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Editorial 

Let me start this issue by apologising for the extreme lateness of the 1992 issues. The fates conspired to keep 
those two issues away from our readers, and it took the Christmas holidays to finally drive a stake through the 
heart of the delay. Maybe it won't happen again in the future. Gee, that would be neat. 

This issue, the first of 1993, is unusual in many respects. The longest single article in this issue is the instalment 
of the "Current events in the F.S.U. • chronicle. There are several reasons for this. To begin with, there is a lot 

to report, as detailed information about the many wondrous philatelic events of 1992 is becoming available at 
last. It has now become clear that 1992 was a crucial year in post-Soviet philately, comparable to 1919. Second, 
the previous instalments of "Current events" have generated more response among BJRP readers than any other 
article. It is obvious that the new field of Post-Soviet philately is enormously popular, already rivalling the 
Imperial period's appeal and comfortably outstripping the USSR period. (But let me add a caveat. I have based 

the preceding on the reponse of a vocal minority. Making assumptions about the silent majority is very 
dangerous indeed, so don't hesitate to write if you think I've got it all wrong!) Finally, it is a delight to be able 
to write about stamps again, rather than about postal history. I have nothing against postal history - on the 
contrary! - but I have repeatedly complained about the scarcity of BJRP articles about stamps. "Revenge of the 
Stamp-Collectors• might be a better title for the chronicle •.. 

Also in this issue : a surprising number of updates and follow-ups. This is not something which I consciously 
tried to achieve, but I'm happy about it nevertheless, as it shows the articles in the BJRP are being read and are 
worth responding to . 

.Finally, this may be a good place to draw our members' attention to a rare feat. If you exhibit and are succesful 
with your exhibit then you are allowed to exhibit at international shows. If your exhibit wins a Large Gold medal 
suficiently often you are entitled to exhibit in the "FIP Championship Class" for a limited number of times. And 
if your exhibit is judged to be the most outstanding among those in the FIP Championship Class, then you are 
awarded the "Grand Prix d'Honneur•. This is therefore the highest achievement to which a philatelic exhibit can 

aspire. 
At the international exhibition at Poman, Poland in May 1993, the Grand Prix d'Honneur was awarded to 
Dr.Raymond Casey for his exhibit "The Russian Post in the Far East". I am sure all our members will join me 
in congratulating our past president with this feat. Well done! 
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"Missing" Moscow Station - found! 

Noel Warr 

- and where was it found? In the Society's auction in London on 13 June 1992, though it was originally 

discovered - apparently not fully recognised - by Leonard Tann (Yamshchik 12, p.21). The station in question is 

the Savelovo Station (see fig.1) which the 1914 Baedeker says was near the Butyrskaya Zastava (Gate) in the 
Butyrski suburb in the north west of the city. 

Ian Baillie in BJRP 66 (following on from Warr in BJRP 59 and Dr.Kossoy in BJRP 60) charts the changing 

names of the 9 Moscow railway stations from their beginnings up to 1976, as given in various reference works. 

The station to be discussed here was known as the Savelovo Station in all those works, apart from the Russian 

Railway Timetable for winter 1912-1913, which refers to it as the "Butyrskaya Station". He collates the Marks 

cited by Warr and Kossoy plus those detailed by John Lloyd in Yamshchik 6 and those in his own collection, 

concluding : • ... thus marks from 8 of the 9 stations are now recorded. Has anyone a strike ... " of the Savelovo? 

Rev.Tann in Yamshchik 12 illustrates an almost complete mark of 22-5-1913 (cross date) which he had on a 

loose 10k Romanov, adding that he understood it to be of the Butylovo PO in Moscow. The mark I have just 

acquired (fig.2) is the same and is on an unfranked military card to Riga: "Moscow-Butyrka/Zhelemodor.P.O. • 

serial 1, dated 17-1-1916. There is also a Riga receipt marking, serial "v", dated 21-1-1916. 

Apart from being so elusive, this mark is also intriguing because it is of the single circle cross-date type 

(introduced post-1891 and replaced in 1903 by the double circle/oval type) rather than a double oval, as the 

marks for all the other Moscow stations were by this time. Having found the mark, we now need to ask why it 

was of this outmoded type, and if the reason could give some clue as to its scarcity. 

Whilst writing, here's another mystery. The Yaroslavl Station was rebuilt in very distinctive style (see BJRP 62, 

p.23) in 1902-1903 to designs by the architect Fedor Shekhtel. The new building is visible on a postcard in my 

collection, used on 23-1-1908. What then is the building, pwporting to be the Yaroslav Station, in fig.3, taken 

from a card used on 5-5-1908? Is it the original building? I have cards of 7 of the 9 Moscow stations and this, as 

far as can be judged, is not one of the others, incorrectly described. Something tells me that this question may 

be more than a little rhetorical! 

MocKBa.-Moscou. Nv. 255:· 
C":a.nr.1onr1;iii 1101:,:u,, -G:ire de .. S:ii, ,.1,., · \~,; ,•t:~It:~ .... . 
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Fig.1 Savelovskii Station in Moscow, on a 1908 picture postcard. 
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Figure 2 (above) MOS.KV.A BUTYRKAIZHELEZNODOR.P. 0. postmark 
Figure 3 (below) Yaroslavskii Station in Moscow. 
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The St.Petersburg local railways : a new find 

Dr. Raymond Casey 

The enigmatic little marks associated with the St.Petersburg local railways have intrigued collectors and students 

for many years. An up-to-date account of these marks has been given by Ian Baillie1
, who classified and 

analysed the extant material known to him and attempted to establish when and where the various marks had 
been applied, and why. His conclusions were tentative and he acknowledged that present theories could be upset 

by future discoveries. This was commendable caution. The cover illustrated here, found a few months ago, 
throws a proverbial spanner in the works. 

It is addressed to Station Stryel'na and travelled on the SPB-Peterhof-Oranianbaum line (reverse direction). On 

the reverse is a red wax seal of the Peterhof Police Authority and two circular datestamps indicating that it was 

posted at the Peterhof post office onl 2 June 1872 and forwarded the following day. Also on the reverse is a 

small encircled 'l Poezd' mark of 15mm. diameter and a two-line strike alongside reading ST.STRYELNA SBP 

(sic)/13 June 1872; both are struck in grey-green. In Baillie's classification the 'poezd' mark belongs to Section 

3, Series 3B, Type Bl. The cover is four years earlier than the earliest such mark (Section 3) previously 

recorded. 

Following Dobin, Baillie believed that the Series 3B marks were used exclusively on the SPB-Tsarskoe Selo line 
and that they were applied at the Tsarskoe Selo Railway Suboffice. Since this Suboffice was not opened until 
September 1876, this clearly does not apply to the 1872 cover under discussion. Moreover, it was used 

unquestionably on the SPB-Peterhof-Oranienbaum line. There are two previous records of covers to Stryel'na 
bearing Series 3B marks. Baillie suggested that the marks had been applied in error. This conclusion should now 

be reviewed in the light of the evidence that Series 3B marks were not used on the SPB-Tsarskoe Selo line only. 
The distinctive grey-green ink used for the 'Poezd' and 'St.Stryel'na' handstamps on this 1872 cover make it all 

the more probable that they came from the same pad. It is difficult to avoid the conclusion that both are simply 
arrival marks and that the place of application was St.Stryel'na. 

1 Baillie, Ian L.G. "The marks for the St.Petersburg Local Railways". BJRP 70, 1991, pp.5-26. 
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Some unusual station postmarks 

P. E. Robinson 

"Rules are made to be broken". This saying is as true of Imperial Russian postmarks as it is of anything else. 

Despite the attempts of the Post-Telegraph Department to establish uniformity in the way postmarks were 

designed and inscribed, there were always a few postmasters who wanted their postmarks to look different, or 

who just did not bother to read the rules. It seems that these oddities were also compounded by postmark 

manufacturers who simply got it wrong. 

Fig. 1 

Fig. 2 

Fig. 3 

Fig. 4 

The Post-Telegraph Department's Circular No.9 of 3 February 1903 is the only source we have 

that gives detailed specifications as to the design and inscription of each type of postmark. 

Despite the precisely-worded instructions, some postmarks exist whose designs contravene the 

rules, an.d this seems particularly true of railway station postmarks. The 1903 circular stated 
that postmarks from "Railway Post Offices", that is, those which had "Zhelemodorozhnoe 

pochtovoe otdyelenie" status, should have oval postmarks with the name of the place above and 

the abbreviation "VOKZ." for "VOKZAL" below. Despite this instruction, circular postmarks 

are occasionally found, an example being shown in fig.1, inscribed KISLOVODSKNOKZAL. 

Such postmarks should not be confused with the circular postmarks inscribed "VOKZAL" 

which were used at non-railway offices whose name included the word "VOKZAL", examples 

being the circular VILNA-VOKZAL, ORSHA-VOKZAL and KHARKOV-VOKZAL post

marks. Postmarks from Railway Post Offices also exist which, although they were correctly 

oval in shape, are inscribed ZHEL.DOR.POCHT.OTD. below, examples being figs. 2 and 3 

from Bryansk and Tikhoryetskaya. This inscription broadly follows the pattern set by the 

earlier, circular postmarks, and in a sense it is more accurate, as in official post office lists the 
word "VOKZAL • did not define the status of an office. If the I 903 circular had specified that 

these oval marks should be inscribed as figs.2-3 or something similar, it would have avoided 

the confusion with postmarks from non-railway VOKZAL offices which have confounded 

collectors for many years. 

According to the 1903 circular, postmarks from smaller railway offices of "stantsiya" status 

were to be circular, inscribed with the name of the station above, prefixed "ST.", and the name 

of the railway below, suitable abbreviated. But sure enough, an oval postmark has turned up, 

used at Dubitsa on the Privislyandsk Railway and inscribed 'ST.DUBITSA/PRIVISL.ZH.D.' 

(fig.4). 

The most unusual station postmark that I have seen is the one shown in fig.5, dating from 
December 1914 and inscribed 'NEREKHTA-VOKZAL/SYEV.ZH.D.'. Exactly what is wrong 

with this postmark depends on the status of this Nerekhta office in December 1914. At first 

sight, the hyphenated 'NEREKHTA-VOKZAL' in the upper portion of the circular mark 

suggests a non-railway office of "Post-Telegraph Kontora" or "P-T Otdyelenie" status, but 

there is no evidence that such an office existed at Nerekhta. Indeed, these offices were 

normally situated in larger towns, the word VOKZAL being used to distinguish it from other 

offices nearby. We know from the Post-Telegraph Journal that a Railway Post Office opened at 

Nerekhta in May 1904, but the 1916 post office list shows it as a "stantsiya". If it still had 

Railway Post Office status in December 1914, then this postmark is the wrong shape : it should 

have been oval, with NEREKHTA above and VOKZ. or VOKZAL below. However, it is 

perhaps more likely that by December 1914 the office was already a "stantsiya" - in this case 

Fig. 5 the postmark is the correct shape, but should have been inscribed ST.NEREKHTA above. 

Perhaps the station was generally known locally as "the Vokzal". Such strange postmarks make the job of 

classifying Russian postmarks a difficult one, but as they say, "Variety is the spice of life"! 
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A Finnish TPO on Russian territory 

Alexander Epstein 

Before Finland proclaimed and realised its full independence of Russia in December 1917, its postal system had 
been a part of the Imperial postal system, but with a certain degree of autonomy. In particular, Finnish TPOs 

were not subordinated to the Russian Railway Post Department (Upravlenie Perevozki Pochty po Zhelemym 

Dorogam or UPPZhD). Finnish TPOs did not use the oval postmarks which were adopted in Russia from 1903 

onward, but double-circle postmarks in a style, typical for the post in Finland. 

The official post office lists of 1912 and 1916 show that there were three Finnish TPO routes that partly 

penetrated Russian territory : Helsinki - St.Petersburg/Petrograd, Vyborg - St.Petersburg/Petrograd and 

Petrograd - Teriolci. The first two TPOs used double-circle Finnish postmarks ; postmarks from the Petrograd

Terioki TPO are not known to me. 

The postmark illustrated here represents a very curious exception. The postcard, franked with a 3k War Charity 

stamp, which bears this postmark was written on July 12th, 1915 at Pargolovo, a suburb of Petrograd with a 

railway station situated along the line to Finland. The card, addressed to a village in Estonia, has an arrival mark 
of the Ervakant Rural Administration (Volostnoe Pravlenie) dated July 14. 
The cancellation on the stamp is a typically Finnish postmark with vertical bars within the inner segments and 

the month indicated in Roman numerals. The date - July 25 - is according to the Gregorian calendar used in 
Finland, and corresponds to July 12 according to the Julian calendar used in Russia till February 1918. 

However, in contrast to other Finnish postmarks, the inscription "Beloostrov - Petrograd" is in the Cyrillic 

alphabet only. Evidently, it is the postmark of a postal wagon running between Beloostrov and Petrograd. Since 

Beloostrov was a border railway station on the Russian side of the Russian-Finnish border, the route of this 
Finnish TPO was wholly on Russian territory. This route is indicated neither in the 1912, nor in the 1916 post 

office list. It probably only functioned for a short period before being replaced by the route Terioki-Petrograd. 
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The explanation of this anomaly - Finnish postmark for a TPO route on Russian territory - probably lies in the 

fact that the section of railroad connecting St.Petersburg/Petrograd with Finland was under the jurisdiction of the 
Finnish railway administration, and was run in accordance with Finnish regulations. 
The question whether a post office existed at the Finland Railway Station in St.Petersburg of which postmarks 
"may exist" according to I.L.G. Baillie (BJRP 68) is closely connected with the above. More specifically, there 

are two questions : whether a post office functioned there at all and, if so, whether it had its own postmarks. 

