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About us and the Newsletter 
 
The Study Circle is a loose group of persons who are interested in the postal (and general) history 
of the area known as Kárpátalja in Hungarian, as Podkarpatská Rus during the First Czechoslovak 
Republic, which had a short day of independence as Carpatho Ukraine, and later was integrated 
into the Ukrainian SSR in the Soviet Union as the ‘Zakarpatskaja Oblast’. Since 1991 it is ЗАКАР-
ПАТТЯ, the westernmost administrative district in the now independent Ukraine. 
 
The Newsletter came out of a meeting of a few collectors during the PRAHA 2008, its first number 
appeared in November 2008. We aim at producing at least four issues per year but cannot promise 
regular publication intervals. As we can see from the numbers at the DocStoc web site, this News-
letter is read by more than one hundred people. 
 
 
Distribution method 
 
Since SCM #006 you can view each issue (including the “old” ones) from the Web address: 

http://www.docstoc.com/profile/subcarpathian 

For those who have no Internet access and/or no e-mail, the distribution method is still the same: 
you will receive a colour print-out by air/surface mail as you did in the past. 
 
Everybody can freely access the uploaded numbers of the Newsletter but the notification service 
(including an easy download web datalink) for new numbers will be limited to the members of the 
Study Circle. So joining us still has some advantage. 
 
We send our best wishes and kind regards to the members of the Study Circle. In the three years 
of our existence we have published 18 issues of our Newsletter with nearly 400 pages. 
 
225 years ago the first post offices were opened in the area of our common interest: Munkats, 
Szerednye, and Unghvar. 
 

 

Rules and Regulations 
 
All articles in the Newsletter carrying the name of an author are the sole responsibility of this 
author and should not be taken to represent the common opinion of the Study Circle. Such 
articles are, if not marked otherwise, copyrighted by the respective author. Free use within the 
Study Circle is granted. We thank our authors for their much appreciated work and contribution. 
 
Participation in the Study Circle is not bound to a formal membership and does not include the 
duty to pay a membership fee. There is a moral obligation to support the Newsletter from time to 
time by sending some article, some interesting piece of information, some question, some answer 
or whatever. We strongly invite our dear members to do so because otherwise this Newsletter will 
not be able to keep its current level of numbers and pages. 
 
We will “print” everything even only loosely connected with our subject of interest so any contri-
bution is certainly welcome. Please send it (as Word 2003 document, graphical elements in JPEG, 
300 dpi) to our editor’s e-mail address (kb@aatc.at). His postal address, if you would need it, is: 
 

Dr. Helmut Kobelbauer, Untergrossau 81, A-8261 Sinabelkirchen, Austria / Europe 
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Tønnes Ore 
Auction News 
 
Two major sales of stamps from the NRZU period of Carpatho-Ukraine took place in September 
this year: Raritan Stamps Inc. sold an accumulation which was probably the last part of Andrew 
Cronin’s collection, and Corinphila sold Ron Zelonka’s Ukraine collection, including Carpatho-
Ukraine (parts of the latter seems to have come from the late John Bulat). In both cases the main 
interest was in the overprinted stamps, and some rather sensational prices were reached, in 
particular for the overprinted revenue stamps. Both collections also contained covers, but they 
were for the most part obviously “philatelic” ones. These sold less well, and some were even 
unsold. 
 
Some examples from Corinphila (start / realized, in CHF (= 0,81 EUR)): 
 

 
 

  1000/5500                   800/2800                       800/2800        800/3600      800/3600 
 
� 500/6500! 
 
Stockbook with c.300 stamps,  
ex Bulat: 3000/18000! 
Accumulation of  
c.150 covers/cards,  
mostly NRZU: 3000/30000! 
 
--- 
 

Right and below: Some  
examples from Raritan  
(start / realized,  
in USD (= 0,72 EUR)): 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

      2500/3500      1500/2600                               2000/5250 
 
 

1000/2100 � 
 
 
 

5000/12000! 
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Collectors are interested in all aspects of 
Carpatho-Ukraine’s postal history. Two rather 
grubby-looking covers with machine franking 
from Uzhorod (1935) and Chust (1938) 
were offered at 
Cernik’s October 
auction for CZK 500, 
and sold for CZK 
2710 (=EUR 109)! 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Announcement: Guided Bus Tour to Transcarpathia in September 2012 
 
The Austrian “Arbeitsgemeinschaft Feldpost Österreich-Ungarn” will organize a guided bus tour to 
the Transcarpathian region of the Ukraine in the early Indian summer of 2012. (Your editor is one 
of the organizers.) This tour will last from Saturday, September 1st, 2012 (start in Vienna) to 
Saturday, September 8th, 2012 (return to Vienna). 
 

 
 

Your editor in Perechyn, September 1st, 2011, 
at the monument for the Messenger. 

