
The British Journal 
of Russian Philately 

84 
.. ------ -- - - --- --------.. _--- ----- ·-- --- ----- --- -=----·-· -- _._-===:_.-: 

MAY 2000 

ISSN 0950-575X 





The British Journal 

of Russian Philately 


84 

Editorial Board: Lenard Tiller (Chairman), Bill Stoten, Terry Page, Dennis Page, Jack Moyes. 

Page

 1 Contents 
2 Society officers 
3 Editorial Lenard Tiller 
4 Censorship of Postal Correspondence in Russia Meer Kossoy 

12 Shipmail: St. Petersburg - Le Havre A. Speeckaert 
14 St. Petersburg Police Revenues Jack Moyes 
19 Receipts N. C. Warr 

 35 Tuva : A cover from the 1927 second issue Gwynn Williams 
37 Postal Service in the Baltic under Soviet Administrations, 1918-1920 A. Epstein 

 47 Kislovodsk - a second cover Harry v. Hofmann 
48 Nagorno-Karabakh: a fait accompli? Ivo Steijn 

 56 Used Abroad Chronicles XVII Bill Stoten (Ed.) 
58 Letters to the editor

 60 Library notes and reviews 
65 Auction notes Terry Page & Bill Stoten 
67 George Scott Miskin Ian L. G. Baillie 

Opinions expressed by the contributors are their own and not

necessarily those of the Editorial Board or the Society.


JOURNAL OF THE BRITISH SOCIETY OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 

Back Numbers 
Back numbers of BJRP are available from the Honorary Treasurer. 


For further details of availability and cost, please write to: 

Mr Alan Blunt,  Riber House, 13 Auden Close, Osbaston, Monmouth, Gwent, NP25 3NW


e-mail  ablun@skynow.co.uk


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION £ 10 (US $20) 

Subscriptions due on 1st January

  Design: The Editorial Board 
ISSN 0950 - 575x  All rights reserved 



The British Society of Russian Philately

A Society founded in 1936 to study Philatelic and Postal Matters 

connected with Russia, past and present 

Affiliated to the Association of British Philatelic Societies 

PRESIDENT 
George Henderson 

SECRETARY 
Norman Ames, Ashton House, Ashton Keynes, Swindon SN6 6NX 

ames@dircon.co.uk 

TREASURER 
Alan Blunt, Riber House, 13 Auden Close, Osbaston, Monmouth, Gwent NP25 3NW 

ablun@skynow.co.uk 

JOURNAL EDITORIAL BOARD 
Lenard Tiller (Chairman), Jack Moyes, Dennis Page, Terry Page, Bill Stoten 

LIBRARIAN 
George Henderson, c/o CBD Research Ltd., 15 Wickham Road, Beckenham, Kent BR3 2JS 

EXCHANGE PACKET SECRETARY 
Dennis Page, 10 The Green, Barton under Needwood, Burton on Trent, Staffs. DE13 8JB 

denpage@globalnet.co.uk 

AUCTION SECRETARY 
Bill Stoten, 2A Birkbeck Road, Enfield, Middx. EN2 0DX 

bstoten@inco.com 

PRESS & INFORMATION OFFICER 
Rabbi Leonard Tann, 61 Wheeleys Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham B15 2LL 

MEETINGS SECRETARY 
Lenard Tiller, 48, Cumberland House, Kingston Hill, Kingston upon Thames, Surrey KT2 7LJ 

BorisLT@aol.com 

REPRESENTATIVE IN NORTH AMERICA 
Dave Skipton, 50D Ridge Road, Greenbelt, MD 20770, U.S.A. 

MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE ARE 
Ex officio:The President and Officers of the Society, 

plus 
Jack Moyes, 

Dragan Udovicic,euro-yu@msn.com  , Terry Page, tpx@compuserve.com
 Marcus Sherwood-Jenkins, marcus@rossiya.freeserve.co.uk 

MEMBERS OF THE EXPERTISING COMMITTEE ARE 
Secretary:Eric Peel, 41 Norwood Drive, Harrow, Middx. HA2 7PF, 

 Norman Ames, Peter Walker 

Visit our web site at   http://nestor.minsk.by/ph/society/index.html 

ALL APPOINTMENTS ARE HONORARY 



Editorial 


Well! Here we are with BJRP 84, the second 
edition with the New Team. I think you will find 
that we have again, a wide variety of articles, 
which cover the majority of our collecting and 
researching interests. As they say, something for 
almost everyone. I must thank again all our 
contributors of articles and please ‘keep them 
coming’. A special ‘thank you’ also, for the kind 
words to those who wrote and commented on 
BJRP 83. 

I think that I was rather optimistic in thinking that 
we could produce BJRP 84 only three months 
after we had distributed BJRP 83, but there is no 
harm in trying. Seriously though, I think that a six 
month ‘span’ allows time for thought and 
production of each journal, particularly when you 
consider that my colleagues and I all have full 
time jobs. Time seems to evade us so quickly 
these days, perhaps this is the sign of the New 
Millennium, and those to come. 

Speaking about the New Millennium, which some 
feel starts this year (Year 2000) and others feel it 
starts next year (Year 2001), there certainly seems 
to be a wealth of events happening all over the 
world to interest most people. Take the UK’s 
Stamp 2000 for example, this promises to be a 
memorable event, hosting a number of exhibits 
from quite prominent ‘world-wide’ philatelists, all 
competing for various trophies, one of which has 
been donated by BSRP. This is a beautiful cut 
glass, crystal decanter bearing the ‘Arms and 
Portrait’ of Tsar Nicholas II, and our own 
engraving which BSRP had commissioned in St 
Petersburg especially for the event. There will of 
course be a large number of dealers taking stands 
and eager collectors looking for that ‘elusive’ item 
or bargain. 

We at BSRP of course, have our own very 
‘special’ event in Birmingham on Saturday/ 
Sunday 9th and 10th of September 2000. Our 
‘Millennium Weekend’ is mainly being organised 

Lenard Tiller 

by our very own Leonard Tann, who has been 
successful in arranging for Alexander Epstein of 
Tallinn to attend as our guest speaker. Apart from 
displays by a number of invited exhibitors, we 
will be holding our annual BSRP auction, and 
there will be a commemorative dinner. Further 
details about the event and programme, will be 
notified to all members in due course by the BSRP 
committee. 

For future issues, we are hoping to expand on the 
‘Used Abroad Chronicles’, as my colleague Bill 
wrote in BJRP 83, it is nearly 27 years since we 
last had articles and subject matter related to this 
area. If you are a collector or have an interest in 
this subject, please contact Bill directly (see p.67). 

With regard to those of you who support us with 
material for consideration for publication in The 
British Journal of Russian Philately, there are 
several things that would greatly assist the 
editorial board, but are by no means obligatory. If 
you prepare your work on a PC, a copy of your 
article in a Microsoft Word Document on disk 
would be perfect. As would, any colour 
illustrations as well as black & white. Typewritten 
copies of course (in black ink) can be ‘scanned in’ 
and formatted. Going back to illustrations, please 
try to send us as good copies as possible, it does 
save us time ‘in playing around’ with the 
‘intensifying’, although again, we realise, that it is 
not always possible to get as true a reproduction 
as one would like. All disks and photocopies will 
be returned upon request, postage paid. 

Don’t forget, that if you have any comments about 
the journal or it’s contents, or any philatelic 
queries, you can always write in to me under the 
heading ‘Letters to the Editor’ and they will be 
answered, either under plain cover or in the next 
journal. Speaking of which (the next journal – 
BJRP 85) will have a colour spread, so don’t miss 
it. In the meantime, enjoy this journal; I look 
forward to receiving your articles or letters. 

Articles for submission for future Journals & Letters to the Editor 
If you have any articles for consideration for inclusion in future journals, queries, unexplained item(s), questions, 


answers or comments, then  please write to the Chairman of the Editorial Board:

Mr Lenard Tiller, 48, Cumberland House, Kingston Hill, Kingston upon Thames, Surrey, KT2 7LJ, UK


e-mail:  BorisLT@aol.com 
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Censorship of Postal Correspondence in Russia 
Meer Kossoy

To prevent the dissemination of ideas of the Great 
French Revolution (1789 – 1794) in Russia, the 
staff of the postal agency was complemented by 
specially established posts of censors for the 
inspection of foreign newspapers and magazines, 
by an order of Emperor Pavel 1st in 1789. In the 
Head post offices of St. Petersburg and Moscow 
there were two censors each, and in the post office 
of Wilno there was one censor. 

With consideration for a considerable growth of 
publications subject to censorship and for the 
purpose of speeding up the terms of inspection, in 
1830 the number of censors was increased in St. 
Petersburg Head post office to 8, in Moscow Head 
post office to 4, and in Wilno to 3. Additional 
posts of censors were established in the frontier 
post offices of Riga and Odessa, and later in 
Warsaw, Kiev and Vladivostok. In 1867 the 
number of censors in St. Petersburg Head post 
office was increased  to 10, in Riga to 3 and in 
Odessa to 2. The book by D. Skipton & P. 
Michalove [1] (page 141) contains data that in 
1914 the number of censors at the Head post 
offices of St. Petersburg and Moscow had not 
risen and amounted to 10 and 4 respectively. 

Censor marks of 19th century Russia have long 
attracted the attention of research philatelists, for 
example, the article by A. Wortman in BJRP [2] 
and corresponding sections of the book by D. 
Skipton & P. Michalove [1]. It should be noted 
that the said censor marks are rarely found on 
mail, and there are only occasional examples 
known. The rarity of censor marks can be 
accounted for by the fact, that they are only found 
on parcels and wrappers sent to Russia from 
abroad by post, containing foreign newspapers 
and magazines, and also on envelopes and 
postcards bearing additional printed foreign text. 
Printed correspondence like this accounted for just 
a small share of the total mass of mail, and, in 
addition, account must be taken that this mail was 
relatively old, relating to the 19th or beginning of 
the 20th centuries. 

An official instruction to the Post and Telegraph 
agency of 3rd May 1880, No. 8482, stipulated that 

all printed matter sent from abroad should be 
presented to the censor for inspection who should 
apply a mark “ ДЦ ” (permitted by censor) in 
cases deemed acceptable for forwarding to an 
addressee. In contrast to the military censorship of 
1914 – 1917 that inspected the texts of hand
written letters and postcards, the 19th century 
censorship inspected printed mail only, and this is 
the principal difference between the two. 

The earliest censor mark of Russia known from 
literature, is the mark of Moscow dated 18th April 
1879. This mark is presented in Fig.1 in A. 
Wortman’s article [2] and also in the book by D. 
Skipton & P. Michalove [1] on page 155. 

With the purpose of establishing the earliest date 
for the use censor stamps in Russia, figure 1 
shows a letter which was sent from Bremen, 
Germany on  23.9.76 and received in St. 
Petersburg on 14.9.76 (here and also further on, 
the difference in dates is accounted for by the 
different calendars used in Europe and Russia). 

The letter is a sheet with text typed on one side. 
The sheet was then folded in four, a postage stamp 
was glued onto it and the address of a St. 
Petersburg recipient written on it. A short 
additional text concerning the letter’s contents was 
written above the postage stamp. The sheet was 
sent without an envelope (‘open wrapper’). The 
text above the postage stamp indicated that printed 
mail being sent, which was subject to censor’s 
inspection, and the absence of an envelope made 
the inspection easier. After inspecting the printed 
text the censor put a black mark 
“ ДЦ ’’ ( “permitted by censor’’ ) beside the 
postage stamp. This mark certified the inspection 
of the mail and served as permission for its 
delivery to the addressee. (See the censor mark 
also in figure 1a..) 

The mark in figure 1 is of special interest in that it 
is the earliest one from the known censor marks 
and it also makes it possible to bring forward the 
period of use by 2 years and 7 months (as 
compared with 18.4.79 referred to in 
A. Wortman’s article [2]. 
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Figure 1 
(Illustration reduced to 50%) 

Figure 1a 
9.1876-10.1880 

Another letter having an early censor mark is 
presented in figure 2. A black frame around the 
letter periphery is indicative of a printed text – this 
is a letter with a mourning message. The letter was 
sent as an ‘open wrapper’ from Bremen on 
10.9.77 and received in St. Petersburg on 3.9.77 
where it passed censorship. This is testified by a 
black mark “ ДЦ ’’, see the mark also in figure 2a. 
Presumably, this mark is a variety and it differs 
from the one shown in figure 1a by a greater 
thickness of lines in the printing type and by the 
presence of a ‘cut’ in the right-hand side of letter 
“ Ц ’’. In St. Petersburg, the Empire capital, there 
was a special Committee for Censorship of 
Foreign Mail. Censor marks of this Committee are 

Figure 2 
(Illustration reduced to 50%) 

Figure 2a 
9.1877 

rarely found. One of them is presented in book [1] 
on page 168. 

Shown in figure 3 is an envelope of a letter sent 
from Rotterdam, Netherlands on 21.11.98 and 
received on 14.11.98 in St. Petersburg. There is a 
violet mark “одлежит рассмотрению Комитета 
Цензуры Иностр  (анной)” (to be considered by 
the Foreign Censorship Committee) not described 
previously in any literature. Also see this mark in 
figure 3a. The known period of use is from 
November 1898 to January 1907. The text of this 
mark in figure 3 allows us to conclude that not all 
foreign mail was sent to the Committee for 
inspection, but only part of it which contained 
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some uncertainties, and a censor could not take a 
decision by himself. 

Also on the envelope in figure 3 there is the mark 
of the St. Petersburg Foreign Censorship 
Committee, also see this mark in figure 3b and in 
book [1] on page 168. The mark has a diameter of 
30 mm and is in dark green. The revised period of 
this mark’s use was December 1885 to November 

1898. Above the mark 3a and below it there are 
two black poor-quality impressions of the 
St. Petersburg censor mark. This mark is also 
shown in figure 3c. The revised period of use of 
the mark 3c ranges between November 1895 to 
September 1897. It is known from the literature 
that censor marks of a similar kind (with the 
indication of a city) were also used in Odessa, 
Kiev, Riga, Warsaw and Vladivostok. 

Figure 3 

Figure 3a Figure 3b Figure 3c 
11.1898-1.1907 12.1885-11.1898 11.1895-9.189?
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Figure 4 
(Illustration reduced to 75%) 

Figure 4 illustrates 
the upper part of 
th e r e gi st er e d 
parcel package 
which contained 
books, that was 
sent from Leipzig, 
G e  r  m  a  n  y  o  n  
1 7  .  0  . 0 7  t o  
St. Petersburg. The 
package bears a 
violet mark “К 
вы  даче  . Це н т 
(ральный) Ком 
(итет) Ин  (остранной) 
handed in. Foreign 

Figure 4a 
1.1907-5.1908 

Цен  (зуры)” (To be 
Censorship Central 

Committee) not described in the literature. See 
also the mark in figure 4a. The mark’s diameter is 
34 mm. The known period of use is from January 
1907 to May 1908. 

Figure 5 is the upper part of the registered parcel 
package which contained books, that was sent 
from Bombay region, India on the 23.5.08 to St. 
Petersburg. The package bears the said mark 4a, 
however, its colour is not violet but black, and 
there is also a black mark “В Цент  (ральный) 
Ком  (итет) Ин  (остранной) Цен  (зуры)” (To 
Foreign Censorship Central Committee) also not 

described in the literature. See  the mark also in 
figure 5a. The known period of this mark’s use 
ranges from May 1908 to October 1908. 

In St. Petersburg a special violet mark was used 
for the postal censorship of foreign newspapers 
and magazines. This mark is usually found on 
open wrappers with postage stamps. The mark’s 
diameter is 32 mm and the type height is 2 mm. 
The revised circulation period ranges from May 
1896 to October 1903. See also figure 6a. 

Figure 6 illustrates a wrapper with a postage 
stamp that was mailed from Lausanne, 
Switzerland on 29.5.00 and received in St. 
Petersburg on 19.5.00. A newspaper was sent in 
this wrapper, therefore a violet mark was added. 
See the mark in figure 6b. It should be noted that 
the mark in figure 6b is a variety of the mark 6a 
not described in the literature. The mark’s 
diameter is 32 mm but the type height is 1.6 mm. 
The difference between the marks is very obvious 
if we pay attention to the distance between the 
beginning and the end of the text: 2 and 9 mm 
respectively. The known period of use ranges 
between November 1899 and August 1900. In the 
author’s collection figure 6b is also found in red. 
The red impressions of censor marks for printed 
mail are not recorded in the literature. 
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Figure 5 
(Illustration reduced to 75%) 

Figure 5a 
5.1908-10.1908 

Figure 6 
(Illustration reduced to 70%)
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Figure 6a 
5.1896-10.1903 

Figure 7 shows an envelope with a postage stamp 
that was sent from England (the despatch 
postmark is not clear enough, presumably it is 
1900) to St. Petersburg (arrival mark is absent). 
This envelope is interesting in that it 
simultaneously bears printed mail violet censor 
marks of two different cities. On the address side 
of the envelope there is a mark of Moscow not 
described in the literature, see the mark in 
figure 7a. The known period of the mark’s use is 

Illustrated in figure 8 is a wrapper with a postage 
stamp that was sent from Vienna, Austria on 
20.1.05 and received in St. Petersburg on 10.1.05. 
On the address side of the envelope there is a 
violet mark “Центзура иностранных газет и 
журналов” (Censorship of foreign newspapers 
and magazines) not described in the literature. See 
the mark in figure 8a. The mark’s diameter is 34 
mm. The known period of circulation ranges from 
the 8th December 1903 to January 1905. 

Figure 6b 
11.1899-8.1900 

limited to just February 1903. On the reverse side 
of the envelope there is the mark shown in figure 
6b that has been added to the illustration on the 
address side and is shown there in the form of a 
copy. 

Only one piece of mail is known from the 
literature that bears two different censor marks of 
Warsaw, see [1], page 177. 

Presumably, the censor marks of figure 8a were 
further replaced by a new type of the mark. The 
innovation consisted of the indication of the 
mark’s relation to censorship being removed from 
the text. 