The answer to the first question is definitely positive : documents of the Petrograd Military District refer 

repeatedly to a large censorship office that functioned at this post office. Incidentally, this post office was called 

"Zhelemodorozhnoe Pochtovoe Otdelenie Finlyandskikh Zhelemykh Dorog", i.e. "Railway Post Suboffice of the 

Finnish Railways", which reveals its subordination. In this case, if this post office used postmarks they would 
certainly not be 'ovals' as used by Russian 'Vokzal' post offices. However, since no postmark of this office has 

been found yet, it is most likely that it served only as a distribution point, receiving mail and handing it over to 

the town post offices of St.Petersburg, or to TPOs of the Finnish railways, where the mail was properly 

processed. If it handled mail at all it can only have been to a very limited extent. In that case its postmark(s) (of 

a Finnish type!) is(are) still to be found. 

And now to the stamp cancelled with the "Beloostrov - Petrograd" postmark. 
If we accept Leonard Tann's point of view as stated in his book on the Arms 

issues of 1902-1920, that Imperial stamps with Finnish postmarks can be 

granted "Used Abroad" status, then may the Finnish postmark on this stamp, 

used within Russia, be considered as "Used Abroad" as well? 

BJRP Back Issues 

Searching for that indispensable article? Tired of all those empty shelves in your bookcase? Then look no 

further, back issues of the British Journal of Russian Philately. the very journal you are reading now, are 

available at a very modest price, to wit: 

Issue Price 

1,2 £ 1.00each 

3-7 £ 2.00 each 

8 £3.00 

9-24 £ 2.00 each 

25,26 £ 3.00 each 

27,28 £ 2.00 each 
29-62 £ 3.00 each 

63 £5.00 

64-date £ 4.00 each 

plus postage and packing at cost. All issues are currently available. 
Orders to: Alan Blunt, 

13 Auden Close, 

Monmouth, Gwent NPS 3NW, 

United Kingdom. 
Complete your library now, avoid the rush! 
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A lucky find 

I. Kolesetskii2 

The so-called Postmaster Provisionals of the 1920-1922 inflation period have not received much attention in the 

pages of the BJRP. In this translation of an article originally published in 1930, it is explained why for some 

districts these surcharges are very hard to find. It also explains why, when you do find rhem, a few stains 011 rhe 
item may actually be marks of authenticity! 

The provisionals issued in Yakutsk and Olekminsk avoided complete destruction only through a serendipitous 

circumstance. In 1924 the Irkutsk Post-and-Telegraph Office Archive was sold for a song to a citizen of Irkutsk. 

He decided to use the entire lot of what he considered trash as bedding for his pigs. A great number of money 

orders bearing stamps of Yakutsk, Olekminsk and other places were buried in the pigsty, and it was onlt by 

accident that Irkutsk collector Dr.Gerasimov learned of this. He went to great lengths to persuade the pigs' 

owner to permit him to •excavate• the sty. 

At present. Dr.Gerasimov bas a near monopoly on these provisionals, only a very few money orders with such 

stamps having fallen into the hands of two other Irkutsk collectors. The author also managed to acquire a small 

lot of these provisionals. 

The varieties have in general been described correctly in the SFA catalog, but there is one glaring error : the 

cliches of the Yakutsk and Olekminsk surcharges have been switched around; they must be reversed. Many of 

the collectors I've informed about this error have simply crossed out Olekminsk, written in Yakutsk, and vice 

versa for the other entry. This isn't right, because all the varieties and stamp illustrations in the catalogue are 

correctly represented. Only the surcharge illustrations are reversed. 

Violet and red-violet Olekrninsk surcharges are not the only ones known ; there's also blue. That's the colour 
usually found on Yakutsk No.241 (10 rub. on 10 kop.), and No.243 (15 rub. on 15 kop.) can be found either in 

blue or black. Finally, the catalogue completely omits the Yakutsk 20R-on-20k, which I have found only with a 

black surcharge. 

The number of Yakutsk and O~ekminsk provisionals (especially the lR and 2R values) remaining in collectors' 

hands is very small, and therefore in comparison with, say, Caucasus stamps, the SFA catalogue's valuation of 

them is exceptionally low. 

2 Translated by David Skipton. Originally published in Sovetskii Kollektsioner 3, 1930, p.94. 
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Money order for 800 roubles from Yakutsk (19-11-1920) to Irkutsk, where it arrived on 28-11-1920 and was paid 
ow on the same day. The rate of 2 % of the sum sent, or 16 roubles, is franked with a perforated 15k Anns 
stamp, used without overprinting as a 15 rouble stamp, and an imperforate 1 kopeck Anns stamp with the black 

Yakutsk overprint "I rub". 
The authenticity of this money order in the Ught of the foregoing is proven beyond all reasonable doubt by the 

stains in the top right corner (which do not show up very ~ell in the illustration). No doubt a forensic analysis 

would confirm their porcine origin. •• 
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Russian Field Post during WWl : Addenda 

Alexander Epstein 

Since the original articles' were written and sent to the editor, new information has come to light. First of all, a 

postmark from a postal point (lloqToBa.11 IIo.ztcTaBa or IIo.zi:cTaBa 
IloJieBo1!: IIotrTH) has been found on a postcard from the Army in the field, with 

a red military cachet of the 15th Advanced Queen of Hellenes 01' ga Konstantinova 

Red Cross DetachmenL This postmark of Postal Point No.20 dated 1-1-191S is of the 

single-circle, crossed-date type manufactured, probably, during the Russo-Japanese 

War. Time will tell if this is an exceptional case of Postal Point datestamp usage or if 

other, similar postmarks will emerge. 

A very late usage of a double-circle datestamp showing the name of a unit (the 1st Army Corps) instead of a 

FPO number (9-1-19161) has also been found on cover. 

A lot of new data elaborating, correcting or adding to the previously published information conerning the 

locations and attachments of various field post establishments can be listed. These data are based either on newly 

discovered information from archives and military historic literature, or on postal history material which bas 
recently surfaced. In particular, some of this material clearly shows that not all orders of military high command 

were properly executed. In individual cases, this may lead to confusion in determining the true attachment and 

location of a FPO. 

The new information is given hereunder in the form of corrections and additions to Tables 1-S as published in 

BJRP 71. 

TABLE 1 : MAIN FIELD POST OFFICES 

Designation Initial letter Period Notes 

& Location Deingnatinn 

Bryansk 9.1917 - E.W. Transferred from Minsk 

Kiev 0 B.W. -E.W. 

Minsk 10.10.1914 - 9.1917 Transferred to Bryansk 

TABLE 2 : RETURN FIELD POST OFFICES 

Designation Location Period Notes 

Northern Front 

Suboffice Rezhitsa 12.191S - E.W. Transferred from Kiev 
and renamed 

Suboffice Valk 12.191S - Beg.1917(?) 

3 "Postmarks on Soldiers' Mail in Russia during WWl" and "Field Post Offices of the Russian Army in 
WWl ", both in BJRP 71, 1991. 
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TABLE 3 : CONTROL FIELD POST OFFICES 
Designation Attached to: Period Notes 

60 ? 12.1916 - E.W. 

129 6thArm.y 12.1915 - E.W. 

TABLE 4: HEADQUARTERS, CORPS AND RESERVE FIELD POST OFFICES 
Des. Type Attached to: Front Location Period 

A Hqt 1st Army NW Vilno. Verzhbolovo B.W. - beg.8.1914 

lnsterburg beg.-end 8.1914 

Kovno 31.8.1914 - 10.1914 

Warsaw area 10.1914 - 7.1915 

5 Hqt 2nd Army NW Volkovyssk. Ostrolenka B.W. - beg.8.1914 

Neideburg beg.-mid.8.1914 

Ostrov mid.8.1914 - 10.1914 

Warsaw area (Grodizk) 10.1914 - 7.1915 

8 Hqt 3rd Army w Slutsk 9.1915 - 4.1916 

Luninets 4.1916 - 6.1916 

SW Samy(?) 6.1916 - ? 
w Dombrovitsa ?-5.1917 

Polotsk 5.1917 - E.W. 

Zl Hqt Sth Army SW Kholm B.W. - 10.1914 

NW Warsaw area 10.1914 - 5.1915 

12th Army Ostrov S.1915 - 8.191S 

Northern Front N Pskov 9.1915 - E.W. 

)K Hqt 10th Army NW Osovets 9.1914 - 10.1914 

Grodno 10.1914- 11.1914 

3 Hqt Commander-in-Chief C Tiflis 9.1914 - 4.1917 

in Caucasia 

C Trebizond 4.1917(?) - E.W. 

JI Hqt SW Sambor 11.1914 

Sanok 11.1914 - 3.1915 

Przemysl 3.1915 - 5.1915 

33rd Army Corps SW 5.1915 - 7.1917 

R 7. 1917 - E.W. 

7 Crp 5th Army Corps w 8.1915 - 6.1916 

SW 6.1916 - E.W. 
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Des. Type Attached to: Front Location Period 

12 Crp 10th Army Corps w 9.1915 - 7.1917 

R 7.1917 - E.W. 

59 ? ? R 11.1916 - E.W. 

104 Rsv North-West Front NW B.W. - 9.1914 

53th Infantry Div. Lovich 9.1914 - 11.1914 

(Lovich Detachment) 

27th Army Corps 11.1914 - 14.6.1915 

106 Hqt 8thArmy Rovno 7.1915 - 10.1916 
SW,R Czemovitz 10.1916 - 7.1917 

129 Hqt 6thArmy N Vyborg 24.9.1915 - 12.1916 

R Bolgrad 12.1916 - E.W. 

157 Rsv 108th Infantry Div. N Yuryev 12.1915 - 5.1916 
115th Infantry Div. Pemov or Yuryev (?) 5.1916 - 12.1916 

TABLE 5 : LINE-OF-COMMUNICATION POST & TELEGRAPH SUBOFFICES 

No. Attached to: Front Location Period 

202 ? C ? 9.1914- ?.1916 

Van ?.1916 - E.W. 

206 78th Infantry Div. SW Stanislav 9.1914 - 11.1914 

Skole 11.1914 - 2.1915 

Stryi 2.1915 - ?.1915 

? SW ? ?.1915 - E.W. 

207 ? SW Lubachov 9.1914 - 6.1915 

159th Infantry Div. ? - E.W. 

230 ? SW Krosno 2.1915 - 5.1915 

12th Cavalry Div. ? - 10.1916 

Kolomea 10.1916 - ?.1917 

SW, R ?.1917 - E.W. 

246 ? C Rizeh ?.1916 - E.W. 

NOTE Only changes to the tables in BJRP 71 are given above. 
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Some notes on Soviet Latvia, 1940-1941 

lvo Steyn 

After Peter Michalove's" overview of events in the Baltic States during the 1940-1941 Soviet occupation this 

may be an opportune moment to record some interesting aspects of the situation in Latvia - the Latvian Soviet 

Socialist republic - during that tragic period of 11 months which ended when Operation Barbarossa replaced one 

foreign occupation by another. Most of the following is based on study of the remarkable collection originally 

formed by mr. George Lindberg of Sweden, while Ruud van Wijnen has added valuable detail in most places. 

Before a variety of subjects is examined, the dates to remember are the following : 

17 June 1940 USSR forces seize control of the country 

21 July 1940 

9 September 1940 

22 June 1941 

1 July 1941 

1. Stamps 

Latvia 'asks' to be admitted to the USSR 

Latvian postal system integrated into Soviet postal system 

Germany attacks USSR 

Riga occupied by German forces 

Just before its destruction, Latvia had just issued a new set of definitive stamps. In fact, certain values in the set 

appeared after the Soviet invasion, namely the Ss.(21-6), the 30s. and the 3Ss. (both 17-8). Stamps of the 

previous definitive issue were still in circulation during 1940, but they were in a small minority, particularly 

during the latter half of 1940. From 1 September 1940 on, only Latvian definitive stamps were valid for 

postage, with all commemorative stamps declared invalid. Although it should be possible to find some, examples 

of commemorative stamps used during the brief interval when they were still valid (17-6 / 31-8) have not yet 

been seen by me. Commemorative usages after September 1st are occasionally met with, with the stamps 

generally not accepted and postage due raised. The old Latvian definitives were valid for postage until 20 April 

1941. 

With only definitive issues valid for postage, Latvian-franked mail from 1940-1941 therefore looks a bit dull. To 

liven things up, a series of Soviet definitives was issued from October 1940 onwards. However, these stamps 

don't appear to have received much use. Perhaps the Latvian population preferred the old definitives ... A 

postcard with the imprinted stamp in the same design is even more difficult to find used, or indeed mint. 

Soviet stamps were introduced in Latvia from December 1940 onwards but 1940 cancellation dates are extremely 

scarce. The earliest date I can produce is a SR. Lenin definitive cancelled SKRUNDA 3-1-1941. 

An interesting question is which Soviet stamps were distributed within occupied Latvia. The following summary 

is probably incomplete, but I think it captures the majority of the stamps. 

