressed to st. Petersburg 11 VI 1904. Arrived 
19 VI 04. (Illustration 4). Originally, I had three similar cards, all posted on the same ship to 
the same address. '!he fact that they were all Norwegian viewcards, one with a view of Vardo, may 
suggest that they were posted aboard during the return trip (Vardo-Arkhangelsk) and that the 
canceller was used for journeys in both directions, as were those of the Vladivostok-Shanghai and 
Baku-Enzeli lines. Alternatively, another canceller, inscribed 'Varde-Arkhangelsk' may have existed. 
Note that the ship's serial number (given in Ranan fonn) implies the existence of at least one 
other. 

3. ARKHANGELSK'-VARDE/PARCI<H. I(= Arkhangelsk-Vardo steamship 1). ~uble oval (31-20 Illll) of 
standard type with thick outer oval and asterisks at sides. · 

Found on a 4k stationery card addressed fran Vaida-Guba 7 June 1914 to Paris, cancellation dated 
24 6 14. Vaida-Guba is on the coast of the Rybachiy Peninsula, the northernroost tip of the Murman 
Peninsula, on the opposite side of Varinger Bay fran Vardo. '!he card is written in French, so 
presumably the writer used the Gregorian calendar, indicating a delay of four days before the 
mail-boat arrived. 

3a. Postage-due mark. DOPLATIT' /ARKHANGELSK'-VARDE I-E PARCI<H. (= To pay/Arkhangelsk-Vardo 1st 
steamship). standard double-oval with 'To pay' at top and fleurons at sides. 

Occurs on a postcard to Soroka bearing VARDO-ARKHANGELSK STF.AMSHIP I cancellations for 1 6 08 and 
2 6 08, with 16k 1 inserted by hand to indicate the sum due. '!he tax marking was alllost canpletely 
concealed by a 3k Arms stamp and was revealed when the stamp was lifted. Evidently the card had 
been p.it in the ship's letter-box unstamped on 1st June and when it was raooved fran the box the 
following day the sender was found and instructed to frank it. Although the two cancellers were 
carried, one for the westbound route and one for the eastbound, it is probable that only one 
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handstamp was used for underpaid mail. 'Ibis would explain the directional discrepancy beb.'een 

canceller and 'doplatit' marking. 

4. ARI<HANGELSK-VARDE PARCJ<H. II (a Arkhangelsk-Vardo Steamship II). Ik>uble-oval (30-19 nm) as 
No. 3, but with 'Parokh. II' below. 

Cancels a 7k letter-card with added 3k to make overseas rate to Lille, France, dated 11 7 06 (Old 
Style); transit mark of Vardo 24 VII 06 (New Style). Written fran Aleksandrovsk, in Kola Fjo.rd, 
not far fran the subsequent site of Murmansk (founded in 1915). Writer canplains that mail goes 
only once a week and that she is giving this letter to a doctor travelling to Norway. Date of 
postmark indicates that he boarded ship the following day. .. 

UNION POSTAL£ U.NlVBRSELt.e. 

CARTE POSTALE 

4. ARKHANGELSK-VARDE 1ST STEA~SHIP circular cancellation on card to St. Petersburg, June 1904. 

5, VARDE-ARKHANGELSK STE~SHIP 1 oval cancellation on 3k Romanov card to St, Iebbe, June 1913. 
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6. 2ND MURMAN STEAMSHIP oval cancellation on cover to St. Iebbe, August 1913. 

~ -~'G.~ 

~ ~ , \&Yi•! ,, 

~ 

5. VARDE-ARKHANGELSK' PARCl<H. I (= Vardo-Arkhangelsk steamship I). Double-oval as before but with 
inscription reversed and 'Parekh. I' below. 

en postcard to Soroka, mentioned above, dated 1 6 08; also on 3k stationery card dated 8 6 13, 
(illustration 5), and on cover franked 7k Rananov dated 22 6 13, both to st. Iebbe, Baltic Railway, 
with no indication of place of origin. '!he message on another card with this cancellation, 
for:merly in my possession, indicates that it was posted aboard s.s. Nicolai. '!his cancellation 
was reported by Luchnik. (1970) without details or date. 

6. 1-E MURMANSKOE PARCl<H. 'a' (= 1st Munnan steamship 'a'). Double-oval (31-20 nm) of standard 
form with fleuron at left and serial •a• at right. 

Ports of call: 
Fran 1st October to 1st May: Vostochnaya-Litsa -- I<harlovka -- Rynda -- Gavrilovo -- Teriberka -
Aleksandrovsk -- Kola -- Vaida-Guba -- Pechenga -- Vardo. 
Fran 1st May to 1st October Ponoi and Arkhangelsk were added. 

'!his mark is recorded by Wortman (1968, p.31) on a postcard in the Frauenlob collection, with 
date which appears to be 9 7 11. If confinned, this would be the earliest date yet known for this 
series of cancellations. My own example is on a loose copy of the 3k Arms dated 22 8 13. 

7. 2-E MURMANSKOE PARCl<H. •a' (= 2nd Munnan steamship •a'). Double-oval as before but with in
scription camiencing '2nd • • 

Ports of call: 
Fran 1st May to 1st October: Arkhangelsk -- Ponoi -- Vostochnaya-Litsa --I<harlovka -- Rynda -

Gavrilovo -- Teriberka -- Aleksandrovsk -- Kola -- Vaida-Guba -- Pechenga -- Vardo. 

en cover franked Rananov 7k addressed to st. Iebbe, Baltic Railway, dated 29 8 13 (illustration 6). 
Part of the same correspondence recorded above with VARDE-ARKHANGELSK cancellation 22 6 13. It is 
tempting to suggest that one type of canceller replaced the other, though the 1911 date recorded 
on the Frauenlob card mentioned above, i f correct, would be against this. 
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8. 3-E MURMANSKOE PARCI<H. 'a' ( = 3rd Murman Steamship 'a' ) Ix>uble-oval as before but with in-
scription ccmnencing '3rd'. 

Ports of call: 
Fran lstMarch to 1st October: Aleksandrovsk -- Vaida-Guba -- Malovolokovoe -- Pechenga -
Finmanskoe. 

Ch postcard franked 3k Anns addressed to Olristiana (Oslo), Norway. Message in German is dated 
6 6 14, which agrees with Old Style date of cancellation (23 5 14). Vardo arrival (18 6 14 New 
Style) indicates at least 13 days at sea, £ran which it seems that the trip £ran Arkhangelsk to 
Vardo, with calls en route, took two weeks or more. 

'!he existence of a 3rd Murman Steamship, inferred by Luchnik (1970, p.44), is substantiated by 
the official Post Office list for 1916. 

B. Arkhangelsk-White Sea 

'!he postal guide of 1902 gives Arkhangelsk-Kem and Arkhangelsk-Kuzanen as the only routes con
fined to the White Sea. Ilyin's map of the steamship and railway postal routes of Imperial 
Russia (1903) shows three main ship routes £ran Arkhangelsk: one going westwards to Chega and 
Kem, another continuing via Kovda and the Kandalakski Bay to Kuzanen, and the third going east
wards to Mezen. '!his is repeated on the more detailed map of the railway and ship routes of 
Northern European Russia produced by A.F. Marks in 1915.* 

We know £ran the Stewart cover described below that in 1902 Steamship No.2 called at Kovda; 
Steamship No.l therefore belonged to the short westbo\llld route terminating at Kem. At present 
there is no reoard of a distinguishing canceller for the Arkhangelsk-Mezen route. 

By 1916, when the double-oval cancellers had been in use for sane years, there were four lines 
operating in the White Sea, as disclosed by the official postal register (Hofmann, 1980). 'lhese 
services were open £ran 1st May to 1st October and clearly corresponded to the four cancellers 
listed below. Lines 1 and 4 appear to have had the same itinerary, although 2 and 3 were both 
different, the whole system ensuring a frequent service to the main ports with fewer calls at 
the smaller ones. All four cancellers were cited by Luchnik (1970, p.44) but without details of 
form or dates of usage. 

Both ordinary and registered mail was handled by these lines, which were operated by the 
Archangel-Murman Steam Navigation Canpany. 

9. r:..E VREM. PARCI<H. BYELCMCESKOE/1/PCXliT. oro. (= 1st Seasonal White Sea Steamship/1/Postal 
Branch). Single-circle (29 nm) with cross-shaped date and serial number 'l' at sides. 

Ch pair of 1k Anns (vertically laid) dated 26 IX 1905. No other records !mown to me. 

Previous authors have translated the w:>rd 'Vremennyi' (abbreviated to 'Vrem.' in the cancellers) 
as 'temporary', though my dictionary gives 'seasonal' as a preferable alternative. 

10. 2-E VREM. PARCICH. BYELO-mSKOE/1/PCXliT. oro. (= 2nd Seasonal White Sea Steamship/1/Postal 
Branch). Single-circle as before but with inscription ccmrencing '2nd' • 

Ch large registered cover £ran a London-based firm of timber merchants (Charles Stewart) in Kovda. 
Franked strip of 3 and single 10k Anns, cancelled 3 IX 1902. St. Petersburg transit 9 IX 1902 and 
London arrival 24 Sep 02 (illustration 7). Also on large piece franked 8 copies 25k and single 
20k Anns dated 4 VII 1908 and on loose lr Anns dated 28 IX 1905. '!he same cancellation, dated 

* This map shows postal stations, post-telegraph stations, post-roads, railway and ship routes. 
A reproduction made by the Ordn~nce Survey in 1916 and updated in manuscript by the War Office 
may be consulted in the library of the Royal Geographical Society, London. The military up-dating 
shows that the projected railway link with Murmansk ('Station Murman' on the basic map) was then 
still incomplete, with Kandalaksha and Soroka (now Byelomorsk) connected by an overland sledge 
route. 
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7, 2ND SEASONAL WHITE SEA STEAMSHIP circular cancellation on registered cover to London, 
September 1902. 

Charles S f a w a r f It u v d a. 
----------------------· ••• :z:susw 

The ~~-~"' .... 

LONDON E. G. 

Bb JlOHLl0Hb. 

- . . • 

-1:. 
!;if' -. J.·· · 

f;; . 
\;! 

~- .. 
~: 
' 

t 
9 o; .... 

' ~"' -----• ., 

11 IX 1906, occurs on a card to Hamburg in the Hofmann collection, illustrated in B.J.R.P. No,57 
(1980). Recorded also by Luchnik (1970). 
Considering that the finn of timber merchants mentioned above used specially printed envelopes for 
its correspondence between Kovda and other White Sea ports and London, a large quantity of covers 
with White Sea steamship cancellations must have existed at one time. Have any more survived? 
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8. 2ND WHITE SEA STEA~SHIP oval cancellation on 4k card from Kovda to London, June 1912. 

BCElllPIILIR DO'ITOBLIR. COI03'f,. PU<'CI 
mnoY POSTALE rxn·EHSELLE. Rl:SSIE. 

OTSPldTOF, IllICbllO. - c.urrE PO T. 

-·-j -~,,. ~~--~--
3¥: ~~~t'~ 

. ~ ;(' "7l d'~ ~ (j 
• 

. .. .. 

10a. Registration label. BYEI,Cl,10RSKOE II-E (= 2nd White Sea) In standard form for internal use, 
with •z• (for 'zakaznoe', registered), not with 'R' as should have been required for foreign
bound mail. Note that the registered number '100' points to a fair volume of business and 
supports the suggestion that many nore of these covers existed in the past. 

11. 1-E BYELCM)RSK0E PARCJ<H. 'a' (= 1st White Sea steamship 'a'). Double-oval ( 31-20 nm) in 
standard form with fleuron at left and serial 'a' at right. 

Ports of call: Arkhangelsk -- enega -- Sumskii Posad -- Kem -- Soroka -- Shueretskoe. 

Wortman (1968, p.32) inferred the existence of this canceller, though he knew of no examples. 
It occurs on a picture-card to Chelyabinsk, franked 3k Arms, dated 9 6 15 and struck in violet. 
Also on a block of ten 7k Rananov dated 30 5 14, and on 4k and 7k Rananovs with dates between May 
and August 1915, all in black. 

12. 2-E BYEI,Cl,10RSKOE PARCJ<H. 'a' (= 2nd White Sea Steamship 'a'). Double-oval as before but with 
'2nd' instead of '1st'. 

Ports of call: Arkhangelsk -- Kuzanen -- Umba -- Kandalaksha -- Kovda -- Knyasha-Guba. 

en 4k stationery card fran Kovda to london dated 12 6 12 (illustration 8); also on 20k Arms pair 
on piece dated 9 6 15 and on loose 7k and 3k Rananovs dated 17 7 13 and 9 7 15 respectively, and 
on 7k Rananov pair dated 27 8 14. Wortman recorded the same cancellation on a postcard with date 
29 9 15. 

13. 3-E BYEI,Cl,10RSKOE PARCJ<H. 'a' (= 3rd White Sea steamship 'a'). Double-oval as before but with 
inscription ccmnencing '3rd' • 

Ports of call: Arkhangelsk -- Kem -- Keret -- Kandalaksha -- Unba -- Kovda. 

en cover to Yuriev franked 10k Arms, cancellation dated 29 6 15; also cancelling 7k Rananov, two 
strips of 3 on piece, dated 5 5 13. 

'!he inclusion by Hofman (1980) of 'Malowolokow' in the itinery of 3rd White Sea steamship is an 
error, this being a tiny settlement in the neck of the Rybachiy Peninsula served by 3rd Munnansk 
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9. 4TH WHITE SEA STEAMSHIP oval cancellation on cover from Soroka to London, July 1914. 

steamship (Malovolokovoe in the 1916 Post Office register, Malovolokovaya on contemporary Russian 
maps). 

14. 4-E BYELCMORSKOE PARCKH. 'a' (= 4th White Sea steamship 'a'). Double-oval (29.5 - 18.5 nm) in 
standard fonn with asterisks at both sides and no serial letter. 

Ports of call: As 1st White Sea Steamship. 

en stewart cover fran Soroka to London, 20k Anns cancelled 12 7 14. Also on 7k Rananov (24 5 14 and 
12 7 14) and on 10k War Clarity (2nd issue) 23 9 15. 

'!he cover was intercepted in transit and opened by the German Military Authorities in Danzig. It 
was handed over under the tenns of the Peace Treaty and reached its destination on 26 3 20 -- 5 years 
and 8 IlDI'lths after posting. (Illustration 9). 

c. Northern Dvina River 

'!he Northern Dvina rises in Vologda Guberniya as the confluence of the SUkhova and Yug rivers at 
Velikiy-Ustiug·and flows northwestwards for about 460 miles to reach the White Sea at Arkhangelsk. 
Ice renders it unnavigable for rather more than half the year. 

'!he postal register for 1902 gives Arkhangelsk -- Velikiy-Ustyug as the route for the mail boats. 
Although the main dock facilities were at Velikiy-Ustyug, fran 1906 the tenninus of the rail link 
with Vyatka (Line 219/220) was situated down-river at Kotlas, which thus became an important junction 
for connections -to Arkhangelsk. '!he arrival and departure-point for the river boats at Arkhangelsk 
was known as the Kotlas Pier (illustration 10). 
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10. Viewcard of the Kotlas Pier at Arkhangelsk, the point of arrival and departure 
for the postal steamships on the Northern Dvina River. 

A,Dnan -uel 11pl, .............. 

Known cancellations fran the Northern Dvina service are limited to the double-oval type described 
below. Considering that this was the most important waterway of Northern Ellropean Russia, it is 
surprising that so few examples of posbnarks fran this route have been found. Earlier, circular 
types, possibly inscribed 'Velikiy-Ustyug -- Arkhangelsk', must surely have existed. 

'!he service was nm by the Northern .steamship Canpany. 

15. 1-E KOl'LASSKOE PARa<H. 'a' (= 1st Kotlas steamship 'a'). Double-oval (31-20 nm) in standard 
form with asterisk at left and serial 'a' at right. 

Ports of call: Arkhangelsk -- Kotlas -- Velik;iy-Ustyug, with stops en route at Ustpinega, 
Semenovskoe, Krasnoborsk, Krasanino, Voznesenskoe, Olerekovo, Yakovlovskoe, Nikiforovskoe, 
Verkhnyaya 'Ibima and zabyelino. 

Occurs on a viewcard of shipping at Velikiy-Ustyug used to send greetings fran Bereznika to Arkh
angelsk, the 3k Arms stamp cancelled 29 7 15 (illustration 11). '!he same type is illustrated by 

Antonini and Grasset (1985, p.74) with indefinite year portion of date. 

A 2nd Kotlas steamship with an i~erary similar to that of the 1st also plied the Northern Dvina 
River and is recorded by Luchnik (1970, p.44), though without date or other details. 

D. Pechora River 

'!he Pechora River rises on the western slopes of the Northern Urals and winds southwestwards before 
swinging northwards at Ust-Tsilllla to cross the tundra on its way to the Barents Sea. Although 
navigable over most of its 1125 miles, the season is short - closed by ice in October and not open
ing until May or June. 

'!he official guide for 1902 gives Ust-Tsilllla and Pustozersk as the termini of the postal 
steamship route. By 1912 it had been extended in both directions to link Ust-Usa, sane 185 miles 
up-river fran Ust-Tsilllla, with Kuya, about 30 miles down-river fran Pustozersk and almost into the 
estuary. Ilyin's map of the po~ ccmnunications of Imperial Russia, piblished in 1903, shows 
that the main port of the river service, at Ust-Tsilllla, connected with the rural (zemstvo) post
roads nmning southwest and west (see 17 below). 

Cancellations known to have been used on _this river service are all of the double-oval type. In 
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11. 1ST KOTLAS STEAMSHIP oval cancellation on card to Arkhangelsk, July 1915. 

lln'~flMIUft no..TODMft c-r,f(); 
lJP.IO" POS1'ALE. L.N, 

00\ITOnAfl KAPTO'lliA -

.. 

. 1,w . ..-. .y._,- .. ... . 
.. -HI, 

view of the introduction of this service before 1902, circular types, possibly inscribed Ust-Tsilma 
-- Pustozersk, nrust have existed. 

16. PECHERSKOE PARCl<H. FOCHT. oro. (= Pechora steamship Postal Branch). Inscription in double-oval 
(31-18 nm) with asterisk at bottan and date enclosed between bars. Note spelling 'Pecherskoe', 
not 'Pechorskoe'. 

Ports of call: Fran 1st May to 1st September, Ust-Usa -- Ust-Tsilma -- Yashka -- Pustozersk -- Kuya, 

12. PECHDRA STEAMSHIP POSTAL BRANCH oval cancellation on 3k stationery card from Kuya, 
Pechora River, to Estland, July 1912. 
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probably with stops at selected settlements en route. Fran 1st May to 15th September the itinerary 
ended at Yaksha. 

'!his cancellation is fotmd on a 3k stationery card addressed fran the village of Kuya, on the right 
bank of the Pechora River, well beyond the Arctic Circle. '!he date is 6 7 12, though the card was 
written on the last day of the preceding m:mth. Evidently six days elapsed fran the time of writing 
before the mail-boat called at Kuya (illustration 12). 

Antonini and Grasset (1985, p.74) illustrated an example of this cancellation with incanplete date 
portion. 

Ships on the extended run to Kuya later employed a canceller reading 'lst Pechora steamship', though 
no examples of its use have cane to my knowledge. 

13. 2ND PECHORA STEAMSHIP 
oval cancellation on letter- • 
card to Petrograd, July 1915, . 
showing transit_mark of 
Ustsysolsk Zemstvo Post on 
reverse. 

. 
FRONT : 

[>~ . 

_........-~....,......_.._ ······-·· · ·······~-~-·,,....~····~•· .... ······· ······ . ~t'M· 
. ~-. <]REVERSE 
. -' . . 
' • 
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17. 2-E PEX:HCRSKOE PARCI<H. 'a' (= 2nd Pechora steamship 'a'). Double oval (30-19 nm) of standard 
fo:cm with asterisk at left, serial 'a' at right and date enclosed between thick bars. 

Ports of call: 
Fran 1st May to 15th September: Ust-Usa -- Ust-Tsilma -- Yaksha (Yakshino), probably with stops 
at selected settlements en route. 

'Ibis occurs on a letter-card addressed to Petrograd, the 10k Arms stamp cancelled 30 7 15 (illus-:
tration 13). '!he date-line includes a place-name which seems to be 'Yaktmi', though I have been 
unable to trace a settlement or village of that name on the Pechora River. Conceivably, it oould 
be a variant of 'Yaksha', itself an elusive place-name, taken fran the 1916 Post Office guide, 
and which I assume to be the 'Yakshino' of cartograi;ilers. 

Extracts fran the message translate: "In an hour we take off to meet the postal steamer on which I 
shall post this letter ••••• '!he postal steamer is not far away, its outline approaches in the mist". 

'!he letter-card bears the transit mark of Ustsysolsk z.emstvo Post dated 7 August 1915 and it 
reached Petrograd a week later. An illuminating example of how a postal service was provided for 
retDte northern settlements by the canbined efforts of the state-sponsored mail-boats and the 
zemstvo Post. 

* * * * * 

Acknowledgements: Facilities for research were kindly provided at Lloyd's Register of Shipping 
(Shipping Info:cmation Services) and the library of the Royal Geographical 
Society, I.ondon. 

* * * * * 
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Pre-adhesive Datestamps of Tif lis 
P.T. ASHFORD 

It is about twelve years since the early datestamps of Tiflis were last subject to examination 
( 'Imperial Russian stamps Used in Transcaucasia Part II' ) and the m.miber of examples seen or 
recorded has increased fran 7 to 20. 'lhese additional items now give us a better idea of the 
handstamps in use, and it is .proposed to illustrate them, where possible, and give a description 
of each cover on which they are to be found. 

Small rectangular 'TIFLIS DE.SPATOIED 

'lhe reference to the earliest known Tiflis date
stamp is in s. V. Prigara ( 'Russian Posts in the 
Empire ••• ' N.Y. 1941) where, under a table listing 
early rectangular datestamps, he gives details of 
a single framed handstamp 31x9mn, which reads 
TIFLIS (at top) and Ol'P. 12 GENV. 1828 (below). 
No illustration is given and these small measure
ments are nothing like the 51x15mn expected fran 
later rectangular handstamps. 

A 'lbilisi collector was recently good enough to 
advise me he had a Tiflis handstamp dated 30 <r.I'. 

1830 and sent me a drawing on tracing paper (Fig.1). 
'Ibis was interesting news, though the details did 
not accord with Prigara, as the size was 40xl3mn, 
and though in blo lines, the Russian abbreviation 
'Ol'P' (for Ol'PRAVLFNO or 'despatch') did not appear. 
Whether the lettering of the handstamp has been 
copied precisely is difficult to say, and no details 

of the cover, or piece, on which it is applied, is 
available. Nevertheless, these blo items indicate 
the appearance of the earliest Tiflis handstamp, 
though whether they were in use fran as early as 
1805, when the P.O. was established, is doubtful. 

Large Rectangular 'TIFLIS DE.SPATOIED' 

Larger two-line datestamps (also enclosed in a 
rectangular frame but measuring 51xl5mn) made their 
appearance early in 1844. Two splendid covers were 
recently unearthed in Gei:many, both of 1844, which 
show the handstamp in clean and pristine condition. 
'lhe first of these (Fig.2) is in the collection of 
Prof. H.L. Weinert (Baltinore). Mdressed by a 
Gei:man colonist, i:t was sent via st. Petersburg 
and Berlin, to Baknang, WUrtemberg. Apart fran the 
Tiflis datestamp, of 14 March 1844, it bears the 
two-line AUS RUSSLAND/FRANOO handstamp. Unusually, 
the letter enclosed is of considerable length, and 
thanks to Dr Hans B. Krensler (st. Gallen) this 
has been translated and provides an insight into 
danestic affairs of the Wurtemberg colonists then 
living in Tiflis. A second cover bearing a similarly 
clear Tiflis datestamp of 25 April 1844 (Fig.3) is 
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fran the collection of Mr D.W. Levandowsky (Miami). '!his 
cover was also sent by a German colonist to the public office 
in the village of Schomdorf, wurtemberg. '!he two-line AUS 
RUSSLAND/FRANCO was similarly applied. 

'!he two strikes of the large rectangular Tiflis datestamp 
which originally constituted our knowledge were the splen
did items in the collection of Mr M. Lii;:hschutz (Paris). 
'lhese strikes (Figs.4 and 5) were impressed on the flaps 
of the farrous 1848 hand-drawn essays for stamped envelopes 
prepared by N.K. Kridener, the Tiflis guberniya postmaster. 
'lhese were, in fact, authorised by the Viceroy, but with
drawn following objections fran the Postmaster-General. 
Examination of the two impressions (dated 12 JAN 1848 and 
22 JAN 184(8)) without any other examples for canparison, 
made one wonder if there were two types of handstamps. It 
now seems (despite the variations of the frame) this is 
not the case, the top line ( 'TIFLIS') being fast, but the 
second line, made up of loose type and tightened(? at left) 
by a screw, could apparently be m:,ved to left or right, or 
higher or lower. 'lhree other covers with the Tiflis large 
rectangular datestamp came to light sane years ago, all ad
dressed to Tarnbov. 'lwo are dated 1848 (Figs.6 and 7). '!he 
first is in the writer's collection, and the second in the 
collection of a Soviet collector. A third cover . is very 
similar, but dated 1845, and not illustrated (Collection of 
Mr O.A. Faberge (Helsingfors)). 

'!he 'lwo Double-oval Types 

Between 1848 and 1851 the deteriorating datestamps were 
discarded and replaced by a pair of double-oval datestamps, 
the two-line date appearing in the middle of the inner oval. 
'lhese are unusual designs (elsewhere found only at Kutais), 
the first reading IZ TIFLISA (at top) and Ol'PRAVLENO (at 
base)( 'FRCM TIFLIS/DESPATCHED' ) ; and the second, and rarer, 
reading 'V TIFLIZ (at top) and POLUOIENO (at base) (AT 
TIFLIS/ROCEIVED). 'lhese datestamps were in use until 1858 
until they, in tum, were discarded in favour of the first 
single-circle datestamps. Very often after 1852, impressions 
show the year upside down or missing altogether. 