 
We will visit Uzhhorod, the Uzhok pass, a nunnery near Drachyno, Mukachevo, Berehove and many 
more points of cultural or historical interest and visual attraction. The overall price per person 
will be around 1,250 EUR (bus, German guide, accomodation and breakfast, common meals). The 
number of participants will be strictly limited (due to bus and hotel capacities), so if you are 
interested, please get into contact with the editor for particulars. 
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Dénes Czirók 
An Examination of the Negative UNGVAR Cancellation 

 

In the 14th issue of the “Sub-Carpathian Messenger” I promised that I would write again about my 
experiences with examination of the negative Ungvar cancellation. 
 
This is all the more essential since in the 9th issue of SCM my Dutch friend Jan Verleg had already 
published my opinion that one of the major pieces in Andrew Cronin’s auction material, the red 
negative Ungvar, was a forgery. 
  
This letter needs special attention because it has deceived even such an excellent expert as 
Andrew Cronin, who showed it on page 90 of the monumental work „Philatelic Expertising” 
(issued by the AIEP in 2004) as his prize exhibit. 
 
Among other things he wrote: „The red oval handstamp of Unghvár is the rarest pre-stamp mark-
ing of the Carpatho-Ukraine”. He was right; it is not only the rarest pre-stamp marking of Carpa-
tho-Ukraine, but of Hungary as a whole. Not for nothing does this marking have the maximum 
1000 points value in the “Handbook of the Hungarian Pre Stamp Mail” issued in 1983. 
 
Let us see what we know about it in the literature: 
  

- It is not mentioned in Béla Térfi’s book issued in 1943. 
- Nor is it listed in Edwin Müller’s book issued in 1960. 
- We find the cancellation mentioned first in the “2. Ergänzungsbericht” edited by Dr. Karl 

Kühn in 1975, but without a picture. It is described as type „nR2Oap”, used only in 1814 
and with a high point value (175x10). 

- Mrs. Sipos Józsefné produced an addendum to the Terfi book in 1979 (Philatelica 79/1), 
which included a black and white picture of the cancellation. This picture provided the 
basis for the image in the “Handbook” in 1983, but the later one was more blurred. 
 

 

  
     The picture in 1979            and in 1983 
 

 
[An enlarged colour version of the good picture was reproduced on the cover page of the »Sub-
Carpathian Messenger« #003 – the editor.] 
 
With every examination of prephilatelic letters we have to find fixed points, taking the Térfi 
Collection in the Stamp Museum in Budapest as our baseline since it has not been touched for 60 
to 70 years. In this case the research is very simple because this letter can be found in the 4th 
frame of the permanent exhibition. Getting a good copy of it is more difficult, but exceptionally 
in this case I have managed to do it, for which I am very grateful. Here it is! 
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Letter dated 1814 from Ungvar to Kóros (Kruszoncze) in Nyitra county, 
passing through Kassa and Nagytapolcsány en route. 

The addressee was Francois Berényi, a local landowner. 
(cf. Fényes Elek book, 1851) (Stamp Museum Budapest) 

 

Unfortunately all the other letters with this postmark known to me (in all nine pieces) are for-
geries. Looking at them in turn: 
 
There are two faked letters in the Gervay Foundation. Both are dangerously good forgeries be-
cause at first sight they look genuine. 
 

 
 

The 1st forged letter (GERVAY Foundation). 
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This is a really attractive letter but the addressee’s name (Superintendent Michael von Kovatz-
Martiny) is very well known from the products of the “Pápa workshop”. In this case the forger 
worked on pure paper which means that this is a “whole forgery”.  
 

Here are two other forged letters with the same handwriting: 
 

 

 
 

FORGED Verebély 

 

 

 
 

FORGED Presburg 

 

Individually the 3 letters are very nice pieces, and do not arouse suspicion. But when we put them 
together we can see without any doubt that they are intentional forgeries.  
 
By comparing the 2 postmarks we can see that the cancellation on the letter to Modern is quite 
different to that on the “Térfi” piece. The main difference between the genuine postmark and 
the forgery is that the faked marking has the inside ring of the post horn to the left of the 
symmetry axis. This imbalance is a basic characteristic of the faked pieces. Furthermore, the 
curve of the ellipsis is completely different and there is a significant variation of colour, with the 
genuine mark in wine-red and the fakes in brick-red.  
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FAKE    GOOD 

 

The second letter is also interesting because it has a very nice marking but the characteristics of 
the forgery noted above (asymmetric axis, brick red colour, etc.) are clearly in evidence. The 
letter was indeed written in the XIXth century but it was despatched without a postmark. Today it 
is in the Gervay Foundation. 
 

 
 

FAKE 

  

 
 

The 2nd forged letter (GERVAY Foundation). 
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The cancellation on the 3rd letter shows the same characteristics as the previous one and is also a 
“whole forgery”. I saw this letter in the exhibition in Brno in 2005, but I do not know where it is 
today.  
 

 
 

The 3rd forged letter (BRNO 2005). 

 

Similarly at the exhibition in Brno I saw a fourth forgery in Dr. Walter Rauch’s exhibit; this was 
also a “whole forgery”. A sure sign of its lack of authenticity is that the rate on 20th May 1814 for 
a 1 loth letter travelling more than 4 post stations was 16 Kreuzer, not the ‘24’ written by the 
forger on the front.  

