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Editorial
Once again the year is well advanced and
once again the Journal is slow in appearing,
for which I apologise. The reasons are
various, not least my personal experience of
the physical frailty of the human body (now
thankfully overcome), and when all seemed to
be running smoothly, the „disappearance‟ of
our printer of many years standing, in midnegotiation. Despite my hopes expressed in
last year‟s issue we are down again to one
double issue this year. But what an issue! A
real double of no less than 160 pages.
Authors certainly came up trumps to my
appeals for articles and submitted a wide
range of topics; censorship, more adventures
on the high seas and in the far east, zemstvos
(in many aspects), yet another railway branch
line (where does he find them all?), even a
very personal visit to a gulag.
The Society however, remains vulnerable to
changing times and leisure practices, as well
as the advancing age of its officers. There are
too few who are able and willing to take up
the mantle. I add my name to the appeal for
help in running the Society made by the
President and the Secretary in the recent
newsletter. In spite of the pessimistic outlook
which pervades this and many other philatelic

I

societies I am not ready to give yet in and ask
once again for you to shower me with articles
for the next issue(s). Not only those of you
who regularly put pen to paper but especially
those who have not yet shared your expertise
in this way. Don‟t be too concerned about
procedures or presentation, just put together
the facts and illustrations and I will help you
in any way that I can to turn them into a
polished article.
The questionnaire, sent out earlier this year
and to which about one third of the
membership replied, indicated that 25%
would like the Journal in CD format only and
21% both formats. The printed copy is still a
clear winner. Please re-iterate or request your
preferred option when you submit your
subscription. If you make no choice, you will
receive a printed copy. See the contents page
for next year‟s subscriptions.
Finally, this issue (page 160) carries a note on
the cost and availability of back numbers of
BJRP on CD or DVD. Send your orders to me
and make your research easier as well as
enjoying the colour that is possible in this
medium.
Dennis Page

-------------Letters to the Editor

I

Do you have a query about a philatelic item in your possession? Is there something that you
can‟t explain?
Then share the problem with an incomparable body of expertise, the readers of BJRP.
Write a letter to the Editor for publication.

I

Do you have an answer to any such query, or have a comment to make?
Then share your knowledge.
Write a letter to the Editor.

I

Do you have a comment on anything that you have seen, or would like to see in BJRP?
Then air your opinions.
Write a letter to the Editor.

I

Dennis Page, 10 The Green, Barton under Needwood, Burton on Trent, DE13 8JB
denpage@globalnet.co.uk
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Volost Administrations
Jack Moyes
The services of the Volost Administrations have
been neglected by writers and philatelic students
over the years. Dr. Alfred Wortman also made that
assertion in an article in BJRP 53 of 1976. Thirty
years on the comment still applies.
Why should this be so? Mail from Volosts is not
uncommon, although individually each one is
generally rare, there being only a few where a
correspondence has survived ensuring several
examples are on the market for collectors.
Dr. Wortman thought this neglect was down to the
collectors‟ obsession with stamps, but the study of
cancellations has been popular for a long time and
I think that the answer lies elsewhere. That does
not mean I know the
answer, but I hope that
the material dealt with
in this article will
_,n,.k t
encourage others to re.. . .J.£ •
think their own neglect
with what is an
extremely interesting
field. Most dealers do
not recognise Volost
mail and thus do not
charge exorbitant
prices for it. That in
itself should be
encouragement
enough!

covers, one of which is shown in figure 1. This is a
money letter containing 185r. 70k. charged at 1r.
86k. plus postage for six lots, sent from Dobrinsk
Volost Tambov Gubernia. The four seals in the
corners read “Seal of the Dobrinsk Volost
Administration” and that in the centre “Money
enclosure Lipetsk Post Office”. Lipetsk would have
been the parent office. There is a two line despatch
from Lipetsk 25/7/46 and an arrival from Tambov
the following day.
The other item, not illustrated, is from
Starokadom Volost Tambov, with its own seals in
the corners and that of the parent office Kadom in
the centre. It is undated but has an arrival 18/9/45
from Tambov.
These two covers
show that the Volosts
were handling mail at
an early date, far
earlier than the start of
the Zemstvo Post.

I /
:

(iLc)

~

I refer readers to
BJRP 53 for the
b a c k g r o u n d
information which I
s h al l
t o u ch
on
occasionally. Suffice it
to say here that a
Volost Administration
was the administrative
body for a group of
villages known as a
Volost within an
Uyezd which itself
was part of a
Gubernia.
The earliest items I
have are two insured

4

Figure 1
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We have come to
expect the earliest rural
mail to be from the
Zemstvos, each of
which represented an
Uyezd and was run
through the different
Volosts within that
Uyezd. I do not intend
to cover the Zemstvo
offices which offer a
fantastic range of
cancellations for the
specialist. In fact the
late Oleg Fabergé
wrote an article in
BJRP 50 of 1974
bewailing the neglect
of the study of
Zemstvo cancellations
echoing Dr. Wortman‟s
view on the Volosts.
With the huge interest
currently in the stamps
of the Zemstvos
perhaps this is a gap
which will be filled.
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Figure 2

Having said that, the next item is one that could
have been part of the Zemstvo system although it
may well be from the Imperial Mail
Administration. I have seen only two covers
which bear the small mark illustrated as an inset
from the full cover shown as figure 2. This cover
is addressed to His Excellency the Simbirsk Civic
Governor and the stamps are cancelled Buinsk
13/8/80, held over to the next day arriving at
Simbirsk on the 15/8/80. The small rectangular
boxed mark says Shamkina 11th August. Under
the address is written “Petition given to the
yashchonnik (post box collector?) Pyotr
Bognyavlenski 28k. transferred.” The “28k.”, the
word “Registered” at top right and the number and
“Simbirsk” at top left have all been added in a
different ink.
The 21k. franking does not match the endorsement
“28k.” Part of the flap of the envelope is missing it does not have the usual manuscript number of
lots for weight that is seen on registered covers of
this period. It does have a manuscript “2” in pencil
but that may have been added at any time. I
suspect that there was another 7k. stamp on the
flap and this was a triple weight registered letter.
There is an alternative explanation. If this was a
cover handled by a local Zemstvo the odd 7k.

could have been a fee charged for collection and
carriage to the nearest post town, just as there
would have been if it had been a stamp issuing
zemstvo. In this case the little boxed Shamkina
could be a village or Volost mark, and thus part of
the Zemstvo post.
This is perhaps a fanciful explanation; the real
reason could simply be that the Volost
Administration undertook the collection of mail
from village to village and that the boxed
Shamkina was applied to show the cover‟s origin.
The transfer of the 28k. meant that the stamps
were to be applied at the nearest post town and the
manuscript additions put on there. Either way it
seems the Volost would have been involved.
Wortman tells us that regulations for the guidance
of Volost post offices were confirmed by a decree
of 24th January 1900. This would be the date we
should be looking at as the start of Volost mail
bearing cancellations with an indication of that
designation, in the Imperial Mail Administration
style. Wortman‟s earliest date was 25/11/03 and I
cannot beat that.
The first type cancellation was a single circle with
cross shaped date and serial number at the sides.
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Figure 3 shows a typical example which was sent
from Marienhauzenskoe Volost Administration
Vitebsk Gubernia 17/4/06 to the Lyutsin Uyezd
Magistrates Assembly. The serial number is “1” as
is every example I have, either on covers or loose
stamps. Wortman says that the 1900 Decree stated
that each Volost post office was to be issued with
a date stamp (sic. in the singular). The serial
number was thus superfluous.

postal section in the Imperial system in April
1907.

Thanks to Kiryushkin and Robinson‟s “List of
Post Offices in the Russian Empire” 1999, we can
tell when Marienhauzenskoe opened as a Volost
office. It cannot tell us precisely as the dates in
that publication refer to when the information
about the office was published in the “PostTelegraph Journal” but it should be accurate
enough. It was June 1901 and it changed to a

The new style for Volost cancellations was a
double circle with name at top and Vol.Pr. at the
bottom, with the date in one line. No serial letter
was shown on the example in the circular. This is
the style which is seen usually on covers and
cards. I have searched for a long time trying to
find an example which shows a serial letter and
have only found one.

Circular No. 9 of February 1903 gives illustrations
of changes in the style of cancellations as from
that date, (See BJRP 61, Rossica 96-7 and Soviet
Collector 15). The old style cancellations stayed in
use until eventual replacement, but when replaced
had to conform to the pattern.

Figure 3
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Figure 4 shows a
registered cover
from Pokrovskoe
Tyuk(alinsk)
Uyezd Tobolsk
with serial “a”. I
imagine this was
an error and that
the serial should
not have been
added when the
cancellation was
made.
This
example
also
shows
what
happened when
there was more
than one Volost
of the same
name
in
a
Gubernia. It was
designated with
the Uyezd name.
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Figure 4
Figure 5 illustrates another cover which shows an
Uyezd designation but this time it has the
Gubernia name first and then the Uyezd. It is from

Kamenskoe Volost Tyumen Uyezd Tobolsk
Gubernia, all of which is repeated on the
registration label.
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Figure 5
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What happened when two or more Volosts of the
same name, all in the same Uyezd of the same
Gubernia had offices? Figure 6 shows a cover
from Userganskoe Orenburg where the
designation is “2nd.” According to the Kiryushkin
and Robinson list there were three Volost offices
in the Orsk Uyezd of Orenburg Gubernia named
Userganskoe and that they were known as the
“2nd.”, “3rd.” and “5th.”
Wortman questioned whether the Volost post
offices were supplied with a full range of values
of adhesives. I have yet to see a higher value than

25k. with a Volost cancellation. I have just one
Romanov 25k. thus, although I have several 20k. I
have not seen a War Charity used at a Volost
office. Perhaps I have been unlucky in not finding
any, but Wortman could have been right; he
usually was.
Did the Volost post offices carry out all the
functions of the Imperial postal Administration
offices? It seems that they did. I have found
examples of different types of mail over the years
and some of these are shown following.

Figure 6
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Figure 7 shows a card sent from Kirna-Kogatskoe
Volost Estland 4/5/15 franked with a 2k.
Romanov for the printed matter rate but as it has a

message it has been charged as a postcard. Thus
2k. due has been raised by the “Doplatit” oval
which gives the office name in full.
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Figure 7
Figure 8 shows a Money Transfer card sent from
Spitsinskoe St. Petersburg Volost office 9/10/16
for 59r. 74k. The cancellation has not been
replaced by one reading Petrograd, while no labels
were available and the number has been added by
hand along with the name Spitsinskaya Rudnitsa

Petrograd. Reference to Kiryushkin and
Robinson‟s list gives us the answer. This Volost
changed its status to an Imperial office around
July 1916 and its name was changed to
Spitsinskaya Rudnitsa.

Figure 8
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Figure 9 (above) shows an uninsured parcel card
from Padengskoe Volost Arkhangel Gubernia
15/4/16 to a soldier with the 462nd. Rifle Brigade
endorsed Helsinki at top and Vyborg at bottom. It
has gone through the Petrograd Head Field Post
office 1/5/16 to Helsinki on l9/5/16 (6/5/16 O.S.)
where it has been censored, then to Sveaborg the
next day. The parcel was collected on 15/5/16
(O.S) and signed for with the notation “Under
warrant of authority.” Padengskoe was a Volost post
office for a relatively short time from October 1912
to April 1917 when it converted to a postal section.
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Figure 10 (below) shows an
insured cover from a Volost
office. It is a money letter for 10r.
from Vakskoe Volost Estland
A px. u. Y. Onp.
Gubernia 4/4/15 to Reval the next
day. It is franked at 20k. and has
the correct style of label in blue
for insured items. The four seals in the corners
read Vakskoe V.Pr. Est. at top and Chastn. Otpr.
at the base, with serial letter “a” between them the large seal in the centre reads Vakskoe at top,
Vol. Pr. Estl. at base, Ctr. Otpr. (for insured
correspondence) in the centre and serial “a” under
it. This office had a short life from November
1913 until it closed January 1916. It did not
change status to an Imperial post office.
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Figure 11 shows an unusual usage of a Volost
Administration sending an item from itself
through the Volost post office using the freefranking privilege it enjoyed. It is from
Zelburgskoe Kurl. 30/10/10 and sent to the

St. Petersburg Court Chambers 3rd Department of
Civil Actions. The Volost Administration‟s seal is
added to the front of the cover together with the
registry number required for free-franking and the
seal is repeated on the reverse.

/4-p_ ~~ ~ . ~
(//~JffJ/~

Figure 11
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Quite a lot of Volost mail consists of petitions to
law courts from peasants involved in disputes
under the civil law. I have seen many of these
from the Tobolsk court, which must be from a
looted archive. Always registered these Tobolsk
covers show a tendency to using several stamps

for franking rather than a single adhesive. This
brings me back to Wortman‟s contention that the
Volost post offices had a limited range of values
distributed to them. The 7k. and 14k. values
would soon have been used up and then the 10k.
and 20k. once the letter rates went up in
September 1914.
Few postcards are
likely to have been
sent from these
offices while printed
matter must be
considered almost
rare. Two examples
of the Tobolsk
archive are shown in
figures l2 and 13.

Figure 12
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Collectors should be thankful that low value
stamps were used up on these court covers as they
become far more attractive in this form. Figure 12
is a petition from Mostovskoe Volost 7/1/16 with
6x3k. arms type plus 2x1k. Romanov to make the
20k. rate, while figure 13 has 2x3k. arms type and
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41
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2x7k. Romanov also for a 20k. rate .Mostovskoe
Volost post office was opened in June 1913 and
was converted to a postal section in July 1916.
Davydovskoe was opened in October 1909 and as
converted to a postal section in June 1916.
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Figure 13
An interesting aspect of Volost mail is when an
office changed its status and it was some time
before the change showed in the cancellation or
registered label used. A few examples are given
on the following pages.

Figure l5 shows another card from the same
correspondence used 3/3/17. The cancellation now
reads Kosolapovo Urzhum Uyezd Vyatka
Gubernia, but the label has dropped all but the
name.

Figure 14 shows a card from Kosolapovskoe
Volost Pravlenie with a registered label reading
Kosolapy Postal Section Vyatka Gubernia. This
office opened as a Volost office in April 1913 and
changed to a Postal Section around February
1916. This card has been used 11/1/17 but the
cancellation still reads Volost yet the label has
changed to reflect the change of status.

Figure 16 shows a registered cover from
Saltosaraiskoe Volost Tobolsk dated 23/12/16.
According to the Kiryushkin and Robinson list
this office opened in 1896 and changed status
from a Volost to a Postal Section around June
1916 and at the same time changed its name to
Chashi. The registration label does indeed read
Chashi but the cancellation still reads
Saltosaraiskoe Volost.
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Figure 14

Figure 15
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Figure 17 shows a registered cover from Tamyano
-Tangaurovskoe Volost Orenburg Gubernia dated
4/3/16. This office opened around April 1914 but
apparently was not equipped for registration
originally and this procedure has been effected at
another office, Askarova.

..

'
"

e/a

The cover shown as figure 18 is dated 3/6/16, and
is from the same office which now was dealing
with registration itself and has an “R” label for
mail addressed abroad with the Volost name given
in full.
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Figure 18
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Figure 19 shows a registered cover from
Romanovskoe Volost Orenburg Gubernia dated
17/10/16. This office changed to a Postal Section
at the start of 1916 and the label has dropped the
Volost designation but the cancellation is still that
of the Volost office.

Figure 20 similarly shows a Volost postmark but a
registration label reading Postal Section. This
cover comes from Sukhrinskoe Perm 10/6/16.

Figure 19
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The double circle postmarks from the Volost
offices vary very little. Some are fractionally
larger than others, while the bars enclosing the
date are sometimes thicker. The designation at the
bottom sometimes reads “Vol.Pr.” sometimes
“Vol.Prav.” or “Vol.Pravl.”

The one exception to this rule that I have found is
shown in figure 21. This is a cancellation that has
dots in the gaps in the spaces above and below the
bars enclosing the date. It is from Bogdanovskoe
Volost Tula Gubernia 27/4/16 sent to Denmark.

Figure 21
Editor‟s note: All covers are reduced to 75%, inset details of postmarks, labels etc. are shown full size.
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The China Shop - 4
Raymond Casey
The present contribution is the first instalment of a
review of Russian Manchurian postmarks
prompted by publication in Russia of an article
by V. Ustinovskii (2003) dealing with the
cancellations used on the Chinese Eastern Railway
(CER). The author casts a wide net and takes
within his scope not only the railway stations and
TPOs but every other Russian civil post office in
Manchuria on the grounds that they were located
inside the territory allocated to the CER or were
linked to the railway in some way. The article is
important for the light it throws on the early
development of postal affairs on the CER,
drawing on the work of Melikhov (1991), though
in its core purpose - the illustration and
description of all relevant postmarks - it is
disappointing. Here there is little that is new and,
while the pictorial tables make it easy to identify
and compare individual marks, they also show up
the numerous omissions as well as the fantasies
and inaccuracies copied from the literature. Some
of Ustinovskii‟s conclusions are controversial. In
particular, I cannot agree that by now almost all
the dated postmarks of the CER that ever existed
have been studied (Ustinovskii, 2003, p.132).
Year by year new finds are being made and old
ideas corrected. Discovery and revision is the
theme of the present article. It deals with Station
Manchuli, Manchuli Town and
Sanchakhe. Pogranichnaya is rewritten
and a fresh look is taken at the closure
of Russian post offices on the CER.

station, Type 2 of T&S (1959, p.409, figure 566),
introduced in 1905 and still current in 1920. T&S
had suspected that an earlier, circular, Type 1, had
existed and were proved right when such a
cancellation turned up on a cover of 1904 (T,
1961, p.15, figure 32). Later it emerged that there
were two variants of this cancellation, designated
Subtype 1A and Subtype 1B (Casey, 2003, p. 29).
Manchuli Station Type 1 was overlooked by
Ustinovskii. Its recorded period of usage is from
September 1903 to May 1905.
Manchuli Station Type 2 is the commonest
postmark of Manchuli, characterised by omission
of the soft-sign between „enn‟ and „che‟. An
example of this mark is shown on a 4k Romanov
postcard to Verkhne-Udinsk, Siberia, uprated with
a 20k/14k Romanov adhesive, dated 7 4 19
(figure 1). It is not illustrated for any peculiarity of
the postmark but to demonstrate the postabdication acceptance of Romanov stamps and
stationery within “White” territory during the
Russian civil war. A variant of Type 2, larger and
with a stop at the end of the word “Manchzhuriya”
is featured by Ustinovskii under the number 1.01.3.1.
His drawing shows an unclear date in 1912 and a
blank space where a serial letter is usually placed.

POCC I 51 - RUSS IE
I 104T013Ml KAPT041<A

Conventions and abbreviations used in
this article are the same as in previous
issues of the series. Unless otherwise
stated, illustrated material is from my
own collection.

Manchuli Railway Station
Manchuli (Russian Man‟chzhuriya or
Manchzhuriya) is the first important
town eastwards beyond the Siberian
border and the junction of the TransSiberian and Chinese Eastern railway
systems. A Russian post office may
have functioned there as early as 1897
(T&S, 1959, p.408; Ustinovskii, 2003,
p. 61). However, the earliest Manchuli
postmark cited by Ustinovskii is the
double oval of Manchuli railway
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Figure 1.
Manchuli Railway Station.
4k Romanov stationery card uprated with 20/14k Romanov
provisional cancelled at Manchuli Railway Station (Type 2) 7 4 19
and received at Verkhne-Udinsk, Siberia, two days later, showing
post-abdication use of Romanov issues in “White” territory.
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No information is given regarding the source of
the illustration and no meaningful comment can
be made on its authenticity.
Another Manchuli Station cancellation missed by
Ustinovskii is that illustrated by T (1963a p.11,
figure 106) in his “Used Abroad” Chronicle. This
is a double oval 32mm/27mm in length; the word
“Man‟chzhuriya” has a soft-sign, 5-pointed star at
left and serial „a‟ at right, the latter tilted forwards;
between the thick date-bars and the inner oval
there is a “filler” of small dots. Known period of
use 1910-1911. Probably introduced in 1909 along
with other CER postmarks with “filler”. Examples
of 1911 show a break in the penultimate letter of

OTKPblTOE n111CbMO.-CARli
BCEMll;'HblA RO'ITOBblA COI03'b,

the station name, giving the appearance of a
dotted „i‟ (figure 2C). T gave no details of this
postmark except to observe that it had been found
on a 7k stamp of the 1909 issue in the collection
of
Mr I. Maslowski. To show that it is not a
fantasy it is illustrated in figure 2 from two
postcards, one to Japan (figure 2A) and the other
to England, showing the „broken i‟ (figure 2B). It
is here designated Manchuli Station Type 3.

Manchuli Town
The official government newspaper (PV) of
5 April 1907 reported the opening of a post office
at Manchuli and the simultaneous closure of the
FPO there. (During the Russo-Japanese War
Manchuli had been the location of
Reserve Field Post Office No. 29).
Postmarks of Manchuli Town are more
diverse than those of the Station and
further research is needed before they
can be properly classified. T&S could
record nothing earlier than their Type 1,
dating from 1911 and reading in
abbreviated form MANCHULI POST
OFFICE.

A

22 8 11
<€"""i4,.$J>
C

B

Figure 2.
Manchuli Railway Station.
Postcards illustrating use of Manchuli Railway Station oval canceller (Type 3)
A, dated 7 8 10 (O.S.) to Yokohama, Japan (received 26 6 10 N. S.) .
B, dated 22 8 11 to London.
C, cancellation enlarged x2 to show broken ‘i‟ in inscription.
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Later Liphchutz & Maslowski (1968, p.25, figure
234) reported a hitherto unknown postmark of this
town reading simply MAN‟CHZHURIYA „b‟ on
strips of three of the 1909 issue dated 7 9 09 and
13 11 10 (figure 3C). It resembled Subtype 2B of
T&S but in smaller format. Ustinovskii was able
to illustrate serial letters „a‟ and „b‟ of this
diminutive mark, both with dates in 1908. The
card shown in figure 3A pushes back the date for
serial „a‟ to 1907 and is the earliest known item
from the Russian P.O. in Manchuli Town yet
recorded. While Subtype 2B of T&S is not hard to
find, the complementary Subtype 1A is elusive
and could not be shown by these authors. It lacks

the stop after the town name and is further
distinguished by having one fleuron at the bottom
with six rays and a misshapen one to the left
showing seven. An example illustrated by
Ustinovskii, numbered 11.01.2.1, is dated 19 1 19
but does not show the date-bars. Failure of these
bars to print may have been characteristic of late
usage of this canceller, as suggested by
impressions seen on a registered cover of 1917
(figure 4A). The position of the bars and shape of
the fleurons (stars) is well displayed in a strike
dated 23 5 14, on a 10 rouble stamp of the 1906
issue (figure 4B).
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Figure 3.
Manchuli Town.
A, card to St. Petersburg showing use of small diameter canceller „a‟ 15 6 07.
B, canceller „b‟ used as arrival mark on card to Manchuli via Harbin-262-Manchuli TPO 16 8 10, received
next day.
C, canceller „b‟ used on strip of three 7k Arms stamps (ex I. Maslowski collection)
Card A is earliest known record for Russian P.O. at Manchuli Town, the office having opened there only
two months before.
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A

B

Figure 4.
Manchuli Town.
A, registered cover to Stockholm with 20k stamp on reverse cancelled “ Subtype 2A” of T&S 4 2 17,
B, enlarged view (x2) of 10r stamp, “Subtype 2A” cancelled 23 5 14, to show position of date-bars and shape of fleurons.
Note two registration labels to meet UPU requirement for foreign-bound Russian registered mail to have a
label in Latin script. The letter was held up for censoring in Petrograd and took 37 days to reach its destination.
A variant of Subtype 2B was depicted by T
(1963b, p.13, figure 130) from an incomplete
strike on a 5-rouble stamp of the 1915 issue, dated
7 12 17. There is no stop after
“MAN‟CHZHURIYA” and the serial letter „b‟ is
tilted forwards and placed in line with the bottom
date-bar, not below it. Another part-strike of this
rare variant has been found on a one-rouble stamp
of the same issue, dated two years earlier. It adds a
poor impression of a five-pointed asterisk at base
(figure 5A). Although the sample is statistically
insignificant, the use of high-value stamps invites
the suggestion that this particular canceller had a
special purpose, e.g., use on Money Order forms.
Note that another Manchuli rarity, the unique
serial „g‟ of 1917 (T, 1963b, p.14, figure 131),
formerly in the collection of Professor
Winterstein, cancels a block of 20 of the 3½
roubles on a Money Order form. A clipping from

a Money Order form or similar document bears a
pair of one-rouble and a single 3½ roubles (190205 issue) tied by yet another Manchuli cds with
serial letter „b‟, this one dated 30 9 09. It
resembles an enlarged version of the
contemporary type shown in figures 3B, C, with
d i am e t e r s 28 ½m m /21m m i ns t e ad of
25mm/18½mm. The date-band is proportionately
wider and the asterisks have six points, not five. I
think it very probable that this is the same type
illustrated by Ustinovskii (2003, p.73, figure
1.01.2.2b) from an incomplete impression with
date in 1920, despite his depiction of five-pointed
asterisks and a differently shaped serial „b‟. The
broken lines in his drawing indicate that the lower
part of the original is missing or unclear, raising
the suspicion that the asterisks and serial letter
were viewed with the “eye of faith” in line with
what is seen in Subtype 2 B of T & S .
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A

Figure 5.
Manchuli Town.
A, incomplete variant of Subtype 2B, copy of original figure of T&S (1963b, figure 130) with asterisk added
from another example.
B, pair of one-rouble and single 3½ roubles (1902-05 issue) tied to piece by different type, also with serial
letter „b‟, dated 30 9 09.

A
B

C

D

Figure 6.
Manchuli Town.
Three different cancellers with serial letter „v‟.
A, original figure of “Subtype 1C” (T, 1962, figure 73) with “filler” completed from other examples.
B, complete impression of cancellation dated 29 1 21 on block four 1c/1k Harbin 1920 issue, hitherto
known from part-strike (T, 1963a, figure 107), cancelled by favour after office closed.
C, hitherto unrecorded type struck 11 10 08 on one-rouble 1902-05 issue, and
D, same type, dated January 1918, as transit mark on cover from Tsain-Shabi, Mongolia, to Kalgan, China
Ustanovskii (2003, p.74) was wrong to assert that
genuine impressions of Manchuli cancellations
with serial „v‟ had not yet been found. Long ago T
had recorded two different types with this serial
letter (1962, p.17, figure 73; 1963a, p.11, figure 107)
and a third is added herein. T‟s original figure of
the 1962 record has been redrawn from
impressions on Romanov stamps in my collection
and the revised illustration is shown in figure 6A.
This adds the date-bars and the full complement of
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“dots” above and below them, five on each side,
not four. Under magnification these “dots” are
revealed as tiny circles, though subject to infilling.
None of my examples can confirm the exact shape
of the bottom half of the serial letter or the tiny
asterisks. T‟s 1963 record was based on an
incomplete strike found on a 10 cents 1920 Harbin
surcharge on the basic 10/7k stamp with date
21 1 21. Complete strikes on a block of four of
this stamp and on similar blocks of the 1c/1k and
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4c/4k Harbin issue all dated 29 1 21, have now
turned up and permit this cancellation to be
redrawn (figure 6B). These blocks have full gum
and were clearly cancelled to order, probably
posthumously, i.e., after the office was closed for
normal business, as surmised by T. Figures 6 C-D
show another type of Manchuli cds with serial
letter „v‟ totally different from the preceding.
Obviously it came out of the same stable as the
postmark shown herein as figure 5B. It has the
same size (diameters 28½mm/21mm), same
positioning of the date-bars and style and
spacing of the lettering. However, the asterisks
have only five points rather than six. It occurs on
a one-rouble stamp of the 1902-05 issue with
date 11 10 08 (figure 6C). It is also found as a
transit mark on a cover sent from Tsain-Shabi,
Mongolia, to Kalgan, China, in January 1918
(Casey, 2006, p.19, figure 6) (figure 6D).