Definitive stamps 

l0k(factory girl), 20k(farm girl), 50k of 1936-1941 unwatermarked issue (SG 727f,h,m) 

5k, lSk, 30k, 60k(photo) of 1939-1943 issue (SG 847a,c,d,f) 

3R, SR, l0R Lenin no watermark of 1939 (SG 850-852) 

Commemorative stamps 
1938 North Pole flight 80k 

1938 Red Army 20th anniversary lR 

1940 Occupation of Poland 30k, lR 

1940 Agricultural Fair 15k, 30k(various),60k 

(SG 772) 

(SG 779) 

(SG 894,897) 

(SG 921,924,926,928,931,936) 

4 P. Michalove, 'The Soviet occupation of the Baltic States 1940-1941', BJRP 67, 1989, pp.31-39. 
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Above: postcard written on 27-6-1941, postmarked ZEMGALE-RIGAIP. V.No.10 on 8-7-1941. 

Below : registered letter from Nitaure to Riga, 29-5-1941. Old Latvian postmark and registration cachet, 60k 

rate franked with Soviet definitive. 
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1940 Perekop 

1941 Stakhanov output records 

1941 Battle of Izmail 

15k,30k,S0k,60k 

all values 

30k 

(SG 938-941) 

(SG 943-949) 

(SG 967) 

Which is a fairly modest selection from the mass of 1937-1941 stamps at least potentially available. However, I 

have no doubt that readers will be able to expand this listing (Hint! Hint!). Note that the values listed above do 

give a fairly satisfactory selection of nominal values from Sk to l0R, so perhaps this isn't just the tip of the 

iceberg, but most of the iceberg itself as well. 

2. Postmarks 
Here the most important references are the articles by Birmieks and van Wijnen & Steyn in issue 21 of Het 

Baltisch Gebied. It is not the intention to duplicate these articles here - Birmieks' listing of Soviet postmarks 
takes up 23 pages alone! - but some general observations are possible. 

The old Latvian postmarks continued in use throughout 1940-1941. Soviet postmarks, which were used alongside 

the old Latvian postmarks in most cases, were introduced in three distinct waves. The first wave consists of 

postmarks with the town name in both Cyrillic and Latin alphabets, but without the 'LAT.SSR' familiar from the 

later postmarks. Thus far, examples have been noted from Riga (many serial letters, including town post 

offices), Daugavpils, Jelgava and Ventspils. The earliest date noted is 27-9-1940 (Riga •A"). Serial letters are 

generally in upper case, but Riga has a few postmarks with lower case serial letters ("a", "g", "zh", "n" and 

"s"). The Riga mark with serial letter "a" looks somewhat more crude than its siblings, and may be an early 

experimental type. The illustrations show a representative sample of these Group I postmarks. 

Group II consists of postmarks with both town name and "LAT.SSR" in both Cyrillic and Latin alphabets, 

arranged in two semicircles. These marks appear to have been introduced during the first few months of 1941 in 

the larger towns, Group I having taken care of the cities. Daugavpils is represented in both these first two 

Groups, and its Group ll mark has the unusual serial letter "H • to boot! A. Birmieks has formulated the theory 

that Daugavpils actually gave its postmarks serial letters according to the order in the Latin alphabet, with 

Cyrillic equivalents used in the actual postmarks, so "A", ".5", "U." (for "C"), "Zl", ... ,"H" (for "J"), etc. 

Ventspils also had both Group I and Group II marks. Again, a sample is shown in the illustrations. 

Finally, Group ill are the familiar marks with Town Name(Latin) "JIA T .CCP" Town Name(Cyrillic). These 

marks appear to have been introduced in June of 1941 in the smaller towns and villages of Latvia. Their 

introduction was interrupted by the German attack and resumed after WW2, so this Group merges seamlessly 

into the post-WW2 period. They have been sighted in use as late as the Eighties. 

New bilingual dies (serial letters •A• and •B•) were taken into use on the postmarking machines in Riga, and 

these were widely used for both despatch and arrival markings. They appear to have been introduced around 

October-November 1940, and occur both with and without •killer•. 

No Soviet TPO marks have been seen by me from this period, although one has been recorded for Eastern 

Poland. The old Latvian TPO marks appear to have remained in use throughout 1940-1941, although examples 

are, of course, hardly common. 
Finally, I have seen two examples of provisional cancellations, both from very tiny villages where a so-called 

pasta palignodala office (P P N) operated. In both case, the violet handstamp normally used for adding the town 

name to a blank registration label was used as cancellation, with a separate date (handstamped in one case, 
manuscript in the other) added below it. It is not clear if this practice was connected to the Soviet occupation, or 

whether it existed before the occupation as well. 

An interesting final point is the fate of these new Soviet postmarks after the German invasion. There are definite 

signs that they were taken out of use at the earliest available opportunity (i.e. July 1941) in some places, to be 

replaced by the old Latvian postmarks if still available, or by provisional postmarks - e.g. manuscript 

cancellations - if not. 
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Above : some examples of Group I postmarks. 

Below : ordinary letter sent within Riga on 4-6-1941. Rate of 15 kopecks made up with 15k stamp of the 1940 
• Perekop • issue. Postmark RIGA •D •, Group I. 

Val.ate DOgul<tijumu un krajkasea koaisijai, 

11 . Novemb;a bulvarl 19. 

N/U JUGLAS ADU FABRIKAS IS. 
Rrga, BrMbas gatvi 232. 

T~lruoi: _51143, 511«. 
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Above : some examples of Group II postmarks. 

• -3.2~-5 t 
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CP.L 

Below: registered letter from Zaube to Riga, 6-6-1941. Rate of 60kfranked with single 60k Soviet definitive. 
Postmark ZAUBE •A•, Group 11. Note continued use of old Latvian registration cachet. 
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Above : some examples of Group Ill postmarks. 

Below : ordinary letter from Apgulde to Riga, rate 30k. Postmark APGUWE "a", Group ll/. 

araru-~bguldes pamatskela. 
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3. The evidence 
What sort of covers and cards have survived from this period? Although this section must of course start with a 

firm disclaimer that generalisations are dangerous, the items seen by me appear to fall in a number of 

identifiable categories. 

Category 1 consists of the inevitable philatelic concoctions. Philatelists are a pesky breed, and some of them 

insist on sticking as many different stamps as possible on a cover, thus creating rather lurid covers, often with 
mixed frankings of Latvian, Soviet Latvian and Soviet stamps. Y ecchhh! 

Category 2 consists of picture postcards, usually correctly franked. Postcards appear to be over-represented in 

the total body of postal history items extant in the former USSR, probably because of vigorous paper recycling 

campaigns, destruction of archives (along with their owners), war, etc. 

Category 3 is probably the result of somebody "liberating" an archive. Many covers addressed to the Postal 

Savings Bank offices in Riga are on the market. These are lovely items, correctly franked, usually very nicely 

preserved. They can be recognised from the words "Pasta Krajkase" in the address. Personally, I'm not terribly 

bothered by the fact that these items were so obviously taken from an archive, as their archival value is nil. I 

believe a second group of covers in this category exists, all addressed to an insurance company in Riga. 

Category 4, finally, isn't really a category, since it consists of "all others". Here we find some highly desirable 
postal history items : commercial mail, official mail, non-philatelic personal mail, etc. Some nice material, if 

you can find it. 

A highly collectable sub-group of items are those which show some sign of the Sovietisation of Latvia which 

took place during this terrible period. The most innocuous of these are envelopes or cards with an imprinted 

address where the name of the street has been altered (by hand/handstamp) to its new, Soviet name, e.g. 

Ulmanis Street becoming Glorious October Revolution Avenue (a wholly fictional example, I hasten to add!). 

Other commercial mail shows signs of further-reaching changes, as firms were nationalised. The various banks 

in Latvia were nationalised and replaced by a Latvian State Bank - sometimes cards from, say, an insurance firm 
will have its old bank account number deleted and replaced by a Latvian State Bank account number. While such 

phenomena have nothing to do with philately, they are worth looking out for. 

Jakimovs & Marcilger illustrate a court summons from this period. These functioned as follows : a two-part 

card was sent registered to the hapless person who was to appear in court on such and such a date (bring a 

change of ~ clothes). Not only did he have to sign for receipt of the (registered) card, half of it was sent 

back to the court signed by the addressee as proof that the summons had been received. Although these objects 

were cards, they were franked according to the letter rate, so for a local card 20 kopecks postage plus 20 kopeks 

registration on the outgoing half, and a further 20 kopecks postage on the half that was sent back to the court. 

For non-local cards, postage was 30 kopecks. Examples of these rare items are illustrated. Note that the cards 

that were sent back to court ended up in an archive whence they were liberated at some later date ... 

Finally, a wholly separate subject is the odd transition period between the fall of Soviet Latvia in July 1941 and 

the imposition of the German occupation regime and its postal system - roughly in October 1941. A remark 

about postmarks has already been made, but similar remarks about stamps and the kind of postal history material 

available can also be made. However, this period is beyond the scope of this note. 

In all, covers and cards from this sad period are well worth collecting. Let us hope we will never see their like 

again. 

5 N. Jalcimovs & V. Marcilger, "The Postal and Monetary history of Latvia 1918-1945", p.9-16. 
Reviewed in BJRP 72 and an indispensable help while writing this article. 
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Above: Outgoing half of a court summons from Riga to Augspils, March 1941. Franked as registered (non-local) 

letter at 50k 

Below : the half of the court summons that was sent back as confirmation of receipt, here from an illegible 

•P.P.N. • o ce, which used a straight-UM cancellation and ms. date (15-3-1941). 
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Current events in the F.S.U. 

Ivo Steyn 

I'm getting a headache. Really I am. Following the philatelic events in 15 republics is Hard Work, particularly 

since reliable information is so hard to get. It is therefore a great relief when someone provides me with 

everything I wish to know about certain stamp issues. 
For Ka7.akstan1, such a person is Mr. Eberhard Colle, moving force behind the new Kazakstan Study Group in 

Germany and worldwide PR-man for the new issues of Kazakstan. The following information has been kindly 

supplied by Mr. Colle, for which many thanks. 

Kawksran : an overview 
1992 was something of a transitional year for Ka7.akstan. Early 1993 saw the opening of a Kazakstan Philatelic 

Bureau in Munich, Germany, the printing (in Leipzig) and issue of the first Kazakstan definitives and the start of 

a completely independent stamp-issuing policy for Ka7.akstan. 

By contrast, during 1992 Ka7.akstan issued both locally-produced provisional overprints on Soviet definitives, and 

a number of Moscow-produced stamps. The details are as follows : 
17 March Local issue of overprints at Leninsk (close to Baikonur) to coincide with launch of Soyuz 

TM/14. The overprint consists of the country name Kazakstan/Ka3aKcTaH reading 

vertically on adjoining stamps in the sheet, so se-tenant pairs exist with the two different 

20March 

overprints. The following stamps were overprinted: 
12k 1977-78 Gagarin definitive (SG4675) overprint in black 

12k 1991 Buran definitive (SG6079) overprint in red 

13k 1991 Satellite definitive (SG6080) overprint in red 

The latter two stamps are on normal paper. 

2.000 pairs 

3.000 pairs 

5.000 pairs 

Moscow-produced issue. 50k stamp showing "Golden Warrior", part of a three-stamp set of 

archeological treasures. 2.5 million printed, of which 250.000 were retained as payment by the 

Moscow printers. The Latin version of the country name is erroneously given as 

"KAZAHSTAN". 
15 July Alma-Ata reissue of the 12k and 13k overprints on 1991 definitives, but using stamps on 

glazed, chalk-surfaced paper. 25.000 pairs of each printed. 

26 July Overprint consisting of "Buran" space shuttle, star, circular symbol and new value, issued to 

coincide with launch of Soyuz TM/15 at Baikonur, which was delayed by one day. Details 

about this issue were given in BJRP 73. 

11 September Moscow-produced issues. A stamp of 0. 7S showing a steppe antilope (3 million) was part of a 

six-stamp set showing various Central Asian animals. A 1.00 stamp showing a painting of the 

TurkSib railway (2.1 million) was part of a two-stamp set showing modem paintings with 

Central Asian themes. 

9 October Alma-Ata overprint issue. The lk value of the 1989 definitives (SG6072) was overprinted in 
red with a new value of 24.S0, "Ka3aKcTaH" and a decorative motif. 200.000 issued. The 

stamp was issued to upgrade 50k stationery envelopes to the new foreign airmail rate of 25R. 

1 The spelling of this name is a subject of some dispute. In Russian, the country is called 
Ka3axcTaH which, under the usual transcription system becomes "Kazakhstan". However, the 
indigenous population uses an expanded version of the Cyrillic alphabet, in which the name is spelled 
Ka3aKcTaH. The letter ":re" with the protrusion on the right foot is pronounced the same as the letter 
"Q" in Turkic languages, and is often transcribed as "Q". However, "Quaqstan" looks a little too exotic for 
comfort, so I'll stick to "Ka7.akstan" if you don't mind . . 
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Above : a smorgasbord of Kazak issues. 

Below : the FDCfor the JOOR HCosmic Posr H sramp, 5-3-1993. 

AAFAIIIKbl KYHHiH XAT KAATACbl 
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8 December Alma-Ata overprint issue. The 6k value of the 1977-78 definitives was overprinted in black 

with a new value of 3.00, "Ka3aKcTaH • and bars obliterating the old value. 816.600 

issued. 

15 December Similar to the above, only new value of 5.00. 954.300 issued. 

15 December Alma-Ata overprint issue on lk of 1991 definitives. Overprint in black with new value of 1.50 

and "Ka3aKcTaH • in decorative script. 279.200 issued. 