 

 
 

The 4th forged letter (collection Dr. Rauch). 

 

I saw the next letter at a FEPA exhibition in Bratislava in 2002 and again in Valencia (FIP) in 2004. 
The trouble with these letters is that buyers are filled with delight when they see what they think 
is a very rare piece, but are unable to make a proper assessment of its authenticity because they 
have nothing to compare it with. I have only a colour copy of it but we can see from this that the 
post horn is not properly placed on the symmetric axis and there is no doubt, therefore, that it is 
forged.  
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The 5th forged letter. 

 

 

We can also see the misplacement of the post horn in the postmark on the 6th letter, and in 
addition we begin to see a typical style of writing by the forger. A further indicator is that the 
rate for a 2 loth letter at this time was 32 Kreuzer, not 24 as written by the forger. 
 
 

 
 

The 6th forged letter (offered by an auction house in 2005). 

 

 
I have only a black and white copy of the next letter, but it is sufficient to show that the post 
horn is again misplaced. It is characteristic of these forgeries that the forger tried to write in a 
calligraphic style that imitated the old writing forms.  
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The 7th forged letter. 

 

 
The 8th letter is still causing the biggest headache for me.  
 

 

 
 

Letter dated 1814 from Ungvar to Nagykároly: is this genuine, or fake? 

 

 
The address is genuine and the rate is also correct (16 Kreuzer for 1 loth). 
 
Overall, however, it is uncommon for the address of the letter to be printed rather than written 
by hand. I have looked at more than 9000 Hungarian pre-stamp letters and only found 60 to 70 
pieces that were printed. 
 
Of these only 5 were written in the Latin language; the others were written in the Hungarian 
language between the years 1832 and 1850. Of the letters in Latin, one dates from 1794 and the 
others from the 1840s.  
 
I have found a similar address label from Caschau but dating from 1840.  
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Official letter from Caschau in 1840 to Leutschau. 

 

I investigated this letter from Caschau some years ago and it was genuine. I would only comment 
that, while it is possible an address could have been printed in Ungvar in 1814, it is more likely in 
my opinion that the letter from Ungvar was sent not in 1814 but only about 25−30 years later.  
 
We also need to compare the cancellation on the printed letter with the piece in the Stamp 
Museum: 
 

    
 

Even though there is a lot of similarity between the two pieces, the two cancellations are basi-
cally different. The two biggest problems are the colour of the cancellations and the curvature of 
the oval frame. There could be shades in the colour, but the curvature of the Stamp Museum 
letter is totally different. 
 

    
 

 
 

As a result of this examination I am of the opinion that this piece is most probably also a forgery. 
For a final conclusion a detailed investigation of this piece will be necessary. 



The Sub-Carpathian Messenger – Number 18 (November 2011)      Page: 13 
 

This was the background to my assessment of Mr. Cronin’s piece (the 9th letter). 
 

 

 
 

The 9th letter: is this genuine, or fake? 

 

 
What do we see in this letter? Looking at the rear, the wax seal is not complete, but is damaged. 
This is characteristic of faked letters, but is not in itself conclusive as there are also genuine 
letters with broken or missing wax seals. It is also suspicious that there are black burn marks on 
both sides of the wax seal. This is typical by forged letters, but again it is not conclusive. A 
further indicator is that the “Helvet” religious descriptor is in the address. This is very marked 
characteristics of forged letters. Taken together these aspects make us very suspicious of the 
letter, although we still cannot say for certain that it is forged. 
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The biggest problem of the examination is that the major part of the cancellation is indistinct, 
which makes it difficult to compare with the genuine piece.  
 

There remains the comparison of the handwriting on the letter with that on other pieces. I knew 
that I had come across this writing on other letters and I only had to look through the letters in 
my archive to find companions for it. 
 

 

 
 

FALSE letter with Sepsi Szt. György cancellation with the “date” 1836. 

 

 

 

 
 

FALSE letter with Tövis cancellation with the “date” 1842. 
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FALSE letter with Clausenburg Franco cancellation with the “date” 1839. 

 

 
These three letters had previously been proved to be forgeries not only in the script but also in 
the cancellation. Without any doubt the Cronin letter was written by the same hand that wrote 
the three forgeries above using the same words, script and letters (e. g.: “V”, “E”, “C” etc.). 
 
Accordingly we can say for certain that the examined letter is also a FORGERY! 
 
I apologize to the reader if the results of these examinations are depressing, but I was not 
responsible for the original error of creating the forgeries! I suggest to collectors of these covers 
in future that they should always take expert advice before buying the better pieces. 
 
(I thank Mr. Bill Hedley for the cooperation in the translation to English.) 
 

Dénes Czirók from Hungary 
(czirok.d@t-online.hu) 

 
Comment by the editor: 
 
If our friend and member Dénes is right, there is not a single piece with the negative red post-
mark of Ungvár in private hands that is not a forgery. And Dénes is certainly the most know-
ledgable expert for these forgeries and has by far the largest database of copies and scans of pre-
stamp items from Hungary. 
 