)
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Manchuli Town cds with serial letter „g‟ also rate as
rarities. The illustration of an example used in 1917
given by T in 1963, mentioned above, was picked
up by Ustinovskii, but the record of the previous
year (T, 1962, p. 4, figure 92), featuring a quite
different type, was missed. The item providing T
with his illustration of the latter is a postcard to the
French Ambassador in Tokyo and is shown in
figure 7A (ex Maslowski collection). A new
drawing of this postmark accompanies figure 7B,
taken from a card to Shanghai. The diameters are
28½mm/ 21mm, the positioning of the lettering and
date-bars similar to that shown in serials „b‟ and „v‟
in figures 5B and 6C, although the letters are
relatively shorter and thicker. The asterisks have six
points, not five as depicted by T, and the date-bars
are well impressed. All examples seen by me have
dates in 1907, the earliest being 26 9 07, found on a
pair of 7k of the 1902-05 issue (figure 7C).
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Figure 7.
Manchuli Town.
A, card to French Ambassador in Tokyo, 9 12 07, original of record in BJRP of Manchuli cds serial „g‟
(T, 1962, figure 92).
B, cancellation redrawn from card to Shanghai dated 2 12 07.
C, same cancellation on pair 7k 1902-05 issue dated 26 9 07.
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Pogranichnaya
Meaning “By the Border”, this was the name of the
Russian settlement which had grown up around the
railway station built at the Chinese town of Suifenho,
at the eastern extremity of Northern Manchuria.
(figure 8) The station was on Line 263/264 of the
CER, 1388 versts from Manchuli, near where the train
crossed into Siberia on its way to the terminus at
Vladivostok. The fullest account of the postal history
of Pogranichnaya is still that of T&S (1959, pp. 403,
447-49). However, much of what these authors say
does not tally with information from other sources and
from actual postal material. T&S thought there were
two places with this name; one they called
“Pogranichnaya in Manchuria”, embracing
the railway station and the other
designated “Pogranichnaya Frontier”,
situated down the track at a railway halt
called “Pogranichnaya inside the confines
of Manchuria” and nearer the line of
demarcation between Manchuria and the
Siberian Maritime Province. In this they
claim to have followed the Russian
Railway Guide of 1912/13. They also
asserted that the check-point for
passengers and trains (customs, &c.) was
moved to “Pogranichnaya -Frontier” after
1910.

brought into use after 1910, when another post office
was supposed to have been opened at “Pogranichnaya
- Frontier”, also known as “Pogranichnaya within the
confines of Manchuria”. As “Pogranichnaya in
Manchuria” is only an abbreviated form of
“Pogranichnaya within the confines of Manchuria”, it
is difficult to see how the former was intended to
avoid confusion with the latter, as asserted by T&S
(1959, p.447). “A Post Office operated at this Halt by
1914”, said T&S (1959, p.449), referring to the
Frontier post. A hypothetical canceller containing the
Russian words for “Pogranichnaya/Within the
confines of Manchuria” was suggested for this office.
“No examples recorded yet”.
Or, Ilorp:wu•mnn. RnT. BOC'r.

,·
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T&S say that a Field Post Office,
handling both military and civilian mail,
Figure 8.
was opened at “Pogranichnaya in
Pogranichnaya.
Street
scene
at Russian settlement centred on
Manchuria” around 1900 and was
Chinese Eastern Railway Station.
converted to civilian status in January
1903. Possibly it was placed under
military management again during the RussoMost of the above is fiction. There was only one
Japanese War but reverted to civilian, status about
Pogranichnaya with its Customs check-point and only
1906/07 and kept that status to the end. Because of the
one post office, which was not situated at the railway
occurrence of censorship cachets on mail emanating
station, did not open until 1907 and, so far as I can
from or passing through “Pogranichnaya in
ascertain, was never under military control. How T&S
Manchuria” during World War I (1914-18), it was
came to get it so badly wrong is not easy to explain,
conjectured that another FPO may have existed there
though misreading of the Postal List and the railway
at that time.
time-table are two obvious factors. In this respect the
Postal List of 1916 is instructive. It gives two entries
T&S described three cancellers in use at
for this locality, as follows: (1) “Pogranichnaya/
“Pogranichnaya in Manchuria”. Type 1 was ascribed
settlement (poselok). Post office” In the column
to the hypothetical FPO, thought to have opened
pinpointing location, e.g., guberniya, &c., it says
about 1900. No examples known. Type 2 consists of a
“Within the confines of Manchuria”. The next column
double-circle with the single word “Pogranichnaya”
tells us it is served by Line 263/264. (2)
and serial letter „a‟. The absence of any reference to
“Pogranichnaya/Station. ordinary (prost.)”. The
the railway in the inscription was put down to the fact
location column says “Manchuria. CER”, followed by
that this canceller had been designed as early as 1903,
263/264. Note that Pogranichnaya is described as a
before the standard CER cancellers had been
settlement, not a railway Halt and the words “Within
introduced. Type 3 was another double-circle but with
the confines of Manchuria” simply tell us where the
inscription changed to “Pogranichnaya in Manchuria”
place is located and do not form part of its name.
and serial letter „b‟. It was thought to have been
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The Postal Guide for 1915 (p. 143) tells us that the
post office was situated half a verst ( about ½ km or
580 yards) from the station. So we have a settlement
with a post office situated outside the railway station
premises, while the railway station itself had nothing
but the basic facilities for handling ordinary mail
(this is what the abbreviation “prost.” means),
probably no more than lockable boxes for exchange
of mail with passing TPOs, which carried out the
sorting and cancelling. This was the case with most
of the smaller stations and halts of the CER to which
T&S attributed conjectural postmarks with “no
examples known”. In many cases these small places
had no postal workers at all and the mail was dealt
with by the railway staff (Ustinovskii, 1903, p.68).

from Manchuli, in this case „1388‟. This makes it clear
that the two entries for Pogranichnaya refer to one and
the same place. The one hour and ten minutes halt at
Pogranichnaya station disclosed by the time-table
would allow for Customs clearance and (hopefully) a
visit to the restaurant. As for the Customs and
passenger check-point having been moved after 1910
to a new location nearer the border (T&S, 1959,
p.447), this statement is at variance with information in
the time-table quoted above. Baedecker‟s guidebook
to Russia, published in 1914, on p.537 describes
Pogranichnaya (1388 versts from Manchuli) as the
frontier station between Manchuria and the Russian
coast district, with Customs house and restaurant. I
cannot find the new location on any map.

Turning to the railway time-tables in the Official
Guide (Ukazatel‟) for 1913 (p. 196), we find that on
the Manchuli-Harbin-Vladivostok route
Pogranichnaya is indeed listed twice, once as the
terminus of the CER and again as the start-point for
the Ussuri Railway. However, each station has an
identifying number according to its distance in versts

Concerning the cancellers employed at
Pogranichnaya and their periods of usage, a major
stumbling-block to research is the record of an FPO
operating there from about 1900 and its conversion
to civilian status in 1903. T&S (1959, pp.396, 403)
say this information was obtained from official
sources, specifically the account of the RussoJapanese War published by the Russian
Military Historical Commission in
1910. On the other hand, Epstein‟s
comprehensive study of the Russian
Field Post in the Far East from 1900 to
1906, also drawn from official records,
does not list Pogranichnaya as the site
of an FPO, either during the occupation
of Manchuria or during the ensuing
Russo-Japanese War (Epstein, 1996).
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Figure 9.
Irkutsk (Lake Baikal) ppc sent from “St. Pogranichnaya” to St.
Petersburg, cancelled on PW No. 264 (Vladivostok-Harbin) (train
‘3’) 17 2 03. Message includes: “Write me an ordinary letter as
there is no postal branch here”.

My own library being inadequate for
this purpose, I asked Alexander Epstein
to run a double check on
Pogranichnaya. In his reply to my
request, dated 23 August 2007, he tells
me that he had looked through the
relevant volumes of the Russian
Military Historical Commission
account, information in the PostTelegraph Journal, and a large number
of reports of FPO officials, orders and
decrees for the Manchurian Armies and
the Priamur Post-Telegraph District,
&c. “Nowhere did I find any mention of
a FPO at Pogranichnaya”, he says.
The idea of a military post office
being converted for civilian use and
operating in Pogranichnaya from
January 1903 is contradicted by the
message on the postcard shown in
figure 9. The card was written by a
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resident of Pogranichnaya to a friend in
St. Petersburg. “Dear friend”, he writes, “I am
settled again in Station Pogranichnaya...” After
some irrelevant chit-chat, the critical part of the
message follows: “Write to me at the address
St. Pogranichnaya K. V. Zh.D. (CER) Write me an
ordinary letter as (there is) no postal branch
(pochtovaya otdeleniya) here.”
The card was cancelled on PW No.264 (train „3‟)
17 2 1903 but took nearly seven weeks to reach its
destination owing to the line being congested with
military traffic. It should be remembered that
“Station Pogranichnaya” meant not only the
railway station (vokzal) but also the whole
conurbation around it. It would seem, therefore,
that no regular post office had been opened at
Pogranichnaya by 1903. The
elementary state of postal services at
the station itself, as indicated by the
1916 Postal List, is confirmed by
another card sent from there in 1910
(figure 10). The picture side shows
the track and well-appointed
premises, known to include a
restaurant and customs house, with
caption “Pogranichnaya. Vokzal.”
The card was written by an English
traveller on the way to Vladivostok
and is addressed to Burscough (near
Ormskirk), Lancashire. This what he
says: “Pog. etc. Sat. 4 p.m. Leave
Vladivostok 9 a.m. to-morrow if all
goes well. Another customs station
but have had no bother. We have a
Russian Genl. Hobart in a car on the
end of the train - he is a fine fellow &
is made a great fuss of at every
station - he is of English descent but
looks v. Russian.” 1
The card was almost certainly
purchased at the station and probably
written in the restaurant while waiting
for the train to be cleared by customs
and passport control. The card
travelled on the same train as the
sender and received the cancellation
HARBIN-263-VLADIVOSTOK „zh‟
7 2 10. This was the wrong direction
for westbound mail, showing that no
sorting had been done at
Pogranichnaya.

The most credible date for the opening of a
civilian post office in Pogranichnaya is that given
by Kiryushkin and Robinson (1999), extracted
from the Russian Post-Telegraph Journal (and
confirmed by the Government newspaper (PV) for
5 April 1907) namely April 1907. The record of
“after 1910” (Ustinovskii, 2003, p. 68) is
manifestly wrong. With the Russo-Japanese War
over, April 1907 saw the last of the Russian
occupying army leave Manchuria and the return of
the CER to civilian management and its lines reopened to international traffic. This would have
been the time to set up the Customs House and
passenger check-point. The card shown in figure 11
throws light on the situation in several ways. It
was sent by a disgruntled customs officer recently
transferred from Harbin to Pogranichnaya, relating

Figure 10.
Pogranichnaya Railway Station (Vokzal) ppc written from the
station by traveller en route to Vladivostok, cancelled Harbin-263
-Vladivostok (train „zh‟) 7 2 10.
Received Ormskirk, England, 8 March 1910.

1

. The “Genl. Hobart” referred to as a fellow passenger was evidently General Horvarth, Managing-Director of the
CER from 1903 to 1919, who always travelled in a private coach at the rear of the train.
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Figure 11.
Pogranichnaya.
3k stationery card sent by Customs officer to colleague at Imperial Maritime Customs, Chinwangtao,
China, showing hitherto unrecorded cancellation of Pogranichnaya (now designated Type 1) dated 22 2 08.
Redirected to Tientsin, China, arriving 13 3 08 via Japanese P.O. Shanhaihwan. Message speaks of poor
conditions at Pogranichnaya Customs with staff sleeping in railway carriages and working outside in the cold.
his woes to a colleague in the Chinese Imperial
Maritime Customs in China proper. The date of
writing and posting - 6 3 08 New Style: 22 2 08
Old Style - is consistent with the 1907 date of
opening of the post office there. The message
reflects the unfinished state of the customs
premises. Writing in English, the sender tells his
correspondent that Pogranichnaya “is a rotten
place. Population consists of
Russian cossacks and Hunguses
(Chunchuses - Chinese bandits).
We have no Quarters and are

~

living in Railway carriages and accommodation is
something awful. Our duties are to examine all
cargo in carriages and have plenty of work. No
examination shed and we must stay on open place
and I tell you it is bitter cold”. Only the Assistantin-Charge and four Chinese worked under cover,
with an Examiner (3rd class) and four others
making up the outdoor staff.
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Figure 12.
Registered cover from Harbin Central Railway Station, 19 12 10, to Imperial Chinese Customs at
Pogranichnaya, showing on reverse newly designated Type 1 cancellation of Pogranichnaya used for
receipt mark next day.
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The cancellation on the card is of an unrecorded
type, similar to Type 2 of T&S, with serial letter
„a‟, but smaller and with clear 6-pointed asterisks.
It is further distinguished by being not quite
circular, measuring 25½/17½mm horizontally and
25/17mm vertically. It is here designated
Pogranichnaya Type 1 in place of the non-existent
FPO previously allocated that ranking. This
postmark also occurs as a receiver on the back of a
registered letter sent in 1910 from Harbin Central
Railway Station to the Chinese Customs at
Pogranichnaya (figure 12). Another example is
found on a stampless card sent in 1911 to
St. Petersburg and now in the collection of Grigori
Rafailovich of that city. It is unique in providing
an impression of the oval „doplatit‟ mark of
Pogranichnaya (figure 13). My latest record for
Type 1 is dated 22 1 12 and appears
on a card to Veisenshtein (Estland),
the date indicating an overlapping
usage with Type 2 of T&S.

Although neither can be described as common, in
my experience the cancellation illustrated in
figures 11-13 (Type- 1), missed by both T&S and
Ustinovskii, outnumbers Type 2, which seems to
have ended its short life around 1914. Ustinovskii
merely copies the illustration in T&S, misquoting
the diameter as 28mm instead of 29. In all the
examples I have seen the asterisks are poorly
struck, not like the clear 6-pointed stars depicted
by T&S (1959, p.447, figure 632). The best strike
of Type 2 that I can produce is dated 1 2 11 and
occurs on a card to St. Petersburg, addressed to
the same person who received the card shown in
figure 13. The “asterisks” are more like misshapen
fleurons with five or six petals according to the
eye of the beholder (figures 14A & 14B).

Figure 13.
Stampless card to St. Petersburg with Pogranichnaya Type 1
cancellation - 31 1 11 and oval 'doplatit' of Pogranichnaya with
manuscript charge of 6 kopecks, both marks hitherto unrecorded.
(Grigori Rafailovich collection).

•
Figure 14A
Pogranichnaya Type 2 cancellation on card
to St. Petersburg 1 2 11.
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Figure 14B
Pogranichnaya Type 2 cancellation enlarged x3 in B to show shape of fleurons

Type 3, reading POGRANICHNAYA/
IN MANCHURIA „b‟, is one of the commoner
cancellations of the Russian P.O. s in Manchuria
and is frequently found on stamps of the onerouble Arms issue, presumably soaked off parcel
cards and money-order forms. Covers and cards
with this mark are rarely seen. Although the
period of usage is said to be from 1910 to 1920,
most of the dates fall within the 1914-17 range,
pointing to an upsurge of postal activity at
Pogranichnaya during the First World War. It was
during this period that the insured and registered
covers shown in
figure 15 were put into the
mail. As the railway station could cope only with
ordinary mail, they must have originated from the
Pogranichnaya post office described in the 1916
Postal List as located “within the confines of
Manchuria”, in agreement with the inscription on
the canceller. In the bottom right-hand corner of
the insured letter (figure 15A) the sender
obligingly gives his/her address as “St.
Pogranichnaya”, i.e., the railway settlement and
not the mythical Frontier Halt, said to have had its
own post office by 1914 (T&S, 1959, p.449).
The variety and number of censor marks applied
to mail emanating from or passing through
Pogranichnaya during the First World War
(Speeckaert, 1990) is also a sign of the increased

postal business there at that time. Army officers
with linguistic skills were probably attached to the
post office as censors and may not have worked at
a separate FPO as mooted by T&S (1959, p.447).

Sanchakhe
Situated 96 versts south of Harbin, on Line
265/266, Station Sanchakhe is known to have had
a post office by 1914. Extant material, however, is
rare and nothing has been recorded with dates
earlier than 1920. T&S (1959, p.452, figure 638)
could illustrate only an incomplete strike of a
cancellation dated 30. 11. 20 with a blank space at
right. Subsequent finds have shown that the
missing portion contained the serial letter „a‟ and
that the overall diameter is 29½mm rather than the
28½mm estimated by T&S. In the T&S figure the
upper date-bar is placed fractionally too high in
relation to the final letter in Sanchakhe and the
horizontal elongation of the asterisk is not shown.
I have seen no other genuine example of this
cancellation using full-stops in the dateline.
Ustinovskii‟s depiction of two different cancellers
in use at Sanchakhe during 1920 (Ustinovskii,
2003, pp.112-13, figures 4.02.1.1. and 4.02.1.2.) is
misleading, the first being simply a forgery of the
second. This forgery first came to my notice about
10 years ago. It was one of a batch of CER forged
cancellations shown to me by a London dealer.
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Figure 15.
Pogranichnaya cancellations on
A, 7k Romanov envelope (additionally franked 3k Arms and 14k Romanov on reverse) used 27 10 15 for
insured sending to POW held in Germany.
B, registered cover to Ipswich, England, 19 2 16. Both carry red circular cachet of Pogranichnaya military
censor (Type 3 of Speeckaert), the registered letter additionally censored at Petrograd.
All had been used to tie stamps of the 1917 cents
issue to the picture side of Manchurian viewcards.
They had been purchased from an itinerant
Russian at a philatelic exhibition in Israel and
offered at a low price that should have rung alarm
bells in the dealer‟s mind. More recently this
forgery has appeared again, this time applied to a
one-rouble Arms stamp on piece and put up for
auction on e-Bay (figure 16D). It faithfully copies
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the date (with full-stops), the blank space in the
inscription and the small defects shown in T&S‟s
original drawing and adds another error of its own
by making the diameter too small (28 mm). A fair
representation of the genuine Sanchakhe
cancellation is given in Ustinovskii‟s figure
4.02.1.2 and the differences between his
measurements and mine are too trivial to quibble
about.
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Figure 16.
Station Sanchakhe.
A, stampless official cover to Commissar of Chinese Customs at Harbin with two-line magenta cachet on
front: OFFICER IN CHARGE OF POSTAL SERVICES AT STATION SAN‟ CHAKHE, C.E.R. and black
intaglio cachet on reverse: ST. SANCHAKHE C.E.R. /PRIVATE DISPATCH. (x1.5)
St. Sanchakhe cancellation 1 2 21 on front and receipt mark of Chinese P.O. Harbin 5 2 21 on reverse.
B, cancellation dated 6 7 20 on one-rouble imperf.
C, original drawing of T&S (1959, p.452, figure 638)
D, forgery based on C on one-rouble stamp on piece (courtesy Dr I.J. Steijn).

Figure 16 shows the last known use of the
Sanchakhe canceller. It was applied to a stampless
official cover sent on the 1st of February 1921 to
the Commissar of the Chinese Customs at Harbin.
In the lower left corner, under a manuscript
“N 12”, is a two-line cachet in magenta which
translates: OFFICER IN CHARGE OF POSTAL
SERVICES AT STATION SAN‟ CHAKHE C.E.R.
On the reverse is a seal-type intaglio cachet in
black; around the Imperial Eagle with posthorns
and thunderbolts are words which translate:
STATION SANCHAKHE CHINESE EASTERN

RAILWAY/PRIVATE
DISPATCH.
The cover was received at the Chinese P.O. in
Harbin 5 2 21 (backstamp and handstamped date
on front). The rendering of the Station name in
two words - SAN‟ CHAKHE - in the first cachet
suggests it was prepared in the early days of
operation of the post office. Sent as part of the
winding down of Russian control of the post along
the CER, this cover gives a glimpse of postal
markings not previously seen but which probably
had counterparts available for use at all stations of
this railway system.
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Closure of Russian CER post offices
The chequered history of the CER during the
years of revolution and civil war in Russia (19171923) has been related in detail (e.g., Sokolsky,
1929), though there are still gaps in the postal side
of the story. Control of the railway slipped out of
Russia‟s hands in 1918 when the Chinese were
able to assert their claims to ownership. Although
nominally under Chinese management, the actual
running of the CER was taken over for the next
few years by an interallied team, mostly
American, connected with the military
intervention in Siberia. Both ambulant and
sedentary post offices continued to function for a
time, employing the same Russian staff and using
Russian stamps . At many of the stations stocks of
stamps were soon exhausted as refugees from the
troubles in Russia flooded into Manchuria. With
normal sources of supply from Petrograd cut off,
the CER turned to China and Siberia to
supplement its dwindling stocks. Even the „Kitai‟
overprints, obsolete and invalid in China proper,
were brought into use alongside the 1917
surcharges in Chinese currency, the local Harbin
surcharges and the „Kolchak‟ and (rarely)
„Ataman Semyonov‟ issues of Siberia. Russia‟s
stake in the CER was sold in 1935 to the
Japanese,who renamed the system The North
Manchuria Railway.
The Chinese Government ordered the closure of
Russian P.O. s on its soil by the end of 1920. The
existence of CER cancellations on Russian stamps
well beyond that date therefore requires
explanation. Ustinovskii (2003) is ambiguous in
this matter. On p. 132 he says that by the end of
1920 the activity of the Russian postal service on
the CER stopped and in his tables CER
cancellations after that date are treated as

suspicious. On p.66, however, he says that Harbin
surcharges of 1920 and other Russian stamps were
used to record payment for insured
correspondence in special registers up to February
1921, the date when postal operations on the CER
were turned over to the Chinese.
Some offices may have closed, perhaps others
merely changed management. At all events, there
was a running-down period of several weeks
before the use of Russian cancellers at CER
stations ceased. It is surmised that during this
period some Russian postal employees, facing an
uncertain future and with an eye to their pension
funds, were the source of “posthumous”
Manchurian cancellations seen on stamps and
covers prepared for the philatelic market (e.g.,
Manchuli, Yaoming.). The Sanchakhe cover of 1 2
21 shown in figure 16 is a rare example of
genuine CER mail that went through the post after
1920. Its official nature is not inconsistent with
the post office at Sanchakhe being closed to the
public at that time.
Clippings from official CER registers bearing a
variety of Russian stamps - „Kitai‟ and „cents‟
issues of China, Harbin surcharges, &c. - are
familiar to collectors of Russian Far East material.
The stamps are tied by the cancellation of the
individual station, with dates ranging through the
1920s to the end of January 1921. An example
from Station Handaokhetze is shown in figure 17.
It is typical in showing a handwritten notation in
Russian alongside the stamps expressing a value
in Chinese currency corresponding to the face
value of the stamps, the kopecks of the „Kitai‟
issues being treated as cents. Ustinovskii‟s belief
that after 1920 the stamps in these registers were
used
to
record payment
for insured

Figure 17.
Station Handaokhetze.
Fifteen copies of 10k „Kitai‟ (1910-16 issue) with part of another, tied to clipping from
official register by 10 strikes of Handaokhetze Type 3 dated 8 9 20. Manuscript notation
alongside stamps translates: “For 8 September for one dollar sixty cents”, indicating use of
obsolete stamps for internal accounting, one Russian kopeck being taken as equivalent to
one Chinese cent. (16 x 10 = 160 kopecks = one dollar & sixty cents). Believed to
represent payment for use of telegraph service.
(Reduced to 65%)

32

THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 96/97

ka1<neHKl1

pOKb.

nO'iTOBb! Xb Ma-

A

p OKb.

B

Figure 18.
Station Djalainor (Chzhalainor).
Two sides of clipping from official register.
(A) One side with pair of 20c/20k China 1917 issue cancelled Djalainor Type 2 dated 5 1 21 and
manuscript notation alongside translating: “5/I For forty cents/ Senior Telegraphist P…”.
(B) Other side bears 15k „Kitai‟ (1910-16 issue) and Harbin 1920 issue 1c/1k imperf. and 10c/10k/7k
cancelled Djalainor Type 2, 9 12 21 (error for 9 1 21) with manuscript notation translating: “9/I For
twenty-six Chinese cents. P....”(Senior Telegraphist). Both show use of postage stamps to record payment
for telegraph service. Note asterisk in Djalainor canceller Type 2 has five points, not six as shown by T&S.
correspondence is hard to accept in the absence of
examples of such correspondence or other
supporting evidence. Why should a post office
which had been ordered to close by the end of
1920 continue to remain open to deal with
dispatch of insured sendings only? An alternative
explanation is given by the fragment from the
register of Station Djalainor shown in figure 18.
One side of this piece has a pair of 20 c/20k of the
1917 issue tied by Station Djalainor (Type 2) cds
for -5 1 21. Alongside the stamps is written “5/I
na sorok tsentov/ st. telegr. P....” (5/I for forty
cents/Senior Telegraphist P...) (figure 18A). The
other side bears a 15k „Kitai‟ stamp in
combination with Harbin 1920 issues and has a
similar handwritten notation, which translates “9/I

for twenty-six Chinese cents”, followed by the
signature of the Senior Telegraphist - an
unreadable but distinctive scrawl. (figure 18B). (In
this instance the figure „12‟ was inserted instead
of „1‟ in the dateplug of the St. Djalainor cds).
From the foregoing we may deduce that the
cancelled stamps on the clipping from the register
of Station Djalainor represented payment for
telegraph, not postal, services and it is a fair
assumption that stamps on similar clippings from
other CER stations were used, partly at least, for
the same service. It is suggested that the purpose
of these registers was for internal accountancy and
had nothing to do with insured correspondence.
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Figure 19.
3k stationery card with added lc stamp to make foreign rate to Porto, Portugal, cancelled oval Manchuli261-Harbin (train „d‟) 16 3 21 (error for 16 3 12 as shown by dateline on other side of card and hexagonal
Portuguese arrival mark of 15 4 12 (New Style = 2 4 12 Old Style). As card originated in Station Tsitsikar,
west of Harbin, it is evident that the „261‟ canceller was applied in error for „262‟ (Harbin-Manchuli) .
This card is the basis for misleading records of use of „261‟ canceller in 1921.
As concerns the TPOs, T&S (1959, p.464) observe
“As from 1921, the wagons appear to have used the
special issues of the Far-Eastern Republic of Chita
and of the „White‟ Priamur Government of
Vladivostok. For although Russian sedentary
P.O. s in Manchuria were closed in 1920/21, the
ambulant Post Offices of the trains continued to
operate and examples of their cancellations have
been recorded up to the end of 1923”. The basis for
these remarks is the occurrence of cancellations of
TPO 264 (Vladivostok-Harbin) with dates in 1923
found on loose stamps of the Chita and Priamur
issues (T&S, 1959, p.470). Support for the idea that
TPOs of the CER continued to run after 1920 using
Russian stamps and cancellers has been given also
by records in the literature relating to Line 261.
The illustration of a double oval cancellation
Manchuli-261-Harbin (train „d‟) dated 16 3 21
(Robinson, 1990, p.173, figure R261.3;
Kiryushkin & Robinson, 1994, p.128, fig. R261,3)
was picked up by Ustinovskii (2003, p.81) and
reproduced with date in inverted commas. On a
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later page (ibid., p.128), he remarks that such
postmarks with dates after the end of 1920 could
have been used for insured correspondence, were
“philatelic” or perhaps forgeries. None of these
explanations fits the present case. The date 16 3 21
was simply an error for 6 3 12. Robinson‟s
original illustration came from a card addressed
to Portugal formerly in the collection of
Mr E.G. Peel and now shown in figure 19.
Although there are three bold impressions
seemingly applied on 16 3 21, a glance at the
message side and the Portuguese arrival mark
shows clearly that the postal clerk had transposed
the figures „1‟and „2‟ in the year portion of the
date-plug. Moreover, the place of origin, Tsitsikar,
indicates also that the wrong canceller had been
used - „261‟ instead of „262‟ (Harbin-Manchuli).
We are on less firm ground when searching for the
source of the “9 7 23” date for R261.2.b given by
Robinson and Kiryushkin & Robinson (ibid.). No
illustration was provided in this case and, like
much of the data on period of usage in these

THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 96/97

books, the authors relied on information supplied by
correspondents, now untraceable (P. E. Robinson
personal communication). In any case, the date
9 7 23 is scarcely credible for the Manchuli-Harbin
line. Almost certainly, by that time the early Soviet
renumbering of the routes had allocated the number
„261‟ to the Vladivostok-Pogranichnaya line (see
Robinson, 1997, p.47, with a date as early as 27 7 23
for this Soviet line).

recorded by Robinson (1997, p.47) being 21 7 23.
Hitherto, the Vladivostok-264-Harbin survivors have
been reported only on loose stamps, (e. g. T&S,
1959, p.471, figure 671) raising the suspicion of
posthumous “philatelic” manufacture. However,
figure 20 illustrates two items that demonstrate
genuine postal use of this canceller in 1923.