Later, moveable date-plugs were included with the 
purpose of registering the date of censorship and 
indicating the city (town) where it occurred. 
Shown in figure 9 is a wrapper with a postage 

(
Figure 7 

Illustration reduced to 75%) 
Figure 7a 

2.1903 
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stamp that was sent from Vienna, Austria on Petersburg that is not described in the literature. 
22.05.08 and received in St. Petersburg on See also figure 9a. The rectangle measures 40 x 
12.5.08. On the address side of the envelope there 22 mm. The known period of use is from July 
is a violet rectangular censor mark of St. 1906 until May 1908. 

Figure 8 

(Illustration reduced to 75%)


Figure 8a 
8.1904-5.1908 

Figure 9 
(Illustration reduced to 75%) Figure 9a 

7.1906-5.1908 
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Presented in figure 10 is a registered wrapper with 
a postage stamp that was sent from Geneva, 
Switzerland on 16.7.14 and received in Riga on 
6.7.14. A black rectangular censor mark of Riga 
has been added to the wrapper. This mark has not 
been described in the literature. See this mark also 
in figure 10a. The rectangle measures 40 x 22 mm 
and the known period of use is just July 1914. 

Figure 10 

This article contains illustrations from the author’s 
own collection. 

Bibliography 
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Figure 10a  
7.1914 
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Shipmail: St. Petersburg - Le Havre 
A Speeckaert 

In his article on “Ship mail” (BJRP 41, October 
1967) Dr. A. Wortman reports for the first time 
the possible existence of a steamship company 
plying between Le Havre (France) and St. 
Petersburg. This information was based on the 
photocopy of a letter sent to him by M. Lipschutz 
and illustrated as figures 2 and 3 in the centre 
pages of the Journal. The document showed the 
letterhead: 

“L ‘EUROPE - Société Anonyme de Paquebots à 
Vapeur entre Le Havre et La Russie”. 

Dr. Wortman ended thus his paragraph on the 
subject “There is no evidence that this Company, 
if it functioned, ever carried mail, but it is 
recorded here in case any reader has a cover or 
other evidence that it did ”. 

It was not until about 20 years later that the 
activities of the above-mentioned company were 
confirmed by other documents. Figure 1 is the 
letterhead of a letter signed by the Director of the 
Society, Phillipe Albrecht, that accompanied a 
tariff with prices and conditions for both 
passengers and merchandise The letter, 
acknowledging an exclusive privilege from the 
“Emperor of Russia” is dated 1 March 1840, and 
announces proudly: 

“- the first four months of service resulted for 
the shareholders in a dividend of 12½ %.” This 
might indicate that the activities started in the 
second half of 1839. 

“- two first class packet-boats will be put into 
service”. This can be interpreted in two ways; 
either these are two new ships or that only one 

vessel was plying the previous year. 

The price list provides some additional interesting 
information: 

-the ships sail only about 6 months per year i.e. 
from 1 May to 1 November, the last ship leaving 
St. Petersburg at that date. 

-the ships do not sail straight from Le Havre to 
St. Petersburg and vice-versa but also call in 
Denmark i.e. in Elseneur (Helsingör) and/or in 
Copenhagen. 

In the 1980s a number of letters were found, most 
of them from the Rothschild archives, proving that 
the company did indeed carry mail from Russia to 
France. The names of the two ships have also been 
traced as they appear on a few of these covers; 
they are the AMSTERDAM and the TAGE 
(figures 2 and 3). 

These letters are quite easily recognised; they 
show only a St. Petersburg postmark (Dobin type 
1.07 or 3.05) mostly on the back of the cover and 
a French circular postmark LE HAVRE/ 
OUTREMER in red together with a French charge 
mark. They do not show the usual German transit 
marks from that period. 

Mail in the other direction i.e. from France to 
Russia is unknown to me, nor do I know if mail 
was carried from Russia and France to Denmark 
and vice-versa. 

The Le Havre – St. Petersburg line was probably 
short-lived since the recorded covers up to now 
range from July 1840 to August 1843. 

Figure 1

 THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 84 
12 

fH P:rnle~~ excii..sil deSl \'~ ~<!?Ur :iii a~ie -·-



Figure 2 
From ST. PETERSBURG, 2 June 1842 o.s. with the “Amsterdam” sailing the next day, 15 June n.s. via 
Le Havre, 22 June - red arrival  mark - to PARIS, 23 June. Black charge mark 6 (decimes): 

- the French charges for a single letter up to 7½ gr. - distance 150/220 km = 5 decimes 
- the sea rate	 = 1 decime


Total charges = 6 decimes 


Figure 3 
From ST. PETERSBURG, 17 July 1842 o.s. with the “Tage” sailing on 1 August n.s. via Le Havre, 
7 August to PARIS, 8 August. Same postmarks as above but black charge mark 9 (decimes): 

- the French charges for a single letter up to 7½ gr. - distance 150/220 km = 5 decimes 
- for a weight of 7½ to 10 gr. - x 1½ = 7½ decimes, rounded = 8 decimes 
- the sea rate	 = 1 decime


Total charges = 9 decimes
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St. Petersburg Suburban Police Revenues 
Jack Moyes 

The issues of the City Police were covered in 
BJRP 83. This article covers the stamps of the 
Suburban Police that were used in the same way 
with the same fees as in the capital, but as the 
name implies, in the suburbs. 

These stamps were usually cancelled by 
manuscript pen crosses although the police cachet 
sometimes falls across the stamps.  From the late 
l860's to the early 1870's a colourless embossed 
cachet was used occasionally but these seem 
uncommon. 

From intact passports I can record the following 
police cachets: Gatchina, Kronshtadt, Lesnoe, 
Novoderevnaya, Novaya Ladoga, Peterhof, 
Shlisselburg and Tsarskoe Selo. Some of these are 
numbered for the particular police station within 
the district; the highest I can record being the 5th 
station Tsarskoe Selo district. 

The Suburban Police stamps are not as common as 
those of the City Police but are by no means 
scarce in revenue terms except for the 1k. from the 
first series and the 2k., 25k. and 40k. from the 
second series. 

1860 (Forbin) 

Litho. 
Imperf. 
No Wmk. 

1  1k. Blue (shades) Figures 1-2 
2  3k. Pale green Figure 3
 a Yellow-green 
b Apple green

 c Grey-green
 d Olive green 

3 15k. Pale yellow Figure 4
 a Yellow
 b Orange yellow
 c Dull brown-yellow 
d Orange 

4 30k. Rose Figure 5
 a Carmine rose
 b Carmine 

Figure 1 Figure 2 Figure 3 

All of the above shades are highly variable. It 
seems likely that every fresh printing was in a 
slightly different colour. Figures 1-2 show the two 
types of the 1k. differentiated by the length of the 
word "Prigorodnoi" in the inscription. Figure 6 
shows a piece of a passport bearing two copies of 

Figure 6Figure 4  Figure 5 
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the 1k. together with a 15k., unclear because of 
the light shade, and a 3k. from the second series. 

The lower of the two 1k.’s has a left margin that 
matches precisely the right margin of the upper 
stamp. The two were almost certainly joined 
originally and have been cut from the same sheet. 
We therefore have two types on the same sheet 
rather than two separate printings. This piece is 
dated 17/3/75 and is the latest date I can record for 
the first issue, and also the earliest from the 
second series. 

Forbin gives 1865 as the date for the second issue. 
I cannot confirm this. The piece shown in figure 6 
has not one but two different values from the first 
issue. This is indicative of remaining stocks being 
used up at the time of the introduction of the next 
series. It is highly unlikely that this was still being 
done ten years later. Because of this I am giving 
1875 as a tentative date for the second issue. 

1875 

Typo. 
Imperf. 
No Wmk. 

5  1k. Black Figure 7 
6  2k. Brown Figure 8 
7  3k. Green Figure 9
 a Dark green

 b Grey-green


8  5k. Blue Figure 10
 a Light blue
 b Dark blue 

9 15k. Orange Figure 11
 a Pale orange
 b Deep orange 

10 25k. Claret Figure 12 
11 30k. Blue Figure 13
 a Light blue
 b Dark blue 

12  40k. Rose red Figure 14 
a Deep rose red 

Figure 7 Figure 8 Figure 9 Figure 10 

Figure 11 Figure12

The shades are quite variable on this issue but not 
so much as the first series. Bisects are known of 
the 2k., 30k. and 40k, and also the 5k. and 25k. 
used together for a 15k. rate. See figure 15 for a 
note from the Pristav of the Lesnoe district 
permitting the holder to leave, with the 25k. fee 
made up by a bisected 40k. with  2  x 2k. and a 

 Figure13  Figure14 

bisected 2k. dated 26/11/81, plus the added 60k. 
Gerbovaya Tax, necessary at this time. The 30k. is 
known with "Specimen" overprints from the St. 
Petersburg State Printing Works "Specimen" 
books, in blue in French and in black in Russian. 
(See BJRP 83, page 9, figures 14 -15). 
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Figure 15

Forbin gives 1883 as the issue date for the third 
series and I would agree with it being correct, at 
least correct as the latest date of issue. As with the 
second issue there are eight values but it is 
questionable if two of them, the 2k. and the 40k. 
were issued for use. I treat them as unissued in the 
list below, as used examples have not been 
recorded. 

1883 

Typo. 
Imperf. 
No Wmk. 

13   1k. Black Figure 16
 a Grey-black 

14   3k. Green Figure 17
 a Light green 
b Grey-green 

15 5k. Blue Figure 18
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a Dark blue 
16 15k. Yellow-orange Figure 19
 a Orange
 b Deep orange 

17 25k. Claret Figure 20 
18 30k. Blue Figure 21
 a Light blue
 b Dark blue 

Unissued Values

 2k. Brown  Figure 22 
40k. Rose-red Figure 23 

These two values are shown as "Specimens" in red 
and blue respectively. Note the 40k. has larger 
numbers in the value, similar to the 25k. 
Marcovich had an unused 40k. without 
"Specimen", possibly a plate proof, and also the 
1k., 2k., 3k., 5k., 25k. and 30k. with part large 
"Specimen" overprints, almost one letter a stamp. 

16 
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Figure 16 Figure 17 Figure 18 Figure 19 

Figure 20 Figure 21 Figure 22 Figure 23 

These stamps can he found bisected and used for use at 10k. and as a double trisect for use at 
during 1883-4. The 30k. can be found as a trisect 20k. See figures 24-25 for such use. 

Figure 25

Figure 24 

In the late l890's, probably in 1898, new plates illustrated as the difference is not too noticeable 
were prepared for the 1k.-15k. with smaller on a photocopy, but when compared to the 
lettering in the inscription. These are not original printing the differences are clear. 
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Two values were issued perforated but only seem 
to have been used for a short time. I give Forbin’s 
date but I cannot record it used before 1901. 

1900(Forbin) 

Typo. 
Perf. 13.3 
No Wmk. 

19  3k. Green (thin letters as per 1898 
printing) Figure 26 

20 15k. Orange (thick letters as per original. 
printing) Figure 27 

Figure 26 Figure 27 

The final series is in the same design but is 
inscribed Petrograd. There are four known values 
although the similar series for the City Police only 
has three. The City Police issue misses the 5k. 
which I can only record from an unused example 
in the Marcovich collection with the Suburban 
Police inscription. It could be that the 5k. is just a 
difficult stamp to find or that Marcovich’s copy is 
a proof. I list it tentatively as an issued stamp. 

1914(?). 

As last but inscribed Petrograd. 

Typo. 
Imperf. 
No Wmk. 

21  3k. Green Figure 28 
22  5k. Blue Not illustrated. 
23 15k. Orange Figure 29 
24 30k. Blue Figure 30 

Figure 28 Figure 29 

Figure 30 

An error in the inscription can be found on the 3k. 
and 15k. and possibly the others too. The third 
letter of  "Prigorodniya" has the bar angled the 
wrong way.  These are presumably constant errors 
on the plates, which may occur more than once on 
the sheet. See figures 31-32. 

Figure 31 Figure 32

(The editor apologises to the author and the 
readers for three errors that crept into the article 
on the City Police stamps in BJRP 83. 
1) The text for figure 7 should read “a l0k. plus a 
bisected 10k....” 
2) On page 9, line five, for 1863 read 1883. 
3) Figures 16 and 17 have been transposed, and 
the inscription under figure 17 is incorrect. The 
distinction in size is that of the form; the earlier 
issues are larger.) 
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Receipts 
N. C. Warr 

When looking at a collection of registered mail 
some years ago I first saw the rather miserable 
paper slips that were employed as receipts for 
registered letters in 1910 and thereabouts. 
Subsequently I competed at a BSRP auction for a 
receipt of the 1840s from Moscow: I lost and 
much to my chagrin have not yet been successful 
in finding a similar item, though I have just 
acquired a handsome Moscow receipt of 1836. 

Some early receipts were illustrated in BJRP 81 
and one, by the way, in BJRP 59: there is an 
article on the early receipts by Daniel W 
Levandovsky in Rossica 113/114 pp 24 - 30: the 
only other publication where I have seen receipts 
mentioned is Harry von Hofmann’s marvellous 
Zakaznoe - Recommandirt. If, like me, you don’t 
read German, Philip Robinson has provided us 
with a translation into English. A lack of fluency 

Source Office Date 

BJRP 81 Riga Gov. 1825 

BJRP 81 Riga Gov. 1836 

N C Warr Moscow 1836 

H v Hofmann Reval Gov. 1837 

The 1836 Moscow receipt is on fairly thick, 
unwatermarked, grey paper. 

Receipts of the 1840s and 50s are of a standard 
format; they are large and printed on cream-
coloured, thick hand-made paper which is 
splendidly watermarked with the word Rospiska 
(Receipt) above the Imperial eagle over 
posthorns - they really look something, in the way 
that those large, white £5 notes, if you remember 
them, used to feel like money. They are dual-
purpose, being for either registered or insured 
letters - simply put, if there’s a figure entered after 
the word Strakhovykh (for insurance) then the item 
is insured; if the space is blank then it’s registered 
(see the article in BJRP 81 - which further says 
that these receipts were introduced in 1840 when 
the fee was reduced from 20 kopeks to 3 silver 

in Russian and an almost total inability to read the 
handwriting are great drawbacks when treading 
byways such as this and I am indebted to Timothy 
Wakeford for his translations.  It was the aim of 
this article to draw together the information 
provided by these sources and to add that from my 
own small collection of receipts but Jack Moyes 
has very generously lent me his collection of 
receipts which considerably increases the amount 
of material available for study. 

With the early 19th century receipts especially, 
only a very small selection of examples is 
recorded so far: it would be good if you could 
report items in your collections.  The receipts of 
the 1820s and 30s are businesslike and multi
purpose - plain and to the point - and were laid out 
by the individual printer as, although the wording 
can be similar, they lack conformity. 

Purpose Figure 

Assignats 

Parcel 

Money transfer 1 

Letter with documents 

kopeks). Tony Speeckaert says that “before the 
introduction of new postal rates in 1844 the 
standard forms do NOT show the inscription 
‘Charges: weight ... rub. ... kop., insurance ... 
rub. ... kop. and fee 3 kop. silver’”.  This can be 
seen from BJRP 81, figure 6  ‘Moscow  March 2 
1845’ which has handwritten details of weight and 
insurance and printed “Fee 3 kop silver collected”, 
whereas BJRP 59, ‘Reval December 22 1844’ has 
all this printed. 

H v Hofmann says the receipts are 2 to a page, 
with 2 cut straight edges and 2 deckled.  The 
backs of all these early receipts are plain. Up to 
1855 these can be regarded as being a standard 
type, with Moscow and St. Petersburg having their 
office details pre-printed.
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Source Office Date Purpose Figure 

BJRP 59 Reval Gov. 1844 Registered 

BJRP 81 Moscow 1845 Insured 

J G Moyes St. Petersburg 1845 Insured 

N CWarr Reval Gov. 1847 Insured 2 

Rossica 113/114 Drogichin 1848 Insured 

Rossica 113/114 Kherson 1849 Insured 

BJRP 81 Reval Gov. 1850 Insured 

N C Warr St. Petersburg 1851 Insured 3 

N C Warr Pskov 1852 Insured 

BJRP 81 Krasnoyarsk 1855 Registered 

Jack Moyes’ 1857 receipt is the first time the 
terms and conditions (for registered and insured 
items and parcels) appear on the back of the form 
and the charges are set out in tabular form.  [The 
translation of these regulations is taken from the 
article by Daniel W Levandovsky in Rossica 
113/114, with kind permission. See the Annex] 
This receipt, and those of the 1860s, is 
watermarked Pochtovaya Rospiska in an arched 
line over eagle and posthorns: figure 4 has one 
deckle edge and three cut straight and, if the 
proportions of the earlier receipts are maintained, 
it would seem there were four receipts to a page. 
The receipts of the 1840s and 50s have the 
watermark the right way round when viewed from 

the front, as does the one of 1857: the eagle 
printed on all these receipts has wings with 
feathers “closed” and the tail undeveloped.  The 
eagle on H v Hofmann's 1861 (a receipt 
specifically for registered mail going abroad) is of 
this earlier type but nothing is said about the 
watermark.  By 1861 revised receipts were in use 
where the watermark, when viewed from the front, 
is in reverse image: the printed eagle has wing 
feathers spread out and a fully developed tail. 
This new style of eagle presumably came into 
being early in the reign of Alexander II (1855 -
1881).  In 1862 the fee was increased from 3 to 5 
kopeks and forms were overprinted with a framed 
Za Rospisky 5k  in red - see figure 6. 

Source Office Date Purpose Fee Figure 

J G Moyes 1857 Registered 4 

H v Hofmann Reval Govt. 1861 Registered 

N C Warr Reval 1861 Registered 3k. printed 5 

J G Moyes Vitebsk 1863 Registered Overprint 5k. 6 

Rossica 113/114 St. Petersburg 1863 Insured MS 5 o/print 5k. 

