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Editorial and Letter to the Editor 

I trust that this issue of BJRP will meet with the same 
enthusiasm as with our previous journals. Captain’s Log 
2 and China Shop 2 continue the researches by 
Raymond Casey, to which are added articles by Natalie 
Krasheninnikov, George Werbitzky, Meer Kossoy 
(after some questions from Noel Warr) and Alexander 
Epstein. Limited space means that we have had to 
restrict the Letter to the Editor & Reviews sections. 

With regret, we have to report in this issue the deaths of 
two of our members, Ian Baillie and Stephen Hornby . 

My thanks to all who continue to support the journal 
with articles for publication;  this has enabled us to have 
several excellent articles (two of which are being 
translated by Alan Garside from the Russian) already in 
process for BJRP 92, which I am aiming to get out 
before the end of this year. 

Please continue to support BJRP with your articles, 
whether one page or several and enjoy BJRP 91. 

Lenard Tiller 

Odessa-Ungeni railway and Odessa station 
cancellations Matthew Kahane from Nepal writes 

I have read, after considerable delay, but with great 
interest Rabbi Tann’s and Ian Baillie’s articles on the 
above subjects in BJRP 88, pp. 26-29 and 55-61, and 
have a couple of questions and points arising from 
them. 
(a) Figure 3 of Rabbis Tann’s article illustrates the front 
of a cover addressed to the Mayor of Vinnitsa (Ero 
Bысокоблагородiы Господину Городскому Голове 
Винницкой Городской Управы) with a boxed 
handstamp reading KAЛAPAШЪ, which is 
presumably the town of Calarasi in southern Romania, 
just north of Silistra on the Danube. If that is the point of 
origin, the cover would have travelled by train from 
Calarasi via 14i to Ungeni before coming under TPO 
50. Could Rabbi Tann illustrate the other side of the 
cover, where presumably there are therefore Romanian 
stamps? 
(b) He suggests that the writer of the card in figure 8 
could have been in transit at Odessa station. However, 
the text of the card suggests he was in Kishinev, as it 
reads “Дорогая Тетя Надя, Здравствуйте! Шлю 

Вамъ приветъ изъ Кишинева ……… Бессарабской 
губ” “Dear Aunt Nadya, greetings! I am sending you a 
greeting from Kishinev ... of the Bessarabian province”. 
I cannot, however, make out the two words in the fourth 
line of the text. 
(c) The registration label on the card in his figure 11a 
reads simply Одесса Вокзалъ while the postmark reads 
ОДЕССА ВОКЗ М.К.В.Ж.Д. Taking up Mr. Baillie’s 
point about “spanners”; would this be another example 
of the same registration labels being in use at both main 
Odessa stations? 

Finally, a very small point concerning Raymond 
Casey’s fascinating article on Talienwan/Dalny in 
BJRP 89. In the first paragraph on p.16, fifth line, 
reference is made to “the Flying Detachment of State 
Empress Marie Feodorovna”. Surely this should be “the 
Lady Empress” (“Гocyдарыни Иmnepaтpица” as in 
illustrations 10-11 of Mr. Casey’s article), rather than a 
non-existent <<Государственная>> Императрица? 

Matthew Kahane can be contacted c/o UNDP, PO 
Box 107, Kathmandu, Nepal or by e-mail 
matthewkahane@yahoo.com 

Stephen Hornby 
Stephen Hornby, who has died at the age of 65, was a long-time member of the Society who conducted 
in-depth research into a number of topics in Russian philately. The intensity of his focus can be gauged 
from articles published in the BJRP, such as “Western Army Overprints of 1 9 1 9 ”  (issue 86) and “Some 
Observations Concerning the Multiple Handstamps Used for Trident Overprints of Poltava” (89). Shortly 
before his death, he was awarded the Ceresa Literary Trophy for “The Gdov Issue” (88). Behind such 
work lay a great deal of historical investigation (Mr Hornby was a school teacher), a  well written-up 
stamp collection - mainly of the Civil War period - and a considerable library. The Society will now 
benefit further from this, since Mr Hornby’s brother and sister-in-law have entrusted the Society with the 
disposal of the bulk of his collection and library and have decided that the proceeds from the sale of the 
Hornby Collection should go to the Society itself. 

The Society was represented at the funeral by Terry Page, and I join him and those other members of the 
Society who knew Mr Hornby (as he was always called) in expressing my condolences to his family and 
gratitude for their generosity. Trevor Pateman
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The Captain’s Log. 2 
Raymond Casey 

The favourable reception given to the first article 
in this series has been very encouraging. 
Questions and contributions from readers, where 
not dealt with by personal correspondence, will 
feature in future instalments. Readers are 
reminded that the same conventions and 
abbreviations are used throughout the series (see 
BJRP No. 90, p.44) and that, unless otherwise 
stated, illustrated material is from the author’s 
collection. 

RIVER VOLGA AND TRIBUTARIES 
The Volga is Europe’s greatest river. From its 
source in the Valdai hills, northwest of Moscow, it 
winds its way southwards towards the Caspian 
Sea, into which it empties via its delta at 
Astrakhan, a distance of about 3,700 kilometres 
(2,300 miles) (figure 1). Its principal tributaries 
are the Oka and the Kama, one feeding in from the 
west at Nizhnii-Novgorod and the other entering 
from the east below Kazan. From the earliest 
times the Volga has been an important highway of 
communication and commerce. Dealing with the 
transportation of mail on inland waterways in 19th 
century Russia, Bazilevich (1927, p.121) 
observes: “The first steamer mail runs were Figure 1.  
established on the mightiest of the river systems, Sketch-map of the River Volga showing 
the Volga. It was there, in 1855, that steamships of the principal tributaries and towns. 
the “Samolet” Company began to transport mail 
between Tver and Rybinsk, with later extensions followed a proposal from the Director of the 
of their lines to other cities on the Volga”. “Samolet” Company, Captain Glazenap, to the 
Luchnik (1970, pp.34-35) adds that this service postmaster of Tver Province offering to carry mail 

by ship between Tver and Rybinsk 
free of charge. In 1856 Captain 
Glazenap installed iron letter-boxes 
aboard his Company’s ships, into 
which passengers could drop franked 
mail. The keys to the letter-boxes 
were held by the Managers of post 
offices at the ships’ ports of call. 

Before the middle of 1868 only 
ordinary (unregistered) mail was 
carried during the navigation season 
by ships cruising the Volga, Kama 
and Oka and the mail was taken 

Figure 2. 
Early River Volga ship mail before introduction of on-board 

ashore for cancelling and onward 
transmission. The cover shown in

cancelling. Double-rate cover with handwritten instruction “By 

steamer”, pair 10k (SG 5) cancelled on shore at RYBINSK 2 July 

figure 2 belongs to this period.


1864; received St. PETERSBURG 8 July 1864 (backstamp) . 
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After that time a number of agreements 
were signed with shipping companies and 
private owners of steamships allowing 
carriage of all types of mail along the 
regular lines from Rybinsk to Astrakhan on 
the Volga and to Cherdyn on the Kama 
(1875 Postal Survey, p.28). Ships’ post 
offices were set up to 
a  c c e  p  t  a n  d  s  o  r  t  
correspondence en route. 
According to Luchnik, 
postal clerks and postmen 
were not sent to accompany 
the mail until 1873, from 
which date he thought the Figure 3. 
ships’ own cancellers were Earliest recorded steamer cancellation from the River Volga, posted on 
introduced. This 1873 date, board a ship of the NIZHNII-RYBINSK line 25 July 1869. Put ashore at 
repeated by Kiryushkin and YAROSLAVL 28 July and received ST. PETERSBURG 31 July 1869. 
Robinson (1989. p.70), is 
surely incorrect. It is inconceivable that at any 
time mail posted on ship, including registered 
letters, would have been handled by anyone not 
employed by the post office. As for cancellers, it 
is known that datestamps bearing the names of the 
ports between which the ships operated were used 
for cancelling mail on some of the Volga 
mailboats well before 1873. Skipton (1987, p.127) 
illustrates a cover addressed to St. Petersburg 
bearing a cancellation of the Nizhnii-Rybinsk line 
dated 31 May 1871 and another, from the same 
correspondence and travelling the same route, 
dated 25 July 1869, is shown herein as figure 3. 
This suggests that by the middle of 1868, when all 

categories of mail were accepted on the Volga 
post-passenger steamers, cabins had already been 
set aside as functioning post offices and staffed by 
postal clerks who sorted and postmarked the mail 
on board. Such arrangements would have been 
ongoing as new shipping concerns were brought 
into the postal organisation. The fragmentary 
cover shown in figure 4 has a manuscript 
cancellation of 4 September 1869 for the Kazan-
Nizhnii line, suggesting a newly commissioned 
ship’s post office awaiting delivery of its standard 
datestamps. 

By 1896 there were at least 15 major shipping 

tributaries (Shevelev, 1896). Not all of 
them would necessarily have been 
involved in postal business. Some ships 
were employed as simple mail-carriers, 
transporting bagged mail under escort but 
without on-board post office facilities. 

/ / /
→

companies operating on the Volga and its 

Figure 4.  
Opened out fragment of cover (apparently to Germany) 

showing 10k stamp with manuscript cancellation reading 
“STEAMSHIP KAZAN NIZHNII 4 SEPTEMBER/ 1869 

year”, enlarged x2 in detail alongside. 
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The document illustrated in figures 
5 & 6 gives an insight into the “red 
tape” generated by mail-carrying on the 
Volga and the day-to-day life of a 
postman taking part in it. It is an Order 
for Post-horses in the name of His 
Imperial Majesty, dated 18 November 
1916 and improvised as authority to 
convey mail by the steamer the 
“Belinsk y” between Zelenga, a 
settlement: in the Volga delta, and 
Astrakhan, about 55 km to the west. 
The accompanying postman was to be 
armed with sabre and revolver. 

Figure 5. 
Order for post-horses in the name of 
His Imperial Majesty improvised as 

authority to convey mail and escorting 
postman by steamship “Belinsky” from 

Zelenga to Astrakhan, dated 18 
November 1916. Seal and signature of 
the Manager of the Zelenga post office. 

(Reproduced at 60%) 

The Ord er bears th e ci rcu la r 
handstamp of the Zelenga Postal 
Branch, Astrakhan, struck in violet, and 
the Manager’s signature (figure 5). On 
the reverse (figure 6), under the 
handstamp and signature of the 
Assistant Manager of the Astrakhan 
office, we learn that the postman 
escortin g the mail was named 
Mechenikov and that he delivered it to 
the Astrakhan office at 4.30 in the 
afternoon of the following day, having 
duly arrived on the “Belinsky”. The 
Branch Manager back at Zelenga 
certified that Mechenikov completed 
the return journey by the same ship by 5 
o’clock in the morning of 20 November 
1916. As Gilbert and Sullivan might 
have said, the postman’s lot was not a 
happy one. 

Figure 6. 

Reverse of the form shown in figure 5, 


detailing the movements of the

postman, his dates and times of arrival 

“clocked in” by the postal managers at


Astrakhan and Zelenga.

(Reproduced at 60%)
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An excellent. pioneer article on ship mail from the 
Volga and Kama rivers was written by the late Dr. 
A.H. Wortman (1969). He recognized five types 
of cancellation and illustrated three of them. A 
fuller listing of the Volga-Kama ship cancellations 
was provided by Mandrovskii (1987) in his 
coverage of Russian steamship post in general. 
Mandrovskii’s work was essentially an updating 
and revision of a scheme put forward by Luchnik 
(1970). The standard types of canceller issued to 
ships’ post offices were divided into chronological 
groups; I - from 12 April 1860; II - from 5 March 
1890; and III - from 3 February 1903. Individual 
types were assigned Arabic numerals, e.g., I-1; II
4, III-8, &c. and representatives of each type listed 
under geographical heading e.g. “Volga and 

to fill in some of the gaps in the Mandrovskii 
classification. 

Type I-3. This distinctive type, with posthorns 
at foot, includes the familiar circular datestamps 
of the Batum-Odessa line, current in the 1880s 
and 1890s. Its existence among the ship 
cancellations of the River Volga was not known 
until 1980, when Harry von Hofmann (1980, p.23) 
recorded an example from the ASTRAKHAN
TSARITSYN line, serial ‘2’, on a 3k stationery 
card to Germany, dated 19 July 1881. Figure 7 
shows a similar card posted to Ireland about two 
months later on the same ship. Thanks to a 
photocopy provided by Harry von Hofmann, the 
complementary TSARITSYN-ASTRAKHAN 

Caspian Sea datestamp (serial ‘1’) may 
B a s i n  ”  .  now be illustrated from a 3k 
Cancel  la  t  i  ons  stationery card sent a short 
assumed to exist distance down-river to 
but not seen Sarepta on 28 May 1887 
were enclosed (figure 8). Apart from this 
in brackets. The very rare type, the word 
f  o  l l o w  i  n  g  Tsaritsyn is not known on 
paragraphs aim R i v e r  V  o  l  g  a  s h i p s  ’  

cancellers. The place is 
better known to my 
generation as Stalingrad, 
changed to Volgograd when 
the memory of Uncle Joe 
was no longer cherished. 
The original name has 
nothing to do with the 

Figure 7. monarchy but is derived 
 3k stationery card to Kildare, Ireland, showing cancellation of from the Tartar Sari-chin,

ASTRAKHAN-TSARITSYN line, serial ‘2’, in Type I-3, dated 28 September yellow sand. 
1881.

Figure 8. 

 3k stationery card to Sarepta showing cancellation of TSARITSYN-ASTRAKHAN


line, serial ‘1’, in Type I-3, dated 28 May 1887 (H. von Hofmann collection).


THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 91 
8 

'}.bc-q 

28 
CEH, 

2 1881 
~ 

* ,.... .. ' ,,. 
t •. na STott CTopon11 ltpoM'li ap;peca ne 11:.0:rnmnrnTcn rrnqcrO ·AJ)yraro rincaTL. ; 1 ·· 
2. llo-11Tonoe ¥npamrnuie oa co;,.epmauie, nnoMm ue 01·_n1JqaoT'h, 

- ~ 

; 
' i 

BCEMIPHUft IIOtITOBLiiI QOI03~. POCCI.II. 
U~ION POSTALE UNIVEHSELLE. RUSSIE. 

OTRPbITOE IIHCIJl\io:,:._ CAU'rE POSTA 

. . . . . . . 

. ···:.· __ _-·'· ·.:·· .· . _· .. . _·- . 

1Ia omoU_. cmOpoutb f!Utucmcn 1no.a'b1to aOpe~o. - cote -rCservt! exctUstvemcnt U l'adressr:. 

i 

I 



a the

 (  9) 

/ 
1 / a 

(

 (

lines: and 
(

the 

A 

B 

Another new record for this 
Type I-3 is demonstrated by 
 cover to  Finnish 

Passport Dispatch Office in 
St. Petersburg figure
showing a 7k stamp tied by a 
circular datestamp reading 
ASTRAKHAN-KAZAN

17 May 1880 with 
clearer strike at right. The 
search now widens to find 
the reverse route, KAZAN
A  S  T  R  A K  H A  N  ,  a  n  d  
additional serial numbers. 

Figure 9. 
Cover to St. Petersburg with 7k stamp cancelled on 
ASTRAKHAN-KAZAN line, serial ‘l’ in Type I-3, 

dated 17 May 1880. 

Figure 10.  
Cover to Syzran cancelled on KAZAN-SARATOV line in Type I-6, dated 10 June 1888 original of 

illustration in Mandrovskii, 1987), with cancellation copied in A. 
B, reconstruction of SARATOV-KAZAN datestamp in Type I-6, dated 28 April 1888, from two strikes on 7k 

1883-8 issue. 

Mandrovskii 1987, p.35) lists the NIZHNII
RYBINSK line as having a Type I-3 canceller 
(serial ‘6’ recorded), though to date it has eluded 
me. 

Type I-6. Easily picked out by the diamond-
shaped pattern of dots at the sides instead of a 
serial number, this is another of the seldom-seen 
types of River Volga canceller. Mandrovskii lists 
only two KAZAN-SARATOV
KAZAN-ASTRAKHAN. The cover which 

provided his original drawing for the former is 
shown herein as figure 10, together with the 
“missing” SARATOV-KAZAN, reconstructed 
from two strikes on a 7k 1883-8 issue. Both are 
dated 1888. 

A picture-card to Austria bears two strikes of the 
ASTRAKHAN-KAZAN line in Type I-6, thus 
filling in another gap in the record figure 11). It 
has surprisingly late date of 23 September 
1902. 
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Type I-7. Of early circular 
datestamps employed on Volga-
Kama ships, this the type most 
commonly seen. It is characterised by 
having the serial number in brackets at 

 foot,  in three lines and the 
wording running round the circle thus: 
STEAMSHIP “NIZHNII-PERM” , the 
route enclosed in commas. Mandrovskii 
records only two lines: “NIZHNII
PERM”/ “PERM-NIZHNII” and 
“ASTRAKHAN-KAZAN” / “KAZAN
ASTRAKHAN”. No less than 10 serial 
numbers are known for both directions 
for the first line and 11 for the second, 
reflecting the large number of ships’ post 

Figure 11.  
Picture-postcard to Vienna showing 

4k stamp with cancellation of 
ASTRAKHAN-KAZAN line in 

Type I-6, dated 23 September 1902. 

Figure 12. 
Picture-postcard with 3k stamp 

cancelled STEAMSHIP “PERM
NIZHNII” (6) 4 Sept. 1904 (Type I-7

with another impression applied next day. 
Received St. Petersburg 6 9 1904. Final 

sentence of message says: “Right now we 
are going along the Volga on the steamer 
“Samoderzhets” “The Autocrat”  thus 

tying serial ‘6’ to this ship’s P.O. 
see detail left) 

Figure 12 A. 
The “Samoderzhets” (“Po Volga” Company) illustrated on card 

from Nizhnii-Novgorod to Sochi and mentioned in 
figure 12 above 
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There is, however, a scarce variant 
which possesses the main features of 
the normal Type I-7 but lacks the 
commas enclosing the names of the 
ports. ASTRAKHAN-SARATOV, 
serial ‘2’, and PERM-KAZAN, 
serial ‘2’ are listed in this category 
by Mandrovskii (1987, p.35), 
though he provided 
neither illustrations 
nor dates of usage. 
Some new records of 
this variant, here 
designated Type I-7A, 
are described below. 

Type I-7A Figure 13.  
Figure 13 shows a 3k 3k stationery card uprated with 1k adhesive to Brussels showing cancellation 
stationery card with STEAMSHIP PERM-NIZHNII (5) in Type I-7A (route not enclosed by commas), 
added 1k adhesive to dated 4 June 1881. 
pay the foreign rate to 
Brussels and cancelled by three 
strikes of the PERM-KAZAN line in 
Type I-7A, serial ‘5’, dated 4 June 
1889. Serial ‘7’ of the same line, 
also in Type I-7A, is seen as a 
transit mark on a 3k stationery card 
from Ekaterinburg to Vologda 
mailed on 11 August 1888. The card 
was formerly in the collection of R. 
Sklarevski and was featured in the 
Journal on a previous occasion 
because of its railway interest 
(Weinert, 1976). Here, attention is 
focused on the three ship transit 
datestamps - PERM-KAZAN (7) 12 
Aug 1888; KAZAN-NIZHNII 14 
Aug; and NIZHNII-RYBINSK 16 
Aug - marking the card’s progress Figure 14.  
westwards from the Urals along the 3k stationery card from Ekaterinburg to Vologda, mailed 11 August 
Kama and Volga rivers (figure 14). 1888, showing three different transit marks of ships serving the 
While three ship transit marks on Kama and Volga rivers. 
the same item of 19th century mail 
is an uncommon occurrence, one or 
two is not. In this respect, my 
experience differs from that of 
Luchnik (1970), who thought that 
ab  s  e  n  c  e  o  f  t r a n s i  t  m a  r k  s  
distinguished ship postal practice 
from that of the railway. The regular 
application of postmarks indicating A B C
handling of mail in transit, both on PERM-KAZAN (7) in  KAZAN-NIZHNII. NIZHNII-RYBINSK 
ship and railway TPOs, was phased Type I-7A, dated 12 in Type I-2, dated in Type I-2, dated 
out around 1905 when the double- August 1888 I4 August 1888 16 August 1888.
oval cancellers had appeared. 
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A hitherto unrecorded line in Type I-7A is 
represented by the cancellation on a 7k stationery 
envelope to Moscow (figure 15), reading 
STEAMSHIP ASTRAKHAN-KAZAN (2) 5 June 
1887. A postcard from Siverskaya to a village in 
the Tetyushi district of Kazan Guberniya 
(figure 16) bears the transit mark of a ship of the 
same line on the return leg - PARAKHOD 
KAZAN-ASTRAKHAN (2) 31 July 1903. Both 
datestamps show serial ‘2’, though with the lapse 
of 16 years between postings it cannot be claimed 
that the same ship was employed in the 
conveyance of these two items. From time to time 
postal clerks and their cancellers were transferred 

Figure 17. 