Double-Oval 'TIFLIS DESPATCHED' 

'lwo stationery envelopes of the 1848 issue, in the collection 
of Mr D.W. Levandowsky, bearing 10k and 20k impressed stamps, 
respectively, were sent fran Tiflis to O'.iessa. In each case 
the impressed stamp on the flap was pen cancelled, and the 
double-oval Tiflis despatched appears at right, or left. 
'lhese datestamps were dated NOV 12 1851 and 4 JAN 1852 and 
show clear and new (Figs.a and 9). A further 1848 10k stamped 
envelope, sent to Moscow, bears the same datestamp but for 
FEB 25 1852 (Fig.10) (Collection Mr O.A. Faberge). 'lhe im
pressed stamp is pen-cancelled in similar fashion. 

Fig.11 shows the same datestarnp used in 1854 on a well known 
letter written by Major General Prince Emil von Sayn Wittgen
steyn to stuttgart when he was assigned to the Russian Army 

'DESPATCHED' 

Fig.9 
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Fig.15 

'REX::EIVED' 

in Transcaucasia. His letter was headed 'Aleksandropol 3/15 
October 1854' and written •on the banks of the Arpachai 
river' 40 versts fran Kars. It was taken to Tiflis where 
it received a Tiflis guberniya wax seal, and despatched 
by registered post. 'lbe late Kurt Ml.er translated the 
contents, which appeared in Rossica Journal (No.55,1953, 
p.17). 'Ibis splendid letter, which also bears an AUS RUSS
I.AND, a rhanboid ST. P:En'ERSBCURG, and a stuttgart datestamp 
on receipt, was purchased by the late Dr. K. Tighe. 

Chronologically, the next double-oval (Fig.12) is that 
illustrated by s. V. Prigara ( 'Russian Posts in the Empire ••• ') 
in his plate VII and listed in a table of pre-adhesive oval 
datestamps. We do not know whether it is on full cover or 
piece. 'lbe year portion of the date (2 NOV. 1854) is upside 
down • 

.Anong the collection of military postal history fanned by 
the late Dr K. Tighe was a particularly interesting envelope 
of 1856. 'lbe seige of Kars, whereby the beleaguered Turkish 
Army, then camianded by General W. Fenwick Williams, and 
with a handful of British officers, were forced by hunger 
and disease eventually to surrender to the Russian General 
Mouravieff on 24 November 1855. 'lbe British were taken 
prisoner, Williams (and probably Major Teesdale) remaining 
at Tiflis, whilst Col. Lake and Capt. 'lbanpson were sent 
to Penza. 'lbe envelope is addressed by General Williams to 
Col. Lake 'Prisonnier de Guerre Anglais' Penza, and on the 
reverse is a Tiflis double-oval of 24 FEB 1856 (Fig.13). 
Although the original letter is no longer with the envelope, 
on the inside flap Williams has written 'I presented your 
and 'lbanpson's oanpliments to General Mouravieff the day 
before yesterday'. 'lbe envelope also bears an arrival date
stamp 'Polucheno' of Penza, dated 15 March 1856. 

Fig. 14 illustrates a double-oval for 25 Nov (1857) on 
cover in the collection of Mr M. Li,Iilschutz. Although no 
year is shown on the datestamp, it is believed the letter 
enclosed is dated 1857. 'lbe next illustration (Fig.15) 
shows the same datestamp used on 2 May, on an official 
cover to Tambov (in the writer's collection). Unfortunately, 
the year is not known, but could be 1857 or 1858. 

V. Rachmanov wrote an important article, 'Russia Ntlnber Cne', 
in Collectors Club Philatelist (Vol.XXXII No.5), reprinted 
in Rossica Journal (No.51, 1957). Listing datestamps he 
had recorded cancelling No.1, he illustrates a Tiflis 
double-oval of 3 May 1858 (Fig.16). As a drawing 

of the whole datestamp is shown, this must have been on cover, and a unique item not otherwise 
recorded. Mr D.W. I.evandowsky has a 10k adhesive (p. 12¼) cancelled by· the circular dots '49' 
(Tiflis) on cover addressed to 01essa, but bearing, on the reverse, the incanplete double-oval 
shown as Fig.17. 'Ibis must have bome an 1858 date on account of the 10k stamp, and represents 
the latest known impression. 

Double-OVal 'TIFLIS REX::EIVED' 

Qlly two examples of this scarce 'Received' datestarnp have been recorded. 'lbe earliest (Fig.18) 
was in the late Kurt Adler's collection, but its present whereabouts is unknown. Mr Ml.er wrote 
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it up in BJRP 19 (December 1955). It was impressed on a 10k stationery envelope (nan-ow tailed 
eagle) sent fran ~scow 8 O:::tober 1853 and addressed to the same Prince Emil von Sayn Wittgensteyn, 
in Tiflis, where it was received 1 November 1853, and the 'Tiflis Received' datestamp applied. 

'Ihe second example is a splendid 20k stationery envelope (impressed stamp pen-cancelled) sent 
fran Kutais to Tiflis, and bearing the only known double-oval 'Kutais Despatched' datestamp 
(10 April 1875). Qi arrival at Tiflis it was impressed with a double-oval 'Tiflis Received' 
datestamp of 14 April 1857 (fig. 19). '!his remarkable cover is in the collection of Mr M. 
Lip-ischutz, and the whole cover is illustrated in 'Imperial stamps Used in Transcaucasia Part I'. 

New information about sending 
Zemstvo Mail inside a District 
M. MINSKII 

Translated by Dr T.T. Rutkowska, fran the article in 'Filatelia SSSR' No.7/1985. 

Published in BJRP by kind pennission of the Blitor of 'Filatelia SSSR' and VOF. 

'Ihe types of mail sent by Zemstvo post are well known - the mail inside the district (uezd), and 
the mail outside the district bomidary. A specific franking of private letters inside a district 
arises, where postal fees are paid with Zemstvo stamps. 

Whether or not the Zemstvo Postal Service collected postal fees (or provided a free service), the 
mail directed to the state Postal Service had to be franked with state postage stamps when 
presented for sending in the district. 'Iherefore letters addressed outside the district - to 
Govermnent and district towns and settlements in which state Post Offices were open - received a 
mixed franking of Zemstvo and state postage stamps. 'Ihe same applied to letters fran-volosts of 
the district addressed outside Russia. Foreign and Zemstvo stamps franked correspondence fran 
abroad to volosts of the district. And only mail of those districts where the Zemstvo Postal 
Regulations had a delivery charge for mail fran the state Post received a third franking - a 

I · I 
Zemstvo postage due stamp c ,ttonroBaff seMCKaff Mapxa >. * 
In exceptional cases correspondence sent fran volosts of one district to volosts of a neighbour
ing district anitted the state Post: according to an Inter-district Postal Union which existed 
fran 1 Jmie 1885 between Solikamsk and Cherdyn, such mail was franked with the Zemstvo stamps of 
the sender-district. 

Until recently it was supposed that only Zemstvo stamps franked correspondence sent within a 
district, that is, internal Zemstvo mail. However, the author was lucky to discover, in the 
Zemstvo Post archives, sanething different. 

Up to the time of opening of the Verkhotur'e Zemstvo Post (on 1 January 1873), the state Postal 
Trakt (route) to Bogoslovsk passed through Nizhnii Tagil, Kushva and Verkhotur•e. According to 
the Postal Department Circular of 3 September 1870, the conveyance of Zemstvo mail along the 
state Postal Trakt was forbidden. '!he Circular stated: "Zemstvo mail fran Verkhotur•e to Bogo
slovsk along the state Postal Trakt, where m:,venent of the Zemstvo post is not pennitted, must 
be delivered to the Post Office of the state Post, for further delivery along the state Trakt". 

* Translator's note: Bogorodsk issued stamps with inscriptions 'Oplachenaya' ('Paid') and 
'Dolgovaya' ('Due'). 
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In 1878 the District Board was transferred to the town of Verkhotur'e and the state Postal Trakt 
was extended to the TUrinsk Mines. Due to these changes, all volosts situated south of 
Verkhotur'e and north of TUrinsk mines sent and received their mail by two postal services: 

1) the Zemstvo - fran volosts to the district centre and fran Bogoslovsk and, fran 1878, fran 
TUrinsk mines ( the receiving point of mail fran northern volosts for collection and despatch 
by the state Post) • 

2) the state Postal Service - fran the town of Verkhotur'e to the TUrinsk mines. 

Fran 1 January 1889 all private mail of the Verkhotur•e ?.emstvo post, including the mail des
patched and received fran the state Post for delivery to volosts of a district, except for 
registered and insured letters, had to be paid with a 2 kopeck postal charge: "Stamps of 2 
kopecks value should be attached to all paid letters ••• Letters and packets received fran the 
state Post and due to be delivered to the addresses, must be paid with stamps in the appropriate 
volost pravlenie (office) for the collection of fees for transmission of letters." 

Fran that time the population of southern volosts of the district, situated away fran the state 
postal Trakt, \fflO addressed their correspondence to the TUrinsk mines, was obliged to pay double 
charge: both Zemstvo and state postage stamps. Letters directed further, to the northern volosts 
of the district, had to have a treble franking: the state postage stamp and two Z-emstvo stamps -
'onnoqeHaR:' stamp (paid by sender) and '.z:tonrOBaR: 1 (paid by the recipient of the letter). 

A similar franking applied to letters sent fran the northern volosts to the southern volosts: 
double for letters to volosts situated along the Kushvin Postal Trakt, or fran TUrinsk mines to 
all southern volosts, and treble fran northern volosts to southern, situated away fran the state 
Postal Trakt. 

Similar conditions had existed in the Penza district. Of nineteen volosts existing at the time 
the Zemstvo Post opened (1 February 1878) two volosts - Chertkov(skaya) and Borisov(skaya) - and 
one selo (village with a church) - Grabovo - had state Post Offices \fflich served the population 
of the neighbouring volosts of Bezsonov(skaya), 8 versts fran selo Grabovo, and Olenevskaya, 5 
versts fran Borisov state Postal Branch Office. According to the Resolution of the Zemstvo Boaro 
of 1899, "all kinds of correspondence, except the state packets, must be paid with stamps ••• 

Volost offices \men accepting private correspondence sent to ••• volosts of Penza district -
Borisov(skaya), Olenev(skaya), Chertkov(skaya) - have to stick on the letter seside the Zemstvo 
stamp a Government postage stamp.". 'lherefore the correspondence of these volosts passed through 
two postal systems and received mixed £rankings: Zemstvo stamps paid the delivery charge to the 
post office of the Zemstvo Board for direction to the state Post, and Govermnent stamps for 
sending to one of the Government postal establishments in Borisov, Chertkov or Grabovo. CDrres
pondence fran these volosts was carried by the Government Post to the Penza Post-Telegrai;:h Office 
and beyond, with transfer to Zemstvo Post for delivery to addresses in volosts of the district. 
Accordingly, letters had a mixed franking, with state and Zemstvo stamps. 

'1"'10 districts of different provinces, Perm and Penza, had the same way of receiving and sending 
mail. Districts with differing econanies (Perm, mining1 Penza, agriculture), they both found 
themselves ' BpesKaMH ', 'cut into' the state Postal Trakts, \fflich the z.emstvo Postal Services 
were not permitted to use. 

Fran this, one can expect that mixed franking of Zemstvo mail was not unique, yet covers with 
mixed franking are very rare. Today, \mile envelopes and covers with double and treble franking 
are the pride of i;:hilatelists, they are mentioned nowhere in the history of the Zemstvo Post. 

Is it possible that sane of these covers are in i;:hilatelic collections \fflose owners do not 
realise \mat treasure they possess? 
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Zemstvo Post of Tula District 
D. KUZNETSOV 

Translated by Dr T.T. Rutkowska fran the article in 'Soviet O:>llector' No.17/1979. 

Published in BJRP by kind pezmission of the Ekli.tor of 'Soviet O:>llector• and VOF. 

Cne of the oldest in Russia, the 'l\Jl.a 2.emstvo Post started its service en 15 Novenber 1866. 
In its Report to the P:rovince Governor, the 'l\Jl.a 2.emstvo Board reported that besides the 
Crown mail it w:>UJ.d be possible to deliver all private correspondence (except currency and 
parcels) of 'the landlords and persons of all classes of society residing in the uezd, at a 
small charge', although there w:>Uld be no postal charge for delivery until l January 1867. 

Announcing the start of the postal service, the Board declared that anyone \fflO wished to use 
the service must register with their volost office, and also place an application at the 
'1\lla Post Office that all their mail should be transferred to the 2.emstvo Board Office ( 1). 
'1he post travelled acoording to a timetable twice a week, covering all volost offices. '1he 
charge for delivering mail w:>Uld be fran 3 roubles to 5 roubles a year, depending on the 
distance fran volost office to the town.* 

I TYJlbCKMW YE3A I 
M!!P.WR!l.!!!J!! 3eMCKDll 
~ 

Hll Kany 

-,,,,✓ ............ 
_,,,,.,,,, HG Open , 

'1\lla District 

March routes of the 
Zanstvo Post. 

* Fran 1 January 1868 the mail was delivered directly to the addresses on payment of 5 to 7 
roubles per anrun, and fran 1 January 1888 the delivery charge was 6 roubles per annum to 

the addressee's home address or 3 roubles per annum to the volost office. 
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'!he Board decided to collect part of the running costs of the post fran the volost administrations. 
'Ibis announcement was made with the proviso that should they be unwilling to pay the m:ney, the 
volost administrations ~d be obliged to send their messengers twice a week to the Board Office 
in order to receive the mail (2, 1867). Many volosts refused to pay for the mail delivery, and 
did not send messengers to the Board Office. Being obliged to send all its papers by zemstvo 
post, the zemstvo Board reported to the 'Sobranie' (the Main zemstvo Board), in 1868, that it 
would demand payment fran volosts of m:ney due ( 3, 1868). 

'Ihese payments were made only fran the end of 1869 and the Board was able to report back that 
'all volosts, though not in time, had paid 1 kop. per head for rights to receive and post all 
papers, envelopes and letters to and fran the Post Office and the volost offices' (4, 1870).* 

In the first year that despatches by zemstvo post required payment, shortoanings became apparent. 
It was found that people in the towns were unable to send letters to those in the uem who had 
not paid for the post. Reporting on this, the Board stated that without permission of 'Sobranie' 
it was obliged to take letters •to the Justices of the Peace and to other Offices with a charge 
of 5 kopecks per lot', and asked permission to introduce stamps in such cases (2, 1867). 

People who had paid for the annual delivery of correspondence ~d be able to send and receive 
their letters without stamps, peasants who pay for their mail would be able to send letters 
with the mark or seal of the volost elder**; while 'the citizens and persons who did not wish 
to pay the annual delivery fee for correspondence, would be provided with stamps of value 5 
silver kopecks for each correspondence, without taking into consideration the weight of the 
envelope• • 'Ibis was a statement of the principal regulations for the sending of letters at the 
time of the introduction of the zemstvo postage stamps. 

At the next session of 'Sobranie' in 1868, the zemstvo Board reported that the Postal Department 
had permitted the introduction of stamped envelopes, which the Board had produced and were sell
ing for 5 kopecks both in town and also in the volost offices. No r~son was given as to why 
stamped envelopes were introduced instead of stamps. en the envelopes 'the seal of the Board 
was embossed and a handstamp affixed with the designated price of the envelope'(fig.1).(3, 1868) 

In order to establish the periods of use of these handstamps, reference was made to available 
catalogues. '!he 'Catalogue of Postal stationery• by K. Schmidt (5) stated t:la!t there were three 

Fig.1 

Fig.3 

31NCIASD01TA 
11.IATA .;, Jllll 

Fig.2 

Fig.4 

* The 'podushnyi sbor', the capitation fee on the peasants for the upkeep of the Post Office 
was abolished by the 'Sobranie 1 in 1906. 

** Letters addressed to peasants, who had paid for the post, would also be delivered free of 
charge. 
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handstamps in use, not fran 1868 as stated by the Board, but fran 1873.* In 1873 the rectangular 
stamp with black lettering (fig.2) was in use, in 1876, the rectangular with white lettering (fig.3) 
was used1 in 1880, the oval-shaped cachet was used (fig.4). 

'lhe first catalogue of 1.emstvo Postage Stanps, bys. Koprovski, plblished in 1875 by the Belgian 
fi.?Jn of~. also dated the beginning of use of the stamped covers as 1873. 

tata en the sales of envelopes for the period of their use, in the records of the Board, help to 
find the reason for these misapprehensicns. 'lhe table below shows that the introducticn and use of 
each of the handstamps shown in the Sclnnidt catalogue, coincides with the nanent of sale of the 
envelopes by businessmen. 

Account Year 

1868 - 1873 
1873 - 1874 
1874 - 1876 
1876 - 1877 
1877 - 1878 
1878 - 1879 

Sale of handstamped envelopes of the Tula uezd 
(according to the accounts of the Zemstvo Board) 

Envelopes sold to: Account Year Envelopes sold to: 

~ Businessmen ~ Businessmen 

839 None 1879 - 1880 193 240 
327 1100 1880 - 1881 252 450 
519 None 1881 - 1885 656 None 
198 350 1885 - 1886 Sold for 59r.83k. 
152 None 1886 - 1887 24 None 
208 200 1887 - 1888 Sold for 62r.15k. 

Note: The record for 1887-1888 includes the profit from stamp sales. 

'lhe character of the cachet used fran 1868 is known fran the catalogue of K. Sclnnidt. An annotation 
to the description of cne of the covers, dated in the catalogue as 1876 (the cachet in fig.3), 
reads ·"such an envelope, which is in the Leningrad postal museum, has an inscription in ink (March 
1883) 'fran 1868 to 1873' "and in the section on envelopes for 1880 (fig.4) there is the following 
footnote: "the envelope, which is in the Postal Museum in Leningrad, has the following annotation, 
in ink, of March 1888, 'fran 1880 to the present tillle'." 

'lhese details enable us to reconstruct the tillle of introduction and the period of use of each hand
stamp with a certain degree of accuracy: 

1868 - 1873 a rectangular handstamp with white lettering (fig.3) 
1873 - 1880 a rectangular handstamp with black lettering (fig.2) 
1880 - 1888 an oval handstamp (fig.4) 

'lhe other dates of use of the handstamps, shown in catalogues, are incorrect. 'lhe supply of 
envelopes to tradesmen in 1876 with the fig.3 handstamp, and in 1885 with figs.2 & 3 handstamps, 

( the catalogue mentiarlng the use of these types of handstamp in those years), could cnly be the 
result of tradesmen requesting replenislunent of stocks of these types of envelopes. 

In the accotmts of the Board, up to the end of 1882, the envelopes were called 'shtempel'nye• 
"111Te1.men1:,~ 11 (handstamped), but later were referred to as 'frankirovannye' "4,paHKHPOBaH~" 
(franked). '!his change in name could be explained by the fact that in this period the stamping of 
the Board's seal was discontinued and cnly franking handstamps were retained ( oval handstamps as 
fig.4). 

* The first envelopes, described by K. Schmidt as 1868, are in the Leningrad Postal Museum. They 
were sent by the Zemstvo Board to the Postal Department for approval on 12 March 1868. On these 
covers, instead of a handstamp, was written in ink 151 and 1k1

, put beside the control impression 
of the Board's seal. 

(Editor's note: It appears that these were, in effect, essays - the issued envelopes had the 
handstamp, fig.3) 
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If previously the handstamped envelopes (with embossed oontrol seal of the Board and the hand
stamp designating the price of the envelope) were printed by the Board, then fran 1882-1883 this 
handstamp with the designated price was applied at the time of presentation of a letter to the 
post office. 

In the author's collection is a cover with an oval handstamp, which passed by zemstvo post fran 
'I\Jla to selo (a church village) Perikovo. 'Ibis shows that the franking handstamp was not only 
put on (officially produced) envelopes, but also on any (outer) cover of a letter if sent without 
an envelope. 

Fran the beginning of its service and until the middle of 1870, the zemstvo post had no diffi
culty: mail addressed to the uezd was passed directly fran the office to the approved Board Office 
and then directed to the addressees. 

en 20 June 1870 the Circular of the Postal Department No. 9020 was issued, requiring that the 
village c:cmnunity decide on official registration of their agents chosen to receive mail fran 
the post office, and also receipt of special annual printed postal tickets (costing 1 rouble 
43 kopecks each), without which the Post Offices "-'Ould not be allowed to pass correspondence to 
agents. _(7, 1926) 

'Ihe requirements of this Circular ~d have upset the organised system of mail deli very to 
addressees in the District, and for that reason TUla zemstvo Board presented a special report to 
'SObranie' of 1871, in which it explained that no -village c:cmnunity, receiving fran two to five 
letters annually, ~d agree to pay for such a ticket. (8, 1871) 

RP.q\lesting the 'SObranie' to annul the Circular, the Board pointed out that the Postal Derarbnent 
wanted to receive consider.able profit without giving any additional service. Many other Zemstvo 
Boards also supported the annulment of the Circular. 

'Ihe attention of readers is directed to this Circular because it gives rise to the inscriptions 
on the reverse of the envelopes. 

utilising the stipulaticn in the Circular about (the fact) that annual tickets ~d no longer be 
required with the senders' trust that mail ~d be delivered by the Zemstvo post, 'I\Jla Zemstvo 
Board, in a special ann01mcement placed in the press, explained how to avoid expenditure an the 
postal tickets. 

Also the Board warned all: 
11 KOMY HY)!(HQ noc:.maTh nHCbMa HnH ,tteH:hrH KOMY-nH60 H3 Ki)eCTbflH, 
)KHB~X B Tyn1>CKOM yes,:te, a.z:tpecoBaTb nHCbMa B CaMY Ynpaay 

MH nepe,:taqH TaKOMY"'TO KPeCTbaHHHY HnH Hcl,UnHCaTb Ha KOHBepTe 

cnoaa ".un~ nepec:.mKH no seMcKon noqTe", HHaqe nHC1>Ma He 

nona,:tyT B MeCTa Ha3HaqeHH&,TaK KaK KpeCTbaHe ,:ta>:<e B pe,:tKHe 

caoH npHeS,lU,1 e ropo,:t Ha noqTy He saxo.rt.~T". 

("'!hose who must send letters or llDrl.ey to peasants residing in 'I\Jla uezd are either to address 
the letters to the Board for passing on to such and such a peasant, or to write an the envelope 
'To be mailed by the Zemstvo Post'. otherwise the letter will never reach the place of destination, 
because peasants, even on their rare visits to the town, do not go to the Post Office.")(9, 1872) 

'Ihe paragra.i;n about the annual tickets was soon annulled by the Circular of 2 Novenber 1871, but 
inscriptions on the envelopes cllepes TynbCK}'JO seMCK}'JO ynpaey> (via 'l\ll.a zemstvo Board), or 

cilo seMCKOA no11Te> (by Zemstvo Post), remained for many years. 

After o,,,enty years circulation of stamped envelopes, Zemstvo postal stamps were introduced in 1888, 
about which the Board infonned 'Sobranie' (10, 1888). 

For printing stamps, 27 roubles were paid. 'Ihe lack of info:r:mation on the expenditure on stamps 
in the following annual reports, proves that the 1888 issue was the only ooe. In all, 13,000 stamps 
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were printed and oo. 25 February 1888 they were pit into circulatioo (11,1932). '!he stamps were 
printed in sheets of 72 in 12 blocks with six (2 x 3) in each. At first the stamps printed were 
imperforate, but later they had a sewing machine perforatioo.. '!he data by K. Schmidt about per
forated stamps is incoxrect. '!he catalogue of 1.emstvo stamps by F.G. Oluchin (12, 1925) describes 
the stamps as being prepared for the members of the 1.emstvo Board. '!his is a mistake, since the 
stamps 'with bronze in red colour', and also 'printed in black dye with gold' were in fact trial 

stamps (i.e., proofs). 

In ocntrast to stamped envelopes, postage stamps oo letters were cancelled. '!he known cancellaticms 
include a rectangular date stamp (fig.5), the cross-cancellaticms, and a manuscript date of receipt 
of a letter (fig.6). '!he letters of peasants who paid postal-tax were signed by the volost elder 
or clerk (fig.7). 

'!here are interesting letters sent fran other towns, which entered the uezd by the state mail and 
the :lsnstvo Post. 'lhese letters have no 1.emstvo cancellaticms or other marks1 they are character
ised by specific inscriptions: "no seMcKon no11Te" (By the 1.emstvo Post), or: •qepes 
Tyn&CKYJO seMCKYJO ynpasy" (Via 'I\Jla uezd :lsnstvo Board) (fig.8). 

Cb 23 February 1918 the Uezd Soviet Peasants Dep.Ities passed the resolutioo 'to abolish 'I\Jla 
1.emstvo and ham over administratioo to the Soviet' • '!he 1.emstvo went out of existence, soon to 
be replaced by the state Post. 
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NEWS OF FORTHCOMING LITERAWRE 

1. ''lhe Russian Post Offices Abroad in Asia' 

A new work dealing with the history of the Russian Post in Persia, the I<hanates of Bukhara 
and I<hiva, ~golia, Sinkiang, Manchuria and Olina proper, and Russian Ship Mail in the Caspian 
and the Far East, is in preparation by Dr Raynond Casey, and will be published under the imprint 
of the British Society of Russian Philately. 

'lhe classic work by s.o. Tchilinghirian and w.s.E. Ste,Eilen covering these areas ('stamps of the 
Russian Empire Used Abroad' Parts 3-6) was published by the Society in 1958-1960, and is now 
greatly in need of updating, in the light of new discoveries during the past 25 years. 

Dr Casey would be pleased to hear fran members with material relevant to this project (address: 
38 Reed Avenue, Orpington, Kent BR6 9RX, Ehgland) and is prepared to travel to examine important 
holdings. He is especially concerned to see stamps and covers that help to establish the dates 
of introduction of the various cancellers, and any outstanding covers worthy of illustration. 