Rossica 113/114 Novogrudok 1864 Insured MS 5 o/print 5k. 

Rossica 113/114 St. Petersburg 1864 Registered 5k. printed

A receipt of 1872 is of an intermediate size: then 
there is a whole run of receipts down to 1919, 
gradually diminishing in size (until almost the end 
of the period) becoming the “rather miserable” 
ones I first saw.  Each has the relevant regulations 
printed on the back, all, certainly 1881 on, being 
very similar.  From these receipts one can deduce 
that a standard format must have been specified 

but that the print details were left to the individual 
printer in each town or government. They are 
known singly and in pairs and (rarely) in blocks of 
five, which it’s thought constituted a whole page, 
though from the evidence of the block of five 
St. Petersburg receipts of 1907 shown in figure 
14, it would seem there were ten to a page: a note 
in my file says “Strips are known from the 1880s” 
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but, maddeningly, I have not noted a reference.  In 
1884 the fee for the receipt had increased to 7k. 

J G Moyes also has five receipts for registered 

letters from the Nicholas station in St. Petersburg; 
two of 1901, one of 1907 and two of 1912 
figures 19 & 20.  It is only the postmark which 
identifies the location. 

Source Government 

N C Warr Tver 

J G Moyes St. Petersburg 

N C Warr Lifland 

J G Moyes Lgov 

J G Moyes Moscow 

J G Moyes Vladimir 

J G Moyes St. Petersburg 

J G Moyes Vitebsk 

H v Hofmann Lifland 

N C Warr Kiev 

N C Warr 

N C Warr St. Petersburg 

N C Warr 

H v Hofmann Kursk  

J G Moyes Courland 

J G Moyes Vilna 

H v Hofmann Kursk  

N C Warr Eniseisk  

J G Moyes St. Petersburg 

J G Moyes St. Petersburg 

J G Moyes St. Petersburg 

J G Moyes St. Petersburg 

N C Warr Courland 

N C Warr [Courland] 

J G Moyes Petrograd 

J G Moyes Minsk 

J G Moyes Ryezhitsa 

N C Warr Amur Oblast 

H v Hofmann 

H v Hofmann 

ALSO: 

N C Warr ROPiT 

Town Date Purpose Figure 

Korcheva 1872 Insured 7 

1876 Insured 8 

Riga 1881 Registered 9 

Kurok 1883 Insured 

1883 Insured 10 

Sudogda 1884 Insured 

1885 Insured 

Osvei 1890 Insured 11 

Maiorenhof 1890 Registered 

Kiev 1891 Registered 

Sebastopol 1891 Registered 

St. Petersburg 1891 Registered 

Moscow 1891 Registered 12 

Lgov 1897 Registered 

Mitau 1897 Registered 

1898 Insured 

[Lgov] 1898 Registered 

[Minusinsk] 1899 Registered 13 

1901 Registered 

1901 Insured 

1907 Registered - strip of 5 14 

1910 Registered 

Jacobstadt 1911 Registered 15 

[Friedrichstadt] 1914 Registered 16 

1915 Insured 

1915 Registered 

1916 Registered 

[Zavitaya] 1918 Registered 17 

Riga 1918 Registered 

Windau  1919 COD 

Mount Athos 1909 Registered 18
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As said above, each of these receipts (apart from 
the ROPiT one) has the relevant regulations 
printed on the back and the basic translations are 
given in H v Hofmann at pages 276 & 278. The 
sender had 1 year in which to claim for an item 
gone missing which had been sent abroad and 
2 years for an inland item. 

The receipt for a registered letter from the Russian 
Shipping & Trading Co (ROPiT) which operated 
in the Levant (figure 18 - and as H v Hofmann 
pp 279, 280) has on the reverse a duplicate of the 
wording on the front but in French.  It is 
perforated at the left and at the bottom; that shown 
in H v Hofmann is perforated left and at the top, 
which indicates there were two receipts to a page. 

Note that of the early items only the 1851 
St. Petersburg receipt has a postmark; all the 
receipts for insured items from 1872 are 
postmarked, whereas registered ones are only 
from 1897.  In instances where there is no pre
printed or written detail it is only the postmark 
which identifies the place of origin. The final four 
receipts are perforated. 

In H v Hofmann at p 124 there is an Advice of 
Delivery form for a registered letter from 
Maiorenhof, 3rd Aug 1890, to Ekaterinburg. 
There are three similar forms in the J G Moyes 

collection.  The earliest is from St. Petersburg 
18 V 1892 to Tiflis - NB a bi-lingual, international 
form has been used: the options at 1 and 2 
Insured or Registered - have been ignored so we 
do not know which category of mail was involved. 
Options 4 to 7 have been deleted leaving option 
3 - the item has been delivered to the addressee, 
and has been duly signed for by Adelaide Marks 
(see figure 21). 

The other two forms are, correctly, in Cyrillic only 
for internal use - for a registered letter from 
St Petersburg Telegraph Office No. 4, 17 I 1895, 
to Novo Alexandria, Lublin Govt. and for an 
unspecified category within Riga, 3 VIII 1899. 
The details of the sender are given on the “back” 
of the form. 

There are also a few receipts for Perevods, or 
money transfers, which are usually represented in 
collections by the large cards which came into use 
in 1896 and which are illustrated in the Higgins & 
Gage Postal Stationery catalogue at J1 - 5 and in 
Michel at A1 - 5.  They are similar to the receipts 
for registered items and have their relevant 
regulations printed on the back.  Money could be 
transferred either by post or by telegraph and the 
method chosen is indicated on the receipt - these 
few have all opted for post.  All are postmarked. 

Government Town 

Minusinsk  

Date 

1910 

Figure 

22 

Primorsk Oblast Nikolsk-Ussuriysk 1912 23 

Lifland 

Tobolsk 

Riga 

Obdorskoe 

1914 

1915 

24 

Petrograd 

Kharkov 

1915 

1916 25 

[Strentschi, Latvia] 1920 26

J G Moyes’ collection of receipts for Perevods 
extends the range back to 16.1.1899; there is 
provision on this, and subsequent, receipts to fill 
in the charge if the money were to be sent by 
telegraph: later ones (1908 and 1915/17) have pre
printed options “By post.  By telegraph”.  As with 
the receipts for registered/insured mail the later 
ones (1915/16) are in a different, larger and 
clearer format and are perforated. 

You may not have felt that receipts are worthy of 
notice (and I hope you will have changed your 
mind, if that was the case) and certainly they need 
not command large sums of money, but they are 
an integral part of the story of registered and 
insured post, in which there is a great deal of 
interest, and ought therefore to merit attention. 
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in 

RECEIPT 

From the Imperial Moscow Main Post Office 
received for  the  office of the  Lazaret  
St.  Petersburg to Ivan Nestorov  three  
money transfers for 5000 [roubles or francs]. 
5 July 1836 

Sender. Signature 

Fee 20 kop. Collected. 

Figure 1 

At

 1 rub. 60 , 
. 30 

. 

RECEIPT 

 Revel Guberniya Post Office, 
Registration No. 47, 9 December 1847, 
altogether thirty roubles in silver from Mr 
V Mayer to Mr Sergeev[??] office[??] box 
at Saint Petersburg. 

Collected: for weight: kop.
insurance nil rub kop. and fee 3 kop. 
in silver

  Postmaster 
Assistant [illegible signature] 

(Illustration reduced to 50%)


Figure 2 
(Illustration reduced to 50%)
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RECEIPT 

At Saint Petersburg Main Post Office, 
Registration No. 30, 3 February 1851, 40 
roubles in silver to Kashelevskiy[??] at 
Novgorod Kievskiy[?]. 

Collected: for weight: nil rub. 16[?] kop., 
insurance nil rub. 2[?] kop., and fee 3 kop. 
in silver. 

Despatch clerk 

Acceptance clerk [illegible signature] 

Figure 3 
(Illustration reduced to 50%) 

(
Figure 4  

Illustration reduced to 50 %) 

? August 22 1857 to St. Petersburg 

Reval Oct 31 1861 to Riga 

Figure 5 
(Illustration reduced to 50%) 

Vitebsk May 30 1863 to St. Petersburg 

Figure 6 
(Illustration reduced to 50%)
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Korcheva PO 6 Apr 1872 

960 roubles by monetary packet from Guberniya Land Board No. 
325 to Tver. 

Weight  — r. Total    Weight 
Insurance  — r.  2 k. 7k. 

eceipt  — r.  5 k. 
Received  Signature 

(No postage charged because it is an official item?

Figure 7 

TEXT ON REVERSE 
In the event of loss in the post of
monetary or value-declared packet or of 

 value-declared parcel the Postal 
Authority will issue to the presenter of 
the packet or parcel on production of the 
present receipt compensation equal to 
the value of the loss. 

The pr  ese  n  te  r  '  s  e  n  t i t lem en t  t  o  
compensation by the Postal Authority 
for such loss will run for 2 years from 
the date when the tem was posted. Any 
application by the sender concerning the 
loss of  monetary  value-declared 
packet or of a value-declared parcel and 
demanding compensation therefore must 
be addressed to the Postal Department 

 t h  e  G  u  b  e  r n i  y  a  P  o  s t a  l  
Administration in charge of the postal 
establishment where the missing item 
was posted. The application must be 
accompanied by the present receipt or 
by a copy authenticated by the local 
police or a notary or by the head of the 
postal establishment and stamped. 

If the presenter wishes compensation to 
be paid out not to himself, but to the 
addressee or to another party, then he 
must so indicate in his demand and 
attach the actual receipt. 

St. Petersburg May 13 1876 to Tula 

Figure 8 
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Riga Guberniya Post Office. Registered 
letter to Riga 9 Feb 1881 

Figure 9 

TEXT ON REVERSE 
The reverse is similar to that of H v H  p 276, 
translated by Robinson at p 65 but there are 
minor differences: it has been translated by 
Wakeford as: 

In the event of loss of registered mail the Post 
and Telegr aph A u th o r  i ty accep ts  
responsibility towards the presenter according 
to legislation and conventions in force. 
Regarding the loss of a registered item the 
presenter must, not later than two years (for 
inland mail) or one year (for international 
mail) from the date when the item was posted, 

apply to the Postal Department or to the "Guberniya" Postal 
Administration in charge of the postal establishment where the 
item was posted, producing the present receipt or a certified 
copy hereof. If the presenter wishes compensation to be paid out 
not to himself, but to the addressee or to another party, he must 
so indicate in his application. 

Figure 10 

Moscow  Parcel Ekspeditsia 26 October 
1883 to St. Petersburg. 

Two examples on the same day.
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Osvei, Vitebsk 17 April 1890 
to Moscow 

Figure 11 (Illustration reduced to 75%) 

( ) 

( ) 

Moscow City Telegraph Office No. 4 ? 
8 .1. 1891 to Mr Beamish, Paris 

Registered letter

Figure 12 Illustration reduced to 75%

Pair of receipts Eniseisk Gubernii  Minusinsk, 7 V 1899. 
Registered correspondence to St. Petersburg. 

The reverse is similar to the that in figure 9 but has additional wording in the final sentence: 

...or to another party, he must so indicate in his application and must produce the original receipt; 
moreover, the signature on the application must be duly certified. 

Figure 13 
(Illustration reduced to 75%)
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A strip of 5 receipts (the lower half of a 
page of 10) from St. Petersburg 1 
Ekspeditsia to various locations, 25.6.07 

Figure 14 
(Illustration reduced to 75%) 

Jacobstadt, Courland PO 3 IV 1911 
for a registered parcel (“pos. zak.”) 
to Mittau.

Figure 15 

TEXT ON REVERSE 
Reverse similar to H v H  p 278, 
translated by Robinson at p.66 but there 
are differences (which make the receipt 
useable either for a registered or an 
insured item - hence it says simply on the 
front of the form “V’ prieme” with 
registered or insured to be filled in as 
requisite) and translated by Wakeford as: 

The Post and Telegraph Authority accepts 
responsibility towards the sender on the 
basis of postal regulations and 

conventions in force for loss of, omission from and damage 
to insured mail and for loss of registered mail. The sender 
must within two years (for inland mail) or one year (for 
international mail) from the date when the insured or 
registered item was posted make any claim under this head 
to the main local administration in charge of the postal 
establishment for the place where the item was posted, 
producing the present receipt or a certified copy hereof. If 
the sender wishes compensation to be paid out not to 
himself, but to another party, then he must produce the 
postal receipt [itself] and not a copy. 
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Figure 16 Friedrichstadt 10. 1. 14 to Rositsa, registered.. 

Figure 17 Amur Oblast  Zavitaya 2. 3. 18 to Svobodnii, registered. 

ROPiT receipt Mount Athos 
23. 8. 09 to Lahishev, 
Kazan G, registered. 
Total fee paid 20 kopeks.

Figure 18 
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Figure 19 

Figure 20 

Receipts of the Nicholas Station, St Petersburg: with a circular postmark 17. 7. 1901, and with an oval 
postmark 1. 6. 1912.  The 1901 receipt states Railway station branch office, the 1912 one does not – neither 
mentions the location of the station. 
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(a) 
(

 (
) 

 Bilingual Return Advice Form for 
acknowledgement of receipt of a registered item 
sent from St. Petersburg 11th Town Telegraph, 
19/5/92 to Tiflis 26/5/92 and returned to St. 
Petersburg 1/6 92 via the 6th Ekspeditia 

Reverse 
Illustration reduced to 50%.) 

(b) Front
Illustration reduced to 

75%

Figure 21 
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Minusinsk  4. 3. 10 Transfer by 
Post 5 roubles to Moscow 

Figure 22 

Nikolsk-Ussuriysk 2. 12. 12 Transfer 
by post 25r. to Slavyanka. 

Figure 23 

The regulations translate as: 

The Post and Telegraph Authority accepts responsibility towards the sender on the basis of postal 
regulations in force for moneys collected for transmission within the Empire. The sender's entitlement to 
reimbursement of moneys paid incorrectly or unpaid owing to loss of a transfer document, and to receive a 
duplicate of a missing transfer document, will run for two years from the date when the transfer was 
presented. Any claim by the sender for reimbursement of a transfer not correctly paid must be addressed to 
the main local administration in charge of the postal establishment for the place where the transfer was 
presented, wherewith the present receipt or a certified copy hereof must be produced. If the sender wishes 
reimbursement to be made not to himself, but to another party, then he must produce the postal receipt 
[itself] and not a copy. In the other aforementioned circumstances the sender must lodge the claim with the 
Head of the postal establishment for the place where the transfer was presented and produce the actual 
receipt. The Post and Telegraph Authority accepts responsibility on the basis of postal conventions in force 
for moneys transferred to foreign states.
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Riga 18. 12. 14. Transfer by Post 
166r. 87k. to ? Veliks 

Figure 24 

Kharkov 27. 8. 16 to Petrograd, 75r. by post 

Figure 25 
(Illustration reduced to 75%)


Strentschi, Latvia 8. 7. 20 

Figure 

Transfer by Post 15r. to Riga


26 

THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 84 
 33 

,dlJll, 

15 

K. 

PocnHcKa e1.i npieMt ne 

· no ao•n~. I no· Y-

I 



Annex - (Text on reverse of figures 4 - 6) 

“REGULATIONS GOVERNING ACCEPTANCE OF MONETARY, INSURED AND PARCEL 
CORRESPONDENCE AT THE POST OFFICE”. 

1.	 In each postal establishment a book for recording monetary, parcel and insured correspondence is made 
available. 

2. 	 In these books the senders are themselves required to write down the items they are sending by regular 
or express mail, the monetary enclosures, parcels, documents and insured letters as well as the ordinary 
letters sent by relays: the weight of the letters must be declared and also the payment for mailing them, 
the weight charges, fees and charge for a receipt; and all of this must be confirmed by their signature. In 
case the senders are illiterate, they must bring in a person from the outside. Post Office employees are 
forbidden to enter into these books any of the above information or to confirm it with their signature on 
behalf of the sender. 

3.	 Persons who do not know the Russian language are allowed to make entries in the record books only if 
their language is understood by the P.O. clerk or dispatcher who accepts the correspondence. 
Otherwise, the sender must bring someone from the outside as is done with an illiterate person. 
Footnote 1. In the Main Post Offices [Pochtamts] of the [two] capitals and in the Odessa P.O., where 
the flow of patrons can be considerable, it is permitted for the postal employees themselves to write 
into the record book the [accepted] correspondence, recording, at the same time, the weight [of the 
item], the amount of weight and insurance fees and the charges for receipts. The sender or person 
acting on behalf of an illiterate sender must only confirm such an entry in the book with their 
signature. 
Footnote 2. In postal establishments abroad, where the senders are mainly foreigners who do not know 
the Russian language, it is allowed, when money, parcels, documents and other insured items are 
accepted for dispatch, to have the contents of the record in the log book written by the hand of the 
receiving clerk, while under that the sender, with his own hand, shall describe in his own language the 
items being sent and confirm everything with his signature. 

4.	 The senders, without expecting any reminders, are obliged to see to it themselves that the rules set forth 
above in paragraphs 2 and 3 are complied with and to demand the log books for the required entry of 
their dispatched items. 

5.	 The senders of insured items, monetary and parcel correspondence are obliged to receive specific-
purpose receipts signed by the Dispatcher of the Main Post Office [Pochtamt] or of the Postmaster, and 
to pay 3 kopeks in silver for each receipt. 

6.	 Such receipts, which have indicated on them  the N [no.] under which the dispatched item  is entered 
in the record book, are issued to the sender so that they know exactly when they submitted their items 
to the post office. 