Datestamp reading STEAMSHIP KAZAN-SARATOV (1) in Type


I-7A, 28 June 1883, seen as transit mark on cover from St.

Petersburg to Spassk, Kazan Guberniya.


from one ship to another according to the 
requirements of the service. 

Yet another newly-discovered Type I-7A, reading 
STEAMSHIP KAZAN-SARATOV (1) 28 June 
1883 is shown in figure 17. It is found as a transit 
mark on a cover from the Head Office of the 
“Caucasus & Mercury” Shipping Company, St. 
Petersburg, posted to their office in Spassk, Kazan 
Guberniya, on 25 June 1883. It emerges that the 
diversity of Type I-7A routes, now totalling four, 
exceeds that of the commonplace Type 1-7, which 
is known by only two. 

Figure 15.  
7k stationery envelope to Moscow 

cancelled STEAMSHIP 
ASTRAKHAN-KAZAN (2) in Type 
I-7A, dated 5 June 1887. A further 

strike for next day on reverse 
indicates date of offloading. 

Received Moscow 8 June 1887. 

Figure 16.  
Postcard from Siverskaya to a village in 

the Tetyushi district of Kazan 
Guberniya, 27 VII 1903, with transit 

mark STEAMSHIP KAZAN
ASTRAKHAN (2) in Type I-7A, dated 31 

July 1903. 
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Type II-4. Similar to Type I-7A but with cross-
shaped date. It is very rare and known only from 
the NIZHNII-PERM/PERM-NIZHNII line. I have 
seen only serial number ‘11’ for this Type. 
Mandrovskii (1987, p.37) has illustrated the 
NIZHNII-PERM route with serial ‘11’ in Type II
4, dated 31 V 1902. The reverse route is shown 
herein on a card to Paris (figure 18), which has 
two 2k stamps cancelled STEAMSHIP PERM
NIZHNII (11) in Type II-4, dated 10 VI 1901. 

Figure 18.  
Picture-postcard of Nizhnii-Novgorod 
to Paris, sent by passenger on board 

the “Ekaterinburg”, stamps cancelled 
STEAMSHIP PERM-NIZHNII line, 
serial ‘11’, in Type II-4, dated 10 VI 

1901, struck in blue. 

There are four impressions, struck, most 
unusually, in blue. The other side of the card 
depicts the busy waterfront at Nizhnii-Novgorod 
and bears the sender’s pleasantries in French, to 
which are conveniently added “A bord du bateau 
‘Ekaterinbourg’ sur le Volga, le samedi 9/22 Juin 
1901”. His message enables us to identify the 
“Ekaterinburg” as the source of this odd 
cancellation. The ship itself is shown in 
figure 18A from a picture-postcard which names 
the ship owners as I. Lyubimov and Company. 

Figure 18A 
The “Ekaterinburg” 
(I. Lyubimov & Co.)
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Steamship “Mikhail”. The item shown in 
figure 19 is an oddity. It is a viewcard of the 
Tolstik Pier on the River Kama, posted from there 
to the “Caucasus & Mercury” Company’s pier at 
Perm, 270 versts upriver according to the post 
office guide (1911). Instead of the usual 
NIZHNII-PERM PARAKHOD double-oval 
canceller then current on this line, the 3k stamp is 
tied by a large rectangular datestamp struck in 
violet and with inscription translating 
STEAMSHIP “MIKHAIL” “CAUCASUS & 
MERCURY” COMPANY 27 June 1913. Use of a 
ship’s individual datestamp rather than the 
standard issue of canceller is exceptional, if not 
unique, on mail from the River Volga system. It is 
true that some of the subsidiaries or affiliated 
companies of the “Caucasus & Mercury” used 
large seal-like handstamps for cancelling mail on 
the Caspian Sea services, in which the ship is 

identified by name (Stephen, 1967). They were 
dateless and mostly oval in shape, though at least 
one company (“Colchida”) used a rectangular type 
not unlike that of the “Mikhail” (T & S, 1960, 
p.563). However, in a River Volga context it 
seems improbable that the latter was prepared as a 
canceller for stamps. Use on ship’s papers was a 
more likely purpose. Two explanations for the 
apparent irregularity come to mind. (1) Use of the 
ship’s datestamp as a canceller was an emergency 
or temporary measure, the regular canceller (in 
Mandrovskii’s Type III-1 or Type III-4) being 
mislaid or not yet delivered. (2) The cancellation 
was contrived for philatelic purposes, i.e., applied 
by favour. The placing of the stamp on the left 
side (so the cancellation would not obscure the 
name and address of the recipient) and the absence 
of a message above the sender’s initials (S.T.) 
may support this idea. 

to

4, the 
‘z’ (  20

be 

)

& 

Three years later the western terminus 
of the route had been moved upstream 

 Rybinsk and the “Mikhail” was 
using a standard canceller in Type III

identified by serial letter 
figure ). This 

ship should not 
confused with the 
“Velikii Knyaz (Grand 
Duke  Mikhail”, one 
of the older vessels of 
the “Caucasus 
Mercury” Company 
and part of its Caspian 

Figure 19.  
Picture-postcard of Tolstik Pier, on 

the River Kama, sent to the 
“Caucasus & Mercury” Co.’s pier at 
Perm 27 June 1913, 3k stamp tied by 

large rectangular datestamp, in 
violet, of Ship “Mikhail” of the 

“Caucasus & Mercury” Co. 

Figure 20.  Sea flotilla (RMFL, 
Postcard to Vyatka mailed on ship “Mikhail” (“Caucasus & Mercury” Co.) 31 1912; Stephen, 1967). 
May 1916, 3k stamp cancelled next day RYBINSK-PERM/STEAMSHIP ‘z’ in 

Type III-4, thus tying serial letter ‘z’ to its ship of origin. 
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Nizhnii Light Steamshipping Company. H e  r e  
is a dark corner of River Volga postal history that 
needs illuminating. The two cards described 
below give a tantalizing glimpse of a hitherto 
unrecorded mail-carrier plying the middle reaches 
of the river system in the early 1900s. The first is 
a picture-postcard to Moscow, written from 
MOKHOVYYA GORY, a small place on the left 
(north) bank of the River Volga about 8 km SE of 
the town of Bor (figure 21). The 3k stamp is 
cancelled NIZHNII-NOVGOROD/2/ 30 7 10. 
There is also a two-line violet cachet, 38 mm long, 
with an abbreviated inscription above the name of 
the postal station, the whole translating as 
N I  Z H N  I  I  L  I  G H T  S  T E A M  S  H I  P  P  I  N  G  
COMPANY/MOKHOVYYA GORY. The two 
lines of the cachet are not strictly parallel, 
suggesting they were struck one after the other, a 
different handstamp being required for each 
station along the river. 

Figure 22.  
The Kachkov Company’s pier at 
Murom, River Oka, typical of the 
numerous stopping-places for the 
post-passenger vessels plying the 

River Volga and its tributaries. The 
figure standing in the boat, satchel on 

back and accompanied by armed 
officers in summer dress, looks 

remarkably like a postman.

The Company is not listed by Shevelev (1896) 
among those operating on the River Volga and its 
tributaries. Professor H.L. Weinert informs me, 
however, that it is mentioned under the 
commercial listings for Nizhnii-Novgorod in the 
Russian manufacturing, industrial, &c. almanac 
for 1912. Here it appears as the Light-Passenger 
Steamshipping Company. According to a my 
information, the Company had a concession for 
mail collection and delivery among the small 
habitations along the River Oka and the River 
Volga in the vicinity of Nizhnii-Novgorod. At the 
end of the run mail for dispatch was generally 
handed over to the main post office in Nizhnii-
Novgorod for cancelling and forwarding. 

The main shipping concern on the Oka was the 
Kachkov Company. The picture of its pier at 
Murom (figure 22) can be duplicated many times 
throughout the whole Volga complex and sets a 
typical scene in which the mail-boats of those 
days operated. 

Figure 21.  
Postcard from village of Mokhovyya 

Gory, River Volga, to Moscow. 
Picked up by steamer on which 

applied two-line handstamp in violet 
translating in full; NIZHNII LIGHT 

STEAMSHIPPING COMPANY/ 
MOKHOVYYA GORY. Handed over 
to post office at Nizhnii-Novgorod 
which cancelled 3k stamp 30 7 10. 
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The second card is a Red Cross charity issue with 
the usual 3k franking (figure 23). The stamp is 
cancelled by a two-line violet cachet similar to the 
previous example but with a different postal 
station, the whole translating as NIZHNII LIGHT 
STEAMSHIPPING COMPANY/NIZHNII As 
with the previous card, the second line of the 
cachet is in larger typeface and with fancy serifs. 
Unlike the first line, it is struck with a double 
impression, confirming that the two were not 
applied simultaneously. Below the stamp is a 
circular datestamp of Nizhnii-Novgorod dated 
30 VI with year (1905) omitted. Although an 
attempt has been made to erase the name and 
address of the recipient, the words “Station 
Rastyapino, Moscow-Kazan Railway” can be 

made out on the card, which is confirmed by the 
arrival mark, dated 1 7 05. This station, later 
named Dzerzhinsk, is on the River Oka about 50
km west of Nizhnii-Novgorod. The message, on 
the reverse of the card sends greetings from Myza, 
a small place on the Volga a few kilometres 
downstream from Nizhnii-Novgorod. According 
to the 1916 postal guide and the state railway map 
of the same year it gave its name to a 
“platform” (small station) on the Ruzaevka to 
Nizhnii section of the Moscow-Kazan Railway. 
Presumably the card was picked up on the 
waterfront at Myza by the Nizhnii Light 
Steamshipping Company, who tied the stamp with 
their own cachet before passing the card over to 
the post office at Nizhnii-Novgorod for onward 

procedure was different from that 
employed later, when the Company 
handed over mail uncancelled. 

transmission by rail. In this respect the 

Figure 23. 

Charity card from Myza, near Nizhnii-Novgorod, 3k stamp cancelled two-line handstamp (detailed at

100%) in violet, the abbreviated inscription translating in full: NIZHNII LIGHT STEAMSHIPPING


COMPANY/NIZHNII. Nizhnii-Novgorod transit for 30 VI (year omitted) .

Received St. Rastyapino, Moscow-Kazan Railway, 1 7 05.


Naval participation. Postal material other than 
cards and letters are rarely seen from Russian ships. 
For this reason alone the parcel card shown in figure 
24 (next page) merits attention. The 1920 date, while 
civil war was raging, places it outside the Imperial 
regime; nevertheless, the use of Imperial stamps 
gives philatelic licence to include it here. The parcel 
was addressed to Balanda, about 100 km west of the 
River Volga port of Saratov. The charge of 55 
roubles was paid by Arms issue stamps of 1912-18 
in a vertical strip of five 10k and single 2k and 5k, all 
revalued at 100 times face but without printed or 
manuscript surcharge. There is a blue-lined adhesive 
label with abbreviated inscription of the Astrakhan 
office, to which has been added by hand the word 
“Morskoe” (marine), probably meaning in this 
context “Navy”. The stamps are cancelled by a large 

toothed oval of overall dimensions of 64 mm by 38 
mm with an abbreviated inscription which translates 
as 

COMMUNICATIONS SERVICE OF THE 
VOLGA-CASPIAN NAVAL FLOTILLA 

11 AUG. 1920 
POST-ASTRAKHAN 

The Balanda arrival mark on the reverse is dated 23 
8 20. I obtained this item from Victor Rozov, who 
informed me that at this stage of the civil war 
Astrakhan was a closed city and mail was taken in 
and out by the Navy. Can any reader tell us more 
about this fascinating aspect of the River Volga and 
Caspian postal history? 

The Volga saga will continue in future instalments. 
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Figure 24.  
Parcel card to Balanda, west of 

Saratov, charges of 55 roubles paid 
by 55 kopecks in Imperial Arms 
stamps revalued 100 times face. 

Adhesive label of Astrakhan office 
with manuscript “Morskoe”. Stamps 
cancelled by large toothed oval with 
abbreviated inscription translating 

COMMUNICATIONS SERVICE OF 
THE VOLGA-CASPIAN NAVAL 

FLOTILLA  POST-ASTRAKHAN, 
dated 11 August 1920. 

Received Balanda 23 8 20 
(backstamp below). 

917 km (570 
long, rises on
western 
Mount Elbrus 
Gr  e  a  t e  r  
M o  u  n  t  a  i  n  s

Kuban Steppe 
entering the 

last 240 km, 
T  e  m  r  y  u k  
Ekat erino dar 
Krasnodar). The 
1911 edition of 
the Postal Guide 
(“Post Roads of 
t h e  R  u  s s  i a  n  
Empire”) does 
not mention a 

this river. In the 1915 
edition of the same 
guide, however, the 
River Kuban is 
shown as having a 
p  o  s  t  a  l  s  e  r  v  i c  e  

of 
in 

t o  
(

on 

RIVER KUBAN 
The River Kuban, about 

miles) 
 the 

slopes 
the 

C  a  uc  asu  s  
 a n  d  

meanders through the 
before 

Sea of 
Azov at Temryuk. It is 
navigable only over the 

from 

now 

ship service 
Figure 25.


A, postcard to Kazan, 2k Romanov and 1k Arms cancelled double-oval

EKATERINODAR‘-TEMRYUK’ STEAMSHIP, 18 7 15, of River Kuban service.  

B,3k stationery card to Russian P.O.W. in Germany. Censored in Petrograd and


again on arrival in Germany (backstamp) . Imprinted stamp cancelled double-oval

TEMRYUK’-EKATERINODAR’ STEAMSHIP, 19 10 15, of River Kuban service.


Sender’s address includes “via steamer to village Feodorovsk”.
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operating between Temryuk and Ekaterinodar 
using the facilities of a shipping company named 
“Ditsman”. In the middle of the run the ship made 
a detour north to Slavyanskaya, on the River 
Protoka. Postal material from this service is 
extremely rare and I am not sure that any has been 
illustrated previously in the literature. Antonini 
and Grasset’s (1984) coverage of the postal 
history of the world’s lakes and rivers does not 
include the River Kuban. Luchnik (1970, p.43) 
evidently saw an incomplete strike of the 
Temryuk-Ekaterinodar route and surmised, 
correctly, that a canceller for the reverse direction 
must have existed. Mandrovskii (1987, p.35) lists 
the line as part of the Black Sea Basin and records 
cancellers in both directions in Type III-1. Further 
details of the cancellers used on this little-known 
fluvial line are given below from the two cards 
shown in figure 25. 
1. Slightly oblate double-oval having outer 
dimensions 31 mm and 25 mm, with 
EKATERINODAR’-TEMRYUK’ at top and 
PAROKH. enclosed between asterisks at bottom; 
date in one line between horizontal bars. Seen on a 
picture-postcard to Kazan cancelling a 2k 
Romanov and 1k Arms issue, dated 18 7 15 
(figure 25A). 
2. Similar to above but of regular oval shape and 
w i  th  top  ins  c  r  i  p t  ion  TEMRYUK’--
EKATERINODAR’. Seen on a 3k stationery card 
with date 19 10 15, addressed via Petrograd to a 
Russian P.O.W. held in Germany (figure 25B). 
The card carries the boxed violet cachet of a 
military censor in Petrograd on front and, on 

reverse, a similar cachet applied by the German 
garrison commandant at Zerbet. The address of 
the writer is given as “Kuban Oblast, town 
Ekaterinodar, via steamer to village of 
Feodorovsk”. 

Figure 26 is taken 
from a postcard last 
seen in the stock of 
a foreign dealer at 
one of the London 
e x h i b i t  i  o n  s .  
A d  d  r  e  s  s  e  d  t o  
Vladikavkaz, the 
card has a 3k stamp 
tied by an oval Figure 26. 
cancellation dated Clipping from photocopy of 
14 6 15 simulating postcard to Vladikavkaz 
tha  t  desc r ibed  having 3k stamp with 
above. Compared impression of double-oval 
with the illustration TEMRYUK’-
shown in figure EKATERINODAR’ 
25B, however, the STEAMSHIP, 14 6 15. The 
w o r d i n g  cancellation is deemed to be 
T E  M  R  Y  U  K  ’- a forgery. 
EKATERINODAR’ 
is disposed differently in relation to the bars 
enclosing the date and these words are too close 
together. Despite the certificate of authenticity 
from a Russian source now accompanying the 
card, I am of the opinion that the cancellation is a 
forgery. 

Other copies may exist. Caveat emptor 

RIVER OB 
Combined with the Irtysh, its chief 
tributary, the Ob is some 5,568 km 
(3460 miles) long and the world’s 
fourth longest river. It rises in the 
Altai Mountains and flows through the 
West Siberian lowlands, eventually 
reaching the sea at Obskaya Guba (Ob 
Bay), a long shallow arm of the Arctic 
Ocean. Although frozen for 5-6 
months of the year, it is an important 
trade and transport route. None of the 
ships plying this waterway had 
cancellers of their own and mail from 
their letter-boxes was taken ashore for 
sorting, cancelling and dispatch. An 

Figure 27 example is shown in figure 27. A 
. Picture-postcard of Altai region posted stampless to Revel by coloured viewcard of the Altai region, 
passenger on ship “Gullet” cruising River Ob. Put ashore at it was posted stampless on board a 

Biisk, Tomsk Guberniya, where datestamped 9 5 09 and ship cruising the Ob.
“doplatit” applied for 6 kopecks. 
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Figure 28.  

Picture-postcard to Hamburg, posted at “pier” (later town) on River Ob, pair 2k cancelled UST’-


CHARYSHSKAYA PRISTAN’, Tomsk G., 18 9 09. The picture side shows the ship mentioned in figure 27,

full name”ENGINEER-MECHANIC GULLET”, owner: E.I. Mel’nikova. A typical double-decker paddle-


steamer found on the rivers of its day.