Still, I would believe that some of our members have additional comments and questions on this 
matter, and invite everybody to come forward. Doubts do not disappear by themselves, so an 
open discussion might clarify the situation. 
 
What I can say with confidence is the following: The letter shown in the upper half of page 9 has 
once been in the collection of Dr. Simády Béla. He never showed it as part of an exhibit because 
he was rather suspicious whether it was genuine. From him it went to my late friend Dr. Hanus 
and then was given away in exchange for some other Kárpátalja material. 
 
I am the current holder of the letter from Mr. Andrew Cronin’s collection and am completely con-
vinced that it is a forgery in all aspects – letter, script, seal, and postmark. I keep it for reasons 
of curiosity. 
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Tønnes Ore 
A Postmaster Contract signed by Count Schönborn 
 
I have recently acquired the very interesting document shown below: 
 

 
 
It is a certificate of appointment of a certain Andreas Babits as postmaster in Polena, starting 
September 1st, 1838. It seems to specifiy his yearly compensation in cash (120 Fl.) and in natur-
alia, free housing and a pension. Signed by Count Franciscus Schönborn-Buchheim. I have little 
more than a rudimentary knowledge of Latin, and if any of our readers could supply a complete 
translation, it would be most welcome! 



The Sub-Carpathian Messenger – Number 18 (November 2011)      Page: 17 
 

Helmut Kobelbauer 
The Austrian TPO “Stanislau – Körösmező“ and its Postmarks 
 
In volume 2 of his reference book »Die postalischen Abstempelungen und andere Entwertungs-
arten auf den österreichischen Postwertzeichen-Ausgaben 1867, 1883 und 1890« (Vienna, 1973), 
Wilhelm Klein mentioned a travelling post office on the railway line from Stanislau (in Galicia) to 
Körösmező (in Hungary). 
 
This railway was an extension of the railway Máramarossziget to Körösmező (which was opened on 
December 15th, 1894) and started to operate on August 15th, 1895. This is in agreement with the 
map on page 32 in Jan Verleg’s monograph. 
 

 
Map with the mentioned railway line Máramarossziget – Körösmező – Worochta. 

From »A Történelmi Magyarország Atlasza és Adattára 1914« 

 
On page 672 in the chapter “Stempel der Postbegleiter (Schaffnerposten)” [Postmarks of the 
Train Conductors], Mr. Klein gave the following information: 
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This means that beginning on May 1st, 1896, the conductors in the trains between Stanislau and 
Körösmező (and vice versa) used a special postmark to cancel mail delivered directly in or to the 
train. 
 
In the first edition of his monograph, Jan Verleg questioned the existence of such a postmark be-
cause he had not seen (or been told of) a respective cancellation. In the second edition he cor-
rected the text and wrote: 
 

“However a Czech auction house offered it [i. e., the special cancel of the train conductor] in a 
recent auction. (April 2008, hammer price 18,010 CZK = 740 EUR or 1150 USD !!!!!)” 

 

 
Copy of the offered postal stationery with the 

special cancel, arrived in Trier on July 22nd, 1897. 
 

Of course, Wilhelm Klein described four such postmarks – those with numbers 3111 and 3113 in 
the direction from Stanislau to Körösmező, and those with numbers 3112 and 3114 on the reverse 
train(s) from Körösmező to Stanislau. 
 
So the depicted card (the reply part of a postcard with prepaid answer, issue 1890, 2/2 Kr., 
Ruthenian type, catalogued as Michel P 87) with the line cancellation “POSTCONDUCTEUR IM 
ZUGE | KÖRÖSMEZÖ-STANISLAU No. 3112” proved the existence of one of these postmarks and 
also proved that number 3112 really was used in the direction from Körösmező to Stanislau. 
 
When the Andrew Cronin collection of world postal history was sold at Cherrystone, a second such 
postmark made its appearance: 
 

 
Copy of a postal stationery from the Andrew Cronin collection, 

arrived in Tangerhütte on September 8th, 1897. 
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It ended up in the collection of Jan Verleg until that collection was sold in the auction of Jiří 
Majer. The current whereabouts of this postcard (issue 1897, 2 Kr., Polish type, catalogued as 
Michel P 95) are not known [to the author]. 
 
So we have proof of postmarks 3112 and 3114, both for the direction from Körösmező to Stanislau 
in the summer of 1897. The postmarks 3111 and 3113 have (at least until now) not been reported 
and seem to be even scarcer. 
 

 
Letter-card, written in Körösmező on December 8th, 1895, 

to Kalk near Cologne (Germany), arrived December 10th, 1895. 

 
The above letter-card (issue 1890, 5 Kr., Polish-Ruthenian type, catalogued as Michel K 26) is 
from the collection of the late Dr. Hans-Dieter Hanus and proves that the beginning date given by 
Mr. Klein is wrong – at least the postmark with number 3112 was already used in the year 1895. 
 