7.	 In the event of loss of the dispatched items, the Postal Administration is obliged to satisfy the sender by 
reimbursing him for the lost money or the [value of] the parcels only to the amount for which they were 
insured, and this is done only if at the time of dispatching of these items all the rules described in 
paragraphs 2 and 3 were followed and executed, that is, when the sender in his own hand had 
written into the record book his dispatched items or confirmed such an entry by his signature. For 
insured letters containing letters of credit, promissory notes, debt obligations and other documents, 
recorded on [official] stamped paper, for which at the time of their acceptance only a double weight 
charge was made but not any insurance charges, the Postal Administration does not suffer any 
monetary responsibility and only inflicts on the officials responsible for the loss a specific reprimand 
and obligation, if the sender desires, to send at his [the official’s] expense, in place of the lost items, 
another letter or package.” 
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Tuva: A cover from the 1927 second issue 
Gwyn Williams 

The purpose of this article is to describe a cover 
franked with stamps from the 1927 second issue 
of Tuva (a series of four overprints on stamps of 
the first issue), the background to it, and to discuss 
what it adds to our understanding of this issue as a 
whole. 

Although notionally independent from August 
1921 onwards, it was not until 24th November 
1926 that Tuva’s constitutional status was finally 
settled. The Fourth Great Huruldan (or assembly) 
declared Tuva to be a national republic, and a 
definitive constitution was adopted. Although 
Soviet Russia maintained a strong interest in 
Tuvan affairs, under the New Economic Policy, 
which lasted until 1929, Tuva enjoyed relative 
economic and political freedom. Under Prime 
Minister Donduk’s Government, Buddhism was 
the state religion, Mongolian the official language 
and unification with Mongolia favoured (1, 2). 

A by-product of these political events was the 
issue of stamps. The first issue comprised ten 
values of identical design, featuring a Buddhist 
religious symbol - the Wheel of Eternity - with 
inscriptions in old Mongolian characters of the 
Uigur alphabet (figure 1). Essays were dated 16th 
August 1926, but it appears likely that the stamps 
did not reach Tuva until early 1927 (3). 

The stamps were 
p o  p u  l a r  w  i  t h  
c o l l  e c  t o  r  s  .  
Originally sold on 
the basis of the gold 
rouble, the full set 
cost around £1.50 or 
$7 - a significant 
sum at that time. In 
1 931 ,  Gib bon s  
Stamp Monthl y 
complained that 
supplies were being 
offered in Paris at 
m u  c h  c  h  e a  p  e  r  
prices. Eventually, 
it became clear that 
two printings had 

Figure 1 
50k. stamp of the first 

definitive issue featuring 
the ‘Wheel of Eternity’. 

been made: the original issue with white crackled 
gum, and a second printing of smooth yellowish 
gum 

In July 1927, four of the higher values were 
overprinted following shortages of lower 
denomination stamps. The overprints were 
produced locally at the Post Office in Kyzyl using 
a unitary wooden handstamp. As well as the new 
value, the overprint included the words “Touva” 
and “Postage” in Latin script (figure 2). 
Blenkhman states this was to meet Universal 
Postal Union requirements (4), although Tuva 
never joined the UPU. 

Figure 2  
14k. on 1r. stamp of the 

second ‘provisional’ 
issue.

T w o  t  y  pes  o f  
overprints are known. 
The first were made 
using bright, shiny 
lacquer-like ink, on 
stamps of the first 
printing with crackly 
g u  m .  “  G  S M  ”  
reported that 5 000 
stamps of each value 
were made. The 
second printing  used 
duller, matt inks on 
stamps of the second 
printing with smooth 
gum (3). 

Covers of this series are rare. All those described 
in the literature to date are registered “Kizil” and 
addressed to the All-Russian Philatelic 
Association, Moscow, cancelled “Kizil, 30.X.27” 
and arriving in Moscow 26 days later (3,4,5). 

The appearance of a cover with a different 
destination and cancellation date is therefore of 
considerable interest. The cover is clearly of 
philatelic origin (figure 3). Franked with one each 
of the three overprints (SG and Scott #11-14), it is 
registered “Kizil, Tuva” with a handstamp in 
black ink, with the “R” and manuscript “96” in 
violet ink. The cover is addressed to Mikail 
Fedorovitch Schulak - a stamp dealer in Harbin, 
Manchuria. The stamps are cancelled “Kizil, 
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Touva, l0.IV.28”, and is 
backstamped “Minusinsk, 
21.4.28”. (Figure 3a). 
There is no marking to 
indicate the date of arrival 
in Harbin. Intriguingly, 
the stamps appear to be of 
the second printing, in 
duller matt inks, rather 
than of the first printing. 

At this time mail was 
generally dispatched from 
Kyzyl to Minusinsk 
overland along the Usinsk 
highway. This had been 
r  e  p  a  i r e  d  b  y 1 9 2  6  Figure 3  (Illustration reduced to 75%)
following its destruction  1928 cover-bearing stamps of the second ‘provisional’ issue from Kyzyl to 
during the civil war; Harbin, Manchuria. 
automobiles were also 
acquired during 1926 to 
transport the post - one journey being made per and “second” printings, rather 
week (4). than as “originals” and 

“reprints”? It certainly can be 
The transit time of this cover ties in with other argued that the first printing 
known usages for this period, which suggests it was no more philatelic than 
did indeed travel from Kyzyl to Harbin. For the second and both were no 
example, Cronin describes a cover franked with more philatelic than the 
the stamps of the first issue in the possession of majority of issues today! Figure 3a 
Mr G S Russell of Auckland which left Kyzyl on 
5th April 1927, reached Minusinsk 11 days later 
and arrived at Harbin on 2nd May, taking 27 days 
in transit (6). 

This cover is therefore of considerable interest as 
it helps to fix the date by which stamps of the 
second printing of the second issue were in 
circulation: April 1928. Stamps of the second 
printing of the first issue were delivered to Kyzyl 
where, as Cronin and Stephen deduced, they were 
overprinted using the original wooden chops (3). 
Presumably, most were then exported to meet 
demand from philatelists. But the cover also 
indicates that at least some of the supplementary 
printing of the second issue did enter the postal 
system - albeit also for philatelic use. By then the 
need for the overprints had ceased as new supplies 
of low value stamps of the third “ethnographic” 
issue had reached Tuva - the earliest known 
cancellation being 24th January 1928 (4). 

Which raises a question: should these 
supplementary printings be viewed more as “first” 
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Postal Service in the Baltic under Soviet 
Administrations, 1918-1920 
A. Epstein

Abandoning the territories of the former Baltic 
provinces of Russia occupied by German troops 
during the WW I and according to the Brest-
Litovsk Treaty between Soviet Russia and the 
Central Powers was among the terms laid down by 
the victorious Allies to Germany after its final 
defeat in November 1918. Evacuation of German 
troops from these areas began at the end of the 
same month and the Red Army of Soviet Russia 
trod on their heels after the RSFSR government 
had annulled the Brest-Litovsk Treaty. Invasion of 
the present Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania by 
Bolshevik troops, some part of which consisted of 
national units, mainly Letts (the Latvian riflemen 
of the former Russian army) and to a lesser extent, 
Estonians, was accompanied by creating Soviet 
republics on parts of these territories, formally 
independent but actually puppets since their 
leaders were all members of the single and 
common communist party of Russia controlled 
from Moscow. Notwithstanding the short life of 
these state formations, postal service was 
organised there to a more or less extent, but its 
aspects remain still little studied. The purpose of 
the present notes is to shed some light on this 
insufficiently known problem. The question 
addressed will be mainly that of the peculiarities 
of handling mail under the conditions prevailing 
there. 

Latvia 
Among the three Soviet republics of the Baltic, 
the Soviet power in Latvia was the most 
persistent. The Soviet troops invaded Latvia in 
December taking Daugavpils/Dvinsk on 9th 
December, Česis/Venden on 22nd December, and 
Riga on 3rd January 1919, while the national 
government of the Latvian Republic proclaimed 
on 18th November 1918 abandoned its capital for 
Liepaja/Libava. By the end of January 1919 
Bolsheviks managed to occupy the major territory 
of Latvia, including Jelgava / Mitava, Tukums / 

Tukkum, and Ventspils/Vendava, except for a 
small area behind the River Venta with the town 
and port of Liepaja. However, a counter-offensive 
of a small number of units of the national army 
under Colonel Kalpaks in co-operation with the 
troops of Balts, the Baltic Oermans reinforced 
with formations of regular troops of the former 
German 8th Army under General von der Holz, 
started in February and then renewed in May, led 
to a complete liberation of Kurzeme/Kurland and 
the recapture of Riga on 25th May. The northern 
part of Latvia was liberated by the Estonian army 
in co-operation with Latvian troops under Colonel 
Zemitans during the summer of 1919, but 
Latgalia, the eastern part of Latvia with the towns 
of Daugavpils/Dvinsk and Rezekne/Rezhitsa 
remained under Soviet power up to the first 
months of 1920. 

The postal service in the Latvian Soviet Republic 
was restored soon after the invasion of Red troops. 
For instance, the post office in Česis started its 
activities on 4th January 1919 and the Riga 
Central Post Office on 15th January. At least, 156 
post offices were functioning in Soviet Latvia 
during 1919 [1]. The following are certainly 
known from their postmarks found on covers: 

Aluksne/Marienburg    Aumeistere/Serbigal 
Baldone/Baldon   Baltinava/Bal’tinovo 
Balvi/Bolovsk   Bauska/Bausk 
Bikava/Bykovo   Borkava/Borkhovo 
Česis/Wenden    Dagda Daudzeva/ 
Dauzevas 
Daugavpils/Dvinsk (Town  (Gorod), Fortress 
(Krepost), New Suburb(Novoe Stroenie), two 
Railway Stations (Vokzal) 
Daugavsgriwa (Bolderaa) 
Dikli   Domopole/Domopol 
Dubulti/Dubbeln    Dzerbene/Zerben 
Ergli/Erlaa   Griva/Griva-Semgallen 
Ilukste/Illuksta   Ieriki/Ramotskoe 
Ikškile/Ikskyul’   Inčukalns/Hintsenberg 

THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 84 
 37 I 



Jaungulbene/Nei-Shvanenburg  
Jelgava/Mitava 
Jaunkalnsnava/Nei Kal’tsenau 
Jaunpils/Neuenburg Karsava/Korsovka 
Koknese/Kokenguzen Kraslava/Kreslavl’ 
Kuprava/Kuprovo Laudona/Laudon 
Lejaskiems/Leisk Ligalne/Ligat 
Lizums/Lozon Lubane/Luban  
Ludza/Lyutsin Madliena/Sissegal’ 
Madona/Modon Majori/Maiorengof 
Malpils/Lemburg Marciena/Martsen 
Mazsalaca/Zalisburg Mazstraupe/Malo-Roop 
Nereta/Nerft Nitaure/Nitava 
Ogre/Oger Pale/Sepkyul’ 
Rembate/Ringmunsdorf  
Palsmare/Paltsmar Rauna/Ronenburg 
Rezekne/Rezhitsa (Town PTO, Railway Station 
(Vokzal)) 
Riga (Central PTO, 2nd town PTO, Railway 
Station (Vokzal)) 
Ropaz/Rodenpois Salacgriva/Salatsa 
Saldus/Frauenburg Sasmaka/Sasmaken 
Serene/Seren Sauka/Sauken 
Sigulda/Zegevol’d Smiltene/Smilten 
Staicele/Staitsel’ Stameriene/Stomerse 
Stopini/Stopysgof Strenči/Stakke1’n 
Stukmani/Shtokmansgof 
Talsi/Tal’sen Tilža/Kokorevo 
Trikaty Tukums/Tukkum 
Valka/Valk Valle/Valgof 
Varaklani/Varklyany Valmiera/Volmar 
Vec-Auce/AltAuts 
Vecgulbene/AltShvanenburg 
Vecpiebalga/Staro-Pebalg  
Ventspils/Vindava (Town PTO, Railway Station 
(Vokzal)) 
Vidriži/Vidrish  Vilani/Velony. 

Consequently, items of mail from the Latvian 
Soviet Republic, although far from being 
common, are found much more often compared 
with those from the neighbouring Baltic States. 

Although, its own postal administration was 
formed in Riga, it closely followed the postal 
regulations of Soviet Russia. The same postal 
rates as in the RSFSR were applied in Latvia as 
well (except those for parcels): 

Ordinary postcards and letters (up to 15 g): 
free. 

Ordinary local letters (over 15 g): 
15k. each 15 g or part thereof. 

Ordinary inland letters (over 15 g): 
25k. each 15 g or part thereof 

Registered postcards: 
35k. 

Registered local letters (up to 15 g): 
40k. 

Registered inland letters (up to 15 g): 
50k. 

Registered local and inland letter (over 15 g): 
+25k. over the weight charge. 

Money transfer per post: 
up to 25r.: 25k. 
26r. to l00r.: 50k. 
over l00r.: 50k. each l00r. or part thereof. 

Letters with declared value: 
25k. each 15 g or part thereof for weight 
plus insurance fee declared: 
up to 25 r.:   25k. 
26r. to l00r.: 50k. 
over l00r.:  50k.each l00r. or part thereof. 

Parcels up to 12 pounds: 
8r. 50k. per parcel. 

These were established as inland rates but were 
applied also for mail to other Soviet republics, 
above all, the RSFSR. 

Mail to and from Soviet Russia is known carried 
by the TPOs 3-4 Petrograd-Dvinsk, 7-8 Orel-
Dvinsk (initi all y to Ri ga), 233-234 
Novosokolniki-Kreitsburg (initially to Rezhitsa, 
then for a short time to Vindava, finally again to 
Rezhitsa), and 352-353 Pskov-Kreitsburg as well 
as unnumbered Pskov-Valk. These TPOs were 
subordinated to the Railway Post Administration 
in Moscow. Within the borders of Latvia the TPO 
Dvinsk-Riga, subordinated to the Latvian Postal 
Administration, was running. Probably, also other 
purely Latvian TPOs, such as Riga-Mitava, Riga--
Tukkum, and Valk-Riga, were running as well, 
but there is no documented confirmation. 

It seems that there were no direct postal 
connections with Estonia during the short-lived 
Soviet administration in some of its parts. The 
mail to and from Soviet Lithuania was delivered, 
probably, by the TPO 9-10 running at that time 
between Dvinsk and Ponevezh and another TPO 
running between Dvinsk and Vil’na (the former  
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TPO 105-106), although again, there is no 
documented evidence. 

Russian postage stamps of Imperial Arms design 
(1908-17 issue) were used for franking the mail 
required to be prepaid. The following face values 
were recorded on the mail from that period [2-4]: 
perforated: 

2k., 3k., 5k., l0k., 15k., 20k., 25k., 50k., lr., 

3r.50k., l0r. 
imperforate: 

1k., 2k., 3k., 15k., 20k., 1r., 5r. 
Additionally, stamps of the 1st RSFSR 
(Chainbreaker) issue of 35k. and 70k. were also 
used  (but no Arms stamps of these values were 
seen). Finally, the so-called Kerensky cards 5k. 
and 5k.+5k. (with reply) were used for mail, 
mainly as blanks. 

Figure 1  
Free ordinary postcard from Daugavpils/Dvinsk-Town to Riga (23.3.19). Both post 
offices used former Imperial date cancellers, the first without the date adjusting device. 

The following types of devices were used for 
postmarking mail, including cancelling stamps, 
during the Latvian Soviet Republic: 

1. Former regular date cancellers (circular or 
oval, the latter for railway station post offices and 
TPOs) with the text in Russian used by post 
offices in the Imperial and Provisional 
Government periods (figures 1 and 2). Their use is 
recorded in Riga, some localities in Vidzeme 
(north Latvia, former Livland province), and 
especially, Latgalia (eastern part of Latvia, former 
Vitebsk province). 
2. Regular date cancellers with the text in 
Russian, modernised to conform with the new 
administrative division and orthography (figure 3). 
Recorded in Latgalia. 
3. Regular date cancellers in Latvian 

manufactured by order of the national government 
in December 1918 (figure 4 ). Used only in Riga. 
4. Provisional date cancellers in Latvian, 
manufactured either during the early national 
administration, or under the Soviet administration, 
i.e. in Jelgava/Mitava (figure 5). 
5. Provisional ersatz cachets of different 
materials (e.g. rubber, wood, metal) and various 
forms (line, circular, etc) with the text in Latvian 
or Russian (figure 6, and 7 ). Recorded mostly 
from Kurzeme and Vidzeme, where former 
Russian post offices were evacuated during the 
WW I with all their accessories. 
6. Manuscript markings (figure 8). Also 
mostly from Kurzeme and Vidzeme. 

The reader can also find numerous examples of 
these postmarks in the literature [2-5]. 
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Figure 2 
Free ordinary letter from Daugavpils/ Dvinsk Riga-Orel Railway Station 
(20.6.19) to Rzhev (23.6.19): use of former Imperial oval date stamp. 

Figure 3 
Use of a modernised date canceller of Rezekne/Rezhitsa (22.7.19) in Russian, 
manufactured in the Latvian Soviet Republic, as the receiving postmark on an ordinary 
postcard forwarded after driving the Reds out of Latgalia.
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FRONT 

BACK 

Figure 4 
Registered letter from Riga (6.5.19) to Japan franked with a pair of 50k. 
Arms stamps cancelled by a new regular date stamp in Latvian. The letter 
went as far as Moscow (9.5.19) and was returned to Riga (12.5.19); use 
of a former Imperial date stamp as the receiving postmark because of lack 
of postal connections with Japan.
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Figure 5 
Provisional date stamp of Jelgava/ 
Mitava in Latvian, cancelling a 20k. 
Imperial Arms stamp. 

( ) to 
/ ( )

Figure 7 
Provisional line cancellation of Trikaty 
on 3r. 50k. Imperial Arms stamp 

Figure 6 
Imperial 3k. PS card used as a blank for an ordinary free postcard from Riga 21.4.19
Ligatne Ligat 22.4.19 : while Riga used a former Imperial date stamp, the receiving postmark 
was applied from a newly manufactured device in Latvian..
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Figure 8 
Ordinary free postcard from Aluksne/Marienburg (24.3.19) to Pskov (28.3.19): 
manuscript marking of the forwarding post office in violet ink.