2. Peter Valentine will be publishing his book ''lhe Postal History of Ukraine' in 1987. '!his will 
contain over 1000 illustrations. 

3. 'lhe book on pre-Soviet postal censorship, by Peter Michalove and David Skipton, is progressing 
and should be published in 1987 or 1988. 

4. Ivo Steyn is writing a new book on the Far Eastern Republic, entitled 'East of Russia, West 
of Japan' • '!his will be a slightly unusual ,Eililatelic book, being more a history of the F. E. R. , 

with separate chapters on the ,Eililatelic aspects of events. 

Estimated canpletion date: before Christmas 1986. 
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The Un-numbered T.P.O.s of Imperial Russia 
DR. EDWARD KOSSOY 

Interest in railway postmarks is growing, and this is evidenced by a number of publications. 
Dr. Luchnik has produced perhaps the m:>st detailed and canplete listing to date, in his article 
in 'Soviet Collector' No.11/1977 ( 1 ). Dr. Luchnik states that the UPPZD ('lhe Railway Mail 1\dmin

istration) was a fully independent organisation, not subordinate to any of the territorial mail 
districts. Railway Mail Sections, either at railway stations or in Railway Mail Cars (i.e., 
T.P.O.s), were controlled by deparbnents of the UPPZD. 'lhe basic routes of the Railway Mail Cars 
were numbered serially. However, numbers were not assigned to temporary or local railway mail 
routes, or to suburban and local railway lines. For the m:>st part, these routes were attached 
to territorial mail routes, and were not subordinate to the UPPZD. Dr. Luchnik also stated that, 
by 1917, sane 200 un-numbered routes were in operation, but he did not attempt to list them, 
mainly because m:>st of the routes did not utilise postmarks (2). 

'lhe majority of un-numbered T.P.O.s, not possessing postmarks, have little i;:nilatelic interest. 
Prigara (3) lists 86 un-numbered T.P.O.s possessing postmarks. I.L.G. Baillie, in his interesting 
article in BJRP No.SB (4), provides a good deal of accumulated data and attempts to arrive at 
sane fonn of classification of un-numbered T.P.O.s. 

'lhe remarks which follow are concerned with cancellations of un-numbered T.P.O.s, data being 
provided fran references already mentioned, and fran items in my own collection. 

It seems that the un-numbered T.P.O.s can be divided into the following main groups. Sane of the 
T.P.O.s with peculiar numbering (not logically falling within the normal numbering system) would 
also fall into these groupings: 

1) SUburban lines 
2) Feeder lines 
3) Temporary T.P.O.s. 

Each of these groups deserves study, and this article is an attempt to stimulate research in 
this area by expanding the am:>unt of information available. 

1. Suburban lines 

In fact the st. Petersburg-Tsarskoye Selo line was the first, and for quite a long time the 
only, railway line in Imperial Russia. Chly about 25 km long, it was in operation by 1836 and 
in 1838 extended a further 2 km to Pavlovsk (5 ). According to Luchnik and Prigara, mail-boxes 
were placed at every station and as fran 1 November 1838 the railway started to transport mail 
to st. Petersburg and back three times daily - one accanpanied by a postman. As fran 1847, the 
mail was transported six times in a day in sunmer, and four times in winter. Below are the 
postmarks used on that line: 

~ ® @ . 
. 

Fig.1 Fig.2 Fig.3 Fig.4 Fig.5 Fig.6 

When and how these postmarks were used is still uncertain. Luchnik says that the fig.l type 
(with the indication of train departure time) is the older one and was in use in the seventies. 
Mr Baillie, on the evidence in the accessible collections, confinns the use of the later types 
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(figs. 2,5 & 6) as fran 1878 (6). Mr H. Imhof finds no earlier examples but illustrates his 
article with the following types:(7) 

@ 
Fig.7 Fig.a Fig.9 

In my own collection I have a cover with a Tsarskoye Selo 6.VIII.1895 cancellation and small 
'1 poezd' in black and a 3 kop. postcard obliterated 11.VII.1896 in Viborg. It bears o«> SPB 
transit and a Tsarskoye Selo arrival mark, all three dated 30.VI.1896 which makes it 12.VII.1896 
of the Gregorian calendar. In addition there are one small black and another bigger red circular 
mark reading '2 poezd' and either the same or possibly '2 poc:hta' • I have but little doubt that 
the respective numbers correspond to serial m:1nbers of the trains in the day: first, second, etc., 
and that in both directions. Remembering that according to Luchnik there were (in surrmer) six 
pairs of trains between Tsarskoye Selo and st. Petersburg, I expect that sane day also a '6 poezd' 
mark will be found. 

I 1N0uld also opt for considering these marks as T.P.O. marks as opposed to station marks. According 
to Dr Luchnik, fran the beginning of its operation the line had mail boxes posted at all three 
stations (Moscow Highway, Tsarskoe Selo and Pavlovsk). Mail was transported first three, later four 
and six times daily. How? Certainly not in a separate railway car ( 'pochtovyi vagon'). '!be short 
run would not justify such an expense. Indeed, there were no such items in the inventory (8). Again, 
acoo:cding to Dr Luchnik, once in a day a postman travelled with the mail on the train. It nrust be 
asslDTled, therefore, that at least till the opening of a post-office at the station(9), it was the 
railway personnel who emptied the mail-boxes and took them on the train. 'lbere the mail was stamped 
with the serial mark of the particular train. It could also well be that the differently inscribed 
number mark - 'pochta' instead of 'J;)laezd' - points to trains where the mail was transported not by 
the railwaymen but by a postman. He could provide ItDre postal services: for example, taking noney 
orders. 

As to figs. 3 and 4, they seem to be station rather than T.P.O. cancellations. '!be inscription 
reads: 'st(antsya) Tsarskoseyls(-koy) z.el.ez(-noy) Dorogi v Tsarskan Syele' (''!be railway station 
of the Tsarko-Selo Line in Tsarskoye Selo' ) • I have never seen a Moscow Highway station cancel
lation. As for Pavlovsk, it reads differently fran the first one. 'Iz Pavlovska' means 'Fran 
Pavlovsk', which could just as well signify a station as a T.P.O. To be certain, a nmnber of 
covers or postcards has to be examined. In my own collection I have only both Tsarskoye Selo and 
Pavlovsk strikes on the 1886 (1 and 10 kop.) and 1875 (2 and 7 kop.) issues. 

'!be second st. Petersburg suburban line (aboutS..Skm long) was constructed in 1857. later a branch 
via Krasnoye Selo to Gatchina, oc:rmecting it with the SPB-Warsaw line, was added. Under the terms 
of the concession the Peterhof line was bought out by the state sane twenty years later and 
amalgamated with the Baltic line (st. Petersburg-Revel-Baltiiski Port). 

'lbere are four types of cancellation used on that line. Type I is the oldest one (fig.10). Dr 
Luchnik does not mention it. I have it in my collection on b«> covers. Cne is dated 20.Apr.1877 
and addressed to a Finnish destination. It has a st. Petersburg transit mark of the same date, 
and a Finnish railway post-oanpartment ( 'Postkuppe') cancellation dated 3.5.1877 (obviously 
Gregorian calendar). 'Ibis is one year earlier than the cancellations quoted in Mr Baillie's and 
Mr Imhof's articles. '!be second cover is dated 6.Aug.1892 and addressed to Mainz, Gemany. Ql the 
back it has st Petersburg transit marks of three different 'exp.' offices and an 'Ausg.' (delivery) 
No.5 arrival mark dated '20.8.'. 

'!be following Type II cancellation (fig.11) has an identical inscriptioo. but is different in foxm. 
!!bat is the one introduced in Russia after 1890, following the Lisbon UPU conference. In the first 
b«> types the inscription, in its English translatioo, reads: ''!be Peterhof line - fran Oranienbaum'. 
In the type I cancellatioo. there is also a 'No.1', replaced in the type III (fig.12) . by '2 (-) P', 
meaning, of course, 'Secx>nd train ( 'poezd') '. '!be fourth type of cancellation (fig.13) witnesses 
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Fig.10 Type I cancellations 

the amalgamation of the Peterhof and Baltic lines already mentioned. '!he inscription reads: 
''!he Baltic line. SPB-Gatchino. Fran st. Petersburg 1st train'. 'Ihus the postal route st. 
Petersburg - Gatchina is clearly stated, and the T.P.O. character of these cancellations 
confiznwad. 

In my collection I have three postcards with type III cancellations with the dates: 20.10.1902, 
25.1.1912 and 5.7.1913, and train numbers 1,2 and 3. '!hen four postcards of the type IV, with 
the dates: 17.7.1907, 9.4.1908, 17.4.1911 and 9.10.1913, and train numbers 1 and 2 fran Oranien
baum, 1 fran Gatchina, and 4 fran st. Petersburg. '1w:, of them are reproduced (fig.14) to show 
the existence of two different postal routes on the two respective branches of the sameO?eterhof) 
line: st. Petersburg - Oranienbaum and st. Petersburg - Gatchina. 

It is rather unusual that, with the exception only of st. Petersburg terminal ( 'Baltyiski Vokzal •), 
there are no 'voksal'-type cancellations for any of the several stations of the Peterhof line. 
'!his seems to mean that mail had been transferred along the line fran the mail-boxes directly 
into the T.P.O.s. 

'!he third suburban line was the 'Prinorskaya' (seaside) line running fran st. Petersburg to 
Syestroretsk Kurort (sane 40 km) and joining the Finland line at Byalostrov. '!here are two types 

Fig.11 Type II Fig.12 Type III Fig.13 Type IV 
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of T.P.O. cancellations, as shown on examples of two postcards fran my collection (figs.ls & 

16). 'lhe type I cancellation is of the standard 'Lisbon' type, with the T.P.0. route 'SPBurg
Syestroretsk' at the top of the circle, and name of the line at the bottan. 'lhe type II 
cancellation is similar to the ones illustrated by fig.14, with clear indication of the postal 
route: 'SPB-Syestr.Kur.' Cne interesting detail is the one-line mark translating into English: 
'No infcmnation, as addressee not found - (handwritten) back to Syestroretsk'. Indeed the card, 
sent on 30.6.11 to st. Petersburg, was returned to Syestroretsk on 2.7.11. In my collection 
I have one rrore postcard with a type II cancellation dated 12.7.17, addressed to F.sbo in Finland 
and bearing a red military censorship mark. (Fig.17). 

'!here are two r«>scow suburban lines with independent T.P.O.s: to Ramenskoye (sane 20km south-east 
of r«>scow on the Ryazan line) and to Siergeyevo (sane 65 km south of r«>scow on the Tula-Kursk 
line). 'lhe cancellation of these two T.P.O.s differ one fran the .other and also fran the oval 
type used at that period by all ntunbered T.P.0.s. 

I have two pairs of letters and cards for both directions of the two T.P.O.s: r«>scow-Ramenskoye 
dated 20.11.15 and Ramenskoye-r«>scow dated 30.5.14. Curiously enough, both of them are addressed 
to the same person in r«>scow. t«>scow-Siergeyevo is dated 4.VI.15 and addressed to P.etit-Iancy, 
wrongly, in the Canton of Valais, Switzerland. It passed the military censor and arrived at 
M-:mtana-Vermalaon B.VII.15, was re-directed on 11.VII.15 to Petit-Iancy in the Canton of Geneva, 
and arrived there on 12.VII.15 via Acacias. For the Siergeyevo-r«>scow rim there is a postcard 
addressed to Moscow and dated 20.VI.1915 (fig.18). 

It is interesting to note that only the Peterhof line, out of the five suburban T.P.0.s mentioned 
above, appears in the Prigara list. But all of them are included in the official 'List of the 
local Offices of the Postal-Telegrai;:ru.c Mninistration' (Spisak miestnykh ucherzdienyi pochtovo
tielegrafnovo viedanstva' plblished in Petrograd in 1916. 

· UNION P 

I 
• ,t I. ,. 

· Fig.14 Type III cancellations. It is interesting to note the seemingly unusual routing: 
St. Petersburg - Kronstedt via Oranienbaum. However, as convincingly explained by 
Mr Imhof in his article referred to in the text, such routing assured speedier 
delivery than the direct route. 
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2. The Feeder Lines T.P.0.s 

Most of the un-munbered T.P.0.s in Prigara's list belong to that category. ~te a number of 
them are narrow-gauge lines with terminals touching one or another of the main lines. Examples 
of such routes are the. suburban Warsaw-Gora Kalvarya and Warsaw-Radzymin lines. Also Bialoveza
Haynovka-Bielsk (near Bialostok), Kovel-Vladimir, Olerkassy-Bobrynskaya, Ilinski Pogost-Qrekhovo, 
etc. However, the last blo should rather be called odd-numbered than un-numbered. As the following 
illustrations show, they do bear numbers. 'lbese are rather deliberately chosen and do not fit in 
the general numbered T.P.0. scheme. 

'!be first of them, Cherkassy-Bobrynskaya, is of the standard oval form and bears the cii;iler 'l'. 
(Fig.19). '!his has, of oourse, nothing to do with the T.P.0. route No.1 SPB-Moscow, just as the 
cne on the Dumo-Kremenets cancellation mentioned by Mr Baillie. Even 11Dre misleading are the 
cancellations reproduced in fig.20. 'Ibey are for the Orekhovo Zuevo-Ilinski Pogost line. '!be 
'P.V.' letters at the bottan of the circle stand for 'pochtovyi vagon'. But what is really striking 
is the use of the cii;ner '125' for one direction, and '126' for the other. In the national scheme 
'125-126' was the Pskov-PernoV route. '!be Orekhovo-Ilyinski Pogost line is east of Moscow. 

Both these T.P.0.s are included in the Prigara list of un-numbered T.P.0.s, as are more than 80 
others. still, there are sane anitted. 'lbese are, for example, the Erivan-Klukhanlu, Sary Kamiysh
Kars, and Gurdzhaani-Tsnoris Tskhabi feeder lines of the T.ranscaucasian Railway, the three of them 
described and illustrated in Mr P.T. Ashford's 'Imperial Russian stamps used in T.ranscaucasia, 
Part 5:'lbe Trans-caucasian Railway', pp. 347-350. '!be three cancellations are reproduced in fig.21 
(the postcard is now in my oollection). Canparing Prigara with the previously mentioned 1916 
official list, one notes that the latter, in addition to all five of the st. Petersburg and Moscow 
suburban lines, names 31 un-numbered T.P.0. routes anitted by Prigara. Ol the other hand, there 
are eight un-numbered T.P.0. routes in Prigara's list and not mentioned in the Petrograd one. All 
in all, there are 121 un-numbered T.P.0. routes in the blo lists under consideration. still a far 
cry fran the 'over 200' claimed by Dr Luchnik. 

In my oollection I have also many of the un-numbered T.P.0. cancellations listed by Prigara, 
including Lutsk-Kivertsy, Mikhailovo-Borzan, ApostolovoNik.-Kozielsk, Ekaterinoslav-Koristovka, 
'IW.a-Likhvin, Riga-Tllkum, and sachkheri-Sharopan (fig. 22). 

3. The temporary T.P.0.s . 

'!be deciding factor in estimating the value of a given stamp is its rarity. Ol the application of 
that principle, the cancellations of temporary T.P.0.s should be considered as a category of the 
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highest value. Indeed, they were in use for relatively short periods of time ooly, sanetimes as 

short as a few weeks. Hence their rarity. 

M:>st, though not all, as will be shown later, are part of the history of constructioo of railway 

lines. In the course of these constructions and before the whole of the projected line was can

pleted, already-built sections became operatiooal. QJt of ecananical considerations, the terri

torial (local) post ·administrations started to use the operatiooal sectioo for mail transport. 

'lhus, according to Luchnik, Prigara and Westwood, before the Nioolai line was inaugurated to 

Moscow on 1 November 1851, it was operated to Kolpino as .early as 1847 (10). In the following 

years further sections were added, and the four special mail cars were pit into circulatioo in 

April 1851, half a year before the inauguratioo of passenger traffic. Similarly, the st. Peters

burg line was inaugurated on 15 Decenber 1862, but was already open to traffic to Dinaburg on 

1 February 1862. 
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Of course, letters with these sectional railway cancellations would be a great rarity. '!he 
question is, however, do they exist? As far as the Nicolai Railway is concerned, the only can
cellations known are the two-line ones of st. Petersburg and M:>scow stations (11). In principle, 
sane should exist at least for the bigger stations of the line such as Bologoye, Tver and Viznyi 
Volotshok. However, I have never seen one. '!he situation is different for the st.Petersburg
Warsaw line. At the opening of the st. Petersburg-Dinaburg section the dotted cancellations with 
cipiers 11-17 were already allotted by an order dated 31 May 1858 (12). 

I have two letters which were certainly transported on the st. Petersburg-Dinaburg section, in 
my collection. Cbe is a folded letter fran the st. Petersburg branch of the state Bank, written 
on 30 September 1861, to Paris. It bears on the reverse an (indistinct) Kovno town mark dated 
2 October 1861. '!he next cancel is of the Prussian Konigsburg-Branberg T.P.0. dated 16 October, 
followed by Valenciennes transit and Paris arrival towrunarks dated 17 October 1861. It is obvious 
that to reach Kovno, probably the last temporary railway stop on the line fran st.Petersburg, in 
two or perhaps even one day, the letter has to be carried by train and not by the otherwise 
horse-drawn mail. It is the same with a letter sent on 15 May 1862 fran Warsaw to the general
manager of the SPB-Warsaw Railway, J.E. Guenzburg, in st. Petersburg. It reached that destination, 
sane 1000 km away, on 19 May 1862. But neither of the two letters bear cancellations pointing 
directly to a Russian T.P.O. In Prigara's book there is the following reproduction of a Dinaberg 
cancellation: 

It could well be that of the Dinaburg railway station but, of course, it has to be seen on a 
cover before its nature can be confinned. 

With the introduction in 1869 of the nation-wide numbered T.P.0. system with corresponding 
circular cancellations, the situation became much clearer. Examples fran my collection are 
shown in figs.23 - 27. All these cancellations are of the standard C4 type (13) with the 
indication of the date and the serial number of the station on the respective line (horizontal 
cipiers). '!here is a Kineshma-Nerekhta cancellation dated 24.7.1871 (fig.23). '!hat was a 
section of the Shuisk-Ivanov line partially opened in 1868. It became the T.P.0. No. 77-78 
route Novka-Kineshma in 1881, and ~an-Nerekhta in 1904. '!he earliest T.P.0. 77-78 cancellation 
in my collection is dated 25.1.1884. 

'!he next T.P.O. un-numbered cancellation is Taps-'-Derpt dated 23.9.1878 (fig.24) Mentioned by 
Peel and Baillie (1.11) it became, in 1881, part of the T.P.0. route No. 7-8 Riga-Qrel. '&10 cancel
lations of the T.P.0. Riga-Mozeika are shown, dated 30.9.1874 (fig.25) and 12.7.1876 (fig.26). 
In 1881 it became T.P.O. No. 85-86. '!he following reproduction (fig.27) shows the un-numbered 
T.P.O. of the Kalkuny-Radzivilishki Railway dated 20.9.1878. '!hat line, being a direct link 
between Dinaburg and Libava, was built in the seventies; it became T.P.0. route No. 9-10 
Kalkuny-Radzivilishki in 1881 and Dinaburg-Radzivilishki in 1906. 

A sanewhat mysterious item in my collection is the cover reproduced as fig.28, showing two 
cancellations of an un-numbered T.P.O. Olardzui-Uzun Ma dated 17.IV.1892. Cb the back there 
is a Baku transit mark dated 19.IV.1892, and the Brussels arrival mark dated 10 May 1892. 
What makes the cover mysterious is that it bears an unbroken wax seal and is empty. It looks 
as if it were sent to try the feasibility of the route. Indeed, Olardzui was in the Khanate of 
Bukhara territory and a station on the Russian Trans-Caspian Railway. Tchilinghirian writes (15) 

that the construction started in 1880 at Uzun-Ma, reaching Olardzui in December 1886. Fran 
there the line was extended to Samarkand and finally, in 1898, to Tashkent. Tchilinghirian 
illustrates a number of cancels of the T.P.O. Olardzui-Samarkand (Tashkent), un-numbered to 
1899, but none of the Olardzui-Uzun Ma T.P.0. '!he latter, in 1899, became the T.P.0. No. 
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203-204 Krasnovodsk-Chardzui. Our empty cover travelled fran Uzun .Ada (Krasnovodsk) by sea to 
Baku. '!he subsequent routing remains unknown. '!he date 10 May Gregorian is 28 April Julian, 
which shows that the cover took nine days fran Baku to reach Brussels. 

other interesting items in the field of un-numbered T.P.O.s are the cancellations of the Poti
Tiflis T.P.O., dated 24.11.1882 and 23.5.1883 (fig.29). Both of them are reproduced and 
described in detail in Mr Ashford's roonograph (16) and are now in my collection. '!he T.P.O. 
became route 97-98 Samtredi-Poti in 1884 (the T.P.O. 97-98 cancellations are no less rare than 

the un-numbered ones). 

A rather curious switch fran numbered to un-numbered T.P.O. is noted by Mr Baillie (17) concerning 
the I.odz-Kolyushki line, as Dr Luchnik records that 'PV 31-32 was withdrawn by 1891. Mr Baillie 
records an un-numbered single circle canceller used in 1901 and 1903, and a later double circle 
canceller inscribed 'I.odz Kolyushki' at the top with no indication that the mark is for a T.P.O., 
used in 1912 and 1913. However, as described there, it is only one half of the quite interesting 
story. According to Dr Luchnik, the numbers 31-32 were allotted to the I.odz-Kolyushki line in 
1872, and switched to Kramatorskaya-Lugansk in 1891, and Kramatorskaya-Popasnaya in 1899. Indeed, 
I have in my collection a cover sent 2.5.1878 fran Kaluga to Kalish, bearing three T.P.O. cancel
lations: 29-30 (Brest-Warsaw), 25-26 (Warsaw-Sosnovitse) and finally 31-32 for Kolyushki-I.odz. 
And an even earlier cover with the same kind of T.P.O. 31-32 cancellation is dated 30.1.1872 
(fig.32). '!he short Kolyushki-I.odz line was constructed in 1866. According to Prigara, ordinary 
mail was transported between I.odz and Kolyushki fran 20 May 1866 (18). Polanski and Rachmanow (19) 

report having seen on 1867 letters the cancellation reproduced as fig.30, and interpret with sane 
reservations the 'W.D.Z.' initials as 'Warszawska Droga zelazna', meaning the 'Warsaw Railway 
Line' and therefore a T.P.O. cancellation. Bojanowicz states (20) that there is no evidence of an 
ambulant T.P.O. on this railway, but handstamps were introduced for use on letters posted at I.odz 
which would be sent for forwarding to Warsaw. According to Bojanowicz, the letters in the cancel 
stand for 'Wiedenska Droga zelazna', that is, 'Vienna Railway•. If Prigaia's infonnation is 
correct, then this cancel could well be a T.P.O. Bojanowicz illustrates another type of cancel
lation, in Cyrillic, which he states was introduced in 1870 (fig.31). It is probable that this 
cancel is not that of a T.P.O. 

Fig.30 Fig.31 

'!he earliest un-numbered T.P.O. I.odz-Kolyushki in my collection is dated 25.6.1889 (fig.33). 
'!here are a few later ones, all of them with the train serial 'l' and 'I.odz-Kolyushki' and not 
vice versa. Like Mr Baillie I have a few I.odz-Kolyushki station cancellations without the 
T.P.O. indication. And one rather unusual Kolyushki station cancellation dated 8.8.1900 and 
reading in English translation: 'Kolyushki P.O.* 7th Department (ot'diel') of the L.K. 
Railway line' (fig.34). 

And now to the other half of the story. '!he Donetz Railway was built in the years 1872-1882 to 
serve the coal-mining industries of the region. Cb its Lugansk-Kramatorskaya section, an un
numbered T.P.O. operated in the eighties. In 1891, the numbers 31-32 (previously allocated to 
the route Kolyushki-I.odz) were switched to the Kramatorskaya-Lugansk section. '!he reasons are 
unknown. I have several un-numbered Kramatorskaya-Lugansk T.P.O. cancellations on covers in my 
collection, the earliest one dated 15.2.1883, and the latest 12.12.1890 (fig 35), as it seems 
i.mnediately before the switch. My earliest cancellations after that switch are fran 1892 (fig.36). 
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-----------•· . 
Fig.35 Fig.36 

Finally, I invite cxmnents concerning the cancellation 'Rostov-Baku ot'd.' reproduced in fig.37. 
After the 'ot'd.' there is a sign: it could be the cii;fter 1 6 1 with the '5' of the T.P.O. route 
No.65 accidentally missing, or 'B' belonging to the -word 'ot'diel.'. Against the first presumption 
speaks the position of that latter sign aligned with the 'R' in the opposite 'Rostov•. In that 
way it could be a temporary un-numbered T.P.O. route, probably in a direct railway car Rostov-Baku 
(the 65 T.P.O. route went to Vladikaukaz only, according to Luchnik). 

nOLJTOBA7I KAPTOLII<A 

.. 
Fig.37 

And last but not least, speaking of accidents, here is an un-numbered Moscow-Voronezh T.P.O. 
cancellation (fig.38). I do not believe that this particular route was at the time un-numbered. 
r suspect that as the allotted route number was '13', sane superstitious clerk simply suppressed 
that supposedly unlucky number. 

Fig.38 
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As the material presented here shows, the transport of mail by rail started on a given line 
rronths earlier than its opening for general traffic. With the volume of mail reaching a certain 
importance, temporary T.P.O.s were put into circulation, as precursors of the munbered T.P.O.s 
of the nationwide system. '!here had to be quite a number of such temporary T.P.O.s. It seems 
that rrost of them are still unknown or at least not described. 