The second mention of this TPO by Wilhelm Klein was in the chapter on “Stempel der Bahn-
posten” [Postmarks of the Travelling Post Offices] on page 624: 
 

 
 

Beginning on February 1st, 1898, the railway connection was upgraded to host a Travelling Post 
Office (TPO) with administrative number 523. We can safely assume that the previous train con-
ductor postmark(s) were put out of service with the arrival of the regular cancellers of this TPO. 
This means that these two-line postmarks were only used for a bit more than two years (mainly in 
1896 and 1897). 
 
The new TPO belonged to the postal direction in Lemberg (L’viv) and was equipped with a circu-
lar canceller: 
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The one shown was for the direction from Stanislau to Körösmező; there was an equivalent one 
for the reverse direction from Körösmező to Stanislau. 
 
The TPO and its cancellers were in service until the outbreak of WWI in August 1914 when war 
conditions forced the termination of this particular railway connection. 
 
Although this TPO worked for more than 15 years, imprints of its cancellers are quite elusive, too. 
We have one b/w illustration in Jan Verleg’s monograph (page 35) which is just a copy of the cor-
responding picture in Simády Béla’s book (page 42): 
 

 
 

And in the EXPONET entry of Otto Hornung we have another example – please see next page. 
 
Furthermore Jan Verleg has found the following picture in his extensive archive: 
 

 
 

This is a card written by a Hungarian soldier during the marching up to the Russian front at the 
very beginning of WWI, sent (already) free of charge. It proves that some time before August 4th, 
1914, the TPO canceller was replaced by a new type. 



The Sub-Carpathian Messenger – Number 18 (November 2011)      Page: 21 
 

 
From the EXPONET entry of Otto Hornung (sheet 60): 
Parcel card for parcel from Körösmező to Czernowitz, 

November 19th, 1902, with TPO cancellation. 

 
I would argue that these eight postmarks belong to the postal history of the Carpatho Ukraine (at 
least when used on postal items sent from Körösmező or arriving there). 
 
Since they are obviously quite scarce, I would invite the dear readers of this magazine to provide 
us with a good colour scan if they have one of these cancellations. Thank you. 
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Mervyn Benford 
Railway Finds 
 
The fun of collecting Hungarian railway material lies at least as much in the discoveries brought 
about by territorial changes as in the TPO or station marks themselves. Whilst I cannot afford 
everything offered for sale in auctions the amount of information that can be gleaned from listed 
items is often significant. 
 
I did manage recently to buy two items because of just such interest. 
 

 
 
The first item is a postcard of Sianki, a some time border station for Hungarian passengers headed 
to Galicia and beyond through the high Carpathian mountains. The nearest major railhead was 
Ungvár and one TPO route No. 72, Type 17 postmark using Roman numerals for its months, served 
the route from Ungvár to Sianki during the Visszatert restorations period. Sianki is interesting also 
because it can still be seen, with its  trains, on the internet courtesy of Google and its contri-
butors. The videos show the terrain through which the trains travelled, mountains, hills and 
valleys, rivers - involving either passes, bridges and viaducts no doubt. 
 
This card was posted at UZSOK. The capital letter name in lilac is the way the postmaster con-
cerned obeyed the instruction of recently returned Visszatért locations using temporary cancel-
lers to identify the source post office.  
 
A persistent mystery with Hungarian postmarks is that a straight line stamped name can be a 
station name or it can be a telegraph name. Chapter 7 of Volume VI of the [Hungarian] Mono-
gráfia starts with a significant section showing types of telegraph postmark and lists of stations 
using them. A sadly deceased expert and personal friend, Szép Endre, once told me categorically 
that lower case letters indicated telegraphs while upper case indicated stations.   
 
The Monográfia certainly in its illustrations of telegraph station names, i. e., at railway stations, 
has almost all in lower case - but not all. Similarly I have seen a lot of mail clearly emanating 
from railway sources and presumably at stations bearing just a straight line name but sometimes 
in capitals and sometimes lower case. Until I learn from any authority the actual situation I find 
myself at best interpreting the particular document involved.  
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The situation is further complicated by the fact that mail posted at stations and cancelled by a 
local arrangement, sub-office or letter-box cleared by a railway post official sometimes ended up 
with a railway company cancellation or even a telegraph station mark with little evidence of tele-
graphic services being involved. 
 
In this case it seems likely it was a standard post-office mark since Uzsok is not listed as having a 
telegraphic facility. On the magnificent new road atlas of Greater Hungary using Magyar names 
foremost throughout Uzsok is shown as the border town with direct access to 20th century Poland 
and was the scene of special if wintry celebrations when the Visszatért period in effect restored a 
tiny portion of that border actually in the Uzsok region. Road P 39 runs on from Uzsok, as does 
the railway, through the high pass that represents the border but the atlas indicates no station  
for the town. So this straight line mark is almost certainly that of a normal post office using a 
temporary canceller. 
 