Estonia 
Soviet troops invaded Estonia in late November 
capturing Narva on 29th November where a 
Soviet government under the name of Estlyandian 
Labour Commune was formed. By early January 
1919 the ‘Reds’ succeeded in occupying almost 
two thirds of Estonian territory in the east and 
southeast with the towns of Tartu / Yuiyev, Võru / 
Verro, Rakvere/Vesenberg, etc. However, a 
decisive counter-attack by the Estonian national 
army reinforced by Russian ‘Whites’ and 
volunteers from Finland and Scandinavian 
countries and supported by the British fleet in 
Gulf of Finland freed almost the whole of Estonia 
by February 1919. 

Nevertheless, a postal service was organised under 
this very short-lived Soviet administration. This 
service was managed from Narva by the Post/ 
Telegraph Department [6]. It is known from 
archival documents that post offices or branches 
subordinated to this department were functioning 
during December 1918 - January 1919 in Narva 
(opened on 10 December), Narva - Jõesuu / 
Ust’-Narova, Jõhvi/Ievve, Rakvere/Vesenberg, 
Kuremäe/Pyukhtitsa, Voka/Chudleig, and Võru/ 
Verro. Also the post office in Tartu/Yuryev was 
open to the public in this period, as follows from 

the few available mail items, although no

documents confirm its subordination to the

Department in Narva. Probably, some other post

offices were functioning as well, such as at

Antsla/Antsen etc. A post office subordinated to

the Railway Post Administration of the RSFSR

was functioning for some time also at the station

of Narva. Mail was carried between Narva and

Rakvere on railway as well as between Narva and

Narva-Jõesuu. The TPO 39-40 Petrograd-Narva 

carried mail from and to Russia.


The postal rates introduced in mid-December

1918 were the following:

Ordinary postcards:


10k. 
Ordinary local letters: 

15k. 
Ordinary inland letters (up to 15 g): 

25k. 
Ordinary inland letters (over 15 g): 

25k. per 15 g or part thereof. 
Registration: 

25k. 
Ordinary mail to Soviet Russia up to 15 g: 

free.

‘Banderols’ (up to 1/2 pound): 


20k.

over 1/2 pound: 

5k. each lot (12.8 g) or part thereof 
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It is easy to see that these rates were essentially 
those of the RSFSR introduced there as from 15th 
September. A difference is, however, free ordinary 
mail to Soviet Russia which was introduced in 
Russia itself only from 1 January 1919. However, 
in the Soviet parts of Estonia the above rates were 
not abolished even after the 1st of January. In 
addition the ‘banderol’ rates were different. 

There is also information that a shipment of 
postage stamps end PS cards was effected from 
Petrograd to Narva at the end of December to a 
total value of 70 200 roubles. It consisted of 
Imperial Arms stamps with face values of 5k., 
10k., 15k., 20k., 25k., 50k., 1r., 5r., and 10r. as 
well as 5k. PS cards (ordinary and double). 
However, not a single stamp or card has been 
found genuinely used in Estonia during the period 

under consideration, neither on cover, nor loose. 

Only a quite limited number of items of mail 
connected with the Estonian Labour Commune 
has been found up to now. The reason is not only 
in the very short period of existence of this 
ephemeral state formation but also in the lack of 
postmarking devices in most post offices (except 
of Tartu and Võru) up to the end of December or 
beginning of January when new locally 
manufactured date cancellers were allegedly 
delivered to the post offices of Narva, Narva-
Jõesuu, Jõhvi, Rakvere, and Võru, but no example 
of their use is presently known. Figure 9 shows 
how ordinary sendings to or from Russia looked 
under the conditions of lack of postmarking 
devices. 

Figure 9 
Ordinary postcard from Smolensk (10.1.19) to Antsla/Antsen franked with a 25-k.Arms 
stamps (although there was no need to frank in January 1919) and censored at an 
unidentified post office. There is no arrival postmark, but it is known that the post 
office of Antsla had no postmarking device. 

The known methods of postmarking mail appear 
to be as follows: 
1. Former regular date cancellers of pre-
Revolutionary Russian post offices (figure 10). 
Known used only in Võru. 
2. Regular date cancellers with the text in 
Estonian manufactured by order of the national 

government in December 1918, i.e. before the 
Commune (figure 11). Known used only in Tartu. 
3. Provisional ersatz cachets. Recorded only in 
Tartu. 
4. Date cancellers manufactured in Narva 
(figure 12). At the present time, there are no 
known examples of their actual use. 
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Figure 10 
Ordinary letter from Võru/Verro addressed to Tallinn. The cover is franked with a 15k. stamp of the 
Republic of Estonia cancelled by a former Imperial device (23.12.18). The franking value of this stamp was 
not recognised in the Estonian Labour commune, hence the postage due marking with “50k.” (double 
ordinary letter rate) written in. The letter was retained in Tartu and could be forwarded to the addressee 
only after the Reds were driven out of this town; the postage due was annulled and the letter censored by 
the Estonian military censorship. (Illustration reduced to 85% ) 

Figure 11 
Ordinary postcard from Tartu/Yuryev (10.1.19) to Smilten, Latvia (23.3.19). Additionally to the PS card 
value 3k., 7k. was paid in cash, see the corresponding manuscript marking, making the corresponding rate 
10k. A locally manufactured date stamp in Estonian is used as the forwarding postmark. It seems that there 
were no postal connections between the Soviet parts of Estonia and Latvia, so the postcard was delivered 
only after the Red forces had been driven out of the northern Latvia. (Illustration reduced to 90%). 
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Lithuania 
The territory of Lithuania was entered by the 
‘Red’ forces on the eve of 1919 and the town of 
Vilnius/Vil’na on 6th January where the Soviet 
Lithuanian Government took up residence. Some 
parts of the former Kovno province were occupied 
by the Red army, including Panavežis/Ponevezh 
and Šialiai/Shav1i, but the attempts to capture 
Kaunas/Kovno, the capital of Lithuania under the 
national government failed. An offensive of Polish 
troops in May 1919 resulted in the loss of most of 
the Lithuanian lands by the Soviets, who stayed 
on until August, but only in a small part of 
Lithuania near the Latvian border. 

In February 1919 Soviet parts of Lithuania and 
Byelorussia united creating the so-called 
Lithuanian-Byelorussian Soviet Republic 
(“LITBEL”) with the capital in Vilnius. 

Consequently, a common postal administration 
was formed. However, in contrast to the other two 
Baltic republics, almost nothing is known about 
the postal service in Soviet Lithuania; no 
documents and only isolated items of mail are 
known. 

It seems that the current postal rates of RSFSR 
were in effect also in Soviet Lithuania and 
Imperial Arms stamps as well as both 
‘Chainbreaker’ stamps were used for franking 
mail. The mail was carried by the TPOs 45-46 
running that time between Minsk and Vil’na and, 
probably, also the TPOs Dvinsk-Vil’na and 
Dvinsk-Ponevezh. Up to now only former date 
cancellations in Russian and provisional date 
cancellations in Lithuanian (figure 13) are known 
used for postmarking mail. 

č /

Figure. 13 
Locally manufactured 
provisional date postmark of 
Anik iai Oniksty, Lithuania in 
violet, cancelling a 35k. 
Chainbreaker stamp. 

Figure 12 
Date stamp of Narva with the town name in Estonian and Russian 
allegedly manufactured by the order of the Commune Postal 
Administration. No entire with this postmark is known presently, 
but probably such covers did exist earlier.

References 
1. V. Marcilger. “Riga: Die Postgeschichte bis 1919”. 2. Auflage, 1987. 
2. Jan Poulie. “The Postal History of the First Latvian Soviet Republic”. The Post Rider No 26 (May 
1990), 5-38. 
3. Dr. Vittorio Mallegni. “Documents from the Latvian Soviet Republic in 1919”. 
The Post Rider No 27 (Nov. 1990), 70-72. 
4. Robert Taylor & Andrew Croom. “More about the First Latvian Soviet Republic in 1919”. The Post 
Rider No. 28 (June 1991), 40-43. 
5. Harry von Hofmann. “Lettland-Handbuch Philatelie und Postgeschichte. Band 5-Die Stempel. 
Hamburg, 1982. 
6. A Epstein. “Narva Kommuuni Post”. Eesti Kollektsionäär” No 1 (1990), 4-12. 

THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 84 46 

J 191 



Kislovodsk - a second cover 
Harry v. Hofmann

Two years ago, George Henderson surprised us 
with his discovery of a registered letter posted via 
the hitherto unknown registration machine at 
Kislovodsk. The cover was postmarked on 7 April 
1917 and sent on its way to Doncaster, England. It 
therefore followed that Kislovodsk was, after 
Essentuki and Pyatigorsk, the third known 
location of registration machines in the North 
Caucasus spa resort region. All the known covers 
date from the period after the outbreak of the First 
World War, and my hypothesis that the machines 
previously located at Vilna, Riga and Minsk were 
evacuated to Essentuki, Pyatigorsk and 
Kislovodsk therefore seemed more likely to be 
correct. 

Recently I was able to acquire the second recorded 
cover from the machine at Kislovodsk, which is 

shown here. It also dates from the First World 
War period, having been posted on 5 May 1917. 
Like the cover reported by George Henderson, the 
machine mark was applied not in red but in violet. 
The letter was sent to Hillegom, in neutral 
Holland, and went first via the censor point for 
foreign mail at Petrograd, where Censor No 55 
stuck the sealing label neatly over the stamps. 
From here it went via Sweden and then via Great 
Britain, where there was also an inquisitive 
censor, who opened the envelope at the other end, 
and after examining the contents again sealed it 
with a label. 

The Hillegom receiving mark on the back is dated 
20 August 1917. The letter was therefore three 
months in transit, and eventually, after 82 years, it 
found a place in my collection. 
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Nagorno-Karabakh: a fait accompli? 
Ivo Steijn 

While the USSR technically split into 15 
independent republics in 1991, there are three 
additional areas which have some claim to being 
independent, stamp-issuing entities. Abkhazia has 
gained de facto independence from Georgia; 
Chechnya seceded (temporarily?) from the 
Russian Federation; and Nagorno-Karabakh no 
longer takes its orders from Baku but has 
reinvented itself as the Republic of Mountainous 
Karabakh (RMK), even if this entity is recognised 
by virtually no one else. 

Where independence (even if only de facto) goes, 
philately usually follows and the RMK has left 
some intriguing philatelic traces already. While it 
seems insensitive to focus on the philatelic aspects 
of what has been a tragic series of events with 
thousands of victims, it is a sad truth that wars are 
a fertile source for philatelic developments and the 
three-sided conflict between Armenia, Azerbaijan 
and the RMK is no exception. 

A tangled web 
The historical background to the RMK’s existence 
is extremely complicated and a highly contentious 
issue. The following summary has deliberately 
been kept as neutral as possible, but I fear that 
writing an uncontested history of the RMK is 
virtually impossible, so I apologise in advance for 
any offence I may cause by my description of 
events. Good surveys can be found in Malkasian 
(1996) and Goldenberg (1994). 

The pre-Soviet history of Mountainous Karabakh 
is the not uncommon Transcaucasian tale of 
invaders, de- and re-populations and tangled 
ethnic roots. Even the name itself is a study in 
confusion, kara being Turkish for “black” and 
bakh deriving from the Persian word for “garden”. 
When the Black Garden finally ended up as a 
Russian possession in 1813 by the Treaty of 
Gulistan, both Armenians and Azeri Turks could 
claim a long historical presence in this area. 
Armenians regarded it as the Artsakh province of 
an ancient Armenian kingdom while Azeri saw the 
area as just another possession of a succession of 
powers that also ruled Azerbaijan, such as 

Mongols, Turks and Safavid Persians. How 
contentious the issue was is demonstrated by the 
fact that once the whole Transcaucasian area came 
under Soviet control it took as long as three years 
to determine to which union republic Nagorno-
Karabakh should be added. The final decision, 
which caused great outrage in Armenia, was to 
add it to the Azerbaijan SSR as an Autonomous 
Oblast’ (ratified on 7th July 1923). On 1st August 
1923 Khankendy was made capital of the NKAO 
and renamed Stepanakert. 

The mostly Armenian population of the NKAO 
occasionally protested at being a part of the 
Azerbaijan SSR, most notably in 1963, when a 
petition with 2 500 signatures was presented to 
Khrushchev. Protests also occurred in 1965, when 
the 50th anniversary of the Armenian genocide of 
1915 spontaneously turned into a demonstration 
calling for the transfer of the NKAO to the 
Armenian SSR. 

But it wasn’t until the late 1980s when glasnost’ 
removed most of the restrictions on public debate 
that the problem came into sharp focus. On 26th 
February 1988 the NKAO Soviet voted 110 to 17 
in favour of transfer of the territory to the 
Armenian SSR. The USSR Supreme Soviet 
overturned this vote on 23rd March, while on 13th 
June the Azerbaijani Soviet also rejected the vote 
and two days later the Armenian Soviet confirmed 
its support for it! On 12th July the stakes were 
raised by the NKAO Soviet when it voted to 
secede from the Azerbaijan SSR. During 1989, a 
special commission formed by the central 
government in Moscow attempted to act as an 
interim government but gave up in November. As 
violence erupted not only in Karabakh itself but 
also in Azerbaijan and Armenia, the situation 
spiralled swiftly out of control. After the 1991 
putsch, Nagorno-Karabakh declared its 
independence in September 1991, confirmed by a 
referendum later that year. Armenia gave up all 
claims to the territory and stated it had no 
influence over its actions. As a sidenote, the new 
RMK also claimed the Azeri district of 
Shaumianovsk.
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The Republic of Mountainous Karabakh as it was 
now known swiftly became a war zone, with 
Armenian, Karabakh and Azeri regular and 
irregular forces fighting bloody battles. In 1992 
the RMK forces scored notable successes with the 
occupation of the mostly Azeri city of Shusha, and 
the establishment of control over the territory 
between Armenia and the RMK, the so-called 
Lachin corridor. During 1993 the RMK forces 
occupied a substantial further amount of Azeri 
territory (including the cities of Agdam, Fizuli and 
Dzhebrail), and for a moment it looked as if the 
war might spill over into Iran. A shaky cease-fire 
has been in place since 1994. 

Forerunners: Elisavetpol’ guberniya, the 
NKAO and signs & portents 
During pre-Revolutionary times, Nagorno-
Karabakh was part of Elisavetpol’ guberniya most 
of the time, and I’m in the happy circumstance 
that I can simply refer the reader to the relevant 
section of Peter Ashford’s magnum opus on 
Imperial Russian postmarks of this area. I will 
note, however, that there are really only a few 
towns which pop up with any regularity (i.e. once 
every other blue moon) in postmarks, these being 
Vank, Shusha and Khankendy. The second of 

Figure 1 

these even had a lovely pre-stamp postmark, 
which I’ve been privileged to see “live” once – I 
don’t expect to see it again during my lifetime! 

The Imperial postmarks continued in use during 
the Civil War, and the stamps issued by the 
Transcaucasian Federation occasionally turn up 
with postmarks from this area. But in all, the 
Imperial and Civil War period of Nagorno-
Karabakh are unlikely to be over-represented in 
your collection anytime soon. 

Things become only a little better after the area 
became an autonomous oblast’. The 20s and 30s 
saw the introduction of the usual bilingual 
postmarks in this area, the languages being 
Russian (Cyrillic alphabet) and Azeri (Expanded 
Latin alphabet), and this latter choice is in itself 
significant when we consider the population of the 
area was at least 75% Armenian during this 
period. A late usage of Imperial postmarks is 
shown in figure 1 and examples of the later 
bilingual postmarks are shown in figures 2 and 3. 
I’d love to say I collect these postmarks, but that’s 
rather like saying you collect live unicorns – 
they’re very scarce indeed. 

Figure 2 
1925 example of early 

bilingual NKAO postmark 
for STEPANAKERT. 

1924. Registered letter from VANK, NKAO via Nikolaevka and 
New York to Washington, USA. Continued use of pre- Figure 3 Revolutionary postmarks of Vank (serials “a” and “b”) and 1929 example of a later Nikolaevka.. bilingual NKAO postmark. 

STEPANAQERT now spelled 
with a “Q”.
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Pres  u  m ab l  y  ,  the  
standard single-circle 
Soviet postmarks were 
introduced in the 
NKAO in the late 
1930s and early 
1940s, to last all the 
way to the end of the 
USSR in 1991. 

On mail from the 
NKAO sent during 
1988-1991 one very 
occasionally sees little 
signs that all was not 
well in the Black 
Garden. Figure 4 
shows a 1990 cover to 
Abovyan in Armenia, 
and the sting is in the 
way the sender has Figure 4 
described his address: Letter from Stepanakert (1-1-1990) to Abovyan in Armenia. The sender gives 
NKAO, Arm.SSR! In his address as “Arm SSR, NKAO, Askeranskii raion, village of Khanatsakh. 
other words, this 
person regarded the NKAO as part of the 1 September 1995 “Letter” overprints on first and 
Armenian SSR, even though this transfer had not third stamp: “A” (50.00) on 1.00 (25 000 issued, 
taken place officially. It is a silent indication of known with double overprint), “B” (100.00) on 
the mindset of the Karabakh Armenians during the 15.00 (7 000 issued), “C” (200.00) on 15.00 (5 
final years of the Soviet Union. 000 issued) 

2 September 1996 Fifth anniversary of 
The RMK: stamps, postmarks and postal Independence. 50.00, 100.00, 200.00 (numbers 
history issued 30 000, 30 000, 15 000) and two miniature 
I have found RMK mail from the period 1991- sheets, one with flag inverted and one with flag 
1993 virtually impossible to obtain, and correct (plus also some minor differences in 
considering the devastation of the war that raged lettering, 9 000 each). 
during these years, that isn’t surprising. The RMK 6 January 1997 Christmas & New Year, 50.00 
attracted its share of bogus issues, both overprints (20 000 issued), 200.00 (10 000 issued) 
on Soviet stamps and primitive labels. All these Two further issues have appeared during 1999 but 
were complete fantasies that never saw postal use. no exact details known to me yet. 
Legitimate (well…..) stamp issues of the RMK 
start in 1993 and have been refreshingly few and After 8 years of post-Soviet funny business, you 
far between. A small catalogue was published in might be forgiven for scoffing loudly at the 
1997 by the RMK philatelic bureau (Kalantaryan, mention of any stamp issue, but I can confirm that 
1997), listing the following issues: the above stamps were all sold in the RMK, were 

used on mail within the RMK, mail to Armenia 
11 June 1993 Three definitive stamps, printed in and mail to other countries, and were accepted for 
sheets of 50 and sheets of 8, face value 1.00, all these destinations. So I think we can accept 
3.00,  15.00.   Numbers issued: 220 000, 100 them as genuine “local” issues, even if the actual 
000, 120 000. locality that issued them is in legal limbo. 