It was offloaded at Biisk, Tomsk Guberniya, on E.I. Mel’nikova - a typical double-decker paddle
9 5 09, where the post office applied a tax mark steamer taking its passengers on a lazy summer 
(“doplatit”) for 6 kopecks. It arrived at its cruise. A few months later the ship would have 
destination, Revel, Baltic States, 13 days later. been unnecessary: everyone could have walked. 
Fortunately, the writer of the card obligingly 
supplied a dateline translating as “Ship Gullet, on ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS  
the Ob 7 May 09”. By chance, I have a card Besides those friends mentioned in the text, Meer 
posted a few months later to Hamburg from one of Kossoy, Ivo Steijn and Peter Walker have kindly 
the “piers” of the Ob - (Ust-Charyshskaya Pristan, contributed literature or information. Mrs. Eleanor 
where the Charysh tributary joins the Ob west of Mal’teeva has continued to search the maps and 
Biisk (figure 28). It is a picture-card of the very records of the Public Library and Geographical 
ship, given its full name “Engineer-Mechanic Society in St. Petersburg on my behalf. 
Gullet”, flying the flag of its owner, 
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Editor’s note: Except where otherwise stated, documents, covers and postcards are reproduced at 75%, 
postmarks and detail at 100%
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Post-1917 rural mail delivery 
George G. Werbizky (Vestal, New York) 
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In the February 2003 issue, No. 89, of 
summary article was published about a post-1917 
zemstvo(?) stamp from Yelets, Orel gubernia. The 
article about this stamp consisted mostly
translations from Soviet Collector”, published 
between the years 1967 - 1978. 

Soviet ‘Courier’ service 

The commentary of this summary 
brought up the subject of post-1917 mail delivery 
to places that were served by zemstvos prior to the 
Bolshevik take-over.  wondered about 
‘courier’ service, mentioned in the last Yelets 
article. 

There is a law of nature governing philately: the 
moment one states, “not  before”, “not 
known”, lo and behold, such an item appears. This 
is the case with the ‘courier’ service. Figure 1 
shows the address side of a picture postcard sent 

from Kiev April 21 1919, to Novgorod-
Seversk, Chernigov gubernia. It arrived in 
Novgorod on April 23 1919, (partial postmark
and then at the “Земский почтовый пункт в селе 

a” = Zemstvo postal point station) in 
the village of Pokrovshchina, on April 26 1919 
oval, fully legible postmark).  central 

government stamp is missing because the card 
was mailed during the ‘free of charge’ period. 

Of interest and significance is the round 
handstamp, figure 1a  with hammer and 
sickle in the middle, that has the following text 
around outer edge: почта 
Новгород epc уезда” = Soviet post of the 
Novgorod-Seversky district. Below the hammer 
and sickle is well-known soviet slogan: 
“Proletariat of the world unite”. 

As an irony, the text of the postcard is the Easter 
greeting “Христос скресе = Christ has 

risen!, written three times. The picture 
side figure ) shows Kiev and the 
Аск могила  Askold 

burial place. The legend says that two 
Norman brothers, Askold and Dir, 
around the year 862, while looking for 
 master to serve, came small 

settlement called Kiev and conquered 
it.   

Figure 2 75%) 
Kiev and the Askold 

burial place. 

Figure 1 75%
Address side of 

postcard . 

Figure 1a  
(100%
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Perm local stamp 

The Schmidt catalogue lists 
this stamp at the end of all 
zemstvo listings, in the 
category of “local issue, 
192?”. The catalogue states 
that there are two varieties of 
this stamp, minor in my 
opinion, differing in shading. 
The Schmidt collection had 
both types listed as mint and 
one additional stamp as used. 
This stamp on cover must be 
rare since in many years of 
collecting and looking at 
auction catalogues, the cover 
shown here is the first one I 
have encountered. Figure 3 
shows the front of the cover 
and figure 3a a full-sized 
detail of the stamp. 

The address on the front is as 
follows: 

)Figure 3 (75%
Front side of the Perm district cover with the local stamp. 

To the Finance Commissar of the Perm district

of the Soviet of Workers’ and Soldiers’ Deputies


to Mr. Ivan Afanas’evich Zakharychev

from the peasant of the village Nickol’sk

of Perm district Theodor Shchеponikov.  


A petition.


The stamp is cancelled with an oval local 
administrative - not a postal - date stamp: 

Никoльскоe Вол.(oстнoе) 
Пpaв.(ление) Пepм.(cкoгo) уезда Figure 3a (100%) 

ВЫДАНО

15 ОКТ. 1918


Иcх. (oдящий) № ...


Nikol’sk volost’  

Administration of the Perm district


GIVEN TO CUSTOMER

October 15, 1918

Outgoing No. ....


One should immediately note that Schmidt assigns 
the year of issue of this stamp to 192?. This cover 
shows that the year of issue was 1918, as later 
research has shown. 

The back of the cover, figure 4, is also interesting. Figure 4 (50%) 
Back of the Perm district cover. Note the use of 

the fiscal stamp.
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«Советский Коллекционер» - “Soviet Collector” 
magazine ran a series of short articles dealing with 
the history of the Perm stamp: No. 5, 1967;   No. 7, 
1970; No. 9, 1971. Finally, in No. 13, 1975, a 
definitive article appeared, which was based upon 
archival material. Briefly, the soviet authorities, in 
order to continue to provide the postal service that 
was carried out by the zemstvo, authorised the issue 

of a 15 kopeck stamp. In 
May - June of 1918 the use of 
the stamp began and continued 
until the end of Dесеmber of 
the same year. Admiral 
Kolchak's forces entered the 
city during the night of 
December 24 - 25. The local 
paper reported that as of 
January 13 1919, the zemstvo 
postal service was to be 

zemstvo datestamp was used; the colour of the ink 
was purple. The datestamp that appears on the back 
of the cover shown is purple. 

Lebedin, Kharkov gubernia 
During the German occupation of Ukraine in WW1, 
the Lebedin zemstvo issued in 1918, stamps in the 3, 
5, 10, 15 and 20 kopeck denominations. The 
Schmidt catalogue lists these stamps under 
‘Lebedin’, and not under ‘Local issues’, although 
these stamps should be listed there. One can easily 
conclude that this was a speculative issue, very much 
like the issue during WW2 in Pskov, also while 
under German occupation. Figures 5 and 6 show 
front and back of a local cover with a pair of Schmidt 
No. 23 stamps. Figure 6a shows the stamps full-size: 
the faint semicircular handstamp is a control seal that 
reads “Lebedin district zemstvo administration” 

The 

“совдеп” 
out  postal 

( ). 

Fi ) 

) reinstated. same stamp 
continued to be used with one 
c  o  r r  ec  t  i  o  n  :  th  e  w o  rd  

 “sovdep” was 
crossed  by
employees on outgoing mail 
see figure 3b

On July 1 1919 the Red Army re-entered the city 
of Perm and reinstituted the local postal service, 
this time free of charge, in concert with the decree 
of January 1 1919. A total of 60,000 stamps were 
printed. During the first soviet period 6,000 
stamps were used. It is not known how many 
stamps were used during the rule of the White 
Army. 

Unused stamps are reasonably easy to find, while 
used stamps do not appear in auction catalogues. 
During both soviet and White Army periods the 

The recipient is the “German military commandant”, 
town of Lebedinsk. Schmidt has a notation that this 
stamp occurs on letters addressed to the German 
commandant! The William Baughman collection 
had most of these stamps, Schmidt Nos. 18-24, in 
large blocks and as one single. 

gure 5 (50%
Front of the Lebedin cover . 

Figure 3b (100%
Stamp ‘corrected’ 
during the White 
Army occupation 
[From the Terry 
Page collection -

Ed.] 

Figure 6 (50%) Figure 6a (100%)

Back of the Lebedin cover. Stamps from Lebedin cover.
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Shadrinsk, Perm gubernia 

Shadrinsk zemstvo continued to operate a mail 
service until the soviet take-over; the last stamp 
was issued in 1917. The postcard, (figure 7) has 
another “stamp” next to the arms type 20 kopeck 
stamp (in itself the correct postal fee for the period). 
The design is simple: the background is yellowish, 
cross-hatched. The text is: 

ПОЧТА = POSTAL SERVICE 
15 = 15 

КОП. = КОР.(ECKS) 

The “stamp” was cancelled with the standard 
Shadrinsk datestamp found on mail of that period. 
The colour is red, while the same datestamp on 
earlier covers is in black. On single used Shadrinsk 
stamps one observes datestamps in  black, red and 
purple. 

The sequence of 
datestamps on the 
card is as follows:  
first comes the 
Shadrinsk zemstvo 
cancel dated May 23 
1918, the same day 
that the card was 
written. Next is that 
of the town of 
Shadrinsk, letter б, 
with the date of 

May 23 1918; this cancel overlaps the zemstvo 
cancel. Finally there is the receiving postmark of 
Krasnoyarsk, dated May 27 1918. Everything seems 
to be in order. Is this a Shadrinsk local stamp, like 
the one issued by the Perm sovdep? Note where 
Shadrinsk is located - in the Perm gubernia.  

One question that arose: is the 20 kopeck stamp over 
the existing Shadrinsk PO cancel? One can see 
suspicious line marks at the bottom of the stamp. To 
answer that question, the stamp was removed with a 
special liquid and now it is clear that both the 20 kopeck 
and the 15 kopeck stamp were cancelled 
SIMULTANEOUSLY! This examination further 
supports the legitimacy of this discovery. 

Obviously, a great deal more information is needed 
before this 15 kopeck “stamp” can be declared a 
legitimate local issue of Shadrinsk. Readers in all 
parts of the world are asked to comment on this 
discovery. 

Figure 7 (100%)

Shadrinsk postcard, with and without the 20 kopeck arms stamp
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Troubled years 1918 -1921: Review of postal rates 
for mail abroad 
A. Epstein (Tallinn) 
The set of postal rates for mail abroad introduced 
in Russia from 1889 (4k for postcards, 10k for 
letters weighing up to 15g and 10k for 
registration) persisted for almost 28 years. It 
remained the same even in the course of three 
years of the WWI notwithstanding the growing 
inflation, although the inland postal rates for 
letters and registration were raised in September 
1914 having equalized with the foreign rates. 

Only as late as 1 September 1917 (O.S.), the 
foreign rates for all kinds of mail were doubled 
(8k, 20k and 20k,  respectively). These rates were 
inherited by the Bolsheviks Government that 

Starting from this and up to February 
1922, the new sets of foreign postal rates 
were constructed by multiplying the basic 
rates of 1889. It is worth mentioning that 
in the period from 15 August when new 

inland rates were introduced (5k for postcards, 
15k for letters up to 15g, 20k for registration) to 1 
September, the foreign rates remained lower than 
their inland counterparts. 

During the war, the stream of mail from Russia 
going abroad reduced considerably due to the 
stopping of mail exchange with the enemy 
countries (Germany, Austro-Hungary, Turkey). 
The mail to other countries was routed mainly via 
Finland and Sweden, partly also via Siberia and 
Japan etc. This tendency remained during the first 
months of Soviet administration, while the war 
was still continuing (figures 1-3). 

of 

( ). 

( ) 

seized power at the end October. 

Figure 1 
4k PS card to France additionally franked 

with 2 x 2k adhesives, i.e. 8k in total 
according to the ordinary postcard rate of 

1 September 1917, posted in Moscow 
6.3.18

Figure 2 
Ordinary letter from 
Moscow 7.11.17 to 
the USA franked 20k 
according to the rate 
of September 1918; 
censored in Moscow.
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Figure 3 
Registered letter from Ampel, 
Estlyand province (?.11.17) to 
Buffalo, USA franked at 40k 

according to the rate of 
1 September 1918; censored in 

Petrograd and the USA. 

The armistice signed in December at 
Brest-Litovsk included a paragraph 
providing for resumption of the 
correspondence with Germany and 
former areas of Russian Empire 
occupied by German troops. This 
period lasted until 18 February 1918 
(hereinafter, the dates are given in 
N.S.), when the armistice was broken, 
and the Central Powers troops took 
their last offensive in the East that 
forced the Soviet Government to sign 
the ill-famed Brest-Litovsk Treaty on 
3 March. Figure 4 shows an ordinary 
postcard sent to Germany from 
Petrograd on 21 December. Another 

Figure 4 postcard shown in figure 5 was posted 
5k PS card additionally franked with a 3k adhesive, i.e. 8k in total from the Minsk province to former 
according to the ordinary postcard rate of 1 September 1917, sent Russian Poland, at that time under the 

from Petrograd (21.12.17) to Germany during the armistice; German occupation. This one is 
censored in Petrograd. slightly over-franked. 

Figure 5 
4k PS card to the former 

Russian Poland (at that time the 
Warsaw General-Government 

under German occupation) 
additionally franked with 2 x 3k 
adhesives, i.e. 10k in total being 
overfranked against the 8k rate, 

posted at Kozlyany, Minsk 
province (3. 2.18) also during 

the armistice. 
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The next rise of the foreign postal rates, 
when they were tripled against the basic 
rates, took place on 10 March (12k for 
postcards, 30k for letters up to 15g, 30k 
for registration). Still before it, on 
28 February the inland postal tariffs 
were raised as well: they became 20k for 
postcards, 35k for letters up to 1 lot 
(15.6 grams) and 70k for registration. 
Thus, in the course of 10 days, the 
foreign rates remained considerably 
lower than the inland ones. This 
circumstance led to misunderstandings 
even at the post. Figure 6 depicts an 
ordinary postcard mailed from Odessa to 
Italy on 3 March. It is franked at 10k, 
i.e. over-franked by 2k against the 8k 
rate still in force. Nevertheless, a 
‘postage due’ cachet was applied with an 
amount of 20k written in representing a 
double deficiency to the current inland 
postcard rate of 20 k. 

By the time of concluding peace with the Central 
Powers at Brest-Litovsk, the correspondence with 
foreign countries dropped considerably, since the 
route via Finland was closed owing to the civil 
war between the ‘Red’ and ‘White’ Finns and 
latter’s final victory by May 1918; the same 
happened with the route via the port of Murmansk 
after the landing there of the Entente troops in 

(

Figure 6 
5k PS card to Italy additionally franked with a 5k adhesive 

posted in Odessa 1.3.18). The double deficiency of 20 k in the 
postage due marking was collected relative to the new, 20k 

inland postcard rate of 28 February 1918, although the foreign 
rate of 8k still remained in force. The postcard was censored in 

Odessa and Italy. 

June. There were still no postal communications 
with the Central Powers and the mail to the 
Entente and neutral countries did not leave Russia 
except from Vladivostok. The postal 
communications with Germany, Austro-Hungary 
and territories under their occupation (the Baltic 
and Polish provinces of the former Russian 
Empire) were restored as from 8 June: this led to a 

)

( ) 

new rise of mail, including  

Figure 7 
5k PS card to Germany additionally 

franked with a 7k adhesive,  i.e.12k in 
total according to the ordinary 

postcard rate of 10 March 1918, sent 
from Petrograd (9.7.18 ; censored also 

in Petrograd. 

Figure 8 
5k PS card with additional franking 

totalling to 42k according to the 
registered postcard rate of 10 March 
1918 sent from Kazan’ 25.6.18 to 

Revel then under German occupation; 
censored in Moscow and Riga.
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mail was resumed (figures 7-9). 

It is interesting also that starting from this period, one 
finds registered mail more often than ordinary: 
evidently, the public did not trust the post too much 
under the troubled situation of those years. 

One can easily see that the foreign tariffs 
remained lower than the inland rates for every 
kind of mail even after 10 March. As 
consequence, one finds items of ordinary mail, 
mainly postcards, sent abroad in this period, 
which are franked according to the inland postal 
rates, even more frequently than those with the 
correct franking (figures 10, 11). 

( ) to 

( )

) 

Figure 9 
Registered 
letter from 

Nizhni 
Novgorod 
30.9.18
Germany 

franked 60k 
according to 
the rate of 
10 March 

1918; 
censored in 
Moscow and 
Königsberg. 

Figure 10 
Ordinary letter from Petrograd   

6. 4.18  to Stockholm franked 35k 
according to the inland rate of 
28 February 1918; censored in 

Petrograd. The letter was delivered 
to the destination as late as 

23 August, evidently via Germany 
after re-establishing the postal 

communications with that country. 

Figure 11 
3k PS card with additional franking 

totalling to 20k according to the 
ordinary inland postcard rate of  

28 February 1918 sent from 
Kyappaselga, Olonets province (22.8.18
to Revel then under German occupation; 

censored in Petrograd and Riga. 
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(

) 

(

( ), 

that 

) 
( )

Figure 13 
Ordinary postcard from Vladivostok 
5.11.18) to Boston, USA franked 12k 
according to the foreign rates of the 

RSFSR of 10 March 1918 still in effect 
in the Far East under the ‘White’ 

government. 

Figure 12 
Ordinary letter from 

Arkhangel’sk (21.5.19 to 
Sweden franked 90k according 

to the foreign rates of the RSFSR 
of 10 March 1918 for the 2nd 

weight category) still in effect in 
North Russia under the ‘White’ 

government. 

Indeed, the Civil War that flared up in Russia 
especially from summer 1918 led to falling off 
large territories from the power of the Central 
Soviet Government, particularly in the eastern 
including the Urals, Siberia and Far East

northern and southern parts of the former Empire. 
It is interesting the Soviet postal rates 

remained in force there (except South Russia till 
the summer 1919 figures 12, 13 . All this resulted 
in further reduction of the mail exchange in Soviet 
Russia, including that with abroad. The latter 
ceased almost completely by the end of 1918 after 
the defeat of Central Powers in the WWI, although 
mail exchange with Germany stopped even earlier.

As from 1 January 1919, ordinary inland mail 
(postcards and letters up to 15g) was declared 
post-free in Soviet Russia. The same was applied 
to the mail abroad. As to the registered and other 
kinds of mail, it was stated that they would be 
handled “on the former grounds”; however, no 
particular tariffs were published. Basing on some 
unnamed archival documents, Karlinski [1] stated 
the following rates allegedly in effect in 1919: 80k 
for postcards, 2r for letters up to 15g, 2r for 
registration, which meant twenty-fold basic rates. 
However, these seem improbable if only because 
of the fact of free-postage for ordinary mail. 
Besides, any foreign postal rates for this period 
would be of purely theoretical character, since 
there was by that time absolutely no mail 
exchange between the Soviet republics and 
foreign countries. Nevertheless, some individuals 
tried to correspond… 

A rather peculiar registered cover mailed in Riga, 
then under the Soviets on 6 May 1919 is shown in 
figure 14 (next page). It is addressed to “Comrade 
President of Japanese Society” in the town of 
Tokyo, via Moscow. And nothing more... 
However, this letter taken from a mailbox, as a 
corresponding inscription on the reverse confirms, 
was, nevertheless, delivered to Moscow (9 May) 
but then naturally returned to Riga (12 May). The 
franking consists of a pair of 50k stamps making 
1r. If supposing that this franking is correct and it 
corresponds to some officially established rate, the 
latter appears to be taking into account the 
‘multiplying’ principle mentioned above: 20k for 
postcards, 50k for letters of the 1st weight 
category and 50k for registration, i.e. five-fold 
basic rates. 
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Figure 14 
Registered letter from Riga (6.5.19, then under a Soviet government) to Japan franked 1r according to an 
assumed foreign postal rate of 1919. The letter taken out of mailbox was delivered to Moscow (9.5.19) and 

returned from there because of the lack of postal communications with abroad. 

There exists another cover of this kind from the addressed to Soviet Latvia, such franking is 
Robert Taylor collection registered at Melekess, excessive against the correct inland rate of 50k. 
Samara province on 9 April 1919 and addressed to However, if the sender considered the destination 
the Dobleen district in Kurland (the present as ‘abroad’, this franking coincides with that in 
Latvia) (figure 15). The letter reached Petrograd the previous example. Thus, it remains a mystery 
on 22 April where it was ordered to be returned whether a set of foreign postal rates was actually 
“because of military circumstances”. The franking proclaimed in 1919. 
consists of a single 1r stamp. If this letter was 

(

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
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Figure 15 
Registered letter from Melekess, 

Simbirsk province 9.4.19) to 
Illukst, Latvia franked 1r 

according to an assumed foreign 
postal rate of 1919. cont.