Alone of the old TPO cancellers
of the CER, Vladivostok-264Harbin remained in use after
1920, with recorded dates up to
the middle of 1923 at least.
Whether it was in concurrent use
with the renumbered Kangauz264-Vladivostok canceller of the
early Soviet period is uncertain,
the earliest date for the latter

A

B

C

D

E

Figure 20.
A-D Vladivostok-264-Harbin (train „a‟) post-1920 cancellations.
A, on cover from Vladivostok to General Secretary of Esperanto Society, Huddersfield, England,
sealed by Esperanto label and franked Far East Republic Chita issue (1921) 3k & 15k in combination with
Vladivostok 1922 issue 2k; Chinese P.O. Harbin transit on reverse.
B, on Vladivostok card to Harbin franked FER Chita issue (1921) 20k dated 25 5 23;
bilingual Harbin cds of receipt 29 May 23 with postman‟s square chop alongside.
C, on pair of Chita issue dated 7 3 23.
D, on Soviet issue for the Far East (1923) 5k/10r dated 30 6 23.
E, Harbin-263-Vladivostok (train „d‟) on FER 1920-21 issue 10k/3r50k imperf. dated 20 - - (month & year illegible).
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The Vladivostok-264-Harbin cancellation on both
these items, as in all post-1920 examples of this
cancellation I have seen, has the serial letter „a‟,
suggesting that the service on this line had been
reduced to one train. Cancellations used on TPOs
travelling in the reverse direction - Harbin-263Vladivostok - are seldom seen on post-Imperial
issues. The example shown in figure 20E is on a
10k/3r50k imperforate Far East Republic issue of
1920-21. Unfortunately, the month and year
portions of the date are illegible, so that neither a
post-1920 date nor use on Chinese soil can be
established. Everything that can be confirmed
regarding the post-1920 operation of Line 263/264
points to the use of Russian stamps exclusively on
Russian territory. Such mail does not merit the
status of “used abroad”.
To summarise:
1. Consistent with orders from the Chinese
Government, all post offices under Russian
administration in China, including Manchuria,
were closed to the public at the end of 1920.
2. These orders applied to both the sedentary
(station) offices of the CER and its travelling post
offices (TPOs) attached to the trains, as well as
urban offices outside the precincts of railway
stations.
3. There was an interregnum covering the first few
weeks of 1921 which allowed Russian staff to

prepare for either total closure or a change to
Chinese management
4. During this period there is evidence that
Russian CER cancellers, but not Russian stamps,
were used for official postal communication (e.g.,
at Sanchakhe). Russian Manchurian cancellations
on Russian stamps with dates in January 1921
come from two sources: (a) illegal use of
cancellers to provide material for the philatelic
market (e.g., at Station Yaoming and Manchuli),
and (b) official CER registers used for non-postal
purposes (internal accountancy).
5. The old CER canceller of Line 264
(Vladivostok- Harbin) was applied to Russian
(Siberian) stamps up to mid-1923 or later, but
there is no evidence that the stamps or canceller
were ever used outside Russian territory after
1920. The same applies to the rare usage of the
Harbin-263-Vladivostok canceller on stamps of
Siberia.
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“New light on the opening of the Russian post in the Chinese Empire” - A correction
Under the above title, in the previous issue of
the Journal (BJRP 94/95, pp.38-49.2006)
I attempted to show how the moribund
“Merchants‟ Post” was revitalized in 1865 to
become a quasi-official arm of the Russian
Government (albeit illegal and insolvent),
leading about ten years later to the
establishment of a fully-functioning branch of
the Imperial Russian Postal Administration
across Mongolia and North China. Attention
was drawn to the important role played by the
Governor-General of East Siberia in
masterminding the enterprise. It was stated
that overall control of the project was
assumed by the Governor-General himself,
named as Count Nikolai Nikolaevich
Muraviev-Amurskii, though the day-to-day
administration in Irkutsk was handed over to
Lieutenant-General Korsakov of the Governor
-General‟s Diplomatic Office (ibid., p.40).
Professor H.L. Weinert has pointed out to me
that Count Muraviev-Amurskii had resigned
in 1861 and that Lt.-General M.S. Korsakov
replaced him as Governor-General of East
Siberia the following year. Whatever part
Count Muraviev-Amurskii may - or may not have had in the conceptual stage of the
enterprise, it is to Lt.-General Korsakov that
credit should be given for setting up postal

communication between Kyakhta and Tientsin
in 1865. This is made clear in a Report of the
Post and Telegraph Minister dated 4 June
1865, the recommendations of which were
embodied in a Committee of Ministers statute
approved by the Emperor 25 June 1865 (On
the Establishment of Regular Postal
Communication between Kyakhta and
Tientsin. Complete Law Collection of the
Russian Empire, series 2,No.42247a) This
important document amplifies considerably
the information given in the Records of the
State Council quoted by me and I am grateful
to Prof. Weinert for bringing it to my
attention and providing me with an English
translation. The document in question is only
part of a hoard of literature made available on
microfilm to Prof. Weinert through the
Russian National Library and the University
of Illinois. It is hoped there will be future
opportunity to publish the full text of this and
other relevant papers Prof. Weinert may
uncover. In the meantime, I tender my
apologies to readers for my inexcusable error
over the identity of the Governor-General of
East Siberia during this critical phase in the
postal affairs of Russia and China.
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Moscow-related censorship mail
Noel Warr
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Tony Speeckaert‟s “Russian Postal
Censorship 1914 - 1918” has long been a
useful tool in my library. It was then
joined by Skipton & Michalove‟s “Postal
Censorship in Imperial Russia” (S&M),
which has proved equally interesting and
useful. These have been supplemented by
Meer Kossoy‟s article in BJRP 84 and
David Skipton‟s article “Watchmen at the
Gates: Censorship of Foreign Printed
Matter in Imperial Russia” in Rossica 146,
an update on the relevant chapter in S&M.
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S&M says that the censor‟s office in
Moscow was located in the Main Post
Office, rather as one would expect.
A report of 1913 states that there were
8 men in the Moscow censor office 1 senior censor, 3 junior censors,
1 translator and 3 officials knowing
foreign languages (there were 14 men in
the St Petersburg office).

Y.

A

The first item, (figure 1) is a Swiss journal
wrapper postmarked Bobenhausen-Stegen
31.V11.02, addressed in Latin script to
Saraisk, Ryazan Government that has a
censor mark in purple ink -

~

Figure 1
plus, written in Cyrillic script in red ink, “Saraisk
Ryazan”. There are no other Russian marks, as
part of the wrapper has been detached. This censor
mark is not in S&M but is in the Rossica article –
given as Type M3 - (the example illustrated being
also on a Swiss wrapper to Saraisk.)

D. Ts. over MOCKBA
= Dozvoleno Tsenzuroi
= Passed censorship -

Articles for submission for future Journals
If you would like to offer an article for publication in BJRP, contact the Editor by letter, telephone or
e-mail. Anything related to postal matters of Russia in all its spheres of influence will be considered.
Contact:Dennis Page,
10, The Green, Barton under Needwood,
Burton on Trent, DE13 8JB.
Telephone (and fax) +44 (0)1283 712 651.
e-mail: denpage@globalnet.co.uk.
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A handstamp at bottom left, in the same blue ink,
reads:
From the Moscow Division

The second is on an outgoing item, a piece
measuring approx 6 x 9 inches that has been cut
from a large envelope or a packet. It is registered,
franked 70 kop and is postmarked 1 Ekspeditsia
serial b 29 12 07 and is addressed to a business in
Lausanne. There is a large handstamp in the upper
right corner, in blue ink, which translates as:

Censored by the Foreign Censor.
Dr Casey comments “Although at one time I
collected these civilian censorship cachets, this
one I have never seen before.” According to
S&M, the Ministry of Internal Affairs controlled
the Post from 1806 until 1917. Presumably this
was a missive from the Censor‟s office and is not
a piece of censored mail, as it was incoming not
outgoing mail that was censored. (Figure 2)

M.V.D. (Ministry of Internal Affairs)
Moscow Divisional Censor for Foreign Censorship
..... day 1....g (year)
No.......
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Figures 3 & 4

Germany declared war on 19 July old style,
(1 August 1914 new style): military censorship
was introduced on 20 July. Two ordinary
looking covers, with apparently incomplete and
poor strikes of a censor mark, date from the
very early days of the war. Both are going to
Eskilstuna in Sweden, from different firms in
Moscow to the same addressee; the first,
(figures 3 & 4), is postmarked Moscow V
Ekspeditsia No. 1 30.7.14 and was received in
Eskilstuna on 20.8.14 – taking 8 days, allowing
for the difference in calendars. The second,
(figures 5 & 6), has a postmark of the Moscow
Nicholas station, serial b, 7.8.14 and was
received on 27.8.14 - taking 7 days.
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The censor marks are NOT Moscow marks but are
Speeckaert types 1 and 1A of St Petersburg:
Vskrito Voennoi Tsenzuroi
Opened by Military Censor
.......dnya.............191...g.
.… day...............191...g.
(g = godem = year)
in a double frame box.
The second mark, Type 1A, is like Type 1 but the
second line has been suppressed. Both marks have
the censor‟s initials.
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Speeckaert notes that 25 July appears to be the day
that censorship started in St Petersburg (the name
change to Petrograd took place on 19 August /
1 September). There are, unusually, no St. Petersburg
postal markings on these items. A further note in the
Speeckaert catalogue says that only two covers with
a more or less legible text of Type 1 have been seen,
both are of 31 July - which is when the first of these
two covers would have arrived in St Petersburg.
These marks are known only from July and August
1914: Speeckaert gives dates of 25 July to 16 August
for Type 1A. S&M note only the first of these marks
and surmise that it is a pre-war mark hastily adapted
for new usage.

Was the existing censor‟s office overwhelmed by the
volume of mail, taking a while to adjust? And did St
Petersburg, itself overwhelmed in the same way,
lend a helping hand? Or maybe these two letters
were written in Swedish and there was no-one in the
Moscow censor office competent enough in that
language to censor them and they had therefore to be
dealt with in St Petersburg.
[The first wartime censor marks of Moscow,
Speeckaert types 1 and 2, are known in use from
August 1914: 7 October with a type 2 is the
earliest that I can record.]

It is rarely that one finds
covers that have been
censored first in Moscow
and then in St Petersburg/
Petrograd: I know of no
other instance where a
wartime cover has not been
censored in Moscow but has
been so in St Petersburg/
Petrograd, which leads me to
wonder about the state of
censorship in Moscow at the
beginning of the war.

o oe
'.

Figures 5 & 6
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Finally, (figures 7 & 8), a cover from Troyes,
France addressed to Omsk. It is marked Imprimes
- printed matter - and was posted with the flap
tucked in. Troyes 8 July 17; Moscow machine
mark 5 Eksp (error 5 Ekop) 6 VIII 17. There is a
censor mark in purple ink:

There is a further machine mark of the 5th Eksp
dated 15 VIII 17. The first machine mark is only
partly present as it was applied on receipt when
the flap was tucked in: after being censored the
flap was stuck down and the second machine mark
is wholly present. There is a further boxed mark,
also in purple ink:

Otpravleniiou ne podlezhit...
Forwarding not in the jurisdiction of...

Retour…..

Mockba…… Moscow
Voennii Tsenzor…..Military Censor

Defendu…..

The initials after „Censor‟ are probably those of
the censor.

_<J,n_paBro
·r-tk , cKB a .
.

This censor mark is NOT in Speeckaert. Seeing a
scan of the cover he commented - (the cover) “is
very nice, interesting and absolutely rare. The
„Retour‟ mark is without any doubt from
Moscow.”
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Figures 7 & 8
Editor‟s note: Covers are shown at 75% and inset details at full size
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Ukraine field post 1920
J Lea FRPSL
Some 60 years ago I acquired a cover of this short
-lived field post (Courier Service) and a few years
later, a second. These two covers were described
by Baillie and Roberts in BJRP1 in a list of 10
covers then known to them. A few more were
believed to have existed. They were not illustrated
there, but I had shown one of them in an article for
„Stamp Collecting‟2. Recently, I have acquired a
third cover, not in that list, and offer an illustration
here together with my two
other covers, for the interest
of members.

The recently acquired cover, illustrated in figure
1, is registered at 40 gr. and sent from the Central
Establishment of the post on 13 X 20 and received
at Stavka (Field H.Q.) at a date which is unclear.
The registration number is 117. I do not have a
full translation of the address. (Can any reader
oblige? Ed.). I have no provenance for the cover
but it has obviously been in the hands of a German
dealer.

Bail l i e and Rob er ts
p ro vid ed a d et ai l ed
appraisal of the institution
of the „Courier Service‟, a
description of the stamps
and overprint used and the
covers known to them.
They also included a copy
of the two orders issued for
that purpose by the Ministry
of Post and Telegraphs of
the Ukraine Republic on
26 August 1920.
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Figure 1
References
ILG Bailie & CW
Roberts, „Ukraine - 1920
Field post service‟, BJRP
23, (1958) pp. 709-721, &
BJRP 24, (1958) pp. 777785.
1

2

lno-llarkcn

der

w-.An•g•~ ra. Auf
.1t1,1rJ~rtkA Poljuwa
ta·

I

THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 96/97

J Lea, „Stamps of the
Ukraine field post‟ Stamp
Collecting, (London),
19 October 1956.
Editor‟s note: Covers are
reproduced at 75%, back-stamps
full size.
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Figure 2
Cover addressed to Officer for special commissions at Army Field Headquarters Sir Hrycko Semenorych
Krajerskyj. (Sir being the English equivalent title) Posted at Central Government Establishment on
26
-8-20. Received at Army Field Quarters on 29-8-20; see backstamp. Postage rate of 10 gr. for State mail.
According to records this is one of the two State Mail covers recorded and the only First Day cover known
for this mail. Ex-Houtzamer 1946. ( A London dealer in Bedford St., Strand)
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Figure 3
Cover addressed to Theodore Champion, the Paris dealer.
Posted at Army Headquarters, the m/s inscription reads “At Central Office in Tarnow letter was
registered” It was then forwarded to the Polish Post Office in Tarnow with 5 marks Polish stamp paying
the International postage and the Polish registration cachet of Tarnow at bottom of the cover. The cover
bears the backstamp of the Tarnow office of the Field Post.
The 20gr. is no.25 in setting and 2 10 gr. are 14 and 19 in the setting of 25. The letters C.P. or B.P. in black
are of unknown origin. This would appear to be the only known combination cover of this issue.
Ex- Roumet of Paris in 1950.
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Zemstvo insured mail
Terry Page
The system used by the Imperial Russian Postal
Department for the transmission of cash by
insured mail is well documented and money
letters, with their characteristic five wax seals, are
very familiar to postal historians and collectors.
Such letters were presented open at the departure
post office and after the sum enclosed was
verified, the seals were affixed in front of the
sender. The central seal was that of the originating
imperial Post Office with those at the four corners
technically belonging to the sender who
apparently had the option of using his private seal
instead of the subsidiary PO seals. The relevant
postage and insurance charges were paid there and
then in cash and in most cases adhesive postage
stamps were neither required nor used. A similar
system, still involving wax seals, has continued in
Russia even to this day. This inconclusive article
is an open study of material in my own collection
with a view to shedding some light on the
different methods of dealing with insured mail by
the various zemstvo postal services. Hopefully it
will generate further interest in developing
answers to two specific questions: what happened
when a money letter was presented at a zemstvo
PO for onward transmission through the Imperial
Post, or was received from the Imperial Post for
local zemstvo delivery? And what were the
procedures for the postal sending of cash entirely
within a particular zemstvo district where there
was no Imperial PO involvement? Interestingly, I
cannot recall having seen any previous study of
this subject, a situation which is probably due to
the very small number of insured zemstvo letters
which have survived over the years. Unfortunately
this dearth of material acts as a considerable
constraint upon the present project which is
necessarily restricted to a tiny population of
covers; some originally from the Fabergé
collection and others from the recently “liberated”
Viatka Court archive. Moreover, the few covers
which have survived are clustered around a very
small number of districts; all of these, however,
are represented in this study and I am aware of the
existence of no further money letters from any
additional zemstvo district.
The material under study has been divided into
three basic classes:

I

[1] Local Money Letters (i.e. origin and
destination within a single zemstvo area)
It is quite clear that there was no uniform set of
procedures and that individual zemstvo districts
were permitted to formulate their own policies on
the handling of money letters destined for delivery
within their own borders. Nevertheless it is not
surprising that the methods employed were largely
based on the wax seal system used by the Imperial
Post, with seals being affixed when the letter was
presented either at a main district zemstvo PO or a
remote zemstvo postal point or volost office.
There were however exceptions in some districts
where money letters were not always officially
sealed. It is assumed that such letters fall into the
insured mail category in all cases where the sum
of money contained in the letter is stated on the
face of the envelope.

[2] Insured mail incoming from or outgoing
to the Imperial Post.
In general the five seals applied by the Imperial
PO are always present with no zemstvo seals
affixed to outgoing letters mailed at zemstvo post
offices prior to being forwarded. In such cases the
Zemstvo would act on behalf of the sender when
the letters were sealed at the nearest Imperial PO.
The district of Glazov, however, appears to be a
curious exception to this rule with money letters
accepted by different zemstvo volosts being
privately sealed by the sender (with no imperial or
zemstvo seals).

[3] Postal notifications relating to insured
mail.
In certain cases an insured letter would be retained
by the Imperial PO and a postal notification form
(poviestka) would be forwarded to the beneficiary
via the zemstvo PO. He could, by signing the
form, appoint the zemstvo as his legal proxy to
collect the letter on his behalf. The form would
also include details of collection procedures and
office opening hours and would generally be
franked by the zemstvo post at the ordinary letter
rate. Incidentally, the poviestka system was also
used by the Imperial PO to advise of the arrival of
other classes of mail including taxed items,
registered letters and parcels.
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Local money letters
Bogorodsk (Moscow Gubernaya)
(Figure 1)
1888. Letter, stated on the front (not illustrated) to contain 2r.50, mailed to the Bogorodsk District Treasury
Closed with five identical wax seals by the Terensk Volost Pravlenye. The 10k. franking is commensurate
with the zemstvo registration rate at that time.

,.... l h.)

,

(Reproduced at 90%)

We can deduce f rom the three covers
shown in figures 1 and 2 that in
Bogorodsk, the policy was to f rank money
letters at the same rate as for registered
letters. This is conf irmed by the issue in
1894 of special stamps inscribed “For
Registered and Insured Letters” (Chuchin
Nos. 83 & 87). Unfortunately, however,
no insured covers franked with these
stamps are recorded. Interestingly, in all
cases only a single seal, that of the
originating volost was used (and in the
case of the Terensk cover, this was struck

46

five times); so why no subsidiary senders‟
seals? One possibility is that these items
may have been used internally to pay up
cash collected by the volost offices and
therefore there was no external sender.
However, if this was so why were they
not treated as stampless official mail and
endorsed with a ledger number (an
essential requirement for all official
letters)? If there was an external sender
involved, the insurance charge would
have been collected in cash (imperial
style) and not recorded on the cover.
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Local money letters
Bogorodsk (Moscow Gubernaya)
(Figure 2)
1885 & 1888. Two 10k. postal stationery envelopes containing small sums of money (annotated on the
front and not illustrated). Each envelope has a single (but different) wax seal of the Osyevsk Volost
Pravlenye.

a

/1

b
(Reproduced at 90%)
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Local money letters
Irbit (Perm Gubernaya)
(Figures 3/3a)
1892. Letter containing 40r.55 addressed to the district zemstvo administration and closed at the
Nizhneilensk Volost office with five identical wax seals. Stamps to the value of 8k. were cancelled with the
same die used as a (negative) postmark.
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(Reproduced at 75%)
Study of further Irbit money letters from the
Fabergé collection (and indeed the size of the
envelope) suggests that this was a heavy item
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franked at the ordinary letter rate. Again no
sender‟s seals. Notwithstanding the ordinary rate,
a similar situation to Bogorodsk (above).
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Local money letters
Osa (Perm Gubernaya)
(Figures 4/4a)
1894. Letter closed with the seal of an (illegible) volost office but the four corner seals are those of the
sender. 4k. franking.
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See also the insured Osa letters with seals
illustrated in the 1999 Fabergé sale catalogue. The
ordinary letter rate at this time was 2k. but even
with more material available from this district it is
not easy to ascertain whether the frankings include
the insurance charge or whether they are simply
based on weight at the ordinary or registered rates.
The highest Fabergé franking is 30k. on a cover

containing 87r.75 addressed to the Zemstvo
Treasury. It is tempting to conclude that this high
franking must include insurance however the
sheer weight of that amount of cash in notes and
coin would indicate a heavy letter. Unfortunately
with cash it is impossible to make an exact corelation between weight and value.
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Local money letters
Osa (Perm Gubernaya)
(Figures 5/5a)
1896. Large improvised envelope containing 16r.28. The central seal is that of the Yelovsk Volost
Pravlenye. Again, the corner seals are private. Franked at the 12k. rate.

I

a
(Reproduced at 75%)
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Local Money Letters
Osa (Perm Gubernaya)
(Figures 6/6a)
1906. Locally addressed letter apparently enclosing 68r.68 however this time there are no seals.
10k. franking; the rate for an ordinary letter was still 2k., therefore either the letter was very heavy, or the
rate included the insurance charge; on balance this is likely as the flimsy envelope shows no creases or tears.
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Local money letters
Pskov (Pskov Gubernaya)
(Figures 7/7a)
1886. Letter endorsed as weighing 4 lots enclosing a court fee of 90k. (presumably it also contained
documents), sealed by the Pskov District Uprava with the sender‟s private corner seals. Fortuitously, the
postmaster‟s tally is written on the reverse indicating that a total of 22k. was charged: viz. 4 lots (postage) 12k.; insurance - 5k.; receipt - 5k. This appears to be the only recorded zemstvo insured letter showing
itemised costings and the 12k. franking confirms that the adhesives were only used to cover the postage
rate; therefore all other charges would have been collected in cash. Incidentally this is one of perhaps 5 or 6
known zemstvo covers franked with tête-bêche stamps.
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Local money letters
Glazov (Viatka Gubernaya)
(Figure 8)
1911. Stampless letter to the district court. The front (not illustrated) is endorsed as enclosing 3r.08 court fee.
All charges were paid in cash, but there is no indication of the amount collected. All five seals are those of
the Uninsk Volost Office but in this case we can be sure that the letter originated from an external sender
because of the signed acceptance on the flap by the volost clerk, dated 1st April 1911, some two days prior to
receipt by the main zemstvo PO.

(Reproduced at 75%)

Local money letters
Slobodsk (Viatka Gubernaya)
(Figure 9)
1917. Receipt issued by the zemstvo PO for 3k. postage + 1k. insurance in respect of a money letter
containing 149r.33. One kopek would appear to be a surprisingly small premium for insuring this amount.

No postage stamps were issued by Slobodsk but the
unearthing of a few covers from the Viatka Court
archive shows that a postal service operated between
1905 and 1917 however no insured covers are
known. A number of these postal receipts were

discovered in the Viatka archive, all issued on the
same day (14. August 1917) and numbered
consecutively in manuscript. In each case the amount
entered as Strakhovikh (insurance) was 1k.
irrespective of the amount sent.
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Local money letters
Kotelnich (Viatka Gubernaya)
(Figure 10/10a)
1913. Numbered stampless money letter to the District Court endorsed by typewriter as containing 3 r.61. No seals
and no stamps, therefore all postage and insurance charges must have been paid in cash. (Item not in my
collection, the illustration was received from a Russian correspondent).
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Local money letters
Bugulma (Samara Gubernaya)
(Figures 11/11a)
1897. Letter addressed to the District Zemstvo Library and endorsed as containing 3r.50. Sent from the
village of Timyashev (PO identified by “34” overprinted on the stamp). The 2k. franking is at the ordinary
letter rate.
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Insured mail incoming from or outgoing to the Imperial Post
(a) Letters with Imperial PO seals
Bogorodsk (Moscow Gubernaya)
(Figures 12/12a)
1889. Incoming letter from the US consulate in Moscow containing 2 roubles due to the Starshina (Head) of
the Grebnevsk Volost. 10k. franking corresponding to the registered rate. The letter is numbered in
manuscript similarly to a registered letter.
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(Reproduced at 75%)
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Insured mail incoming from or outgoing to the Imperial Post
(a)Letters with Imperial PO seals.
Ustsysolsk (Vologda Gubernaya)
(Figures 13/13a)
Incoming letter containing 3 roubles accepted and sealed by the imperial PO in Shadrinsk. The charge for
zemstvo delivery to the Vochinsk volost was 2k., the rate for an ordinary letter.
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Insured mail incoming from or outgoing to the Imperial Post.
(a) Letters with Imperial PO seals
Ustsysolsk (Vologda Gubernaya)
(Figure 14)
1893. Opened-out incoming cover used to send 2 roubles from Tiomen to the Ustsysolsk volost of Viliorsk.
On receipt by the zemstvo post a 2k. stamp was added, again confirming that Ustsysolsk‟s policy was to
charge only the ordinary letter rate for delivery of an incoming insured letter.
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Insured mail incoming from or outgoing to the Imperial Post.
(a) Letters with Imperial PO seals
Cherdyn (Perm Gubernaya)
(Figures 15/15a)
1894. Outgoing commercial letter sending 10 roubles from a factory within the zemstvo postal area to a
company in St. Petersburg; again the item was franked as an ordinary letter at the 2k. rate. Presumably the
contents were insured whilst in transit to the Imperial PO, the premium being added to the imperial charges
and collected in cash by the zemstvo office.
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Insured mail incoming from or outgoing to the Imperial Post.
(a) Letters with Imperial PO seals
Perm to Ustsysolsk (Zemstvo to Zemstvo) via the Imperial Post.
(Figures 16/16a)
1893. Letter originating at the Perm Zemstvo PO and addressed to Vilchortskoe volost (within the delivery
area of the Ustsysolsk ZP.). The Perm ZP carried non registered letters post free so no stamp was required.
All insurance charges would have been paid in cash by the sender to the zemstvo office, the imperial
proportion being paid over upon sealing at the Perm Imperial PO. The letter was eventually received by the
Ustsysolsk IPO and forwarded to the zemstvo PO for local delivery. A zemstvo stamp covering the
ordinary letter rate of 2k. was added in respect of postage due. Incidentally, this cover is the only recorded
example of Zemstvo to Zemstvo insured mail.
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Insured mail incoming from or outgoing to the Imperial Post.
(b) Letters with private seals only.
Glazov (Viatka Gubernaya)
(Figure 17)
May 1907. Money letter to Viatka bearing five identical private wax seals. Front (not illustrated) declares
contents as 1 rouble court fee. No zemstvo stamps or postmarks but with signed acceptance in manuscript
under the inked negative seal of the Zemstvo Volost Pravlenye at Uninsk (on the flap) dated 13. May 1907.
The letter would have been have been forwarded to the Imperial PO by the Glazov Zemstvo post. Imperial
adhesives to the value of 24k. were cancelled at Glazov on 22 May (nine days after acceptance at the
zemstvo office!). This rate must include the imperial insurance charge.
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This cover and that following (figures 17 and 18)
pose an interesting question regarding acceptance
of privately sealed money letters by the Imperial
Post and I would welcome input from readers

regarding the regulations for the acceptance of
these. How, for example, were the contents
verified in the light of possible fraudulent claims
following loss?
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Insured mail incoming from or outgoing to the Imperial Post.
(b) Letters with private seals only.
Glazov (Viatka Gubernaya)
(Figures 18/18a)
August 1907. Another money letter to Viatka also with five identical private wax seals. The signed
acceptance by the clerk of the Svyatogorskom Volost Pravlenye is dated --August 1907; the day is obscured
by one the seals demonstrating that the letter was sealed after this M/s endorsement. 17k. franking
(including insurance). Glazov imperial CDS dated 3. Sept 1907.
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Postal notifications relating to insured mail.
Dmitrov (Moscow Gubernaya)
(Figures 19/19a)
Poviestka from the Imperial PO dated 14 May 1879. Hand written proxy on the reverse signed and sealed in
accordance with regulations. A 3k. stamp was added in respect of the zemstvo postage due and cancelled in
manuscript with Ne Oplucheno (Unpaid).
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Translation:Notification No. 165.293, To The Starshina (Head) of the Olgovsky Volost.
Dmitrov Post Office informs you that it has received from Moscow, in your name, a money letter in the sum of 23
roubles. Correspondence is issued daily from 8am until 4pm; Sundays from 11am until 2pm. Persons unknown to the
officer issuing correspondence are requested to bring confirmation of identification from the police or from an
eminent person. The proxy authority should also be similarly attested. A seal must be affixed to all documents.
Signed on behalf of the postmaster, Maximov.
Notice dated May 14, delivered by postman 10.
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Postal notifications relating to insured mail.
Bogorodsk (Moscow Gubernaya)
(Figure 20)
Poviestka (CDS dated 2. Apr. 1883) advising of the arrival of an insured letter containing 10 roubles. Hand
written proxy on the reverse signed under the district seal. A 5k. zemstvo adhesive was added and, as was
the procedure during this early period, left uncancelled.
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Postal notifications relating to insured mail.
Bogorodsk (Moscow Gubernaya)
(Figure 20a)
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Postal notifications relating to insured mail.
Vessiegonsk (Tver Gubernaya)
(Figure 21)
Poviestka (CDS dated 16. February 1885), originally closed with an Imperial PO paper seal, advising of the
arrival of a 5 rouble money letter. 2k. zemstvo stamp cancelled by straight-line postage due mark
Ne Oplucheno. No proxy was nominated in this case.
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Postal notifications relating to insured mail.
Vessiegonsk (Tver Gubernaya)
(Figure 21a)
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Postal notifications relating to insured mail.
Ustsysolsk (Vologda Gubernaya)
(Figures 22/22a)
Poviestka dated 21. August 1880 advising the arrival from St. Petersburg of 806r.25 (a very large sum!).
Hand written proxy on reverse signed and sealed by the addressee, a volost head (Starshina). 3k. Zemstvo
franking with manuscript cancellation.

a
(Reproduced at 90%)
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Zemstvo seals from illustrations in the article
(x1.5)

Seal from figure 1

Seal from figure 2a

ПЕЧАТЬ ДЛА ПАКЕТОВЪ
БОГОР. УѢЗД.
ТЕРЕНИНСКАГО ВОЛОСТ. ПРАВЛЕНIЯ

ОСѢЕВСКАГО ВОЛОСТ-- ПРАВЛЕНИЯ
БОГОРОДСК УѢЗД- 3- МИРОВАГО
УЧАСТКА

Seal from figure 2b

Seal from figure 3

ОСѢЕВСКАГО ВОЛОСТНАГО ПРАВЛЕН.
БОГОРОД. УѢЗД.
ПЕЧ. НИЖНЕИЛЕНСКАГО
ВОЛОСТН. ПРАВЛЕНIЯ

Editor‟s note: Except where otherwise stated, illustrations of covers and poviestkas are full size.
The selected seals are enlarged by a factor of 1.5.
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Zemstvo seals from illustrations in the article
(x1.5)

Seal from figure 4

Seal from figure 5

ПЕЧ. ОСИНСКАГО ---АНСК.