That is not the end of the story. Unfortunately whilst most of the cancellation is very clear the 
actual temporary P O number is not. As writer of the Visszatért postal history book which contains 
a complete list of temporary post office numbers, their locations and in some cases dates of 
operation, I scoured the list to find Uzsok. Number 176 had Uszor, but I suspect this was an initial 
typing error. There is no other number assigned to this location and most of the handful the list 
fails to identify were from Romania or Yugoslavia.  So I am settling for 176 as the Uzsok example.  
However, the date is 1938 and in June. The Visszatért returns did not start until November 1938 
in almost all cases, and then in very selective, reasonably built-up urban areas. The majority of 
Ruthenia did not return until Hungary marched in spring 1939.  
 
A June dating better fits the 1939 restoration era after the spring annexations, maybe not reach-
ing far flung places like Uzsok until early summer.  It seems that though conforming to the duty to 
identify where he was the postmaster set the date wheel a year early …. or did he? The type of 
normal postmark that appears at the time of these restorations in 1939, for example Nagyberez-
na, employed Roman numerals for the months …. as the flood of type 17 TPO marks after 1939. 
 
The previous major postmark type was introduced from 1927 to 1938, and this ostensibly 1938 
case fits that. Yet Uzsok is further north-east from Nagyberezna and in no way should have had a 
1938 dating and perhaps not one with alphabetic date letters …. until someone better explains it 
for me at least. 
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My second item is far more straightforward. It is a card with TPO 34 cancellation, type 15, 
alphabetic months … no problem … except that it is not listed in the Monográfia at all. It is a very 
old number from pre-Trianon days and went through the usual vicissitudes after the border dis-
ruptions. As Type 15 it terminated at Sátoraljaujhely and I have examples from 1934 and 1936. 
The new card is from 1940 and naturally shows the route returning to its earlier journey through 
the Carpathians into Galicia at Lawoczne, which is a bit further into foreign territory than Sianki 
in its case … be that as  it may.  
 
The Monográfia was not completed until after the original author’s death and the detail, as well 
as perhaps the information in rather changing political circumstances, was not always found by 
the subsequent writers. It remains very important, therefore, for any railway material collector 
to inform us of anything they happen to find that represents new information. It can be just a 
small change of route to a TPO actually listed or, as in this case, something not listed at all. 
Please keep your eyes open. 
 

 
 
Some time ago your editor got the following scan from Tønnes Ore: 
 

 
 

Picture postcard, Nagydobos (?) to Eger, June 16th, 1921. 

 
Tønnes pointed out that the use of “Királyháza” in the postmark “KIRÁLYHÁZA – MISKOLC – BUDA-
PEST | D 34 D” was a bit peculiar because in 1921 this town had become part of the First Czecho-
slovak Republic and didn’t belong to Hungary anymore. 
 
The Hungarian stamp probably indicates that this card has been put into the mail outside the area 
of the Podkarpatská Rus. It is a good question whether this particular TPO really operated on a 
train starting in Királyháza (then Královo nad Tisou) or operated only on Hungarian territory but 
used the old canceller for convenience. 
 
In the former case it would not have been necessary to make new cancellers, and one would 
expect to find them at even later dates. 
 
Hopefully one of our readers will come up with more information. 
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Tønnes Ore 
Use of Czechoslovak Stamps in Hungary in late November 1938 
 
As mentioned in SCM #007 and #016, the use of Czechoslovak stamps in the northern visszatért 
areas were accepted until 19 November, 1938. At least this was the official date. However the 
letter shown below, postmarked Munkács, 21 November, shows that Czechoslovak stamps could 
be tolerated at least a few days later. The bottom letter, from Munkács on 28 November, shows 
that the Czechoslovak stamp was not tolerated anymore and that postage due was charged. 
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Peter Cybaniak, Roman Dubyniak, and Helmut Kobelbauer 
Postmark of Chust from January 21, 1939, in red - continued 
 
In the »Sub-Carpathian Messenger« #016 (page 20) the last author showed a letter from Chust to 
Praha of January 21st, 1939, with a red CDS, and asked who would know more about it. 
 
A similar piece was offered at the 48th Raritan auction (May 27th, 2011) as part of lot 201, origi-
nating from the Andrew Cronin collection of the Carpatho Ukraine: 
 

 
Picture 201-42 from 48th Raritan auction. 

 
The first two authors came up with the following explanation (letter of June 8th, 2011): 
 

“With the collapse of the Austro-Hungarian Empire in November 1918 the Ukrainians of Carpatho-Ukraine 
(which at this time included Priashivshchyna – all the towns within 75 kilometres of Prešov) held town meetings 
to decide their future (Svaliava – Svalava 8. 12. 1918, Syhit – Siget – Máramarossziget 18. 12. 1918). At these 
town meetings the Ukrainians of Carpatho-Ukraine were all in favour of uniting with Ukraine. 
 