Figure 15 cont.
The letter was delivered to 

Petrograd 22.4.19 and returned 
from there, since there were no 

longer postal communications with 
this part of Latvia.
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The postal connections with abroad began to be 
restored as late as summer 1920, i.e. when the Civil 
War was ended in most regions. It was agreed with 
the captain of a small Norwegian ship to carry mail 
between Murmansk and the Norwegian port of 
Wardö. From there, this mail should be routed further 
by the Norwegian post. This unofficial agreement 
was officially approved by the postal administrations 
of both countries at the end of this year. A similar 
agreement was made in September with an Italian 
cooperative society to carry mail between Odessa and 
Constantinople [2]. Postal connections with Persia 

It was now high time to announce new foreign 
postal rates. This was done by a circular of 7 June 
1920 when they were fixed at fifty times those 
indicated in the Postal Regulations published in 
1917. The latter represented actually the earlier 
Regulations of 1909 with some additions and 
alterations fixed by 1 October 1916. Thus, the 
foreign postal rates still remained those of 1889, 
which should be considered as basic rates. 
Consequently, the registration fee became 5r. 
Ordinary letters and postcards were confirmed 
post-free. 

and western )

) 
( )

 (

fi

such a ].

(fi

 a 

an of
( ). 

( )  ( ) to 

)

China (Sin-Khiang  were 
resumed. 

Figure 16 
Ordinary letter posted free from Linevo-Ozero (21.9.20

via Moscow 5.10.20  to Vienna. 

Figure 18 
5k PS card used as blank and posted free 
from Moscow 17.11.20) to Riga, Latvia. 

Postage due cachet demanding 155 
Latvian kopecks was applied. 

Some foreign countries did recognize such free mail 
without any intervention ( gure 16); even later when 
every kind of the mail abroad became payable, there 
were cases when no postage due was applied to 
unfranked covers: Dr. Ceresa shows in his handbook 

cover [3  Others did not recognize free 

postage but acted differently from one another. For 
instance, Estonia applied to the covers special 
postage due cachets with the text “From Russia” in 
Estonian and an amount of 200 or 100 penni for 

letters and postcards, respectively, to be 
paid by the addressee gure 17). These 
amounts were equal to the current inland 
postal rates of Estonia, although the postal 
regulations prescribed normally paying
double deficiency. On the other hand, an 
ordinary postcard from Moscow to Latvia 
shows a postage due cachet applied at Riga 
with amount  155k written in, 
figure 18

Figure 17 
20k PS card used as blank and posted free from Luga, 

Petrograd province 15.5.20  via Petrograd 29.6.20
Tallinn, Estonia where arrived on 7 August. Postage 

due cachet demanding an amount of 100 penni 
(ordinary postcard rate in Estonia; the figure 200 in the 

cachet corrected by pencil to 100  was applied.
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Figure 19 (Item 17 Table 1)

Ordinary letter from Serpukhov, Moscow province (28.6.21) to the USA franked at 5r (a 5k stamp revalued


100 times) according to the foreign postal rate of 30 September 1920.


This amount was not connected with the 
current Latvian postal tariff; so it seems 
to be connected with the Soviet foreign 
postcard rate, but the ratio of the 
Russian-to-Latvian Ruble or Kopeck 
that time  is unknown to me. 

Almost four months later, the free 
postage of ordinary mail was abolished 
by a circular of 30 September. From 
now on, ordinary postcards were to be 
franked at 2r and ordinary letters up to 
15g at 5r (figure 19). 5r  more were to 
be added if registered (figures 20, 21). It 
is curious that the foreign registered 
letter tariff of 10r coincided with the 
inland one, which gave some grounds to Figure 20 
Karlinski stating that the mail abroad 3k PS card used as blank and sent registered from Selishchenskie 
was posted often franked according to Kazarmy, Novgorod province (17.9.20) to Tartu, Estonia.The 
the inland rates. Indeed, such things did franking at7r with stamps revalued 100 times corresponds to the 
happen but the evidence came only from rate of 30 September 1920.

registered postcards or printed matter

where the foreign and inland postal rates differed. Despite of the growing amount of mail going


abroad, the period from the beginning of 1921 to 
At the end of March and beginning of April 1921, the late summer of this year is very confusing. 
a direct mail exchange was resumed with the According to Karlinski, the foreign postal rates 
Baltic States (Estonia and Latvia) and Finland, were doubled once more prior to 25 August but if 
then with Great Britain, Poland etc. so, they were not published officially. 
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Figure 21 
3k PS letter-card used as blank and sent registered from Tsarskoe Selo (9.9.20) via Petrograd (11-12.9.20) 

to Estonia. The franking at 10r with a stamp revalued 100 times corresponds to the rate of 
30 September 1920. 

To ascertain what foreign postal rates were 
actually in effect during this period, a number of 
pertinent items of mail known to me are gathered 
together in the following Table 1.  

They are from my own collection (A.E.), 
collections of some other philatelists who kindly 
informed me of items in their hands (R.M. = Ross 
Marshall, R.T. = Robert Taylor) as well as found 
in the literature: first of all, the handbook by Dr. 
Ray Ceresa [3, 4] (R.C.), also articles or books by 
Michael Carson [5] (M.C.), Andrew Cronin [6] 
(A.C.), Rudolf Seichter [7] (R.S.), Victor 
Angolenko [8] (V.A.), Jerzi Tokar [9] (J.T.), 
Trevor Pateman [10] (T.P.), Wolfgang Leupold 
[11] (W.L.), Jean Walton [12] (J.W.), Alfred 
Stolberg [13] (A.S.), Martin Siegler [14] (and his 
private communication) (M.S.) and private 
communication of Ross Marshall (R.M.) as well 
as the BSRP auction [15] (BSRP), Wilfried Nagl 
auction [16-25] (W.N.) and Ebay. 

Several types of mail are shown in the table:

OP = ordinary postcard,

RP = registered postcard,

OL = ordinary letter,

RL = registered letter,  

RPM = registered printed matter.


As evident, registered mail still prevails over the

ordinary but this makes the results more reliable, 

since the franking was mostly influenced by postal

clerks. The items of mail from Russia and Ukraine

are shown separately, since the results differ rather 

surprisingly.


While the previous set of rates was retained

generally in Russia, it seems to be doubled in the

Ukraine, at least, beginning from May or June.
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Table 1

No. Type From 
(locality, province) 

Date To 
(locality, country) 

Franking Source 

Soviet Russia 

1 RL Kartachi, Pskov 31.01 Tallinn, Estonia Arms 20k* = 20r A.E. 

2 RL Moscow 5.03 Helsinki, Finland Arms 2 x 5k = 10r R.C. 

3 RL Novocherkassk, Don 29.03 Tõrva, Estonia Arms 10k = 10r A.E. 

4 RL Petrograd 30.03 Tallinn, Estonia Arms 10k = 10r A.E. 

5 RL Volokoslavinskoe, 2.04 Tallinn, Estonia Arms 10k/7 k = 10r A.E. 
Novg. Fig. 22 

6 RL Bezhitsa, Orel 2.04 Jelgava, Latvia Arms 2 x 5r = 10r W.N. 

7 RL Rostov, Don 12.04 San-Remo, Italy Arms 2 x 10k = 20r A.E. 
Fig. 23 

8 RL Pskov 25.04 Wildemann Harz, Arms 3k + 7r = 10r and W.N. 
Germany postage due 30 r 

9 RL Cheremushnitsa, ? 26.04 Lübeck, Germany At 10r M.S. 

10 RL Pskov 28.04 Massalaca, Latvia Arms 7r + 3k = 10r R.C. 

11 RL Ispravnaya, Kuban 5.05 Aloja, Latvia Kuban 10r/15k = 10r R.C. 

12 OP Petrograd 16.05 Tallinn, Estonia Arms 5k = 5r A.E. 

13 RL Syzran, Simbirsk 30.05 Acron, USA Arms 2 x 5r = 10r R.C. 

14 RP Solombala, 31.05 Australia Arms 2 x 2k + 2 x 3k = 10r J.W. 
Arkhangel’sk 

15 RL Solombala, 18.06 Sweden Arms 2 x 2k + 2 x 3k = 10r W.N. 
Arkhangel’sk 

16 RP Moscow 22.06 Weimar, Germany Arms 5k + 2k (3k PS card M.S. 
as blank) = 7r 

17 OL Serpukhov, Moscow 28.06 Newport, USA Arms 5k = 5r A.E. 
Fig. 19 

18 RP Solombala, 28.06 Braunschweig, Arms 2 x 2k + 2 x 3k = 10r J.W. 
Arkhangel’sk Germany 

19 RL Homel, Mogilev 1.07 Geneva, Switzerland Arms 15k + 7r = 22r W.N. 

20 RL Shlisselburg, 4.07 Waadt, Germany Arms 2 x 1k + 3k + 5k = W.N. 
Petrograd 10r 

21  OL** Moscow 4.07 Berlin, Germany Arms 3 x 5k = 15r R.M. 

22 RL Petrograd 7.07 Stockholm, Sweden Arms 3 x 3k + 1k = 10r Ebay 

23 RL Petrograd 11.07 Schwäb-Gmünd, Arms 5r + 10r = 15r W.N. 
Germany 

24 RL Novocherkassk, Don 11.07 Hamburg, Germany Arms 2 x 1k + 2k + 6 x 1r W.N. 
+ 2 x 5r + PSB 2 x 5k = 30r 

25 OP Moscow 21.07 London, England Arms 2 x 5k = 10r R.C. 

26 OP Serpukhov, Moscow 1.08 Frankfurt/M, Arms 2 x 1k = 2r R.C. 
Germany 

27 RL Petrograd 10.08 Frankfurt/M, On 10r with postage due M.S. 
Germany 

28 RL Petrograd 12.08 Brooklyn, USA RSFSR 2 x 5r = 10r R.C. 

29 RL Perm’ 13.08 Germany Arms 10k + 2 x 10k/7k = 30r A.S. 
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No. Kind From To Source 

30 RL 

31 RL 

32 RL R.M. 

33 RP 35r in cash 

34 RL Odessa R.M. 

35 RL J.T. 

36 RL Odessa R.M. 

37 RL 
(

38 RL ) 

39 Kherson R.M. 

40 RL 10r in cash M.C. 

41 RL Kiev 

42 RL ( ) ) 

43 RL A.C. 

44 RL BSRP 

45 RL R.T. 

46 RL Odessa 

47 RL Kiev 

48 RL Odessa 

(

(locality, province) 
Date 

(locality, country) 
Franking 

Soviet Ukraine 

Kharkov 25.01 Riga, Latvia Arms 3 x 10r (1 with 
trident ovp) + 5k = 35r 

R.S. 

Ekaterinoslav 24.02 Chicago, USA Arms 20k with trident = 
20r 

V.A. 

Pavlograd, Kharkov ?.03. Riga, Latvia Arms 2 x 5r = 10r 

Prishib, Tauria 18.03 Jelgava, Latvia R.S. 

24.03 New York, USA Arms 10k + 15k = 25r 

Vinnitsa, Podolia 3.05 Lodz, Poland Arms 2 x 10k = 20r 

3.05 Berlin, Germany Arms 5 x 5r = 25r 

Ekaterinoslav 11.05 Revel, Estonia Arms 5 k + 10k + 5r (with 
trident ovp) + 2 x 35k with 
trident ovp) = 20r 70k 

R.S. 

Labun, Volyn 21.05 Switzerland Ukraine 5 x 20sh = 50r (? R.S. 

OL** 25.05 London, England Arms 15k = 15r 

Zlatopol’, Kiev 28.05 New York, USA 

6.06 Berlin, Germany Arms 4 x 5k = 20r A.E. 
Fig. 24 

FPO No. 69 in Kiev 14.06 Cleveland, USA Ukraine 6 x 10sh = 30r (? R.C. 

Pyatki, Volyn 23.06 USA Ukraine 2 x 20sh = 20r 

Amur, Ekaterinoslav 14.07 New York, USA Arms 3 x 7r = 21r 

Shargorod, Podolia 22.07 London, England 500r in cash 

30.07 Rochester, USA Arms 2 x 10k + 5r = 25r R.C. 

6.08 Athena, Greece Arms 20k = 20r Ebay 

8.08 Berlin, Germany Arms 3 x 10k/7k with 
trident ovp = 30r 

R.S. 

Table 1 continued) 

*Arms stamps of kopeck face value up to 20k were used officially revalued 100 times, i.e. as ruble stamps. 
** The cover is inscribed as registered but no registration label or cachet: this may indicate to that the 

letter was sent actually as ordinary.

Although there are a few items falling outside the 
general statistics for Russia (items 1, 7, 8, 12, 24, 
and 29 as well as 19), it is evident that the postal 
rates of 1920 were applied there even in the 
capitals Moscow and Petrograd, at least, to the 
beginning of August. The ‘fallouts’ may be the 
result of wrong franking due to ignorance of the 
rate in force (the ordinary postcard, item 12 was 
franked as an ordinary letter) or represent a higher 
weight category (e.g. items 1 and 24, the latter 
from the correspondence of a philatelist). Item 19 
was sent from Homel (now in Byelorussia but at 
that time still a part of the Soviet Russia) adjacent 
to Soviet Ukraine. 

Comparing both covers from the Don province 
(items 3 and 7), one may think that either the rate 
was doubled in the meantime, e.g. from the 
beginning of April, or item 7 was a letter of the 
second weight category. The first assumption 
seems more probable if item 24 is also taken into 
account. There is no clarity as to the item 29 from 
Perm’: was there actually an R-letter rate equal to 
30r? Also unclear is the matter with items 1 and, 
especially, 8, both from Pskov or its province. The 
postage due of 30r applied to item 8 may indicate 
an overweight letter if the correct rate would be 
25 r. On the other hand, the normal rate in Pskov 
province could be 20r (item 1), then the postage 
due should be 20r rather than 30 r. 

THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 91 
 35 



Item 21 is a special case, as the cover was 
inscribed as registered but there is no R-label or 
cachet. Thus, either it was sent as ordinary mail 
(e.g. the post did not want to guarantee the 
delivery shortly after the direct postal 
communications with England had been restored) 
or the registration procedure was not implemented 
as necessary. In any case, the 15k franking is 
higher than the registered letter rate of 1920 but 
lower than the alleged rate of 1921 but it could 
also be an overweight letter, although it does not 
look as such. Otherwise, all seem to indicate that 
there were no changes in the foreign postal tariffs 
in Russia prior to August 1921. Only as late as 10 
August, there is an R-letter from Petrograd 
(item 27) with a 10r franking but with a T-cachet 
applied for some unknown reason in Germany. 
However, another R-letter mailed in Petrograd two 
days later and franked at 10r as well has no 
postage due (item 28). It is also worth mentioning 
that the registered postcard from Moscow 
(item 16) seems to be franked also according to 
the 1920-rate, i.e at 7r, while all those from 
Solombala, Arkhangel’sk province (items 14 and 
18 as well as 62 and 64 from Table 2) were 
franked at 10r as inland mail: the fact that the 
postage for the two latter was collected in cash 
confirms that such was the rate in Arkhangel’sk. 

The situation looks different for the Ukraine also 
under the Soviets. One should remember when 
analyzing the results of this sample that the postal/ 
telegraphic network in the Soviet republics of 
Russia, Ukraine and Byelorussia was not 
administered centrally at the very beginning of the 
1920s. Post/telegraph offices there were 
subordinated to the local administrations in the 
form of executive committees of the provincial 
Soviets. As rule, they used postal rates declared 
periodically by the RSFSR People’s Commissariat 
of Posts-and-Telegraphs in Moscow, but the local 
postal/telegraphic administrations were not 
directly subordinated to that central 
administration. Consequently, they had, at least 
theoretically, the right to apply their own rates or 
interpret the decrees from the centre in their own 
way, and, it seems, this right was used here and 
there. 

Let us consider the table examples for Soviet 
Ukraine by particular provinces. There are only 
two examples for the Kharkov province. Ignoring 
item 30 that is evidently of philatelic origin, item 
32 sent in March is still franked in accordance 
with the 1920 rates. Matters in the Kiev province 
look, however, different, although we have 

examples from there only beginning from the end 
of May. As concerns this province, there exist 
archival documents published by V. Angolenko 
[8] and showing clearly that postal tariffs doubled 
relative to the 1920 rates or hundred-fold relative 
to the basic rates of 1889 (4r for postcards, 10r for 
letters up to 15g and 10r for registration) were in 
effect there just prior to introduction of new 
domestic and foreign postal rates in August. The 
available examples (item 41 as well as 65, 67 and 
68 in Table 2), with exception of 40 and 42, 
confirm this. The latter mailed at a field post 
office could be an overweight letter. Item 40 
posted on 28 May shows that either the new rates 
were introduced in  Kiev province as from June or 
they were still unknown at the small town of 
Zlatopol’. The cover sent registered from 
Ekaterinoslav (item 31) is franked at 20r as early 
as in February, and two other registered covers 
(items 37 and 44) are also franked on this amount, 
although with a slight overfranking. 

One of the two available registered covers from 
the Volyn province (item 43) is franked in June at 
20r as well, but the other cover (item 38) with its 
50r franking is rather confusing. True, one may 
suppose that the 20-shahiv stamps were used at 2r 
each giving 10r in total rather than at 10 rubles, as 
they were officially revalued in 1920. Who 
knows…  One of two examples from the Podolia 
province (item 35) has a normal 20r franking for a 
registered letter, while the other one (item 45) 
with its 500r cash franking simply strikes us 
dumb. About the same can be said about the 
registered postcard from Tauria province (item 33) 
cash-franked at 35r instead of 7 or 14r as one 
might expect. Probably, all this could be the result 
of a wrong choice of the basic rates by the local 
postal clerks. 

The ordinary cover from Kherson (item 39) 
franked on 15r and all the available registered 
covers from Odessa (items 34, 36 and 46 as well 
as 66 from Table 2) show all the same franking, 
25r (item 48 is franked at 30r but it might be 
merely an overfranked letter). All this cannot be 
fortuitous, but the reason for the 5r surtax proper 
to the former Kherson province (divided in 
August 1920 into Odessa and Nikolaev provinces) 
remains unknown. Probably, this was some kind 
of local duty, but this problem is a subject for a 
separate discussion. 

The general conclusion from the above analysis is 
that there were no common rules of prepayment of 
the mail addressed abroad in the first half of 1921.
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Figure 22 (reduced to 60%)

(Item 5 Table 1)


Registered letter from Volokoslavinskoe, Novgorod province (2.4.21) via Petrograd (12.4.21) and Moscow

(15.4.21) to Tallinn, Estonia. The franking at 10 r with a stamp revalued 100 times corresponds to the rate


of 30 September 1920.


Figure  23 (reduced to 60%) 
(Item 7 Table 1) 

Registered letter from Rostov-Don 
(12.4.21) via Moscow (18.4.21) to San-
Remo, Italy. The franking at 20r with 

stamps revalued 100 times corresponds 
to the alleged rate of 1921.
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New foreign postal rates (400r for postcards, 
1000r for letters of the lowest weight category and 
1000r for registration) were announced and 
published in Moscow as valid from 25 August 
1921. However, still earlier a new inland postal 
tariff was also introduced as from 15 August (100r 
for postcards, 250r for ordinary letters and 1000r 
for registration), which was much higher than both 

the previous inland and still valid foreign tariff. 
The ten-day period from 15 to 25 August 
(actually, still longer if taking into account the 
delays with introduction of the new sets of rates in 
some provinces) is also of interest from the point 
of view of franking the mail abroad. Some items 
of mail from that short span of time are shown in 
Table 2. 