ЕЛОВСКАГО ВОЛОСТН. ПРАВЛЕН.

ВОЛОС. ПРАВ. --УЧ.

Seal from figure 8

Seal from figure 7

ПЕЧАТЬ УНИНСКАГО
ВОЛОСТНОГО ПРАВЛЕНIЯ

ПСКОВСКА УѢЗДНАЯ
ЗЕМСКАЯ УПРАВА.

References:
Catalogue: Fabergé Zemstvo Collection. Corinphila Auctions Ltd., Zürich 1999.
Imperial Russia – Zemstvo Post. O. Fabergé, Helsinki 1993
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The Bogdanovich-Shadrinsk branch-line
Leonard Tann
Let me - as usual - express thanks to my dear
friend Philip Robinson for help with these notes
and permission to reproduce postmarks from the
Robinson-Kiryushkin book „Russian Railway
Postmarks‟. The actual postal items are my own.
Figure 1 shows the Bogdanovich-Shadrinsk
branch-line as part of the Ekaterinburg railway
complex, a branch off the main Trans-Siberian
line Ekaterinburg-Tyumen. In the 1912 railway
book it is shown as a dotted line - under
construction or planned construction. But it was
already operating by 1913.

The line - as shown in figure 2 - ran thus;
Bogdanovich - Sinarskaya - Kolchodan [on an
older map this village is called Kashanskii
Zavodi] - Chuga - Kataisk [on an older map it is
called Kataiskoye] - Dolmatov - Leshchevo Zamarayevo - Shadrinsk. The line ran mainly
along the northern bank of the River Iset. The
1916 map shows a dotted line running south and
crossing the river from Sionarskays to the village
of Nizhnyaya, but there is no evidence on these
maps as to whether this was ever built. Maybe it
was later in the Soviet period.

To Turinsk

-:?7

To Perm via Chusovskaya

~

To Perm

To Omsk

To Vyatka

<v"-4,,'t>

To Kazan
To Chelyahinsk
Figure 1

Ekaterinbmg
Borsuch 'aya-Step

.
"'

J

-I

•Nizhnyaya

Figure 2
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There is some confusion drawing on the official
lists and the postmarks. I am working on the
principle that this branch was allocated routes 307
-308. In 1913 it appears that trains that served this
branch-line actually ran from Ekaterinburg then
via Bogdanovich along the branch to Shadrinsk.
Later the branch was served by a local train that
ran just on the branch, passengers having to
change at Bogdanovich. There may have been
some adjustment in the period of the Kerensky
republic, but reverting to the earlier practice along
the branch.
There was a station post office at Bogdanovich
that used the earlier circular style, recorded as late
as November 1914 and changing to the later oval
„BOGDANOVICH / VOKZAL‟ thereafter. Both
these types are scarce. There was likewise a post
office at Shadrinsk Station. Although the Railway
Book records it in 1920, I show two examples, 155-1916 and March 1917 (see figures 6 & 7). This
postmark is also scarce.

before the Revolution. Others only for 3 or 4
years; in more remote areas not many have
survived.
Figure 3 shows a postcard sent locally to the
village of Kataisk (or Kataiskoye) with two quite
good strikes of the oval SHADRINSK-308BOGDANOVICH serial „be‟ of 17-7-15. There is
a strike of the arrival mark - the village name is
almost unreadable, but the last letters „....oye‟ are
there, obviously “Kataiskoye Perm 18 Yul 1915.”
Figure 4 shows a postcard franked with 3k
Romanoff stamp, oval strike of SHADRINSK-308
-BOGDANOVICH, serial „a‟. I have strained to
read the date on the postmark under high
magnification - the 21-3 ... is clear. I believe I can
see a faint „3‟ which would make it 1913 - nice
early use on this branch.
(Editor‟s note: Enlarging the scan in the postmark area
by a factor of 2 and applying computer enhancement
fails to resolve the issue. (See figure 4a)

All the postmarks allocated to the
travelling mail-vans numbered 300 and
above are scarce (see type example
below) - some were only in existence
for 15 or 18 months in the czarist era

Figure 3

Figure 4
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Figure 4a (x2)
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Figure 5 shows a postcard going „down‟ the line
with quite good strikes of the oval
BOGDANOVICH-307-SHADRINSK serial „ve‟
dated 12-12-14.

sent to Zhmerinka in the Ukraine region. The
second item is a Prisoner-of-War postcard to
Austria (Bohemia) with Russian and Austrian
censor markings.

As mentioned earlier, figures 6 and 7 show the
oval postmarks of the SHADRINSK / VOKZAL both are serial „be‟ so there must have been a
serial „a‟ type. The first is on a postcard address

As always, it would be interesting to see more
material from this branch-line - particularly the
circular and oval types of Bogdanovich station,
and more material with ovals of 307 / 308.

Figure 5
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Bogdanovich Station postmarks

Figure 6

Figure 7
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The Official Stamps [Dienstmarken] of
Ananiev Zemstvo
Trevor Pateman
Introduction
A postage stamp is traditionally defined along
these lines: it is a label affixed to a postal item
(letter, packet) as an indication or proof that
some or all postal charges have been paid in
advance and, such that the item is entitled to be
carried and, such that the recipient should not
be charged for what has already been pre-paid.
A postage stamp may, and usually does, contain
an indication of how much has been paid
towards postal charges and, in some cases, what
kind of charges those are (Registration, Express
Delivery and so on). Postage stamps are
cancelled by some means for several reasons, of
which one is to prevent the fraudulent re-use of
the label. At some times and in some places,
special labels have been issued to or by
government departments and other bodies
designed to function as postage stamps on
approved categories of mail. They generally
carry an indication of value and since they are
items accounted for financially, they are again
cancelled when used to prevent re-use.
Accounting for use of such labels is part of the
job of what we would now call a cost centre.
Stamp catalogues list these special labels as
“Official Stamps” [“Dienstmarken”, “Timbres
de Service”]. In contrast, at some times and in
some places - for example, Imperial Russia various organisations have been granted mail
privileges by the government, such that they do
not have to pre-pay any postage on items they
send through the regular mail service. All that is
then required to secure entitlement to mail
carriage is some indication that a postal item is
entitled to the “Free Frank” privilege which has
been granted. This may involve writing a
number on the item which identifies the
organisation or it may involve stamping the
item with an identifying cachet or it can involve
affixing a wax seal or paper label or some
combination of these. When no financial
accounting is involved, at least for the sending
organisation, then there is no need to cancel the
indication of entitlement since no fraud is
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possible. If an organisation can send as many
letters as it likes, cost free, there is no fraud in for example - re-using a label which shows its
entitlement. The postal service may be counting
how many Free Frank items it handles and may
even charge somewhere else for such carriage
but cancelling labels is irrelevant to this task.
The sending organisation may keep a record of
its mail and it may number items sent
consecutively so that a number on the actual
item corresponds to a number in an accounting
book. Terry Page tells me that this was standard
Zemstvo practice and it is a practice which
would serve to prevent misuse of a Free Frank
privilege. A Free Frank seal or label is like the
negative or other aspect of a postage stamp. It
signifies that the postal item is entitled to be
carried, but that the postal service cannot charge
the sender for its services - and, perhaps as
important, cannot charge the recipient either.
The argumentative reader may see all kinds of
holes and pitfalls in this brief analysis and many
shades of grey. He or she would be right to do
so.

The Official Stamps of Ananiev Zemstvo
In his 1882 catalogue of Zemstvo stamps,
published in Vienna, Hugo Lubkert lists seven
stamps for Ananiev of which Number 6 is
described as “For Official Correspondence”, in
blue and without indication of value. He gives
the issue date as September 1880. His
description of this “stamp” is accurate, in
particular in noting that the inscription in the
outer double circle is identical to that for the
regular stamp, also in blue, which he lists as
Number 4 (issued he says in June 1880) and
which is also listed as Number 4 by both
Schmidt and Chuchin. He notes that his Number
6 “stamp” is printed in horizontal pairs in two
different varieties. This is correct. Stamp
Number 4 is also printed in horizontal pairs, and
though there are differences in detail (one subtype of Number 4 lacks a Star in the outer
double-ring circle whereas both sub-types of
Number 6 have the Star), Number 4 and
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Number 6 were created from the same tray of
typefaces and printed at the same desk.
Much later, Schmidt in the 1932 “Big” Schmidt
catalogue has a note at the end of his entry for
Ananiev which dismisses the “so-called
“Official Stamps” [Dienstmarken]” as simple
paper seals [Verschlussoblaten - literally,
Sealing Wafers] which were used in all
Zemstvo districts. In the “Small” Schmidt
catalogue (1934) Schmidt records for Ananiev
that he has donated to the Postal Museum eight
assorted [Versch.] paper seals [Siegelmarken]
previously described as Official Stamps [als
Dienstmarken ausgefuhrt]. This might seem to
be the end of the matter. Paper seals are not
Official Stamps in anyone‟s catalogue. But one
or two questions remain.
Why does there appear to be no other Zemstvo
for which paper seals have been passed off as
Official stamps? Neither Small Schmidt nor Big
Schmidt appears to contain any other reference
to such confusion than this one I have cited.
Was it just a local scam, in which some bright
Ananiev clerk realised you could sell paper
seals - which actually had no face value and
which you could print ad libitum - to collectors
by claiming they were “Dienstmarken”, or was
there some basis for Lubkert‟s Number 6 listing
back in 1882? It is clearly quite interesting that
there are close similarities between the regular
stamp Number 4 and the seal, but this may not
be a unique case and probably isn‟t. One could
look at the seals of Alexandria, for example,
which are similar to the postage stamps of that
Zemstvo. (See Bill Nickle‟s article in Rossica
No. 133, October 1999, for illustrations of
Alexandria seals). One might also want to look
again at Maloarchangelsk 1 and 2 in the light of
the present discussion and ask the shocking
question of why the relatively common “stamp”
without indication of value is not simply a
paper seal for official use, then converted to a
regular but very rare postage stamp by the
addition of the manuscript indication of value
“5k”. Other Zemstvo “stamps” without
indication of value might prompt the same
question. It may also be relevant that there is
another Ananiev seal in blue with three storks
in the centre, which looks like a handstamp and
which may have preceded in use the more
carefully produced Lubkert 6 seals. These
would then have looked like an attempt to
upgrade the sealing system with “proper”

I

adhesives - all my examples of Lubkert 6 are
clear strikes on good quality gummed paper,
identical to that used for stamp number 4.
Collectors at the time may not have been clear
in their own minds where stamps ended and
seals began. Agathon Fabergé, for example,
made a careful collection of Ananiev seals
accumulating 22 seals in six different types.
This collection has only recently surfaced, the
most likely explanation being that Oleg Fabergé
removed the seals from the „core‟ Fabergé
Zemstvo collection in the light of Schmidt‟s
dismissive opinion of them and consigned them
to the oblivion of a stockbook of odds and ends
which eventually became Lot 407 in the Kaj
Hellman auction of October 8, 2005. Of these
22 seals, ten are Lubkert‟s Number 6, all of
them in complete sheetlets of two stamps. Three
of the sheetlets have acquisition notes in
Agathon Fabergé‟s handwriting: one pair came
from Kirchner in October 1900, a second pair
from Herrick in June 1902, and a third pair is
handstamped in red FERRARI FABERGE, thus
acquired when Fabergé bought Ferrari‟s
collection. This final pair also has a pencilled
note on the reverse, not in either Agathon or
Oleg Fabergé‟s handwriting. It reads, “ca. 1/ 2
Jahr als Provisor. in cours [? a French, not a
German word] gewesen. Officielles Papir
Marken [? Marken is an uncertain
transcription]”. This translates as “In use as a
Provisional for about half a year. Stamps for
official papers.” This is followed by what could
be a signature, “T Karis” or “T Kuris”. The
obvious next research question is to identify the
signatory. Was he the Ananiev postmaster or
was he a stamp dealer? It is unlikely that the
pencilled note is Ferrari‟s since he would have
surely written in French. On the next page, I
illustrate the five pairs of Lubkert Number 6
which were in the Fabergé collection and then
show the other 12 Ananiev seals, many of
which also have pencilled Fabergé acquisition
notes. I have placed these seals in tentative
chronological order, but indicating some
uncertainties about this chronology in the notes
which accompany the illustrations.
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Type 1?

Types 1 and 2 are grouped together because they
both have the coat of arms with storks and both are
in blue. Type 1 (figure 1a) is probably from a single
handstamp. Type 2 (figures 1b - 1f) is impressed
using an embossing-type device holding two dies.
(See second partial impression in figure 1d).
Figure 1a
VI 02 Herrick

Type 2?

Figure 1b
Ferrari Fabergé
Figure 1c
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Figure 1d
VI 02 Herrick

Figure 1e
X 00 Kirchner
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Figure 1f
Stuck down
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Type 3?

Ananiev Stamp No. 2

Type 3?

Figure 2a
Lentz 1914
(written as: Ltz 14)

Figure 2b

Figure 2c
VI 02 Herrick

The gum of Type 3 (figures 2a & 2c) is identical to that on the second postage stamp of Ananiev
(figure 2b). The colour of the paper and the colour of the ink are apparently the same. Hence, Type 3 may
be earlier that Type 2 (figures 1b - 1f ) and Type 1 (figure 1a), since stamp No. 2 dates from 1875, whereas
stamp No. 4, which uses the same die as seal Type 2, dates from 1879.

Type 4

Figure 2d

Figure 2e
Pair XI 00 Lentz

Figure 2g

Figure 2f
Dividing line on
4 sides

Figure 2h

Type 5

Type 6

The crown and orb
are notably different
in these two types.

Figure 2i
IV26 Kiryev XI43 Branders

Figure 2j
Corner dividing lines.
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Avis de réception – Notification of receipt
Noel Warr
Ian Baillie and Eric Peel (B&P), the authors of
„St Petersburg: the Imperial Post‟, say
“Examples of Avis de réception (AR) mail out
of Imperial Russia are extremely elusive ...
Only five AR items can be recorded which
relate to St Petersburg.” How much more true
this is of Moscow. The aim of this article is to
pull together what is known of AR from
published sources and to ask members for
further information.
Harry von Hofmann (HvH) in „Zakaznoe –
Recommandirt‟ deals with AR on pps 118 –
127. He begins by quoting Article 266 of the
Postal Handbook of 1880 which says that “Any
inland or foreign money, high value or
registered item can, at the request of the sender,
be accompanied by an advice of delivery form,
which must bear a 7 kopek stamp. The purpose
of this is to provide the sender with
confirmation that the item of correspondence
sent by him has been delivered to the addressee.
This form gives written proof of delivery, as it
is signed by the addressee or other authorised
person and is returned to the sender by the next
post. If the sender requires an advice of
delivery, he must write „with separate receipt‟
on the address side of his letter or packet.”
The AR system was in use from pre-stamp
times, HvH illustrating forms from 1847 and
1849: the first is for an incoming item from
Germany, the second for an external item from
Riga, both forms are in German. From HvH and
Lev Ratner, in BJRP 87 pps 8, 9 and 12, 13, we
can see that there were bi-lingual AR forms –
Cyrillic and French – introduced at the
beginning of 1879, used for internal and
external mail. A Cyrillic only form was
produced in June 1879. New types of form, both
Cyrillic and bi-lingual, were introduced in 1881
that continued in use for many years.
AR letters were sent registered, the stamp for
the AR fee being stuck on the form, the form
then being attached to the letter (it would be
very interesting to know exactly how this was
done). The form, once signed by the addressee,
was returned to the originating office by
registered post as part of the service and
therefore it is un-franked. B&P illustrate an
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envelope (Suppt 9B2) used in the 5th
Ekspeditsia for the return of an AR form to a
foreign country; 27.6.1886, registered, unfranked, to Neustadt, Germany. The 1881
onwards internal forms were fold and seal, thus
not requiring an envelope.
Two items would seem to indicate that, at least
for internal mail, these forms were replaced
with postcards by 1910. The cards are
perforated down one side and would thus have
been easily detachable from the AR letter they
accompanied. They are headed Notification of
Receipt and on the reverse have provision for
the addressee or his representative to sign for
the letter; also they list 3 reasons for nondelivery of the AR letter with instructions to
delete whichever of the 3 did not apply.
A handstamp – AR in a single line frame –
came into use by 1895, for use on external mail,
initially in Moscow, St Petersburg and Tsarskoe
Selo, replacing the manuscript (Ms)
endorsement on the envelope.
There were a number of AR items in the George
Miskin sale, Glendining, October 2000: the first
one, Lot 176, was an envelope from Moscow to
Geneva with Ms Avis de réception, dating from
1894, that the cataloguer says is “stated to be
the earliest known Russian example”.
(AR items seen so far before 1894 have been
forms and not envelopes.) HvH has one
example of an AR envelope, Moscow to Mount
Athos 22 lV 1899, with Ms Recommandée avec
Avis de Réception and AR handstamp, also the
dotted R in circle mark but no registration label.
There was a series on registered mail in BJRP
52 to 62 that mentioned AR mail (BJRP 52
p7; 54 p6; 59 p46; 62 pps 24 – 27), the sum
total of items reported being four covers from
the Imperial period plus one form
(subsequently 9F3 in B&P). The only one of
the four covers illustrated is a 5.3.1895
envelope from Tsarskoe Selo to Bangkok
(subsequently Lot 177 in the Miskin sale,
where it realised £230) with an Ms Registered
with return receipt and AR, handstamped AR
and dotted R in circle.
(continued on page 80)
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Figure 1
MOSCOW to MINSK 1 Ekspeditsia, 3 II 19-00
Much forwarding, the final postmark being of Minsk 30 VII 19-00
With provisional registered label Moscow Pochtamt and pre-printed Zakaznoe. With return notice
(Reproduced at 75%)
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(continued from page 78)

The postage on this cover was 10k more than it
should have been and the question is posed “Did
this method of payment” (putting the stamp for the
AR fee on the form) “only apply to internal mail?
If so, then the 10k additional postage ... could well
be the pre-payment of the postage on the AR form

when returned to Russia.” The information at
present available does not permit us to answer this
question: it is difficult to determine what the
conventions for AR mail were when so little
material is available for study – so, get reporting
on your holdings please.

'j

Z.

Remains of
attached form

Figure 2
MOSCOW to WIESBADEN, 62 Pocht Otd, 15.10.11. Registered.
Boxed AR. Traces of form on reverse.
HvH: The courts, when serving writs, could send letters subject to “documentary evidence of delivery”
being provided. A certificate accompanied these letters. (pps 130 – 137)
(Reproduced at 75%)
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Figure 3
Certificate PYASKI to LUBLIN
The Certificate, being official mail, was sent post free, the 7k stamp covering the registration fee.
The writ was issued by the Lublin District Court Civil Section and the certificate was prepared by them,
consequently the stamp is cancelled Lublin, 4.5.14.
Received Pyaski, 5.5.14 and returned 6.5.14, registered with Pyaski Z label; received Lublin, 6.5.14.
Certificate inscribed Notification of Receipt
(Reproduced at 50%)
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(a)

~nmpn ~ost 0ffice.
OHIC(

or

TH( POSTMASTCR.

TA)IPA, H11,t...;t0xo Co. , Fa.,.-..,

/Jtl, !

l

(b)
Figure 4
TAMPA to RIGA
(a) Addressed to Maxim Gorky (though not signed for by him). Tampa, Oct 30 1905.
New York, 1.11.1905. Riga, 1.11.05.
Moscow Gorod Pocht 6, 11.05 12? No 2.
Moscow Eksp Gorodskoi Pochte, 12 Nov 1905.
(b) Note from Tampa Post Office Dec 11 1905:
“Enclosed find receipt for Registered Letter addressed to Maxim Gorky, Russia.”
(Reproduced at 50%)
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Figure 5
(a) PARIS AR form from Paul Vasseur, Paris 41C 19.12.11 to R Lutikoff, Paris 14.
Received in Moscow V Ekspeditsia No 1, 11.12.11 9?.
Signed for by R Lutikoff, 12/25 Dec 1911. Moscow * 21, 12.12.11.
(Reproduced at 50%)
(b) Envelope – addressed to P Vasseur – Moscow 2 Gor Pocht Tel Otd B, 12.12.11.
Paris XV, 29 12 11.
(Reproduced at 75%)
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Figure 6
1891 ?? No. 238-2, St Petersburg 1 Ek 1, 19 Mar 1891
Ekaterinburg, 2 IV 18-91 and 4 and 5 IV 18-91. Paper seal of Ekaterinburg (P O).
St Petersburg 6 Ek 15, 16 Apr 1891 with St Petersburg receipt for a registered letter 19 March 1891.
To PS Obchinnikov. Returned to EO Romanov Sadovaya 83.
Can we take it from this one example that the standard practice was to issue to the sender of an AR letter
a receipt identical to that for sending a registered letter?
(Reproduced at 40%)
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Figure 7
1893 ?? No 238-2, St Petersburg 1 Eksp, 23 July 1893; Moscow GP, 24 VII 18-93, 12.
Moscow 1 Ekspeditsia, 25 VII 18-93.
St Petersburg 6 Eksp 28, 26 VII 18-93 and Gorod Pochta 18, 26 VII 18-93, 7.
(Reproduced at 40%)
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Figure 8
1907 ?? No 238.
Internal St Petersburg 3, 15 May 1907 , and 8, 15 5 07.
Gorod Pochta 6, 15 V 1907, 2.
(Reproduced at 50%)
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Figure 9
1910, franked 3k.
Internal Riga, 4 10 10.
(Reproduced at 75%)
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Figure 10
1917, franked 10k.
Petrograd 16 a, 22 III 1917.
Moscow 5 Ekspeditsia, 25 3 17 and 72 a,
26 3 17.
(Reproduced at 75%)
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The inflation period in the Russian Federation
Natalie Krasheninnikoff
December the 25th 1991 Soviet Union ceased to
exist and the country re-assumed its original name
- RUSSIA.

postal rates to these countries, many of which
were socialist no longer, became the same as to
the rest of the world.

The following adjustment to a market economy
had a serious impact on everyday life. The rouble
started to loose value making prices rise more and
more, creating a galloping inflation. Naturally
postal rates were affected as well.

As postal rates were low, letters often were over
franked especially when sent to collector friends
abroad.

Despite some moderate increases between 1977
and 1992 the postal rates in the Soviet Union were
low and stable. In 1991 an ordinary letter up to
20 g cost only 30 kopek to Western countries,
while postal rates to other Socialist countries
equalled domestic rates. Only in March 1991

In this article I will examine the development of
the postal rates and the handling of mail sent to
Western countries during this interesting period
which lasted for six years. The inflation can be
divided into separate postal rate periods
designated by Roman numerals (see table of
postal rates below).

INTERNATIONAL1 POSTAL RATES IN THE SOVIET UNION/RUSSIA
(in roubles)
The periods during inflation are designated by Roman numerals
Period

I.
II.
III.
IV.
V.
VI.
VII.
VIII.
IX.
X.
XI.
XII.

Date
1/01/1961
16/09/1977
1/01/1982
1/01/1986
1/03/1991
1/01/1992
18/02/1992
10/07/1992
10/12/1992
15/02/1993
23/06/1993
20/12/1993
25/04/1994
1/12/1994
1/03/1995
1/01/1996
1/01/1997
1/01/1998

Cards
0.04
0.10
0.15
0.20
0.20
0.60
2.50
10.00
30.00
45.00
60.00
200.00
400.00
800.00
1,000.00
1,700.00
2,000.00

Letters
up to 20 g
0.06
0.15
0.20
0.30
0.30
0.90
3.60
15.00
45.00
60.00
80.00
300.00
600.00
1,200.00
1,500.00
2,500.00
3,000.00
3.00

Airmail
letters
0.16
0.32
0.45
0.50
0.50
1.50
5.00
25.00
75.00
90.00
120.00
400.00
900.00
1,500.00
1,900.00
3,000.00
3,500.00
3.50

Registration
0.12
0.30
0.60
1.00
1.20
3.60
12.00
20.00
60.00
60.00
60.00
300.00
1,000.00
2,000.00
3,000.00
3,500.00
4,000.00
4.00

Express

0.60
1.45

AR

0.60

6.00
15.00
75.00
75.00
900.00

3,500.00

3,500.00

This table is pieced together from different articles in Filateliya, Vestnik Filatelii, Kollektsioner 34/35 and
Michel Ganzsachen Katalog 2001/02.
Some dates vary within a few days according to different sources.
I have chosen the most reliable ones, I hope.
1

Except to Socialist countries.

I
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PERIOD I: 1/01/1991 – 18/02/1992
On 1st of January 1992 the postal rates were tripled from 50 kopek to 1.50 rouble for an airmail letter.
As most people were accustomed to use postal stationery envelopes (PSE), buying them in bundles, the
government was forced to prolong the validity of PSE bought before 1992 until the end of 1992. Foreign
countries were asked to let such underpaid mail pass (figure 1).
But at the same time post offices were requested to frank mail sent abroad as correctly as possible
(figure 2).
Figure 1.
10/1/1992. Valid 50 kopek
airmail PSE sent from
Volzhski in Volgograd
region to Kjellerup, readdressed to Karup, both
in Denmark.