11 June 1993 Miniature sheet, face value 20.00, But mention of stamps does lead to the question of 
issued perforated  (40 000) and imperforate covers and such. Legitimate mail from the RMK 
(20 000). is very scarce, although the activities of a small 

handfu l  of d eal er s have mad e so me cove rs 
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a v  a i l  a  b l  e .  H o  w e  ver  ,  
buyers beware: there are 
concocted covers out there 
as well, and for some of 
the covers illustrated here I 
will frankly say I have 
my doubts. 

The earliest mail I’ve been 
able to find, post-1991, is 
f  r  o  m  t h e  c  a  p  i t  a  l  
Stepanakert. Two letters to 
Armenia were sent in 
unfranked envelopes, 
which were given a 
“Postage Paid” cachet at 
the Stepanakert post 
office, as well as a strike 
from a large provisional 
postmark (see figure 5) 
which I’ve seen on FDCs 
from 1993 (figure 6). It 
has a smaller sibling 
(figure 7), as well as a 
primitive oval cousin 
(figure 8), while a similar 
postmark has also been 
seen from Susha (figure 
9). All were used on quite 
ordinary mail, see e.g. 
figure 10, probably to 
repl  ace  o  l  d  Sovi  e t  
handstamps which had 
gone missing during the 
fighting. 

New RMK postmarks in 
Russian and Armenian 
have been in use for 
several years now, and 
examples can be seen in 
figures 11-15. 

It is worth noting that the 
stamps of the RMK are 
accepted for international 
mail because RMK mail is 
routed through Erevan, 
and Armenia is effectively 
acting as a sponsor for the 
RMK, legitimising its mail 
for the UPU. 

Figure 5 
Letter from Stepanakert, 28 April 1994, to Abovyan in Armenia (arrival mark 
on reverse, plus transit mark of Erevan). “Postage Paid” cachet for postage 

of 10 dram. Type 1 provisional postmark of Stepanakert. 

Figure 6 Figure 7 
Type 1 provisional postmark of The smaller Type 2 

Stepanakert, on FDC of miniature sheet, provisional postmark of 
1993. Stepanakert, in violet. 

Figure 8 Figure 9 

The very primitive Type 3 provisional The provisional postmark of 

postmark of Stepanakert, on a 1996 Sushi/Susha, with date 

letter to the USA. inverted, used in 1996. 
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Figure 10 
Registered letter from Stepanakert (Type 1 provisional postmark), 4-12-1996, to 

Lenexa, USA. Correctly franked with 400 drams for registered airmail rate, 
franking includes sheetlet of 8 of the 15.00 stamp. 

Figure 11 
Ordinary letter from Karintak, RMK, 17-8-1998 to Askeran, RMK, franked 

at the 250 dram inland letter rate with 5 copies of the “A” overprint.
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Figure 12 

Postcard from Martuni


(21-8-1998) to

Stepanakert (26-8-1998)


franked at 50 dram.

Possibly concocted.


Figure 14

Ordinary letter from


Stepanakert (4-11-1998)

to the USA, franked with 


250 dram of a recent 

stamp issue. Legitimacy,

for once, not in doubt.
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Figure 13 
Letter from Aigestan 
(RMK), 10-9-1998, to 

Abovyan, Armenia (24-9-
1998). Franked 50 dram. 

Imprinted stamp of 
envelope not counted. 
Possibly concocted, 

despite Erevan transit 
marks on reverse. 

53 

MEAOI 
T'hoAfm ~•nP N-"li 1>1,010118'2 

.,. ················· ~ 

. (,,L 

l<P-1., 

00.l 1:~< 

.... -- : 

·o.- -_L..:.....-P=,~----J 

. ~\.'\>/ 11 
---=:fi:.:..,:!.J-<..:...!'"::::"=· ~e~::.=;:::..S~ -u-f""-...,....-o 

-------- BBn··· D . . . . 
: : : . .· .·: : . z[ ·. ,:.- -- ( 

,z,. . 

t/J~ 
.h;'?. V ll io;hya<.-r 

«£ o I llw ,,\'" . al'f. ll-:/ 
131?,col:~tt / /Vy fl<3S" 

7/ ~-I}· 
/, 1111111/111/, 111 II 1,I,/, ,,/,I, 1,1,, IY.flr,,;r,, ,II 

:i 



Figure 15 
Front and back of an ordinary letter from Stepanakert (8-1-1999) to Lisbon, 
Portugal (25-1-1999). Unclaimed and returned (1-3-1999) arrived back in 
Stepanakert on 29-3-1999. Also note Erevan transit mark. 250 dram rate 
franked with “Fifth anniversary of Independence” issue. Sent by RMK 

philatelic bureau, but undoubtedly went through the mail. 
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The Dead Zone: occupied Azerbaijan   
At the time of writing, RMK forces have occupied 
a considerable area of Azerbaijan "proper" around 
the RMK, and the Shaumianovsk district has even 
been annexed. Although the occupied territory has 
several sizeable towns in it, we are unlikely to 
ever see mail from that zone around the RMK: all 
observers agree that it has been almost entirely 
depopulated, with its former Azeri inhabitants 
now living in tragic conditions in refugee camps 
dotted around Azerbaijan. Cities like Agdam, 
Dzhebrail and Fizuli are now ghost towns, with 
virtually no inhabitants and certainly no postal 
service. 

As a postscript, a recent map of Armenia and the 
RMK shows the old town of Lachin, which lies in 
the now-occupied strip of land between Armenia 
and the RMK, has been renamed Berddzor. No 
doubt other renamings have also taken place, 
although it is worth noting that the old Bolshevik 
Stefan Shaumian is honoured with several towns 
in the RMK still named after him, including the 
capital Stepanakert. 

(Editor’s note 

The future of the RMK is anything but clear. 
Negotiations between Armenia and Azerbaijan 
(which does not recognise the RMK as a 
legitimate negotiating partner) have so far proved 
fruitless, as have intercessions by Turkey and Iran. 
In the meantime, the RMK has become a de facto, 
if not de jure, stamp-issuing entity with a very 
interesting postal history. 
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The illustrations of covers in this article are  reduced to 75% ; marks are reproduced at full size) 
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Used Abroad Chronicles (XVII) 
Edited by Dr. Bill Stoten, contributions from Alexander Epstein and Ed Laveroni.

Russia Used Abroad was last reported as a 
Chronicle (XVI) in Vol. 48 (1973) by Lipshutz 
and Maslowski. Thanks to many followers of the 
Russian postmark, the occasional ‘Used Abroad’ 
appeared up to the 1980’s with many 
distinguished philatelists doing their bit.. We 
thank Tony Speeckeart, Jack Moyes and many 
others who noted their marks and added it to the 
Samovar of knowledge for the rest of us from 
which to partake. 

As a beginner to this world of Russian philately, a 
few years ago now, I always found the elusive far 
away places that little more inspiring to romantic 
and idle thoughts, than a greasy smudge from 
Warsaw. After all that’s only two hours away by 
plane!! Now the Black Sea, the Danube, Persia 
and the Caviar swollen Caspian, mere tasters on 
the long winding silk and tea routes, taking us 
winding through the cradle of the Asian and 
Himalayan mountain ranges. From Russian to 
Chinese Turkestan and onwards via Mongolia and 
into the heart of China. Penetrating its inscrutable 
secrets and laying bare the easternmost region of 
Manchuria and its rich carpet of history woven 
with intrigue and not a little Japanese material. 
And through this journey, the thread of the 
Russian influence, the mark that all is in order... 
the bureaucratic cradle of the postal system. 

Our guide to this area was and still is the excellent 
series of work in six parts by S.D. Tchilinghirian 
and W.S.E. Stephens issued during the years 1957 
to 1960 and titled “Stamps of the Russian Empire 
used abroad”. Although now over 40 years old, 
the work is the best available and, with the 16 or 
so ‘Chronicles’ detailing later finds tucked away 
in earlier issues of BJRP, is still the best available 
treatise on the subject. It is therefore with great 
pride we start again chronicling the new finds in 
this area. 

First to report new finds; Alexander Epstein 
(Estonia) reports in Bukhara; a Kagan Vokz. “b” 
oval on 3k. arms franked postcard. In Manchuria; 
St. Bukhedu “b” on 7k. Romanov, Manchuria “b” 
on 3k. arm, St Ekho “b” on piece. Alexander also 
comments, “I deal mainly with research 
concerning the Russian field post activities. T&S 
wrote much about FPOs in Manchuria during 

1900-1906, but their information should now be 
revised and supplemented”, (e.g.) “the article in 
BSRP.” In addition, “Much new information can 
be added for FPO activities during WW1”, 
including “FPOs in Turkey, Persia, Roumania, 
Austrian Galicia and East Prussia.” Alexander 
goes on to say, “One last type of Used Abroad not 
mentioned in T&S; the mail posted on ships from 
Finland to Sweden” (or other Scandinavian 
countries) “franked with Russian stamps and 
cancelled at Stockholm, not being too rare….” 

Much food for thought here, so get your lenses out 
and start looking for these new categories…… 

Ed Laveroni (USA) reports a find from his local 
stamp club, where one of his members presented 
him with a part strike of Shanhaiguan, 
(Shangkaikwang) in violet on a 1k. yellow KITAI 
overprint horiz. arms. Barely enough to see, Ed 
thinks its slightly different to T&S’ 657 but 
another’s needed to check. 

Two further fine finds from China are worthy of a 
mention here. Firstly a red-band cover with a FPO 
cachet of the Tatiana Nicholaeva Hospital Train 
with a cancel dated 18/11/1904 (fraction type) of 
the Dalny Kvantun Ob. Zheleznodor. P.O. (1) 
(Dalny Kuan-Tun Province Railway Station). (See 
figure 1). Unrecorded in T&S and only one other 
spotted - cancelling a 3k. postcard in a Swiss 
Auction of a few years ago (present owner 
unknown). The question here is where was this 
cancel used, as plainly Dalny was not possible. 
Mukden or anywhere along that line was still 
possible, or is there a more interesting (but 
perhaps less plausible reason). The addressee was 
a Madam A. F. Ertsdorf-Kupfer of Riga, a fine 
Germanic name and certainly a typically Livonian 
well to do woman. 

Even stranger was the second find, addressed to 
the same woman in Riga and written a few months 
later from Harbin. (See figure 2). Interestingly, 
this registered letter was franked on the rear with 
two 7k. (horiz. laid) KITAI over-printed arms 
stamps and cancelled quite normally with the 
Head field post office cancel of Harbin (Glabnaya 
PolevPocht Kont. (g) 16.5.05) and received a 
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dispatch mark (serial ve) on the 17.05.05. In itself 
a fine item showing the casual use of Kitai stamps 
in Harbin during this Period. The special nature of 
this item wasn’t just that, nor the military mark or 
even the none too easy receiver cancel of 8.VI.905 

Ikhokyul Lifland G. (1) Poccht Otd. No, Look 
carefully at the Reg. Label – Yes, it reads Harain 
in place of Harbin as the ‘a’ has replaced the ‘b’. 
Reg. label errors are fun at the best of times, but 
when they come from Harbin. Well ! 

Figure 1 

Figure 2 
Next Issue we should see some more new and a bibliography of used abroad reports from 
Bukharan and Khivan items from UK members our friends in the US. 
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Letters to the editor


From Alexander Epstein

Soviet foreign postal rates, 1922. 
In his article published in BJRP 83, J.L. Whiteside 
analyses the Soviet foreign postal rates in April 
June 1922 based on covers from his collection. 
Referring to the corresponding publications 
known to him, he casts doubts on some dates from 
my article in the POCHTA journal (more recently 
published also in the Journal of Classical Russian 
Philately (JCRP) No. 2 1998). In this connection I 
would like once more to lay stress on the 
following. 

Contrary to the inland postal rates, the foreign 
postal rates of the RSFSR were announced 
beginning from March 1922 and until October 
16th 1923, only through the current conversion 
rate of the paper rouble relative to the French 
franc, while the U.P.U. rates in francs remained 
unchanged. There were also no fixed 
commencement dates for each set of rates, so the 
dates in my tables are those of the corresponding 
Central Postal Administration (CPA) circulars 
published in the official journal of the CPA 
“Bulletin of the People’s Commissariat of Posts-
and-Telegraphs” and announcing the changes in 
the conversion rate. It seems that the new rates 
were actually put into force only after the 
corresponding order of the local postal/telegraphic 
administration. 

During 1921-1922, a reorganisation of the postal/ 
telegraphic system took place. Instead of the 
former provincial (gubernia) postal/telegraphic 

administrations that had superseded the postal/ 
telegraphic districts abolished during 1919-1920, 
the latter appeared again under the name of 
communication districts. This process continued 
during 1922, when both communication districts 
and not yet liquidated provincial postal/ 
telegraphic administrations coexisted as the local 
administrations.Therefore, the new postal rates for 
foreign mail were locally introduced in fact one-
two (sometimes even more) weeks later than the 
date when the CPA circular was issued, but there 
was no commencement date common for the 
whole country. 

However, there were cases of opposite kind. For 
instance, the CPA circular introducing the set with 
75r. as the ordinary letter rate etc. was dated 
October 18th 1922. On the other hand, the same 
set of rates fixed in roubles (but mentioning also 
the conversion rate 1 Fr - 150r.) were announced 
in a circular of the Northwest Provincial Postal/ 
Telegraphic Administration (based in Petrograd), 
dated October 14th 1922 and published in the 
journal “Communication Herald”, the official 
organ of that administration. As Trevor Pateman 
reports in JCRP No. 3 1999, he has an ordinary 
letter cover franked at 75r. posted to France on 
14th October and in Petrograd. It is worth noting 
also that the next circular of the same local 
administration announcing the new conversion 
rate (1 Fr = 300r.) was dated November 4th, i.e. a 
day later than the corresponding CPA circular. 

From Alexander Epstein 

Imperial bisects. 
In BJRP 83 Marcus A. Sherwood-Jenkins 

described some Imperial bisects of unclear origin 

and asked for any additional information or

comments from readers. Hereunder, I shall try to

express some considerations, underlining that they

represent only my personal opinion, no more.


1) The BFPO cancellation. 

Indeed, Russian stamps cancelled by British FPO

postmarks from the Civil War and Intervention


Period of 1918-1919 from North Russia and 
Transcaucasia, including on covers, are known to 
collectors and described in the literature. At that 
time a number of British troops found themselves 
on the territory of the former Russian Empire with 
FPOs attached to them. However, nothing is 
known about any British military unit in Russia 
before 1918, except the armoured car division 
which had no British FPO attached. Therefore, 
any use by a British FPO of the bisected Russian 
stamp on the Russian territory during  WW I is out 
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of the question. Besides, this 5k. definitive was 
officially withdrawn from postal use as early as 
January 1st 1913. 

The above-said excludes completely any 
possibility of a legal use of this bisect on a postal 
sending. Of course, the piece under consideration 
could be cut out of a genuine field post mail item. 
One can only guess, where the sender got the 
stamp and glued half on the cover. It could be, for 
instance, a Russian officer attached to the British 
Army at the Western Front, who sent the letter 
through the British field post using the free post 
privilege. Thus, this franking seems no more than 
a philatelic ploy. 

2) The Topalskoe items 
The cover offered at the Corinphila auction and 
mentioned by Mr. Sherwood-Jenkins could shed 
some more light on these bisects if sufficient 
information about this cover would be available. 
Its franking totalling  35k. (if it is assumed that the 
bisected l0k. / 7k. stamp was sold for 5k., the 
summary table on page 23 seemingly included 
wrong information about the bisect) conforms to 
the inland rate at that time for a registered letter. 
However, the description of lot 8373 in the 
auction catalogue tells us nothing about the 
destination and the corresponding backstamp on 
this allegedly registered item. Furthermore there is 
no photograph. This fact itself raises suspicions. 
Unfortunately, Mr. Sherwood-Jenkins added 
nothing in this respect either. By the way, there 
was one more lot with a bisect at that auction not 
mentioned by him, namely lot 8360 that is 
described as “1917 3 kop. stationery card bearing 
10 kop. dark blue vertical bisect, tied by c.d.s. 
(6.11)”. Again no photo and nothing said about 
the place of cancellation, destination etc, so it is 
easy to guess that the item did not travel through 
the post. Nevertheless, it was sold for 200 CHF, i. 
e. 50 CHF over the starting price. 

There remain now the pieces with bisected stamps 
to be discussed. Again, there is important 
information missing such as the base on which the 
stamps are stuck: is this an envelope paper or, say, 
cardboard used for postcards, money transfer 
cards etc? However, a mere glance at these pieces 
convinces that they cannot be cutouts of normal 
items of mail. They seem not to be parts of a 
multiple franking (with exception of, maybe, that 
in Fig. 1c), since in such a case stamps are usually 

glued beside each other. True, the franking of 
some but not of all these pieces conforms to some 
postal rates of that period. For instance, in May 
I9l7 10k. (Fig. 1d) was the inland and foreign 
letter rate, 5k. (Fig. 1b) corresponded to the local 
letter rate. In April 1918, 10k. (Fig. 1c) was the 
printed matter rate, but there was not such a low 
rate as 1k. (Fig. 1a). Further, the usual postal 
practice was such that a single stamp was 
cancelled also with a single postmark the other 
postmark being applied at some distance from the 
stamp. 