16 December Moscow-produced issue. SR stamp showing flag and emblem of Kazakstan. Print run unknown. 

I get the impression that the December 8-15 overprints have been applied to both stamps on ordinary paper and 

to stamps on glued, chalk-surfaced paper. 
On January 24th, 1993, the new, Leipzig-printed definitives appeared. The stamps are very handsome indeed, 
and were designed by Elena Plashevskaya and Tomas Nittner. The circular symbol which features prominently in 

the design of the lower values occupies a special place in Kazak visual symbolism, as it represents the central 

opening in the roof of a yurt (also known as sbanyrak), the tentlike structure used as temporary dwelling by the 

original nomadic population of Ka7.akstan. The design also appears in the sheet margins of the new definitives. 

The following values were issued : 1.00(4 million), 3.00(5.5 million), 10.00(3 million), 25.00(3 million) and 

50.00(2.5 million). The date of issue coincided with the launch of the Soyuz TM/16. On March 5th, the new 

definitives were joined by a 100 rouble stamp (!) on a "cosmic post" theme, again printed in Munich(design 

Tomas Nittner, 600,000 printed). If your eyebrows ascend at the mention of such a high face value (makes you 

think again about the new British £10 stamp, doesn't it?), a selection from the postal rates 

February 15th : (all are for mail to foreign, non-CIS destinations) 

Letter up to 20 grams 

20 - 100 grams 

100 - 250 grams 

surface mail airmail 

60R 90R 

lS0R 

285R 

Registration + 60R 

225R 

480R 

+60R 
so a lOOR stamp is not exactly superfluous ... 

in force since 

Quite apart from all these exciting stamp issues, Ka7.akstan also produced a wealth of postal history during 1992. 

The spiralling postal rates and the delays in stamp production meant that provisional measures had to be taken. 

These fall into two groups: 

1. The use of 'Taxe Peivw,' cachets to dmote that postage bas been paid. Several different types noted, 

including an all-Russian version for use on mail within the CIS. Occasionally, instead of a T.P. bandstamp a 

manuscript note is seen. 
2. The revalidation of postal stationery items (mostly envelopes) by means of either machine markings or 

bandstamps. The existence of the latter is pure supposition, but judging from the situation in Ukraine, it's a 

pretty sure bet. This is still unexplored territory, as Kazakstan does not yet have vigorous publicists like the 

Baltic states or Ukraine. If you're looking for something exotic and exciting, Kazakstan postal stationery 

overprints could very well fit the bill. For those wishing to contact the Kazakstan Study Circle, Mr.Colle's 

address is: Eberhard Colle, P.O.Box 700118, D-7000 Stuttgart 70, Germany. 

However, all is not sweetness and light in Kazakstan. A group of Alma-Ata philatelists bas written to the UPU, 

asking them to consider the overprint issues of March and July 1992 as "harmful and speculative". I will admit I 
have yet to see the bilingual "KAZAKSTAN" · overprints postally used (as opposed to CTO, on FDC souvenir 
covers, etc.), but I've seen a few covers with the "Buran" surcharges. I think the argument that these stamps 

were not generally available may be correct in principle, but if it were wielded consistently then every case 

where the distribution of a stamp issue broke down (for any reason) could be considered as "harmful and 

speculative". I don't know, I think that this is a case where every philatelist will have to decide whether these 

issues are collectable or not. 
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More about the Tartu Perforated Strips 

In a recent issue of the German Deutsche Briefmarken Zeitung. the exact status of these odd provisionals was 
examined by Dr.Frank Golczewski. Although a number of prominent Estonian philatelists have publicly 

distanced the~lves from this issue, the circumstances surrounding their production and sale would appear to 

indicate we are dealing with a legitimate provisisonal issue here. I refer the readers to this debate as reported in 

DBZ 6/93, pp.444-445. 

This article also gives numbers issued for the 16 values, for the three colours of paper used: 

mlHI. white Ught dark mlHI. white Ught dark 
blue blue blue blue 

3.60 7114 1032 2920 17.S0 3099 475 200 

4.S0 5377 1010 1800 18.60 2439 380 400 

4.80 S44S 940 1600 22.00 1538 520 680 

6.00 3188 331 510 26.70 2140 255 410 

8.00 2797 340 410 33.60 1940 290 172 

9.00 3181 390 608 37.60 2000 359 163 

11.00 1710 SSS 805 61.60 2159 270 170 

16.00 2200 400 480 104.70 1780 250 180 

Not exactly huge numbers. 

Forgeries of post-Soviet issues 
I suppose it was inevitable the explosion of post-SOviet material would attract the attention of the forgers. Some 

forgeries were clearly made to defraud collectors, others may have been intended to defraud the post, with their 

introduction on the philatelic market an afterthought. 

The first issues of Kazakstan have been forged, the forgeries allegedly emanating from Poland and Estonia. With 

the tiny print runs of the original stamps and the high price they are currently bringing on the market, this was 

almost inevitable. The only person I've found willing to pass an opinion on the genuineness of these stamps is 

Eberhard Colle of the Kazakstan study group, whose address can be found above. The Polish forgery can be 
recognised by a slanted letter •H• in the Cyrillic overprint (where it is the last letter). 

That covers would be forged was also to be expected. Lithuania has proved to be fertile ground for forged 

covers. An example is shown here. During the blockade, a S0k label was sold with all proceeds going to the 

•Blockade Fund•. It did not have postal value, but nevertheless occurs on cover, although it did not contribute to 

the franking. Covers with this label tied by the postmark are nice souvenirs of this turbulent period. The cover 

shown here looks like such a cover, complete with arrival marking on the reverse. The date in the Paneveziukas 

postmark is 18 June 1990. Unfortunately, the all-Lithuanian type of postmark on this cover wasn't introduced 

until much later in 1990, and t4e cover is therefore a complete fabrication. 

Staying with Lithuania, the first issue (of 7 October 1990) has been forged. During recent months, gutter pairs 

from unsevered printing sheets have appeared on the market. The stamps were printed in sheets containing 8 

counter sheets of SO stamps. The 5k and 10k each had printing sheets to themselves, while the 20k and S0k 

shared printing sheets (such sheets therefore contained 4 (2x2) sheets of the 20k, with 4 (2x2) sheets of the S0k 

below it), and gutter pairs from this latter sheet are much sought after. 

I was therefore most surprised to see se-teuant cross-gutter combinations of the Sk and 10k. The explanation was 

simple : these are forgeries, probably made by photographing counter sheets of the genuine stamps and 

producing a new printing plate from this photograph. The stamps are printed on white, coarse paper, the colours 

are subtly different from the genuine stamps and the printing quality is much worse than for the genuine stamps, 

with the rays of light on the 10k value filled in, etc. Their most noticable characteristic is their size : they are 

slightly smaller than the genuine stamps : 
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Lithuanian forgeries. Above: left genuine .first issues, centre forgeries, (note cruder printing, these illustrations 
are twice normal size) right forged se-tenant gutter block. Below: a forged cover with backdated postmarks. 
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value 

5k 

10k 

genuine 

21 X 32mm. 

21 X 32mm. 

forgery 

20.5 X 31.3mm. 

20.8 X 31.0mm. 

Cross-gutter blocks of the 5k and 10k alone have also been seen. 

Even more confusing is that these forged stamps have been used on commercial mail within Lithuania during 

1991. This may indicate that their original intention was to defraud the post, with the production of varieties for 

collectors a later activity. Forgeries of the other two values in the set are said to exist, but their appearance has 

not been recorded thus far. 

Coping with hyperinflation : postal stationery 

Readers will recall an article published in BJRP 67 (1989) dealing with the so-called Chelyabinsk provisional 

overprints on postal stationery. The story was thus : in 1983, the inland letter rate rose from 4k to 5k, and the 

postcard rate from 3k to 4k. Since there was still a massive stock of postal stationery cards and envelopes, these 
had to be uprated with lk stamps, of which a shortage promptly developed. In Chelyabinsk and Zlatoust (and no 

doubt in other places) enterprising postal officials devised handstamps or machine overprints to uprate postal 

stationery items. 

During 1991 a similar process took place. In April 1991, the letter rate in the Soviet Union rose to 7k and the 

postcard rate to Sk. Stocks of postal stationery (cards of 4k and envelopes of 5k) now had to be uprated to the 

new rates, and a veritable bliu.ard of local overprints came into being. Some of them were documented in 

Filateliya last year. 

By now the trend had been set. When postal rates started spiralling upwards during 1992, local overprints were 

applied to stocks of postal stationery all over the (former) Soviet Union. As an example, let us look at Ukraine. 

In early 1992 the letter rate in Ukraine was increased to 50k and the postcard rate to 40k. Stocks of PS 

envelopes were mostly of the new 7k value (introduced in 1991) but there were still lots of the older 5k 

envelopes around, and even some 4k envelopes. Uprating marks of 43k and 45k were applied in every city, 

large and small, and the correct uprating mark was not always applied to every envelope, so that combinations 

like 45 + 7k occur. Postcards received similar treatment with 35k uprating marks. When the letter rate was 

increased to 1.00 later in 1992, the process started all over again. In many places the postal officials said 

"Basta!" in Ukrainian and did not bother to make new 93k uprating handstamps or machine dies : two 
applications of the old 43k/45k mark were deemed sufficient. But in many other places new 93k uprating marks 

were introduced. Of course, the recent Ukrainian rate increases to 3.00 and later to 9.00 started the fourth and 

fifth generations of these overprints .•. 

Some complications should be noted. In the first place, you can see both uprating overprints and revaluation 

overprints. When a 7k envelope receives a •43• overprint to make up the 50k rate, that is an uprating overprint. 

However, in some cities the new 50k face value was achieved with a "50k" overprint, thus revaluing the 

imprinted stamp. A fine point, but not unimportant. In the second place, the value of the imprinted stamp on a 

PS envelope did not and does not equal the actual selling price. 5k envelopes were sold for 7k, the 199 l 7k 

envelopes were sold for 10k. When the letter rate was increased to 50k in 1992, the selling price of 50k 

envelopes became 70k, and the later 1.00 envelopes sold for 1.40. In some places, the revaluation overprint was 
the selling price, not the franking value of the envelope. So don't be surprised if you see 70k and 1.40 

overprints alongside 50k and 1.00 overprints. To make things even more complex, in many places blank 

envelopes were also overprinted with the new postal rate. For example, a 50k marking was applied to envelopes 

in Stryi at first, and two strikes of this marking later transformed blank envelopes into 1.00 postal stationery 

envelopes. Also, it should be noted that many offices did not use revaluation markings, but simply noted the new 

selling price (including the cost of the envelope/card) on the back. 

The scale of this phenomenon is impossible to exaggerate. Through the kindness of Alexander Ivakhno, editor of 

Ukrainian and Russian Philately. I now have a very good collection of the overprints applied in the city of 

Dnepropetrovsk. The number of basic overprint types in that city alone now stands at 17, with the end not yet in 
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sight. The number of combinations of overprint and postal stationery item is over 80. And zhaz is from Q.!1§. city 

in Q.!1§. republic! 

Little wonder that some bright people have thrown in the towel and stamped envelopes with texts like "Paid 

according to prevailing rate". However, such overprints make the envelopes inflation-proof, and that is 

dangerously close to making them currency substitutes. Experience from the past has shown that when the 

current super-inflation blossoms into full-blown hyperinjlalion such inflation-proof currency substitutes can 

contribute to the accelerating inflation ... 

Postal stationery overprints have been seen in the Baltic States as well, and Lithuanian overprints from 1991-

1992 have been catalogued by Reikfil. Russia and Belarus are active in this field and the Central Asian republics 

have also joined in the fun. What's happening in Transcaucasia is anybody's guess. 

It has been said before in these pages : we are seeing a truly massive philatelic research field come into being. 

Coping with hyperinflation (? J : local issues 

A provisional overprint on a postal stationery envelope is one thing, a provisional stamp issue is quite another. 

The first sign that stamps were being issued by local authorities came from St.Petersburg, where a total of 8 
stamps were overprinted with new values. Some of these stamps were meant to upgrade postal stationery. A 7k 

definitive overprinted "SPB + 16" became a 23k stamp to be used for upgrading 7k postal stationery envelopes 

to the then current letter rate of 30k. Similarly, the "SPB +18" overprint on a 7k definitive gave a 25k stamp 

for upgrading old 5k envelopes to the 30k rate. Similar overprints appeared for the rest of the old Leningrad 

Oblast, with text "Len.Ohl. + 16" and "Len.Ohl. + 18". The lk definitives were also overprinted, with new 

values of 200, 353, 450 and 500 (kopecks), the odd 353 value being intended to uprate 7k envelopes to the new 

foreign letter rate of 3.60R. 

Print runs were as follows : 

1. SPB + 16 

2. SPB + 18 
3. St.P. 200 
4. St.P. 353 

5. St.P. 450 

6. St.P. SOO 
7. Len.Obi. + 16 

8. Len.Ohl. + 18 

500,000 
500,000 
200,000 

300,000 
300,000 
200,000 

290,000 

290,000 

Jl•-- •-
7KP .... 
noITACCCP 

• ••••••••• 

• i ~ 1§ 
llO'ITACCCP 

To make things interesting, each sheet contained two values, the top five rows being overprinted with one value, 

the bottom five rows with another. Thus, vertical se-tenant pairs exist of 1+2, 3+6, 4+5 and 7 + 8. Inverted 

overprints have also been seen, although these appear to be very scarce. They also come complete with a 

certificate of genuineness from the printers, which immediately makes them speculative junk, as far as I'm 

concerned. The SPB locals were issued in March 1992 but in May 1992 the central authorities in Moscow 

declared them to be an unlawful issue, and ordered them taken off sale and destroyed. However, only a tiny 

number of stamps was destroyed, and the stamps continued in (genuine) use well into 1992, the latest usage I've 

seen dating from December 1992. 