NOTES 

1. 1Sovietski Kollectioner' No.11/1977, pp.37-67. 
2. ibidem, p.62. 
3. Prigara, S.W.: 1Russkaya Pochta v Imperii ••• ', New York, 1941, pp.211-212. 
4. BJRP No.58, 1981, pp.22 ff. 
5, Westwood, J.N.: 'The History of Russian Railways', London, 1964, p.23. 
6. Mr Baillie rightly expresses doubts that the two items quoted by him as passing Tsarskoye 

Sele line are properly assigned. As for myself, I would rather join with Mr Horgan, cited 
therein, who submits that similar train postmarks were also used on the Peterhof line. 
Luchnik says practically the same (p.62), Indeed, direct transfer was impossible if only 
because the Tsarskoye Sele line was the only one in the world to have a 6 ft gauge (it was 
changed to the Russian standard of 5 ft in 1902, only when the line was sold and amalgamated 
with Moscow-Vindava (Westwood. op. cit., pp.248/43). Also the Tsarskoye Sele line had its 
separate terminal ('vokzal'). The Peterhof one started from Baltic terminal. 

7, 'Zeitschrift fur Russ.-Sowjet, Phil.', No.20/1980, pp.19 ff. 
8, Westwood, op. cit., p.25. 
9, In the 1890 railway station list, Tsarskoye Sele station is listed as admitted for the 

reception of ordinary (unregistered} mail and newspapers only. 
10, Westwood, op.cit., pp.33-34. 
11. For reproduction see BJRP No. 60, p.19. 
12. Prigara, op.cit., p,139, 
13. BJRP No.BO, p.22. 
14. BJRP No.55, p.25. 
15, Part Three, pp.254 ff. 
16, op.cit., p.303, 
17. BJRP No.58, p.24. 
18. op.cit., p.186. 
19. 'Die Postwertzeichen und Poststempel von Polen', Vienna, 1935, p.65, 
20. 'The Kingdom of Poland', London, 1979, p.142, 
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The 'Wrong' Station 
REV. L.L. TANN 

In the last Journal (BJRP No.62) I raised the point of mail being posted at a railway station 
post office when it was destined for a location in an altogether different direction fran that 
railway. I illustrated a Rananov postal card to prove the point. It is my pleasure to illustrate 
here another cover also posted at the 'wrong' station. 

'lhe letter is addressed to one Franz Krieger in Salzburg, Austria, and is registered at the 
Vitebsk station postal desk in st. Petersburg 4.6.13 (fig. 1). 'lhe franking - the stamps being 
used to seal the back of the envelope (fig.2) - consists of t.\\10 Rananov 7k and t.\\10 3k, with 
fine strikes of the 'st.Petersburg/Vitebsk station', and an additional strike on the front of 
the cover. 

'lhe Vitebsk station was the railhead for Tsarskoe Sele, Vitebsk and Kiev and other points to the 
south. 'lhe letter was destined for central Europe, Austro-Hllllgary. 'lhe large double-circle 
st. Petersburg postmark on the back of the envelope above the stamps tells the whole story. It 
is dated 5.6.13, a day later than its registration at the Vitebsk station postal desk. Being 
posted at the 'wrong' station, it crossed to the correct one - the Warsaw station - with a 
no:r:mal st.Petersburg postmark as a transit cancel. Fran the Warsaw station it must have 
travelled via Warsaw and Olenstahova, over the frontier on to Vienna and thence to Salzburg. 
It is a pity there is no arrival postmark. 

'!here is one further point of interest - the glaring mis-spelling on the registration label! 
(fig.3). Conforming to regulations, labels with Latin characters were used for ex-Russia mail. 
But the use of the letter 'c' - which is in Cyrillic an 's' - for 'Vitebck' is interesting. 
Are there any other Vitebsk station .labels with this mis-spelling? Was it then one of a batch, 
or a single error in the setting? Are there other mis-spelled registration labels? Perhaps 
another area to look into. 

Fig.3 
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The Russian Army on the Roumanian Front 1916-1917 
A. LEPPA 

'!he author's intention in writing this article was to describe an actual example of a Field Post 
Office card fran the Roumanian Front in the First World war. Slightly over 300 Russian Fieldpost 
items, mainly cards, were examined in order to find unit cachets which could be connected with 
the Rolmlanian Front. '!he cards were not actually acquired for this pirpose, but may be described 
as a stock, accumulated at randan. '!he starting point for research into units on the Rolmlanian 
Front was the book by Knox, 'With the Russian Army 1914-1917 - Voluma II', which mentions I!Dst of 
the divisions fighting in Roumania in 1916. 

While it is possible to identify units serving in Roumania in 1916-1917, it is not possible to 
report with certainty on items of mail that were tmQUestionably sent fran such units.Unfortunately, 
therefore, this article is the story of a failure. However, the results of the research into units 
fighting on the Roumanian Front in 1916-1917 may well be of interest to other members. 

A brief sumnary of the military position around Roumania in 1916 follows: sources used are Major
General Sir Alfred Knox 'With the Russian Army 1914- 1917'; Geoffrey .Jukes •carpathian Disaster'; 
and Bryan Perrett & Anthony IDrd ''!he Czar's British Squadrai'. 

At the end of MarCh 1916, General A.A. Brusilov took over camiand of the South-West Front. He 
planned and executed a surprise offensive operation, na,, known as ''!he Brusilov Offensive•. '!his 
was originally planned as a diversion, to pin down enemy forces in the south. while the Russian 
Army m:nmted the main offensive in the north. However, the offensive became the main operation 
and brought the Austrian Front to the verge of collapse. 

'!he South-West Front offensive began on 4 June 1916, on a front fran the Pripet Marshes in the 
north to Bukovina in the south. By 12 August 1916 Brusilov had recaptured over 15,000 square 
miles of territory. 

'!he success of the offensive pranpted Rolmlania to caoo into the war on the side of the Allies, 
to enable her to seize Transylvania (with its three million ethnic Roumanians) while the Austro
Hungarian ~es were under heavy pressure fran Brusilov's forces. Cn 27 August 1916 Rolmlania 
declared war on the Central Powers and at once invaded Transylvania. Rolmlania's territorial 
ambition centred primarily on Transylvania, and her aim was to seize the territory by a rapid 
campaign, using practically her entire army. 

In the short tezm, the Rolmlanians feared that the Bulgarians would take the opportunity to invade 
the Dobrudja, in the south, where only one Roumanian division would remain to oppose them. '!he 
Roumanian High Camland therefore asked Russia to supply troops for the defence of the Dobrudja. 

Alexeyev, in accordance with the Russo-Rolmlanian military convention, fozmed a 'Dobrudja Detach
ment', ccmnanded by General zayonchkovski, ooosisting of the 61st and 115th Infantry Divisions 
and the 1st Serbian Volunteer Division. '!he request for troops was made before Roumania entered 
the war, and as soon as Roumania declared war and invaded Transylvania, the mixed Russo-Serb 
force began to 11Dve into the Dobrudja. Cn 1 September 1916 the Bulgarians declared war on 
Roumania and inmediately invaded the Dobrudja, smashing the one Roumanian Division and causing 
the 1st Serbian Division and the 61st Division to be withdrawn. Cn 19 September, Falkenhayn's 9th 
German Army attacked the Roumanian Army in Transylvania, and defeated it. 

By the 13th Q::tober 1916, the Brusilov Offensive was in effect at an end. '!he aim of the South
West Front was now not to eliminate Austria-Hungary fran the Eastern Front, but to stave off the 
oanplete collapse of Rolmlania. At the end of October the 9th Army was holding the ~ldavian 

-sront down to Bacau, but mainly with new troops. '!he Dobrudja Detachment was reinforced and, 
under the camiand of General Sakharov, was renamed '!he Danube Army, consisting of eight Infantry 
Divisions and two Cavalry Divisions. 
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Fig.1 Card from Medjedia, Roumania, 14.IX.1916 
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Fig.2 Card from Arys, 
East Prussia. 

Fig.3 Card to 
the 

Roumanian 
Front. 

60 BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 63 



In the middle of November, there were the following divisions on the Roumanian front: 65th,78th, 
103rd, 26th, 3rd Turkestan Rifle; 10th Cavalry; 1st ll:)n Cossack; Terek Cossack; 68th,25th, 11th 
Cavalry and Orenburg Cossack. 

Beside these, Divisions on their way to the 9th Army (which held the southern front,,opposite the 
Austrians in Bukovina) were the 48th, 49th, 2nd Rifle, 4th Rifle, 14th and 15th. 'lbe Army of the 
Danube consisted of the 30th, 40th, 9th Siberian, 61st, 10th Siberian, 3rd Rifle, 115th and 1st 
Serbian Divisions, and the 8th Cavalry and 3rd cavalry Divisions. 

ene possible method of detecting mail fran or to these divisions is the rule by which regiments 
were connected to divisions (infantry troops). Each Division consisted of 4 Regiments, so that, 
for example, the first division included Regiments 1 - 4, the 10th consisted of 37 - 40, the 
100th of 397-400, and so on. 

In the winter of 1916 new divisions were organised by reducing the mmiber of battalions in a 
divison fran 16 to 12. 'lbe Army of the Danube was renamed the 6th Army and a new Army, the 4th 
Army, filled the gap between the 9th and the 6th Armies. Knox no longer reports the serial munbers 
of divisions. 'lbe Rotullallian front consisted of 50 infantry divisions. 

A detachment of British amoured cars also fought with the Russian 6th Army in the Dobrudja, 
arriving on 27 November 1916. 'lbe full title of this detachment was 'lbe Russian Arrooured Car 

Division, Royal Naval Air Service. 'lbe area around Hisova was occupied at this time by the IV 
Siberian Corps of General Sirelius, including the 39th Siberian Rifle Regiment (preSlUllably part 
of the 10th Siberian Division. 'lbe British Anooured Car Division defended Hisova fran 9 - 15 
December 1916. 

en 17 December the Bulgarians broke through the Rotullallian Anny, and threw the whole of the Dobrudja 
into a turnoil. en 4 January 1917 the last British amoured car crossed fran the Dobrudja over 
the Danube, after the Cossack rearguard had withdrawn. 'lbe Arrooured Car unit was then based at 
Tiraspol, and left there for Galicia early in June 1917. 

As already mentioned, the examination of the 300 or so cards did not produce a single card that 
could be said, with certainty, to be fran the Roumanian front. I can, however, present three 
cards, which are all borderline cases. 

1. Card fran Medjedia, Rotullallia, dated 14.IX.1916; bears no Rotullallian postmark apart fran the 
censor cachet of Bucharest. 'lbe card is cancelled and censored in OOessa. 'lbe date is probably 
according to the Russian calendar and so it has been used before Bulgaria declared war. Medjedia 
is situated in Dobrudja. ene possible explanation is that the Russian Field Post system was 
not yet available when the first Russian troops arrived in Dobrudja. (Fig.1) 

2. Card fran Arys, East Prussia. 'Ibis still has the old address of P.O.W. Peterson, namely, 
119 Regiment belonging to the 30th Division, which at the end of 1916 was a part of the Army 
of the Danube. 'lbe card was received in December 1917 and so there is no proof of Private 
Peterson's possible stay in Moldavia. (Fig.2) 

3. Card addressed to the Rotullallian front, to the office of the Air Force Inspector. 'lbe card is 
dated 7.XII.1917 and postmarked in FPO 114. It is worth noting that it is FPO 114 and not 
Reserve FPO 114, which at the beginning of the war was in Lvov. 'lbe card has been sent fran 
Estonia, Tartu, fran the Fstonian Regiment and so FPO 114 is probably a transit postmark or it 
served the forces on the Rotullallian front. (Fig.3) 

It would be interesting if other members would report any other field post items connected with 
the Rotullallian Front. 
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The Batum and Kobulety Postmaster Provisionals 

R.L. JOSEPH 

Batum was occupied by TUrkish forces in March 1918. TUrkey was granted an annistice by the Allies 
on 30 October 1918. 

"British forces landed in Batum on December 18th of that year to enforce the terms of the 
annistice, to secure the lines of ocmnunication between Batum and Baku, and open the oil pipe
line between those places. Brigadier-General W.J.N. Cooke-Collis was appointed Military Governor 
of Batum by the G.o.c., Constantinople. 

Detennined efforts were made, first to evacuate the TUrkish troops, and then to set up a 
responsible local administration. A local Council was fo:mied, oanprising Russian, Georgian, 
Annenian, Adjarian, Polish and Greek representatives. In February 1919 the Council, ~sumably 
in agreement with the military authorities, cxmnenced a civilian mail service, and a Postal 
Union with Georgia and other districts was concluded. 

Since the stock of stamps and cancellers of the old Russian Postal Office had been raooved to 
Kutais, letters had to be accepted over the Post Office counter, postage being paid in cash. A 
framed oblong rubber stamp (fig.1) was struck on each letter. 

'lhe handstamp, in Russian, read: 

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

WEIGHT 

REGISTRATION 

POST & TELEGRAPH OFFICIAL••••••••••••' 

Presumably to add an air of further authority, an old registration seal of the Russian Post 
Office was unearthed which had been used before 1918 to seal valuable packages with sealing wax. 
'Ibis seal shows the Imperial double eagle and crossed posthorns, and reads: 'BA'IUM P(QST) 
T(ELEX,RAPH) OFFICE No.1 1 • It was also applied to letters in black ink giving an impression in 
relief (fig.2). 
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Such oovers and cards are oarm:>nly known as 'Batmn Posbnaster Provisionals' • Payment of postage 
in cash by these provisional handstamps was not popllar. Following protests, the local admini
stration made arrangements for the production of postage stamps, which were issued on 4 April 
1919. (Source: ''!be British Occupation of Batmn' by P.T. Ashford, BJRP 45, pp 24-33). 

'!be period of use of the provisional handstamps was, therefore, short and examples of the Batmn 
Posbnaster Provisional handstamps . (abbreviated in this article to 'BPP') appear to be rare. 

Very little information has ever been plblished on BPP's. '!be m:>st recent article on the subject, 
by Peter Ashford, reoorded the first known example of the Kobulety Posbnaster Provisional 
(BJRP 55, p.21). 

'lbere are several questions surrounding the Provisional, which have remained tmanSWered to this 
day. 'lbese are: 

1. What was the period of use ? 

2. What were the postage rates in force at the time of use? 

3. How many were actually used ? 

According to one source, quoted by Dr R.J. Ceresa, there were 40 C.T.O. letters, 25 C.T.O. 
postcards, and 20-30 cx:mnercially used letters franked with the BPP. 

4. How many postal clerks were responsible for signing the handstamp? 

5. What, exactly, were they ? 

Dr Ceresa holds the view that they were a fonn of postal stationery, being prepared in advance 
of use. He also oonsiders that they did not go through the post, but were prepared by the 
posbnaster, who signed them for his i;nilatelic friends. 

'!be Elli.tor owns an example, cx:mnercially used. When the Dr A.H. Worbnan Library was being sorted 
out, two full-size i;notograi;:hs of BPP's were disoovered. A aanparison of the Elli.tor's example 
with the i;notograi;:hs revealed sane interesting opportunities for research. 

'!be object of the research was to seek answers, if at all possible, to the questions listed 
above. '!be method used was to describe and (where possible) illustrate all reoorded examples of 
BPP's known to exist, either fran auction sale catalogues, or fran actual examples in oollections. 
It might seem idiotic to attempt such a study; however BPP's are, pitting it bluntly, rare. In 
general where they are sold at auction, they are lotted separately, and in many cases (but not, 

unfortunately, all) illustrated. '!be Elli.tor scrutinised all the auction catalogues in the B.SRP 

Library and his own library, extracting details of every BPP sent for sale. '!be details, with 
illustrations (enlarged, as far as possible, to actual size), were then tabulated. 

Also,. known specialists in the U.K. were contacted, and asked to provide i;notostats of BPP's in 
their oollections, together with any information on other oopies known to them. Our thanks are 
due to Peter Ashford, Dr Ray Ceresa, and Eric Peel for their oonsiderable assistance in the pre
paration of this article. 

'lbere follow two illustrated tables of all oopies of the Batmn Posbnaster Provisional known to me. 

Table 1 canprises items fran auction catalogues, showing the date of sale, auctioneer, name of 
the sale (where applicable), lot number and description. CQnplete oovers and cards are illustrated, 
where possible, to serve as an aid to identification of the source of BPP's in oollections. 

Table 2 canprises examples fran oollections and libraries, not already listed in Table 1. 
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TABLE 1 

20 May 1959. R.L. 'Marquess of Bute' Lot 83. Illustrated (See fig.3) 

Description: Undated postcard. Postage 25 kopecks. 

Now in E.G. Peel collection. 
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Fig. 3 

10 September 1968. R.L. Postal History. Lot 92. Not illustrated. (Source: Trade or Import). 

Description: Cover (assumed local). Postage 15 kopecks. (With 35 kop. on 3 kop. postcard with 
added 5 and 10 kop. stamps, addressed Paste Restante). 

18 November 1970. R.L. Postal History. Lot 1307. Not illustrated. (Source: Trade or Import). 

Description: Cover (assumed local). Postage 15 kopecks. (With 35 kop. on 3 kop. postcard with 
added 5 and 10 kop. stamps.) Possibly the same lot as in the 10 September 1968 
Robson Lowe sale, above. 

29-30 April 1971. Stolow. Lot 935. Illustrated (See fig.4) 

Description: Cover to Yalta. Postage 50 kopecks. 

27 June 1972. R.L. Postal History. Lot 350. Not illustrated. 

Description: 1919 Postcard to Constantinople. Postage 25 kopecks. (Not sold). 

25-27 June 1975. Cherrystone. Lot 3177. Illustrated. (See fig.5) 

Description: 'Unused' cover. 

The seal appears to read 'Batum Post and Telegraph Office', with 'For Correspondence'in the 
centre. This is the only example recorded so far of the 'use' of this type of seal on the Saturn 
Postmaster Provisional. 
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12-14 November 1975. Cherrystone. Lot 5817. Illustrated. (See fig.6} 

Description: Envelope (assumed local). Postage 15 kopecks. 

l,ii~:-\ .. 
,. : . 
. .· 

20-22 November 1975. Siegel. 'Polen' Collection. Lot 750. Not illustrated. 

Description: Cover to Constantinople. Postage 35 kopecks. 

Same sale ••• Lot 751. Illustrated. (See fig.7} 

Description: Postcard to Constantinople. Postage 25 kopecks. 

Fig.7 

In 1960, Serge Reckling (Maison Romeko) had 8 covers and 2 cards. Postage was 15 kopecks on 
each cover. Assumed cards had 25 kopecks postage charge. 

Of these, 3 covers and 1 postcard were purchased by Or R. Ceresa, which were later sold, and 
later still, were sold at auction. 

8-9 June 1976. Cherrystone. (Including Romeko Part I). Lot 1620. Not illustrated. 

Description: Local cover. Postage 15 kopecks. 

Same sale ••• 

Description: Local cover. Postage 15 kopecks. 

Lot 1621. Not illustrated. 

Fig.6 
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7 July 1977. Alevizos. Lot 680. Illustrated. (See fig.a} 

Description: Local cover. Postage 15 kopecks. (Addressed to Georgie Coussis) 

(Later sold at the Buhler Sale on 8-10 March 1984, lot 4111.) 

Fig. 8 

29-30 September 1977. Cherrystone. Lot 1627. Illustrated. (See fig 9) 

Description: Cover used locally. Postage 15 kopecks. 

Fig.9 
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Same sale ••• Lot 1628. Illustrated. (See fig.10) 

Description: Cover to Constantinople {with B.P.A. Certificate). Postage 35 kopecks. 

This was the first recorded exalf4)le of the Kobulety Postmaster Provisional. Addressed to 
'Monsieur ATHANASE •••• ' See Cherrystone sale of 4-5 Oecent:Jer 1974, lot 1145, which was a Batum 
registered cover to 11'1onsieur Athanase Kitchoukis, Coule-Capou No.667, Constantinople'. 
It seems highly likely that lot 1628 was to the same individual, who was presumably a stalf4) 
dealer. 

1 August 1979. 
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Koerber. 

Fig.10 

Lot 3261. Illustrated. (See fig. 11) 

Description: Local cover. Postage 15 kopecks. Addressed to George El. Coussis, Rue Vladikavkaz 
No.24, Batum. 

8 October 1980. Cherrystone. Lot 3934. Illustrated. (See fig.12) 

Description: Local cover. Postage 15 kopecks. 

Cover addressed to George El. Coussis - Source: Romeko/Dr R.J. Ceresa) 

6 October 1981. Cherrystone. Lot 3999. Illustrated. (See fig. 13) 

Description: Local cover. Postage 15 kopecks. 

Addressed to 'Coussis'. Source: Romeko/Dr R.J. Ceresa. 

Fig.11 
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Fig.13 

7 September 1982. R.L. Postal History. Lot 225. Not illustrated. 

Description: Local cover showing 'Arms' intaglio cachet of the Saturn P.O. with ON THE FLAP, 
the boxed handstamp ••• Postage 15 kopecks. 

11 October 1982. Alevizos. Lot 1008. Illustrated. (See fig. 14) 

Description: Local cover. Postage 15 kopecks. 

8-10 March 1984. Georg Buhler. Lot 4111. Illustrated. 

Description: Local letter. Postage 15 kopecks. (Misdescribed as Field Post Office No.1 - seal 
presumably thought to be that of F.P,0,1) 

This was the cover sold at the Alevisos sale of 7 July 1977 (lot 680). 

Same sale ••• Lot 4112. Not illustrated. 

Description: Postcard (assumed local). Postage 25 kopecks. (Again misdescribed as F.P.D.1) 
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Fig.14 

TABLE 2 

Description: Cover(? or printed papers) to Glasgow. Postage 50 kopecks. 

Source: R.L.Joseph collection. (Fig.15) 

Description: Local cover, addressed to Georgi;oEl. Coussis. Postage 15 kopecks. 

Source: Dr A.H. Wortman Library. (Fig.16) 

Description: Local postcard, addressed to GeorgioEl. Coussis. Postage 25 kopecks. 

Source: Dr A.H. Wortman Library. (Fig.17) 

Description: Local cover. Postage uncertain - could be 25, 20 or even 15 kopecks. 

Source: P.T. Ashford collection. (Fig.18) 

Description: Cover to Tiflis. Postage 35 kopecks. Kobulety Postmaster Provisional - second 
recorded example! 

Source: Dr R.J. Ceresa collection. (Fig.19) 
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Fig.16 
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Fig.18 

Description: Local cover, addressed to Georgie El. Coussis. Postage 15 kopecks. 

Source: P.T. Ashford Library. (Fig. 20) 

Description: Local cover, addressed to Georgie El. Coussis. Postage 15 kopecks. 

Source: P.T. Ashford Library. (Fig.21) 

An analysis of the data presented in Tables 1 and 2 provides some interesting information, which 
is sUlllllarised below. 

The covers illustrated comprise: 

Destination 

Unused 
Yalta 
Glasgow, Scotland 
Local (non-Coussis) 
Assumed local 
Local (probably Coussis) 
Local (Coussis) 

~ 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
8 
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Postage 

SO kop. 
50 kop. 

? 15, 20 or 25 kop. 
15 kop. 
15 kop. 
15 kop. 
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Fig.19 
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An analysis of the non-illustrated covers is: 

Destination ~ Postage 

Constantinople 1 35 kop. 
Assumed local 2 15 kop. 
Local 3 15 kop. 

An analysis of the illustrated postcards is: 

Destination Number Postage 

Constantinople 1 25 kop. 
? 1 25 kop. 
Local {Coussis) 1 25 kop. 

An analysis of the unillustrated postcards is: 

Destination Number Postage 

Constantinople 1 25 kop. 
Assumed local 1 25 kop. 

An analysis of the Kobulety covers is: 

Destination Number Postage 

Constantinople 1 35 kop. 
Tiflis 1 35 kop. 

From the information now available, it is possible to answer or, at least, attempt to answer 
some of the queries surrounding these provisionals. 
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1. Period of use 

It is not possible to establish the period of use fran an examination of Jmown covers and cards, 
as nai.e of the covers or cards described were dated, or had any transit or arrival markings. 
Research will probably be required in the Public Record Office, where the archives of the 
British Occupation of Batum should still be held. It is devoutly to be hoped that these records 
are open to the public. 

2. Postal rates 

At first sight it seems rather strange that local letters cost less than postcards. However, it 
is possible that the local 'letters' were sent \lllSealed and were, in fact, local printed papers. 

'lhe EW.tor therefore presents the following as a working hypothesis of the postal rates in Ba.tum 
in the period February 1919 to 4 April 1919: 

Iocal 'letters', assumed to be local printed papers, sent \lllSealed = 15 kop. 

Postcards (local and international)= 25 kop. 

Foreign letters= 50 kop. 

'lhe Kobulety postal rates appear to be 35 kop. for foreign mail. It is possible that both were 
sent \lllSealed, and the 35 kop. rate is for foreign printed papers. 

Members are asked to examine their covers and advise if they were sent sealed or open. 

3. Numbers issued 

'1he figures quoted by Dr Ceresa do appear to be on the low side, as a survival rate of 8 out of 
40 C.T.O. letters appears unreasonably high. h}ain, the Public Record Office may, in the future, 
provide the answer. 

4. Number of postal clerks 

In general, one postal clerk appears to have signed all covers and cards bar one - the Yalta 
cover - which, on the face of it, appears to have been signed by another hand. 

s. What were the BPP's ? 

scrutiny of existing covers and cards does not prove or disprove Dr Ceresa's opinion concerning 
the 'postal stationery' aspect. However, it does appear that the same postal clerk initialled 
all covers and cards illustrated, both with Ba.tum and Kobulety provisionals, except for the 
Yalta cover. It is possible, therefore, that they were produced as a fom of postal stationery. 
'lhe only 1ln'lused' provisional may be a proof, or perhaps may not be genuine. Fran the inform
ation now available, it does appear that at least sane of the covers and cards did go through 
the _post. For example, the Yalta and Glasgow covers and Peter Ashford's local cover do appear 
to have been through a postal system, as do the Kobulety covers. 'lhe 'Coussis' covers and cards 
do appear to be pri.latelic, and probably were not carried by the Ba.tum Post Office. 

last, but not least, there are now bio recorded Kobulety Postmaster Provisionals! 