PARAVION

Kyda

~~~~~~~~~=::;--

~~/:0/9 1 03/04/92

J Godth§bsvej ~

Underpaid by 1.00
rouble.

,! .

K<

747 0 Karup J
~

- - - - - - - --

-

-

--,

_

_

Hutu npu.npMRTH ctlQK,. upn: ~

f-llf/fl r / J z u ~,td./.
1,

~

Figure 2.
25/1/1992. Valid 50 kopek
airmail PSE sent from
Moscow to Glostrup in
Denmark.
Correct airmail rate: 1.50
roubles.
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PERIOD II: 18/02/1992 – 10/07/1992
Already in February postal rates were more than tripled once again. The increased rates required a large
amount of stamps, and the post offices tried to use up their stock of small values (figure 3).
In St. Petersburg small kopek values were surcharged to match the increasing postal rates (figure 4).
Figure 3.
26/2/1992. PSE envelope
sent from Brest to Vilnius
in Lithuania.
Correct postage: 3.60
roubles. (10 kopek x 36)
Imprint disregarded.

!6pecTCkoe Mal"!mtoc:r:poureob11: .. i

nwunnt

IOlltN( npunplf!IITN• (HJM Mt'CTa 1t1,1i11&'1:C-HNH

Figure 4.
3/6/1992. Letter (weight
between 20 and 100 g)
sent from St. Petersburg
to Copenhagen.
Correct postage: 20.60
roubles. (8.60 +
registration 12.00). The
four 1 kopek stamps
surcharged with 500
kopek.
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PERIOD III: 10/07/1992 – 10/121992
In July the rate for an airmail letter was 25 roubles. A shortage of stamps arose and machine up-rating
became a necessity. Up-rating marks of different design were used throughout the country. In Moscow they
were circular (figure 5).
As the inflation progressed underpaid mail started to occur on letters (figure 6).
Figure 5.
2/9/1992. Valid 7 kopek
PSE sent from Moscow to
Kastrup in Denmark.
Correct postage: 15.00
roubles. (0.73 rouble in a
circular uprating mark).
J,

t't-O KA S

TR UP

KO,•JI _ _::D
_· _c.
_W
--'tv\.:...;.A...:...;..:
P..c_cK...:....__ __
MoaOIICld 1U1P Illa

~

6'(.,...pt

rnmawi

B. .IIEIHl
a/.sJ 50

tl:CKBA, 111578
~IA

Figure 6.
21/10/1992. Valid 50
kopek airmail PSE sent
from St. Petersburg to
Ontario.
Postage: 14.50 roubles.
Should be 25.00 roubles.

n11 w 11Tt IIIIA« C Gl)tAff Pfftn'U CIJIJM Mtn• Hl)V .. tM••
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PERIOD IV: 10/12/1992 – 15/02/1993
From 1993 Soviet PS was no longer valid, and the old imprints were disregarded (figure 7).
Figure 7.
19/1/1993. Airmail
envelope sent from Kazan
to Toronto.
Correct postage: 75.00
roubles. The old PSE was
now regarded as an
ordinary envelope.

A

30xvSr

PERIOD V: 15/02/1993 – 23/06/1993
Illustrated envelopes without imprints became popular (figure 8).

Figure 8.
15/3/1993. Letter sent
from Lomonosov near St.
Petersburg.
Correct Postage: 60.00
roubles in an octagonal
uprating mark used in St.
Petersburg.

VoRBf:,CKWf.b 21
Ko>1v 2QQ0 HA fvlBVRb 52
........."--:-'-~.....1.£.:~~~:.!l.ll.F.~::Jg
~u ~MI<peG~' ~:

';° 41"-0 ma.,
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t) {l,A(.1-(
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PERIOD V (continued)
Stamps in small rouble values had been issued since 1992, but a registered letter now required 120 roubles
and further 75 roubles for express (figure 9).

Figure 9.

.,,..-z·,_

29/5/1993. An express
letter sent registered and
by airmail from Moscow
to Copenhagen.

,,u..--..;

s~

r--So.4;~~!..J.;

Correct postage: 225.00
roubles. (90.00 roubles +
registration 60.00 roubles
+ express 75.00 roubles).
60.00 roubles in stamps
on reverse.

PERIOD VI: 23/06/1993 – 20/12/1993.
In the beginning of 1993 new airmail PSE were issued with imprint 45 + 45 roubles but already in July this
was not sufficient, as the rate for an airmail letter now amounted to 120 roubles. (figure 10).

Figure 10.
5/7/1993. 45 + 45 roubles
airmail PSE sent from St.
Petersburg to Hamburg.
-( IJ II(.,.,

cd,k,a;,,

uwL tierwd

Sdu:ddet:

0 1n1111Tt M~tlCC

92

11~p•.11tn

Correct postage: 120.00
roubles.
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PERIOD VII: 20/12/1993 – 25/04/1994
December the 20th 1993 most postal rates were tripled again, but the express rate which until now had been
moderate increased from 75 to 900 roubles (figure 11).
Figure 11.
5/1/1994. An airmail
express letter sent
registered from Moscow
to Copenhagen.
Correct postage: 1,600.00
roubles. (400.00 roubles
+ registration 300.00
roubles + express 900.00
roubles).

PERIOD VIII: 25/04/1994 – 1/12/1994
On April 1994 the rates were doubled. The letter on figure 12 has two up rating marks, the upper one had
been put in advance to pay for an ordinary letter abroad during the previous rate period. Now one more
1,000 roubles up-rating mark had to be applied.

Figure 12.

j

17/6/1994. Letter sent
registered from St.
Petersburg to Hamburg.
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Correct postage: 1,600.00
roubles. (600.00 roubles
+ registration 1,000.00
roubles).
300.00 roubles in stamps
and 1,300.00 roubles in
two up-rating marks.
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PERIOD VIII continued
A large amount of existing values was needed as on the letter shown in figure 13. To certify that postage
was fully paid, the letter also has a rectangular mark: “Paid according to postal rate”. The 15 roubles
imprint was too small to be of any use and was disregarded.
Figure 13.

(

4/11/1994. PSE sent
registered from Chudovo
in Novgorod region to
Riga in Latvia.
Correct postage: 1,600.00
rouble. (10 x 150 rouble
stamps + one 100 rouble
stamp).
The 15 roubles value of
the imprint was too low
and was disregarded.
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PERIOD IX: 1/12/1994 – 1/03/1995
The rate for a registered letter was now 3,200 roubles. Some post offices used TP (Taxe Percue) marks to
indicate the amount not covered by stamps (figure 14).

Figure 14.
11/2/1995. Registered
letter sent from Saransk
to Flensburg in Germany.

f:~lt!i .'

Correct postage: 3,200.00
roubles. (1,200.00
roubles + registration
2,000.00 roubles).
1,200.00 roubles in
stamps and 2,000.00
roubles in a TP mark.
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PERIOD X: 1/03/1995 – 1/01/1996
PS envelopes with imprint “A” (domestic rate) had been issued since 1993 and soon became very common.
Until November 1995 they also could be used on mail abroad (figure 15).

Figure 15.
23/9/1995. PSE with
imprint “A” sent from
Pskov to Copenhagen.
Correct postage: 1,500.00
roubles. (A = 500.00
roubles).

){Rfcltldogoc.e ~s; 4. fr.
KoMy22tJO
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c&o /7ell7cJR.K.
mr .GULKOV Val er y A.
PSKOV-16*P O B 23 Z
RUSSIA-180018

PERIOD XI: 1/01/1996 – 1/01/1997
A registered letter now cost the astronomic amount of 6,000 roubles. Already in 1993 a decree had been
issued ordering post offices to stop using up-rating marks, but as can be seen on figure 16, they were still in
use as late as March 1996.

Figure 16.

Recommau"'de

27/3/1996. Registered
letter sent from St.
Petersburg to Hamburg.
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Correct postage: 6,000.00
roubles in an octagonal
up-rating mark.
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PERIOD XII: 1/01/1997 – 1/01/1998
The last period of inflation lasted for a year. An ordinary letter now cost 3,000 roubles or 10,000 times
more than in 1991 and registered airmail letters even more (figure 17).
On 1st of January 1998 a currency reform at last put an end to inflation. The rouble was revalued at 1,000
old roubles = 1 new rouble. Stamps in new rouble values were issued and could be used together with the
old currency stamps (figure 18).
Figure 17.
25/1/1997. Registered
airmail letter sent from
Magnitogorsk to Oslo.

l

Correct postage: 12,500.00
roubles. (3,500.00 roubles
+ registration 4,000.00
roubles + AR 5,000.00
roubles).
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Figure 18
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7/7/1998. Letter sent by
airmail from Moscow to
Kastrup in Denmark.
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Correct postage: 3.50
rouble. (2,500.00 old
roubles = 2.50 new
roubles + 1.00 new
rouble stamp).

The inflation had lasted for six years gradually resulting in a decrease of the amount of mail. According to
an article published in Kollektsioner 34/35 the amount of mail had decreased from 4,409 million items in
1991 to 1,797 millions items in 1995.
Sources: Articles in Filateliya, Kollektsioner 34/35, Vestnik Filatelii.
Editor‟s note: All illustrations are reproduced at 75%.
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Dancing in the Karlag
David M. Skipton (Greenbelt, USA)
Nina Aleksandrovna
would eventually serve as the
Anisimova couldn‟t have
impetus for her arrest.
known it in 1926, fresh from
her graduation ceremonies at
From 1918 to 1953, but
the Leningrad Choreographic
especially during the midSchool, but upon receiving
and late-„30s, “sociallyher diploma she had just
dangerous elements” (SOEs)2
clutched the very first in a
were to be found everywhere
string of ironies that would
and in abundance, and they
lead to her arrest and
made for unwilling but
incarceration. Born in 1909
adequa te r ec r ui ts f or
St. Petersburg during the
Io sif Vissario novich
reign of Nicholas II, she was
Dzhugashvili‟s giant slavenow a 17-year-old product of
labour projects. One such
Volodya I‟s Soviet state,
SOE was now 29-year-old
trained by it to dance in an art
Nina, a ballerina in the S.M.
form that was itself very
Kirov State Academic
much beloved by Russia‟s
Theatre of Opera and Ballet
former nobility and
in Leningrad. After
intelligentsia. Given the class
graduation in 1926 she had
A painting of Anisimova, possibly in her
warfare that state pursued, her
joined the ballet troupe of the
role as Theresa in Boris Asaf‟ev‟s
profession – ballet – and the
Malyy Opera Theatre (figures
“The Flame of Paris”.1
place where she worked –
1-3) for approximately one
Leningrad – would turn out to
year before moving to the
be a dangerous combination. And in a particularly
Kirov (figure 4); there she had danced for slightly
rueful twist, the place where she performed would
over a decade.
take the name of the man whose arranged murder

I

Figures 1-3
Scott Russia No.s 1400-1402, Michel
Ost Sowjetunion No.s 1394-1396, issued
on 27 October 1949 to commemorate
the 125th anniversary of the Malyy
Theatre.

.J

Figure 4
Scott Russia No.5142, Michel Ost
Sowjetunion No.5272, issued on
12 May 1983 to commemorate the
200th anniversary of the Kirov
Opera and Ballet Theatre.

1

Photo accessed at www.n_m_dudinskaya.chat.ru/Anisimova.jpg on 4 April 2007. There was no information about
who painted it or when or what role she played in that costume.
2

Социально-опасный элемент. This designation was a catch-all used from 1918 to 1953 to describe those who had
engaged in criminal activities or had some connection to criminality. It could also be applied to someone who had
been acquitted of a crime. What constituted “criminality” was a very broad, flexible and changeable concept. SOE was
a common law offence, usually drawing a term of three to five years in exile or the camps up to the mid-1930s. With
the beginning of the Great Purge, the sentence could reach 8-10 years in the camps. (Rossi, The GULAG Handbook, p. 35.)
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Her brief biographical sketch3 studiously avoids
any mention of her arrest and the detour she took
to the Kazakh SSR that year, but some of her
correspondence leaves no doubt that Anisimova‟s
career went south, both figuratively and
geographically. Whether she had stepped on a
powerful rival‟s toes, spurned the advances of a
Party boss, borrowed some cosmetics from her
place of employment or simply fell foul of an
“arrest-quota” dragnet is unknown, but what is
certain is that she ended up dancing for a very
different audience in a place rather unlike Piter.
Following the assassination of Leningrad First
Secretary (party boss) and Politburo member
S.M. Kirov on 1 December 1934,4 Leningraders
were rounded up in droves. The first great wave of
arrests in 1935, the so-called “Kirov Draft,” was
approximately 100,000 strong.5 Coincidentally,

that was the year that Anisimova achieved the
status of ballet master, but her personal triumph
was short-lived; Nina Aleksandrovna was caught
in the second wave of mass arrests in the city, the
one that began in 1937 and continued into 1938.
Nor was she, a member of the performing arts,
alone; many of her contemporaries in the theatre,
ballet and orchestras of Leningrad, Moscow and
other metropolises were also arrested in the 1930s.
Some of them were forced by the NKVD to
perform at Magadan for American Vice-President
Henry Wallace, when he was escorted, clueless
and gullible, through the Kolyma‟s Dal‟stroy in
May 1944.6
Anisimova was probably arrested in late August
or early September 1938, after which the NKVD
put her in “Post Office Box 692”, an isolation
facility (IZO) in Leningrad used to interrogate
prisoners and develop cases against them.
We know this from the item in figure 8, a
misshapen scrap of paper she was allowed to send

Figures 5-7
Scott Russia No. 582 (November 1935), No. 1832
(70th anniversary of S.M. Kirov‟s birth, issued on
28 June 1956) and No. 5441 (100th anniversary of
Kirov‟s birth, issued on 27 March 1986). (Michel
Ost Sowjetunion No.s 541, 1841 and 5590.)

Figure 8

3

Anisimova Nina, accessed at http://www.bashedu.ru/encikl/aaa/anisim.htm on 30 December 2004. The information
contained on the web site was taken from Degen, A. and I. Stupnikov, Leningradskiy balet. 1917-1987. Slovar‟spravochnik, Leningrad, 1988.
4

Kirov was assassinated on 1 December 1934 by Leonid Nikolayev, an act that most scholars believe was orchestrated
by Stalin and used to trigger the Great Purge. The very same day a law was ratified that permitted expedited trials for
political “crimes”. (Heller and Nekrich, Utopia in Power: The History of the Soviet Union from 1917 to the Present,
pp. 276-279.)
5

Rossi, The Gulag Handbook, p. 160.

6

Applebaum, GULAG, A History, pp. 441-442.
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Figure 9
(Illustration reduced to 60 %.)

from Cell No. 42, thanking her mother or
husband for sending some items and figure 9,
an adversity cover she posted while already in
the GULAG later that year. It tells us the
“crime” of which she was convicted and the
length of the sentence hung around her neck.

She used a cover that had been sent to her while
she was being held at “Post Office Box 692”,
turning the envelope inside out and stitching it
to hold the flaps together. On the inside flap,
she signed her name, her “crime” (SOE), her
sentence (five years) and her prisoner ID
number – 8690. The prison authorities posted it
on 12 September 1938. This is truly an
adversity cover…
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Anisimova was luckier than many. As sentences
went at that time, this was the equivalent of a slap
on the wrist. Many others convicted of Article 735 as socially dangerous elements received eight
years and even that was considerably less than
many of the sentences handed out under Article 58.7

already wiser and older now than her chronological
age, she writes, thanks to the suffering she has
endured thus far, and has decided to turn her back
forever on her “false friends”. Anisimova informs
Kostya that she will wait until she reaches the camps
before submitting an appeal of her sentence.

Once the interrogations and the sentencing were
over, she was allowed to communicate at length
with her relatives again. Her first letter from
incarceration (figure 10a, fragment) was written
on 11 September 1938, from Prison No. 3 at
Arsenal‟naya 9 (figure 10b), an address close to
that of the well known “Kresty” Prison at
Arsenal‟naya 25.

Her processing proceeded rather quickly. Letter
No. 3, written from the term prison, is already
filled with the expectation of a train ride to an
unknown camp. Some idea of her determination
and outlook can be gleaned from several lines
scratched in pencil on poor-quality paper:

“My dear Mama, Kostya and Valya. I am now
allowed to write and receive letters from you
every day. Any day now they will transfer me to
the term prison, where I can have visitations on
the 16th and 25th.”

“I‟m going now to a new, difficult life. Everything
that I had – my career, my theatre, my home,
sweet home – all that is behind me and I won‟t let
myself think of it. I have enough strength to
endure this difficult trial, I‟m still young and can
make a comeback, to prove myself and once again
work for my beloved art.”

Her letter of 19 September indicates that she did
meet with Kostya (her husband, Konstantin
Nikolayevich Derzhavin) on the 16th and tells him
half-heartedly that given her five-year sentence, she
would understand if he left her for another.8 She is

By 27 September 1938, the date of her 5th letter
home, she had already reached Sverdlovsk Prison,
where she expected to be held a few days before
travelling onward. From Sverdlovsk, Anisimova
went to Kurgan.

Figure 10a

Figure 10b
7

Solzhenitsyn, The Gulag Archipelago, vol. 1, p. 86.

8

Derzhavin appears to have waited for his wife to return.
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(d)

(a)

(b)

(c)
Figure 11

Convicts being sent to their corrective-labour camp
would often pass through a number of transit prisons,
places where they could be held until there were
sufficient numbers of prisoners and the means of
transportation became available for the next leg of the
journey. These legs or stages of the journey were
called “etapy” (transports) and they were
accomplished by whatever means were available:
train, ship, barge, or on foot. Many died on these
transports, especially during winter in Siberia and
summer in Central Asia. Mail from such places is rare.
The “collage” in figure 11 shows an adversity
envelope made from a cigarette-paper packet and
sent postage due (40 kopecks) (a) on 21 October
1938 from Kurgan9 Transit Prison to Leningrad
(d). The message (b & c), scribbled hastily on
cigarette paper, reads
9

“6 Oct. Dear Mama. I‟m en route at Kurgan. I‟m
alive and well and feel okay. When I get to
Karaganda I‟ll try to write immediately. I‟m
wondering if you‟ve opened my room, Mama,
[where] I left another power of attorney in your
name…”
From Kurgan she would most probably have been
transported by rail via Petropavlovsk, Kokchetav,
Akmolinsk and Karaganda, coming to a halt at the
Karabas railway station near Dolinka (also seen as
Dolinskoye and Dalenka). Dolinka was the
headquarters of a sprawling forced-labour
enterprise called the “Karaganda CorrectiveLabour Camp Complex”10, or “KARLAG” for
short. (See figure 12).

Kurgan, a major rail junction not far to the east of Chelyabinsk and the Urals.

10

Карагандинский исправительно-трудовой лагерь. The camp complex covered 1,767,024 hectares, stretching 300 kilometres
from north to south and 150 km from east to west. (Kokurin and Petrov, GULAG 1917-1960, p.763.)
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Figure 12
Map of the KARLAG area
(from Smirnov (comp.), Sistema ispravitel‟no-trudovykh lagerey v SSSR,
1923-1960, p. 548)
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Formally established on 17 September 1931, it
had existed before that as the OGPU‟s Kazakhstan
Corrective-Labour Camp Complex. KARLAG
survived until 27 July 1959, when it was
reorganized into the Incarceration Facilities
Administration of the Karaganda Oblast‟ Ministry
of Internal Affairs Directorate (UMZ UMVD
Karagandinskoy Oblasti). For most of that 28year period it was a part of the NKVD‟s Main
Directorate of Correctional Labour Camps and
Colonies, or GULAG (from 21 October 1937 to
17 September 1955.)11
When Anisimova arrived in 1938 there were over
40,000 zeks held there, working at a wide variety
of tasks that ranged from agricultural field work
and the fishing industry on Lake Balkhash to coal
mining, metal working, manufacture of building
materials and labour in grain storehouses.12

Figure 13 shows a fragment of Anisimova‟s
14 Nov. 1938 letter from the KARLAG to
Leningrad:
“…I am still in Karabas13 and I‟ve just been
assigned to a long-distance etap, so I probably
won‟t have to stay in Kazakhstan.”
She was wrong and she wasn‟t going far. She was
pulled off a train as it was forming up and sent to
nearby Dolinka probably in late November or
early December 1938, where she was put to
menial work.
“…I‟m really learning to clean potatoes. When I
return from the camps I‟ll be a jack of all trades
and able to help Mama at home. My hands have
become rough and they don‟t fear hot or cold
water, but it‟s very cold without gloves because it
reaches -43° [Celsius] here.”

Figure 13

11

Smirnov, Spravochnik. Sistema ispravitel‟no-trudovykh lagerey v SSSR, p. 190.

12

Smirnov (comp.), Sistema ispravitel‟no-trudovykh lagerey v SSSR, 1923-1960, p. 190.

13

Karabas was the closest railway station to Dolinka. (Nikitin, SSSR Administrativno-territorial‟noye deleniye
soyuznykh respublik na 1 yanvarya 1983 goda, p. 412.)
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Figure 14
The envelope in figure 14 contained Anisimova‟s
14 November 1938 letter shown in figure 13.
Although she states she is at Karabas, the letter
was taken to KARLAG HQ, Dolinka, Post Office
Box 4 and entered the mail stream there. (The redpencil notations are the addressee‟s; KARLAG
appears not to have used any censor marks until
WWII.)
Cleaning potatoes would have been considered a
luxurious job in any camp because it would have
allowed her direct access to food and an
opportunity to supplement her diet, but her artistic
abilities landed her in work that would have been
the envy of any zek in a logging or mining camp:
she was allowed to pursue her specialties of
dancing and producing plays as a member of the
agitbrigada, an agitation-and-propaganda team
within the Culture and Education Unit, or KVCh. 14

That which saved Anisimova was a phenomenon
that Solzhenitsyn called the “serf theatre” – a
tradition that had flourished under the big estate
owners in tsarist Russia. Peasants with singing,
acting or dancing talents were brought together by
the khozyain who owned them and forced to
perform. Such serf theatres became status symbols
and the object of competition among the owners to
see who had the better troupe. Those serfs who
flubbed their lines or sang off-key could be
punished or sold and sent away, thereby breaking
up a family forever.
That tradition continued under the commissars.
“Within the Gulag camps there were dozens of
theatres, whose actors were prisoners, often
leading performers. In the Komi Republic alone,
besides Barabanov‟s ensemble [at Salekhard –
DMS], there were camp theatres at Vorkuta,

14

According to Jacques Rossi, “… [the] KVCh were institutionalized by the 1930 USSR SNK „Statute on OGPU
Corrective Labour Camps‟ (SZ 22:248), in which it states that the work of the KVCh „must correspond to the class
nature of the entire corrective labour system of camps and should cater predominantly to prisoners from the working
class and peasantry‟ and that „all illiterate prisoners up to age 50 are obliged to visit cultural and educational
institutions during their free time.” (Rossi, The GULAG Handbook, p. 158).
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Vologda, Ukhta, Inta and Kniazhpogost.
Professional theatres operated in Magadan,
Norilsk, Salekhard, Medvezhogorsk, and on the
Solovetsky Islands. It was the ambition of many
camp heads to have their own theatre, especially
those in the far north, for whom the theatre was
the only entertainment – besides vodka – in their
isolated world. Grigory Litinsky, a Moscow writer
who, as a prisoner, worked in the theatre
administration at Vorkuta, mentioned that the
prison camp officials were in the habit of going to
the theatre every night as if to a restaurant. „They
would listen to a favourite aria and then go back
to the buffet to quench their thirst with
champagne.”15

enthusiasm to “be useful again”. She threw herself
into this work, bombarding her husband with pleas
to send her songs and plays that she could use in
the KARLAG.
Zeks played before a variety of audiences, ranging
from the camp bosses and their families to fellow
zeks at outlying camps. On occasion they would
also perform for civilians at theatres and halls
outside the barbed wire. Once their show was
over, they removed their costumes, put on their
padded camp clothes and returned to the
compounds.

MVD Colonel Mamulov, for instance, had his
“talent scouts” scouring the Moscow prisons and
transit facilities to assemble a first-rate theatre,
opera and orchestra and claim the bragging rights
among his peers; there were more than enough
prisoners of that calibre to make such an
undertaking feasible.16 Just as with the serfs‟
before them, the zeks‟ performances could be
dangerous:

From her letters it would seem that practically
everything that her family sent her in packages
arrived without pilferage by the camp trusties. Her
husband flooded her with “stuff” to the point that
she gently admonished him to send only one
package a month, because that was all she was
allowed to receive (the rest were returned).
Anisimova thanked him for sending vaudeville
material but emphasized that what she needed
were “contemporary works” like propaganda
songs and skits.

“The local MVD big shots sat haughtily with their
wives in the first rows and watched their slaves
with curiosity and contempt. And the convoy
guards sat behind the scenes and in the boxes with
their automatic pistols. After the performances
those players who had won applause were taken
back to camp and those who had fallen on their
faces… to [the] punishment block.” 17

Despite her good fortune in continuing to dance,
act and produce plays, though, it was still the
GULAG, in the face of which culture had no
choice but to suffer. Anisimova had led a
sheltered and pampered life in Leningrad.18 Now
by zek standards she was leading a sheltered and
pampered life in the KARLAG, but there was still
a vast distance between the two.

The Central Club at Dolinka, according to
Anisimova, was of good enough quality to support
small ballets, but there weren‟t enough zeks in
those parts of the Kazakh SSR with the requisite
skills to do that. Thus, she was compelled to
perform and direct much less ambitious ventures.
By early 1939 she had already performed a
Spanish dance with castanets before the NKVD
aristocracy in Dolinka, and was bursting with

In her letter of 6 May 1939 she wrote:

15

Kizny, GULAG, p.258.

16

Solzhenitsyn, The GULAG Archipelago, vol. 2, p. 497

17

Ibid., pp. 497-498.

“I have certainly become very coarse and I have
learned to defend myself and even how to swear.
But this won‟t change me for the worse. I have
simply begun to learn from the ground up how to
understand people‟s natures and their work. I
have come to love music even more than before,
especially Tchaikovsky.”

18

She was famous (or infamous) for driving around Moscow in her own car, contemptuous or oblivious of the traffic
laws. Jokes about Anisimova and her “driving” can still be found on the Internet.
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The cover in figure 15 was sent by Nina
Aleksandrovna from Dolinka, P.O. Box 4/3, on
6 March 1939. The basic address for this complex
was “Post Office Box 246”, which Anisimova

, "
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~cw..t~

~ Q..

W .
'

omitted from her letters, so it should properly have
read “PO Box 246 4/3”, denoting an outlying base
camp (3) from the camp at Dolinka (4). She also
spent time at P.O. Boxes 4/5 and 4/11. (figure 16.)

~

~ ~

Figures 15 & 16
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The last letter from the Anisimova-Derzhavin
correspondence was sent in late October 1939 and
she greatly anticipated seeing her family again soon.
She was released on 11 November of that year, a fact
she noted on a piece of notebook paper (figure 17).

lC

Figure 17
“11 XI [19]39. Today is the day of my release.”
The timing coincides with a small “reverse wave”
referenced by Solzhenitsyn, one that
“included 1 to 2 percent of those who had been
arrested but not yet convicted, who had not yet been
sent away to far-off places and had not yet perished” 19
She would have qualified only on the third point, but
her appeal may have finally worked its way through
the judicial bureaucracy and found favourable
attention by that time. She had not been convicted of
something truly serious under Article 58, which
would have greatly complicated her release, so all
was forgiven and back she came to Leningrad.

It must be said that Anisimova got off lightly in
comparison with many of her peers. She was given a
sentence of “only” five years in the camps, plucked
out of the crowd at the Karabas transit point by one
of those zek talent scouts, allowed to work at her
specialty once there, and then released long before
her term was completed. Moreover, she was
permitted to return to Leningrad rather than being
sent into internal exile somewhere other than Peter‟s
City, and most astonishing of all, the authorities
allowed her to resume her career at the Kirov. Many
were less fortunate; one of them, for instance, Sergey
Amaglobeli, the former manager of the Malyy