Recently, a flood of other alleged local issues has been seen on the philatelic market. In many cases I simply 

don't believe these stamps were ever issued in their alleged places of origin. A local issue for Birobidzhan (the 

Jewish Autonomous Oblast in Eastern Siberia) consisting of lovely 'menorah' overprints on Soviet definitives 

sounds ludicrous, as does a local issue for Abkhazia. Local issues for Karelia, Tatarstan (the city of Bugulma) 

and Ekaterinburg sound similarly dodgy, and their legitimacy is now under research. Don't be too quick to 

spend large sums of money on them, is my advice. 

That there is, at least potentially, a rationale for these local issues I'm quite willing to believe. Although new 
high-value definitives have been issued in Russia, their distribution may well have been uneven, and local 

improvisations could have been the result. The SPB overprints at least have seen legitimate commercial use. 
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Coping with hyperinflation {? J : Revenge of the Tridents 

I suppose it was inevitable that trident overprints should reappear in Ukraine. All those sheets of useless lk and 
2k Soviet definitives, reborn national consciousness, slackened central control over postal activities : all the 

conditions necessary for trident overprints were present. 

The initial shots in the trident war were fired in Kiev, where 12 surcharged Soviet definitives sported a variety 

of trident motifs. The stamps had generally sensible values, and were widely used on commercial mail. 

The exact status of these stamps is troublesome2. Obviously, they constitute a local issue, initiated by the Kiev 

postal authorities. The stamps were accepted as valid by Ukranian central postal authorities. Issued in March

April 1992, they were declared invalid on June 21st 1992. The details are as follows: 

value basic stamp overprint colour trident type number issued 
0.35 2k green 1 306.900 -

• • 0.43 2k reddish brown 1 504.100 

0.45 2k dark blue 1 545.900 
' 0.50 2k dark pink 1 423.100 ' ,, 

j ' 

0.50 lk violet 1 120.000 
llOflA CCCP • 

1.00 3k black 2 488.000 .... ' 1· 3.00 3k olive green 2 462.000 ; _ .. ·') 
5.00 3k purple red 2 289.000 3 . - "" 
10.00 3k violet 3 326.000 1"10'-fTA CCCP 

20.00 2k dark pink 3 34.800 

30.00 3k purple red 3 29.300 

50.00 lk purple red 3 32.400 

All basic stamps are from the last set of Soviet definitives. The colour of the overprint varies enormously for 

some values. 

Inverted overprints exist for many values, perhaps for all. In the sheets of the eight lowest values, positions 

12,19,82 and 89 have the •wrong• trident in the overprint : sheets where the other stamps have a type 1 trident 

contain type 2 tridents in these four positions, and vice versa. How depressing! Unissued combinations of 

overprint and basic stamps have also been seen on the American philatelic market, namely 43k/3k, 20R/lk, 

30R/lk, 30R/2k, 50R/2k, 50R/3k. The status of these combinations must be very dubious. 

To make things incredibly complicated, exactly similar overprints were produced for Lvov (by the same printers 

in Kiev who had done the original overprints) during August 1992. These reprints did not include the 35k, 43k 

and 45k values, as those had become useless by then. The overprints are in a different shade than the Kiev 

overprints. The only other clue to a Lvov origin is the fact that an inscription which was in the top margin for 

the Kiev issues is usually in the right margin for the Lvov issues ... "Kiev" tridents on cover from Lvov are 

therefore probably Lvov tridents! 

The Kiev Tridents were only the first. Local surcharges with a trident on Soviet definitives have appeared in 

Melitopol, Chernivtsy, Chernigov, Kirovograd, and probably in other places as well. The surcharges are such 

that the involvement of philatelists in their production is virtually certain. In the four cities named, the 

surcharged stamps were available at at least one post office (although nobody knows for how long!). The 

Melitopol tridents have appeared on commercial mail. 

In an interesting development, the Ukrainian Ministry of Communication has issued a memorandum forbidding 

the sale and use of these overprints. A fierce-sounding "Subject to harsh control!" at the end of this memoran

dum appears to be having little effect. A recent issue of Trident - Visnyk, the newsletter of the Ukrainian 

2 See Trevor Pateman's article on this subject, elsewhere in this issue. 
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Above: a lk stamp doing symbolic duty on a cover from Tashkent to Ekaterinburg, 29-4-1992. 

Below: a 7k postal stationery envelope without overprinting from Khabarovsk to Sevastopol, Ukraine early 1993. 
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Philatelic and Numismatic Society in the USA reproduced both this memorandum, plus statement from the post 

offices in Berdyansk, · Stryi, Donetsk, Makeevka and Belgorod-Dnestrovskii categorically denying any 

involvement with overprint issues allegedly emanating from these offices ... 

In some offices (Kirovograd, Odessa) the overprints normally applied to postal stationery have also been applied 
to various Soviet definitives, and even to some commemoratives, thus creating provisional stamps with face 

values like 0.93! These have been denounced by some Ukrainian philatelists as a non-official issue. 

Collectors are urged to excercise caution when dealing with these stamps. Their status is dubious at best, and it 

is anybody's guess if they will eventually make it into the catalogues. While this latter facet may be irrelevant 

for your enjoyment of collecting these issues, it is certainly relevant when judging the prices asked for them : 

uncatalogued/uncataloguable stamps are a very dubious investment. .. 

Coping with hyperinflalion : symbolic [rankings 
Hyperinflation, combined with erratic stamp distribution has also resulted in another highly interesting 

phenomenon, which I will call "symbolic franking". Briefly, a lot of covers are franked with a single stamp 

which doesn't even come close to paying the required rate. The record must surely be a 1993 cover from 

Tashkent (Uzbekistan) to Russia, franked with a single lk Soviet definitive. 

In some cases this may be due to the sender dumping the letter into a letter-box, silly franking and all, and the 

post office not bothering to charge postage due. However, there are simply too many such cases to make this a 

credible explanation for all such letters. I believe that many of these letters were actually franked at the post 

office counter by a postal clerk, the single stamp (of whatever face value available) signifying the fact that the 

correct rate was paid by the customer at the counter. The net effect is that of the stamp serving the same purpose 

as a "postage paid" handstamp. 

An interesting variant of this occurs - again! - with postal stationery. In many cities the stock of postal stationery 

envelopes/cards was not revalued by means of overprinting but simply sold at the new price without comment. 

So it is quite common to see a 7k postal stationery envelope doing duty as an inland letter at a time the actual 

inland letter rate was 3 roubles. Here, too, a percentage of such cases encountered in practice may be due to the 

sender simply presenting the post office with the fait accompli of his using an old envelope, and the post office 

not bothering with getting out the "postage due" handstamp. Of course this symbolic franking business further 

increases the feeling of disorientation one gets when confronted with mail from the FSU. "Chaos" seems too 

mild a term. 

Thanks are due to a multitude of people who have helped the Editor in his doomed efforts to keep track, in 

particular to John Fosbery, Trevor Pateman, Alexander lvakhno, Bohdan Pauk, Jan Valkenburg, Eberhard Colle 

and Alexander Epstein. An international society for the Study of these "New Republics" may be in the cards, 

more details, hopefully, in next issue. 
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Ukraine 1991-1993 : philosophical issues? 

Trevor Pateman 

In a batch of 1992 non-philatelic mail to an office in Ekaterinburg (formerly Sverdlovsk), I came across a new 
model Russian datestamp of Gorodishche cancelling a cancelled-to-order Bulgarian stamp which had been affixed 
as franking, and which had succeeded in getting this particular letter delivered (fig.1). But I do not expect some 
future specialist catalogue to list the category "CTO Bulgaria used in Russia", nor to give such items an RRR 
rating. But I do expect some future catalogue for the former Soviet Union to rate the genuine use of oval 
"Postage Due" marks in the period 1991-1993 as RRR, or at any rate R. The constant changes in postal rates, 
the mass of new issues, the breakdown of organisation and morale, all contribute to a situation where it's a 
reasonable gamble to affix CTO Bulgaria to your letters. No one is checking which stamps you are using and to 
what tariff they add up. One of my Russian correspondents has realised that if he is prepared to risk his letters 
and packets to me by unregistered surface mail, then it is perfectly adequate to frank them with an array of low 
value kopeck Soviet definitives and commemoratives adding up to maybe one percent of the correct postal rate. 
I am confident enough in these assertions to challenge readers of the BJRP to send the Editor photocopies of 
Postage Due markings on post-1991 material which is non-philatelic and where the marking is not being used as 
a Taxe Pe~e mark (I have seen this latter practice on a few philatelic Estonian covers). 

However, sending registered mail is a rather different matter. Here, the minimum requirement is that you find a 
Post Office clerk willing to accept your envelope, write out the necessary receipt, provide the franking or cancel 
whatever franking you have provided, and put your letter in the bag (from where it may well be stolen, but that 
is another story). 

' 
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Figure 1 
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As far as Ukraine is concerned, it is manifestly the case that there are many Post Office clerks who will accept 

as franking for registered letters which are going to travel (and not be handed back across the counter!) a very 

wide range of adhesives, including ones which have been invalidated and ones which I imagine the Kiev postal 

authorities will tell the catalogue editors have never been valid. Such stamps may provide all or a significant part 

of the franking on an individual cover. 

I have found it useful to distinguish the following categories of adhesive actually or potentially used on registered 

letters travelling from Ukraine to my P.O.Box at an English provincial post office: 

1. Adhesives issued centrally by the Ukrainian postal authorities and currently valid. 

lA. As 1, but now invalidated. 

2. Adhesives issued by the former Soviet postal authorities and currently valid. 

2A. As 2, but now invalidated. 

3. Adhesives issued locally by individual post offices, and accepted as valid by the Ukrainian postal authorities. 

3A. As 3, but now invalidated. 

3B. As 3, but never accepted as valid by the Ukrainian postal authorities. 

4. Privately produced overprints on stamps in category 1, 2 and 3 which do not alter their franking value and are 

accepted for franking at their original face value. 

S. Privately produced overprints on stamps in categories 1-4 which do alter their franking value and which are 

accepted at their revised value. These are stamps which defraud the Post of revenue. 

6. Privately produced stamps (as opposed to overprints) representing themselves as having franking value, which 

thus defraud the Post is they are accepted for franking. 

7. Labels : privately produced items not purporting to have any franking value, and not presented as part of the 

franking. 

My problem, as the recipient of large quantities of mail from Ukraine (most of it containing envelopes used or 

purporting to have been used in Ukraine) is this: I do not know into which category to put many of the adhesives 

now appearing, even when I'm pretty sure that a franking matches a postal tariff exactly. 

Here, for example, are two covers from Lvov, posted on the same day by the same correspondent at the same 

post office. They arrived at my Post Office on 24 February 1993 (receiver on reverse). The Lvov Post Office 

cancellation is typically illegible, but from other covers I know that the Soviet emblems have been removed from 

it. The first cover (fig.2) is franked so as to draw little attention to itself. It contained my regular 

correspondent's letter, dated 14 February. It is franked to a total of 105 roubles as follows (reading from right to 

left): imprinted Soviet S0k stamp (still valid) + 94.S0 Ukraine Post Office machine uprating (valid) + 5.00 

Ukraine Ceres Head definitive (valid) + S.00 Letter Writing Week Ukrainian commemorative (valid). No 

problem. 

Now consider the other cover (fig.3). Mercifully, it is also franked exactly to 105 roubles, but with 17 adhesives 

as follows: 

CATEGORY 1: Ceres Head definitives in the denominations 0.70, 2x5.00, 20.00 

CATEGORY 2: Three low value Soviet definitives: 2x2k and 3k. 

CATEGORY 3A: Kiev Trident overprints in the following denominations : 0.35, 0.43, 0.45, 1.00 and 30.00. In 
BJRP 73, p.46, lvo Steyn writes : •Toe trident surcharges were apparently issued in Kiev, and constitute a local 

issue which was - more or less reluctantly - recognised by the Ukrainian authorities. The stamps were declared 

invalid when the Narbut [Ceres Head] definitives appeared •.• • Undoubtedly, these tridents were not bought over 

the counter in Lvov ; some were supplied by me already affixed to this cover (the three in the top right comer). 

But, valid or not, here they are being accepted. In fact, on 6 February 1993 I received from the same 

correspondent a packet wholly franked with 'invalid' Kiev tridents to a total of 222 roubles. 

CATEGORY 3/3A/3B: The 1.00/lk fourth from the right in the top row is the Chemigov local trident 

surcharge. Whether it has ever been 'valid' I do not know. I have it on other covers to England from Lvov, and 

locally used at Chernigov. 
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CATEGORY S: If all the stamp magazines and the Michel catalogue are to be believed, the stamp in the bottom 
right hand comer of this cover - the 0.50/lk - is a postal forgery, a stamp resembling, but not belonging to, the 
Kiev trident set. But I have it from all over Ukraine on R-covers, and much more frequently than the 
'legitimate' Kiev 0.S0/2k trident. However, Michel has changed its mind about the status of the 0.50/lk. It has 

now been added to the other eleven Kiev tridents and the whole lot listed as a Kiev local issue. See Michel 
Rundschau 3/93, p.174,191. 
UNKNOWN: I do not know the status of the adhesives which are third from the right in the top row (25.00), 
third from the right in the second row (15.00), and second from the right in the third row (0.50). I assume these 
are category 3/3A/3B items, but they could be category 5. It is imaginable that someone goes to his philatelic 
club and is offered 'local' tridents from another part of Ukraine which are in fact wholly private productions. 
Believing them valid for postage, the buyer puts them on a cover and is able to send it through the post because 
the Post Office clerk also believes they are local issues from another town ... And there are by now dozens if not 
hundreds of such trident overprints in circulation. 