Table 2 

No. Type From 
(locality, province) 

Date To 
(locality, country) 

Franking Source 

Soviet Russia 

49 RPM Arkhangel’sk 16.08 Lichtenstein Arms 5 x 3k + 20k = 35r W.N. 

50 RL Moscow 17.08 Munich, Germany Control 5 x 3r* = 1250r R.C. 

51 RL Moscow 18.08 Riga, Latvia Control 5 x 5r = 1250r W.L. 

52 RL Petrograd 18.08 Basel, Switzerland Arms 10k = 10r W.N. 

53 RL Petrograd 20.08 Erlangen, Germany Arms 15k + 2 x 5k + 4k + 2 R.M. 
x 2k = 33r 

54 RL Petrograd 20.08 Mexico RSFSR 3 x 5r = 15r R.C. 

55 OP Moscow 20.08 Sevilla, Spain Control 25k* = 250r W.N. 

56 OL Voronezh 20.08 Riga, Latvia Arms 10 x 10k + 5 x 20k + W.N. 
PSB 25k = 450r 

57 OL Samarkand, 21.08 London, England PSB 1k = 250r R.C. 
Turkestan 

58 RL Petrograd 22.08 USA Arms 2 x 10k and A.E. 
inscription: Written in as Fig. 25  
receipts 1250 r on 22/8. 

59 RL Petrograd 23.08 Paris, France RSFSR 7 x 2r + 1r = 15r R.C. 

60 RL Solombala, 25.08 Salzburg, Austria Arms 2 x 2k + 2 x 3k = 10r W.N. 
Arkhangel’sk 

61 RL Moscow 30.08 Switzerland On 1250r T.P. 

OL Bobrki, Tula 2.09 Berlin, Germany 250r 

62 RP Solombala, 3.09 Wolkenstein, Arms 3 x 4k = 12r W.N. 
Arkhangel’sk Germany 

63 RP Solombala, 6.09 Köln, Germany 10r in cash W.N. 
Arkhangel’sk 

64 RL Tashkent, Turkestan 7.09 Riga, Latvia Control 10 x 100r = 2500r W.N. 

65 RP Solombala, 9.09 Stuttgart, Germany 10r in cash J.W. 
Arkhangel’sk 

Advertising in BJRP 
Would you like to take advantage of limited space available in future issues.  


Reach the real collectors. 

You can take the inside or outside back cover or 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 terry.page1@btinternet.com
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Table 2 (continued) 

No. Kind From 
(locality, province) 

Date To 
locality, country) 

Franking Source 

Soviet Ukraine 

66 RL Kiev 15.08 New York, USA Arms 2 x 10k + 1230r in 
cash = 1250r 

W.L. 

67 RL Odessa 25.08 Leipzig, Germany Arms 2 x 10k + Arms 5r = 
25r 

A.E. 
Fig. 26 

68 RL Kiev 28.08 New York, USA Arms 20k + 1230r in cash 
= 1250r 

R.C. 

69 RL Kiev 29.08 New York, USA Arms 20k + 1230r in cash 
= 1250r 

W.N. 

70 RL Kiev 3.09 New York, USA Arms 2 x 10k + 1230r in 
cash = 1250r 

M.C. 

71 RL Demievka, Kiev 6.09 New York, USA Arms 2 x 10k + 1980r in 
cash = 2000r 

R.C. 

72 RL Tsebrikovo, Kherson 7.09 Chemnitz, Germany 3125r in cash W.N. 

73 OL Zhitomir, Volyn 7.09 New York, USA Arms 20k = 20r W.N. 

74 OL Kharkov 10.09 Tallinn, Estonia Arms 20k + 15 x 15k + 5k 
= 250r 

A.E. 
Fig. 27 

75 OL Odessa 12.09 Berlin, Germany PSB 4 x 25k = 1000r R.C. 

76 RL FPO No. 94 16.09 New York, USA Arms 4 x 5k = 20r BSRP 

Soviet Byelorussia 

77 RL Minsk 18.08 New York, USA At 1250r W.L. 

78 RL Bobruisk, Minsk 26.08 New York, USA Minsk provisionals 5 x R.C. 
2k** = 1250r 

* Control and Postal Saving Bank stamps of all face values were used as postage stamps officially revalued

to 250 r as from 15 August 1921.


** Minsk provisionals were sold for 250 r revalued by the application of an official cachet.


As evident from this table, Moscow applied the 
new inland postal rates to the mail abroad just 
from the very beginning (items 50 and 51) and 
still held onto them as late as 30 August (item 55). 
As to Petrograd, if rejecting the evidently ‘falling 
out point’ (item 53), the foreign registered letter 
rate 10r or 15r still persisted there as late as 
23 August (items 52, 54 and 59). On the other 
hand, however, there is a cover (item 58) handed 
in at another town postal branch, which is franked 
at 20r but also 1250r were collected without any 
complementary franking with stamps, as 
evidenced by a pencil inscription on the cover 
back; it remains unclear also whether the 20r 
franking was taken into account. Arkhangel’sk 
(and Solombala) used the former rates up to 9 
September, at least (items 60, 62, 63, and 65 as 
well as 49). In Samarkand, Turkestan the inland 
rate for an ordinary letter abroad was applied on 
21 August (item 52), while a registered letter was 

overfranked at 500r against the new foreign rate in 
Tashkent, the capital of Turkestan (item 64). An 
ordinary letter from Voronezh to Latvia (item 56) 
sent on 20 August (i.e. 5 days before the official 
date of introduction of the new foreign postal 
rates) was franked at 450r, i.e. at 200r more that 
was required for an inland letter. 

Thus, there was no common tariff policy 
throughout this short period in Soviet Russia. 
Even Petrograd acted otherwise than Moscow. It 
seems also that nowhere were the new foreign 
rates put in force on 25 August as demanded by 
the corresponding order of the Central Postal 
Administration. 

A similar, although somewhat different picture is 
observed in the Ukraine. While in Odessa the 
former rate was still in force by 25 August (item 
67) and in Zhitomir by 7 September (item 73), 
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although this ordinary letter seems to be franked as a 
registered one), the documents published by 
Angolenko [8] clearly indicate that the current inland 
rates should be applied also for the foreign mail as 
from 15 August in the Kyiv province. This is 
confirmed by the items 66, 68 to 70, at least, up to 3 
September, while the new foreign rate was applied to 
a registered letter from Demievka, a Kiev suburb on 
6 September. Thus, one might suppose that the new 
set of rates was put into force in the Kiev province as 
from 5 or 6 September. At the same time, the inland 
rates seem still to be in effect for the foreign mail on 
10 September in Kharkov (item 74) although this 
could be a result of oversight by a postal clerk. 
Odessa used already the new rates on 12 September 
(item 75); however, a very strange amount of 3,125r 

in cash was collected for a registered letter to 
Germany at Tsebrikovo, Kherson province on 7 
September (item 72). The former rate still remained 
in force on 16 September at the FPO No. 94 in Kiev. 

At the end, Table 2 includes two registered letters 
abroad from Soviet Byelorussia (actually, within the 
borders of the former Minsk province) showing the 
inland postal rates applied, at least, during the period 
18 to 26 August (items 77 and 78). 

The above analysis shows that, indeed, it was the 
provincial postal authorities that decided the amount 
and terms of validity of the postal rates for the mail 
abroad, at least, during the first three decades of 
1921. 

Figure 24 (Item 41 Table 1) (reduced to 60%)

Registered letter from Kiev (6.6.21) via Moscow (13-18.6.21) to Berlin. The franking at 20r with stamps 


revalued 100 times corresponds to the alleged rate of 1921.


Figure 25 (Item 58 Table 2) (reduced to 60%)

Registered letter from Petrograd (22.8.21) New-York. The letter was franked at 20r with stamps revalued 100 


times but 1250r were actually collected in conformity with the inland rate for R-letters of 15 August 1921.
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Figure 26 (reduced to 60%)

(Item 67 Table 2)


Registered letter from Odessa (23.8.21) to Leipzig, Germany. The franking at 25r corresponds to the

alleged rate of 1921 plus an alleged local tax.
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The Undelivered Mail Report of  
an Odessa Postman 
Meer Kossoy( Israel) Translated by Alan Garside, BSRP 

Figure 1 shows a postcard with the 
attached undelivered mail report 
(“spravka”) of an Odessa postman. 
Since the “spravka” conceals the 
postmark and address necessary for 
further investigation it is folded back in 
figure 2 to reveal not only the postmark 
and address but also an interesting text 
on the reverse side. 

According to the despatching postmark 
the card was sent from “ZEMTSY 
SMOL.(ENSK guberniya) / 17.9.14 and 
addressed to: “Odessa, Sofievskaya 
Street, House No.30, Flat 15, N. D. 
Pavlenko”. The receiving postmark is 
“ODESSA / 21.9.14”. 

Figure 2 (60%)

Figure 1 (60%) 

During his deliveries on 21.9.14 
the postman in Odessa could not 
deliver this postcard because the 
addressee had moved to a new 
address. In accordance with 
postal regulations when there 
was no possibility of delivering a 
letter or postcard to the 
addressee the postman had to 
compile a “spravka” showing the 
reason for non-delivery. The 
postman would then affix the 
“spravka” to the address side of 
the postcard. 

There is a body of published 
writing devoted to postmen’s 
“spravkas” on Russian territory, 
see, for example, the articles of 
Noel Warr [1] and Meer Kossoy 
[2]. However, it should be 
pointed out that the “spravka” of 
an Odessa postman illustrated in 
figures 1 and 2 is different from 
any described in philatelic 
literature and as such is of 
considerable interest. The 
di f f erence betw ee n t h i s 
“spravka” and those that are 
already known lies in the fact 
that it is actually printed with the 
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format of not one, but of four “spravkas” (reports), 
which are even numbered 1 – 4. Let us analyse in 
more detail the purposes and situations for which 
these “spravkas” were devised. 

“Spravka” (report) 1 constitutes the practically 
standard type and text of the postman’s “spravka” 
used in the majority of cities in Russia. This kind 
of “spravka” was completed for the purpose of 
showing why the postcard had not been delivered 
to the addressee. According to the text of the 
“spravka” it can be seen that from “Sofievskaya 
Street, House No.30, (the address on the postcard) 
N.(eonila) D.(mitrievna) Pavlenko had moved to 
Pishonovskaya Street, No.4” (underlining 
indicates text entered by postman in black Indian 
ink). 

“Spravka” 2 was only used when the postman had 
shown a reason for non-delivery of mail to an 
addressee such as, “Addressee no longer resident”, 
“Addressee has moved” or “Address unknown”. 
In such cases, in accordance with postal 
regulations, the post office had to conduct a search 
for the addressee for which purpose it would make 
an enquiry to the address bureau. If as a result of a 
search at the address bureau an official found a 
new address he would enter it on “spravka” 2 and 
would certify the entry with his signature. Since in 
the example in question the postman had managed 
to find out the new address “PISHONOVSKAYA 
No. 4”, perhaps from the next-door neighbour, the 
need to enquire with the address bureau did not 
arise. For this reason “spravka” 2 is not 
completed – no request was made to the address 
bureau. 

Of course, it was not only in Odessa but also in 
other cities in Russia that the post office 
conducted the search for an addressee through an 
address bureau. In different cities the results of 
searches were recorded in different ways:  the new 
address found could be entered in coloured pencil 
directly onto the item of mail or the item might be 
stamped with the address bureau’s handstamp and 
the results then entered. Alternatively a “spravka” 
with the bureau’s handstamp and the results 
entered could be attached to the mail. Further 
details on this subject are in a major article “The 
Address Bureaux and the Post in Russia”, which is 
planned for publication in the journal 
“Yamshchik”, (see No.54, 2004). 

Address bureaux “spravkas” for post office 
enquiries in search of addressees were not 
standardised but varied considerably and were 

different again from address bureau “spravkas” 
issued for enquiries by private individuals. In St. 
Petersburg, Moscow, Odessa, Kiev and Warsaw 
special stamped address postcards were used for 
searches by an address bureau at the request of 
private individuals. 

“Spravka” 3 would be completed by the postman 
with the results of the delivery of an item of mail 
to the new address provided by the address bureau 
in “Spravka” 2. As no enquiry had been made to 
the address bureau “spravkas” 2 and 3 remained 
uncompleted. 

Where “spravkas” 1, 2 and 3 are concerned there 
is no question as to their purpose and for what 
reasons and in what situations they were 
completed, but there is no such information about 
“spravka” 4 (headed “Spravka by Sectors”). The 
printed text and especially the letters in squares 
give cause for surprise. In the absence of any 
information it is only possible to make some 
suggestions based on an analysis of the text. 

Presumably, “spravka” 4 is a variant of “spravka” 
3 and was intended to replace it in certain rare 
cases. As such cases were rare “spravka” 4 was 
printed on the reverse side and remained little 
noticed. 

Very likely “spravka” 4 was completed when the 
address bureau gave not just one definite address 
but a number of addresses in response to an 
enquiry. Exceptions like this would arise, for 
example, when only a common surname was 
shown in the address but with no indication of a 
street, or when a street was shown but with no 
house and flat number. In this event, a number of 
postmen would each have to check all the 
addresses in their own sector shown on the 
address bureau “spravka”. Such a check was 
initiated to find by a process of elimination the 
one address at which the addressee of an item of 
mail was living. 

As is clear from “spravka” 4, Odessa was divided 
into 68 postal delivery sectors. Undoubtedly, some 
of the city streets formed the borders of these 
sectors. The houses with odd numbers on those 
streets would be situated on one side and so 
belonged to the same sector. Presumably the 
houses with odd numbers were delivered to by a 
postman who, for the sake of simplicity, was 
assigned a letter of the alphabet. The houses with 
even numbers on the other side of the street would 
belong to an adjo ining sector and wou ld be 
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delivered by another postman, assigned the 
same letter of the alphabet, but with the 
index “²”. 

As an example let us assume that among five 
addresses shown on an address bureau 
“spravka” was “Sofievskaya Street, House 30” 
and this street was situated in sector 21-22, then 
the postcard would be passed to postman “K²” 
for conducting enquiries regarding the place of 
residence of N. D. Pavlenko. After visiting the 
given address the postman would sign on line 
“K²” in the event of not finding the addressee, 
otherwise he would deliver the item. The other 
four postmen delivering in the sectors indicated 
in the address bureau “spravka” would operate 
in the same way. (Figure 3 75%) 

Figure 3 shows the reverse side of an envelope, to 
which a postman’s undelivered mail report 
(“spravka”) is affixed. (From the collection of 
David M. Skipton, USA). According to its 
military seal the letter had been sent from the 
front-line forces to the address of a prisoner at 
Shlisselburg prison. The receiving postmark is 
“ S  H L  I  S  S  E  L  B  U R G  S T . P  E T E R S  B  U R G  
(Guberniya) / 10.2.16”. 

The text of the Shlisselburg postman’s “spravka” 
is different from any recorded in philatelic 
literature. Also of interest is the reason given on 
the “spravka” for non-delivery of the letter to the 
addressee:  “The addressee is no longer living at 
the address in Shlisselburg prison, but is living in 
a convict prison. Reported by (signature) 10 
February 1916” (the underlined text was entered 
by the postman in black Indian ink). 

In a number of published articles not concerned 
with the present subject, postal items with 
postmen’s “spravkas” are occasionally 
encountered. Such items are shown, for example, 
in the articles by David M. Skipton [3] and Lev 
Ratner [4]. 

References 
[1] “Re-direction and Forwarding – Spravkas”: 

Noel Warr, BJRP, No.88, 2002, pp 40-45. 
[2] “Postmen’s Undelivered Mail Reports 

(“Spravkas”): Meer Kossoy, BJRP, No.90, 
2003, pp35-43. 

[3] “For Want of a Censor the Office was 
Lost”: David M. Skipton, BJRP, No.82, 1998, 
p.17, figure 7. 

[4]	  “The Registered Mail of Russia (1872
1917)”: Lev Ratner, BJRP, No.88, 2002, p.8, 
figure 65. 

(Translator’s note:  Convict prisons, as distinct from normal prisons, accommodated those sentenced for serious, 
often political, crimes. Their brutal regime usually entailed exile and hard labour. At this time Shlisselburg was the 
Central Convict Prison where convicts were assembled and despatched to their ultimate destinations). 

THE RUSSIAN POST IN THE CHINESE EMPIRE 
and 

IMPERIAL RUSSIAN SHIP MAIL 
Have you anything of Far Eastern or nautical flavour you would like to tell us about?


The articles now being serialised in the Journal under the headings “The China Shop” and “The Captain’s

Log” offer an opportunity to show your new find in the right company and to make your comments and


corrections  or raise questions relating to these areas of collecting and research.

Please write, with photocopies where appropriate, to:


Dr. Raymond Casey 
38 Reed Avenue 

Orpington, 
Kent BR6 9RX 

U.K. 
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The China Shop - 2   
Raymond Casey 

Judging by my postbag, interest in the Russian 
post in the old Chinese Empire is undiminished. 
New finds, new ideas, corrections and comments 
across a wide range of topics have kept the China 
shop busy. All will be dealt with in due course. In 
the present article the spotlight is turned on the 
two Manchurian cities of Talienwan I/Dalny and 
Mukden. Readers are reminded that the same 
conventions and abbreviations are used 
throughout the series (see BJRP No. 90, p.20) and 
that, unless otherwise stated, illustrated material 
is from the author’s collection. 

TALIENWAN I/DALNY 
The place on the south side of Talien Bay to 
which the Russians first applied the name 
Talienwan (Talienvan’) was later renamed Dalny 
(Dal’nii). The name Talienwan was then 
transferred to a smaller port on the north side of 
the bay, previous known as Liu-shu-tun and the 
site of Talienwan FTB. To clear up the confusion 
it was proposed to designate the two locations as 
Talienwan I (= Dalny) and Talienwan II (=Liu-
shu-tun) (Casey, 2003a). Postal material from 
either of these places is exceedingly rare. A 
contributing factor to this rarity is believed to be 
the tendency to by-pass the Talien Bay post 
offices and send mail direct to Port Arthur or 
Chefoo (Casey, 2003a, p.8). In support of this 
theory, Mr. P. C1emo has produced a 10k Russian 
letter-card addressed to Chefoo. The message, in 
English, has the dateline “Dalney 10th September 
1900” (NS = 29 August OS) and the card was 
cancelled at Port Arthur three days later. 
Confirmation that the post office at Dalny was 
operating at this period, using its old Talienwan I 
canceller, is shown by a card submitted in a colour 
photocopy by Mr. K. G. Clark. The card is 
addressed to Anvers, Belgium and brings to three 
the total number of Talienwan I cancelled material 
seen to date. The strikes are poor and only the 
figure ‘30’ is visible in the date. It was delivered 
to Port Arthur on 31 December 1900 and then 
followed the normal route of Chefoo-Shanghai-
Hong Kong to reach its destination. 

The card is franked with 1k and 3k ‘Kitai’ issue of 
1899, which were not on sale in the Russian post 
offices in the Lyaotung Leasehold though valid 
for postage when supplied by the customer. The 
item has since been illustrated and described by 

Mr. Clark himself, who exposes my failure to 
elucidate the matter properly by placing its origin 
in the wrong location - on the north side of Talien 
Bay (Talienwan II) instead of the south side 
(Talienwan I = Dalny) (Clark, 2003). 

Dalny “Type 1”.  Alexander Epstein has pointed 
out that the spelling; ДАЛЬНЫЙ employed by 
T & S (1959a, fig. 545) is contrary to the rules of 
Russian orthography and should be ДАЛЬНИЙ, 
thus giving further ground to the case for treating 
this “Type 1” as a fantasy. 