Theatre where Anisimova got her start, perished in
the GULAG.20 Both Kizny and Solzhenitsyn provide
many names of famous actors, singers, playwrights
and musicians who died in the camps.
Her return to Leningrad did not last long, as the
entire Kirov company was evacuated to Molotov
(Perm‟) in 1941, ahead of the German invasion. 21
In the years after Nina Aleksandrovna left
KARLAG, she continued as a ballet master and
pedagogue, earning the titles of People‟s Artist of
the Bashkir Autonomous SSR in 1957 and
Honoured Artist of the RSFSR that same year.
Among her productions at the Kirov were
Tchaikovsky‟s “Swan Lake” (figures 18-19),
Rimsky-Korsakov‟s “Scheherazade” (figure 20)
and Asaf‟ev‟s “The Flame of Paris” (figure 21).

Figures 18, 19, 20, 21.
(18). Scott Russia No. 2045, Michel Ost Sowjetunion No. 2062, issued on 18 March 1958 in honour of the First
International Tchaikovsky Competition for Piano and Violin.
(19) “Swan Lake” was shown again in a 27 November 1961-1962 set honouring Russian ballet , Scott Russia
No. 2551, Michel Ost Sowjetunion No. 2558.
(20)“Scheherazade”, Scott Russia No. 6241, Michel Russland-Special-Catalog 2005 No. 410,part of a set issued
on 18 January 1995 in honour of Russian ballet.
(21)“The Flame of Paris”, Scott Russia No. 2549, Michel Ost Sowjetunion No. 2579.
19

Solzhenitsyn, vol. 1, p. 76.

20

Kizny, GULAG, p. 261.

21

My thanks to Meer Kossoy for this information.
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She staged lesser-known works at the Bashkir
State Opera and Ballet Theatre from 1944-1947
and again from 1952-1955. She died on 23
September 1979 at the age of 70,22 having outlived
the KARLAG by almost a quarter of a century.
She was portrayed on at least one picture postcard.

My deep appreciation and thanks to Meer Kossoy,
Rossica Librarian Greg Mirsky and Drs. Raymond
Casey and Denys Voaden for their help on this
article.
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Censorship and customs cachets - 1914
Alan Blunt
Some three years ago I came across a curious item in the shape of a front of a large envelope which had
been sent from Bradford to Łódź in February 1914 and had gathered two handstruck cachets on arrival in
Russia (figure 1 ).
I reported this item to the Society for Polish Philately in Dyliżans 38 (July 2005).

Figure 1 ( reduced to 75%)
The first cachet reads:I

ДО ВЫДАЧИ ДΡΕСАΤΥ
ПОДЛЕЖИТЬ РАЗСМОТРЕНИЮ
ЦЕНЗУРЫ
КОНТРОЛЕРЪ
Before delivery to the addressee,
subject to examination by
Censor
Inspector
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The second cachet was deciphered as:-

НА ОСМОВAH § 38 ПРАВ. УТВ. 4 ФЕВ.
1912., Г. ПОДЛЕЖИТЬ
ПРОПУСКУ
???ИОРНСКАЯ ТАМОЖНА
КОНТРОЛЕРЪ
In accordance with §38 of the Law of 4 Feb.
1912, examined duly
? customs
Inspector

The cachets were reported on the basis set out above and were added to the list of cachets relating to
customs instructions. However, preparations for publication of this article in BJRP involved image
enhancement of the illustration and this revealed that the original decipherment of the second cachet had
been erroneous. Best opinion (Alan Garside) is that the illustration should read:-

На основан § 38 прав. утв. 4 фев.
1912 г., подлежитъ беспошлинному
пропуску.
???иорнская таможня
-----------------------контролеъ

1914 г.

In accordance with §38 regs., dated 4 Feb.
1912, duty free clearance applies
???iornckaya customs house
--------------------------------- 1914
Inspector

The undeciphered word in the second cachet is probably a place name.
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This piece of evidence suggests that this package required censorship which was either not carried out or
was carried out but ostensibly the results were not reported. Neither of these explanations hold much water
– Russian bureaucracy was notoriously thorough.
Or could the second cachet be the report of the results of the censorship but “encoded” so as not to grate on
other‟s susceptibilities ? Over to you.
Figures 2 & 3 show the enhanced images of the two cachets.

. .

:. :

.

. . ..

.. .
'•

.

...·:.

:

\

. ..

Figure 2
First cachet (x2)
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The Captain‟s Log. 4
Raymond Casey
To collectors and students of Russian postal
history Tchilinghirian and Stephen‟s “Stamps of
the Russian Empire used Abroad” (1957-60) is a
revered classic and any suggestion that this work
has serious omissions and inconsistencies borders
on blasphemy. It is with some humility, therefore,
that I draw attention to a curious anomaly in their
treatment of ship mail cancelled on arrival at
foreign ports. Uncancelled Russian mail carried
by ship and put ashore for postmarking and
forwarding at Far Eastern ports like Nagasaki,
Tsuruga, Yokohama, Gensan , &c., was regarded
rightly by T & S as providing material for the
“used abroad” category and the various
cancellations and markings applied to the mail
were listed, illustrated and described.

much greater. Such mail is thus the Cinderella of
the “used abroad” family. To introduce this
neglected field of study the present article
concentrates on the Humberside port of Hull, on
England‟s east coast, which had a long tradition of
trade and postal links with Imperial Russia. The
map (figure 1) shows the geographical setting of
the story. For a proper historical perspective we
need to go back to the pre-adhesive letters of the
late l8th and early 19th centuries, when the
romantic days of the sailing ship were giving way
to the era of propulsion by steam. Relevant
material from this period is seldom seen and the
author‟s resources permit no more than a glimpse
of what must have been a voluminous
correspondence.

Similar mail dropped off at Stockholm,
Copenhagen, Lübeck, Hamburg and other
maritime cities around the North Sea and Baltic
areas of Europe did not rate a mention, even
though the volume of correspondence handled was

This article follows the pattern of others in the
series and uses the same conventions and
abbreviations. It is based on material from a
number of sources. Unless otherwise stated,
illustrated items are from my own collection.
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Figure 1.
Map showing position of Hull (arrowed) and other North European ports relevant to this article.
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Pre-adhesive period
The 18th century saw a great expansion of
Russia‟s trade with the West. Britain was by far
the best customer, accounting for about half of
Russia‟s total European exports. British traders
carried out transactions on Russian soil and
British shipping agents organised the loading of
cargoes, mostly on British ships. As the centre of
gravity of Russian economy moved from Moscow
to St. Petersburg more and more British
merchants, agents and craftsmen were attracted to
the new capital. During the 1790s Anglo-Russian
trade relations and British influence in St.
Petersburg reached its peak, aided by the decline
of Britain‟s old maritime rival, the Dutch. By now
the British community amounted to 1% of St.
Petersburg‟s population. There were 28 British
trading companies in the city, three breweries, an
English church, library, pub, coffee-house and
restaurant. The English club was the fashionable
venue for St. Petersburg‟s high society
(Riasanovsky, 1993; Piriutko, 2002).
All these affairs would have generated mountains
of paperwork, with letters to the homeland
contributing a large part. Regrettably, I can show
nothing concerning Hull for the 18th century,
though relevant material may well be represented
in the albums of GB ship mail collectors. We are
in less murky waters when reaching the early 19th
century. In 1827 the English merchant Joliffe sent
his ship “George IV” to St. Petersburg and entered
into an agreement for the regular conveyance of
mail between Russia and England by steamship
and later between Russia and Prussian Baltic
ports. The regulations sanctioned by the Imperial
Russian Postal Department in August 1827 for the
transmission of mail by Joliffe‟s ship and the
history of development of Russo-Prussian postal
exchange is set out in detail by Sokolov (1964),
Skipton (1991, 1993) and Dobin (1999). The
arrangement with Joliffe was superseded in 1830
by the floating of two Russian steamship
companies, based in Riga and St. Petersburg
respectively, offering postal communication with
the Prussian (German) port of Lübeck. The St.
Petersburg-Lübeck Company was allowed to
organise two steamers for this purpose and
received a further concession permitting it to carry
passengers and goods as well as mail. A timetable of sailings from Lübeck issued by the
Prussian Postal Authority in April 1833, a copy of
which is in my possession, gives the names of the
two ships as “Alexandra” and “Nicolai 1”. A copy
of a similar time-table issued in St. Petersburg in

I

1839 owned by Mr. Denis Vandervelde was
illustrated by Wortman (1967). It is printed in
French and sho ws that a third
“pyroscaphe” (steamship) had been added to the
company‟s vessels, the “Naslednik”, a name
which translates as “heir” or “successor” in
English.
Before the construction of the Elbe-Trave Canal
(Hamburg-Lübeck), at the end of the 19th century,
Russian mail for western Europe delivered to
Lübeck was taken the short distance overland to
Hamburg, on the River Elbe, giving access to the
North Sea. This avoided the long haul by sea
round the Jutland Peninsula and payment of the
toll exacted by the Danes from ships using the
narrow strait (Oresund Sound) between Denmark
and Sweden. Hamburg thus became an important
springboard for onward transmission of mail and
the seat of numerous forwarding agents. Perusal of
the 1839 time-table mentioned above will show
that whereas only two ships a week made the
journey from Hamburg to London, the shorter
route to Hull was served by three or four. It
follows that Hull was the preferred landfall for
much of Britain-bound mail emanating from
Russia via Hamburg, even at times for letters
addressed to London. The Hamburg agent would
choose the speedier route depending on the
schedule of sailings; some of the agents used
handstamped or manuscript instructional markings
such as “Via Hull”, “via Hull steamer”, &c. to
reinforce their choice.
Robertson‟s renowned work on the maritime
postal markings of the British Isles (1955, 1995),
updated by Tabeart (1997), lists no less than
15 Hull Ship Letter cachets covering the late 18th
century and the whole of the 19th, a selection of
which is shown in figure 2. The 18th century types
(S1 & S2) are exceedingly rare; S1 is thought to
exist but no example has yet come to light. All
could be found on mail from Russia, though I can
show nothing earlier than Type S9, in use from
1839 to 1842. The earliest I have seen is on a
letter of 1839 to London in the collection of
Mr. Denis Vandervelde. Believed to have
originated in Georgia (Caucasus), it arrived in
Warsaw on 19 April and was forwarded by the
agent S.A. Fraenkel. It bears the cds of the
Hamburg Ship Letter Office for 25 April and the
two-line HULL/SHIP LETTER Type S9, the latter
struck in blue. The letter arrived in London on
30 April 1839.
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Figure 2.
Selection of cachets applied to incoming and outgoing ship mail at Hull during the period 1798 to
1847 (after Tabeart, 1997, q.v. for fuller details). Only Types S9 and S11 are reported on mail
from Russia, though all these and others were available during Russia‟s pre-adhesive days.
Two examples of HULL SHIP LETTER Type S9
in my collection were both applied in the year
1841. At that time the Morskoi Kanal had not
been built and sea-going vessels, unable to dock in
the shallow water around St. Petersburg, had to
drop anchor at Kronshtadt (Cronstadt) on Kotlin
Island, about 25 km (16 miles) off shore. Goods,
passengers and mail were transported to and from
the city by ferry. Some merchants found it
convenient to have an office at Kronshtadt.

11th October 1841 announced a reduced rate of
six-pence per half-ounce for letters received direct
from Hamburg and Bremen. A manuscript „6‟ was
therefore entered on the front of the letter by the
postal clerk at Hull, meaning that six-pence was to
be collected from the addressee. The „6‟ was
deleted and replaced by „1/‟ (one-shilling) by an
inspector when the letter was found to exceed half
an ounce in weight, thereby confirming the double
rate charged in Russia.

The item shown in figure 3 is a letter from one
such British trader. It is datelined “Cronstadt
7 Nov 1841” and was sent to Kirkcaldy, Scotland,
via a shipping agent at Hamburg. This letter bears
the unique KRONSHTAT/PARAKH. STAMR.
datestamp (Type 7.01b of Dobin, 1999, 2002)
struck on 27 October 1841 (Old Style = 8 Nov
New Style) at the shore post office to denote that
postage had been paid for dispatch by ship. The
manuscript marks on the reverse indicate a charge
of 83 kopecks, double the basic rate (41½
kopecks) for a letter from Kronshtadt to Hamburg.
At Hamburg the forwarding agent struck his
double-circled monogram and dispatched it to
Hull, where it received the two-line dateless
HULL/SHIP LETTER (Type S9) in black on
arrival. The letter reached its destination via
Edinburgh on 23 November 1841. Only a few
weeks earlier the Treasury had reviewed the ship
letter rate payable at British ports, normally eightpence per half ounce for letters from North
European countries, and in a Warrant dated

Figure 4 shows a letter addressed to London from
St. Petersburg 17 October 1841, part of the hoard
of Huth correspondence. There is no postmark of
dispatch, suggesting that it was sent under
separate cover to the Hamburg agent, probably
with others. (Although not uncommon at this date
such multiple sendings were strictly “undercover”,
the practice having been made illegal after 1817 see De Jongh & Steijn, 2000, p.30). The original
packet would have been ferried out to Kronshtadt
for conveyance to Lübeck by one of the steamers
of the St. Petersburg-Lübeck Steamship Company,
thence overland to the forwarding agent in
Hamburg (G.P.H. Hagedorn). He applied his
endorsement and date (6 November 1841) on the
back of the letter and wrote on the front “via a
Hull steamer”. The Hamburg Ship Letter Office
struck its cds on the same day. The HULL/SHIP
LETTER (Type S9) was applied on the back of
the letter in black on arrival at that port and a
charge of „6‟ (pence) added in manuscript on
front. It reached London on 11 November 1841.
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Figure 3.
Double-rate letter from Kronshtadt to Kirkcaldy, Scotland, dated 7 November 1841, prepaid 81 kopecks to
agent H.J. Kirsten at Hamburg. Received Hamburg 15 Nov. and dispatched to Hull, where HULL/ SHIP
LETTER Type S9 applied in black. Red circular Edinburgh transit 23 November and triple-line Kirkcaldy
receiver struck same day, also in red. The ship letter fee of „6‟ (pence) charged on arrival was corrected
and doubled to „1/‟ (one shilling) by inspector.
N.B. The bilingual Kronshtadt ship dispatch mark on this letter, dated in old style 27 October 1841, is the
original of Dobin‟s Type 7.01b.
(Cover reproduced at 75%, cachets at 100%)
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Figure 4.
Letter sent undercover from St. Petersburg 17 October 1841 to Hamburg agent for forwarding to London.
Agent‟s endorsement and date (6 November 1841) on reverse and “via a Hull Steamer” (arrowed)
in same hand on front. Hamburg Ship Letter Office cds (Schiffs Brief-Post/ Hamburg) struck same day.
HULL/ SHIP LETTER Type S9 in black and London red cds for 11 November 1841 on reverse.
Ship letter fee of 6d charged to recipient.
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Robertson‟s Type S11, in use from 1842 to
1849, is the one most commonly met with on
pre-adhesive mail from Russia. It is a two line HULL/ SHIP-LETTER cachet with serial
letter and date in a third line, all enclosed in a
rectangular frame with scalloped corners. All
those I have seen are struck in greenish blue.
An example prom the Huth correspondence is
shown in figure 5. It is found on a folded
letter addressed to London with dateline “St.
Petersburg 6/18 July 1844”. There is no
Russian postmark, indicative of an illegal

sending under separate cover to the Hamburg
agent, who marked it “per Victoria via Hull”.
The letter itself is marked “copy”, suggesting
that two copies were sent undercover to the
agent for despatch by different routes. The
Hamburg Ship Letter Office applied its
“SCHIFFS BRIEF-POST HAMBURG” cds on
front on 24 July 1844: the reverse bears Type
S11 for 27 July and a red London cds of
arrival for 29 July 1844. A charge of 8
(pence) was raised, corrected to 6 (pence) by
an inspector.

HULL
SHIP - LETTER
A. Z 7. JY .1844

Figure 5.
Letter sent undercover from St. Petersburg 6/18 July 1844 to London through Hamburg forwarding agent,
who added in manuscript “p. Victoria via Hull”. Hamburg Ship Letter Office cds for 24 July 1844 on front
and HULL/SHIP LETTER/A 27 JY. 1844 (Type S11) in greenish-blue on reverse.
Also on reverse red London cds of arrival 29 July 1844.
Ship letter charge of 8d corrected to 6d in accordance with preferential rate for mail from Hamburg.
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The s.s. “Victoria” was a ship of 600 tons
belonging to the Hull Steam Packet Company,
operating a service to St. Petersburg via
Copenhagen and back. Evidently Hamburg was
also a port of call. A reduced facsimile of a poster
advertising sailing of the “Victoria” from Hull in
1848 is shown in figure 6. It will be noted that in
addition to the transport of passengers, goods and
livestock, the ship functioned as a mail-carrier. A
steamer named “Victoria” ran between Hamburg

and Anvers (Antwerp) and is mentioned in the
1839 timetable issued by the St. PetersburgLübeck Steamship Company (see Wortman, 1967,
p.4). In the 1860s a mail-carrier of the same name
was operated between St. Petersburg, Vyborg,
Fredrikshamn, Lovisa and Helsingfors by the
Dolphin Navigation and Steamship Company
(Sokolov, 1964, p.10). It is assumed that they
were three different ships.
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Figure 6.
Reduced facsimile of poster advertising the dispatch of the Hull Steam Packet Company‟s ship “Victoria”
to St. Petersburg via Copenhagen. Note that in addition to the transport of passengers, horses and goods,
&c., the ship functioned as a mail-carrier (arrowed).
By a convention of 1847 mail carried by private ship had to be prepaid.
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Another item from the Huth hoard addressed to
London (figure 7) is marked in manuscript
“p Steamer via Lübeck” and on reverse has the
datestamp of the St. Petersburg Office for
Outgoing Foreign Mail (Dobin Type 3.06) for
21 Sep 1846 (New Style). The forwarding agent at
Hamburg applied a “Via Hull” handstamp and the
Hamburg Ship Letter Office struck its cds for
8 October and a red oval tax mark of the same
date. Despite the inscription “franco tout” (all

paid), the letter has a figure „7‟ written over these
words in red ink and a red crayon „8‟ above the
tax mark. Mr F. E. Goatcher suggests that these
figures stand for 7 groschen and 8 Hamburg
schillings respectively. The HULL/ SHIPLETTER Type S11 was impressed on the reverse
12 October 1846 and a red London cds applied the
following day. A manuscript „6‟ on front denotes
a ship letter charge of 6d to the addressee.

HULL
SHIP_ LETTER
B. t2.0 C .1846

. ~1 f T ,/
f

} i f_lRG}

r1!~-,.~-~1. _.. ~-r --~~.ct-6.
/
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Figure 7.
Letter to London marked “p Steamer via Lübeck”. Boxed datestamp of St. Petersburg Office for Outgoing Foreign
Mail struck on reverse 21 Sep 1846. VIA HULL handstamp applied at top by Hamburg forwarding agent.
The Hamburg Ship Letter Office struck its cds and red oval tax mark 8 Oct 1846. A red ink „7‟ at left and a red
crayon „8‟ at right are believed to indicate charges of 7 groschen and 8 Hamburg schillings respectively.
The HULL/ SHIP LETTER (Type S11) cachet in greenish-blue was struck on reverse on 12 October 1846 and the
red London cds of receipt the next day.
Ship letter fee of 6d denoted in manuscript on front.
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St. Petersburg/Kronshtadt is the usual source of
surviving Russian mail put ashore at Hull in the
1840s. An exception is the letter to London in the
collection of Mr Vandervelde shown in figure 8.
This bears an incomplete impression of a boxed
Riga datestamp for 28 September 1844 (Dobin
Type 1.14, in use from 1841 to 1845). It would
have been taken from Riga along Russia‟s Baltic
coast by government chartered steamer to Lübeck

and thence by mail-coach to Hamburg. The
forwarding agent at Hamburg (Salomon Heine)
added his endorsement and date (17 October
1844) on the reverse of the letter and wrote on
front “By Hull Steamer”. The Hamburg Ship
Letter Office applied its cds the same day and
HULL/ SHIP-LETTER Type S11 was struck on
reverse on 20 October. The letter reached London
the next day with 6d ship letter charge to pay.

HULL
.

'

P-LETTER
20.o C .1844

Figure 8.
Letter to London with incomplete datestamp of Riga 28 September 1844 (10 October New Style) (Dobin
Type 1.14). Directed “By Hull Steamer” by Hamburg forwarding agent (Salomon Heine), who dated his
endorsement on reverse 17 October 1844. Hamburg Ship Letter Office cds same day.
On reverse HULL/SHIPLETTER cachet (Type S11) for 20 October 1844 and red London receiver cds next
day. Ship letter fee of 6d charged on arrival.
V. Denis Vandervelde collection.
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Adhesive period
Two British inventions revolutionized the
transmission of mail from Russia to the West - the
railway and the postage-stamp. As the railway
network with its travelling post offices spread
across Europe some traditional maritime routes
such as Hamburg-Hull lost their importance. Hull
was by-passed as speedy delivery by rail to the
Dutch and Belgian ports meant a shorter sea
crossing to England and the London markets. The
introduction of adhesive labels as a method of prepaying postage simplified postal affairs and paved
the way for the Universal Postal Union (UPU) late
in the 19th century and the global standardization
of postal charges and cross-border accountancy.
Of special relevance to the present article are the
regulations decreed by the UPU in 1891-2 for the
handling of mail posted on the high seas and
delivered uncancelled - the paquebot system.
It was during the paquebot era, at the turn of the
19th and 20th centuries, that Hull‟s postal links
with Russia entered a new phase, the
Scandinavian connection. It was a relatively small
revival, specifically centred on mail posted on
ships arriving from Finland, which since 1809 had
become part of the Russian Empire. In the early
years of steam shipping Finnish trade was limited
almost exclusively to the Baltic ports. The first

steamship to trade extensively outside the Baltic
area was the s.s. “Fennia”, which in 1873
pioneered the route from Finland to Britain when
she sailed from Vaasa to Hull.
Later, another company, Finska Angbats
Aktiebolaget (FÅA) (the Finnish Steamship
Company) operated a route to Hull exporting
Finnish butter to Britain until the end of the 1920s
(Rees & Ross, 2005). In the period under
consideration, however, Finland‟s most valuable
export was not butter but people. By the end of the
19th century improvements in maritime
engineering had transformed the transatlantic
route from a slow and hazardous journey to a safe,
reliable and reasonably fast one. Finns left in their
thousands for a new life in America and the
immigrant business became a major part of the
shipping industry. The route through Hull was
second in importance only to the Stockholm
service. The exodus reached its peak around 190911, by which time Hull‟s quayside had been
extended (figure 9) and the North Eastern Railway
had built a special reception centre and waiting
room for the migrants at Hull Paragon station.
From there they were taken by train mostly to
Liverpool, some to Glasgow, &c., to the North
Atlantic steamers.

.,

DOCK OFFICES & WILBERFORCE MONT.

1745

A)

9'
~
,
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Figure 9.
Postcard depicting part of Hull‟s dockland, harbouring both steam and sailing ships.
Postally used locally with KE VII ½d stamp 9 Feb 1903.

THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 96/97

121

Figure 10 shows a 10k Russian stationery
envelope to Lincoln carried on “Paquetbot s/s
Polaris” and cancelled on arrival in England
with a circular HULL/SHIP LETTER
datestamp (Robertson/ Tabeart Type S15;
Hosking Type 98) for 14 September 1903
(figure 10A). This is a late use of a canceller
introduced in 1888, its period of usage
therefore spanning the pre-paquebot-paquebot
eras. It is a smaller version of another type
(S14) (figure 10B) dating back to 1861. To
my knowledge, this earlier type has yet to be
reported on mail from Russia, though some
such mail may have survived.

The “Polaris” belonged to the Finnish Steamship
Company (FÅA), which ran a service from Helsinki
to Hull via Hango and Copenhagen. She was built at
the Gourley Brothers shipyard in Dundee and
delivered in 1899. Displacing nearly 2019 tons, she
operated as a passenger/cargo steamer until 1914,
when she was requisitioned by the Russians and
renamed “Kretschet”. In her heyday she carried 80
first-class passengers and 167 in second-class.
A sister ship of the “Polaris”, the “Arcturus”, was
ordered specifically for the Hull service from the
same ship-building yard and was also delivered in
1899. She was of the same tonnage as the “Polaris”,
served the same function and had the same
accommodation for passengers, mostly migrants.
Both ships were frequently overcrowded.

A

S14

B
Figure 10.
A. 10k Russian stationery envelope to Lincoln marked for conveyance on “Paquetbot s/s Polaris” (FÅA).
Cancelled on docking with circular HULL/ SHIP LETTER datestamp for 14 September 1903 (Robertson/
Tabeart Type 15; Hosking Type 98). Delivered 10 am same day (backstamp).
B. A similar type of Hull ship letter datestamp (S14) in use between 1861 and 1883; could occur on mail
from Russia, though no such occurences yet reported.
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A card addressed to Huddersfield, England,
conveyed on the “Arcturus”, is illustrated from the
collection of Mr. Charles Leonard (figure 11). It is
a patriotic postcard depicting Finnish newspapers
banned by the Russians and was posted on board
ship to avoid confiscation. “Cards like this are not
permitted to be posted but will reach you safely, I

think...” said the writer. The dateline on the card is
“Hango, 25th of May 1901” . It arrived four days
later at Hull, where the 4k Russian stamp was
cancelled by a cds (serial „12‟) with long lateral
“fillers”, a style commonly seen on incoming ship
mail to Hull. A PAQUEBOT handstamp (Hosking
Type 99) was applied alongside in black.
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Figure 11.
Patriotic Finnish postcard depicting newspapers banned by the Russians, posted on board ship to avoid
confiscation, the sending of such cards through the post being prohibited. Addressed to Huddersfield,
England, from Hango, Finland 25 May 1901, and conveyed by s. s. “Arcturus” to Hull, where 4k Russian
stamp cancelled by Hull cds four days later and PAQUEBOT (Hosking Type 99) struck alongside.
Charles Leonard collection.
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abroad 1 and the letter should have been charged
postage due on arrival. However, an easy-going or
unobservant postal clerk merely applied the Hull
cds for 20 September 1903 and complementary
PAQUEBOT and sent the letter on its way without
penalty.

Another item carried by “Paquetbot s/s
„Arcturus‟” also has an element of illegality about
it (figure 12). It is a Finnish 20 pennia stationery
envelope with added 5p stamp addressed to
Grimsby. Both the imprinted stamp and the
adhesive were invalid for use to destinations
1

From 1809 to 1917 Finland was an autonomous Grand Duchy within the Russian Empire, during which
time it was subjected to a campaign of Russification. In 1890 the once-independent Finnish post office was
placed under the jurisdiction of the Imperial Russian Postal Board in St. Petersburg and from 1st January
1892 all mail sent from Finland to Russia and foreign countries had to be franked with Russian stamps
(denominated in kopecks and roubles). Stamps denominated in Finnish currency (pennia and markka) were
for internal use only and had no validity outside Finland. Russian- and foreign-bound mail franked solely
with these stamps was regarding as unpaid (Keefe, 2006).
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PAOUEBOT
Figure 12.
Finnish 20p envelope with 5p adhesive used for letter to Grimsby, England, marked for conveyance by
“Paquetbot s/s „Arcturus‟” (Finnish Steamship Co. ) Put ashore at Hull, where stamps cancelled by Hull
cds dated 20 Sep 1903 and PAQUEBOT handstamp applied (Hosking Type 99). Taken on Grimsby &
Peterborough Sorting tender next day (backstamp). Use of Finnish stamp and stationery was illegal and