'Ibis article records 17 illustrated BPP's and a further 8 non-illustrated examples, of which 
at least one is not a duplicate of those illustrated, plus the bio Kobulety covers. It will be 
interesting to see how many other Ba.tum or Kobulety Postmaster Provisionals now 'oc:ma out of 
the woodwork' ! 

If members have examples of these provisionals in their collections not already listed, would 
they please send details and a J;ilotostat to the EW.tor, for future publication. It would also 
be helpful if members would advise the EW.tor of any BPP's offered for sale at auction or 

•elsewhere, which are not listed here. 
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A Date in Vladivostok: the Arms issue of 1921 
I.J. STEYN 

'!he cover was the only explicitly described entire in a lot of 38 entires f:can the early 
twenties. It was described as 'rare cover f:can Far Ea.stem Replblic bearing ovpt. 1920/21 
2k. and 3k. plus 1912-18 imperf. Sk. and 10k. of Russia, to Iatvia via Russia ••• ' 

How strange, I thought, a mixture of DVR overprints and imperf Arms issues. After sane soul
searching I decided I really didn't need to eat next m:>nth and sent in a handsane bid (partly 
recovered by the sale of other items in that lot, so it turned out I could afford the odd 
meal after all) and was successful. Of course, my suspicion had been wholly correct: the 
'imperf. Arms issues' were actually stamps of the Vladivostok Arms issue, making this lovely 
FER cover a marvellous addition to my microscopic collection of that obscure Secessionist 
state. And I had been lucky; the auctioneers had not noticed two other covers in the same 
lot, also bearing the Vladivostok Arms issues, probably considering them mere imperf. Arms 
issues, so I had gained three FER covers in a single day. 

But the star item was the cover with the mixed franking (fig.1). It was sent on 31 Marcil 
1921. '!his predates the alleged date of issue (July 1921), and even predates the date 
mentioned by Ray Ceresa (April 1921) in his magnum opus. But this date of issue (at least 
for the Sk and 10k) also presents us with a few fresh problems, all connected with the 
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Fig.1 Registered cover from Vladivostok (31.3.1921) via London to Zehsis in Latvia (14.5.1921) 
Franked with 2k and 3k perf DVR overprints and 5k and 10k Vladivostok Arms types. 
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Fig.2 Registered cover from Vladivostok (29.12.1921) via London (9.2.1922) to Zehsis. 
Franked with two 4k and six 2k Vladivostok Arms types. 

-~ ,; 4• •· - • 
, ■ i. ~ .• \ 

~ ,~ - t "":i', ... ,: - i 
. \ \l •• t ,1 
.. . 

canplex history of Vladivostok in the FER period. Let's review the 11DSt :irnportant events of the 
1920-21 period: 

January 1920: General Rozanov, Kolchak's representative in the Far East, is chased out of 
Vladivostok. Power passes to the zemstvo Board of Vladivostok; 01.ainnan s.A • 
.Medvedev. strong ccmnunist influence. 

6 April 1920: FER created by the Verkhne Udinsk partisan congress. 
October 1920: Semyonov chased out of Tchita, Vladivostok-FER talks begin. 
12 December 1920:Vladivostok sul::mits to FER authority, yet retains sane self-government. 

26 May 1921: 
Power passes to the government of V.G. Antonov, a ccmnunist. 
Coup d'etat in Vladivostok. Power passes to the Merkulov brothers. 
Vladivostok and Southern Prirrorsk oblast secede fran FER to becane PVP. 

'!he (apparently) erroneous issue date of July 1921 \flOuld therefore place the Vladivostok Arms 

issue in the Merkulov era, an obvious paradox, since the stamps themselves p.1rp0rt to be stamps 
for the FER, as the inscription shows. But the design of the stamps makes it unlikely that they 
were ordered thus by the very pro-camnmistAntonov government. I \flOuld therefore make the 
following conjecture: the stamps were designed towards the end of the Medvedev period, which 
\flOuld explain the presence of the Kerenski eagle in the centre (the ~ev government con
sidered itself a temporary caretaker for the only legal Russian government, that of Kerenski). 
Preparations for the production of the stamps must have been in an advanced stage since the 
Antonov government did not interfere with the design, repellent though it may have been to 
them. And so the stamps were issued in the Antonov period, the Sk and 10k no later than 31 March 
1921. 
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Fig.3 Registered letter from Okeanskaya (12.9.1921) via London (23.10.1921) to Zehsis (30.10.1921) 
franked with four 5k Vladivostok Arms types. Okeanskaya lies about 20 versts north of 
Vladivostok along the railway. 

As is well known, the stamps continued to be used throughout the Merkulov period. '!he two other 
oovers fran that lot illustrate that usage. Fig.2 shows a cover fran Vladivostok with 20 gold 
kopecks in Vladivostok Arms issues. Apparently the stamps were used only in the area controlled 
by the PVP, and that wasn't very large. Even in the nearby Suchan mining district PVP authority 
was a farce, and entires with these stamps fran places other than Vladivostok must be rare. 
Fig. 3 shows such an entire, a lovely registered letter fran Ckeanskaya. Note the registration 
cachet, which has neither an 'R' nor a '3' ••• 

'!he Merkulov rule was ended on 8 August 1922, when General Diterikhs was installed as Pravitel, 
an archaic tenn which means 'ruler'. Apparently the Vladivostok Arms stamps were not used any 
m:>re during his reign, only the 'PRIAMURSKII ZEMSKII KRAI' overprints were used. Diterikh's 
rule lasted less than three nonths: on 25 October 1922, the last White and Japanese forces left 
the city and the first units of the FER's People's Revolutionary Army entered the city later 
that same day. 

We 1NOuld therefore expect the last day of use of 'White' stamps to be sane time around early 
November 1922. In Ray Ceresa's overview a cover fran the Ixmann-Jaoobson collection is shown 
which puts the lie to this assumption. It is franked with a bizarre mix of Red and White FER 
stamps and dated 11.12.1922. I can improve slightly on that 'last date': fig. 4 shows a very 
similar cover, franked with 34 gold kopecks in Vladivostok Arms types, 4 gold kopecks in 
'1917-1922' surcharges, and 2 gold kopecks in Tchita Arms types. It was sent on 20 December 
1922. Transit- and arrival marks give this letter a strong claim to legitimacy, so my guess 
at the period of use of the Vladivostok Arms types is 31 March 1921 to 20 December 1922. 

But who knows? '!he next auction catalogue may change this ••• 
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Fig.4 Front and back of a registered letter ,from Vladivostok (20.12.1922) via Kobe in Japan 
(23.12.1922) and possibly Singapore to Sydney (23.1.1923). Franked with, among others, 
three 10k and two 2k Vladivostok Arms types. 

80 BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 63 



More Soviet 'Damaged' Markings 
R.P. KNIGHTON 

In BJRP 62, a cover dated September 1935 was illustrated, showing a handstamp on the back stating 
that the letter was received at the post office badly sealed. Mr Jose:i;:n raised the question: was 
the cachet intended to hide censorship of mail sent abroad? I have a few similar covers and give 
details below. 

1) Leningrad 31.10.1933 to wndon. Registered and Express. Cachet in French 'Recu par la paste 
en etat/ defectueux: L'envelope/ dechiree, avec des plis/sales, mal colles/.-L'employe. • (fig.1). 

l 

Fic;,.1 

P~9u par la 11r:-f1! en c\~1 
detecfucux: L'c;: t'~l~q,& 
def!hirt~, avec :1-:~ ·piis 

Scil3S1 m~ I c 1!;:S. 
L'e,ig~eyt. 

.. 

2) Munnansk 2.3.1934 to wndon. Registered and Express. Express Fee Paid 6d. Cachet as above. 

3) Leningrad 19.10.34 to wndon. Registered and Express,sent fran the State Bank of the USSR. 
Cachet as above. 

4) Vinnitsa 8.3.34 to Haifa (Palestine) 18.3.1934. Registered. Cachet in rectangle 'Recu a Moscou/ 
avec les soupapes,/ mal collees/ Employe •••••••• • (fig.2). 

5) Leningrad 21.8.34 to Hove, England. By air 'Mit Luftpost Befordert' circular strike in red. 
Registered, with Berlin backstamp. Rectangular framed cachet (not illustrated). 

6) Kiev 26.2.35 to Haifa, backstamped 14.3.35. Registered. 'lhe cachet would appear to have been 
made with a rubber stamp, as the outline is distorted (fig.3). 

7) Leningrad -.9.35 to Haifa 16.9.35. Registered. Framed cachet (fig.4). 

'!here appear to be at least four types of the 'Malcolles' handstamp, two of which specify the 
office of receipt (Moscow and Leningrad). 

'lhe space after the word 'L'employe' for a signature or initials has· not been used on any of the 
covers. It seems too much to believe that the only mail which was badly sealed was mail sent to 
destinations outside Russia, and registered mail at that! 
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Fig.3 
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A 'Damaged' Cover to Latvia 
PETER A. MICHALOVE 

In BJRP 62, Mr Josei;tl illustrates a 1935 cover with a curious cachet in French indicating that it 
had been received at the Kiev train station poorly sealed. Illustrated here is a Jtme 1940 cover 
fran Kiev to Riga with a similar marking, reading 'Recu au bureau d'echange/ de Kiev gare en etat/ 
endcmnage' (Received at the exchange office of the Kiev railway station in damaged condition). 

Mr Josei;tl suggests that the cachet may be camouflaged indication of censorship of mail sent abroad. 
'lhis is a reasonable inference, and there are three reasons to suspect that the present cover was 
censored. 

First, we can assume that the censor would take a m:>re than passing interest in this piece. It was 
sent to Riga on 22 Jtme 1940, just days after the Soviet occupation of Latvia. '!be addressee, Pauls 
Kalnozols, has a clearly Latvian name. 

Second, the marking tells us that the cover was received in 'damaged condition', and indeed the 
sealing flap is missing. But there are still clear traces showing where the flap was originally 
glued, so the flap must have been disturbed sane time after the cover was first dispatched and 
before the cachet was applied. 'lbere are no other damaged areas on the cover. 

Finally, we may guess what the censor thought of this letter by the fact that there is no Latvian 
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receiving mark on the oover. In fact there is no mark at all to indicate that the letter ever went 
further than Kiev. 

Without too vivid an imagination, then, we can infer the following sequence of events. '!he oover 
was posted in Kiev, where its conspicuous destination caught the attention of the censor. Sanewhere 
in the opening or resealing process, the censor damaged the envelope by clumsy handling, and 
applied the 'damaged condition' cachet to hide the fact of censorship. Olce the marking was applied, 
the censor may have decided (perhaps on the advice of a supervisor) that the letter was rrore 
subversive than it first appeared, and should not be forwarded to its destination. 
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Soviet Posts in Bukovina and Bessarabia 
28 June 1940-5 July1941 
M. SHMUELY 

In 1918 the Kingdan of Roumania occupied the fonnerly Russian province of Bessarabia and annexed 
the area including the fonnerly Austro-Hungarian province of Bukovina. 

en 25 June 1940, Roumania was asked by the Soviet Union to give back the territories of Bukovina 
and Bessarabia. '!he reason for this demand was, on the one hand, the existence of a large Ukrain
ian poptlation, and oo the other hand, because the Soviet Union needed this territory to oanplete 
the unification of the Ukraine. 

Under pressure fran GeDDany, the Soviet Unioo agreed to be satisfied with the northern part of 
Bukovina, with its main city of Cemauti (Czernowits), together with Bessarabia. en 28 June 1940 
the Red Anny entered the territories of Bessarabia and Northern Bukovina, annexing them to the 
Soviet Union. '!he northern county of Bessarabia (Hotin) was incorporated in Northern Bukovina, 
the unified territory being renamed 'Olernovitsy Province'. (Figs 1 & 2). A list of post offices 
in Northern Bukovina, fran the April 1937 issue of the Dictionaire des Bureaux des Postes, 
plblished by the U.P.U., is given in fig.3. 

By a decree of the supreme Soviet on 2 August 1940, Bessarabia was united with certain adjoining 
parts of the Soviet Union to form the M:>ldavian SSR. Northern Bukovina with the I<hotinsk, Akkerman 
and Ismail districts of Bessarabia were annexed to the Ukrainian SSR. Soviet postage stamps were 
thereupon introduced. Philatelic material fran this period is very rare and interesting. 

'!here follows a list of the material contained in my collectioo, with pertinent descriptions. 

ra1nrJ1'f!( Sirf1j1-,o_ O · · \. .. · •~••1oda 
Oknr :/ ' ovljen' ... -~q ' I ..., ____ ...,.,_ ____ .__ .. 

,, ---===------
Fig.1 

Fig.2 
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POST OFFICES IN NORTHERN BUKOVINA 

County abbreviations: C - Cernauti, R - Radauti, S - Strojinet 

Banila-pe-Cerernu~ (S) 
E~nila-pe-Siret (S) 
Barbe~ti (s) 
Berhomet-pe-Siret (S) 
Boian (C) 
Broscau~ii-Vechi (S) 
Cernauti (C) 
Coste~ti (C) 
Cozmeni (C) 
Cuciurul Mare (C) 
Dracinet (S) 
Grigore-Ghica-Voda (C) 

!spas (S) 
Ivancau}i (C} 
Jadova (S) 
Jucica-Veche (C) 
Lucavatul-pe-Siret (S) 
Lujeni (C) 
M~mae~ti (C) 
Milie (S) 
Dena Bucovinei (C) 
PatrMu~ii-de-Sus (S) 
Plaiul Cosminului (C) 
Rastoace (S) 

Sadagura (C) 
Seletin (R) 
Stanestii-de-Jos pe Cerernu~ (S) 
Storojinet (S) 
~ipotele (R) 
~tefanesti Bucovinei (C) 
Vascau~i-pe-Cererru~ (S) 
Vijnita (S) 
Vilancea (S) 
Vrancen (C) 
Zastavna (C) 
Zviniace (C) 

Fig.3 

Type of mail 

PC 

PC 

Fig.4 

88 

Despatch markings .Addressed to Rate Paid 

Bilingual cancel Eolgrad 'a' Tel-Aviv 30 kop. 
Eolgrad, Akkerrn. Distr. 23.2.41 (fig.4) 

Bilingual cancel Eolgrad 'b' Tel-Aviv 50 kop. 
Eolgrad, Akkerman. Distr. 24.11.40 

nOYTOBAH KAPTOYKA 
CARTf;: POST ALE 

Correct rate 

30 kop. 

30 kop. 

- I 
.-. ...... ..... . --· - ·•- .- - - -- - ------ ~ - • ·-· -·· ,.J ... ~ . ' ---·- ·-----------~ _,.,.. .......... ~ 
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Fig.5 

PC 

PC 

PC 

RE 

PC 

L 

ARL 

~ ' • ►. I--~--......,~ 
n04TOBAA }-5APT9:= ·@ 

· CARTE POSTAL~ 

'~! 

Bilingual cancel Bolgrad 'b' Tel-Aviv 
Bolgrad, Akkerm. Distr. 22.3.41 (fig.5) 

Bilingual cancel Kiliya 'b' Tel-Aviv 
Kiliya, Akkerm. Distr. 19.2.41 (fig 6) 

Russian cancel Benderi MSSR Jerusalem 
29.4.41 (fig.7) 

Russian cancel Kishinev MSSR/ Russian Jerusalem 
cachet for registration Kishinev 
ccmmmication office 2.12.40 (fig.8) 

Cachet in French Chisenau - Et.ranger 
15.6.41 

Paris 

30 kop. 30 kop. 

20 kop. 30 kop. 

30 kop. 30 kop. 

1.30 rub. 1.30 rub. 

30 kop. 30 kop. 

'lhe German attack on the Soviet Union started on 22 June 1941, and found this 
!X)St.card on its way to Paris. It was returned to the sender with the cachet: 
'Retour Inadmis Postverkehr nicht zugelassen' ('Returned undelivered Postal 
traffic not allowed') and also censor's cachets. (Fig.9) 

Cernauti 2 - Roumanian machine postmark Tel-Aviv 
14.12.40 (fig.10) 

Bilingual cancel Tchernovitsi Distr ./ 
Tchernivitsi Distr. 30.4.41 (fig.11) 

Tel-Aviv 

50 kop. 50 kop. 

2.30 rub. 2.30 rub. 
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Fig.6 

Fig.7 
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Fig.a 

i• 
Fig.9 : l., ••. ·,. 

u,ro LJ -

B.C.-X.8 •• l'a6.i•ndi u Ko.uuamma· 
CKy,.1,nTvpa ,Myumuil, · 
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Type of mail Despatch markings .Addressed to Rate paid Correct rate 

PC Sent fran Tel-Aviv (20.11.40) to Tchernovits 
and retumed by the ~soow Dead letter Office. (Fig.11) 
Two arrival bilingual cancels: 
Tchernovitsi •a• post office 7.1.41 
Tchernovitsi 'B' post office 1.1.41. 

APC Russian cancel Tchernovitsi 'G • post 
office 26.5.41 

Santiago 2.10 rub. 2.10 rub. 

60k. stamp Russian cancel I<hotin-Tchernov. Distr. 
1.6.41 

Abbreviatioos: A - Air mail; L - letter; E - Entire; PC - Postcard; R - Registered. 

Soviet postal rates during this period were: 

u:>cal postcard 

Inland postcard 

Intemational postcard 

u:>cal letter 

Intercity letter 

Intemational letter 

Fig.10 

10 kop. Additional fees for registration: 

20 kop. 
Inland mail 
International mail . . . 

30 kop. 
Additional fees for air mail: 

15 kop. Inland postcard 

30 kop. 
Inland letter 
International postcaro 

50 kop. Intemational letter 

···--· .. 

-t;.. 
.JJ~ 

30 kop. 
80 kop • 

30 kop. 
50 kop. 
1 rub. 
1.80 rub. 
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Roumania joined Nazi Gennany in the attack on the USSR on 22 J1.me 1941. '!he Roumanian army re
entered Cernauti on 5 July 1941, and the Roumanian Post Office ·took over operations. 

Although not directly connected to the subject, but to canplete the picture: a letter sent by 
the Director of Propaganda in Cernauti on 8 October 1943 to Bucarest, with cancel Cernauti I 
and registration cachet Cernauti III, and also censor marks (fig.13). 

Material fran this period is very rare in western 001.mtries. 
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A Philatelic Detective Story: Russia 1941 to 
Switzerland 1942. New information 
N.J.D. AMES and A. PRITT 

Further light has been shed on the postcard which was the subject of the article 'A ,Iililatelic 
Detective story: Russia 1941 to SWitzerland 1942', in BJRP No.62. 

No:cman Ames has corrected two errors. Firstly, the agreement between Poland and the Soviet 
Union on 14 August 1941 was signed by General w. Sikorski on behalf of Poland, and not by 
General Anders. Che of the te%l!IS of this agreement was that General Anders should ocmnand the 
Polish units in Russia (General Anders was in prison when the agreement was signed). 

Secondly, the Polish Army left the Soviet Union via Iran (near the Caspian Sea) and not, as 
stated, via TUrkey. 

Boris Pritt makes the following cxmnents: 

1) '!he name of the sender is r-t:>ritz (not Koritz) Markowicz. 
2) '!he 'CP' marking is a Free French censor marking, probably awlied in I.ebanon. '!he illus

trations show a card with similar markings, but no German censor as it was sent in 1945, 
after the end of the war. 

3) '!he card went via Iran (at that time \.lllder Anglo-Soviet occupation), I.ebanon, F.gypt, Portugal 
and thence to SWitzerland, probably via the Red Cross. 

. ... . t 
------- ·-··-·-····-· .. · ···--- · ----'-'-- _,. ... -----
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Ke.se1eura, . 

4) 'Ihe card did not pass through the hands of 'Ihanas Cook, as they applied their own mark (a 
handstamp?) to every letter or card they handled. 

5) 'Ihe card acquired a Gennan qensor marking and the Gennan censor numbers (manuscript 2555 -
1315) on the journey fran Portugal to Switzerland. 
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Unrecorded Anglo-Soviet-Iranian Censor 
Markings of the Second World War 
J. LLOYD 

During the Second World War, Iran was infiltrated by Ge1:man agents. '!he Allies were therefore 
canpelled to intervene, and in August 1941 a joint action by British forces (fran Iraq) and by 
Soviet forces (fran the Caucasus) resulted in the abdication of Shah Reza and his replacement 
by his son Shah r-t,hamned Reza in September 1941. Iran remained tm.der Anglo-Soviet occupation 
for 4 years, and became the main road for lease-lend supplies to the USSR. '!he Iranian Postal 
Mninistration remained in existence, its post offices being the only civilian postal establish
ments in the oountry, but foreign mail had to go through Allied censorship. At Teheran a joint 
Anglo-Soviet-Iranian Censorship Office was created at the G.P.O., and used censorship markings. 
'lhese markings (fig.1) were noted by Tchilinghirian and stei;nen (1). '!he serial numbers in the 
centre range fran 1 to at least 31. 

Fig.l 

I recently bought at an auction sane covers with hitherto tm.recorded markings of the Anglo
Soviet-Iranian Censorship Office and details of a selection of these covers are set out below. 

1. Cover fran New York 12 December 1941, addressed to the Ministry of Finance, Autanobile 
Department, Teheran. Arrival eds on reverse(? B.5.42). Opened and resealed by South African 
censor. 

'!he cover bears a large boxed two-lined 'NE PROBERENO, Sov.-Anglo-Iransk-Censura' in Russian, 
size 70 x 23nm, and also the T. and S. circular marking in the Latin ali;:habet. 

Front of the cover illustrated (fig.2) 

2. Cover to the same destination, sent fran Indianapolis on 30 Jtm.e 1942. Transit cancels on 
reverse of Cairo (17.7.42) and Baghdad (21.7.1942) and arrival marking of Teheran 1.8.1942. 
Censor marks on the front are, in Russian, 'NE PROBERENO, Sov.-Anglo-Iransk-Censura' two-lined 
boxed cachet, 54 x 12mn, ~d in English, a four-lined boxed cachet 'NOi' EXAMINED/BY/ANGLO-
SOVIET-PERSIAN/CENSORSHIP', 54 x 21nm. Cover also bears a boxed 'Not examined' cachet of Iraq. 
Front of cover illustrated (fig.3). 

3.Cover fran Akron, Chio, by Trans-Atlantic Aizmail, via Miami (in pencil) to Teheran: same 
addressee as the covers described above. Sent on 4 September 1942, arrived Teheran 6.1.1943. 
Bears 'Insufficiently prepaid Air Mail Service' handstarnp. 

Censor marks applied aresmall two-lined cachet, 54 x 12mn(as on fig.3) together with an 
English five-line boxed cachet'NOI' EXAMINED/ BY/ BRITISH SECl'IOO/ ANGLO-SOVIET-PERSIAN/ 
CENSOOSHIP' , 52 x 23nm. 
Front of cover illustrated (fig.4) 
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Fig.2 MINER 
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4. Cover fran Alexandria, Egypt, 7 July 1942, via cairo, (9.7.42) to Teheran (23.7.42). Same 

addressee as before. Censorship cachets as cover 2. 

Not illustrated. 

5. Cover fran New York 21 January 1943, to Teheran, arrived 22.5.1943. Censor markings: oousual 
censor label in Arabic, tied by T. and s. type cachets in English (on front) and Russian (en 
reverse). 

Fig.5 shows the label/cachet on the front and fig.6 those on the reverse. 

I:bes anyone know why the Censorship Office 'WOUld apply a 'Not examined' marking, or why, in the 
first place, they had a cachet stating that fact? In all other sJ;ileres of war letters receiving 
censorship cachets may or may not have been examined, but the fact was not stated. 

Reference 

1. s.o. Tchilinghirian & W.E. steJ;ilen 'stamps of the Russian Empire used Abroad', Part 3 , 
'Persia, etc.', page 204. 

Fig.6 

t 
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Some Additions to the Forbin Revenue Catalogue 

J.G. MOYES 

'lhe third and final edition of Forbin's All-World 'Catalogue of Tirnbres-Fiscaux', published under 
the imprint of Yvert et Tellier, appeared in 1915. Apart fran sane extra values added by Posell 
and Marcovitch in various articles in Rossica, infonnation on Imperial Revenues is sparse. In the 
June 1961 and April 1962 issues of the American Revenuer, E.E. stefanowsky of Kharkov published 
fine listings of Civil War and Soviet issues, to which he appended a few notes on anissions fran 
Forbin, but much remains to be recorded. 

In this article I have listed and illustrated Imperial Revenue adhesives fran my own collection 
which are not found in Forbin's catalogue. 'lhere must be many others, and it is to be hoped that 
others will record their own holdings. 

It is anong the Municipal issues that m::>st extra items will be found, predaninantly fran the Law 
Courts. Until the introduction of the general Court issues, each Law Court had its own stamps. 
'lhese can appear confusing at first to the collector, but not if seen in the context of the 
structure of the legal system. Sane notes on this are added below. 'lhe infonnation cones fran 
that m::>St valuable handbook on the country - 'Russia', by Sir Donald Mackenzie wallace, published 
by Cassell, I.ondon, in 1877, revised in 1905 and again in 1912. 

In the first half of the nineteenth century, the Russian legal system was both canplicated and 

corrupt, where who you were mattered m::>re than what you had done. A ccmnission was set up to ex
amine the system. 'lhe results of this examination were published in 1862, and resulted in new 
legislation, which received the Tsar's approval in November 1864. 'lhe new system was mainly based 
on the French system, with sane English influence. 