No. 17 FPO, Dalny FTB, Talienwan (II) FTB. 
Important information concerning the status of 
these establishments has been contributed by 
Professor H.L. Weinert, gleaned from the pages of 
the government newspaper Pravitel’stvennyi 
Viestnik (PV). In the PV issue for 25 November 
1901 we are told that FTBs had opened in both 
Dalny and Talienwan (II) and that Dalny FPO 
(No.17) had changed to a (civilian) PTO at the 
same time. The issue of 14 February 1903 said 
that Dalny FTB had closed. The issue of 20 March 
1904 informs us that Talienwan (II) PTO had been 
changed to an FPTO. Based on this information, it 
is clear that although continuing to show military 
cancellations, all the material illustrated from No. 
17 FPO in my article (Casey, 2003a, figs. 7-9, 12) 
was mailed after the office had converted to 
civilian status. Covers mentioned as having the 
Dalny FTB cancellation were all mailed after the 
closure of that office. Evidently the FTB canceller 
was not discarded but continued in use at the 
Dalny civilian office along with the No. 17 
canceller, under the same roof. This explains why 
the registration labels associated with the FTB 
cancellations after February 1903 bear no 
reference to military status and why “So far as is 
known, despite the military connotation of the 
date-stamp, all of the mail described under this 
section was of civilian origin” (Casey, 2003a, 
p.14). 

Two stampless cards to Empress Marie 
Feodorovna's charity in St. Petersburg were 
thought to show a new date-stamp for FPO No. 17 
and a similar date-stamp for FPO No. 15, using 
the same date-plug with identical date and 
incorrect year (1901 for 1905). This led me to 
su ggest t  h at both FPOs had replac ed t h eir
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cancellers and to speculate that the clerks attached 
to them had at the relevant time shared the same 
desk and a single dateplug (Casey, 2003a, p.12, 
figs. 10-11). Alexander Epstein has a simpler 
solution: he considers that the cancellations on 
both cards are forgeries. On reflection, I am 
inclined to accept his explanation, the 
employment of the same date-plug for the two 
FPOs being merely an economy measure on the 
part of the forger. I also agree with Mr. Epstein 
that new cancellers of the single-circle MM type 
were not provided for use in Russian FPOs in 
1905 and it follows that the examples illustrated in 
figures 10 and 11 of my Dalny article could not 
have been replacements for earlier MM types. 

Dalny Railway Station / Kungchuling. The 
Russian army abandoned Dalny during the night 
of 26 May 1904. Sometime before, the Dalny 
railway post office staff had escaped with their 
stock and equipment and set up business far 
behind the lines, using the old canceller. Dalny 

Railway Station P.O. was cited as the most 
striking example of forced relocation of a 
“sedentary” office during the Russo-Japanese War 
(Casey, 2003b). Based on the evidence available 
at the time, it was concluded that the new location 
of this office was at Station Kaiyuan, on Line 
265/266 of the CER, some 300 miles (480 km) to 
the north of Dalny (Casey, 2003a, pр.lб-17). Great 
weight was given to a letter written from that 
station by a member of a medical detachment of 
the Moscow Zemstvo serving at a field hospital 
there and postmarked by the Dalny Railway 
Station P.O. 24 IX 1904. The lapse of five days 
between writing the letter and posting it was not 
considered crucial in view of the desperate 
situation in the field. That was wrong. The 
question of the location of the Dalny Railway 
Station P.O. in exile must now be reviewed in the 
light of the item shown in figure 1. This is a 
picture-postcard of Port Arthur addressed to a 
doctor in Helsingfors (Helsinki), Finland. 
Although inscribed in Russian “From the Active 

Figure 1.

Viewcard of Port Arthur to Helsingfors, Finland, postmarked DALNY KWANTUNG PROVINCE/1/


RAILWAY POSTAL BRANCH 27 VII 1904 (Old Style). Dateline “Gundjulin 9 VIII 04”

(New Style = 27 VII 04 Old Style) indicates relocation of Dalny Railway Station P.O. at Kungchuling,


about 400 miles NE of its home base.
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Army”, it bears no post-fгее cachet but is franked 
with 1k and 3k stamps. It carries three strikes of 
the Dalny Railway Station P.O. dated 27 VII 
1904. The card reached its destination on 31 VIII 
1904. Most significantly, the message on the front 
of the card has the dateline “Gundjulin 9 VIII 04”. 
Allowing for the 13 days difference between the 
Old and New Style calendars then used by the 
Russians and the Finns respectively, we find that 
the item was postmarked on the day it was written. 
“Gundjulin” is obviously a variant of “Gunzhlin”, 
“Gunchzhulin” or “Gandzhulin”, Russian versions 
of the place-name generally rendered as 
Kungchuling in the west (see map in T & S, 
1959b), a station of the CER a good 100 miles NE 

Kungchuling had given refuge to another 
displaced office - Tiehling Field Telegraph Branch 
(Casey, 2003b) and as the active front moved 
northward more and more military units and their 
attendant post offices crowded into this hitherto 
undistinguished sector of the CER. Already by the 
end of 1904 the Dalny Railway Station canceller 
appears to have served its purpose and is seen no 
more. 

A link between Kungchuling and the Finnish 
medical services is demonstrated by the card 
shown in figure 2. It was written by an officer 
with a mobile artillery unit to a friend in the 2nd 
Finnish Detachment of the Red Cross at 

of Kaiyuan. Like 
K  a  i y  u a  n ,  
Kungchuling was 
the site of a field 
hospital complex 
during the Russo-
Japanese War, 
d o u  b t l  e  s s  
receiving much 
of the overflow 
from the hard-
pressed military 
h  o  s p  i t a  l  s  i n  
Mukden. It also 
had no post office 
of its own. 
K u  n  g  c  h  u l i  n  g  
t h  e r e  f  o r e  
be  c  o  m e  s  th  e  
prime candidate 
for the site of the 
displaced Dalny 
Railway Station 

K  u  n g  c  h  u l  i  n  g  
and postmarked 
24 XII 1904 on 
Postal Wagon 
No.265 (2) of 
the CER while 
on his way to 
M u k d  e n .  A  
viewcard of Port 
A r t h u r  
addressed to 
Tornea, Finland, 
illustrated and 
described by 
C  o  l o  n e l  A  .  
Prado (2004), is 
relevant to this 

Figure 2.  topic. Bearing 
Stampless card with free-frank cachet of mobile artillery unit, the Red Cross 

addressed to member of 2nd Finnish Detachment of the Red Cross at cachet of “The 
Kungchuling by officer travelling to Mukden on CER, postmarked Field Hospital of 

POSTAL WAGON No. 265 (2) 24 XII 1904. t  h  e  F  i  nn i  sh  
Society for the 

post office. We can now take a fresh approach to 
the letter written from Kaiyuan by a member of 
the Medical Detachment of the Moscow Zemstvo 
and postmarked by the Dalny Railway Station P. 
O. five days later. Clearly, much of those five 
days would have been taken up by the 
Detachment, with its horses and carts, to reach 
Kungchuling. The relocation of the Dalny office is 
thus even more remarkable than previously 
supposed, the distance from its home base to 
Kungchuling being in the order of 400 miles (640 
km). We cannot be sure that Kungchuling was its 
first and only resting place in its long flight from 
the Kwantung coast, though present knowledge 
does not suggest otherwise. Early in 1905 

Care of Wounded and Sick Soldiers”, it has the 
dateline “Kun-do-lin (= Kungchuling) den 1 Nov. 
1904”. The circular postmark of dispatch is that of 
a postal wagon, the number illegible. Cards and 
covers with the same cachet in my collection date 
from late 1904 to early 1905 and all have circular 
or oval cancellations of Line 265/266 of the CER 
but without a clue as to station of origin. Thanks 
to Colonel Prado’s card we may now be confident 
that during this period of the war the Finnish 
hospital in question was located at Kungchuling 
and that most of its outgoing mail was taken to the 
station there and put straight on to the TPOs. One 
by one the pieces of the jig-saw puzzle fall into 
place. 
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MUKDEN meant to be inserted by hand. Obviously designed 
Much of what has been written about the postal for a short life, the absence of the final digit shows 
history of Mukden under Russian occupation that the handstamp was made for use in 1900 with 
needs drastic revision in the light of new finds and the possibility of life-expectancy into early 1901. 
better information. The idea that from the summer The single example known cancels a 7k (1889-92 
of 1900 the Russians opened a sedentary FPO in issue) used to seal the flap of an envelope and is 
the city and also operated an FT Control Station struck in a bright red Chinese ink. The date is not 
there and that these were later merged into a filled in. Presumably another strike on the front of 
“United Field Post and Telegraph Division” (T & the envelope would have shown the completed 
S, 1959b, p.456) proves to have no basis in fact. date. 
The supposed changes in status of the Mukden 
office from military to civilian envisaged by these Discovery of the Mukden Provisional Canceller 
authors is also untrue. So too is the suggestion that recalls the similar productions for Shanghai and 
the Mukden FPO did not receive its own canceller Chefoo (Casey, 1991, pp.11-15) and reveals a new 
until late in 1901 (Epstein, 1992). While a number facet of Russian postal activity in occupied 
of Mukden postmarks are added to the record, one Manchuria. Although FPOs and FTBs were 
illustration in the literature must be eliminated as a opened across the area of occupation from the 
fantasy, as suggested below. It is further suggested latter half of 1900, not a single postmark of the 
that the apparent rarity of mail from Mukden standard MM and NN types has yet been found 
during the early phase of the Russo-Japanese War for 1900, as Epstein reminds us (Epstein, 1992) . 
is due in part to one of its cancellers (overlooked Is the Mukden discovery the tip of the iceberg? 
by T & S) being wrongly allocated to Lyaoyang. Were Hun-Chun, Aigun, Hailar, Mergen, 
Areas of uncertainty remain and the time is not yet Tsitsikar, Kirin, Itungchow, Ninguta, Muren and 
ripe for a definitive account of Mukden's complex Omoso also provided with short-lived emergency 
postal history. cancellers…? The search intensifies. 

Mukden Provisional canceller.  On 1 October No. 11 FPO. T & S had correctly assumed 
1900 Russian forces under General Subbotich that a single-circle canceller of MM type had been 
entered Mukden and the Chinese soldiery issued to the Mukden FPO and designated it 
(Boxers) fled (Nish 1985, p.85). It was not until Mukden Type 1, even though they had seen no 
December, however, that the opening of an FPTO examples and its serial number was unknown. The 
at Mukden was announced (PV 5 December; PTJ chance find by Mr. K. Adler of a detached label 
Circular No. 49, 14 December). Allowing for the from an insured letter allowed the Mukden 
time-lag before publication, we may assume that Reserve FPO to be identified as No. 11 (T, 1961, 
this office was functioning already in November p.15). This was subsequently confirmed from 
1900, as stated by M & E (1991, p.6). The only official sources by M & E (1991). Despite the 
postmark which can be attributed to this initial importance of Mukden as a commercial and 
period is illustrated in figure 3. It is a single-circle military centre, mail bearing the cancellation of 
of 28½ mm diameter with MUKDEN. N 11i in No. 11 FPO is of the greatest rarity. Epstein 
two lines across the centre below a skeleton date, (1992) says that postmarks of Type MM for No. 

use

19
* 

+
 in I 

have seen 
) 

no 

 - 0, and POLEVAYA
P O C  H  T O  V O -

TELEGR. KONT. 
around the periphery.
Possibly cut from wood
and lacking a moveable
date-plug, its unorthodox
style and lettering point
to local manufacture. It
was clearly brought into 

11 FPO are known with
dates  1902-1903. 

not them. 
Wortman (1961 claimed
to have found one on a
stampless military item,
but gave date or
further information. The
item did not feature
among the “used abroad”
section of his collectionas a temporary Figure 3. when sold in Zurich in measure pending arrival Piece of envelope with 7k stamp used to seal it, 1984 after his death and of the standard cancellers showing unique example of use of MUKDEN its present whereabouts in Types MM and NN. PROVISIONAL CANCELLER, struck in bright red, is unknown: The only Day, month and the final probably manufactured locally in the autumn of example I have seen is digit of the year were 1900.
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Figure 4.  
4k + 4k reply-paid card sent by Senior Medical Officer with 3rd East Siberian Regiment to Leipzig, 

dateline “Mugden (sic) 22 January 1901” (New Style). Two strikes in bright red No. 11 FIELD POST 
OFFICE/ 1/PRIAMUR DISTRICT dated 10 1 1901 (Old Style = 23 1 1901 New Style), the last two digits of 
year inverted (cancellation completed and corrected in arrowed drawing). Earliest known use of standard 

cancellers issued to Russian FPOs in Manchuria and earliest known entire from the Russian post in 
Mukden.

shown in figure 4. It cancels a 4k + 4k reply-paid 
card sent to Leipzig by the Senior Medical Officer 
with the 3rd East Siberian Regiment. The message 
is in German and has the dateline in New Style 
calendar “Mugden (sic) den 22 Januar 1901”. The 
cancellation is of the normal MM type but 
unusually large - 29 mm diameter instead of 26-27 
mm. Another unique feature is the colour: it is 
struck in the same bright red ink used earlier for 
the Provisional Canceller. Inversion of the last two 
digits of the year invites the suspicion that the 
postal clerk had not yet mastered the moveable 
date-plug in his new canceller. 

Both this card and the previous item refute the 
supposition that the Mukden FPO had no canceller 
of its own until late in 1901 and that mail 
emanating from there before that date was dealt 
with at Port Arthur (Epstein, 1992). This idea was 
inspired by a 7k stationery envelope to Estland 
Guberniya uprated for registration by adhesives on 
the reverse. The cancellation applied to the 
imprinted stamp, dated 9 6 1901, and the 
registration label were those of Port Arthur. The 
stamps on the reverse were pen-cancelled. The 
reverse also bore the sender’s address - Mukdеn. 
1t was therefore supposed that the stamps had 
been pen-cancelled at No.11 FPO and the letter 

then sent to Port Arthur for application of a 
registration label and cancellation. A “doodlе” 
below the manuscript registration number in the 
top left corner of the envelope was thought to be 
an ‘M’ for ‘Mukden’. 

An alternative interpretation is that the resident of 
Mukden posted his letter at Port Arthur, where the 
counter clerk overlooked the stamps on the back 
when applying his datestamp. These were 
subsequently pen-cancelled in transit or on arrival. 
The “doodle” is, in my opinion, a scribbled “1Л”, 
signifying one lot in weight. It should be stated 
that Mr. Epstein himself had come to realise that 
there could be another explanation for this 
particular cover (Epstein. 1996, p.44). 

When we read that during the Russo-Japanese 
War No. 11 FPO was overloaded with work, 
leading to a great backlog of undelivered mail 
(Epstein, 1996, p.53) the extreme rarity or absence 
of material from that period inscribed “No. 11 
FPO” is at first perplexing. The reason for this 
collection-failure is simply that sometime in 1904 
this FPO went over to using unorthodox, civilian-
style cancellers, described below under Mukden 
“Type 3”. 
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No. 11 FPO was eventually converted to Head 
Central FPO in February 1905 but remained in 
Mukden for only three weeks of that month before 
relocating, first at Kwangchentze and finally at 
Kungchuling (Epstein, 1996, p.53). Evidently, the 
new postmarks and registration labels showing the 
change in status did not reach the office before its 
departure from Mukden. All the examples I have 
seen, including the covers illustrated by 
Liphschutz (1965) and Casey (1968), belong to 
the Kungchuling period. 

Mukden FTB (T & S Mukden “Type 2”). 
Oddly enough, mail handled by the Mukden FTB 
during the period 1901-1903 is seen more 
frequently than that dealt with by the FPO, though 
it is by no means common. The earliest recorded 

date of usage of the FTB canceller is November, 
1901 (T & S, 1959b, p.457, fig. 645), though it 
must have been issued by January of that year, 
when the two branches began to operate 
independently. That they worked closely together, 
probably in the same building, is shown by a 
cover bearing the cancellation of Mukden FTB for 
15 March 1902 and the registration label of No. 11 
FPO (Hofmann, 1993, p.191) (see figure 5C). 
According to T & S (1959b, p.456) the Mukden 
FTB then functioned at the offices of the Chinese 
telegraph line, which the occupying forces had 
taken over. Another registered cover (figure 5) 
posted six months later from the same FTB has 
the FTB cancellation dated 25 September 1902 
(figure 5A) and a simple “Mukden” label with no 
reference to military status (figure 5B). 

Figure 5A 

( ) ). (

Figure 5. 
Registered red-band cover to Colonel Madritov at Port Arthur showing cancellation of Mukden FTB 25 IX 

1902 5A  and simple “Mukden” label (5B 5C) is a registration label found on cover to Paris, 15 III 
1902, used in conjunction with Mukden FTB canceller (Hofmann, 1993, p.191). Lt. Col. A.S. Madritov, of 

the Russian General Staff, was involved in the Yalu River Timber Concession, one of the causes of the 
Russo-Japanese War. He mapped the area of Manchuria along the Korean border and in May 1904 led a 

raid across the Yalu to attack the Japanese in Korea. He later played an active part in the Battles of 
Lyaoyang, Sha-Ho and Mukden. 

Figure 5C Figure 5B 

Back Numbers 

Back numbers of BJRP are available from the President.

Issues from No. 45 are available at £3 each. Contact:


Mr Alan Blunt,

Riber House, 13 Auden Close,


Osbaston, Monmouth, Gwent, NP25 3NW

e-mail  atblunt@aol.com
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Preference for the FTB rather than the FPO is 
demonstrated by a large missive sent home by 
Julian Price, War Correspondent of “The 
Illustrated London News” 17 December 1904 
(figure 6). It bears the FTB cancellation 
(figure 6A) and the cachet of the censorship office 
(figure 6B) but the office had run out of labels and 

the letter’s registration was shown by an encircled 
‘R’ and a manuscript “936/Mukd.” in the top left-
hand corner (figure 6C). 

I do not know on what evidence T & S described 
this FTB at Mukden as a “Field Telegraph Control 
Station”. 

Figure 6A Figure 6B Figure 6C 

Figure 6. 
Cover for registered despatch from Julian Price, war correspondent of “The Illustrated London News”, 

refolded to show 5 copies of 20k stamp on reverse, all cancelled at MUKDEN FTB 17 XII 1904 (6A).  No 
registration label, but MS 936/ MUKD  (6B) in top left corner. Semicircular cachet (6C) reading STAMP 

OF THE CENSORSHIP SECTION OF THE COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF'S HQ applied in black several 
times, evidently before stamps were affixed (stamp at extreme right overlaps cachet). 
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Headquarters FTB. The Cinderella of the 
Mukden offices, it was recorded by Adler (1954, 
p.479) but despite the relative abundance of its 
cancellations compared with those of the 
preceding offices, it was not picked up by T & S 
and in consequence is poorly known. The 
canceller consists of a double-circle 25-14 mm in 
diameter with GLAVNAYA KVARTIRA at top 
and  POL. TEL.  OTD. at bottom,  asterisk at left  
and letter ‘a’ at right, date in one line between 
bars. Known period of use March 1904 to end of 
June 1905. Generally struck in black; green and 
blue seen for December 1904. Illustrations were 
given in the Kurt Adler sale of 1974 (Siegel, New 
York, lots 1152, 1153) and in the A.H. Wortman 
sale of 1984 (Christie’s, Zurich, lot 1536). The 
latter was attributed to Lyaoyang, as were 

examples illustrated by Mtizuhara (1986, p.75) 
and Casey (1988, p.192) It was assumed that the 
Headquarters referred to in the canceller was that 
of the Manchurian Army under General 
Kuropatkin, which at the relevant time was 
situated at Lyaoyang. Furthermore, this canceller 
pairs up with that of the Headquarters FPO known 
to have been used at Lyaoyang before it was 
evacuated by the Russian army on 23 August / 5 
September 1904. Study of additional postal 
material since brought to light now challenges the 
Lyaoyang location.  