postage due should have been charged on arrival.

124

THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 96/97

Other shipping companies besides the FÅA were
heavily engaged in the Finnish migrant business,
notably the British “Wilson Line”, run by Thos.
Wilson, Sons & Company, based on Hull. Unless
the name of the vessel is entered on the card or
cover, it is impossible to say, therefore, which
shipping line carried a specific item of mail. At

times, even the Finnish origin of a particular item
is a matter of presumption rather than fact, as in
the case of the cover addressed to Beckenham,
Kent, in 1902 (figure 13). However, the great
majority of ship mail unloaded at Hull during this
period displays evidence of a Finnish connection.

PAOUEBOT

Figure 13.
Cover to Beckenham, England, posted at sea, 10k Russian stamp cancelled Hull cds dated 28 May 1902
and PAQUEBOT (Type 99) applied alongside. Received Beckenham next day (backstamp).
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The card shown in figure 14, for example, is a
Finnish viewcard, posted to France in 1902. On a
similar card the sender obligingly adds his name
and address in Helsingfors (Helsinki) (figure 15).

This card is of special interest because it was
written in 1904 to a relative already established in
America.

PAOUEBOT

Figure 14.
Finnish viewcard to Paris, redirected to Meudon, France, pair Russian 2k stamps cancelled on arrival at
Hull 13 May 1902 and PAQUEBOT (Type 99) struck alongside.

Figure 15.
Finnish viewcard used to send New Year greetings from sender in Helsingfors (Helsinki), Finland, to relative
in Armourdale, Kansas, USA. Put on ship bound for England, 4k Russian stamp cancelled on arrival at Hull
11 Dec 1904 with PAQUEBOT (Type 99) applied alongside.
Received Stock Yards Station, Kansas City, Kansas, 25 Dec 1904.
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These last three items are all correctly franked
with Russian stamps and show the usual Hull cds
with “filler” (figure 16A) and accompanying
PAQUEBOT mark in black (Hosking Type 99). In
1905 the Hull P.O. changed this system by
introducing a dual-purpose cds incorporating the
words “Paquebot” and “Hull” (Hosking Type 100)
(figure 16B). An example is shown on a picturepostcard of Abo (Turku) sent to Birmingham,
England, in 1910 (figure 16). A strip of five 2k

Russian stamps has impressions of the same
canceller dated 24 July 1914, the last year of its
recorded use (figure 16C).
The outbreak of the first World War in 1914
effectively crippled the Finland-Hull shipping
services and the migrant business. Efforts were
made after the war to promote the route for
tourism, but Hull‟s heyday as a gateway to
America was over.
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Figure 16.
Viewcard of Abo (Turku), Finland, franked pair 2k Russian stamps and posted on ship to Birmingham,
England. Stamps cancelled circular PAQUEBOT/HULL 7 Sep 1907 (Hosking Type 100) (figure 16B)
with Hull cds (figure 16A) alongside giving time (10.15 AM .)
Figure 16C, strip of five Russian 2k Arms stamps with similar cancellation 3 PM/ 24 JU/ 14.
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Multiple franking
Leonard Tann
[This article is especially for those who think I
can‟t write about anything other than railways!]
Over the last four decades and more of collecting
Russia, I have found a number of covers with
„multiple franking‟, a large number of low-value
stamps to make up a high postal rate.
What causes this? The first and obvious answer is
- a philatelist at work! Philatelists concoct all sorts
of bizarre and weird frankings. I think I have not
included any [obvious] philatelic covers in this
selection. The second and I believe, real answer is
this; many people have at home, in wallets, purses
and desks, a selection of low-value stamps for
basic postal rates and some odd stamps to make
up higher rates. I know that I do. I think that was
so in Russia too in the „old days‟. Because,
logically, if you took a letter needing a high rate

of postage to the post office, the postal clerk
would offer you one or two stamps of high value(s)
to make up that rate. He/she (were there lady
postal clerks in Old Russia?) would not give you
five
2 kopek stamps, ten 1 kopek stamps &c
&c.... that isn‟t common sense. My guess is that
people used the low values they had to hand at
home, and then the postal clerk at the post office
added one or two stamps more if necessary.
Stamps were often stuck along the sealed flap at
the back to secure the cover and, to prevent, or at
any rate make more difficult, covert surveillance
by the “black chambers” (czarist secret police
officers at main post offices). Let me show this
selection which I believe validates my assessment.
The following - all from my collection - are in no
particular order.

Figure 1
1913 registered cover from ABIYA LIFLYAND GUB 31 /VII/ 19-13 to Wesel, Germany.
A very colourful Romanoff franking totalling 40 kopeks. Surely if presented at the post office, the clerk
would have sold a 35k + 5k, or two 20k stamps.
(Reproduced at 75%)
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Figure 2
Registered cover from Moscow to Wendau, Germany, 19-3-13.
Again, a colourful Romanoff franking totalling 99 kopeks! Surely the postal clerk would have used
a 70k + 25k + 4k. Notice too, the stamps are sealing the flap at the back of the envelope.
(Reproduced at 75%)

Figure 3
Cover to Fridrikhstadt, sent on the STOCKMANSHOFF.272.VALK railway Baltic provinces, 29-6-15.
Again the stamps are placed over the sealing flap of the letter. Letters posted on to the railway post-vans
had to be pre-franked. Station post offices sold stamps, but the railway postal-vans did not.
This is surely franked by the sender at home!
(Reproduced at 75%)
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Figure 4
Large envelope - 10 x 7 ½ inches - registered at Moscow and addressed to Petrograd 18-X-1914.
Again Romanoff franking - 35k x 2, 10k x 5 = 1R 2k. But why not a single 1R stamp and a single 2k stamp?
Sender‟s own franking methinks!
Now two examples of postal wrappers/banderols - for papers/magazines.

(Reproduced at 60%)
Figure 5
Part of a wrapper with a 2k imprinted stamp. Added franking of 7 copies 10k/7k Nicholas II stamps and two
2k Arms stamps = total 76k - quite a hefty magazine or paper! Nice use of the 1916 provisional 10/7k
stamps. Sent from Moscow 9-12-16 with receipt postmark of Nizhniy Uslon Kazan province, 13-12-16.
A single 7k stamp of the Arms or Romanoff issue would have sufficed for the seven 10/7k stamps.
The sender obviously had these basic-rate stamps at home.
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Figure 6
Large-sized 2k Romanoff wrapper, sent to His Excellency the British Consul in Odessa from Kiev, 16-7-16.
The additional franking includes 2k, four l0k and two 2k Arms stamps = 66k. Surely the clerk would have
used 5k + 15k + 1 k stamps.
(Reproduced at 75%)
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Figure 7
Cover, 9¼ inches x 7¾ inches. The cover was cut vertically at the right so might have been originally
larger. Registered at Kovno, Lithuania, 30-5-13. Franked on front 42k in Romanoff franking plus on
reverse five more 7k, totalling 77k. Interesting that the clerk in Kovno postmarked the stamps on the front but ignored or missed the ones on the back. On receipt in St. Petersburg, the stamps on the back, sealing
the envelope firmly, were cancelled St. Petersburg. Again, I think it‟s obvious that the sender used the
stamps he had at home. The postal clerk would have used 7k + 7k Romanoff/Arms stamps.
(Reproduced at 50%)

Figure 8.
One almost has to laugh at this cover! Sent from Kherson Railway Station Post Office to Petrograd, 17-2-15.
The franking on the back is mixture of Arms stamps and Romanoffs totalling 1R. The clerk would have used
a single 1R stamp. The sender has made sure the back flap is securely sealed - almost forever!
(Reproduced at 60%)
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Figure 9
Very large cover Actual size is 15½ inches x 9½ inches! It is addressed to Petrograd, to the chancellery at
the Mariinski Palace. Sent from Skobelev deep in Central Asia on 29-4-15. The franking, again on the
reverse to seal the flap, totals 8k, made up of two 35k Romanoffs and ten single 1k Romanoffs spaced so as
to seal the flap along its two lengths.
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Figure 10
Another cover - last in this section - also to make you smile! A registered cover from PRILUKI in Poltava
province, sent 10-10-14 to the Russian-Asiatic Bank (branch) in Mohilyoff. It bears six 7k + six 3k
Romanoffs totalling 60k. Very obviously the sender had plenty of 3k and 7k stamps at home to pay postage
for postcards and letters. A postal clerk would have made up the rate with two simple stamps - a 50k + 1k.
He also ensured the back flap was securely sealed up - forever!
(Reproduced at 100%)

I‟m sure there is more to write on the subject of
„multiple franking‟ of this kind, many more
colourful covers franked by the senders with the
stamps they had before posting.
The „other side of the coin‟ is „high franking‟ using the high value stamps on postal covers.
Once you exclude the high-value stamps used on
the „money-transfer orders‟, which required high

value franking and for which the high values were
principally intended, the postal covers with the
high values are much scarcer. In a country where
the basic postal rate was 3k (about ¼ of a current
penny) for an internal postcard, 7k for a standard
letter (about ¾ of a current penny) rising to 10k in
1914 (approximately a current 1 penny) the use of
values of, say, 7k upwards on postal covers would
be high-value franking.
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Figure 11
Large cover registered from ELIZABETGRAD KHERSON GUB 11-8-15 to Petrograd is franked on the
reverse with a 1R Romanoff and two 15k Arms stamps. As these are „sealing the flap‟ my guess is that the
letter was taken to the post office. There the clerk provided the 1R 30k with the 1R stamp and a pair of 15k
stamps - the simplest way to make up 30k.
The sender split the pair placing one either side of the 1R to seal the flap down.
(Reproduced at 60%)
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Figure 13
Another large cover from BOBR MOHILYOFF 16-8-16 to Petrograd on an insured letter for 100R.
Franked with a 2R Romanoff + 2k + 3k Arms stamps.
(Reproduced at 60%)

These are covers with high-value stamps franking
them. There are some rare examples of postalcovers franked with 5R values of both the Arms

issues and the Romanoff Nicholas II stamps.
These are scarce, particularly the Romanoff 5R on
cover.
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Figure 14
My final cover here is an insured cover from TZARITZIN sent 4-XI-1904 to Warkaus in Finland.
Superb wax seals of the Tzaritzin post office and the franking is a strip of the 1R Arms stamps + 35k + 10k
= 3R 45k. The 1R stamp, although equalling our current 10 pence (the old 2 shillings), was a very high
rate. This letter, being just 5k short of 3½R - which would have warranted the magnificent 3½R stamp - still
shows the 1R in multiple use on cover.
(Reproduced at 75%)
I‟m sure there is more to write about covers with
multiple frankings and high-value frankings leaving out philatelic concoctions and the moneytransfer orders.
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Another interesting subject in our field of
collecting.
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Not by stamps alone …
(Non-postal zemstvo activity)
George G. Werbizky (Vestal, New York)
Zemstvos in Russia were pre-1917 institutions that
had the responsibility for many functions on their
territory in addition to mail service. They were
managed by freely elected officials and
represented unique establishment at the local
level. Zemstvo functions included road
maintenance, elementary schools, law and order,
clinics and hospitals, veterinary services,
promotions of trade and other responsibilities that
benefited the region.

- was formed; examples of Union activity are
shown through correspondence of that time.

When WWI began one of the main zemstvo
activities was to provide help and care for the
wounded military personnel. The „All-Russia
Zemstvo Union‟ - Bcepoccийский Земский Союз

With the Bolshevik take-over all zemstvo
activities were suppressed because a dictatorship
does not tolerate any free expression except its
own.

In addition to the attention and care for the
wounded military personnel in hospitals zemstvos
organized charitable activities to raise money for
similar activities.
Figures 1 - 9 give examples of hand stamps and
labels associated with these activities.

Figure 1.
Cover mailed to the doctor Nadezhda Dmitrievna Abramova, Office of the All-Russia Zemstvo Union at the
Olita, Suvalki guberniya. The round hand stamp with the cross is that of a Medical Nourishing Centre
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Figure 2.
Postcard mailed to Priluki, Arkhangelsk guberniya, from A-RZU,
‘Help to the Wounded‟.

Briefkaart Levelezo -lap
Dopisnice Postkarte
Cartolina postale Carte postale
-:f' ;~ Post card Brevkort Brefkort
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Figure 3.
Postcard mailed to Penza, Penza guberniya, from A-RZU, Field pharmacy,
Committee of the Northern Front.
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Figure 4.
Postcard mailed to Odessa, Kherson guberniya, from Town of Yalta zemstvo
committee, sanatorium at the town of Alushta, Tavriz guberniya.
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Figure 5.
Postcard mailed to Moscow, Moscow guberniya, from A-RZU,
Field Hospital No. 20.
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Figure 6.
Postcard mailed to Vladimir, Vladimir guberniya, from Kovrov County
Committee of the „All-zemstvo organization for the help to the sick and
wounded‟.
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Figure 7.
Postcard mailed to Serpukhov, Moscow guberniya, from the
Hospital Train No. 196 of A-RZU.

142

THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 96/97

.

~oHA 1~ntitt~;

"I

1915 f.
, Bb TTOJlb3!! ·,.,__
CEM EH 3MACHblXbHPATH HKOB b
onon~fHiH nPH3BAHHblXbHA80HttY

I

nHAGEflEHifl TIOJlbW H
nocTPAJJ.ABWAro on BOEHHblXb '
- ~ ~ AtHCTBiH. - -=~HEHEH3CttOE 0TAtJHHiE
0

-

jl/lTHHC~ArO
3'EMCl<Ar0 f{9MHTET)\.

Figure 8a.
At left is a ticket / receipt for the sum of one kopeck
“For the families of the reserve soldiers that were
called to active duty and for the population of Poland
that suffered from war. Kekinsk section of the Yalta,
Tavriz guberniya committee”.

Figure 8b.
Two labels issued by the A-RZU (three letters in the upper left hand corner) with text that
reads: “Beautiful egg to the Russian warrior”. In all probability these labels were given
to a person who made a monetary donation. It should be remembered that the word
“красный” has two meanings: the colour red and beautiful. The Red Square in Moscow
got its name long before Bolshevik victory and is not “red”, but is “beautiful”.
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Figure 9.
Labels or receipts for stated donation issued by the „All-Russian union of the cities to help injured
warriors‟. These labels are of the same design and carry hand stamp “Земского” = “of zemstvo”.
Zemstvos must have also participated in this activity and after the labels were printed the hand stamp
acknowledged their participation. In the middle of the design, at left, is the coat of arms of Moscow while at
right is the coat of arms of St. Petersburg, then Petrograd. There were four denominations:
5 kopecks on yellow paper, small
10 kopecks on green paper, small
50 kopecks on gray paper, large
1 rouble on gray paper, large
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Postal rates in the civil war years
Alexander Epstein (Tallinn)
Collectors of Russian postal history of the years
1918 to 1922 sometimes come across entires in
which the franking does not correspond to the
postal rates known to be in force in Soviet Russia
of these years. The question arises in mail posted
in the territories of the former Russian Empire
which were in these years under control of various
anti-Bolsheviks, „White‟ and national
administrations where their own sets of postal
rates were introduced.
This article is a continuation of our series
published earlier in the BJRP and dealing with the
postal rates of Imperial and Soviet Russia . Some
of them have already been published earlier by the
present author (Northwest Russia), Ivo Steijn
(Siberia), Viktor Mogilnyi and Alexander Ivakhno
(Ukraine, partly also South Russia) as well as in
the official Soviet journal of the postal/telegraphic
administration (Far East - partly). In this article,
they are merely brought together.
1)
2)

3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)
10)
11)
12)
13)
14)
15)
16)
17)

18)

19)

I

These data based on archival information are
adduced in the following table in normal fonts.
Other data deduced from an analysis of the
available postal historic material are shown in
italics. They should be regarded as tentative, since
in some cases the number of covers available for
the analysis was too small for any reliable
conclusions, so later amendments are possible if
new material surfaces. This concerns particularly
the rates in the Transbaikal and Amur areas in
1920 and the Far Eastern Republic in 1921-22 etc.
Table 1 includes postal rates for ordinary and
registered postcards, letters and banderols. The
rates for money transfer and parcel mail, when
available, are adduced in Table 2.
I am expressing my sincere gratitude to Ivo Steijn
and Robert Taylor for the pertinent information
privately reported.

Notes for the following tables
This set of rates was in effect in the territories of Don, Kuban and Crimea. It repeats the rates of Ukraine of
15.01.1918.
This and the following set of rates was in effect in Don, Kuban, Crimea as well as on other territories of North
Caucasus and Ukraine occupied by the Volunteers‟ Army. The present set was fixed on the basis of the preWWI postal rates of Imperial Russia increased 5 times.
See also Vsevolod Furman: State standard postage stamps of the Ukraine, Kiev 2003 (in Russian)
There were no foreign postal rates ever fixed in South Russia. However, items of mail abroad are found from
this period franked at twice the requirement of inland rates
See also Viktor Mogilnyi: Ukrainski Filatelistichnii Visnik, No. 1(41), 1997, 7-12 (in Ukrainian).
This set of rates was introduced actually in North Caucasus only. The former set of rates remained in force in
Crimea.
This and the next set of rates were in effect in Crimea under the government of General Wrangel.
These rates were equal to the postal rates of Estonia then in force taking 1 kopeck = 1 Estonian penni.
See also Alexander Epstein: the Post Rider, No. 37, Dec. 1995, 46-64.
These rates were equal to the postal rates of Latvia then in force.
See also Ivo Steijn: the Post Rider, No. 57, Nov. 2005, 6-10.
This and the following sets of rates of Far East are expressed in gold currency.
This set of rates corresponds to the pre-WWI rates of Imperial Russia.
The set of inland rates corresponds to that introduced by the Russian Provisional Government on Aug. 15, 1917.
See Byulleten‟ NKPiT 1922, No. 36 (official periodical of the RSFSR postal administration).
No foreign postal rates were ever fixed in Ukraine. The mail abroad was franked according to the inland rates.
See Viktor Mogilnyi: Ukrainski Filatelistichnii Visnik, No. 10, 1991, 5-9; No. 11, 1991, 19-22; No. 12, 1991, 3132; No. 13, 1991, 44 (in Ukrainian) & Alexander Ivakhno: Ukrainskaya I Rossiiskaya Filateliya, No. 1, 1991, 713; No. 1, 1992, 6-11; No. 2(3), 1992, 12-14 (in Russian).
This set of rates was expressed in the Ukrainian currency 2 shags = 1 kopeck. It was in force throughout the
Ukraine up to February 1919 and afterwards in a part of the western provinces (Volhyn, Podolia), while most
of the Ukraine was either under the Soviet administration or that of the Volunteer Army where the
corresponding rates were applied.
This set of rates was expressed in the Ukrainian currency 2 grivnas = 1 rouble. No covers passed through the
mail in this period have been found yet.
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TABLE 1
146

Date of
introduction

Domestic
Postcard

Letter
Local

Foreign
Banderol

Inland

Printed matter

Business
papers

Samples

Registration

Postcard

Letter

Banderol
Printed
matter

Business
papers

Samples

Registration

South Russia under the Cossack and „White‟ governments
1918.06(?) 1)

20 k/15 g

25 k/15 g

local:
<15g:
2k
>15 g: 5 k/30 g
inland:
<15 g:
5k
>15 g: 10 k/30 g

local:
10 k/30 g
inland:
15 k/15 g

local and
inland:
10 k/15 g

25 k

1919.01(?) 2,3)

15 k

15 k/4 lots

35 k/1 lot

local:
<1 lot:
5k
>1 lot: 10k/8 lots
inland:
10k/4 lots

10k/4 lots
(min.15 k)
local or
min. 50 k
inland

10k/4 lots
(min.15 k)

35 k

1919.07.01 3,4,5)

35 k

50 k/15 g

70 k/15 g

local:
10 k/15 g
inland:
20 k/15 g

local:
35 k/15 g
inland:
50 k/15 g

local and
inland:
50 k/15 g

70 k

1920.01(?) 6)

50 k

70 k/15 g (?)

1 r/15 g

?

?

?

1r

3r

?

5r

?

?

?

5r

?

?

100 r

?

?

?

100 r (?)
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10 k

1920 sum.

7)

1920.10.15

1919.07.01 8,9)

Northwest Russia (area occupied by North Corps, later Northwest Army under General Rodzyanko, later General Yudenich)
15 k

25 k/15 g

35 k/15 g

local:
<15 g: 5k
>15 g:
10k/100g
inland:
10 k/50 g

local:
10 k/100g
min. 10 k
inland:
10 k/50 g
min. 25 k

30 k

20 k

50k/15g

10k/100g

10k/100g
min. 50 k

10k/100g
min. 30 k

50 k

?

50 k

North Russia (under the „White governments under Chaikovski, later General Miller and Allied occupation)

to 1919.05
1919.05

local:
10 k/100g
min. 10 k
inland:
10 k/50 g
min. 25 k

Soviet Russia postal rates of 1918.02.28 & 1918.03.10
?

?

?

?

?

?

?

30 k

50 k/15g

?

?

TABLE 1 (continued)
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Date of
introduction

1919.10 10)

Domestic
Postcard

10 k

Foreign

Letter

Banderol

Local

Inland

Printed matter

15 k/15 g

25 k/15 g

?

Registration

Postcard

Letter

25 k

15 k

35 k/15g

Business
Samples
papers
West Army under Colonel Bermondt
?

?

Banderol

Registration

Printed
matter

Business
papers

Samples

?

?

?

-

Urals, Siberia & Far East under „White‟ government of Admiral Kolchak

to 1919.05

Soviet Russia postal rates of 1918.02.28 & 1918.03.10

1919.04.26 &
1919.05 11)

25 k

<15g:
35k
>15 g: 5 k/15 g

50 k/15 g

1919.10.11 &
1919.10 11)

75 k

15 k/15 g
(min. 75 k)

1r 50k/15g

local:
5 k/15 g
(min. 10 k)
inland:
5 k/15 g
(min. 20 k)
local:
10 k/15 g
(min. 25 k)
inland:
10 k/15 g
(min. 50 k)

local:
local:
5 k/15 g
5 k/15 g
(min. 50 k) (min. 50 k)
inland:
inland:
5 k/15 g
5 k/15 g
(min. 70 k)
(min. 1 r)
local:
local:
10 k/15 g
10 k/15 g
(min.1r 50k) (min.1r 50k)
inland:
inland:
10 k/15 g
10 k/15 g
(min. 2 r)
(min. 2 r)

70 k

28 k

70 k/15g

14 k/50 g

14 k/50 g
(min. 70 k)

14 k/50 g
(min/ 28 k)

70 k

2r

80 k

2 r/15 g

40 k/50 g

40 k/50 g
(min. 2 r)

40 k/50 g
(min/ 80 k)

2r

Transbaikal area under government of General Semenov

1920,1st half

3r

?

10 r/15 g

?

?

?

10 r (?)

1920,2nd half

7 r 50 k
(?)

?

25 r/15 g

?

?

?

25 r

Amur province (Bolshevik government)
1920

?
st

1921 1 half

?

30 r/15 g

?

?

?

?

Probably , Soviet Russia postal rates of 1920.03 10/20

147

TABLE 1 (continued)
148

Date of
introduction

Domestic
Postcard

Letter
Local

Inland

Foreign
Banderol

Printed matter

Business
papers

Samples

Registration

Postcard

Letter

Banderol
Printed
matter

Business
papers

Samples

Registration

Far Eastern Republic (Vladivostok government)
1920.06.22

7 k/15 g
(min.35k)(?)
?

75 k/15 g

?

?

?

1r

40 k

1 r/15 g

1r

1920.10.19 12,13)

35 k
(?)
3k

7 k/15 g

?

?

?

7k

4k

10 k/15g

10 k

1921 02(?).14)

5k

?

15 k/15 g

?

?

?

20 k (?)

4k

10 k/15g

10 k

?

?

10 k/15 g

?

?

?

10 k

8k

20 k/15g

20 k
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1922.01(?)

Far Eastern Republic (Chita government)
st

1921 1 half
1921.07.01

Soviet Russia postal rates of 1920.03.10/20

13)

1922 (?) 15)

3k

?

7 k/15 g

?

?

?

7k

4k

10 k/15g

10 k

3k

?

5 k/15 g

1 k/50 g

2 k/50 g
(min. 5 k)

2 k/50 g
(min. 5 k)

10 k

12 k

20 k/15g

20 k

?

12 k

20 k/15g

20 k

6k

12 k

20 k/15g

20 k

Far East (after incorporating into RSFSR)

1923, 1st half

15)

1923, 2nd half

3k

?

5 k/15 g

1 k/50 g

3k

?

6 k/15 g

?

2 k/50 g
min. 5 k
?

Ukraine under national governments
3,16,17)

10 k

20 k/15 g

25 k/15 g

1918.11.15 3,17,18)

20 k

25 k/15 g

35 k/15 g

1920.05.20 3,17,19)

5r

10 r/15 g

20 r/15 g

1918.01.15

2 k/50 g
min. 5 k
?

local:
local:
<15 g:
2k
10 k/30 g
>15 g: 5 k/30 g
inland:
inland:
15 k/15 g
<15 g:
5k
>15 g: 10 k/30 g
local:
local:
5 k/15 g
15 k/15 g
inland:
inland:
10 k/15 g
30 k/15 g
local:
local:
4
3 r/15 g
r
inland:
inland:
6 r/15 g
7 r 50 k

local and
inland:
10 k/15 g

25 k

local and
inland:
25 k/15 g

50 k

local and
inland:
7 r 50 k

20 r

TABLE 2
Date of introduction

Money transfer (postal)

Parcels

South Russia under the Cossack and „White‟ governments
1918.06(?) 1)
1919.01

Probably the rates of Ukraine of 1918.01.15

2,3)

25 k/25 r
Telegraph & Home delivery:

1919.07.013,4,5)

?
?

50 k/25 r
< 2 pounds:
2r
< 1000 r: +11 r 50 k
> 2 to 7 pounds:
5r
>1000 r: +15 r
> 7 to 12 pounds:
10 r
Home delivery: <25 r:
50 k
> 12 pounds:
+1 r/pound
>25 r to 100 r: 1 r Home delivery: <7 pounds:
2r
>100 r: +1r/100 r
>7 to 12 pounds: 4 r
>12 to 20 pounds: 6 r
Telegraph:

Northwest Russia (area occupied by North Corps, later Northwest Army under General Rodzyanko,
later General Yudenich)
1919.07.018,9)

< 25 r:
25 k
60 k/1 kg,
> 25 r to 100 r:
50 k
(min. 1 r 50 k)
> 100 r:
+50 k/100 r
Insurance:
60 k/100 r
Telegraph:
Home delivery:
< 5 kg: 1 r
< 100 r:
+5 r
> 5 kg: +15 k/1
> 100 r:
+7 r
kg
Home delivery:
60 k (< 500 r)

Urals, Siberia & Far East under „White‟ government of Admiral Kolchak
to 1919.05
1919.04.26

Soviet Russia postal rates of 1918.02.28 & 1918.03.10
11)

1919.10.11 11)

½% with a minimum of 50 k
Complicated system depending on the
Telegraph:
?
distance in versts
Home delivery:
50 k (< 500 r)
< 100 r:
> 100 r:
Telegraph:
Home delivery:

1 r 50 k
+15 k/10 r

Complicated system depending on the
distance in versts

?
1 r 50 k (< 2000 r)

Ukraine under national governments
1918.01.15

3,15,16)

1918.11.15 3,17,19)

< 25 r
25 k
< 7 pounds:
2r
> 25 r to 100 r
75 k
> 7 to 12 pounds:
4r
> 100 r
75 k/100 r
Insurance:
< 25 r:
25 k
Telegraph:
< 500 r:
+3 r
> 25 r to 100 r: 1 r
> 500 r:
+4 r
> 100 r: +1 r/100 r
Home delivery: < 25 r:
20 k Home delivery: < 12 pounds: 1 r
> 25 r to 100 r: 50 k
> 100 r: +50 k/100 r
25 k/25 r
< 7 pounds:
3r
< 500 r: +5 r
> 7 to 12 pounds:
6r
> 500 r to 3000 r: +8 r
> 12 pounds: +50 k/1 pound
> 3000 r: +10 r
Insurance:
< 25 r:
25 k
Home delivery: 25 k/25 r
> 25 r to 100 r: 1 r
> 100 r: +1 r/100 r
Home delivery: < 7 pounds:
1r
> 7 to 12 pounds: 2 r
> 12 to 20 pounds: 3 r
Telegraph:

1920.05.20 3,17,19)

I

< 50 r:
40 r
Complicated system of rates: it is not
> 50 r:
20 r/50 r
shown here because of no practical
Telegraph:
< 500 r:+ 250 r
importance.
>500 r to 3000 r: +375 r
> 3000 r: +500 r
Home delivery: 30 r
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Reviews
1)

New books in the library

“Stamps of the Zemstvo posts - 1866-1919”
by Yu Gurevich, O Poltorak, I Strebulaev.
Moscow 2004. 554 pages.
Our thanks to Igor Strebulaev for donating this
book to the library

“Postal stationery - Almanac”. (in Russian)
Volume 1, 2005, 138 pp. Volume 2, 2006,
256 pp. Volume 3, 2006, 258 pp, Volume 4,
252 pp. A5. Editor A. Ilyushin. 103851
Moscow GCP-3 ul. Tverskaya, d. 12, str. 2.
Published by Friends of the Postal Stationery
Club of the Union of Russian Philatelists.
The Almanac has the stated aim of publishing
essays, notes, etc. ranging from historical sketches to
individual finds throughout the whole period of
Russian philatelic operations provided that the
subject relates to Postal Stationery. With no holds
otherwise barred, it is a fascinating pot pourri, not
just about Почтовые Цельные Вещи (Postal
Integral Things, as my machine translator calls them)
but also personalities deeply involved in their
production, operation or collection.
In Volume 1, there are 24 contributions, Volume 2
has 54, Volume 3, 48 and Volume 4, 49. So if you
want to know what kind of postcards the soldiers of
the Russian Expeditionary force in France used in
WWI, or how you knew that your luggage had
arrived at Moscow‟s Kursk railway station, or who
L. Breitfus was, then it is all here.
For those who can read Russian, great; for English
speakers, the Contents List of Volume 1 is given in
English - pity that this concession was not continued
in Volumes 2, 3 and 4.. (Note: A translation of the
contents list of all four volumes has been made and is
lodged with the BSRP‟s library copy.)

Our thanks go to Noel Warr and Professor AS
Ilyushin who donated copies of these volumes to the
Library.