You may say to me: why not ask your correspondents? It is no disrespect to say that they don't always know 
either. What we must all hope is that someone in Ukraine will very quickly produce a status guide to all this 
material. Ivo Steyn says 'Yuck' to it; others find it fascinating. 

Editorial afterword : the exact status of many of the Ukrainian overprints is now under active study. It seems 

certain that many issues are of non-postal origin, and that others, while sold at some post offices, were definitely 

issued without the approval of the central authorities. The exact difference between an absence of approval, and 

active disapproval is hard to determine. I predict a lively discussion about the legality of many issues for years to 

come ... 

Classified advertisements 

Every member has the right to place a free ad in the BJRP. All ads to the editorial address, please. 

Mr. Jon Iversen, Abildshoj 16, 7600 Struer, Denmark, seeks a cover sent from Finland to Russia franked with a 

14k stamp (SO57,71,99). 

Mr. Yakup Nakri, P.O.Box 788 Sisli, 80226 Istanbul, Turkey, wishes to buy Levant and Transcaucasian postal 
history of the Russian Empire period. 

Mr. Ivo Steyn, Postbus 16636, 1001 RC Amsterdam, The Netherlands, seeks non-philatelic covers from 
Kaz.akstan, 1992-1993. 
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FSU 1992 : Azirbaycan and Belarus 

Trevor Pateman 

I am a collector and spare-time dealer currently rece1vmg several hundred used envelopes per week from 

correspondents in republics of what Ivo Steyn calls the Former Soviet Union. I can't keep track any longer of 

the dizzying variety of fraokings and tariffs, not to mention non-frankings and the non-tariffs : in some places, 

there are no stamps to be had and everything is 'Taxe Pe~ue' (if you're lucky; a manuscript squiggle if you're 

not); in other places there don't appear to be any tariffs - stick on what you fancy. The other day I got a letter 

from Bendery (Moldova) franked for my benefit with three Lithuanian and two Ukrainian stamps. In contrast, I 

have a batch of non-philatelic correspondence from Kishinev to Rumania entirely conducted by means of Soviet 

postal stationery envelopes without a hint of uprating beyond the original 7 kopecks. 

From all of this, two items from A and B countries seem worth recording in the BJRP. 

1. AZARBAYCAN. Sometime during 1992 the postal use of telephone stamps (used to pay phone bills) was 

authorised because of a shortage of postage stamps. I have two registered envelopes franked with such stamps as 

follows : both are to the same address in Zhitomir, Ukraine, with different receiver postmarks for the same day 
(22-6-1992). The cover in fig.1 is franked with a 40k telephone stamp on a prefranked 10k Soviet stationery 

envelope intended for registered letters. It is postmarked BAKU 110, 15-6-1992. The cover in fig.2 is franked 

only with a 50k telephone stamp and has the same postmark. The covers are, respectively, numbered 151 and 

150. The covers are almost certainly from one philatelist to another, but the usage appears to be genuine and the 

franking correct. No further information is available to me. 

- HHileKC npeiJnpuRmUR C8R3U U aiJpec - omnpasume.1tR ------ (" Q 

-~~---· ~E 2 c·1 : .. · : . : .. .·· : .· · .. : .. ·:. : : :-::. -::... :-::. .. . . .. · . . ,. . . . 
: : .• .. ·· : : .·· : : : .. ·· ·- ..... ..... . . . /I)_ {J_ , . 

Figure 1 
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nHWHTe HHAeKC npunpHRTHfl CIIR3H MecTa H83Ha•tHH• 

Figure 2 (above) 
Figure 3 (below) 

-------- 81]1JIJ171J 
H qeKC npeAOpHIITIIR CBUH KecT& 11&3HHeHIIR 
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2. BELARUS. This is a long story •.. Last year, a dealer in Vilnius sent me more New Issue Belarus than I 

could use. So I sent some back to Vilnius, but to a reliable philatelic correspondent, asking him to cross the 

border and use them up on covers. As it happened, his wife was about to visit relatives in Grodno, so he gave 

her some stamps to take to Grodoo and went off himself to Minsk. Eight envelopes were posted to me in 

Grodno, of which two arrived. Toe low denomination New Issues were clearly unsuitable for mail abroad, and 

his wife made up the franking with CCCP definitives and gummed brown paper stamps which were on sale at 

the Post Office, overfranking each cover but by a small margin which leaves the brown paper stamps clearly 

contributing to the franking. Toe two covers I received are as follows: 
1. Ordinary letter, franked New Issue Belarus lr (not cancelled) + 20k New Issue composer + 2 x 2rouble 

gummed paper stamps, handstamped directly (?) in brown-violet onto two separate pieces of gummed paper. 

Cancelled Grodoo 26-9-1992, received by me 3-10-1992. 

2. Registered letter, franked New Issue lr + New Issue 20k + 2x CCCP Sr definitive + 60k brown paper job 

covering up the imprinted stamp + 2 x 2 rouble brown paper stamps. All cancelled Grodno 29-9-1992, received 

3-10-1992. (fig.3) 

Offers of substantial sums for more of these curious items did not budge my Vilnius correspondent until four 

months later, when he sent me cover #3: 

3. Cover from Grodoo to Vilnius, franked Sk Soviet imprinted stamp + 9Sk red surcharge directly onto the 

stationery envelope (seen on other covers) + 60k brown paper stamps + 2 rouble brown paper stamp = 3.60, a 
recognisable rate for registered mail earlier in 1992, but the cover isn't registered. However, there is also an 

11.40 rouble(?) 'Doplata' (Postage Due) sticker in the top left comer, originating in the Grodno Post Office. 
This takes the rate up to 1S roubles, again recognisable as a rate. Toe cover is postmarked Grodno 19-10-1992, 

but at sub-office 23 rather than at the main Post Office. There is no receiver on the reverse. Toe cover is folded 

in the middle. I suspect that my Vilnius correspondent did ask for covers to be sent from Grodno with brown 

paper stamps, and that this one may have been returned to sender as underfranked. Toe sender (a non

philatelically minded relative) took the letter back instead, folded the damn thing which had already caused 

enough trouble and later on put it into another envelope to Vilnius. But this is speculation. 

What remains is evidence of a curious Post Office issue which does not appear to have been inspired by local 

philatelists. None of my other correspondents in Belarus or Lithuania has mentioned this issue, and I have not 
seen it mentioned elsewhere. 

Meanwhile, back in Lithuania in February 1993 the main Post Offices in Kaunas and Vilnius were tackling 

inflation by providing bespoke machine-printed labels for large packets, each label signed by the machine 

operator. In Kaunas, the operators sign manually, in Vilnius they have rubber stamps with their names ... But 

that's another story, and I've got to unpack several hundred envelopes from inside these parcels. 
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Other people's mail 

lvo Steyn 

My dear Mr. Padley! 

I thank you very much for your letter that I was very pleased to receive. You wrote to Miss Sophie that you are 

going out fishing. I also go to the other side of the river fishing, but I wish to know didn't you frighten the 

fishes in falling into the water as it happened with me? When I saw that the fish was pulling the hook I jumped 

quickly to pull the rod and as the bank was slippery I tumbled in the water and frightened the fishes. I thank you 
very much that you were so kind to send Granny some chocolate. She was very glad to receive it and though she 

cannot write you some lines in my letter. Please tell me is the view of Vladivostok prettier than of Krasnoyarsk? 

I should very much wish to go there and see you again for a short time, but a ticket of the mn1 class to 

Vladivostock costs a thousand roubles and it is too much money. Grandmama has a great sorrow, the kitten 

which you liked to play with is lost. I believe that soon I shall be a soldier and I am very glad. I am 17 years 
old and in Ufa thoy mobilu.ed this year already. I don't write you anymore because Granny wants also to write 

you a few lines. So I remain with very much love to you. 

Yours Sincerely, 
George 

P.S. Please give my kind regards to all the officers I know. 

(different handwriting)Dear Mr. Padley, 

I write to you a few words, to thank you for the chocolate and tell you, you spoil me too much. We received 

good news about my son and other relatives, they are all quite well, but for myself I cannot tell you I am well. I 

am so nervous, I am sure my writing is full of faults and no one to correct them, I am quite alone they are all 

out! 

Goodbye, God bless you and accord you with much happyness and long life. 

(signature) 

I have lost all hope to be soon at home. 

J"3~kXr-°'~'\'l, .~ \'lN""""'t'" ~~on 
I J -. 

_ -' ) ) , , 26 6 19 
Jl\'-"-\.0., ~ '\..(\, l\.l.~~ \ l(),,\. ''-~ ~\\.'-IA-,\.' --. 