'lhere were t"-".> sections in this new system: the Justice of the Peace Courts and the Regular 
Tribunals. Each of these was divided into t"-".>: the Ordinary Courts, and the Courts of Appeal. 
Above all of these existed the Senate, created as a Judicial .Administration under the Ministry 
of Justice, at the head of which was the Procureur-General. 'lhe Senate acted as a Court of 
Revision, only considering cases on grounds of technical infonnalities. 'lhere was no appeal fran 
the Regular Tribunals in the nonnal sense of the word. 

l)JUSTICE OF '!HE PEACE CCXJRl'S 

a) '!HE ClIDINARY <XORTS 

'lhese were for minor cases involving no difficult legal principles. 'lhe Justices were 
originally chosen by election. In civil cases maximum jurisdiction was for 500 roubles and, where 
possible, decisions were reached by reconciliation. In criminal matters jurisdiction covered 
cases where the maxunum fine was 300 roubles or one year's imprisonment. In 1889 the Government 
made sane 'lmpoptl.ar changes, including the replacement of the Justices in rural districts by 
Rural supervisors and the transfer of sane of their work to the Judges of the Regular Tribunals. 
'lhe Justices were retained in sane of the larger towns, but instead of being elected they were 
naninated by the G:>vernment. 

Revenue stamps issued by the 'Justice of the Peace Ordinary Court' can be recognised by the 
inscription 'Mirovoi Sudya'. 'Ibey fall into a standard pattern; the official number of the action 
and the year, is followed by the anount claimed in the action, then the court fee (at 1%), the 
number of the sheets at 10k each, and finally, the date and the name and section of the court. 
'Ibey can be horizontal or vertical, and are found in t"-".> fonns, the 'marka' or stamp, and the 
'kvitantsia' or receipt. 'Ibey are all in black on white paper, and can be perforated or irrg;)erforate. 

I can add the following to the Forbin listing of these stamps: 

YEVPATORIA 2nd Section 'Marka' 188- (see Fig.l) 
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I have three examples fran the 2nd section, all different types of lettering. Presumably they 
never kept a single printing plate which could be continuously used. 

SARATOV Marka 187- (Fig.2) 
KVitantsia 187- (Fig.3) 
Marka 188- (Fig.4) 

All three of these are roughly perforated, but the perforations defy measurement. 

SIMBIRSK Marka 2nd Section 187- (Not illustrated, identical to 5th Section issue) 
Marka 5th Section 187- (Fig.5) Imperf. with wavy line at left as imitation 

perforation. 
Kvitantsia 3rd Section 188- (Not illustrated, as 5th Section) Imperforate. 
Kvitantsia 5th Section 188- (Fig.6) Inconsistent perforation 11½ 
Marka 5th Section 188- (Not illustrated, as fig.6) Inconsistent perforation 11½ 

UNNAMED Kvitantsia (?) 2nd Section 187- (Fig.7) Word at top cut off or anitted 
Marka 1st Section 188- (Fig.B) 

Both of these are imperforate. Forbin lists an unnamed imperf. type under Yaroslavl for sane 
reason. Possibly a mm1ber of Courts had issues without town designation by accident or design. 
If the latter, it would be l!Dre likely to be a large town, M:>scow, or St. Petersburg even, where 
it would be thought unnecessary to add the name. 

'lbe following issues differ fran the standard format, and would succeed that type: 

ST. PETERSBURGMarka (Talon) 3rd Section (Fig.9) Black on green paper. Perforation 11½. 
Kvitantsia 3rd Section (Fig.10) Black on green paper. Perforation 11½. 
Talon and Kvitantsia 14th, 16th & 17th Sections (Not illustrated). Black on 

green paper. Perforation 11½ or 12½. 

Forbin lists the large standard types for st. Petersburg as well as these smaller issues. He does 
not illustrate these types but his sizes and perforations are approximately the same as those of 
the issues listed above. He dates them 1886-90 and gives the colours as green and blue-green, 
which is incorrect. Mine are all black on various extreme shades of green paper. Forbin makes no 
mention of the small 'Talon' stamps and his sizes only correspond to the 'Receipt' part. 'lbe two 
parts were printed together and split on use. 'lbere were no less than 27 st. Petersburg Sections, 
according to Forbin. 

b) 'lllE COORTS OF APPEAL 

In any civil action where the smn contested exceeded 30 roubles, or in a criminal action 
where the pimishrnent exceeded 15 roubles or 3 days imprisonment, an appeal could be made fran the 
Justice of the Peace Ordinary Court to the Assembly of Justices. 'lbese were m:mthly sessions 
canprised of all the Justices of the Uezd, who had the help of an assistant fran the Procureur
General's office. Proceedings were as silllple and informal as in the lower court. Court of Appeal 
stamps can be recognised by the inscription 'Mirovoi Syezd'. 

ST. PETERSBURG 10k Talon and Kvitantsia (Fig.12) Red on white paper. Perforated 11 - 11½. 
Size 23½ x 42 nm canbined. Single line frame. 
'Mirov' abbreviated. 

10k Talon and Kvitantsia (Fig.13) Red on white paper. Perforation 11 - 11½. 
Size 24 x 42 nm canbined. Single line frame. 
'Mirovoi' in full. 

'lbese two stamps are similar to Forbin' s m.m1bers 2 and 3, which have a double frame - see Fig. 11 
which is reproduced for canparison. Forbin's entries are dated 1880-90 and possibly the stamps 
illustrated by figs. 12 and 13 are fran the 1890s. 'lbe words 'Talon' and 'Kvitantsia' are added 
for the first time on these two stamps. 'lbe date of use probably matches that of the st. Petersburg 
small format Justice of the Peace Ordinary Court issues, which are of similar format. 

A pair of 'Talon' types (as per fig.13) used on piece with a strip of three 10k Documentary Fee 
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stamps (Fig.14), appears to show that the Justice of the Peace Court of Appeal stamps were used as 
a suwlement to the Documentary Fee stamps and not in place of them. '!his certainly appears to awly 
in the period 1880-1890, and perhaps beyond 1890. '!he Documentary Fee stamps were used to collect 
the charge on the cost of an action in the lower Courts in the 1900s, as a percentage, as well as 
paying the fee for the number of sheets. (See notes later). 

2) 'IHE RmJLAR TRIBUNALS 

a) 'IHE CRDINARY . CXXJRTS 

Procedure in the Tribunals was strict and formal. '!he Judges were trained Jurists aQ;X>inted 
by the Tsar. Each Ordinary Court covered several uemy and its jurisdiction was unlimited. At least 
three judges sat at any time and all proceedings were in p.iblic. Criminal cases were decided by jury 
and there was no afl)eal. Civil cases however were always subject to appeal. wallace says that by 
1870 there were 32 Ordinary Courts in the Regular Tribunals. 

'!he Ordinary Court (or District Court) issues can be identified by the inscription 'CJ<RI.JZHNY SUD'. 

I can add three new items to Forbin's catalogue. 

LOMZHA 

SARATOV 

OMAN 

c.1880 30 kop. (Fig.15) Green on white paper. Imperf. has a manuscript date 1883. 

c.1900 10 kop. (Fig.16) Pink and green on white paper. Perf 11½. 

c. 1880 30 kop. (Not illustrated) As Forbin No. 2, but imperf. Several issues of 
this type appear to be found both perf. or :imperf. 

b) 'IHE COJRTS OF APPFAL 

'lhese dealt only with appeals in civil actions, the criminal cases being decided finally in the 
Ordinary Courts. '!he stamps can be recognised by the inscription 'SUDEEN.rYA PALATY', but they are 
particularly difficult to find. I can add only one to the list. 

TIFLIS c.1880 30 kop. (Fig.17) Blue and straw on white paper. Perf. 11¼. 

CfIHER MUNICIPAL COORT ISSUES 

MCSCn-1 CRPHANS COORT 

Forbin lists five values, but Marcovitch noted that the 20 kop. and 80 kop. were also found in 
changed colours. I have these t"10 colour changes but can reI,)Ort that instead of being new colours 
fran the old plates, they are in fact fran new plates. '!here are a number of differences in the 
designs, the I10st important being: 

a) Larger letters and longer inscriptions at the sides. 
b) '!he lines over the last letters of 'M:>scovskii' and 'Sirotskii' fonning the dipthongs are missing. 
c) 'lb.ere are dots in the circles at the sides of the value. 
d) '!be overall size is slightly larger. 

Fig. 18 shows the original 20 kop. for canparison. 

Date unknown. 20 kop. new plate (Fig.19) Yellow on white paper. Perf 11½. 
Size 22¼ x 39¼ mn canpared with the previous issue ( 22 x 39 mn). 

80 kop. (Fig.20) Chestnut brown on white paper. Perf 11¼. 
Size .22¼ x 39 mn instead of 22 x 39 mn. 

Fig.21 shows an original design 20 kop. in dull pale red on thin brown carton paper, imperf. '!his 
is probably a proof, but could be a cut-out fo:cm a document with impressed stamp. 

FRIEDRICHSTAIYI' 

'!his issue is not in Forbin, but is included in 'Latvian Revenue Stamp Catalogue' by John A. 
Norton, New York, 1961, and 'Baltic states Revenues' by Andrew Hall, John Barefoot, York, 1983. 
It does not seem to be as scarce as other Court issues, and Forbin's anission seems surprising 
urri!Jess,of course, it dates fran later than 1915, or Forbin left it out as it does not indicate its 
origin. I do not know if any factual record exists which proves that this issue emanates fran 
Friedrichstadt, but the general consensus of opinion seems to be that it does. 
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rate tmknown. 20 kop. (Fig.22) Black on pink paper. Perf 11¼. 

GENmAL !AW COORT ISSUES 

DX'UMENI' FEES 

stefanowski notes the three extra values listed below. I have all three values 'W'lused, but 
only the 50 kop. value used. '!he 50 kop. seems fairly easy to find, but the 3 rouble and 5 rouble 
seem scarce. If these values were issued before 1915, Forbin should have known of them, as this 
series was a basic issue used on Court petitioos. It is reasonable to suppose that these three 
values were issued after 1915. 

1887 series: extra values 50 kop. (Fig.23) Black with brown-yellow background. 
Perf. 14¼. 

3 rouble (Fig.24) Black with green background. Perf. 12¼. 
5 rouble (Fig.25) Black with pale blue background. Perf 12¼. 

I have sane Court Petitions fran the 1900s which bear these Document Fee adhesives, but none of the 
above, of course. '!hey follow a strict pattern in format with the stamps always placed on the first 
page at top left. '!he am:>'W'lt to be paid seems to be 1% of the SI.Dll claimed plus 20 kop. and any 
other additional fee arising fran the actioo, all fees payable being paid by these stamps. '!he 
inscriptioo on the stamps reads 'Court Fee and TaX oo Documents' and, indeed, the stamps appear to 
be used for this joint purpose. 

If we go back to the early Justice of the Peace Court issues, it can be seen that the breakdown of 
costs shown en the stamps is just the same, at 1% for the court fee on the sl.Dll contested and 10 kop. 
per sheet (see Fig.1). My petitions charged at 20 kop. are all of two pages, matching the figure 
fran the 1870s. 

COORT FEES 

stefanowski notes these four extra values. Forbin only listed values fran 25 kop. uperds. 
'!he low values differ fran the 25 kop. and 50 kop. values of this series, in that they do not have 
the value repeated in the tablet at the base. '!his feature indicates that they were probably pre
pared at a different date. 

1891 series: extra values 1 kop. (Fig.26) Orange with pale red background. 
Perf. 14 X 14¼. 

3 kop. (Fig.27) Green with dull red backgrom1d. Perf. 14 x 14¼. 
5 kop. (Fig.28) Dark blue with yellow backgro'W'ld. Perf. 14 x 14¼. 

10 kop. (Fig.29) Brown with blue backgro'W'ld. Perf 14 x 14¼. 

I FOR 'lHE POS'IMAN' STAMPS 

Forbin's dates are wrong. 'lhese stamps are mentioned by Lobachevski in his catalogue of Imperial 
issues, serialised in soviet Collector No. 17, 1979, pp. 57-8, and translated by George Shalimoff 
in Rossica No.100/101, pp. 87-9. '!he red overprint on the 15 kop. of the 1907 General Purpose issue 
is fran 1909. '!he special p.irpose 15 kop. is fran 1910. Lobachevski quotes the official circulars 
covering these issues, so that he should have his dates correct. 'lhese stamps were used together 
with normal postage stamps oo mail fran the Iaw Courts to litigants. '!he 1910 issue can be fo'W'ld 
oanb perf. 12 x 12¼, and line perf. 13¼. Forbin says that the stamps were printed tete-beche 
vertically. '!his is correct for the 1909 overprint as the basis of the stamp was that way (see 
Fig.30). It is not true for the 1910 special purpose issue where all horizontal rows are positioned 
normally to each other • . 

SPA 'IOlN SE'ASCNAL TAX STAMPS 

'!here were many spa towns which issued special stamps to denote payment of the residential fee 
for the seascn. Of those in Forbin, I can add extra stamps for two and can re-write his entry for a 
third. 

DRUSKENIKI By 1914 visitors were charged 6 roubles, according to Baedeker. '!he season lasted 
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fran May 1st to September loth. '!here are three knCMn values, 20 kop., 40 kop. and 60 kop., in t\\'0 

series of similar designs. Forbin dates the first issue as 1891 and the second as 1893. He distin
guishes the second issue fran the first by smaller figures. I do not disprt:e the dates, but on my 

copies the figures are the same size for both series. 'lbe differences in the two series lie in the 
size of the letters, firstly around the oval inscription and, secondly, in the panel below the 
figures of value. Fran dated copies in my collection I would rewrite Forbin's entries as follows. 

1891 20 kop. Yellow to orange. Perf.11¼. 
40 kop. Blue. (Fig.31) Perf. 11¼. 
60 kop. Red. Perf. 11¼. 
Snaller letters in oval; larger letters in tablet. 

1893 20 kop. Brown-yellow. Perf 11¼. 
40 kop. Blue. (Fig.32) Perf. 11¼. 
60 kop. Red. Perf 11¼. 
Larger letters in oval; smaller letters in tablet. 

ESTLAND GUBERNIYA 'lbere is a 1 rouble stamp to add to Forbin's list in a design similar to 
the others, but with changed inscription. 'Ibis is listed by Hall who adds 

it to the 1899 issue. It seens unlikely that t\\'0 different values would be issued in the same 
colour in the same year, so I suspect that it cxxnes fran a later date. 

Date unknown 1 rouble Red. (Fig.33) Perf 13¼. 

STARAYA RUSSA Baedeker says that in 1914 visitors were charged a 5 rouble Residential 
Tax. All the adhesive stamps knCMn are of the same value. 1 rouble, so 

presumably they went out of use sane years before 1914. 'lbe season ran franMay 20th to August 20th. 

My copies of these issues do not match Forbin • s listing very well. I suspect that his t\\'0 illus
tration types could be in reverse order. His first issue has a lined tablet beneath the design and 
later issues have the tablet missing. My copies of the issues with the tablet are dated after 1900 
(Forbin's dates being 1888-1897) while I have a no-tablet issue with an apparent date of 1895 
(Forbin's date 1902). 'lbe no-tablet issues are crude in aA;)earance, poorly perforated and generally 
inferior to the tablet issues. 'lbe following can be added to Forbin's listing: 

1890s? 1 rouble with tablet (Fig.34) Blue on grey paper (Forbin lists greyish
blue paper) Perf. 11¼. 

1900s ? 1 rouble no tablet (Fig.35) -Violet on pink paper. Perf. 10. 
1 rouble no tablet (Fig.35) Violet on blue paper. Perf. 10. 

'lbe significance of the different colours .of the paper is unknown. Similar issues for the Riga 
Coast resorts were issued in different colours for each year and this may also have been the case 
at staraya Russa. 

HOSPITAL TAX 

I can add another town which issued an adhesive for this category, namely Vladivostok. 'lbe 
design is the same as the seoond issue fran st. Petersburg and is obviously a key-type available 
fran the state Typograpiy. My COP'J is dated clearly 25 October 1914. 

VLADIVOSTOK Date unknown 1 rouble (Fig.36) Green with faint green burelage background on 
white paper. Perf. 13, 13¼. 

ADDRESS BUREl\U 

'lbe issues fran st. Petersburg inscribed 'Mresnii Sbor' are residential tax stamps. Presumably 
the issue described below was for the same purpose although it is inscribed '11o:lress Bureau'. 'lbe 

words in the design 'Tax Instigated 18/9/1916' explain its anission by Forbin. 

ARKHANGEL 50 kop. (Fig.37) Blue on white paper. Perf. 13¼ x 13 
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TOIN OXJNCILS 

a) NIZHNI N0\1GCROO 

Qle would assume that an issue fran Nizhni Novgorod Tdwn Council would have been recorded by 
now if such a series was issued. As it has not been recorded there is the possibility that the 
issue listed belOi\1 was not released. I should be pleased to hear fran anyone who can correct me. 
Fig.38 shows a no-value perforated and gtmned proof in dark red with pale red background on white 
paper, perf. 11½, with fleurs-de-lys in the lower comers where the 2 :rouble stamp has the figure 
of value. It looks identical to the 2 :rouble stamp in all ways apart fran this. It shows the design 
nore clearly than the stamp, which does not reproduce well because of the coloured paper. 

Date unknown 2 :rouble (Fig.39) Red with pale red background on yellOi\1 paper. Perf 11½. 

b) VCRCMZH 

'lhe stamps listed here are inscribed 'Produce Stamp'. 'Ibis could imply a duty on certain goods. 
'lhey presumably date fran w.w.l. 'lhe paper is thin and the printing obviously local and cheap, but 
the appearance of the stamps is quite good. 'Ibey are found perf. and imperf. 

c.1915? 10 kop. (Fig.40) Black on deep pink paper. Imperf. or perf 11½. 
50 kop. (Fig.41) Black on brown-yellOi\1 paper. Imperf. or perf 11½. 

c)PRIROGRAD SUBURBAN POLICE 

'lhese are identical to Forbin's 1883 issue for the st. Petersburg Suburban Police, but with the 
name changed to Pet:rograd. I can only record tw::> values but theoretically a full set of whatever 
values were still in use at the time should exist. 'Ibis may not be many, as around 1900 tw::> of the 
1883 set were issued perforated, but not the others, while similarly five of the ten values for the 
Town Police appeared perforated but not the others. 'lhe implication is that sane values were with
drawn. My copies inscribed Pet:rograd are unused and, strangely, imperf. Could they be of proof 
status? It would be odd if they were issued imperforate. I have not seen any other nor have I seen 
Town Police stamps inscribed Pet:rograd, which nrust surely exist also if this series for the Suburban 

Police was ever issued. 

rate 1914? 3 kop. (Fig.42) Green on white paper. Imperf. 
30 kop. (Fig.43) Blue on white paper. Imperf. 

d) THE NIOIOLAS RAILWAY 

'Ibis was the name given to the st.Petersburg-~COi\1 line. 'lhe four stamps listed bear the 
inscription 'Stamp for the payment of Railway Tax'. 'lhe purpose of this tax, the date of issue of 
the stamps and the number of values are all unknown. 'lhe stamps are all unused. 

Date unknown 1 kop. (Fig.44) Black and yell0il1. Perf. 11½. 
2 kop. (Fig.45) Black and lilac. Perf. 11½. 
3 kop. (Fig.46) Black and green. Perf. 11½. 
5 kop. (Fig.47) Black and turquoise. Perf. 11½. 

MINIS'IRY OF FINANCE ISSUES 

a) OJ~ FEE 

stefanowski gives three values while Forbin anits the issue entirely. 'Ibey appear to be very 
scarce. I have only ooe of them, the 60 kop., the other stamps mentiooed by stefanowski are 20 kop., 

. and 1 :rouble. I have repeated his date. 

1910 60 kop. (Fig.48) Blue on white paper. Perf 12½. 

b) ~SUIAR FEE 

'lhe four lOi\1 values listed belOi\1 have been noted by Posell, Marcovitch and stefanowski, the 
1 kop. and 2 kop. being oc:rmon, the 5 kop. and 25 kop. less so. 'Ibey are in the standard design, so 
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are not illustrated. D:>ubt has been expressed about the existence of the 30 rouble. I can confirm 
that it does exist, as I was the disappointed underbidder for an auction lot including a copy sane 
years ago. 

1913 1 kop. Brown with green and blue background. Perf. 13¼. 
2 kop. Dark green with green and brown background. Perf. 13¼. 
5 kop. Brown with blue and grey background. Perf. 13¼. 

25 kop. Dark red-brown with green and blue background. Perf. 13¼. 

It is difficult to identify the second background oolour on all these issues. 

I can add the following info.rmation on the obliteration of the Imperial Arms after the abdication 
in March 1917. I have obliterated oopies with readable cachets fran Cltlcago 20/6/1917, the SWedish 
Consulate 26/4/1917, 21/10/1917 and 4/11/1917, and fran TUrin 23/5/1917. 

C) 'IOBACCX) 

Forbin notes that these stamps exist with manuscript surcharge '25%'. I can add manuscript 
surcharges: 1)'10% + 15%', 2) '15%', 3) '25% + 10%', 4)'35% + 50%'. 'lbese are added in the tablet 
in the base. stefanowski says that the original issue also included a 1 rouble and 2 rouble, which 
I regret to say I have not seen. He also says that Forbin's type of 1902, with the m:xlified 
inscription, is in fact fran 1895 and includes the 2¼ rouble value which, again, I regret to say 
I have never seen. 

Forbin says that the m:xlified inscription types exist with surcharges in blue: 1) '10%', 2) '15%', 
and 3) '50% • • I can add two new surcharges as below. 

c.1900s 5 roubles. Black and blue (m:xlified inscription) with surcharge in 
violet 'Dopolnitelnykh Sborov 4r.2Sk.' (Fig.49). 

10 roubles. Black and red (original inscription) with same surcharge in 
violet but value added is 8r.50k. (Fig.SO). 

'lbe surcharge inscription means 'Supplementary Tax', and is a hand.stamp. It may be a local produc
tion and not therefore in widespread use. 'lbe two stamps are unused. 

'lbe design of Fig.49 should be noted, as Forbin does not illustrate the m:xlified inscription but 
just lists the 5 rouble and 10 rouble with it. He rates the 10 rouble as ccmnon. Perhaps it is just 
my misfortune, but I have not seen it. 

GENERAL PURPasE ISSUES ( GERBOVAYA MARKA TYPES) 

THE 1907 SERIES 

Forbin anits the 1 rouble and 2 roubles as these were issued after publication. I have the 
1 rouble dated December 1915, whereas this has been reoorded in the past as issued in 1916. 'lbe 
2 rouble appears to date fran 1916. 'lbe design is the standard type, so is not illustrated. 

1915 1 rouble. Red with red and blue background. Perf. 12 x 12¼. 
1916 2 rouble. Claret with red and green background. Perf 12 x 12¼. 

While 1907 is the ccmnonly accepted date for this series, I have copies with manuscript dates of 
November 1906 on 75 kop., and 1906 on 1 rouble 25 kop. 

EMPRESS MARIA FYCDOROVNA' S FUND 

a) TAX CN 'IHEATRE TICl<ETS 

'lbe 1915 issue canetoo late for Forbin. 'lbe designs are as figs. 51 & 52. 'lbese have been 
listed before in Rossica. 'lbe values are 1, S, 10, 20, 30, 35, 40, 50 and 80 kop. and 1 rouble 
and 3 roubles. 'lbe 1898 issue with surcharges has also been listed before. 'lbese are figs.53 
& 54, and are all on the 2 kop. 'lbe values are 1, 20, 30, 40, and 60 kop. and 1 and 3 roubles. 

b) RED CROSS 

'lbese stamps were used on railway tickets. Baedeker says that every ticket over 2 roubles was 
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subject to a tax of 10 kopecks for the benefit of the Red Cross Society. I have a free ticket 
issued to a lady travelling with three children and an Artel nurse. It states in the regulations 
printed on the reverse that the tax to the Red Cross had still to be paid on free or oanplimentary 
tickets. It therefore has on the front four 10 kop. Red Cross adhesives cancelled with a circle 
with a cross inside, in blue. Perhaps one child travelled free of the regulations, or the Artel 
nurse was disoounted. 

* * * * * * * 

I have deliberately refrained fran giving the method of printing urider each issue. '!his is because 
sane of the irore primitive issues, although appearing to be lithograI,iled, might have been printed 
by sane of the irore obscure techniques often found, for instance, on the zemstvo stamps. 'lhe state 
issues are a different matter, as these are uniformly tYlX)9ra.I,iled. 
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Tax Stamps for Philatelic Exchanges 

HILARY NORWOOD 

Following the devastation caused by the civil war and wars of intervention fran 1918 to 1920, 
Soviet Russia, already drastically disrupted, suffered a succession of harvest failures leading 
to severe famine, especially in the lower and middle Volga region, large areas of Ukraine, Azerbaijan 
and Georgia. '!he wars had also left large nmnbers of children, oq:haned and haneless, who roamed 
the countryside, surviving as best they could, their difficulties enonoously increased by the famine. 

To help solve these problems of the aftermath of .war and famine, the All-Russian Central Ccmni.ttee 
of Soviets, under the chaimianship of M.I. Kalinin, set up in 1921 a Central Ccmni.ssion for Aid to 
the Starving. 

Fran December 1921, funds for famine relief, restoration of the econany in famine-stricken areas 
and for the campaign to aid and rehabilitate the haneless oq:hans, were raised by the issue of 
postage stamps, am:,ng other means. t-i:>st of the postage stamps are well known, and are listed, with 
their p.irpose explained, in standard catalogues. 

Ql 21 September 1922, the Central Ccmni.ttee decided to raise further funds for famine relief by the 
levying of a tax when stamps and other collectables were exchanged through the post, nost of the 
exchanges being with persons abroad. '!he paynent of the exchange tax was acknowledged by the use of 
TaX Stamps. '!he decree, stating the plrpose of the tax, and the methods to be used to collect it, 
was plblished in No.216 of Izvestiya of the All-Russian Central Ccmni.ttee, dated 26 September 1922. 
'!he decree also stated that exchange of pti.latelic material with collectors abroad would be limited 
to items of total catalogue value not exceeding 500 gold roubles in the range of 100 to 1000 roubles 
in 1922 notes (i.e., 1 to 10 gold roubles), and in single copies only. 'lhe tax stamps were evidence 
of the paynent of the tax and, when placed on the envelope certified that the contents were within 
the prescribed limits. A design was prepared for a special stamp in three values each in a different 
colour: 

However, without waiting for these stamps to be printed, the Post and Telegrapi Ccmni.ssion decided 
to make use of surplus stamps of the first revolutionary issue (chainbreaker, S.G. type 45) with an 
overprint. Similarly all subsequent issues consisted of overprints made on available stamps. 