Finally on the 21. 1. 1919 a meeting for all the Ukrainians of Carpatho-Ukraine took place in Khust (Chust) with 
400 delegates representing 400,000 Ukrainians (Ruthenes) of Carpatho-Ukraine. They voted for unification with 
Ukraine (Ukrainian National Republic).” 
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“So this date of 21. 1. 1919 was very significant for the Ukrainians of Carpatho-Ukraine. Hence on the 20th 
anniversary of this date in Khust its Czech datestamp “CHUST | XYCT | g” was struck in red [see the shown 
example] and a specially prepared blue and yellow (national colours of Ukraine) datestamp was also used. It is 
doubtful that Prague approved the blue and yellow datestamp prior to use.” 

 

 
Commemorative cancel of 

January 21st, 1939, in Chust. 

 
In Jan Verleg’s monograph (page 52) we can find a few glimpses of the complicated process by 
which the Kárpátalja ended up as part of the First Czechoslovak Republic: 
 
26-10-1918 At the Philadelphia Congress in the USA, the representatives of the Carpatho Ukraine nation   

declared their wish to be incorporated into the new to be established Czechoslovak state. 

The Hungarian government offered autonomy to the Carpatho Ukraine nation, but only if it       

 remained in Hungary. The Hungarian government called for a Congress in Mukačevo.  

 

08-11-1918 A Ruthenian National Council was established at Lyubovna. On 19-11-1918 it moved to Prešov 

(Slovakia). 

 

09-11-1918 A rival Ruthenian Council was set up in Užhorod, aiming at autonomy within Hungary. 

 

12-11-1918 The  national council of  Carpatho Ukraine  in the USA  (Národní rada rusínská v USA) declared its 

support for the incorporation of Carpatho Ukraine into Czechoslovakia. 

 

09-01-1919 The Hutsul in the eastern part, in revolt against Hungary since November 1918, formally proclaimed 

an independent Hutsul republic. 

   

17-01-1919 West Ukrainian troops invaded Carpatho Ukraine.  They were pushed back on 21-01-1919, but not 

before having established another National Council at Chust, claiming reunion with Ukraine. 

 

08-05-1919 The incorporation of Carpatho Ukraine into Czechoslovakia was supported by the Central Rusyn 

National Council (Centrální Ruská národní rada). This was set up in Užhorod and replaced all the 

earlier national councils.  From this date on Carpatho Ukraine could be considered as an unofficial 

part of the Czechoslovak republic. 

 

10-09-1919 Carpatho Ukraine joined the Czechoslovak republic as an autonomous area. 
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Dán János 
Why did the field post not work on the Felvidék (Uplands) return?  
 
We will be never likely to know exactly why the Hungarian Royal Post and the Ministry of Defence 
decided not to mobilise and set up field post offices on the Felvidék (Uplands) return. 
 
Field post offices were not set up despite the fact that the return was planned and known in 
advance as they had had return postmark produced. The postal service of the military and joining 
corps was made by the Hungarian Royal Post. So at that time we cannot speak about field post 
consignments as the consignments were not managed by the field post. Therefore we cannot 
speak about forerunners. Consignments had to be prepaid, the fee of a part of the un-prepaid 
consignments were paid posteriorly, although only the real fees. Consignments were not charged. 
 
So I do not think that the consignments of this period of time have anything to do with the 
following consignments of the field post therefore they cannot be their forerunners. 
 
Our army started marching in to Sub-Carpathia at night on 14 March 1939. The mobilization was 
ordered on 13 March. The field post did not march in with the soldiers. The field post admini-
stration was set up only on 24 March then on 26 March the operation of the field post was ordered 
by the Order No. PRT.100.400/4.1939., which appeared in the Postal Office Regulations (PRT) on 
27 March. The return of the Sub-Carpathia happened all of a sudden, they were not able to 
prepare for it, in this way they had not had return postmark produced. The soldiers posted their 
consignments at the post offices working in the Sub-Carpathia until the field post were set up and 
the soldiers wrote the mark of the field post by hand. These consignments were accepted by the 
post and dispatched free of charge and did not charge extra upon delivery either. 
 
These consignments were picture postcards or plain postcards in the first place. The field post 
offices start to operate on 26 March, there were some places where a few days later. Then 
certain field post offices operated continuously until 20 April 1939 but there were field post 
offices which worked only for two days. 
 
In my opinion this period of time, from 15 March to 26 to 27 March 1939, can be considered to be 
the forerunner and not the return in 1938 as the field post started to operate right after that and 
the mark of the field post could be seen on the consignments. 
 
So these consignments sent during these 12 to 13 days marked by field post can be called the 
forerunners of consignments of the field post. 
 
These consignments are very rare as soldiers did not really have energy to write letter when 
joining up amidst the hard weather conditions and natural features. According to the meaning of 
this, in this period of time consignments sent to the soldiers cannot be found as the home-folks 
did not know the address to which their messages should be sent in this way letters could only be 
sent to the barracks but these letters were received by the soldiers very late. 
 
But let us get back to the original question. 
 