The cover to St. Petersburg shown in figure 7 has 
a manuscript notation indicating that it was sent 
by Colonel A. Miller of the Mukden Field HQ of 
the Viceroy (Admiral Eugene Alexeiev). It has the 

cancellation of HQFTB for 
26 3 04 (figure 7A) and a 
registration label of Mukden 
(figure 7B) (with number 
changed by hand from ‘96’ to 
‘167’) 

Figure 7A 

Figure 7B

Figure 7. 
Cover for double-weight registered letter to St. Petersburg, sent by Col. A. Miller of MUKDEN FIELD HQ 

OF THE VICEROY, stamps on reverse cancelled at HQFTB (7A) 26 3 04 . Registration label simple 
MUKDEN' (7B) with number altered by hand from ‘96’ to ‘167’. 
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Part of the same correspondence from the same FIELD POST OFFICE ATTACHED TO 
field address (figure 8), cancelled at HQFTB on 5 HEADQUARTERS (figure 8B). 
5 04, (figure 8A) has a different registration label 

Figure 8B 

Figure 8A

Figure 8.

Registered cover to St. Petersburg, sent by Col. A. Miller of MUKDEN FIELD HQ OF THE VICEROY,


stamps on reverse cancelled at HQFTB 5 5 04 (8A). Registration label FIELD POST OFFICE ATTACHED

TO HEADQUARTERS. (8B).


A similar label is found on the cover to England photograph of his retinue of staff officers shows a 
previously shown by me (Casey, 1988) and barracks-like area adjacent to the railway line 
illustrated again in figure 9 (next page). Besides (Story, 1904), presumably his Field HQ. 
the HQFTB cancellation of 22 5 04, (figure 9A) it 
has the circular cachet of the Field Staff of the The link between Mukden and the HQFTB is 
Viceroy in the Far East, based at Mukden, and the confirmed by a picture-postcard addressed to St. 
censor handstamp of Colonel Pestich of the Petersburg on 1 June 1904, the 3k stamp cancelled 
Viceroy’s staff. At first, I thought it had been same day at the HQFTB. Another card from 
posted at Lyaoyang and then sent to Mukden for Mukden to the same city, cancelled at the 
censoring. I am now of the opinion that the cover HQFTB, was offered as Lot 1169 in the Raritan 
originated in Mukden and that the Headquarters sale of 26 February 2002. After the retreat from 
referred to on the canceller and the label was that Lyaoyang and the dissolution of the Viceroy’s 
of the Viceroy, not of Kuropatkin. The Viceroy’s office a few weeks later, the HQFTB canceller 
own quarters are said to have been within the continued in service, using a bright blue or green 
compass of a railway carriage at Mukden; a ink in December 1904. The last record known to 
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Figure 9A

Figure 9 
Registered red-band cover to Deal, England, from war correspondent, stamps on reverse cancelled at 

HQFTB 22 5 04 (figure 9A). Circular violet cachet of FIELD STAFF VICEROY IN THE FAR EAST and 
large rectangular censor cachet, also in violet: PERMITTED/COLONEL, with signature of Col. Pestich, 

Chief Censor at the Viceroy’s HQ, Mukden. 

me is the registered postcard to Berlin illustrated 
by Mizuhara (1986, p.75; ex Adler) with strikes 
dated 29 and 30 June 1905, long after the Russian 
retreat from Mukden. There is no registration 
label, only an encircled ‘R’, manuscript number 
and a circular seal-type cachet of one of the 
Manchurian armies, then deployed far to the north 
of Mukden. 

HQFPO. The registration labels (see figure 8B) 
on the covers shown in figures 8 and 9 imply the 
existence of a complementary HQFPO alongside 
the HQFTB. Perhaps when these labels were 
printed it was envisaged that they would be used 
in conjunction with the HQFPO cancellers 
designed for Manchurian Army Headquarters. 
Examples of their use were given by T & S 
(1959b) for Lyaoyang (“Type 4”) and Kuokiatien 
(“Type 1”), these locations being supported by 
material evidence. Although Manchurian Army 
HQ had moved from Lyaoyang to Mukden in 
September 1904, no “Type” number was allocated 
these cancellers for Mukden, perhaps because 
these authors had seen no supporting material. 

That deficiency is now made good by the card 
shown in figure 10 (next page), addressed to 

General Kuropatkin himself from New York on 
Christmas Eve, 1904, its receipt being obligingly 
testified by an impression of HQFPO canceller ‘d’ 
for 24 1 05. Unlike the HQFTB, whose canceller 
is known  only  with serial letter ‘a’, the HQFPO  
employed at least five different serial letters in its 
cancellers. 

No. 1 RFPO. Epstein (1996, p.56) has drawn 
attention to an anomaly in the numbering system 
used by the Field Post-Telegraph Administration, 
whereby the ordinal number ‘4’ was allocated to 
two different offices, situated at Ninguta and 
Kwangchentze respectively. Duplication also 
concerns the number ‘1’. From the very beginning 
of the military occupation, in 1900, Harbin had 
been designated as the location of Reserve Field 
Post Office No.1 (Epstein, 1996, p.45) and this 
number was still being used there on its wax seals 
at the end of 1904 (Casey, 2003c; p.25, figure 
7C). However, official records show that a second 
RFPO No. 1 was operating at various localities 
north of Tiehling during the summer of 1905 and 
right up to January of the following year, using 
double-circle cancellers of Type PP (Epstein, 
1996, p.50). It now appears that during the 
previous winter this second RFPO No. 1 had been 
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Figure 10A 

Figure 10.  
An American supporter of Gen. Kuropatkin, C-in-C of the Russian forces in Manchuria, writes from New 

York on Christmas Eve, 1904, urging him to “Keep up the good work” and commenting on “the snuff 
powder you are going to make out of the Japs”. Arrival mark: HEADQUARTERS/FIELD POST OFFICE 
‘d’ 24 1 05, then based at Mukden (Figure 10A). The message reflects the opinion widely held in the West 
that the defeat of Japan was a foregone conclusion. While this card was in transit the Russians suffered a 
crushing blow in the capitulation of the strategic naval stronghold of Port Arthur, a turning point in the 

war, which ended victoriously for Japan. 

Figure 11B 

Figure 11A 

Figure 11.  
Hand-painted Chinese lc card with Russian stamps added to pay registered rate to Budapest, cancelled 1st 

RESERVE FIELD POST OFFICE ‘b’ 3 2 05 (Old Style) (figure 11A). Encircled ‘R’ for registration and 
manuscript ‘N 619’. STAMP OF THE CENSORSHIP SECTION OF THE COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF’S HQ 

struck in black. Message in German, dateline MUKDEN 16/2 905 (New Style) (figure 11B)  indicating 
posted same day as written and location of this FPO at Mukden. 
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based on Mukden, 
probably having 
been set up to help 
cope with the needs 
of the large body of 
military personnel 
falling back on that 
city after the loss of 
Lyaoyang. 

Figure 11 shows a 
Figure 12A 

Kwantung region 
h a n d  - p  a i  n t e d  is described under 
Chinese lc card with Harbin, below. 
1k, 3k, and 10k 
Russian stamps to Mukden “Type 3” 
make the registered T h i s 
rate to Budapest and designation was 
cancelled at No. 1 given by T & S 
RFPO 3 2 05 (O. S.). (1959b, p.457) to a 
The message is in double-circle with 
G e  r  m  a  n  ,  w i  t  h  Figure 12.  the simple wording 
dateline “Mukden Registered cover to St. Petersburg from Adjutant-General MUKDEN’, said to 
16/2 905”, this New Tishchenko, posted at lst RESERVE FIELD POST OFFICE ‘b’ exist in two distinct 
Style date indicating 24 1 05 (figure 12A). Manuscript registration number at left d a  t e  - s  t a  m  p  s :  
that the card was with abbreviation MUK- below (arrowed), indicating location Subtype 3A, 30
written and mailed at Mukden. 19½ mm, without 
the same day. serial letter at right, 

and Subtype 3B, 27-17 mm, with serial letter ‘b’. 
The end of the message refers to the Mukden “Subtype 3A”, reproduced herein as figure 14B, 
censor, who has added his cachet on the front of was notified by Mr. J. Barry on a stampless 
the card. The registered cover to St. Petersburg military letter dated 31 1 05. Neither Barry’s 
shown in figure 12 has a pair of 7k stamps on the original nor any other example of this “Subtype 
back cancelled with the same datestamp for 24 1 3A”, has come to light and in my opinion the 
05, repeated on the front. Although the cover has illustration is a fantasy, probably taken from a 
been trimmed a little at the left, the abbreviation poor impression of “Subtype 3B” in which the 
“Muk-” (for Mukden) can be seen below the serial letter had failed to print clearly. The actual 
handwritten registration number (arrowed). This dimensions of “Subtype 3B” are 29-19 mm, not 
cover contained part of a correspondence between very different from the measurements given by 
Adjutant-General Tishchenko and a relative Barry. This “Subtype 3B” is by far the commonest 
employed as an Assistant Professor at St. of the Mukden postmarks, generally struck in 
Petersburg University. Neither this nor the black, rarely in blue (figure 13 next page). My 
preceding item bears a registration label. In both earliest record for this mark is dated 6 9 04, just 
cases the canceller has the serial letter ‘b’. The after the retreat from Lyaoyang and occurs on a 
same day that the card was posted, 3 2 05, the No. red-band cover to Paris carrying the cachet of a 
I RFPO canceller ‘a’ was used on a receipt slip for hospital train. Long after Mukden had fallen to the 
a money-letter to Harbin. This slip appeared as Japanese, this “Subtype 3B” canceller continued 
Lot 1182 in the Raritan sale of 4 September 2001 in service somewhere behind the lines, probably in 
and, because it bore the printed heading the vicinity of Kungchuling. An example from a 
“Kvantunskoi Oblast” the auctioneer was misled mobile field hospital dated 16 5 05 has been 
into supposing it had originated from that end of illustrated from the collection of our member Mr. 
the Lyaotung Peninsula. A year earlier the Post- H.E. Aitink (Casey, 2003b p.7). Since then I have 
Telegraph Administration of the Kwantung spotted another “posthumous” usage of the 
Province had been transferred from Port Arthur to Mukden “Subtype 3B” canceller in the collection 
Mukden, where it evidently found a use for its old of Mr. T. S. Shih of Taiwan, mailed four days 
stationery. Another example of economy later and also from a field hospital. 
following the Russian withdrawal from the 
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a on a 

FPO to I 

of the 

been  to 

(

Figure 14. 

in black. 

Fantasy apart, there is  genuine 
com p lem e  ntary dates  t  am p 
“Subtype 3B”, distinguished only by 
having the serial letter ‘a’ instead of 

 the true “Subtype 3A”. It is 
rarely seen. The first example I 
acquired appears on a 3k stationery 
card, uprated with a lk stamp to pay 
the foreign rate to Berlin and mailed 
on 15 2 05, a few days before the 
Russian evacuation  Mukden 
figure 14, originally figured by 

Michalove & Skipton, 1989, p.241 
for its censor mark . The only other 
occurrence known to me was applied 
as  transit mark 24 10 04 
money-letter sent from the 4th Siberian Army 
Corps  Charlottenburg, Germany. 
have no explanation for the relative abundance 
of serial ‘b’ strikes compared with the great 
scarcity of those showing serial ‘a’. 

The military/civilian status
Mukden offices requires comment. 
T & S supposed that these offices had 

 converted from military
civilian control in January 1903. It is 
true that the Russians had agreed to 
evacuate their forces from the limits of  

Figure 13.  
Red-band cover to Yeovil, England, with contents written from Mukden in Esperanto, pairs of 2k and 3k 

stamps cancelled MUKDEN “Subtype 3B” in blue, the Old Style date, 9 1 05, agreeing with the New Style 
date, 21 1 05, in the dateline. STAMP OF THE CENSORSHIP SECTION OF THE COMMANDER-IN--

CHIEF’S HQ arrowed) struck in black. 

Figure 13A 

3k stationery card uprated lk stamp to make foreign rate to Berlin, 
cancelled MUKDEN “Subtype 3A” 15 2 05. STAMP OF CENSORSHIP 

SECTION OF COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF’S HQ struck 
A, One of the two known examples of the true Mukden “Subtype 3A” 

cancellation and B, Original Mukden “Subtype 3A” of T & S (1959b, fig. 
646), considered a fantasy.
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Manchuria over a period extending from the Manchurian Army had been bedevilled by 
autumn of 1902 to the autumn of 1903. However, interference from the Viceroy, Admiral Alexeiev. 
the agreement was never fully honoured. Token The rivalry between the two was settled by the 
withdrawal of Russian troops took place, as, for Tsar in Kuropatkin’s favour. Admiral Alexeiev 
example, in Mukden in April 1903, but these areas left by the back door on 25 October 1904 and 
were immediately reoccupied (Nish, 1985, p.147) General Kuropatkin became the undisputed 
and the incident is not reflected in the postal Commander-in-Chief of Russia’s Manchurian 
history of the city. T & S imagined a brief return forces. Most of the staff of the former Viceroy 
to military status before the supply of fresh were then dispersed north to Chiansiamutung but 
cancellers in “Type 3” reached the Mukden the censorate remained with Kuropatkin in 
“civilian P.O.” (T & S, 1959b, p.456-7). The non- Mukden. After the retreat from Mukden it was 
military style of the “Type 3” postmarks gives relocated in Kungchuling (RRJW, 1910, p.357). 
plausibility to this idea and subsequent authors Mukden’s two censorate regimes, Viceregal and 
such as Casey (2003b) have not questioned the C-in-C's, can be identified by the different 
existence of a State-run (civil) Russian P.O. in handstamps applied to scrutinised mail. 
Mukden. That was an error. In correspondence, 
Alexander Epstein points out that no Russian 
civil post office ever functioned in Mukden or 
elsewhere in South Manchuria and that “this 
legend created by T & S still leads collectors 
astray”. It appears that the “Type 3” device was 
used by No. 11 FPO (upgraded to Head Central 
FPO in February 1905) u n t i l n e w l y 
manufactured cancellers were received. 

Censor marks. The history of the Russian 
censorship apparatus, with its many twists and 
turns, is related in RRJW (1910, pp.352-363) 
and a useful English summary with 
illustrations is given by Michalove and Skipton 
(1989). Mukden was at the centre of this 
activity, because it was here, at the HQ of the 
Viceroy, that much of the censorship 
responsibility lay. The Briton Douglas Story Figure 15A.  
claims to have been the first foreign The Mukden censors. Staff-Captain Baron von Hofen 
correspondent accredited to the Russian (left) and Staff-Captain Thérèmin of the Censorate 
Manchurian Army and was at Mukden for the attached to the Viceroy’s Field HQ at Mukden. . 
first year of the campaign. From him we learn (Reproduced from Douglas Story’s “The Campaign with 
that the officer entrusted with the direction of Kuropatkin”. It has proved impossible to trace the 
censorship at the Viceroy’s HQ was a certain copyright holder of the photograph.)
Colonel Pestich (given the phonetic spelling 
Pesteech by Story). Under him served Staff- The first was a large rectangle 117½ mm X 30 
Captain Baron von Hofen and Staff-Captain mm containing the Russian words for 
Thérèmin, caught on camera by Story and their PERMITTED/COLONEL in two lines, struck in 
pictures reproduced herein (figure 15A). Staff- violet ink. This cachet, with the signature of 
Captain Baron von Hofen is credited with Colonel Pestich, appears on the war 
speaking and writing 22 languages. correspondent’s cover of 22 5 04 shown in 

figure 9. The cachet and signature are duplicated 
The building in which the censors worked was on a cover from the same correspondence, dated 
positioned away from the main HQ, which was 17 5 04, sold as Lot 465 in the George Miskin sale 
thereby untroubled by journalists jostling for of October 2000 (Phillips, London). We may 
attention (RRJW, 1910, p.357). assume that the Colonel gave personal attention 

only to the most important despatches; the cachets 
Abolition of the post of Viceroy was a turning- were numbered, implying that he kept a register. 
point in the affairs of the censorate at Mukden. Private correspondence seems to have been left to 
General Kuropatkin’s command of the h i  s sub o rd in at es, who added a hand wr itten 
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“za” (for) in front of the word COLONEL before 
signing. An example of mail handled by Staff-Captain 
Thérèmin (? Teryamin) is shown in figure 15B from 
the collection of Mr. T. S. Shih. All of this censored 
mail going through the Russian post bears the HQFTB 
postmark, suggesting the probable location of the 
censors at this office. 

Evasion of censorship by using the Chinese P .O. in 
Mukden, either by necessity or by intent, had been 
foreseen. Witness the cover shown in figure 16. It was 
addressed from the Chinese P.O. to the American 
Consul-General in Chefoo in August 1904 by the 
military observer R.B. Denny (later Brevet-Major 
Denny, British assistant military attaché in Peking). It 
bears on the reverse a large circular cachet in black 
with inscription in Russian around the Imperial Eagle 
translating: MILITARY COMMISSAR ATTACHED 
TO THE MUKDEN TSZIAN-TSZYUN (Chinese 
Governor-General). Colonel Pestich’s cachet and 
signature were applied before the stamps were affixed. 

The handstamp used during the second (C-in-C’s) 
regime was of semicircular design with a facsimile 
handwritten inscription reading STAMP OF THE 
CENSORSHIP SECTION OF THE COMMANDER-
IN-CHIEF’S HQ. It was probably made of rubber. 

Figure 15B 
Staff-Captain Thérèmin’s signature applied  to 

the censor cachet on reverse of cover from 
HQFTB 3 8 04 to Shanghai 

(Collection T. S. Shih). 

( ) 

) 

(

l / f 

).

Figure 16.  
Registered cover to 

U. S. Consul-General 
in Chefoo, China, 

sent through Imperial 
Chinese post at 

Mukden by British 
military observer, 
R.B. Denny. On 

reverse 5c ‘dragon’ 
stamp cancelled 

incomplete SHEN
YANG = MUKDEN

with POSTAL 
COUNTER 
(MUKDEN

alongside, dated 17 
7 04 lunar calendar 

= 11 8 04 
Gregorian). Another 
stamp, across flap, 

removed when 
opening. Received 
Chefoo 13 8 04. 
Large rectangular cachet in vio et; PERMITTED COLONEL... with signature of Colonel Pestich, Chie

Censor at the Viceroy’s Field HQ, Mukden. Black circular cachet with inscription around Imperial Eagle: 
MILITARY COMMISSAR ATTACHED TO THE MUKDEN TSZIAN-TSZYUN (Governor-General
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Examples of its usage are shown in 
figures 6, 11, 13 & 14. Besides being 
applied to mail emanating from 
Mukden itself, it is found also on 
foreign-bound mail from FPOs 
deployed in the vicinity. It occurs on 
a card to Germany sent by the Chief 
of the Medical Section of the 3rd 
Manchurian Army on 23 1 05 from 
No. 22 FPO. After the retreat from 
Mukden, this handstamp had a 
second life in Kungchuling, where it 
is seen for example on mail in transit 
from Tiehling to Paris (23 2 05) and 
from HQFPO to Breslau (24 3 05). 
Later, it was replaced there by the 
circular and straight-line handstamps Figure 17.  
illustrated previously (Casey, 1968). Picture-postcard used to send New Year greetings to Galatz, 

Romania 13 12 04. Circular violet cachet of GHQ (?6th) SIBERIAN 
During the war all mail going ARMY CORPS and manuscript VIA MUKDEN CENSOR. Chinese 
abroad was required to have the seal stamps cancelled 5 days later by MUKDEN “Subtype 3B”. Transit 
(cachet) of a military unit, HQ or a Odessa and Galati (Galatz) arrival 17 2 05. An example of a field 
censorship commission and the censor out of his depth with the Romanian language and “passing 
responsibility for the contents was 
with the authority sealing it (RRJW, 
1910, p.354). Figure 17 shows a picture-postcard 
dated 3 12 04 used to send New Year greetings to 
a friend in Galatz, Romania, carrying the violet 
circular cachet of General HQ (?6th) Siberian 
Army Corps. Perhaps because he could not read 
Romanian, the scrutinising officer had taken the 
precaution of adding across the top of the card 
“Via Mukden censor”. Five days later the Chinese 
stamps received the cancellation of Mukden 
“Subtype 3B”, having been released by the censor 
without visible signs of his attention. It should be 
noted that China was not admitted to the Universal 
Postal Union until 1920 and before that date its 
stamps had no validity outside national boundaries 
unless an agreement had been reached with the 
foreign country concerned. To my knowledge, no 
such agreement had been made with Russia, so the 
acceptance of these stamps by the Mukden postal 
clerk was irregular. 