In the case of exchange material sent out of the RSFSR (or, later, the USSR), the stamps were placed 
on the backs of the envelopes as a seal over the flap and cancelled with special hand.stamps. When 
the tax was charged on material received fran abroad the tax stamp was placed on any convenient part 
of the envelope. 
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The First Issue: October 1922 

Typograi;:hed overprint in red on the chainbreaker issue of 7 November 1918 

Qi 35k blue 

PCIJ>CP 
U.Hnr 

06MEH 
250 p. 

Qi 70k brown 

PCIJ>CP 
u,1mr 

06MEH 
500 p. 

250,000 of each value were prepared. '!he overprinted values are in 1922 roubles. 

At this time the tax was intended only to apply to exchanges with collectors abroad and so the 
rate of tax was fixed on catalogue values in French francs by Yvert catalogue, current edition: 

Stamps valued up to 500 francs 
fran 500 to 1000 francs 

250 roubles 
500 roubles 

fran 1000 to 2000 francs (limit) 1000 roubles 

'!he office for acceptance of exchange material was in M::>scow, but there were other local authorised 
ccntrol points. '!he stamps were cancelled by a small rectangular rubber handstamp of the Authorised 
Agent of the Central Carmittee for Famine Relief, and the cancellation was dated and numbered by 
hand. 

During the period of use, unused copies were not on sale to the public except for copies sold in 
i;:hilatelic shops and handstamped diagonally upwards in violet 'For Collections'. '!here are no known 

varieties except shifted overprints. '!he black overprint 500r on 70k is a proof. '!he issue was 
withdrawn on 30 November 1923, following the introduction of the gold' rouble, worth 100 of the 1922 
roubles. 

Second Issue: 1 December 1923 

Typograi;:hed overprint on pre-Revolution insurance stamps. With this issue the exchange tax was ex
tended to cover the exchange of paper IOC>I1ey. (See note following article). Below the letters 
•c.c.c.P.', the overprint read 'Authorised foreign exchange of i;:hilatelic and paper IOC>I1ey items' 
and below that the tax in gold kQpecks. 

'!here were four values: lk on lr in black; 3k on 3r in black; 5k on Sr in gold and in bronze; 
and 10k on lOr in gold and in bronze. All stamps exist perf. ,13¼, and perf 12¼, and in addition 
there is a 1k on lr value perf. 11¼. 

'!he value for tax pirposes of exchanged stamps was, as previously, reckoned in French francs by 
the Yvert catalogue at the rate 

Up to 500 francs 
fran 500 to 1000 francs 
fran 1000 to 2000 francs (limit) 

the tax for paper noney was 
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up to 25 roubles 
fran 25 to 50 roubles 
fran 50 to 100 roubles (limit) 

3 kopecks 
6 kopecks 

12 kopecks 

3 kopecks 
6 kopecks 

12 kopecks 

('!he value of the rroney was 
calculated according to the 
exchange rate quoted by the 
State Gosbank on the day 
the tax was paid). 
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Ql the day of issue a new cancellation was brought into use ma.de with a large rectangular rubber 
handstamp stating 'Contains .r;itllatelic and paper m:ney material, inspected and passed for postal 
transmission abroad without hindrance• and then quoting the relevant decrees dated 21.IX.1922 and 
2.VIII.1923. 'lbere is a space for a serial number and a handwritten signature. 

Offices for acceptance of exchange correspondence were opened in M:>scow, Kharkov, Tashkent, Tiflis 
('lbilisi), Petrograd (Leningrad), Vladivostok, Simferopol, and Rostov-on-Don. 

'lbere are many varieties of overprint on the stamps and, for convenience, these may be divided 
into four ma.in groups with subdivisions: 

A. '!be stops and letter •c• in •c.c.c.P.' 
1. Round stop after every letter. 
2. Square stop after every letter. 
3. Square stop after each •c•, round stop after 'P'. 
4. First two letter •c•s have no serif, have a fatter middle portion, and are 2 Illll 

high; the third •c• has serif and is 2.2 Illll high; all stops are square. 

B. '!be stop after 'cOHAM • may be 
1. round and small, 
2. round and large, 
3. square. 

c. In 3AfPAHH~HblH the last letter may be H instead of H • 

D. In 3Af PAHH~HblH the letter 3 may be 
1. directly over letter 'K', 
2. slightly to the left of 'K', 
3. slightly to the right of 'K • • 

Alto 3 kop. perf 13½ and 5 kop. bronze overprint perf 13½ are known with inverted overprints. 

Taking into account all possible oanbinations of stamps and overprint varieties there could be 
approaching 500 collectable stamps. However it is very unlikely that all of these exist. 
Messrs. N. Livshits and V. Chelishchev in Filateliya SSSR of November 1972 listed 104 varieties 
known to them. 

Ql 14 December 1924 a revised rate of tax was introduced for exchanges of .r;itllatelic material for 
which the values of the tax stamps were inadequate and they were withdrawn on 31 December 1924 
to be replaced by a new series ( 3rd issue). '!be new rates of tax were 

up to 100 francs 
up to 200 francs 
up to 250 francs 
up to 300 francs 
up to 500 francs 
up to 750 francs 
up to 1000 francs 
up to 1500 francs 
up to 2000 francs 

Third Issue: 1 January 1925 

5 kopecks 
10 kopecks 
15 kopecks 
25 kopecks 
50 kopecks 
75 kopecks 
1 rouble 
1 rouble 50 kopecks 
2 roubles 50 kopecks 

Typograi;:iled overprint in black on War Charity stamps of 1914-15. '!be -words 
of the overprint were the same as for the second issue but the prices were 
suited to the revised tax of 14 December 1924 

'lbere were seven values: 
5k on 1k perf 13½ 

10k on 3k perf 11½ 
15k on 1k perf 13½ 
25k on 7k perf 13½ 
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50k on 1k · perf ll¼ 
75k on 10k perf 11¼, perf 12¼, perf 13¼ 
1r on 3k perf 11¼, perf 12¼, perf 13¼ 

'lbe four lower values are on stamps printed on surface-tinted paper and the higher values are 
on stamps on white paper. 

All stamps are known with inverted overprints except 75k on 10k, perf 13¼, and lr on 3k, perf 
13¼, and perf 11¼. In addition there exist an error - lr on 7k, perf 12¼ - _and a proof, 25k on 
7k in red. 

Letters containing material for exchange were accepted at the Central Control Office in Moscow, 
and the same cancellation was used as before except that after a time the signature was made 
with a rubber handstang;:,. 

During 1925-26 the tax was lowered in stages and became: 

up to 100 francs 
up to 200 francs 
up to 300 francs 
up to 500 francs 
up to 1000 francs 
up to 1500 francs 
up to 2000 francs 

5 kopecks 
10 kopecks 
15 kopecks 
25 kopecks 
75 kopecks 
1 rouble 25 kopecks 
2 roubles 

and then 50 kopecks extra for each additional 500 francs up to the maximum allowed of 5000 
francs. Prices, as before, were reckooed by the Yvert catalogue. 

An interesting variety in the overprint occurs in the letter 'e' in the seoond lines of the 
lower case lettering in the upper left and lower right quarters of the stanp - in the words 
MO"II", and 111tenNN • 'lbe variety has a sloping middle l!Jar e instead of a horizaital aie. 

In the illustration it occurs in the upperleft quarter whilst in the lower right the •e• is 
normal. If, as stated in a Soviet journal, all possible oanbinations of the two forms of 'e' 
exist, then there are four possible varieties of the stamp due to this alone. However, having 
examined many copies of these stamps, I have not seen a single example in whi-ch both letters 
'e' are the variant, so that possibly only three varieties of each stamp exist. A variety of 
5k on 1k has been seen in which the first line of the overprint in the lower right corner is 
no • · • , missing M • 'lbere are many varieties of the comers of the frames round the 

inscriptions and there seems little point in attempting to classify them. 

'lbe issue was withdrawn on 31 DecEmber 1927. 'lbe Central Philatelic Association (C.P.A.), 
of the All-Russian Central camu.ttee•s camu.ssion for organising and distributing funds for 
aid to haneless children, issued new stamps for the collection of the tax. Fran .l January 1928 
the CPA Control points for foreign exchanges were closed and, for a time, Pl,ilatelic material 
could be sent directly to the addresses of collectors although those \fflO wished to continue 
exchanging via CPA could still do so. Later in the same year CPA opened control points in 
Moscow and Leningrad. 

Fourth Issue: 1928 

Typograpied overprints in black on the 'agriculture, arts and industry' stamps 
of 1921 (SG types 48,55. 49) worded 'CPA control of foreign exchange' and a 
price. 

'lbere were five values: 

5k on lOOr y3llow 
10k on 250r slate-violet 
25k on 300r green 

50k on lOOOr red 
lr on 200r brown 

KOHTPOJJb ~ 

C<t>I\ # 
~ 

'-~""i:t, 5 K. 

~ a;:; 0 lilt E II A 
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'lhese were perforated 11½, \mlike the original stamps in 1921, but imperf. copies are known of 
all except 1r on 200r and a few examples are known imperf along one or other edge. Inverted 
overprints exist of the 25k on 300r, 50k on lOOOr, and lr on 200r. 

Among the earlier cancellations is a large circular one of the All-Russian Society of Philatelist& 
I have one on a cover p:,stmarked 22.X.28 fran ~scow to New York, and a similar one is quoted by 
Robert Taylor in Post-Rider No.151 both covers also have a cachet of the Central Control Point 
for foreign exchange, ~cow G.P.O., P.O. Box 669 and a handwritten signature and control number. 
My cover also has on the front a two-line handstamp 'with ,Iirl.latelic/material'. A rectangular 
cancellation with similar wording to that used on the third issue but differently arranged was 
oamonly used. '!here were also the cancellations 'Central Control Point for Foreign Exchange of 
CPA, ~oow, 50 Nastasinsky per., No.3' and 'Control Point for Foreign Exchange North-West oblast' 
for Ieningrad. 

In 1929 a new rate of taxes was introduced for members of the All-Russian Society of Philatelists, 
whilst non-members had to pay thrice the new rates. en the other hand, branches of the Society 
which carried on collective exchanges received a 30% discount. 

'lhe new rates were: 

For ,Iirl.latelic material 
priced by current 
Yvert catalogue 

Up to 300 francs 
400 francs 
750 francs 

1000 francs 
1500 francs 
2000 francs 
3000 francs 
4000 francs 
5000 francs 

For paper m::>ney 
priced by latest 
CPA catalogue 

Up to 20 ruubles 
33 roubles 
50 roubles 
75 roubles 

100 roubles 
150 roubles 
250 roubles 
350 roubles 
500 roubles 

(maximum permitted) 

Fifth issue: December 1931 

5 kopecks 
10 kopecks 
20 kopecks 
50 kopecks 
1 rouble 
2 roubles 
4 roubles 
6 roubles 50 kopecks 

10 roubles 

'lhis consists of a single provisional stamp produced to meet a shortage of low value stamps 
pending the publication of new rates of tax, and a new issue of stamps, both scheduled for early 
in the next year. It was made by printing '10 K' in large black letters on to copies of the 25k 
on 300r green of the fourth series by means of a rubber handstamp. 

'lhe stamp is scarce as it had a short period of use and was withdrawn altogether with the fourth 
issue on 31 December 1931. (Even scarcer are half stamps used during the temporary shortage in 
1928. A half 10k tax stamp is known on a cover fran Voronezh to Tallin, October 1928). 

Sixth issue: 1932-1933 

'lhis series consisted once again of 1918 chainbreaker stamps with a 
typ:,grap;ied overprint. '1he stamps were issued in two groups1 the first 
on 1 January 1932, on which date all previous issues were withdrawn 
fran use. 

'lhe values were 15k on 70k 
25k on 70k red overprint 
SOk on 35k 
1r on 35k red overprint 

'lhe second group, issued in April 1933 consisted of 
5k on 70k 
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10k on 70k 
3r on 70k 
Sr oo 35k 

lOr oo 35k 
lOr on 70k 

OITerprints are in black except where shown otherwise. 

'!he face values of these -stamps do not corresp:md well with the new rates of tax introduced oo 

1 January 1932 as belOI\': 

For pri.latelic material For paper m:iney TAX 

Up to 300 francs Up to 20 roubles 15 kopecks 
SOO francs 33 roubles 25 kopecks 
750 francs SO roubles 40 kopecks 

1000 francs 75 roubles 1 rouble 
1500 francs 100 roubles 1 rouble 50 kopecks 
2000 francs 150 roubles 2 roubles 75 kopecks 
3000 francs 250 roubles 5 roubles 
4000 francs 350 roubles 7 roubles SO kopecks 

5000 francs 550 roubles 12 roubles 
(maximum penni.tted) (500?) 

Discounts for branches of the All-Russian Society of Philatelists and higher rates for noo-members 

remained as before. 

en 1 August 1932 sane changes in the tax were introduced and the range of exchange items covered 

was extended to include picture postcards, stamped postcams and envelopes, and foreign catalogues. 

Groups cooducting collective exchanges received a discount of 25% or, when exchanging with workers 

organisatioos, 50%. 

Noted varieties of overprint include: 

n:,uble overprint - SOk oo 35k, lOr on 35k. 
Inverted overprint - 3r oo 35k, Sr on 35k, lOr oo 35k, lOr oo 70k. 
'kop' or 'rub' lc,.,,,er on left side than on right - Sk·oo 70k, 15k oo 70k, 25k oo 70k, 

SOk oo 35k, lOr oo 35k, lOr oo 70k. 
'kop' missing on right - 25k oo 70k. 

Horizontal se-tenant pairs are known oo 5k on 70k / lOr on 70k and 3r oo 35k / Sr on 35k. 

Skon 70k exists imperf. Minor overprint varieties exist, e.g. shifts, broken letters. 

C'anoellatioos and cachets were similar to the previous ooes. 

According to the 1984 Soviet catalogue these stamps were withdrawn in 1938, yet copies on covers 

dated 1941 exist. Cne is in the collection of one of our members, Mr John Kelioo, and another is 
illustrated in Post-Rider No.ls. 

Far Eastern issue: 1923 

In 1923 the Far Eastern section of the Comrl.ssioo for pri.latelic material and 

paper rooney issued its own provisiooal stamps for payment of the tax for 
penni.ssioo for foreign exchanges. '!he stamps are few and oo cover are very 

rare since they had ooly a short period of use lU'ltil the Central Ccmnissioo 
took over fran the Far Eastern one. '!be stamps consist of lithograpied over
prints on issues of the pre-revolutionary period. 
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A) en Rananov issue 

10k on 4k red 
10k on 14k green 

No. printed 

2400 
975 
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B) en small anns issues 1909-1917 

15k on 3k red 

No. printed 

150 
15k on 5k brown-lilac 50 
15k on 50k green and lilac 75 

In addition there were the varieties: 

Inverted overprints - 50 on each of the Rananovs, 25 on each of the others. 
Sideways overprints - 25 on each of the Rananovs. 
Overprint double - 50 on Rananov 4k1 25 on Rananov 14k. 

'lhese figures add up to 3950, and though they may not all be the exact ones, it is not thought that 
the total exceeds 4000. 

'!be overprints on the Rananov stamps are part in English and part in Russian ('J;irllatelist's mail'), 
whilst on the small anns types only the Russian inscription is present. I have found no explanation 
of this difference. 

* * * * * 

Note: '!be tenn 'paper IOOJ'ley• has been used above to cover all usages of the Russian word 'bona' 
which includes not only bank notes but also a variety of IOOJ'ley tokens. An article in 'Soviet 

Collector' for 1963 (the first issue of the current series of annuals, unnumbered) gives a repre
sentative list of Soviet 'boni' issued between 1919 and 1938, and during the early post-war years. 
'!be Central Philatelic Association issued a catalogue of 'boni' covering the years 1769-1927, 
edited by F.G. Oluchin, and this must be the price guide to be used for the 1929 tax (q.v.) for 
exchange of 'paper IOOJ'leY'. Articles under the heading 'Bonistika' dealing with this kind of material 
appear in al.roost every issue of • soviet Collector• • 

References 

Catalogue of Postage Stamps of the USSR 1918-1980, awendix to Vol.2, p.Jblished by Central Phila
telic Agency 'Soyuzpechat' and USSR Ministry of Cam\Unications, f.t>scow, 1984. 

Filateliya SSSR 1968 No.4 V. Karlinsky 
" " 1969 No.1 P. Mazur 

" " 1972 No.4 I. f.t>rozov 

" " 1972 No.ll N. Livshits & v. Olelishchev 

" " 1975 No. 7 Ya. Dimanshtein 
Post-Rider No.15 Robert Taylor 
Catalogue of Postage stamps of Russian Empire, RSFSR & USSR to 1924. 2nd El:lition. El:li.ted by 

F.G. Oluchin, f.t>scow, 1924. 
Michel catalogue, Eastern &irope. 

BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 63 123 



Notes from Collectors 

The R Classifications: a correction by Dr H.von Hungen 

'lhe article 'Relative Rarity in Philately' by P.J. Campbell, in BJRP No.62, correlates the 
R ratings with numbers of stamps known to exist. 'lhe correlation should have been with numbers 
of items, not stamps. For example, a sheet of 12 Verkhneudinsk rates as 1 item of the 16 to 
25 recorded examples, and not 12. 

1849 Receiving Mark: error of spelling - by A. Pritt 

'lhe illustration below shows the front of an entire letter fran Ekenas to Reval. 'lhe receiving 
mark should read 'POLUCHENO', but instead of the letter 'CH' it has a hard sign. 

Do any other examples of such spelling errors exist? 

• 

The Pulkova Observatory - by I.W. Roberts 

WRP No.62 contained three town plans fran a 1902 map of the Kuban Cblast. 'lhe longitude was 
marked fran Ferro and fran Pulkovo, the Pulkovo meridian being unfamiliar. 

'lhe Pulkovo Cbservatory was located on a hill 248 feet above sea level, ten miles south of 
st.Petersburg. It was established by Nicholas I and work on it was begun on 21 June 1835, 'lhe 
building was canpleted on 7 August 1839. Its location was not ideal, especially as it was so 
far north, However, it was used to fix the position of other stars, the so-called 'Pulkova 
stars'. Just as Greenwich was used with its 0 degree stone, so was Pulkova in Tsarist Russia. 
'lhe meridian of Pulkova is 30 degrees 19 minutes 40 seconds east of Greenwich. 
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A Scarce Finnish Transit(?) Marking - by G. Harrowing 

(Reprinted fran the article 'Harrowing News fran Finland' in 'Scandinavian Contact•, Vol.12, 
No.3, Jnne 1985, pp. 146-7, with the kind pezmission of the Elli.tor, Mr P.S.S.F. Marsden and 
the author) • 

r 

. .., 
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Please see the illustration above. I wonder if in the future, s.G. will be offering material 
cancelled in transit fran Porvo to Berga, Hanga to Hanko, perhaps even Helsinki to Helsingfors 
All should be very scarce! 
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Reviews of New Literature 

OROSSICA - The Journal of the Rossica Society of Russian Philately 
No.106/7, 1985. 128 pages. 
alitor & Publisher: Kennedy L. Wilson 
7415 Venice st, Falls Church, VA 22043, USA. Annual subscription US$ 20. 

'Ibis is one of the finest issues of a specialist society journal that this reviewer has ever seen. 
It deserves a high award at an international exhibition and acts as a fine advertisement for 
Russian p:ti.lately, lx>th in the West and in Russia. 

G. Shalimoff contributes a fine article on expertisation, entitled 'A Forged Yanov/Jancw Marking 
on a Folded Letter' (franked by a Russia No.l). I.W. Roberts writes on 'Russian F.P.O.s during 
the Austro-Russian campaign in Hungary in 1849', and A.Leppa writes on 'Russian Field Posts in 
the Baltic states 1939-41'. 

HUIOOur in p:ti.lately is unfortunately rare, so David Skipton's amusing contribution 'So You want 
to be a Postman• is very welcane. 'lbere is a fascinating article, fran Filatelia SSSR, on 
'Expertising Zemstvo Covers• by D. Kuznetsov, translated by David Skipton. Civil war specialists 
are catered fpr by 'Balachovka, the Asobny Atrad Issue•, by w. Lesh, which is the nost detailed 
study of the Bulak-Balachovic stamPs ever .published, and includes sane fascinating historical 
and military infor:mation. 

M. Shmuely writes on 'Soviet Posts in the Western Ukraine 1939-41' and P. Michalove has an 
article on 'American supply Convoys to Murmansk 1941-1945'. 

'lhere are also articles on 'Rare stamps of the RSFSR', 'A Russo- Japmese war~ card', 'Ant. 3', 
''lbe 8 kop. Overprints on Postage Due and Postage Stamps', 'Vremennoe Up:late', ''lbe Double V 
Blanks of 1917', ''lbe Beginning of Mail Exchange between Russia & Germany in 1918', •catalogue 
Confusion' (on the Aivasov stamp of 1956), 'Mail fran the Finnish Colony in Siberia', 'Varieties 
Made to Order' (JOOdern Soviet stamps) and 'Philatelic Mc:rnentoes of Reilly, Ace of Spies•. 

In addition, there are general articles, Society News, reviews, etc. Finally, there is a short 
note on 'Railroad Lines 125-126' by E. Blake and G. Shalimoff, which offers an interesting 
hypothesis alx>ut the well known circular 'TP0' marking of Orekho Zuevo 125 Ilinski Pogost. 
'lbe authors hold the opinion that this marking was used by the Soviet Printing Office to cancel 
to order RSFSR and Soviet stamps, and remainders of the Rananov Jubilee starr\PS. It is highly 
probable that this argument is oorrect ! 

'lbe next issue of Rossica is eagerly awaited. 

□YAMSHIK (THE POSTRIDER) - Journal of the Canadian Society of Russian Philately 
No.17, November 1985. 
all tor: Andrew Cronin. Secretary: P. J. Cam:i;ilell. 
PO Box 5722, station A, Toronto, Chtario, canada M5W 1P2. 

Specialists in the Civil War issues of South Russia are well served in this issue. Alex Artuchov 
and (the late) A.M. Rosselevich have provided a m::>st useful article on ''lbe cancellations of 
South Russia' (pp.33-58), which is•an edited and substantially expanded version of a privately 
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camti.ssioned article written sane years ago. Illustrated fran actual cancellations and with a map, 
this article is a IIDSt useful work of reference. 

'!here follows 'Unlisted Varieties of South Russia' by M. Rayhack, fully illustrated, and including 
the 100 rouble on 1 kop. imperf., surcharge inverted. 

other articles in this issue include a detailed account, by R.w. van Wijnen, of 'Train Mail in 
the Baltic Area - '!he Riga-Dunaberg-Qrel Railway 1861-1917'• well illustrated and very interesting. 
P.J. CamJ;i:>e].l writes on ''lhe a.irious case of Uncle Arthur' (pp.20-33), setting out the research 
made to identify the details of a flight to Franz-Jozef Land, to cxmterorate the 2nd Internatiaial 
Polar Year, for which a set of stamps was issued in 1932 (Scott C34-35). Mr camp:,ell wished to 
identify the flight, type of aircraft used, and the pilot and ere,,, and this article well illus
trates the pleasures to be found in original research. August Ieppa. writes on 'Old and New 

Cancellations in Occupied Western Karelia 1940-41' (pp.21-25), and there are also the regular 
features of 'Correspcndence with Canada', 'Philatelic Shorts', 'Reviews' etc. 

A nost interesting issue. 

OTPO - Quarterly Journal of the TPO & Seapost Society 
Vol.39 -Nos. 2 to 4; Vol.4O Nos. 1 & 2. (Summer 1985 to Summer 1986) 
Temporary :alitors: c. Kidd and A. Olambers. Hen. Secretary: C.Kidd 
9 Beech Park Avenue, Northernden, Manchester 22. 

Articles of interest to Russian specialists include, in vol.39 No.2, an article by our member 

Philip Robinson on 'Early TPOs of the Trans Siberian Railway' (pp.32-38), and a useful article 
by E. Ojaste on Estonian TPOs during WW2, while under Geman occupation in 1942-1944 (pp.40-43). 

Vol.39 No.3 includes a short note on IOOdern Soviet TPOs (P.V. l-bsc:ow-Clti.ta and P.V.l-bsc:ow
Zabaikalsk). 

Vol.40 No.1 contains illustrations of what must be sane extremely scarce markings: circular 
cancellations, on cover, of Bochkarevo 265 Vladivostok (1928), Manchuria - l-bsc:ow Express (1937), 
and Vladivostok 261 Pogranichnaya (1923). 

'!here are, of course, many fascinating articles on non-Russian topics, for example 'Railway 
Postmarks of the Grand Duchy of I.uxenbourg', by c. Kidd, in Vol.39 No.4 (pp.84-94) 

An invaluable Journal 

□JOURNAL OF CHINESE PHILATELY - Journal of the China Philatelic Society of 
London. Nos. 239 to 244 (August 1985 to June 1986) 
:alitor: Roy W. Wright. Secretary: E.N. Lane 
Kingsland, Westwell, Ashfoz:d, Kent '™25 4JW. Annual subscription£ 5. 

Sinkiang Province continues to attract attention. Issue No.240 contains a short note on the 
1949 Revenues of the Ili-Taching-Altai area of North-West Sinkiang, with further infonnation 
in No.243 on the five known covers of the 1949 postage stamps fran the same area. 

No.242 has a short note on 'l\JVan perforations, and No.244 has Part 1 of 'Antung Province 
1945-1948' (historical background, currency and postal rates), by C.R. Roberts. 'Ibis province 
includes Liaoning, and was part of Manchukuo. 