Two cancellations of a single stamp with the same 
device point to an intention. Suspicious also is the 
fact of the use of these bisects for 11 months if 
their origin is explained by an occasional shortage 
of some face values. In any case, such a shortage 
could not last for almost a whole year. 

Thus, there are three main possibilities concerning 
these bisects: 

a) They are genuine provisionals manufactured, 
say, in May l9l7 because of a local shortage of 
stamps of some face values but have come into the 
hands of a philatelist who used them for making c. 
t.o. pieces. This version might be proved by 
entires genuinely gone through the post in this 
period. However, there are no such covers known, 
except the very doubtful R-letter mentioned 
above. 

On the other side, there are weighty counter-
arguments. For instance, one can suppose that the 
20k. stamps were bisected because of shortage of 
10k. stamps. Then why bisect the 10k. / 7k. and 
10k. stamps which were, nevertheless available, to 
prepare bisects with the 5k. face value if there 
were 5k. stamps (two of them stuck on the R 
cover)? Let it be as it is, but this version seems 
less probable. 

b) They are philatelic postal bisects like e.g. the 
famous Caucasian provisional (SO 49a). This 
version is not excluded but seems also hardly 
probable. 

c) They are bogus products manufactured 
(probably, at a much later date) with the help of a 
genuine canceller coming into the forger’s hands. 
I am sorry, but this version seems to me the most 
probable.
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Library notes and reviews


1 Library notes 
The following items have been added recenly 
to the library 

Hofmann, Harry von: Lettland  - Handbuch 
Philatelie und Postgeschichte: Die Stempel und 
Postanstalten 1918 - 1940 (Latvia - Handbook 
of philately and postal history: The postmarks 
and post offices 1918 - 1940. Hamburg, 1999. 

Donated to the library by Harry von Hofmann. 

When Harry von Hofmann published “Baltische 
Postorte” in 1986 it immediately became the most 
often used book in my personal library. Since then 
he has produced all four volumes of this 
specialised handbook on Latvia; and now we 
come to the revised and greatly improved edition 
of “Die Stempel”, the first version of which 
appeared in 1988. 

The first section is devoted to Provisional 
Cancellations, 1918 - 1922. Post offices are listed 
under their Latvian names (with cross - references 
from variants), giving their names also in German, 
date of opening, duration of Bolshevik period, and 
lists - with illustrations - of the postmarks used. 
The main list is of the 1,720 offices that used the 
ten standard Latvian postmarks between the two 
wars. Every variant of mark is listed in an easy - 
to - use tabulation, even including the number of 
bars in the “cancelling” element. 

There follow sections on special and 
commemorative postmarks, periodically used 
postmarks (fairs & exhibitions)  travelling post 
office marks temporary (including manuscript) 
army postal service  marks used by postal and 
telecommunication services  machine and roller 
cancellations and franking machine marks. The 
book ends with a series of maps of the districts of 
Latvia and lists of the towns within each. 

Marcilger, Viktor: The monetary history of the 
Baltic States - Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania - with 
a specialised catalogue of currency notes, 1914 
2000. München, 2000. 

Donated to the library by Viktor Marcilger. 

The name of Viktor Marcilger is well known to 
collectors of the Baltic States. In the past he has 
given the library his excellent books on the postal 
history of Riga and on the postal and monetary 
history of Latvia. He has now given us a copy of 
his latest work, which describes and catalogues 
currency notes of the three Baltic States from 
1914 to 2000. For many of us the philatelic 
interest in this field is limited to the stamps 
printed on the backs of banknotes in 1920, but I 
believe that quite a few of our members take an 
interest in wider aspects of paper money. 

All notes are illustrated in black and white, and 
descriptions give their colours and quantities 
issued. After the listings of the three republics 
there is a chapter on the German occupations of 
1915 - 20 and 1941 - 45; another on Russian 
currencies (including currency stamps) used in the 
Baltic States in 1914 - 19 and 1940 onwards. The 
continuing use of Russian money in Latvia and 
Lithuania even as late as 1998 is explained. The 
catalogue of banknotes gives values, according to 
condition, in US dollars. 

The book is excellently produced, with the text in 
English, and Mr Marcilger generously 
acknowledges the assistance he has received from 
our member Philip Robinson. He also records the 
sad news that N Jakimovs, his colleague in much 
of his philatelic and numismatic research, died 
early this year. 

This book is a very welcome addition to the 
library’s Baltic resources. 

Mattsén, Bjorn and Hirvikoski, Kaarlo: Alandia -
Aaland Islands postal cancellations and postal 
history. 
Finlands Filatelistforbundry, 1991. 

Donated to the library by Leonard Tann.. 

I have often wondered why Leonard Tann - and 
doubtless many others - take such an interest in 
the Aaland Islands; for most of us they are a 
scattering of small rocks somewhere in the Baltic 
Sea! 
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This book gives the answer. There are nearly 50 
towns and villages with post offices in the islands, 
some with postal services dating from the middle 
of the 19th century; for each of them this book 
includes a map showing its location, date of 
establishment of a post office, chronological list of 
its postmasters, and illustrations of its postmarks 
and registration labels. There is also a 12 - page 
table of the inter - island letter - carrying shipping 
services, with opening and closing dates of their 
services and illustrations of their postal markings. 
Most postmarks are in Finnish or Swedish, or 
both; just a few are in Russian. There are 
numerous illustrations, mainly of interesting 
covers, and also a portrait of Amalia Westenius, 
the first postmistress of Mariehamm. 

George Henderson 

2 Reviews 

Rossica No. 133, October 1999 
The Journal of the Rossica Society of Russian 
Philately. 120 pages, softbound. Subscription (two 
issues) US$30:00. All enquiries to Gary A Combs, 
8241 Chalet Court, Millersville, MD 21108, USA 

The new Rossica is down in size from the last 
issue, but still contains 120 pages of reading 
matter. This is no mean feat and the editor Karen 
Lemiski should be congratulated on continuing to 
maintain such an output. 

J.G. Moyes attempts a classification of the 
Khvalynsk Magistrates Appeals Court stamps, 
while G. Adolph Ackerman writes extensively on 
Yankee Whalers in Russia’s Northern Waters with 
illustrations of letters sent home by sailors 
engaged in the industry. Notes on the Russian 
Watermarks by Hugo Krotsch is a reprint of an 
article from 1909 out of Gibbons Stamp Weekly, 
and looks at the 1866 series watermark and how it 
varies across the sheet, through the way the paper 
was cut and prepared to accommodate a 
watermark design that did not match stamp sheet 
size. George Werbizky gives us a series of 
Zemstvo covers bearing Romanov stamps, plus a 
look at a Lokhvitsa cover prepared for collectors 
with cancelled stamp and no address. This is one 
of six he owns from there. 

Bill Nickle continues the Zemstvo theme with a 
look at Free-Frank seals from some 114 district 
boards and a further 19 provincial boards. He 

illustrates 200 different seals……. not bad. Gary 
Combes writes about a postcard collector’ society 
from early in the last century. This is followed by 
the additions and corrections of Alexander Epstein 
to his article on the FPO’s on the Caucasian Front 
in WW1. Raymond Pietrususzka does the same to 
his article from Rossica 129-130 on the American 
Relief Administration. 

Messrs Kuzych and Mohylny give details of a rare 
series of Ukrainian revenues, which is followed 
again by Alexander Epstein and some further 
comments on Ivo Steyn’s earlier article on the 
Kolchak issue. Dave Waterman gives details of 
the differing overprints on the North Pole issue of 
1955 – 1956 and Jeff Dugdale takes a look at the 
Soviet Intercosmos stamps from between 1978 
and 1987. 

Ingert Kuzych and Val Zabijaka write on the 
production of the Ukrainian Historic Churches 
issue from 1996, including original artwork, while 
Philip Robinson asks pertinent questions about 
plagiarism of philatelic literature. The President 
takes up this point in his regular column. Twenty 
pages of reviews etc., round off another meaty 
issue. 

Reviewed by Jack Moyes 

Post Rider. No.45.  November 1999 
Enquiries to CSRP PO Box 5722, Station “A”, 
Toronto, Ontario M5W 1PZ, Canada. 

Another fine offering from Canada with a feast of 
meaty material. On the inside front cover, 
“Cyrillic Alphabets”, a table by Rex A. Dixon 
showing Latin alphabet equivalents in Russian, 
Byelorussian, Ukrainian, Bulgarian, Macedonian 
and Serbo-Croat. After the editorial, 
“Correspondence with Canada” illustrates an 
interesting registered postcard and the main fare 
begins with George Werbizky displaying fine 
couché and tête-bêche multiples in “Zemstvo 
Varieties: Fifth Instalment.” More from George in 
“Blagoveshchensk Tête-Bêche Not Mysterious”, a 
telegrammatic title indeed for an article which 
tackles and answers an earlier question. Alex 
Artuchov continues with his series “Postage 
Stamps Issued by the Zemstvos”, this time, Shatsk 
up to 1904 (and what a pity he couldn’t quite fit in 
the rest of that district). The multi-faceted Andrew 
Cronin then introduces us to “Bessarabia: A  
Guberniya Postal History Project” which includes
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an encyclopaedic listing of post offices in that 
province. He then edits “The ‘Latvijas PSR’ and 
Other Matters” a lengthy article by various 
contributors, discussing rates and showing no less 
than 120 covers (whew!). From the Baltic, back to 
Bessarabia again, with “The Beginnings of the 
Romanian Posts in Bessarabia” by Dr. Dan 
Grecu. This is followed by two short articles by 
Erling Berger  “A Classic Letter Sent to the 
Russian Empire” (from Denmark actually) and 
“Foreign letters sent to the Baltic Area around 
1820”. N.C.Warr goes on to develop his earlier 
research into the fascinating area of “Moscow 
Postage Due Marks”, always nice to hear from 
Noel!  Monogram enthusiasts (they must be so 
clever…) are treated to a fine study of the 
“October 1919, Second Issue. Republic of 
Armenia” by Dr.Arkadii M. Sargsyan; nice covers 
to digest before reading Prof. A.S. Illyushin’s 
comments “Regarding the Double Letter-Card of 
Russia”. The excellent Philatelic Shorts feature is 
packed with gems, but for my money, as a closet 
early-soviet enthusiast, I will award the accolade 
to Ivo Steyn’s amazing cover. No, I am not going 
to tell you about it. Get The Post Rider and see for 
yourself! 

Reviewed by Terry Page. 

СССР (Specialist Catalogue of Postage Stamps 
1923-1940 – Part 1. Issued late 1999 – 5th of a 
series (Russian language only) 
Issued by Standard Collection of St.Petersburg, 
Russia. 280 pages, hardbound & softbound. 
Price: Hardbound US $50 Softbound US $40. 
Compiled mainly by Manfred Dobin, Valery 
Zagorski & N. Mandrovskiy. 

This excellent catalogue is a must for all collectors 
of Soviet material. The authors have gone to a lot 
of trouble to produce an accurate as possible 
listing of all the issues and varieties during this 
period, in addition to producing as true as possible 
colour illustrations throughout. The book is 
divided into sections; the main part dealing with 
the stamps issued is complemented by quite a 
number of illustrated covers. (This is the first of a 
three part series. Part 2 covering 1941 to 1960 and 
Part 3 covering 1961 to 1991 are scheduled for 
release in 2002.) The catalogue starts with an 
introduction and explanation as to its contents, and 
how to use it, which is followed by examples of 
some well know varieties and errors. This is 
followed by a small section on watermarks which 

leads into the main part of the catalogue, some 
210 pages of the issues of this period with their 
varieties, types, issue date, perforation etc., almost 
everything you would wish to know. There is a 
pricing guide, as with most catalogues, but with 
this one there are four columns with prices for 
mint not hinged, mint hinged, used and used on 
cover. Finalising, the catalogue covers from that 
period, the Doplata issues, Duty stamps, Not for 
General Uses stamps, Postal Stationary Cards, 
Postal Stationary envelopes & wrappers, Official 
correspondence cards, Military correspondence, 
Post Office cancellations (87 types), a brief listing 
of post offices with the soviet names, and their 
names before and after the soviet period. Finally 
there is a listing of tariffs for internal mail, 
international mail and international mail by air. 
There are two other catalogues (they have another 
three in production with parts) available by the 
same authors, RSFSR 1918-1923 and Russia 
1992-1996 which are available and will be 
reviewed in the next journal. 
Hardbound copies of this catalogue are available 
from me at US $50 or £32 post paid. 

Reviewed by Lenard Tiller. 

The Baltic Area, No. 34, July 1999 (In Dutch) 
Published by Philatelists Group, Netherlands.72 
A4 pages, softbound. 
Subscription: f 30. Editor:J Kaptein,Reigerskamp 
705,3607 JP Maarssen,Netherlands. 

Under a new editor the journal opens with a 
continuation of “Censor marks used in Latvia” by 
R W v Wijnen although this adds little to the 
previous instalment but promises more to come. 
The majority of the issue is devoted to “Study of 
the 10-mark value (Plate I) of the Weaver and 
Smith series (Mi. 39A)” by P Feustel & R 
Feustel-Rothe.  The 49-page study complements a 
previous study on Plate II. The methodology is 
described exhaustively and picks up over 100 
variations in design that are described in detail and 
illustrated by hand-drawings. Quite a task! In 
“The postal history of Vilnius - 1 The Tsarist 
Period” J Kaptein looks briefly at postal sevices in 
and from the area from the 13th century and 
describes the growth of the postal services. Post 
marks for town use, introduced in the late 18th 
century and marks of the railway post department, 
set up in 1869 and run separately from the State 
Post, are described and illustrated. In an up-to- 
d a te t  o u c h t  h e refe rences are fo l l  owed b y
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information on relevant web site addresses. There 
is a brief item on “Postage stamps on the internet” 
by R Reuderink and the final item is on “The 
military port of Liepaja” by N Jakimovs, which 
follows the history and postmarks of the post 
office set up in the harbour area in 1896, through 
its alias as ‘Tsar Alexander III Port’ to 1914. 
Members’ news, reviews and a listing of recent 
articles from the ‘Estonian philatelist’ complete 
the issue. 

Reviewed by Dennis Page. 

German Journal for Russian Philately, No. 71 
September 1999, (in German) 
Published by Phil. ArGe Russland/UdSSR, 
Germany. 68 A4 pages, softbound. Editor - Albert 
Pflüger, Eckenheimer Landstrasse 13, 60318 
Frankfurt, Germany. 

Following members’ and Society news, including 
a successful two-day meeting, W Leupold writes 
on “Inflation in Soviet Russia - some information 
on the later years”. He adds more offerings to the 
argument over the postal rate for letters going 
abroad from the 15th August 1921 and provides 
evidence that the increase in tariff on inland mail 
on was also applied to foreign mail until 24th 
August. In the series “Collectors present: Errors 
and varieties on stamps of Russia and the USSR”, 
G Holitschke looks at formats of Mi.55 and L 
Hovest at errors in the ‘Pioneer’ set Mi. 542/47. L 
Hovest also comments on errors of the ‘Pushkin’ 
issue (Mi. 549/54) while W Weidner reports on 
apparently fake postmarks on the 1937 ‘Pushkin’ 
M.S. and the 1957 ‘Philatelic Exhibition’ M.S. set. 
In “Two airmail items of the RSFSR” (does he 
really mean that?), H Meyer illustrates two 
interesting airmail items of the early thirties that 
originated in Ukraine and carry registration 
imprints of specific factories. A Pflüger sets out to 
summarise the topic of Soviet field post in 
Germany looking at the structure that was built up 
to deal with military and marine post in  “The 
Field Post Organisation”, the first part of a series 
“Soviet field post of the second World War”.  He 
also adds further to his previous article (DZRP 70) 
on the topic with “New to Soviet Field Post in the 
GDR” with information on the disposition of 
Soviet military units in more recent years and a 
rundown of shipment procedures supplied by 
respondents. A Epstein , in “What is the Mariupol 
issue?”, reviews the confused history of the civil 
war in the Ukraine region and offers some 

opinions as to where, why and by whom these 
stamps and postcards were overprinted. In “The 
extensive journey - what a dispatch form can tell”, 
G Ludwig traces, via the handstamps and written 
instructions applied, the journey of a package 
from Prague to Ukraine and back over a period of 
seven weeks. In “Advertising on modern postal 
stationery-envelopes of Russia - a first catalogue”, 
N Wladinetz describes the 60 items of private 
advertising themes that have appeared in the new 
Russia since 1992, after a lapse of 60years. Signs 
of the times! A further 20 or so pages cover 
Society and editorial comment, reports on the 
Society’s two-day meeting and the Sindelfingen 
exhibition, progress in the new edition of “Postal 
Stationery of the Soviet Union”, reviews of other 
(particularly Russian) philatelic journal, the new 
Michel “East Europe Catalogue”, new issues and 
new illustrated commemorative postal stationery 
of Russia. 

Reviewed by Dennis Page. 

Review of Stanley Gibbons Part 10 – 
Russia - 5th Edition 
Issued December 1999 by Stanley Gibbons

Ltd – 563 pages, softbound.