“Postal stationery of Russia and its
dependencies (1845 - 1922)”. Volume 1,
96 pp. Volume 2, 126 pp. by A. Epstein.
Published by the Rossica Society of Russian
Philately. Enquiries to Gary A. Combs

150

In this comprehensive, detailed and methodically
presented catalogue, Alexander Epstein has
addressed a long-awaited need in this field of
Russian philately. Volume 1 deals with the issues
of the Central Postal Administration of the
Russian Empire and Volume 2, those for specific
areas such as post offices abroad, Finland and
Poland as well as City Posts and special and local
issues. In addition it covers the many more
localised issues made after 1917 by a wide range
of authorities during the civil war and the early
Soviet administrations. Except for very scarce
items and those otherwise difficult to value, all
items are placed in one of 16 valuation ranges.
A truly monumental addition to Russian philatelic
literature.
Our thanks go to Gary Combs for a copy of the
two volumes on DVD.

Dennis Page
2)

Journals

ROSSICA
The Journal of the Rossica Society of Russian
Philately. Softbound. Subscription (two issues)
US$40. Editor: Jeff Radcliffe. All enquiries to
Gary A. Combs, 8241 Chalet Court, Millersville,
MD 21108, USA.

Rossica 145

Fall 2005

Dave Skipton starts with a potted history of “The
monarchist V.M. Purishkevich” one of the three
assassins of Rasputin. Described as „more of a
royalist than the king‟ and claiming in a speech to
the Duma „To the right of me there is only the
wall‟ he sounds the sort to have been on Lenin‟s
hit-list, but he survived because of his
philanthropy through the war, only to have died of
typhus while with the Volunteer Army.
Meer Kossoy continues the debate with Alexander
Epstein on what represents postal stationery for
Russian servicemen and shows that the problem of
definition is not as simple as it appears. Raymond
Pietruszka writes some interesting notes on the
“Russian Philatelic Society in China”. Dr.Howard
Weinart shows in “Batum train designation
handstamps” that the „By the morning/evening
train‟ straight line marks originate from Batum
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and not Tiflis, as formerly believed. Leonard Tann
illustrates a Romanov/Zemstvo combination from
Cherdyn in “More Romanov-Zemstvo combies?”,
followed by Ivo Steijn who attempts to make sense
of “Ukrainian mail abroad in 1995”.
The indefatigable George Werbizky writes on
“Zemstvo letters: Registered, Money and Special
Delivery (Express) Mail”. Edward Bubis attempts
to classify the “Entertainment Tax in Imperial
Russia”, after which Alexander Epstein and Ivo
Steijn combine for “Early mail from and to the Far
Eastern Republic”. Messrs Mirsky and Waterman
offer the latest instalment of their continuing
series “Flyspecker”, and Kennedy Wilson writes
up an early Rossica application form sent in by
Walter Frauenlob in “From the archives”. Gary
Combs rounds off this issue with illustrations of
some delightful postcards of postmen with
attached pouches which contain lines of miniature
pictures, in “The mailman cometh”.

Rossica 146

Spring 2006

This issue starts with a blockbuster. “Watchmen at
the gate: Censorship of foreign printed matter in
Imperial Russia” by Dave Skipton garners all that
has been published before and expands on thatknowledge in considerable depth. Excellent! This
is followed by the latest “Flyspecker” from Mirsky
and Waterman, “Money Order Formulars” by
Vladimir Venets and “Notes on the Russian Field
Post and Censorship during the Russo-Turkish
War of 1828-9” by Ian Roberts.
George Werbizky warns readers of a “Perforation
forgery on Zemstvo stamps” and Meer Kossoy
offers “The international language of Esperanto in
Russia”. Steve Volis and Dave Skipton continue
the censorship theme with “Clandestine
surveillance of mail in Odessa from 1921 to WW II”
which offers some well reasoned observations.
Miron Lam gives us two articles. The first under
the title “Formulars” argues for a new definition
of the term, while the second illustrates a 3k
p.s.card with an embellished design which the
author believes to be an unaccepted essay. The
usual reviews complete a fine ninety page journal.

Rossica 147

Regular contributor George Werbizky in
“Soldier‟s mail in WW1” concentrates on mail
from wounded servicemen sent from medical
facilities. This is followed by Mirsky and
Waterman‟s latest “Flyspecker”. Ivo Steijn gives
us part one of “Russian stampless mail abroad”. I
suspect this may have to be a long series of
articles given the complications involved. The
best of luck Ivo; if you can unravel this minefield
for us we owe you a lot. In “Esperanto behind
bars” Dave Skipton writes-up a card sent by a
convict and written in Esperanto.
George returns for a review of “A stamp catalogue
of the Zemstvo posts in Russia 1866-1919” by
Gurevich Polturak and Igor Strebulaev, to which
he appends a few items not included in it. Meer
Kossoy is the author of “Anything that came to
hand”. Do-it-Yourself Mail in the USSR during
WWII (1941-45), which includes a fine
assortment of paper in everyday use converted for
letter writing.
George Werbizky again writes on “Non-Postal
Zemstvo activity” and Dave Skipton reports on the
“Washington 2006 International”. The show was a
great success and Dave‟s humorous commentary
on events at the Rossica stand along with photos
of all the usual suspects plus some new faces
gives us a taste of what we missed.
Miron Lam and Vladimir Vinokur co-author
“Prisoner-of-War camps in Imperial Russia” being
an update from Pochta 33. Railway specialist
V.G. Levandovsky writes-on “Late 19th and 2 0 t h
century mail from the Samara-Zlatoust and VolgaBugulma Railroads”. Alexander Epstein in
“Formulars as postal stationery” takes up the
argument of how to define the formular cards
started in previous journals. The usual reviews
round off another good number.

Jack Moyes

Fall 2006

The opening page sets the tone of this issue with a
cover from Bjorn Sohrne from Tiflis to Teheran
1858, shown at the Washington International.
The first article is a major work on the “Red Army
Field Post during the Soviet-Finnish War of 193940” by Anatoly Osatinski. The author notes that as

I

this article represents the first attempt at
describing these field post operations many of his
theses could be supplemented and clarified. No
doubt that is true but the article is an excellent
piece of work and the author deserves our
congratulations.

Rossica 44 - 146
If you have been wanting to look up some topic
that you vaguely remember was published in
Rossica and have not done so because of the
hassle of ploughing through reams of old journals
(assuming that you know where they all in the
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first place), now you can do it at the touch of a
button. Rossica have produced a DVD containing
all these issues in PDF format, complete with a
fully searchable word index. Nice touch! For
details please contact Gary Combs.

Dennis Page

THE BALTIC AREA, No. 49, December
2006. (in Dutch)
Published by Filatelistengroep „Het Baltische
Gebied‟, Netherlands. A4 softbound. Subscription:
€20. Editor, J Kaptein, Reigerskamp 705, 3607 JP
Maarssen, Netherlands.
S Reurich gives details of local tariffs that were
abolished three times in the 20th century in “The
fortunes of the local tariff in Estonia” and R van
Wijnen reviews Harry v Hofman‟s latest Latvian
handbook, “The „Ob-Ost‟ postal area”. Olav Petri
reports on a search among „cuttings and paper‟ in
“Postal forms from the Lithuanian Soviet
Republic”. These prove to be „proof of posting‟
slips all referring to items that originated in
Lithuania and all destined for the „corrective
labour camps‟ in Vorkuta. Written on a variety of
forms, most are to the same addressee (an
inmate?) but two are for the Camp Commander;
all sent between 1946 and 1952, the last one being
returned as „not at this address‟. There is a bigger
story in there somewhere!
Prompted by the offer, at a substantial price, of a
cover from a letter written about 1960, by Edgar
Meos, a „famous Estonian aviator‟ from WWI,
F Gerdessen spills the beans in “How a real postal
item can be nevertheless false”. It turns out that
Meos never was an aviator but a corporal who
served some time during that war and
subsequently built up a fictitious career, using
another aviator‟s flight log and even writing
articles for British flying magazines after WWII.
In “Railway post in Lithuania 6” J Kaptein and
E Uspuras look in detail at the history of three
more rail lines in Lithuania and offer a good
selection of illustrations of the cancellations in use
and R v Wijnen outlines the relationship between
“James Young Simpson and the border treaty
between Latvia and Lithuania, 1920-1921”. The
title says it all; he served as president of the
relevant Arbitration Commission.
In “Mail agencies with District Governing Boards
in Estonia at the beginning of the 20th century”
Alexander Epstein gives a thoroughly catalogued
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and profusely illustrated account of these agencies
that in effect were analogous in function to
Zemstvos in Russia itself. J Kaptein goes “From
Arensburg via Kuressaare to Kingissepa and
Kuressaare 1” without moving, following and
illustrating the changes in place name and
cancellation types from pre-WWI to the present
day. Finally, R v Wijnen sets another poser in
“Prize question” and adds information to
previously published articles in “Returns to...”
which together with Society news and reviews
adds up to 72 pages.

Dennis Page

GERMAN JOURNAL FOR RUSSIAN
PHILATELY, (in German)
Published by Phil. ArGe Russland/UdSSR,
Germany. 68 A4 pages, softbound. Editor Thomas Berger, Bernstrasse 16, CH 3110
Münsingen, Switzerland.

No. 85 November 2006
In “Russia‟s unknown wars: the Russian - Turkish
war of 1828 - 1829” Thomas Berger gives a brief
history of the war and its consequences, but
despite the existence of a field post service from
1812, very few examples of mail from this period
are extant. Michael Kuhn summarises examples of
“The specimen overprints and perforations of the
empire” known from collections, catalogues,
books and articles.
Alexander Epstein
digs deeply and
comprehensively (33 illustrations) into a wide area
of Russian postal history. in “Field post of the
Russian army of WWI: the principles of handling
and forwarding correspondence.” Thomas Berger
begins a new series bringing together mail destined
for a specific personality in “Letters to... Andrei
Petrovich Semenov Tian-Shansky (1866-1942)”
“From the history of Russian philately: Franz
Michаеlowitsch Kеplеr, postage stamp engraver”
is Michael Kuhn‟s review of the long life and
work of the designer of Russia No. 1 while
Werner Rollmann looks in detail at the
information which can be found on the edges of
sheets of stamps in “Printers‟ marks - a new
collecting area in Soviet stamps”. In “The reprints
of Soviet stamps” Alois Vävra reviews the reasons
for reprints and offers some of the better known
examples but suggests that a more comprehensive
and systematic collation of the 150 or so different
issues is needed.
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Ardalion Winokurow illustrates a few examples
used mainly at „Field post sorting points‟ situated
away from active areas and handling huge
volumes of mail in “Machine cancellations on
field post of the USSR” while in “Illustrated
covers of the Soviet Union - Michel number
U 245.I.b” Hans Werner Reinboth has taken one
basic cover design and sorted out a range of
variables big enough to produce a specialised
study - six and a half pages and counting!

impressions of Soviet Union Mi. 1066-1070” (SG
1215-1219) issued 1946, 1955 and 1957. Hans
Werner Reinboth examines “Postal stationery of
the Soviet Union carrying impressions of the 11th.
definitive series within a frame”. and Albert
Pflüger & Carsten Alsleben look at modern
„freepost‟ issues made available to veterans to
commemorate the 50th, 55th and 60th
anniversaries of the war in “Veterans letters in
Russia, Belarus and other former Soviet states”.

The regular item “Collectors present: Errors and
varieties in stamps and covers of Russia and the
USSR”appears but apart from plate errors of the
10K War Charities stamp of 1914, the rest of the
offerings don‟t seem to fit the article title. They
do, however, describe some very interesting items,
including a rare St. Petersburg postmark of 1909
and a card that made a four-year journey home
from a soldier who probably returned before it
arrived!

Finally, “Collectors present: Errors and varieties
in stamps and covers of Russia and the USSR”
before reviews and new issue listings complete an
exciting new approach to presentation of Russian
philately by the German Society.

14 pages of Reviews, Society affairs and New
Issues complete the issue.

No. 86 May 2007
Congratulations to the Society and the editor for
this issue, which breaks new ground, having been
printed by a digital process that allows it to appear
in full colour. Very impressive!
Thomas Berger begins a four-part study of the
“The postmarks of Odessa (1799-1917)”
with a foray into the pre-adhesive period,
including ship mail then together with Rene
Hillesum corrects a misinterpretation in an article
of the previous issue in “How 3 became 8”.
Michael Kuhn lists and records the values of a
range of “Specimen overprints and perforations of
Russian mail in China and in the Levant” while
“Questions & answers” discusses a puzzling high
postage due charge on a letter from St. Petersburg
to France.
In “From the history of the Russian philately (2)”
Michael Kuhn pens a portrait of EAH von
Bochmann, 19th century Latvian doctor and
philatelist. Dr. Wolfgang Leupold looks at “The
use of the „dragon killer‟ stamps with red
R.S.F.S.R. 10.000p overprint” during the early
1920s period of inflation while Hubertus
Hentschel examines the makeshift airmail issue
of1924. Manfred Nolte examines “The use of
postal stationery and postcards imprinted with the
„farm girl‟” during the war of 1941 - 1945 and
Anatoli I. Kalinin
compares the “Three

Dennis Page

EASTERN EUROPE PHILATELY,
(in Dutch)
Published by Filatelistische Contactgroep Oost
Europa, Netherlands. 32 A5 pages, softbound,
quarterly. Editor G R J Jansen, Grotestraat 37,
7478 AB Diepenheim, Netherlands.

No. 4, Year 24, November 2006
This issue contains two „Russian area‟ articles.
“Official perfins of the Russian empire”: with this
article Dick Scheper makes the start of a
cataloguing scheme of the official perfins in
Russian revenue stamps. In “Disappeared postage
stamp issuing areas: Central Lithuania”
Ryan Boons relates the military and political
machinations that led to the establishment of the
state and describes the stamps that were issued for
its short life

No. 1, Year 25, February 2007
“Hang on to it - you never know when it will be
useful” by Sijtze Reurich muses on the confusion
caused by the profusion of issues in the USSR.
This generated revenue for the state but they lost
out in this case when a 1958 issue, at 40 kopeks,
was used in 1989 at its nominal value despite an
intervening currency revaluation that had reduced
its true value to 4 kopeks!
In “Russia Mi 25, characteristics and
particularites” G.K.M. van der Kroon looks in
detail at this issue (7 kopeks) which was Russia‟s
response to the obligation on member countries to
meet the minimum tariff of 25 French centimes
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imposed by the UPU in 1878 and Sijtze Reurich
traces the changes in Russian orthography that
occurred after the Revolution in “Disappeared
characters”
“Letter from a prison” describes Olav Petri‟s
search of a modern cover from a letter known to
have originated in a prison, for evidence of
identification but without success until he
„Googled‟ the PO Box number, when up came
data concerning the prisons, phone numbers, name
of the director, addresses of lawyers, even
suggestions of what to take along if you were
inward bound for a spell.

No. 2, Year 25, February 2007
Gerard van der Kroon delves into a highly
specialised world in “Russia Mi 25x on
watermarked paper”.

Dennis Page

CIVIL CENSORSHIP STUDY GROUP
BULLETIN, No. 154, Vol. 34, No. 2, April
2007.
CCSG, A4, (4 issues per year) Subs. £10. Editor:
Graham Mark, Oast House West, Golden Hill,
Wiveliscombe, TA4 2NT, UK.
In “WW1 - Russian mail stopped by Germany” by
Edward Klempka illustrates two items stopped in
1914 in Danzig, one of which was delivered
nearly six years later. John Lea and Edward
Klempka discuss “WW1 - mail from Russia seizes
by the Germans in 1915”

Dennis Page
MARCOPHILA No. 147, February 2006
(In French)
Journal of The (Belgian) Postmark Study Group.
Editor: Michael Amplatz Am Berg 18, 4700
Eupen, Belgium. A4 48 pages.
In “1904-1905: from the roads of Port Arthur to
those of Odessa”, Jaques Pirotte illustrates the
disaster that befell the Russian Fleet in the RussoJapanese war and follows up with some links to
the „Potemkin‟ incident at Odessa.

Dennis Page
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UKRAINIAN PHILATELIST, Vol. 54,
No. 2, 2006
Published by the Ukrainian Philatelic and
Numismatic Society. Editor: John Roberts, 5565
N. Via Elena, Tucson, AZ 85718, USA. A4 76
pages.
“The German occupation of Ukraine during WWII
- Part II. The 1941 provisional issues” by W D
Ripley III looks at the local issues for
Alexanderstadt and Sarney, in use until the
establishment of the Deutsche Dienstpost Ukraine
in 1942. In “Bisect frankings in Ukraine” by
Alexander Epstein illustrates 4 examples, one
probably a genuine (unofficial) usage and the
others „philatelic concoctions‟.
“The Stanyslaviv issues re-examined” by Ingert
Kuzych expounds in detail the circumstances
surrounding four issues, all produced under the
auspices of Western Ukraine postal officials but,
most of which were speculative and aimed at the
philatelic market. Ingert Kuzych & Ron Zelonka
follow up the previous article with eight examples
of “Unambiguous usage of Stanyslaviv issue
stamps” while Jerry G Tkachuk compares the first
“Kolomyia essay” which was rejected with the
version of the overprint subsequently accepted for
use.
Roman Pitio & Ingert Kuzych discuss what is
known of “The postal rates of Western Ukraine,
1918-1919” and illustrate their comments with a
range of covers. “Ivan Franko and his music” by
Andrij D Solczanyk is adequately described by its
sub-title „A philatelic survey to mark the 150th
anniversary of the birth of the great writer‟.
Alexander Malycky illustrate two covers from this
postal service established to meet the needs of the
(mostly Ukrainian) „inhabitants‟ within this area
of Regensburg from 1946 to 1949 and, remaining
in the same locality, “Camp mail - first known
forgery” by Borys Fessak describes an item
purporting to be from Regensburg to Saana,
Yemen. They never give up, do they? But then
philatelic research and literature would be a lot
poorer without the need to defend the integrity of
postal services! There are a further 15 pages of
Society and philatelic news and adverts in this
interesting issue.

.....
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Letters to the Editor
from Jacques Pirotte (Belgium)
In the last edition of BJRP there was an interesting
article by Jack Moyes about unusual cancels that
prompts me to ask for information concerning a
circular datestamp used at Omsk. It has an
incomplete strike which reads ATAMANSKAYA
+?+ and is dated 12 3 18 (see figure 1). This
uncommon card was sent during the evacuation of
the Belgian Corps via the Trans Siberian railway
and reached Paris 5 months later. I would be
pleased to obtain any information on the missing
part of the strike.

Figure 1

Jack Moyes comments :
This is a cancellation made after the change of the
name to ATAMANSKAYA STANITSA in 1916.
Figure 2. is an example from my collection.
Editor:
Figure 3 is a composite illustration prepared from
the two strikes in figure 2. Although this is
obviously from a different canceller, it shows the
likely inscription. Can anyone match M. Pirotte‟s
cancellation type exactly?
from Mr RL Joseph

Notes on the Siberian railway 1897: A War
Office intelligence report found in the
Public Record Office.
I collect rocket engines and specifically the Rolls
Royce RZ 2 rocket engines which powered the Blue
Streak Rocket in the 1960s. As the Blue Streak was
created as a ballistic missile, technical information
on the rocket engines was, not surprisingly,
originally classified as Top Secret. Fortunately, from
my point of view, the relevant MOD papers have
now been declassified, and in general, are available
for public inspection under the 30 year rule. As all
such papers form part of the National Archive of
Great Britain, they are stored at the Public Record
Office, at Kew, and for a number of years I have
been happily engaged in investigating and exploring
the AIR (Air Ministry) AVIA (Aviation) and WO
(War Office) Classes of records in the PRO and
extracting information on my rocket engines.
I did not expect to find any information on Imperial
Russia in these files, but much to my delight I
recently discovered File W033/2817, entitled „Notes
on the Siberian Railway between Cheliabinsk and
Lake Baikal‟, dated 1897. As this is an Open File
(i.e. a file which is a Crown Copyright public

Figure 3

Figure 2

record), it can be obtained from the PRO, and
published freely.
The file‟s full title is „Notes on the Siberian Railway
between Cheliabinsk and Lake Baikal made between
the 28th September and the 15th October 1896‟ by
Lieut.-Colonel G.F.Browne, D.S.O., Military
Attaché at Peking. The Document was edited in the
Intelligence Division, War Office, and was published
in 1897 by the War Office as a Confidential Report.
As it is an extremely interesting and detailed record
of the (then) Siberian Railway, written in the early
years of construction and it was never available to
the general public, I feel that it should be reproduced
in its entirety for the benefit of members.
Postscript
It should be born in mind that the British Army and the
Royal Navy were engaged in military and naval
operations during 1919 and 1920 in the Baltic, North
Russia and South Russia, records for these campaigns
being stored at the Public Records Office. The PRO
may even include information on the Soviet Secret
Cities, such as Arzamas 16! Further investigations at the
PRO into War Office and Admiralty Records could be
interesting! Perhaps members living near to the PRO
could take up the hunt?
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There is no direct reference to any postal
services, although several mentions are made
of a “post road” relative to the location of the
line: e.g.

Editor: Sorry, we do not have space to reproduce
the report in its entirety in this Journal; the text
runs to 11 pages plus a detailed map that was
originally about A2 size. The report contains a
great deal of detail on the construction and
operation of the railway at that particular time. e.g.

“Two wires, distinct from the existing telegraphic
system which follows the post road, have been run
along the trace of the railway throughout the 2,028
miles, which separate Cheliabinsk from Irkutsk.”

“Towards the end of September 1896 three
passenger trains were running weekly for a
distance of 878 miles, between Cheliabinsk and
Krivoshchekovo, on the River Ob. The traffic was
managed by the engineers and contractors at
government rates and at their own risk, but this
arrangement was to terminate towards the end of
October, when this section of the railway was to be
taken over and worked exclusively by government
officials. On the 620 miles between
Krivoshchekovo and Kansk, and also on the 53
miles of branch railway from Taiga to Tomsk,
there was no advertised service, only special trains
carrying officials and a few others, to whom passes
were issued, running once or twice a-week. The
bridges over the Rivers Ob, Chulim, and Yenisei
being unfinished, the carriages were towed across
these rivers on lighters, temporary lines with
steep gradients being laid into the valley to a
wooden quay, from which the carriage was run
on to the lighter, the reverse process on the
further bank bringing it on to the regular line
again. This arrangement caused a delay of about
2 hours at each river.”

The prime purpose of this report is information
of value to a military strategist: e.g.
“Assuming the journey speed to be 11½ miles an
hour, and the maximum distance between stations
to be 53 versts (35 miles) a continuous up and
down movement of four trains a day would be a
theoretical possibility. This continuous movement
of troops between Cheliabinsk and Vladivostok
would mean that the first troop train from Russia
would arrive at Vladivostok in 17 days, followed
at every 6 hours‟ interval by another train, each
train carrying one-third of a battalion or its
equivalent, that is, a little more than a battalion
could in theory be despatched daily from west to
east of Siberia if all other traffic, including
civilian and that of warlike material, was
suspended.”
A much simplified map, based on the information
given and showing the main lines and proposals
for extension, is shown in figure 4. A photocopy of
the whole report is available from the library.
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Figure 4
Sketch map of the Russian railway system based on information from the War Office/Intelligence Division Report and map,
“Notes on the Siberian Railway between Cheliabinsk and Lake Baikal made between the 27th September and 15th October 1896” by Lt.-Col. GF Browne

SERIOUS COLLECTOR
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
USA

e-mail istrebulaev@london.edu

G e n u i n e or F o r g e r y?
Why not find out?

Certificates issued by the BSRP Expert Committee are now widely accepted by collectors
throughout the world as confident statements of the genuineness and provenance of rarer stamps
and postal history items.
Members enjoy the privilege of submitting up to two items per annum free of charge on
condition that they pay all postage costs and accept responsibility for insurance. If you have an
item or items which you would like to submit, please telephone or email the Expert Committee
Secretary in the first instance to confirm that the material to be submitted is within the
competence of committee members or potential co-optees.
Terry Page, FRPSL
Hon. Secretary, BSRP Expert Committee,
tel. 020 8660 3905 terry.page1@btinternet.com
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Writing an article for the Journal? - Some technical dos and don'ts
Please submit items to the editor as typed hard copy or electronic files. If you can only offer manuscript
please contact the editor first. Preferably, write in the English language but texts in other languages will
be considered. It will help greatly if you can follow the guidelines below.

Hard Copy
Text

Typing on one side of paper; clean black type; single column; double line spacing.

Illustrations

Original item, print-out of scanned image, photograph or photocopy.

Electronic file
Text Format.

Image Format

Material may be submitted on floppy discs, CDs or DVDs.
Normal or default body text in any of the common word processor formats, preferably
in double line spacing. There is no need to attempt to copy the format or even fonts
used in the Journal but please turn off auto-format modes. If you wish to offer
formatting then do so manually.
Any of image file formats at a resolution of at least 300 dpi for a postcard-size image.
Please do not embed images in a text document (e.g. Word) - this creates a great deal
of extra work. Keep each image file separate.
For colour reproduction (which will be the norm for copies of the Journal on CD available now), if the original item can not be made available to the editor, please ask
for a reference colour palette to include in the image.
Please do not offer illustrations downloaded directly from a website - they are
usually low resolution and completely unsuitable for reproduction at the sizes used in
the Journal.
For technical advice and guidance contact:
Dennis Page
10 The Green
Barton under Needwood
Burton on Trent, UK

DE13 8JB
Tel/Fax: +44 (0)1283 712651
e-mail: denpage@globalnet.co.uk
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BACK NUMBERS OF BJRP ON CD/DVD
A ll ba ck n um be rs of B JR P are n ow av ailabl e in p df f orm at.
Discs can be prepare d to y our e xact require ments and w ill be
provided as CDs (small number of issues) or DVDs (larger number )
Each disc includes a List of Contents for all issues to date.

PRICES (per issue) to Members
Issues 1 - 70
£1, €1.50, US$2.00
Issues 71 - 90
£2, €3.00, US$4.00
Issues 91 - 95
£3, €4.50, US$6.00
Full set (currently Nos. 1 to 95) £100, €150, US$200
Minimum order £3, €4.50, US$6.00
All prices include postage and packing.

Non-members add 20% premium.
Please remit payments in GB£ , Euros, US$
(Cash or cheque; make cheques payable to “BSRP”).
Pleas e send all orders and remittance s to the Editor : Dennis Page,
10 T he Green,
Barton under Needwood,
Burton on T rent,
DE13 8JB.
Tel /Fax +44 (0)1283 712 651
email denpage@globalnet.co.uk

160

THE BRITISH JOURNAL OF RUSSIAN PHILATELY 96/97