I ... I ,, 

'-14\ ~~~~,\ .. \\\~\o.'1 ~~~~' 

~~~-~\\l~t\.\..~ ~ '1<\t. .. ... ..... 
N~ 576 

Hp&CHORPCkl., 
l-:1111(:. ry6 • 

• 

-

Registered letter from Krasnoyarsk (26-6-1919) to Vladivostok (9-7-1919). Rate of l.20R paid in cash, censored 

in Vladivostok. 11,e 25th Middlesex Rgt. was one of the two British regiments intervening in Siberia. 
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Notes from collectors 

Current events in the F. S, U. 
The first instalments in this series appear to have struck a chord : many members have written in with tales of 

their experiences, further questions about certain issues, and additional information. Dennis Page wrote in with 

photocopies of two puzzling covers. The first shows legitimate use of the •Kiev Tridents• in December 1992, 

which appears to contradict the story of these stamps having been invalidated in May 1992. I suspect that the 

stamps on that cover are Lvov Tridents, but even in Kiev the Kiev Trident stamps were and are being used with 

impunity. The second cover, however, presents us with a genuine puzzle. The Nodira commemorative stamp of 

Uzbekistan was reported to have been issued on May 7, 1992. Mr.Page can show us a letter from Tashkent to 

London, sent on March 10th, 1992, on which ten copies of the Nodira stamp make up a 2 rouble rate. The letter 

arrived on April 2nd. Suggestions, anyone? 

Trevor Pateman. not content with adding two articles on FSU matters this issue, also reports that the low 
values of the •vytis• definitives of Lithuania (issued during 1991) were being used at 100 times face value in 

Lithuania. Apparently a circular dated 24 February 1993 instructed post offices to sell the 15 kopeck stamps at 
1S •talonas• (Lithuania's interim monetary unit, originally equal to the rouble), and the other low values have 

also been seen used at 100 times face. 
Bart Samyn's interests include post-SOviet Lithuania, and be seeks information concerning a two-line overprint 
on a SOk Soviet postal stationery envelope. The overprint reads Lietuvos Respublikos nepriklausomybe I atkurta 

1990 m. kovo 11 d. (see below). Who can tell us when this overprinted envelope was issued? 

UlluVOI TSR, l(111111a,, 
Ullwl JHIIIUM/IU 

Jlumo"tta. CCP, KayMt, . l. 
fla.u11t1UUt Cto6od11,,, . _,. ~ ' 

Lletuvos Respubllkos neprlklausomybe 
------~ alkurla 1990 m. kovo t I d. -------- B El El 1:::1 1:::1 [I 

nHWHTe HHAtKC npeATipHRTHA CIR3H lltCTa H83HaqeHHR 

C'ORR/,e' Jeds-/JG~~< -

k'ttfie4 ,,va $ r..e,hfr .9-R 
V 7 

3035 L# ~orrs,eD4H~ 

HH,lle Kc nptARPHATHA CBR3H H 8Apec OTnpaBHTenH 

-~.;;;....;....;~....;..;;;_· =---->---
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More about the Mountain Republic 

Thanks to Peter Michalove we can add some interesting details to Alexander Epstein's artucle in BJRP 72. 

Epstein quoted a description in BJRP 16 of a cover from Vladikavkaz (23-8-1922) via Novorossiisk (29-8-1922) 
and Moscow to Tallinn, Estonia (10-9-1922). The mention in BJRP 16 was itself a quote, from Stamps of July 
31, 1954. Peter Michalove managed to get a look at this original article, and it happened to include an 

illustration of the cover in question. In spite of the quote in BJRP 16, the cover is franked with nine Sk perf. 
stamps, not three, so the franking is 45 roubles of 1922, and again the stamps were used as stamps in 1922 

roubles. The cover is described as being in the collection of a J.C. Wheat of Bay City, Michigan. Sadly, the 
illustration is too dark to reproduce here. Has anyone seen this cover since 1954? 

The Red Triangles strike back 
Readers may dimly recall an article in Bmf 67 which proposed an explanation of the red paper triangles 
occasionally found on mail originating in, passing through or addressed to St.Petersburg. The Editor (who, like 

Stalin, only talks about himself in the third person) was ~ntly given a 1930 cover from Moscow to Leningrad 

which gives us our first look at the Leningrad Red Triangle, which happens to be a faded pink in colour. The 

Leningrad 20 postmark tying the triangle to the cover is dated 8-2-1930, while the reverse shows a machine 

postmark of the 4th Eksped. dated 7-2-1930. The usual explanation seems to hold : the cover was accidentally 
mis-sorted at the 4th Eksped., ended up at the 20th town post office where it shouldn't have gone, and it there 
received a pink triangle as a warning to the sorters : do this again and heads will roll! ( considering the 
atmosphere in the USSR in those days, this may have been an exact prediction rather than an idle threat. .. ) 

\ 

OPABJIEHHE 
. AKUHOHEHOro OBIUECTBA 

,,COBTOPfcJ>JIOT" 
MOCK BA, 17, ITlmlHlllWI, 37. 

SOVTOROFLOT,_ LTD 
Head office ' 

37, Piatnizkaya, Moscow 17. 
) Ten. Mpec: MoCKBa CoBcJIJlb ..... Telepams: Mosco:,.•~~~r4P,.. 
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Postal Savings Bank stamps 
From Robert Taylor comes news of an astounding postal usage of these stamps, namely an April 4, 1922 cover 

to Petrograd posted on the Novosokolniki - 210 - Moscow TPO. The cover is correctly franked at 7500 roubles 

with 30 copies of the 2SR Control stamp, used at 250 roubles each. This is amazing enough, but the 30 stamps 

are a single pane of 2 across by 15 down (with the sheet margin on the left and a gutter on the right), so we now 

know a lot more about the sheet layout of these stamps. The sheet probably contained several of these panes 

side-by-side. 

Petrograd-Kem-Murmansk railway 
This article has generated quite a bit of comment. Robert Taylor struck again with an array of covers showing 

the postmarks used on this railway during the Soviet period. Space does unfortunately not permit us to illustrate 

them all in full. The earliest is a 1921 cover (franked with two lk PSB stamps) postmarked KEM

PETROZAVODSK, serial •zb.•. This is a Soviet postmark in the new spelling, apparently in use on a "shuttle 

service postal wagon• between Kem and Petrouvodsk. 

Next is the cover illustrated below, from the Timo Beraholm collection, which shows that by May 1923, normal 

Soviet postmarks reading e.g. MURMANSK-36-PETROGRAD were in use on the full length of the route, not 

funny little shuttle services. 

. . "' :•, . . ·:,,, .. 

21 &e•Tll6p!! IYI 
0

1'. 
i;~ .,u_,oo ■ ... vc.11n , u,,cru,. • • • • • 

R. ~- 1!1).o••l'I0I,. H Ko. nrrp.-
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1he 'Kerensky' postcards 
Another article which triggered an avalanche of photocopies, leaving the Editor with the unenviable task of 

choosing between them. 

A very nice item comes from Timo Bergholm's collection. This is a Sic Kerensky card with additional franking 

of a Sk Arms stamp and a 10k PSB stamp, sent in May 1918 from Moscow to Ryaz.an. As you can see, the 10k 

PSB stamp was not accepted for postage, and 20k postage due was raised. An interesting usage. 

. . . 
I ••••••••••••• ................................................... : .......................................... u, ............................................................................................ , ........ , •••• _ 

Also from Timo's collection is a March 1918 usage from Koreiz, Crimea to Finland. Any mail from the Crimea 

during this period is unusual. A Sk Arms stamp was added as additional franking, but 20k postage due was 

raised as the correct rate for an inland (well ••• ) destination was 20k. 

Siberians and TPO oval junkies will appreciate another card from Timo's collection, this time from Siberia, the 

Omsk-186-Novonikolaevsk TPO oval (serial 'a', 1918) cancelling a lSk Arms stamp making up the 20k rate on 

a Sk card. The card is addressed to Novonikolaevsk. 

Jeqen Jensen supplied details of a Sic card used from Vinnitsa, Podolia in March 1918 (with 5k additional 

franking), and a nice 20k card with rectangular "BLANK" marking of the Kharkov postal district used m 

February 1923 as a blank card. Sadly, the stamps with which it was franked were removed at some point. 

Further responses to any BJRP article are always invited. Let us know what you think! 
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Reviews 

YAMSHCHIKITHE POST-RIDER Issue 31 for December 1992. 
Journal of the Canadian Society of Russian Philately. 80 pages, softbound. Subscription (2 issues) 
US$15. All inquiries to CSRP, P.O.Box 5722 Station 'A', Toronto, Ontario, Canada MSW 1P2. 

A very nice mix of articles, as usual. The longest article is an overview of the handsome stamps issued in 1930 
for the 'Graf Zeppelin' flight, and other material associated with this flight. Plate flaws, forgeries, postmarks, 
covers with these stamps, it's a 21-page treasure-house of information, compiled from information supplied by 

Adolph Ackerman, Andrew Cronin and Robert Taylor. Very useful indeed. Alexander Ivakhno, editor of 
Ukrainian and Russian Philately. adds an interesting note on postal rates in Ukraina during the Civil War. 
Another triumvirate (Andrew Cronin, Robert Taylor and Denis Voaden) is responsible for a roundup of covers 
bearing stamps from the Spartakiada set. I could just spit. Leonard Tann shows off with more oval TPO marks 
and other treasures, while triumvirate #3 (Marcel Lamoureux, Asdrubal Prado and Andrew Cronin) takes a long 

look at the interesting material celebrating Franco-Russian friendship issued during the final decades of the 19th 
century. Lots and lots of other, shorter pieces and the end result is yet another good issue of Y amshchik. You 
know, Andrew, it's getting really boring writing these uniformly good reviews of Yamshchik. I don't suppose 
there's any chance of you producing a really bad issue, or even a mediocre one? I thought not ... 

PHILATELIA BALTICA Issue 94 for November 1992 (in German). 
Journal of the German Latvia Study Group. 32 AS pages, softbound. All inquiries to : Oswald Wolf, 
Liegniu.er Strasse 4, D-5309 Meckenheim, Germany. 

More Good Stuff. 11 pages of useful information on the first Latvian Soviet Republic (1919), with some lovely 
items from this period as illustrations. Plate flaws in the second overprint issue of 1992, new issues (including 
special postmarks used in Latvia), and lots of shorter pieces. I was vigorously applauding Editor Harry von 
Hofmann's plaintive question 'Is this really necessary?', aimed at the deplorable 'printing varieties' 
(unoverprinted sixth row in each sheet) of the first Latvian overprint issue, which were available for hard cash. 
Splendid printing and interesting contents : what a great journal, pity there isn't more of it. 

UKRAINIAN AND RUSSIAN PHILATELY Issue 2 for June 1992 (in Russian, with English summary) 
Editor : Alexander Ivakhno, P.O.Box 4933, 320101 Dnepropetrovsk, Ukraine. Subscription price 
unknown. 64 A4 pages, softbound. 

The high standard of the first issue of Ukrainian and Russian Philately is maintained in the second issue. In the 
series on the exact sequence of events in Ukraine during 1918-1919, Alexander Ivakhno and Georgy Andriyeshin 
take an archive-supported look at the Odessa district. Fascinating details culled from various official circulars 
make for absorbing reading. Editor Ivakhno continues his series on Ukrainian postal rates with an examination of 
the rates that took effect on November 15th, 1918, and illustrates some lovely examples of these rates in action. 
Zemstvo fanatics are well served by Vladimir Tsibin's survey of post routes in the Khvalinsk Uezd. Shorter 
pieces on Civil War issues of South Russia, the exact date of issue of the Kerensky postcards (illustrating 
examples of the Sk card used on 25-10-1917(111) and the 20k card used on 7-2-1920), mysteries surrounding 
RSFSR postal ·rates during 1917-1919 (by Alexander Epstein) and postage due mail during 1917-1923, longer 
articles on the slightly nauseating events in Kiev during 1992 ('Kiev Bacchanal', by Alexander Ivakhno) and 
Ukrainian postal rates during 1992, news of new Kharkov provisionals issued in January 1992, a survey of the 
auction scene, etc., etc., ... there's so much fine philatelic writing here, and so much crucial information! This is, 
quite simply, one of the finest philatelic journals around. 
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AZERBAIJAN (Parts 1-5, sections A&B of Volume 4 - Transcaucasia - of The Postage Stamps of Russia) 

Dr.R.J. Ceresa. 200 & 238 A4 pages, softbound. Prices (incl. postage and packing) : £23 & £22 (UK, 

extra £1 each for Europe), $45 & $45 (USA and Canada, surface mail; +$9 for airmail), $48 & $48 

(Australasia and Far East, surface mail; +$9 and $12 respectively for airmail). Available from the 

author at Fairview Cottage, Quarry Lane, Gorsley, Ross-on-Wye, Hereford HR9 7SJ, United Kingdom. 

Section A deals with the historical aspects, forerunners, the Mussawat issues, and most of the surcharges. 

Section B deals with the later issues, viz the Transcaucasian Star, the last surcharged issue, the TSFSR 

definitives, the 1918-1923 postmarks, the bogus and 'Occupation Azerbayedjan' issues, and the checklist for both 

Sections. It is appropriate, therefore, to review them together. They are distinctive in their blue covers. 

Printing is good, mainly in a fairly large font but some pages have a smaller font; illustrations are clearer than in 

some earlier Ceresa publications. Spelling errors still arise (Wot - no Spellcheck?) although readers should be 

immune to this by now, and the 'Addenda to Addendum' syndrome is under better control. 

The emphasis in these two Sections is mainly on postal rates, illustrations of many genuine covers, etc., and of 

course on forgeries, and the books represent expert knowl~ge as well as much hard work. Azerbaidjan bristles 

with difficult and uncommon handstamps, often poorly struck, so the help these books provide is needed to be 

reasonably sure of the status of any examples one is fortunate (or rich!) enough to acquire. As in many earlier 

Ceresa publications, information has been collated from his own material (past and present!), other major 

collections on both sides of the Atlantic, and a comprehensive range of previous publications as well as from 

private sources. 

It is of course easy for a reviewer to say 'I would have done some things differently'. In this case, the many 

references are detailed as footnotes on the first page they arise, so that those arising later create the problem of 

trawling for the relevant footnote. A full list of references either at the front or the back would have been easier 

for the user. 

More importantly, the use of transfer units, the recognition details of the transfer types, the plate makeup when 

the plate size is (as it often is, stupidly) not a direct multiple of the transfer block size, and the selvedge marks 

are not throughly covered (although better for the earlier issues than for the TSFSR issues), so the student of the 
basic stamps is less well supported than the postal historian. 

Nevertheless, even if you do not specifically collect A2:erbaidjan these two books are recommended, and if you 
have used examples, the rarer stamps, covers or MTOs etc., these two books are essential. 

I.LG.Baillie 

POCHTA Issue 13 for January 1993. 

Journal of the Australia & New Zealand Society of Russian Philately. 62 pages, softbound. Subscription 

(2 issues) NZ$3S (surface), NZ$47 (airmail). All inquiries to : Terry Archer, 313 Mahurangi East 

Road, Snells Beach, Warkworth, New Zealand. 

A lot of interesting articles in this issue. I was most impressed by an 11-page review of varieties found on the 

first issue of Georgia (1919), ably collated by George Werbizky. The rather suspect 'freaks' are well-known, but 

the illustration of a large number of varieties of the "Constantinople" overprints was something of an eye-opener! 

All the usual overprint varieties appear to exist of this issue : inverted overprints, double overprints, sideways 

overprints, double with one inverted ... I can't say these varieties (which hail from the remarkable stock of the 

late Souren Serebrakian) help dispel the theory that this issue was prepared for philatelists and never served 

postal purposes, but to see all these varieties illustrated (many for the first time, I believe) is quite something! 

Also from George Werbizky (with B.R. Beede) is a pair of articles on postal manifestations of the 'Ostarbeiter', 

the slave labourers from Ukraine which were set to work in western Europe by the Nazis during WW2. 

Indispensable for collectors of Ukraine, WW2 censorship and even postal stationery. 

Other articles review the post-Soviet problems faced by the Estonian post (by Alexander Epstein, excellent as 
always), local perforations of Arms stamps during 1917-1922 (Alexander Epstein again, breaking new ground) 

and lots and lots more. Nice one. 
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LATVIA COLLECTOR Issues 1-3 for 1992. 