The lack of the setting up field post at the time of the return of the Felvidék (Uplands) is likely to 
be explained by the peaceful territory acquisition as Ipolyság and the works in Sátoraljaújhely 
were returned back to the mother-country by the Hungarian-Czech talks and the other parts of 
the Felvidék (Uplands) by the decree No. 1 in Vienna. So Hungary received back her disannexed 
territories with the consent of the enemy and the Great Powers absolutely legally, officially and 
on the basis of agreements and not at the expense of armed combats. Therefore it was not 
necessary to force the army to fight so we could not speak of fighting armies, which is interesting 
as field post were set up at fighting armies. Let us see what the Field Post Regulation (E-táb. 
posta) says, which was the basis of the operation of the field post. 
 



The Sub-Carpathian Messenger – Number 18 (November 2011)      Page: 29 
 

“Section No. 1 - The aim and extent of the field post. 
1. The field post transfers the postal service from the hinterland to the fighting armies and 

the other way round, furthermore among the parts of the fighting armies.” 
 
The definition ’fighting armies’ is emphasized here! As there were no fighting armies on the 
Felvidék (Uplands) in this ways the field post was not set up as fighting armies arrived in the Sub-
Carpathia. 
 
Unfortunately, Gábor Nagy cited a wrong sentence from the second part of my series of articles 
published in the magazine Haditudósító (War Correspondent) as that sentence was the order of 
the appearance and coming into force of the Field Post Regulation. 
 
Its date is 15 September 1939. 
 
The field post did not have service regulations at the time of the returning to the Sub-Carpathia, 
there was only one regulation ruling its operation, which I have already written about above. 
 
So I wish to make it clear that the Hungarian Royal Field Post started its operation on 26 March 
1939 during World War II. [In the Western world, WWII starts on September 1st, 1939, with the in-
sidious attack of the Third Reich on Poland – The editor.] 
 
You can learn more about the operation of the Hungarian Royal Field Post soon (October-
November 2011) from my book, which will be published only in Hungarian for the time being and 
to which advance booking is welcome. 

 
A very nice map of the border changes in 1938 (“zone 1”) and then in 1939 from the Internet: 
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Helmut Kobelbauer 
A Postal Stationery from Munkács to Theresienstadt 
 
In January 1941, at the last census before the Germans occupied Hungary (in 1944), the city of 
Munkács had 13,488 Jewish inhabitants, equivalent to some 42.7 per cent of overall population. 
From March to May 1944, these Jews were sent to the concentration camp Auschwitz where most 
of them were murdered. 
 

 
 

Front and back of a postal stationery, Munkács to Theresienstadt, 1944. 
 

 
 
This card, written on January 23rd, 1944, reached its destination – the ghetto city Theresienstadt – 
only much later. Having gone through German OKW and chemical censorship, it carries a recep-
tion mark “JÜDISCHE SELBSTVERWALTUNG | THERESIENSTADT | 8 JULI [1944] | POST UND VER-
KEHR”. By then its sender had been deported and was most probably dead. As was its addressee. 
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Helmut Kobelbauer 
Czechoslovak Forces in Exile: Great Britain 1941 
 
In his monograph (p. 113a) Jan Verleg showed the depicted commemorative cancel and wrote: 
 

 
“This commemorative cancel was prepared for the field post of the Czechoslovak Army in 
G.B. during WWII. It has however never been used. It depicts the wooden Church of Užok 
and was intended to commemorate the  Carpatho-Ukrainian writer Alexander Duchnovič. It 
appears in red, violet and blue.” 

 
Picture postcard: 

Wooden church of Užok. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
The piece on the left was sold 
as proof (in black) of this 
commemorative cancel 
(which was never used). 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 Imprint of this special commemorative cancel (in violet) 
(EXPONET, collection of Dr. Walter Rauch, sheet 152) 



The Sub-Carpathian Messenger – Number 18 (November 2011)      Page: 32 
 

New Literature 
 
The ever-active Hungarian historian Horváth Lajos has published another booklet in his »Kárpát-
aljai postatörténeti füzetek« series, i. e., number 9 with the title “Kárpátontúli Ukrajna posta-
igazgatása 1944 – 1946” [The Carpatho-Ukrainian Postal Administration 1944 – 1946]. 

 

 
 

On 56 pages the author covers the main aspects of this interesting period when the Carpatho 
Ukraine was under the political administration of a local ruling body (the NRZU) but in reality was 
preparing (although not completely on its own will) to be integrated into the Ukrainian republic 
of the Soviet Union. You will find a lot of details on the stamps, the postmarks, registered letters, 
fieldpost and censorship and some more. The very low price of HUF 1000 (approx. 4 EUR) makes it 
an absolute gain for every collector of this area. 

(kb) 
 

 
Old Literature 
 

 
In Hungary, Dr. Simády Béla is still remembered as the “Grand Old 
Man” of Carpatho-Ukrainian Philately. His »Kárpátalja Postatörte-
nete« [Sub-Carpathian Postal History] of 1991 was a full-blown 
monograph on its own and in some respects was the baseline of 
Jan Verleg’s reference book. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Our Hungarian member Czirók Dénes still has a few original copies 
and can provide them for EUR 60,00 a piece (plus shipping). If you 
are interested, his e-mail address is:             czirok.d@t-online.hu 