'lhe Journal oontains much interesting material on Chinese ,Philately, including an interesting 
supplement to No.241 by Robson Ic,,,,e on ''lhe History of the Waterlow Dies' (7 pages). 
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□FRANCE-URSS PHILATELIE - Journal of the Cercle Philatelique France-URSS 
Nos. 70 and 71, October 1985 and April 1986 
El'.li tor: I. Maslowski 
61 rue Boissiere, 75116 Paris, France. Annual subscription 200FF. 

Contents of No.70 include 'Triangle of Dots cancels of Imperial Russia' by I. Maslowski, 'A 
curious document' ( a card fran Kojoukhovo camp 18.8.1919 to Kiev 21.1.1920), and Part I of an 
interesting article by m. Shmuely on South Russia - Civil War 1917-Nov.1920. 

No.71 cx:mprises the final part of the South Russia Civil War article by M. Shmuely, illustrated 
with sane very nice covers and cards, and the first part of a listing of new p:>stal stationery 
of the USSR, by R. Guerin. 

□SCANDINAVIAN CONTACT - Quarterly Journal of the Scandinavia. Philatelic 
Society. Vol.12 Nos.3 to 5 (whole nos. 129-131) 
El'.litor: P.s.s.F. Marsden, FRPSL. Hon. Secretary: Miss Susan Worsley 
71 Castelnau, Barnes, London SW13 9RT. Annual SUbscription E 5. 

Of interest to Finnish specialists is 'Harrowing News fran Finland' in No.3, part of which is 
reproduced in this issue, and in No.5. Scandinavia covers a wide field and Scandinavian 
specialists are well served by this Journal. 

□THE COLLECTORS CLUB PHILATELIST - Bimonthly publication of the Collectors 
Club. Vol.64 Nos.4 to 6, Vol.65 Nos.1 to 3 (July-Aug.1985 to 
May-June 1986). 
Elli.tor: E.E. Fricks 
22 East 35th st., New York, NY 10016, USA. 
SUbscription to non-members - overseas, individuals: US$ 30 surface mail. 

'!here are no articles of specific Russian interest in these issues. However, the standard of 
articles and reviews continue to be very high. '!he March-April 1986 issue contains a 
fascinating article on expertising, by Calvert M. Hahn, entitled 'A case study in Postal 
Hi~tory EKpertising: a Rare First 03.y Cover'. 

O00ST EUROPA FILATELIE - Journal of Filatelistische Contactgroep 0ost Europa 
1986, Nos. 3 and 4. 
Quarterly Journal, in Dutch, of the Dutch East European study Circle. 
El'.litor: I.J. steyn, Loosdrechtseweg 4, 1215 JW Hilversum, HoHand. 
Secretary: A. Welvaart, Boanstede 424, 3608 BE Maarsen, Holland. 
Annual subscription: 20 Florins. 

'!his study circle was fotmded three years ago. '!he two latest issues of the Journal are now to 
hand; the El'.litor has attempted, and so far succeeded, in plblishing original research only, and 
for this he is to be congratulated. '!here are linguistic difficulties; Dutch is not a language 
in which this reviewer is fluent, and it is probable that the readership, in this cotmtry at 
least, will be restricted for the same reason. Even so, members with a working knowledge of 
Gennan may, without too much difficulty, be able to tmderstand much of this Journal. 

Scrutiny of the two issues reveals several articles of interest. No.3 contains an article by the 
Rev. L.L. Tann on two covers (one insured) franked with currency stamps of 1915, and an article 
by R. Hillesum on ''!he Russification of Finland', together with an article by r. steyn on the 
historical background to the Russian Civil War. 
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No. 4 includes an article by the Rev. L.L. Tann oo Field Post Office No.114 (Lvov), and an article 
by I. steyn on Eastern Siberia 1920-22. Other topics covered include paper varieties of m:x'lem 
Czechoslovakia, postal history notes oo Bulgaria to 1914, and ove:r:print types of Bosnia-Herzogovina 
1914. Future issues are eagerly awaited. 

□ SOVIET COLLECTOR 
No.22. Dated 1984, published in 1985. 
Russian language Journal of VOF, Mosoow. 

In recent years, Soviet collector has contained a large number of highly specialised articles on 
Russian philately and postal history, including much hitherto unpublished information. 

'!he reeearchers in the Soviet Unioo have now turned to the Imperial Russian Post Office Archives. 
In this issue, B. Kaminski provides the first instalment of 'Postal Tariffs of Pre-Revolutionary 
Russia', which covers the period 1783 to 1844. Translators please! v. Icbachevski has m:,ved fran 
Imperial stamps to Imperial postal stationery, in a fine article 'Russian Envelopes of the First 
Period 1845-1863' (pp.24-46). A fascinating study by M. J:bbin follows, entitled ''lhe carriage of 
Correspondence between St. Petersburg and the Suburbs' (pp.47-63). '!his is a highly specialised 
study of the railway cancellations, routes, operations, etc., of the suburban railway surrounding 
St.Petersburg. M. Minskii provides a very fine article en ''!he zemstvo Post of Verkhotur'e 
District', with a map of the Postal Trakts, and full details of postal :rules, regulations, rates, 
postage stamps, etc. 

'!he other articles in this Journal cover a variety of topics, including 'Philatelic Features of 
Postal Emissions of Olympic Organisations 1900-1924', 'Portraits of Gogol on cards', medals, 
16th-century coinage, banknotes, and badges. 

For oollectors \\tlo read Russian, an invaluable Journal. For those of us who do not - translators 
please ••• 

□ VESTNIK SVYAZI (Communications Herald) 
1985 supplement to Rossica Society Library List of articles concerning the Post. 
Ccrnpiled by tavid M. Skipton. 

Soviet specialists \\tlo read Russian should find much of interest in Vestnik Svyazi en m:x'lem Soviet 
mail handling, technology, postal problems, etc. 

□ BALTISCHE POSTORTE 1858-1916 - Baltic Postal Locations 1858-1916 
Researched & ooopiled fran official and cartographic documents by Harry von Hofmann. 
286 pages - in Russian, German, Estonian, Iatvian, Lithuanian and Polish. 
Cbtainable fran Harry von Hofmann Verlag, Postfach 52 05 18, D2000 Hamburg 52, 
West Germany. Price 28 I:M. 

'!his book is invaluable to all postal historians interested in the Baltic area. It lists and 
classifies all postal institutions, and gives details of post towns, railway ccnnections, and 
membership in the successor states of F.stonia, Iatvia, Lithuania, Russia or Poland. 

'!he cootents are divided into nine Imperial Russian G:>vernments covering the Baltic area. '!he 
order of the list is: 

Column 1 = Identification number, place name in Russian. 
Column 2 = Names in German, Estonian, Iatvian, Lithuanian, or Polish. 
Column 3 = Type of place, postal classificatioo, mail route, railway route, post town, and republic 

to which the respective places belonged after 1918. 
Column 4 = '!he years in which the place is mentioned in official directories. 
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'!here is, at the end of the listings, an index of all place names in Iatin characters, with the 
relevant identifying reference number. Finally, there is a ccmprehensive list of sources. 

A very fine piece of work - Herr van Hofmann is to be oongratulated on his efforts, which have 
produced a work of reference which will be in use for many years to cxme. 

□ THE POSTAGE STAMPS OF RUSSIA 1917-1923 - Vol.2 Ukraine, Parts 9-13, 
'The Trident Issues of Kyiv (Kiev), Types I, II and III. 

By Dr R.J. Ceresa. 
'l\.io volumes - one text (pp.139-249), one plates CCXXI-CCXLIII - 121-243) of which 
one was lost in printing and will follow in due course). 

Coverage: Kiev type I= 102 forgeries plus 16 forged cancels. 
type II= 216 (!) forgeries plus an additional 9 forged cancels. 
type III= 40 forgeries plus 4 additional forged cancels. 

Plus 7 (or 8) p:,stal stationery items with Trident overprints. 

Highly specialised and not light reading, this series of handbooks is a must for all collectors 
of Civil War issues. 'Ihe sheer number of forgeries recorded clearly illustrates ooth the dangers 
in collecting Ukraine, and the importance of the ability to recognise forgeries. Collectors 
having access to these handbooks should be able to identify all forgeries known to date. 

Ray Ceresa has now reached the halfway mark in the series, and the next vol\mles are eagerly 
awaited. 

□ RUSSISCHE POSTCENSUUR 1914-1918 
By A. Speeckaert. 
J.B. Nowelei 24A, 1800-VILVCXEDE, Belgium. 
Published by the study Circle 'Land van Waas'; 130 pages plus 3 maps, A4. In Flenish. 
El:lition of 100 copies. No price stated. 

'!his book is probably the m:>st detailed sttrly yet p:ablished on Russian censor markings of the 
First World War. Although written in Flenish, collectors not fluent in the language should find 
it is relatively easy to follow. It oontains a glossary, in Flenish, of Russian words, an 
identification chart of al:i>reviatioos used to describe marking types and colours, and a rarity 
guide, fran 1 (very ccmoon) to 5 (very scarce). 

Ch pages 8 to 113 there are, in al{ilabetical order of towns, fully illustrated lists of all known 
censor markings. 'Ihe towns range fran Alatyr, whidl has sane very handsane markings in Old Russian 
script, to Zlatoust. Against each marking is a reference number, type, colour, date known, number 
of the censor, and a scarcity rating. Ch pages 114 to 122 are lists of Military Censors of 
Regiments, Hospitals, PCM camps etc., staff Officers, FPOs and Military Districts. Pages 123-4 
cover Finland, and pages 125-6 illustrate markings of censors fran places not yet identified. 

Finally, there is an index, in Flenish, to all place names (page 127), a Russo-Flenish index 
(pages 128-9), and a bibliograi;ily on page 130. '!here follow three maps showing the locatioos of 
all places mentioned. 

A very useful book! Tony Speeckaert is to be congratulated oo a fine piece of work. 

IOJ3TADTPOSTAMTER IN BESETZEN POLEN 1915-1918 (Town Post Offices in Occupied 
Poland 1915-1918) 
By stefan Petriuk. 
Published by Bundesarbeitgemeinschaft Poland e.V.; _185 pages with a map and 61 
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illustrations; page size 8"x5i"; card covers. Cbtainable fran the author at 
Neuestrasse 3, D-2391 I.angballigholz, West Germany. Cost I:M 49 plus postage 
CW.Germany I:M 1, elsewhere I:M 4). Payment to Postcheckamt (Giro) Hamburg 

Account 550 38-201. 

'Ibis highly specialised German language handbook begins with a general survey of town posts in 
occupied Poland. '!here follows a detailed review of the postal operations, postal rates, stamps, 
forgeries and cancellations of 21 town posts. 'lhe last town post covered is that of Vilna, about 
which very little had previously been recorded. 'Ibis section alone makes the book invaluable. 

Finally, there is a schedule of the postal tariffs in the 'Generalgouvernernent Warschau 1915-18', 
and 5 pages of bibliograi;ny. 

'Ibis book is well-produced, clearly printed, on good quality paper, and with excellent illustra
tions. It should be in the library of every collector of Poland and the Polish town posts of the 
First World War. 

□IMPERIAL RUSSIAN STAMPS USED IN TRANSCAUCASIA Part 8: Baku; Baku Guberniya 
By P.T. Ashford. 
Published by 'lhe British Society of Russian Philately. Cbtainable fran the author 
at 9 Pentre Close, Ashton, Nr. 01.ester CH3 8BR. Cost £2.50. 

'Ibis is the final part of Peter Ashford's 'magnum op.15'. O:mnencing with a sketch map showing 
Post Offices or Post stations in Baku Guberniya, the handbook continues with a chapter on 
cancellations of Post Offices in Baku. No less than 95 types of cancels are recorded fran the 
four offices in Baku itself (Baku Head Office, Town sub-office No.l, Town sub-office No.2 and 
Baku Vokzal). 

'lhe cancellations of the 85 Post Offices in Baku Guberniya are then listed, illustrated (where 
possible), and examined in detail. It is interesting to note that no less than 62 of the 85 
either have no datestamps recorded, or are Post stations, where it is not yet known if mail was 
ever handled. Clearly a fertile field for new discoveries (at least in theory!). Finally, there 
is a bibliograi;ny. 

With the canpletion of the work, it seems appropriate to survey the whole of the book: 

Part 1 (1972, reprinted 1982) covers Postal History (pp 1 - 56) 
Part 2 (1975) Tiflis and Tiflis Town Post (pp 57-134) 
Part 3 (1978) Tiflis Guberniya (pp 135-206) 
Part 4 (1980) Kutais Guberniya, Ba.tum Cblast and Sukhum Ckrug (pp 207-294) 
Part 5 (1981).'lhe Transcaucasian Railway (pp 295-355) 
Part 6 (1983) Erivan Guberniya and Kars Cblast (pp 356-446) 
Part 7 (1984) Elisavetpol Guberniya and zakataly Ckrug (pp 447-510) 
Part 8 (1985) Baku and Baku Guberniya (pp 511-603) 

It is quite clearly a magnificent effort, and should be in the library of all collectors of 
Russia. 'lhe series is not merely invaluable to collectors of 'Russia used in Transcaucasia', 
but it is also an object lesson in good, accurate, research. 

Now that Peter Ashford has canpleted his book - dare one ask - what next? 

□EESTI /ESTONIA/ ESTLAND - Estonia Philately & Postal History Handbook 
and Catalogue. 
By Vambola Hurt and Elmar Ojaste. 
Published by 'lhe Estonian Philatelic Society in SWeden (EFUR) and the Fstonian 
Philatelic Society in New York (NY-EFS). In English and German, hard cover, 
768 pages, size 17x25an., with 4445 illustrations and 25 maps. 
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Cbtainable fran: EFUR Handlxx)k, Ortagardsvagen 9, S-13300 SALTSJOBADEN, SWeden. 
Cost US$ 85; £ 60; IM 185; or S.Kroner 600, post free. (Discounts available for 
orders in multiples of 5). 

Ehilatelic books are of variable shapes, sizes and qualities. 'Ibis Handbook is the Rolls-Royce 
of books, and its price reflects its quality. Previous Fstonia Handbooks were p.iblished in 1929 
and 1962, and have been out of print for years. As mentioned in the preface (in Fstonian, 
Ehglish, Gennan and Swedish!), the blo co-sponsoring Societies agreed in 1982 that the 
production of a new handbook and catalogue was long overdue. 'Ibis book is the result of the 
efforts made by both societies since that date, and is a credit to the El:litors (and to the late 
Heldur Alver) and the two Societies. '!he Handlx,ok has been canpiled by blo editors, Vambola 
Hurt being responsible for the section 'Postage Stamps and Postal Stationery', and Elmar Ojaste, 
for the section 'Postal History•. 

'!he handbook begins with a short historical note, notes for users and a schedule of abbreviations 
used, and a guide to the catalogue. Ch pages 17-187 there is a highly specialised catalogue of 
the stamps of the Rep.iblic of Fstonia. local issues and Gennan Occupation issues, zemstvo mail 
(a brief note), and a variety of topics· fran bisects, through issues in the areas occupied in 
1919 by Fstonian Armed Forces, booklets, designers, postal stationery and postcards, to labels 
and bogus issues, are listed on pages 188 to 258. 

'lhe Postal History sectioo starts oo page 259, with background notes on pages 259-262. 'Paid 
in Cash' markings in Fstonia 1918-1942, Free Franks and international reply coupons are listed 
on pages 263-297. 'lhe Venenaalt markings (on letters fran Russia 1920-1921) are described oo 
pages 298-300, Postage Due procedures (m:>st interesting) being listed on p:i.ges 301-302. An 

equally fascinating section on Field Posts is on pages 303-357, of considerable interest to 
specialists in Imperial Russia, Soviet Russia, Gennany, WWl and WW2, as well as specialists in 
Fstonia. 

Registration, declared value, special delivery, airmail sea mail and ship mail, and other 
auxiliary markings are covered oo p:i.ges 358-402. Even a postal identity card is noted (on p:i.ge 
403). '!here are very useful sunmaries of postal tariffs of Imperial Russia and Fstonia on p:i.ges 
404-411. Postal History infonnation is provided on p:i.ges 412-425. '!here follow lists of all 
known postal markings of Fstonia fran 1796 to 1944 (p:i.ges 427-702), with a very useful set of 
maps. 

Finally, p.iblicity slogans and postal censorship markings are listed on p:i.ges 703-752, and there 
~s a thematic guide, i;nilatelic glossary in five languages, a list of useful addresses, and an 
index. 

'lhe stamp catalogue is fully priced, and an indicatioo of values is given for covers and certain 
postal markings. Datestamps listed oo p:i.ges 573-645 (Fstonia 1919-1944) are not priced. All prices 
are in US dollars. 

An expensive book, in theory, but not when one considers the am::>unt of infonnation cootained 
therein. 'lhoroughly recamiended ! 

□THE ALNIS GUIDE TO RUSSIAN LEVANT FANTASIES 
Published by Glass Slipper, PO Box 62, York, Ehgland YOl lYL. 15 p:i.ges, AS. 
Cost£ 1 post free (Airmail overseas£ 1.35) 

'lhe fantasies covered by this booklet are the lithograpied 'stamps' with designs of nmnerals, 
Slllall Ship and Large Ship. 'lhe booklet describes and prices all values of the set, and gives 
infonnations on printings and settings. 'lhe source of these fantasies is believed to be Vassan 
M. Fssaian, of Constantinople. 

Further volumes of Russian interest are planned by the p.iblishers, whose symbol is Alnis, the 
rooose of Jelgava. 
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□EESTILAISTEN S0TILAIDEN KENTTAPOSTI SAKSAN ARMEIJASSA 1941-1945 - Estonian 
Field Posts in the German Army 1941-1945 

By August IeQ;a. 
Published by the Finnish Philatelic Federaticn, Helsinki, in 1985. 56 pages. 
Available fran Suanen Filatelistiliitto, Mannerheimintie 40 A 15, 
SF 00100 HELSINKI 10, Finland. 

Finnish is not a language with which this reviewer is familiar, bit Mr IeQ;)a pranises that Finnish 
is a vary easy language! 'lhe last page is in Ehglish, and gives a smmary of the scope of the 
book, which is fully illustrated. 

For specialists in Finnish military mail, a book well worth buying. 

OsrBERIA: Postmarks and Postal History of the Russian Empire Period 
By P.E. Robinscn. 
1986, 156 pages, A4, spiral-bound card covers, with 5 maps. 
Cl:>tainable fran the author at 2 Rydalhurst Avenue, Sheffield, S6 4BG, Ehgland. 

'Ibis is an excellent handbook, well written, with much new infonnaticn, set out in a clear and 
logical manner, with a nost useful set of maps in &iglish. Mr Robinson 100st generously acknowledges 
the assistance given to him when writing the book, especially by Anatoly Kiryushkin, of Minsk. 

A brief sumnary of the contents is as follows: 

Oiapter 1 
2 
3 

4 

A short history of Siberia. 
Postal history of Siberia fran 1598 to 1917. 
A sumnary of postage rates applied to items of mail p:>sted in Siberia fran the 
establishment of regular postal services in 1698 to 1918. 
Post Office list - this is an attempt to record all the post offices operating in 
Siberia in Imperial times. 'lhe list is in alphabetical order and the data is recorded 
in the following way: reference nunber of the post office, the office name in 
Russian and then in Ehglish, the District, type of office, p:>stmark :recorded, date 
office opened, and whether marked on maps. 
No less than 1671 post offices are recorded - the work involved in oaipleting this 
secticn must have been enoxm::>us! 

5 · : Maps C5> pp.53-sa. 
6: Postmarks (illustrated where p:>ssible). At least 50\ of the :recorded post offices 

have no :recorded examples of postmarks - a fertile field for further research! 
General notes (pp.54-62). Part 1 covers the general post and oanprises three sections, covering 

pre-adhesive postmarks, nuneral cancellatioos, and '1860-1918 p:,stmarks'. (pp.63-121). 
Part 2 ·covers railway p:>stmarks (pp.122-149). Part 3 covers steamship postmarks (p.150). 
Part 4 covers •to pay' marks (pp.151-152). 

'Ibis reviewer was fascinated to note that no less than 111 staticns could not be located, and looks 
foniard to sane happy hours of research attempting to locate then. 

Finally, there are 3 a~ces: on the transliteration systen used, a note oo Julian and Gregorian 
calendars, and a valuatioo guide. An invaluable book - Mr Robinscn is to be congratulated en a 
very fine 'NOrk. 
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OBITUARY 

HILARY NORWOOD 

Q1 Ck:tober 30th, 1985, Hilary No:n,,ood, President of the British Society of Russian Philately, 
died at his hane in Bexleyheath, Kent, after a short illness, a few days short of his 75th 
birthday. 

School at Queen Elizabeth's Gramnar School, Barnet, was followed by part-time education at 
the Northern Polytechnic, where fees for his B.Sc. course at Iondon University were met in 
part by sale of an early stanp collection. He had his first taste of teaching when he was 
19, at a private school in Shropshire. In 1936 he was appointed science master at Oleshtmt 
Gramnar School and in 1947 he came .to Erith Gramnar School, fran which he retired in 1972 
after 25 years as head of chemistry. 

Hilary's was a lively mind and he had multifarious interests and hobbies into which he threw 
himself wholeheartedly, and which made for rum a wide circle of friends. His encyclopaedic 
knowledge of Soviet history and i;nilately, and his fluency in the Russian language, were 
only a few of his attributes readily used for the benefit of others. He was a member of the 
Carmunist Party of Great Britain since 1935, a fozmer president of the Bexley Association 
of Teachers (N.U.T.) and a praninent member of the Bexley Borough Trades Cotmcil and Bexley 
Cotmcil for Racial Equality. He was instrumental in founding the Bexley Branch of the British
Soviet Friendship Society, his work for that society and our own being reinforced by many 
visits to the USSR. He was the driving force behind the Joint B.S.R.P.-v.o.P. Exhibition in 
Moscow in 1976. 

Hilary was a member of four i;nilatelic societies, including the National, Bexley and the 
Polish. He jo~ed B.S.R.P. in 1964 and soon became deeply involved in its affairs, serving 
on the Carmittee for many years, with special duties as Press Secretary and as Secretary for 
B.S.R.P.-V.O.P. Relations. He was elected President of B.S.R.P. in 1985. He amassed a can
prehensive collection of Russian and Polish stamps and postal history material, including a 
superb collection of Soviet soldiers' mail fran the Second World War. His scientific train
ing was put to good use in i;nilately and his keen eye led to the discovery of many printing 
varieties in Soviet stamps, the nost important being perhaps the two types of the Volga 
Famine issue of 1921. He was a regular contributor to the i;nilatelic press, including our 
own Journal, his last study being of the tax stamps for i;nilatelic exchange. 

Hilary was a man of strong convictions and character, energetic, dedicated, and a tireless 
worker for peace and justice. He is survived by his widow, Ietty, and his daughter, Anita. 

R.C. 
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OBITUARY 

JOHN LLOYD, F.R.P. S.,L. 

It is sad to record the death, in hospital on March 12th, of John Lloyd, our Honorary 
Secretary fran 1964-1980, and President of the Society for 1970. He was aged 73. 

For a number of years John had suffered increasingly fran bronchial problems, eventually 
becaning virtually confined to the house. He seemed IOOderately well (on the teleJ;hone) 
early in January, but became seriously ill shortly after and entered hospital. 

John joined the Society in 1958, the energy and enthusiasm characteristic of him soon 
becaning obvious. After a short period as Assistant Hon. Secretary to the late John Barry, 
John succeeded him as Secretary in 1964, a post which he filled with distinction until he 
had to give up in 1980. John took his duties seriously and 'WOrked hard for the Society. 
He particularly enjoyed corresponding with collectors, members, and 'WOuld-be members the 
"WOrld over. When in 1980 illness prevented him fran regularly attending meetings, he 
retained the "WOrk as Membership Secretary, which he could perform fran hane, until 1983. 
He was President of the Society in 1970. 

Philatelically, he was very active too. In the 1960s portions of his collection of R.S.F.S.R. 
and Revolutionary period were shown at many international exhibitions, and at Iondon 1970 
he exhibited 'Russia 1700-1930'. He also built up collections on space themes, and latterly 
eagerly sought covers fran the Polar regions. 'Ihroughout the 1960s and 1970s he constantly 
responded to invitations to give talks and displays to local J;hilatelic societies all over 
the country. 

It is sad to record the death of such a friend and tireless "WOrker for our Society. OJr 

sympathy is extended to his daughter, Mrs Jo Everitt, and her family on their sad loss. 
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There have been many changes in Russian philately in the fifty years 

since the Society was founded. In 1936, there was one other society 

which specialised in Russian philately - the Rossica Society in . 
Jugoslavia. Rossica still thrives in the United States of America, 

and there are now additional specialist societies in France, Canada, 

West Germany, Holland and Sweden. In 1936, the number of books on 

the philately of the Russian group (excluding Poland and Finland) 

could be counted on the fingers of one hand. In 1986, books reviewed 

in this issue alone number seven, quite apart from specialist society 

Journals. 

The Society has, for the last 50 years, been in the forefront of research 

and publication, and this is well evidenced by the handbooks written by 

members and published under the auspices of the Society. They include 

the handbooks on Armenia, Georgia, Russia Specialised Catalogue Part I. 

Russian Refugee Post, Russia Used Abroad (6 volumes), Imperial Russia 

Used in Transcaucasia (8 volumes), Trident Issues of the Ukraine (S + 1 

volumes), Shagiv Issues of the Ukraine, plus the Index. 

The Library List of BSRP now covers 35 A4 pages, and there are very few 

areas of Russian Philately which are not now covered by literature. 

So much so, that an outsider would think that there is nothing new to 

be discovered. And yet, as can be seen from the contents of this Journal, 

new information is constantly being discovered, and published. 

Past Editors and contributors have set high standards, and provided that 

these standards are maintained, Russian philately should continue to thrive, 

and interest in the philately of the Russian group should continue to 

increase. 

The next 50 years should be interesting 

THE EDITOR 
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