Price: Softbound £ 24:95


The long awaited part 10 has finally arrived and 
will be welcomed by most collectors of the 
Russian field. It has approximately 200 more 
pages than the previous 4th addition. Russia has 
now been sectioned as Empire, RSFSR, USSR, 
and Russian Federation. Finland has added to it, 
Russian Post Offices in Egypt and also Iran. To 
Azerbaijan has been added Nakhichevan 
Autonomous Region and Nagorno-Karabakh. 
Latvia, Estonia, Lithuania, Ukraine, Russia, 
Azerbaijan, Armenia and Georgia all now have a 
listing of their new issues. New stamp issuing 
republics have also been added and include, 
Belarus, Kazakhstan, Kyrgistan, Moldova, 
Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan. 
Gibbons have added a small section to the relevant 
countries that also issue stamp booklets. 
Generally, there has been some improvement and 
acknowledgement with listing more varieties etc., 
of certain issues that have been around all the 
time, but there is still a need for further 
improvement and inclusion. All in all however, a 
most valuable book, and a must for all collectors 
of the ‘Russia’s’. 
Reviewed by Lenard Tiller
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POCHTA Issue 26, July 1999 
The Journal of the Australian & New Zealand 
Society of Russian Philately. Subscription (two 
issues) NZ&30:00 (surface) NZ$36:00 (air) 
Editor Dr Ross Marshall, P.O.Box7, Otorohanga, 
New Zealand 2564. e-mail Marshall.R@xtra.co.nz 

Selected from The BSRP Library (what no 
personal copy – shame on you reviewer!!), this 
copy carries its regular items such as reviews of 
Journals and books plus plenty more original 
essays. This is a ’Bumper issue’ and contains a 
good number of illustrations in b&w and 10 pages 
of colour. The colour part contains copies of the 
very interesting non-postal miniature sheets on 
sale at philatelic exhibitions, something that is not 
frequently seen. “Postal censorship or Military 
Censorship?” By Alexander Epstein is another of 
his authoritative treatises on WW1 censorship and 
well worth the time to study its contents. Dr. Ed 
Laveroni’s “Far Eastern Republic” is a good 
historical study of the times and troubles in the 
eastern Civil War 1918-22, with this opening 

salvo to be followed by further parts – looking 
forward to it. If you like gold, but can’t win too 
many medals, there’s Vladimir Boyko’s “Mail of 
the Gold Kolyma”. This is a fine piece and 
discusses the postal activities in the cold north of 
Siberia during the Stalinist period. This is  where 
detention and labour camps were opened in which 
ore and gold mining was provided with cheap and 
plentiful labour. This labour did have post (just) 
and the article beautifully describes a dire system. 
Something you must read. Russian exchange rates 
do it for me! How about you? When you thought 
you knew it all you find it was all about nothing 
and you learn again. Hard work always produces 
interesting facts and the minute detail of the bank 
note changes means I’m just going to have to go 
back to those pesky covers and recalculate. Phew, 
if this is the work you end up with after reading 
POCHTA…. Well I’ll just have to be more careful 
in future. Another marvellous journal and plenty 
of new material. Looking forward to No. 27. 

Reviewed by Bill Stoten 

COMPREHENSIVE STOCK OF  

RUSSIAN MATERIAL

    STAMPS AND ELUSIVE POSTAL HISTORY OF: 

Empire, RSFSR, Soviet Union, Offices Abroad, 

Civil War, World War I & II, Zemstvos,


Far Eastern Republic, Siberia

Armenia, Azerbaijan, Baltic States, Georgia, Ukraine 


Mail Auctions Quarterly 
The auction is comprised of 3000 lots of worldwide stamps and postal history,


approximately half of which are Russian material 

Call or write for your FREE, well-illustrated catalogue to:


RARITAN STAMPS, INC. 

P.O. BOX 1539 HIGHLAND PARK, NJ 08904 USA 

PH: 732. 355.1233 • FAX: 732. 355.1235 
E-MAIL: RARITANSTMP@YAHOO.COM, 

NO BUYER’S COMMISSION 
VISA, MASTER CARD ARE ACCEPTED. 
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Auction notes 

1. Fabulous Fabergé at Corinphila… 

The legendary Fabergé zemstvo collection, the 
biggest ever, was sold at Corinphila, Zurich on 
Sunday 5th December 1999. Some 1738 lots were 
knocked down on what turned out to be a very 
long day, starting briskly at 9 a.m. and continuing 
in the same spirit with only minimal breaks until 
just after 1 a.m. the following morning. A 
marathon session which I suspect, is destined to 
become one of the epics of Zemstvo philatelic 
folklore. 

The event had been aptly heralded by the 
publication of a quite extraordinary case-bound 
catalogue of 323 pages in which the vast majority 
of individual items lotted had been photographed 
in colour to a standard of near perfection. This 
catalogue (copy available on loan from the Hon. 
Librarian) can now be considered as the definitive 
record of the Fabergé collection and an invaluable 
reference work for future collectors and 
researchers. Corinphila deserve much praise for 
their foresight in investing in this invaluable work. 

There had been some anxiety in certain circles as 
to how this sale would affect the market after so 
many years famine of anything but the most 
prosaic of Zemstvo material. Would there really 
be enough world-wide interest, backed up of 
course by ready cash, to ensure that prices and 
values would continue to reflect the scarcity of 
this material? In fact, the auction turned out to be 
a great success with 30 - 40 room bidders and a 
healthy stream of bids “on the book”. Several 
Russian collectors and dealers bid heavily 
suggesting that a significant volume of this 
collection has now gone back home to Mother 
Russia. Prices of the better items were firm with a 
particularly strong interest in “R” stamps, 
especially from the Russians. There were, 
however, also many bargains to be had by those 
“in the know”, especially amongst the individually 
lotted covers and the large grouped lots at the end 
of each district’s section. These were truly 
magnificent studies, many of them containing rare 
stamps and covers. They were mounted on the 
Faberge's’ album leaves together with annotations 
made over the years by both Agathon and Oleg; to 
describe such accumulations as “remainders” 
would have been entirely missing the point. The 

lots with no postal bids all came into the room at 
Corinphila’s pre-sale estimates which proved to be 
very cautious indeed as the end of day result 
tripled these figures. The total realisation was 
CHF 2 201 035 (or CHF 2 531 765 including 
buyers’ premium). A million pounds! 
Astonishingly, only 7% of the material on offer 
was unsold and these 93 items were knocked 
down as a single lot at the end of the session. 

The efficient organisation and conduct of the 
auction was a great credit to Corinphila. So much 
so that I even found myself wondering whether 
the brief snow storm that suddenly appeared 
during the early morning journey to 
Zollikerstrasse, was in some way a theatrically 
managed Russian winter conjured up for the 
occasion! Dr Jeffrey Sneider, in the chair, opened 
the proceedings promptly and welded the hammer 
with considerable alacrity for the entire session. 
His highly professional demeanour was interposed 
with just the right measure of humorous banter to 
keep bidders relaxed throughout a long and 
somewhat tense session in a totally electric 
atmosphere. 

With so many desirable lots under offer, it is 
extremely difficult to select and comment upon a 
small number of items of note since so many of 
the lots fell into this category. In fact the 
“overkill”  was such that with the sheer quantity 
of material being auctioned, one could almost 
excuse oneself for believing that somehow, 
zemstvos had become rather common! Below is a 
brief review of some of the more interesting 
realisations, with hammer prices expressed in 
Swiss Francs (£1 = approx. CHF 2.50). Add on 
15% buyer’s premium to arrive at the total cost to 
the purchaser: 

Lot 2604, the Japan / Vessiegonsk combination 
cover. CHF 26 000. (est. CHF 5 000). A new 
record for a single zemstvo item, but this is really 
the price of a fine Japanese cover! 

Lot 2441, USA to Totma combination. 
CHF 10 000 (est. CHF 5 000). 

Lot 2286, Starobyelsk Zemstvo to Irbit Zemstvo, 
triple combination cover. CHF 5 500 (est. 3 000).
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Lot 1003, Alatyr. Sheet reconstruction of the 1867 
2k. black with 12 copies of this rarity! 
CHF 26 000 (est. CHF 8 500). 

Lot 1831, A thinned copy of the Livny provisional 
postmaster m/s surcharge, Chuchin No.2 (Cat. 5 
roubles!). CHF 11 000 (est. CHF 2 000). 
Understandably, provenance is everything with 
this stamp. 

Lot 1335, Magnificent collection of Bogorodsk 
including 3 700 stamps and 127 covers and pieces. 
CHF 32 000 (est. CHF 15 000). 

Lot 1540, Dukhovshchina, the specialised study of 
340 stamps. CHF 21 000 (est. CHF 2 500). Much 

rare material! 

At this, the sale of the century for zemstvo 
collectors, the market has reacted with 
considerable confidence, absorbing a massive 
supply of material with buoyant prices and 
increasing interest. The zemstvo renaissance 
continues, and no wonder; whilst there are no 
zemstvo stamps to be had for pennies, in what 
other field are philatelists offered such a great 
opportunity to acquire world class rarities at prices 
that collectors of so called popular countries can 
only dream of? 

Terry Page 

2. BSRP Annual Auction  
November 1999 

770 Lots in this year’s auction came from over 20 
members and two late member’s estates. The 
number of members attending the auction at the 
Union Jack Club in Waterloo was good (24). 
Rossica members were invited to join in this 
year’s auction (by permission of their officers) and 
20 of their members sought catalogues with six 
members sending postal bids. 

The Secretary, Norman Ames took charge of the 
gavel on the day, as George Henderson was 
needed elsewhere. Alan Blunt helped to sort out 
lots while the auction secretary entered bids into 
the now familiar laptop PC. All went very well, 
particularly on Norman’s ‘debut’ and the auction 
had three short breaks including a committee and 
members meeting - but the sale of all 770 lots 
was completed on schedule by 5pm. 

423 out of 770 lots were sold (55%) and raised a 

total hammer price of over £16,000 from a total 
reserve of £25,000. This raises, after expenses, 
over £1250 for club funds. (Figures to be 
confirmed by the Treasurer). Just as in every other 
year, the more interesting material went well. This 
year Railway TPOs and Transcaucasian material 
were keenly fought over and, in addition, a strong 
interest was shown in revenues and cinderellas 
with a lot of competition over the scarcer material. 
Settlements were 90% complete by the New Year, 
although one member in particular caused a two-
month delay in completion of the accounts. 
Another auction has gone by where we pleased the 
insurers as no sendings were lost in the post and 
the increase in total reserve means a higher 
premium for them. Happiness all round! 

In 2000, the auction takes place at the 
Birmingham meeting in September, so get your 
interesting material ready for the Sale of the 
Millennium!!! 

Bill Stoten 

. 

(s)

Advertising in BJRP 
Reach the real collectors

Would you like to take advantage of limited space available in future issues.  
You can take the inside or outside back cover, a full or half inside page. 

For further details and offers, please contact 
Mr Terry Page, 30, Furze Lane, Purley, Surrey, CR8 3EG, UK 

e-mail  tpx@compuserve.com 

Used Abroad Chronicles 
Can you add to the Russian Post Offices Abroad ? 

Articles, Queries, Unexplained Item , Questions, Answers or Comments. 
Please write to:  Dr William Stoten, 2a Birbeck Road, Enfield, Middlesex, EN2 0DX, UK 
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George Scott Miskin. 
The loss of George Miskin, whose obituary follows, will be felt by all members who attend meetings of the Society. His 
presence was always welcome; a conversation about any philatelic matter, but especially registered mail, would bring 
generous explanations or wickedly caustic comments. Through being out of the country I was unable to attend 
George’s funeral, but I shall always remember the pleasure of his friendship. 

George Henderson, President, BSRP. 

It is with much sadness that we have 
to report the death early in February 
2000 in tragic circumstances of our 
immediate Past President George S 
Miskin. His loss is a great blow to 
the Society in that he has served us 
so well during the years of his 
m e  m b  e rsh ip :  h i  s  ph  i  l  a te l ic  
contributions were well matched by 
his support to the smooth running of 
the BSRP. 

George was born in 1942, the elder 
of two surviving children of his 
much loved mother (his brother died 
fairly young). He worked in the building industry and 
when he first joined the BSRP some 25 years ago he 
was the South - West of England Manager for a large 
company who built houses in great numbers all across 
this region. 

I met him when he joined the BSRP and found that his 
office was in Bristol, though he lived in Ross -on - Wye 
across the Severn from us. It was simple for him to 
come from his office to my house for a meal and then a 
Russian philatelic evening (often running to midnight!). 
He came here regularly and quickly picked up the 
general aspects of our hobby - I used to refer to him as 
my protégé. George’s particular interest in covers and 
in the Ukraine closely mirrored my own, and it was not 
long before he homed in on registered and similar types 
of mail as his personal specialty. In this aspect he 
became the BSRP expert, maintaining a register of all 
the registration marks and labels known to him from a 
wide range of collections both at home and abroad; his 
own collection was formidable. 

He regularly attended BSRP meetings, not only in 
London but also those in Manchester, Birmingham and 
Portishead. Wherever the venue, he always entertained 
us with his delightfully extrovert presentation and 
shared his great enthusiasm for our hobby. Some time 
after becoming a BSRP member he also joined the 
Society of Postal Historians, where he became as well 
known as within our Society. 

As our President, George was fully in control of 

meetings and knowledgeable about 
situations and circumstances, but all was 
done with an easy manner. This was 
evident, for example, when we had had our 
enjoyable Diamond Jubilee gathering in 
Birmingham in 1997 and all business was 
efficiently handled with a light touch 
without any feeling that it was a well 
drilled occasion. 

We recall however not only his philatelic 
expertise but also his generous friendship 
and support for any problems known to 
him, whether personal or organisational -
he was skilled at healing hurts and at 

encouraging reconciliation between those of different 
views. He had a most approachable manner and a ready 
flow of conversation both with friends of long standing 
and equally with newcomers - often sharpened by a 
quixotic sense of fun so that one always had to be alert 
to the possibility that one’s leg was gently being 
pulled! 

In the many visits he paid us it was always clear that he 
was enormously grateful to his wife Susan for the 
support she gave him when later in his career he had 
various job changes; and George was extremely proud 
of his two daughters, their progress, their achievements 
and their personalities - a close - knit family which was 
his pride and joy. 

My wife and I attended his funeral service at the Forest 
of Dean Crematorium (a lovely setting), where I was 
honoured to represent our Society; his sister bravely 
gave a fine speech recalling George to us in all his 
varied roles throughout an active and outgoing life. It 
was a large gathering of some 150 people representing 
his interests and contacts in various places over the 
years, all there to remember him and to support his 
family. Not only were there members of the BSRP but 
also members of the Society of Postal Historians and of 
his local Gloucester Philatelic Society; some had 
travelled considerable distances to be present. 
We extend our deepest sympathy to his wife Susan, and 
to his daughters Emma and Helen, in their tragic loss. 

Ian L G Baillie. 

My colleagues and I who serve on the editorial board, were deeply saddened by the loss of our friend George. He 
certainly was a lively character, always eager to help in any way possible, and a very knowledgeable philatelist, 
particularly in our field. He will be sadly missed by all at BSRP. Lenard Tiller 
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IN RECENT MONTHS, SERIOUS COLLECTORS IN OVER A 
DOZEN COUNTRIES HAVE ACQUIRED FROM ME: 

• Armenian commercial mail, 1920s-1930s 

• Saturn postal history, all periods 
• Chinese Eastern Railway postmark material 

• Estonian provisional cancellations 1918 - 1920 
• Faberge Zemstvos from the Corinphila Auction 

• Galician fiscal documents 18th to 20th centuries 

• Imperial Fiscals, loose and on documents 
• Kazakh commercial mail since 1991 

• Latvian postmarks 1918 - 1945 
• Moscow postmarks of the Imperial period 

• Numeral cancellations of St Petersburg 

• OBRAZETS overprints and perfins 
• Polish locals and provisionals 1915-1920 

• Quantities of Civil War period 'packet maker' forgeries 

• Russia 1917 - 1923 stamps, covers and fiscal documents 

• Siberian mail to America 1915 -1925 
• Tridents, common and rare, mainly ex Dr Seichter 
• Used Abroad in China, Mongolia etc, ex Blomfield and Torrey 

• Wrangel Refugee Post specialities 
• Xtensive ranges of Imperial Arms stamps for shade and other minor varieties 

If what you are looking for isn't on this list, now may be a good time to contact me, whether 

for an individual item, a collection, a mixed lot, or to sign up for regular approval selections. 

Correspondence conducted in English, French, German, Italian and Russian. Personal 

checks accepted in sterling, US dollars, French francs or Deutschmarks. 

PO Box 12 
Email 

TREVOR PATEMAN 
Lewes BN7 1 AZ 

trevor@trevorpateman.co. uk 

England 

Normally at Philatex, London, Autumn and Spring shows 





Irrefutably the largest 

holding of postal history in 

private hands, this incredible 

and legendary collection, 

which was formed during the 

last four decades, will be 

auctioned in a series of three 

sales during the year 

2000/200 l. Comprised of 

over a quarter of a million 

covers touching on almost 

every subject and collecting 

field imagineable, the 

auctions have been carefully 

planned and coordinated to 

cater to collectors and 

dealers of every budget. 

From 20-26 October 2000 

there will be specialised 

auctions of Ba/leans and the 

Levant, Turlcish Cancellations 

throughout the Ottoman 

Empire, including 

comprehensive collections of 

T urlcey, Haiti, Greece and 

general Worldwide Postal 

History presented in the form 

of single and large lots. 

Remainder lots and 

worldwide collections not to 

be missed . The magnitude 

CORINPHILA SPECIAL AUCTIONS 

THE CIHANGIR COLLECTION 
OF WORLDWIDE POSTAL HISTORY 
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and extent of this offering being so varied that it would suffice to say: US/Hawai i to Zanzibqr. 

The first auction took place on 29 April - 1 May 2000, prior to the International Exhibitions in London and Vienna. This comprised 

Russian Empire and Russian Levant, with the Lipschutz collection originally procured through private sale and therefore never before 

available on the market; Egypt, an exotic selection with particular emphasis on the ex-Territorial Post Offices; Saudi Arabia; Austrian 

Levant with rare-offices, exotic frankings and usages; Holy Land forerunners from all the Foreign Post Offices; Palestine; a unique 

assembly of Incoming Mail to the Levant; Maritime Mail; French & German Levant, Albania, Sudan, and Jordan - all with spectacular 

frankings; as well as an exciting selection of Advertising covers. 

CORINPHILA AUCTIONS Ltd. 
Zollikerstrasse 226 - CH-8034 Zurich/Switzerland - Phone +41-1-389 91 91 - Fax +41-1-389 91 95 

TRADITION AND EXPERIENCE IN CLASSIC PHILATELY SINCE 1925 