HARBIN 
The Russian pull-out from Kwantung Province 
began as early as May 1904, leaving only a pocket 
of resistance at Port Arthur, at the tip of the 
peninsula. By 1 January 1905, after a long siege, 
that too was in Japanese hands. In the meantime, 
the Post-Telegraph Administration of Kwantung 
Province had already transferred from Port Arthur 
to Mukden in February 1904, passing on some of 
its old stationery to No. 1 RFPO, as noted above. 
Long after the dust of the retreating army had 

the buck” to Mukden HQ

settled, other Kwantung relics were doing service 
as far afield as Harbin, 500 miles away. The cover 
illustrated in figure 18 has the cancellation of 
HEAD FPO (Harbin) for 10 11 04 on the front and 
a circular violet cachet on reverse which reads 
around the Imperial Eagle: GHQ OF 
KWANTUNG PROVINCE. The officer wielding 
the handstamp had optimistically supposed that its 
use would carry the letter to his aristocratic 
correspondent in France post-free. But the Sons of 
the 1789 Revolution knew their duty and 
unflinchingly slapped a charge of 50 centimes on 
the luckless Vicomtesse. A more successful use of 
the Kwantung free-frank at Harbin was 
demonstrated by Lot 1173 in the Raritan sale of 4 
September 2001, a stampless postcard to Poland 
which passed through the Head FPO without 
challenge in the summer of 1904. 

The cancellation on the cover to France 
(figure 18) is that of HEAD FPO serial ‘b’, 
illustrated from a better impression in figure 18C 
(see also T & S, 1959b, p.430, figure 621). It is 
one of the commoner postmarks of Harbin, its use 
extending into 1908. This is the appropriate time 
to mention that among the numerous Harbin 
discoveries to be placed on record is another 
version of this mark, also with serial letter ‘b’, 
and, so far as can be seen, differing only in its 
smaller size and lettering - diameter of circles: 25 
and 13 mm instead of 29-15 mm. It appears as a 
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transit mark on the same money-letter to 
Charlottenburg that furnished the rare Mukden 
“Subtype 3A” mark. The bars enclosing the date 
have failed to print; the month part of the date is 
also missing, though associated datestamps show 
it can only be ‘10’. There were at least 14 or 15 of 
these Head FPO datestamps in use in wartime and 
post-war Harbin, with serial letters from ‘a’ to ‘o’. 
How many more were duplicated in miniature 
and why? 
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Figure 18.  

Cover to Golfe-Juan, France, sent stampless from Harbin, where postmark of HEAD FIELD POST 


OFFICE ‘b’ applied 16 11 04.

Reverse shows use of GHQ OF KWANTUNG PROVINCE handstamp (A): “which had survived the retreat

from that region. The military post-free privilege did not extend to mail sent abroad and a postage-due fee


of 50 centimes was raised on delivery.

B, HEAD FIELD POST OFFICE ‘b’ in its normal format.  


C, The same mark in smaller format, found as transit mark on reverse of

money-letter to Charlottenburg 23 10 04.
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A lucky find 
Natalie Krasheninnikoff 

In a dealer’s box I came across a 
card dating from the Russo/ 
J a  p  a  n e  s e  w  a  r  c  a  n c  e  l  l e  d  
HEADQUARTERS FIELD POST 
T E  L  E  G  R  A P  H  B  R  A  N  C H  
OFFICE in Mukden 6. 08. 1904 
addressed to Viborg in Denmark 
where it arrived 14. 09. 1904    
(= 1. 09. 1904 Russian calendar).  

(See figure 1). 

Th er e is  a ce ns or ma rk 
“ P ER M ITTE D CO LONE L”. 
Actually it was not the colonel 
who censored the card, but 
someone replacing him, as there is 
a hand-written “za” (in place of) 
in front of the word “Polkovnik” 
and the last character is corrected 
into an “a” (za polkovnika = in 
place of colonel) + signature. 

(See figure 2). 

The text on reverse

(Figure 3). 


(Daniel used Western calendar)


P. T. Mukden 19th of August 1904. 

My dear mother, 
On account of censorship I write to 
you in French. I have attended the 
battle at Tashichau on the 23rd and 
24th of last month. Now I am on my 
way to China (to Chefoo) in order 
not to be near Port Arthur. 
A thousand greetings to all of you 

Your devoted son 
Daniel 

Tashichau was a station on the Eastern Chinese 
railway. The battle took place on the 10th and 
11th of July 1904 (Russian calendar) between the 
Southern part of the Manchurian Army and the 

Figure 2 

Figure 1 

Figure 3 

Second Japanese Army. Although the Russians 
succeeded to beat off the Japanese attack, general 
Kuropatkin decided to withdraw to Lyaoyang. 

Editor’s note: Figures 1 & 3 are reproduced at 75%; figure 2 is full size.
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Foreign postal rates in Russia for letters and 
postcards (1864-1923) 
Alexander Epstein (Tallinn) 
The sets of postal rates listed hereunder were in 
effect in Imperial Russia, later under the 
Provisional Government and, at last, in the parts 
of Russia under the Central Soviet Government. 
This review is based on the thorough studies by 
Lobachevski (Soviet Collector 14, 1976, 41-77; 
15, 41-78, 1977; 16, 1978, 49-81; 17, 1979, 27
61), Karlinski (BJRP 60, 1983, 46-52) and by the 
present author’s own studies. If not stated 
otherwise, the dates in the left column are official 
dates of entering into force indicated in the 
corresponding orders/circulars of the Central 
Postal Administration (CPA). All the dates shown 
in italics are those of the corresponding circular: 
the actual date of introduction could vary 
depending on the date when the circular had been 
received in the corresponding region etc. 

As from 1 September 1917 to 1921 directly (and 
to February 1922 indirectly), the postal rates were 

indicated as divisible relative to the basic rates of 
1 April 1889. This order was changed starting 
from the rates of 1 April 1922, when the postal 
rates for different kinds of mail were permanently 
fixed in French francs/centimes and the rate of 
conversion to roubles/kopecks was declared. The 
latter was then altered from time to time that 
meant new postal rates in Russian roubles/ 
kopecks. In October 1923 the postal rates were 
indicated in gold currency (also connected with 
French francs), while the evaluation factor to 
paper roubles was continuously changed with the 
galloping inflation (see the table in BJRP 87, p. 
47). 

In the years of the Civil War in Russia (1918
1923), other postal rates were in effect in areas 
under various ‘White’, ‘Pink’ and national 
governments. They are considered separately in a 
following article in this issue of BJRP. 

Surface mail 
Date Letter Postcard Registration 

Bef. 18641 20 k2 - ? 

01.01.18663 14 k - ? 
18694 10 k4; 

10 k5; 
14 k6 

- ? 

19.06.18757 8 k 4 k 10 k (+5 k for receipt) 
20.03.1879 7 k 3 k 7 k 
01.04.1889 10 k 4 k 10 k 
01.09.1917 20 k 8 k 20 k 
10.03.1918 30 k 12 k 30 k 

01.01.19198 Free (up to 15 g). The additional postage for 
every further 15 g or part thereof (+? R for the 

first15 g) is not ascertained. 

Free Not ascertained 9 

07.06.1920 Free (up to 15 g). 5 r for every further 15 g or 
part thereof (+5 r for the first 15 g) 

Free 5 r10 

30.09.1920 5 r 2 r 5 r 
04.1921(?)11 10 r 4 r 10 r 
15.08.192112 According to the inland rates in effect 
25.08.1921 1000 r 400 r 1000 r 

21.11.192113 5000 r 2000 r 5000 r
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Surface mail (continued) 
Date Letter Postcard Registration

22.02.1922 15000 r 6000 r 15000 r 

01.04.1922 30000 r for the first 25 g + 15000 r for every 18000 r 30000 r 
further 20 g or part thereof 

30.04.192214 200000 r for the first 25 g + 100000 r for every 
further 20 g or part thereof 

120000 r 200000 r 

01.07.192215 45 r for the first 25 g + 22 r 50 k for every 
further 20 g or part thereof 

27 r 45 r 

25.10.192216 75 r for the first 25 g + 37 r 50 k for every 
further 20 g or part thereof 

45 r 75 r 

10.11.1922 150 r for the first 25 g + 75 r for every further 20 90 r 150 r 
g or part thereof 

09.01.192317 3 r 50 k for the first 25 g + 1 r 75 k for every 
further 20 g or part thereof 

2 r 10 k 3 r 50 k 

19.02.1923 5 r for the first 25 g + 2 r 50 k for every further 3 r 5 r 
20 g or part thereof 

06.04.1923 6 r 50 k for the first 25 g + 3 r 25 k for every 4 r 6 r 50 k 
further 20 g or part thereof 

08.05.1923 10 r for the first 25 g + 5 r for every further 20 g 6 r 10 r 
or part thereof 

20.08.1923 15 r for the first 25 g + 7 r 50 k for every further 9 r 15 r 
20 g or part thereof 

01.09.1923 20 r for the first 25 g + 10 r for every further 20 12 r 20 r 
g or part thereof 

16.09.1923 30 r for the first 25 g + 15 r for every further 20 18 r 30 r 
g or part thereof 

01.10.1923 45 r for the first 25 g + 22 r 50 k for every 27 r 45 r 
further 20 g or part thereof 

16.10.192318 20 k for the first 25 g + 10 k for every further  
20 g or part thereof 

12 k 20 k 

Airmail 

Date Letter Postcard Registration 
04.06.192215 40 r 19 32 r 20 r 

01.07.1922 90 r 72 r 45 r 
25.10.1922 150 r 120 r 75 r 
01.09.1922 225 r 165 r 150 r 

01.05.192316 12 r 9 r 7 r 
08.05.1923 15 r 11 r 10 r 

25.05.192320 16 r 16 r 10 r 
20 r 20 r 10 r 

14.06.1923 20 r 16 r 10 r 
20.07.1923 25 r 21 r 10 r 
20.08.1923 30 r 24 r 15 r 
04.09.1923 35 r 27 r 20 r 
17.09.1923 45 r 33 r 30 r 
01.10.1923 90 r 72 r 45 r 

16.10.192318 30 k 22 k 20 k 
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Notes 
1	 To the States of the German Postal Union, Austria, the Netherlands, and Sweden. Mail to other States 

was prepaid according to individual sets of rates. 
2	 Per 15 grams or part thereof (till 1 April 1922). 
3	 To Prussia and the States of the German Postal Union. 
4	 To East and West Prussia, incl. Poznan and Silesia: per 1 Prussian lot (15.6 grams) or part thereof. 
5	 To Moldova and Valakhia (i.e. the later Romania) via Odessa: per 1 Russian lot (12.8 grams) or 

part thereof. 
6	 To all States of the German Postal Union (except the above-mentioned), Austria (except Austrian 

Silesia), Sweden (via Finland): per 1 Prussian lot or part thereof. 
7	 To the States – UPU members. 
8	 This set of rates is of purely theoretical character, since there was no mail exchange between Soviet 

Russia and abroad in 1919. This and the following sets of rates were or should be in effect also in the 
Soviet republics of Ukraine and White Russia as well as Latvia (in 1919). 

9	 In the case of registered letters up to 15 g, this amount was added to a weight charge; for registered 
postcards a symbolic weight charge was added. 

10	 In the case of registered letters up to 15 g, this amount was added to a weight charge of 5 r; 
for registered postcards a symbolic weight charge of 2 r was added. 

11	 The corresponding circular of the Central Postal Administration (CPA) was not published in the 
official journal but sent by telegraph to local postal administrations. Hence, even the approximate 
date of it entering into force remains unknown. It seems that every local administration interpreted it 
in own manner because it was not formulated in a sufficient clear manner. Thus, the actual franking 
of mail posted in different regions varies considerably from the previous rates to rates higher than 
indicated here. 

12	 These rates were not in effect everywhere. 
13	 There was no common date of introduction of this and other sets of rates (where the date is indicated 

in italics): they should be introduced just after the reception of the corresponding circular. Besides, in 
some regions during 1922 (e.g. the Ukraine) they should be approved by the local postal authorities, 
so the actual date of introduction might differ by a few weeks for different regions. On the other 
hand, there are known cases of an earlier application of new rates in 1922 even for those with the 
fixed date of introduction.  

14	 The rates were fixed as 30 (French) centimes for postcards, 50 centimes for letters weighing up to 
25 g plus 25 centimes for every additional 20g or part thereof and 50 centimes for registration. 

15	 In Roubles of 1922 = 10,000 former Roubles. 
16	 In Petrograd, the corresponding circular was issued on 14.10, i.e. 4 days before that of the 

CPA (18.10). 
17	 In Roubles of 1923 = 100 Roubles of 1922. 
18	 In gold kopecks. 
19	 This and the following letter rates are for the first 25 g of weight. 
20	 Upper line: to Latvia, lower line: to Germany.
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(This also includes articles for consideration of inclusion in future journals)
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Reviews

ROSSICA, No. 140-141, 2003 
The Journal of the Rossica Society of Russian 
Philately. 120 pages, softbound. Subscription (two 
issues) US$30:00. Editor: Jeff Radcliffe, 1420 
Valebrook Lane, Herndon, VA 20170, USA. 

Editor Jeff Radcliffe’s available time has resulted 
in not two issues for 2003 but a hefty 144 page 
double number.  

George Werbizky writes up three interesting Civil 
War items followed by Marcus Sherwood-Jenkins 
offering some personal opinions on “Trends in 
Russian Philately“. Jeffrey Klein gives us a useful 
article on “Field Censorship of AEF Siberia 
Mail”. 

George Shalimoff is the author of an article giving 
background information on Mendeleev, Leonard 
Tann weighs in with two mute items, John Briggs 
writes on the “Soviet Deflation of 1961”, 
Raymond Pietruszka on “Plate Numbers on the 
7500/250r. of 1922”, Jeffrey Klein again on the 
name change from Petrograd to Leningrad, Dave 
Skipton on “A Life in Opposition (Vladimir 
L'vovich Burtsev)” a lesser known revolutionary 
who certainly knew how to make a nuisance of 
himself and, Vadim Medish writes a short piece on 
spies on stamps in “Stamps and Spooks”. 

“A Brief History of the Russian Double-Headed 
Eagle” by G.A. Denisenko is followed by an 
admission by Leonard Tann that he did not 
initially spot a forgery (but soon figured it out) in 
“A Warning to my Fellow Collectors”. Meer 
Kossoy adds “Some Comments and Additions” to 
A. Epstein’s article “Postal Stationery for Russian 
Servicemen During WW”, Trevor Pateman tells 
us to “Check Your Gutters” on the issues for 
Azerbaijan, Alexander Epstein illustrates several 
unidentified mute cancels and Marcus Sherwood-
Jenkins again offers “More of the Little 
Grandmother of the Revolution (Mme. Breshko-
Breshkovskaya)” first mentioned by Dave Skipton 
in Rossica 139. 

Vadim Medish writes on rehabilitated victims of 
Stalin’s purges, George Werbizky on “Ostarbeiter 
Mail-Interesting and Rare Items”, Leonard Tann 
completes his hat-trick with “Romanov-Zemstvo 
Combies” and Greg Mirsky and David Waterman 
combine for “Fly Specker 140” with Jeffrey Klein 
supplementing it. 

Letters to the editor and reviews of the latest 
publications complete a meaty issue. 

Jack Moyes 

YAMSHCHIK – THE POST RIDER No.53 
November 2003 
Journal of the Canadian Society of Russian 
Philately. Editor: Andrew Cronin, PO Box 5722, 
Station “A”, Toronto, OntarioM5W 1P2, Canada. 
postrider@sympatico.ca 

This particular issue does a lot to redress the 
dearth of well researched data on Soviet postal 
history by offering us several important articles on 
the subject (like London buses one can wait for 
ages, and then three or four come along at the 
same time!). “The Introduction of Franking 
Cachets of the Soviet Posts (1924-1940)” is an 
authoritative (and probably definitive) study by L. 
G. Ratner of hand-stamps and machine marks 
used to record pre-payment of postage; he 
includes an astonishing 109 illustrations and three 
tables. “The Posts of the Volga Germans” is a 
welcome contribution from M. Kossoy & V.I. 
Berdichevskiy putting the political and postal 
history of this fascinating subject into perspective. 

With so much written about Imperial TPOs, it 
really is a treat to receive some Soviet information 
from Dr. V.G. Levandovskiy in “Registered and 
Express Mail Sent by Postal Wagons of Russia in 
the Soviet Period after 1917”. It is then time to get 
out those Speshnaya covers as the Soviet theme is 
continued by Robert Taylor in “Soviet Express 
Post and Sendings of Importance”, here he shares 
interesting information, including the relevant 
postal rates between September 1922 and August 
1931. Turning to another branch of Soviet postal 
history, Gwyn Williams gives us “More on the 
Boxed ‘R Kizil’ Handstamp of Tuva and the 
Cliffe Covers” and provides a well informed 
conclusion to a previously debated riddle. O.P. 
Sel’nikov continues the Tuvan theme by sharing 
“Some Remarks & Additions to the Tuvan Book 
by V.N. Ustinovskii and to the Leighton Article in 
No. 50 of ‘The Post Rider’”.  

Fortunately, those whose philatelic interest stops 
in 1917 are unlikely to be disappointed with this 
issue: “Russian Imperial Air Unit Free Franks of
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World War 1” by G. Adolph Ackerman, is packed 
with much information and should keep them 
interested, military enthusiasts take note! 

Other contributions include a “Philatelic Portrait 
of Mikhail Vasil’evich Lomonosov” (on Soviet 
Stamps) by Gregory Epshtein, “Some early 
Soviet Varieties” by Alex Sadovnikov, “Notes on 
Finnish Material Published in P.R. No.52” from 
Charles Leonard, “The Bukharan Horse 
stamps…” by Aleksandr Mramornov, “The April 
1922 Second Issue of the Armenian SSR” by Dr. 
Arkadii M. Sargsyan and the continuing thoughts 
of Rabbi L. Tann on “Railwayana”, including 
registration. 

Also, of course, the usual excellent regular 
features, especially “Zemstvo Varieties” by G.G. 
Werbizky and “Postage Stamps of the Zemstvos” 
from Alex Artuchov, both on a subject very close 
to my heart… 

Terry Page 

SERIOUS COLLECTOR 

USA 
istrebulaev@london.edu 

of Zemstvo rarities and specialities, 
interested in early items, special 
studies of different districts and 

postal history, would like to contact 
other students of Zemstvo Philately. 
I am willing to exchange and/or buy 

interesting and rare material. 
I am also interested in Imperial  pre

1840 stampless covers and would 
consider purchasing a collection or 

fine individual items. 
Please contact: 

Dr Ilya A. Strebulaev 
Graduate School of Business 

Stanford University 
518 Memorial Way 

Stanford, CA 94305-5015 

e-mail  

COMPREHENSIVE STOCK OF  

RUSSIAN MATERIAL
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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: +1. 732. 422. 2124 • FAX: +1. 732. 422. 2125 

E-MAIL: INFO@RARITANSTAMPS.COM 
10% BUYER’S PREMIUM ONLY 

VISA, MASTER CARD ARE ACCEPTED. 
Visit our Website at www.raritanstamps.com
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