Journal of the Latvian Philatelic Society 'LFS'. 20 AS pages. Subscription : $4 per year. Inquiries to: 
Uldis Norim, P.O.Box 77, LV 1084 Riga, Latvia. 

My gratitude to our member Bart Samyn for bringing this journal to my attention. This is an English-language 
journal containing information on the new issues of the Baltic states (stamps, postal stationery and banknotes), 

short articles, information on postal rates and exchange rates, reviews, and large numbers of adlets from 

collectors seeking exchange contacts. The journal is well-produced and supplies very useful information. The 

adlets take up quite a lot of space, but can of course be most useful. 

A sample issue (the current issue) can be ordered by sending $2 to the above address. Mint stamps in complete 

sets with an equivalent face value, 6 FDC's or 4 International Reply Coupons are accepted as substitues for the 

risky procedure of sending money. A useful little magazine, and well worth a fling for Baltic collectors. 

THE BALTIC AREA Issue 21 for December 1992 (in Dutch). 

Journal of the "Baltic Area" study group. 114 A4 pages, softbound. Subscription (2 issues) 30 Dutch 

Guilders. Inquiries to : A.C. de Bruin, Ten Passeweg lOA, 8084 AN 't Harde, The Netherlands. 

A giant-sized 10th anniversary issue, this, and it contains some extraordinary work. Andre de Bruin comes up 

with a 22-page study of postal rates in Lithuania between the World Wars, thus filling a highly irritating gap in 

the existing literature. A brief article by Ruud van Wijnen and Ivo Steyn about the introduction of Soviet 

postmarks in Latvia during 1940-1941 serves as an introduction to an astonishing 23-page compilation of these 

postmarks, by Latvian philatelist A. Birmieks. After this, any editor would be satisfied, but Andre de Bruin 

returns to examine a delightful bit of maritime history : Dutch participation in a convoy to the Baltic ports 

during the Great Northern War, illustrating the article with letters and copies of letters written by men involved 

in this venture. A wide (and I mean W - I - D - E) variety of shorter pieces round off the issue. Happy 

anniversary, and may there be many more. 

RUSSIA 1857 - 1917 (in German) 

Christian Ebnet. 147 pages + 46 pages of illustrations, softbound. Published by Wolfgang Ruppel, 

Postfach 310370, 3500 Kassel-B., Germany. Price DM45, incl. postage within Germany. 

The subtitle for this book is "The postage stamps of Imperial Russia - a specialised handbook" (appalling 

translation from the German mine). Yes, after all this time we have something which deserves the name of a 

specialist handbook of Russian stamps. The author, currently one of the recognised experts on Russian stamps, 

brings sufficient knowledge of his subject into this project that the end result will be the definitive reference for 

years to come. 

For every stamp issue of Imperial Russia, Ebnet gives the details surrounding its manufacture and sale, the 

known varieties, grouped into varieties of colour and paper, printing varieties and more or less accidental 

printing errors. The boundary between the two latter categories is occasionally hard to discern, but the listing of 

varieties for each stamp appears to be as complete as possible at this point in time. Nevertheless, the author has 

started this book with an old Russian proverb : the farther one walks into the forest, the more wood one finds! 

Essays, proofs and specimens are also listed, although not in exhaustive detail : the focus is very clearly on the 

issued stamps. Forgeries - philatelic and postal - are also treated. Interspersed with the listings are copious notes 

on postal rates and postmark types. Illustrations - in 34 photo plates and 12 line drawings - are grouped together 

at the end of the book. 

The work by Lobachevskii published in Soviet Collector and Rossica served as cornerstone for this book, but on 

this foundation Ebnet has built a structure that is very much his own. The end result is an indispensable book for 

everyone who is seriously interested in Imperial Russian stamps. If backed into a comer and threatened with 

serious bodily harm I could think of small shortcomings : a more extensive listing of existing essays and proofs 

would be nice, and wouldn't those photo plates look lovely in colour instead of in black and white? But these are 
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trivial shortcomings. The fact that this book is in German is a pity for those of us not familiar with that 

language, and something which should be remedied as soon as possible. However, if you have a small philatelic 

vocabulary in German the book is easy to use. 

An excellent addition to the library of every philatelist. Recommended. 

ROSSICA Issue 120 for April 1993. 

Journal of the Rossica Society of Russian Philately. 104 pages, softbound. Subscription (2 issues) $20. 

Inquiries to: Gary A. Combs, 8241 Chalet Ct., Millersville, MD 21108, USA. 

Well, if the cover is any indication, I'm no longer allowed to call this journal 'Rossica' for short, they now have 

the full title on the front cover. I think I'll abbreviate it to JRSRP, and save wear and tear on my typing finger. 

It's a very big issue this time, and full of Good Stuff as well. George Shaw contributes what is promised to be 

the first in a series of articles on the postal situation in the FSU in early 1992, starting us off with a very useful 

listing of postal codes, and their relative scarcity. Dr.G~rdon Torrey warns us about faked Used Abroad 

postmarks (Again! Or is it "still" ••• ). Editor Gary Combs then adds an article on an unusual subject : the 

preprinted cards sent out as order forms by breweries in Moscow and St.Petersburg in the late 19th century. 

Reading it made me thirsty! Leonard Tann contributes a very nice showcase of Russian material used in the 

Aland Islands, and a very aood review of the 1916 surcharges on Romanovs. There are lots of shorter articles, 

but one article that I enjoyed throughly was George Werbiz.lcy's review of zemstvo post office operations. I 

particularly liked the documented efforts by a Mr. Cherleniovskii to gather information from the zemstvo 

councils with a form letter, and the responses he got. Some wonderful covers are illustrated. And anyone who 

needs to be convinced Russian/Soviet postal history offers something for everyone should look at Mel Kessler's 

selection of covers illustrated in this issue. 
Too much wonderful stuff in this issue to describe. You should go out and subscribe. Now. 

RUSSIAN POST OFFICES - FORWARD SORT 
Gary A. Combs. 280 pages (loose, printed both sides). Price : $45 plus postage (international air 

postage is $10), $50 for non-Rossica members. Available from the Author at 8241 Chalet Ct., 

Millersville, MD 21108, USA. 
A few years ago, mad Rossica Librarian Dave Skipton produced a Reverse Sort of all the Russian post offices he 

could find in a very large handful of postal guides, postal lists, etc. That listing is immensely helpful if you have 

a postmark of which the 'wrong' half is visible. However, it made at least one person realise that a straightfor

ward sorted list of these post offices would also be very helpful indeed. 

This is the result, and very good it is, too. Printed on both sides of the paper, this Forward Sort is less bulky 

than the original Reverse Sort. The post office names are sorted according to, and listed in the Cyrillic alphabet. 

For each name, the Gubemiya/Oblast/Okrug where it could be found is also given, as is an indication of 

alternative names. I've had the thing around the house for a few weeks now, and have regularly found myself 

referring to it when I had one of those cases where you could sort of read the postmark, and wanted to check if 

your guess was correct. I mean, when I see a postmark POKROVSKOE MARFINO I start wondering if I've 

finally gone ga-ga, but the Forward Sort reassured me: there was such a place, in Tambov Guberniya. Phew. 

Highly recommended. The FS comes on loose pages, so you can choose your own binding method. I've just 

punched the pages and put them into a binder. 

ZAKAZNOE - RECOMMANDIRT (in German) 

Harry von Hofmann. 320 pages, softbound. Price : DM68 plus postage. Available from Harry von 

Hofmann Verlag, Postfach 52 OS 18, 2000 Hamburg 52, Germany. 

What a delightful surprise to see a book dedicated to Imperial Russian registered mail! This is a subject with so 
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much room for specialisation - members will recall the long-running series in the BJRP dedicated to registra

tion - that it certainly merited a book to itself, and this book does the subject justice. 

In no fewer than 37 chapters the phenomenon of registration is examined in all of its manifestations. Registered 

mail, as opposed to insured mail, is mail for which a fixed sum was paid in addition to the normal postal rate, 

and for which a fixed reimbursement was paid in case of loss. It is therefore a category halfway between 

ordinary mail and insured mail. In the chapter "The early period" the author examines the thorny question when 

registered mail was introduced in Russia. In the past 1871 was usually assumed to have been the year in which 

this category was introduced, but readers will recall Tony Speeckaert's vigorous arguments in BJRP 72 that 

undermine this theory, at least for international mail. Von Hofmann goes one step further and argues convin

cingly that registration of mail in the sense defined above may have existed as early as 1852 for domestic 
destinations as well. I will not repeat the author's arguments here, save to say I certainly found them convincing. 

It looks as if we will have to revise our understanding of the history of the Russian post on this point. 

After this bombshell, the author bombards us with an exhaustive examination of registratered mail in all its 

forms. REKOMENDOV ANO and ZAKAZNOE handstamps, SPB registration cachets, foreign registration labels 

on Russian mail, the 1899 "primitive" labels, UPU-type labels and their variations, double registration, 
provisional measures, numerator registration cachets, advice of receipt (normal and court mail), corrected 

addresses, address enquiries, registration at telegraph offices and private postal agencies, on postal wagons and 

aboard ships, at offices abroad and field post offices, private registry books and automated registration machines, 

WWl mute registration, censorship of registered mail, rubber registration cachets of 1916-1918, receipts, COD 

mail, registered parcels, Zemstvo registration, enquiries, the Russian post in Poland and Finland, mail exchange 

during WWl and late usages ; let this list of chapter headings give you an impression of the scope of this book. 

Physically, the book is very handsome as well, and the many illustrations (no fewer than 240) are superb. 

Is there absolutely nothing wrong with this book, I hear you ask? Well, it's in German, that's one thing, but it's 

worth having for the illustrations alone, so that's hardly a fatal flaw. I missed a chapter on the "dotted R in 

circle" markings which adorned international mail, but then again, there's not a lot one can say about these 

markings (apart from the fact that they existed in several sizes and styles, and that sometimes one can find two 

different marks on one cover), so I can live with that. A review of the rates for registered sendings would have 

been useful, but these rates can be found in the text, although some searching is occasionally necessary. I'm 
afraid that, apart from these feeble quibbles, I have only praise for this book. Herr von Hofmann is to be 

congratulated for this excellent book, and we collectors are also to be congratulated : that this book is now 

available is cause for celebration. 

GEORGIA (Section A, Parts 8-12 of Volume 4 - Transcaucasia - of The Postage Stamps of Russia) 

Dr.R.J. Ceresa. 234 A4 pages, softbound. Prices (incl. postage and packing) : £24 (UK, extra £1 for 

Europe), $48 (USA and Canada, surface mail; +$12 for airmail), $48 (Australasia and Far East, 

surface mail; $15 for airmail). Available from the author at Fairview Cottage, Quarry Lane, Gorsley, 

Ross-on-Wye, Hereford HR9 7SJ, United Kingdom. 

This is the first section of what will be a two-part handbook of Georgia, the second instalment to appear later in 

1993. This volume deals with the Menshevik: issues, including the National Guard overprints, as legitimate postal 

issues, but quarantines the "De Jure" overprints, the "freak" errors and the Constantinople surcharges in a 

separate chapter on doubtful and bogus issues, where they enjoy the company of the National Guard overprints 

(again! Ceresa reserves judgment on this issue quite sensibly, and presents arguments both pro and con their 

legitimacy) and the more fanciful overprints on Menshevik issues. A long chapter on the first Soviet issue 

follows, and after an interlude to examine some bogus issues, the longest chapter is devoted to the handstamped 

surcharges on the Soviet issue. That story is set to continue in the next volume, where Ceresa promises to 

examine the correlation between handstamp type and area of use. 

Some quite critical reviews of Dr.Ceresa's books have appeared in past issues of the BJRP, and it is my happy 

duty to break the pattern in this issue. Yes, there are still typing errors, but not half as many as in previous 
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volumes. Yes, the quality of the illustrations is occasionally doubtful, but on the whole the illustrations are of far 

higher quality than in previous volumes. This is a very useful book for collectors of Georgia, and that is that. 

As for the contents, the book is clearly focused on the stamps of Georgia - as indeed the name of the series 

indicates - and some aspects of postal history are therefore not examined in depth (a table of postal rates would 

have been nice). I missed a more detailed examination of the use of pre-revolutionary stamps in Georgia prior to 

the issue of the Menshevik stamps, but again, this is only natural given the focus of interest of the series. That 

said, the treatment of the Menshevik and early Soviet issues is exhaustive, clear and very stimulating : I wanted 

to rush out and start collecting Georgia seriously again after reading a few dozen pages. The difficult matter of 

distinguishing between the printings of the Menshevik issues is explained as clearly as possible. I can't vouch for 

the correctness of the author's categorisation as I'm not a Georgia expert, but it certainly seems logical. I was 

most impressed by the lucid description of the different handstamp types used for the surcharges on Soviet issues 

(six types per value!), and this will undoubtedly send collectors scurrying to their albums to make sense of it all. 
A fairly vast number of entices is also illustrated, with a valuation for each. I'm certain such valuations are an 

infinite source of debate - they struck me as being of the i;ight order of magnitude. In all, a most impressive 

study. I look forward to the next instalment. 

UKRAINIAN PHILATELIST Vol.40 No.1/2(63/64), 1993. 

Journal of the Ukrainian Philatelic and Numismatic Society. 126 pages, softbound. Price $10 plus 

postage. Inquiries to: UPNS, P.O.Box 11184, Chicago, IL 60611-0184, USA. 

This special double issue of Ukrainian Philatelist is really a book : Introductory Handbook of Ukrainian 

Philately. In its 126 pages (including 10 •yellow• pages) the reader is given an overview of the many fields of 

philately one can turn to when in a Ukrainian mood. After an overview article, separate chapters deal with the 

Ukrainian zemstvo posts, the 1918 Trident overprints, Westen Ukraine, Carpatho-Ukraine, Ukrainian Diaspora 

philately, the new 1992 issues, Ukrainian topics on stamps and stationery, Ukrainian postcards and Ukrainian 

cinderellas. Three appendices cover a Ukrainian translation of the above, biographical notes on outstanding 

Ukrainian philatelists, and the Ukrainian alphabet. 

The second half of this book is taken up with a simplified catalogue of Ukrainian stamps, mostly the 1918 

Trident overprints. The catalogue is clear, concise, and the prices seem very reasonable. It also includes a 

bibliography to which the reader is sensibly referred for the more arcane details. 

This is a superb effort, and a tremendous coup for the UPNS. I am sure this handbook will attract many new 

collectors to this field, and will delight many advanced collectors as well. The UPNS and its members are to be 

congratulated for a very fine effort. I dearly wish a similar effort for Russian philately were possible, but I doubt 

it. Bravo! 
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