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This combined issue is late, as usual, but we will have a new Editor in January of 2001,
who will get the issues out on a regular basis. Two more issues will be. published by the end of
the year and will bring the Postal Himal up to date. We also have a new auctioneer. For details
see Colin Hepper's report on our London 2000 meeting in this issue.

| reversed two pages of Sidhartha Man Tuladhar's article which appeared in issue 99/100.

Enclosed are corrected pages to replace the original ones (I apologize to those who have bound
these issues).

An interesting article on the present-day postal system of Bhutan (which still uses postal
runners) appeared in the January, 2000 issue of American Phllgtghgz (pages 40-43). It is
titled "These Bhutanese Are Made for Walking™.

I have set up a Web Site offering various Himalayan items. It should be noted that four other
members have Web Sites offering material (any others?). Addresses in alphabetical order:

George Alevizos - http://www.georgealevizos.com

Geoffrey Flack - http://tibetanpost.com

Rainer Fuchs - http://fuchs-online.com/lager/tibet.htm
Michael Rogers - http://www.michaelrogersinc.com

* % % * % &

Have you visited our website yet?

Rainer Fuchs maintains an excellent website for the Society a’é:
http://fuchs-online.com/ntpsc
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The Decline and Fall of a Solvent Philatelist

by
Armand E. Singer

Like most collectors I started as a—"generalist” sounds so pompous; call it—*“gatherer” of
anything with a country’s name and value printed on it (stamps off Father’s letters, fiscals and
revenues from his property registrations or-cigar boxes, whatever I could tear off, grab, or trade
for)—all this at the tender age of seven. Isoon built a “world collection” (read: at least one stamp
from most the countries pictured in Scott’s International Junior album), especial strengths in the likes
of Hungary, Mozambique Company, and post WWI Germany—stamp packet stuff.

Then, the bug really bit. It began, around age ten, to suck up my whole 50¢-allowance blood.
My father passed away in 1927 not long before my thirteenth birthday, by which time I was being bled .
to the tune of my already augmented $2.00 weekly take, principally by run-of-the-mill U.S.

By college age I was adding British North America, as my mother had finally remarried, this
time to a Canadian, and we were living in Ontario. These wege the bad Depression years, but
somehow I managed to fill in a few older U.S., keep up with the current output (then but a few
issues: compare with today’s outlandishly numerous emissions!), both domestic and Canadian, and
even get started on Newfoundland, my new favorite.

Fast forward to the 1950s. I had, in the album referred to above, hinged in one lone Tibet
stamp (subsequently found to be spurious) but no Nepal. "One day I caught sight, purely by chance,
of an ad from some South African philatelist trying to unload his Nepal for $50.00. By this time I was
an assistant professor at WVU pulling down a princely several hundred a month. I could reasonably
well finance said expenditure. I only had in mind filling a space or two. I didn’t need a small
collection. Oh, fatal step! I've never been completely solvent since. May I explain? '

The collection in question, modest but worth its cost, included a cover sent from Kathmandu
to Lhasa, and since neither Nepal nor Tibet was by then a member of the U.P.U., the cover
necessarily bore stamps of both countries. Now I had a real Tibet stamp, not one of those ubiquitous
forgeries. But, thought I, it might be nice to have a couple more genuine Tibet adhesives, or even
- -, etc. Be warned. Lifers languish in jails who started with one petty theft, murderers with a
careless knife thrust. Yes, and bankrupt philatelists start with coveting a pretty picture on a piece of
paper. Anyhow, this one did.

In my not too convincing defense I might plead that in the fifties, as we all know, both Nepal
and Tibet were rather cool, that’s to say inexpensive. It was anything but difficult to add stamps and
covers from the frequent auctions of Robson Lowe and others. Today when Tibet material is
astronomical and Nepal not all that far behind, I'm riding a Himalayan tiger and can’t let go.
Actually, I really don’t want to. I can scarcely afford to add to either country’s offerings, but
continue, even-handedly, to favor both. In fact, I confess to a certain pride in what I’ve managed.
I've gotten a slew of articles and two books out of them; they well may rank among the best
collections anywhere. They’re a real solace to my declining years. So, I'm satisfied. I’m not so sure
I can say as much for my perennially deprived spouse!

X ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
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New Tibetan "Officials” Discovery

Armand E. Singer

One of the intriguing facts about Tibetan philately is its unpredictability. You simply never
know what finds, to-die-for or dubious, are likely to turn up at any given moment. Witness the latest:
A sheet of six of a huge (ca. 74x76 mm.) first cousin of the “officials,” herewith illustrated full size.
The illustration is made from a black-and-white xerox copy, sent to me by the well-known
Kathmandu dealer, Surendra Lal Shrestha, asking meto comment on his discovery. [understand that
he does not have the original sheet himself, but tells me that it is chestnut brown (cf. Scott 03)
denomination unknown. A rumor from another source has it that the asking price for the full sheet
would be over three thousand dollars, U.S.

As self-styled expert on these vexing “officials,” I make bold to offer the following
observations:

1) They are more clearly printed than any of the seven previously known values, closest to the forgery
of'the large one-sang denomination (Scott 05; see my “eofficials” monograph, p. 19), although the one
sang uses the same cliché for the whole sheet of eight, whergas'this sheet of six features all
individually drawn clichés. At a guess, I’d say a production by the same forger. Mr. Shrestha writes
that he was told the sheet emanates from Tibet. The accurate, carefully drawn Tibetan characters
seem to bear him out.

2) There is a value clearly delineated, near the bottom left (“sang™) and bottom right (“two™). So we
have a stamp of 13 1/3 trangkas, evidently supposedly dating from the 1950s, while Tibet was under
its own sovereignty, the era when the other “officials™ surfaced. We could scarcely conceive of this
sheet’s being produced, that is, a need for it, under later, Chinese rule. Quite a high value, greater
alone than any combined franking I have run across on any native cover in over fifty years of
collecting Tibet. ’

3) Three thousand, plus? Save your money! More of these curiosities will surface much sooner than
later, at reduced asking prices. As for me, had I been shown the original, I would have been happy
to suggest a hundred dollars, but then I am known as an easy mark.

4) Finally—could this sheet actually be “genuine,” with at least as good credentials as the rest of the
issue? Of course! There is even some evidence that the world is flat, though I have never heard of
anyone’s falling off it yet.

I had the foregoing page ready to send off when I received from friend and fellow member
of our Circle Nickolas Rhodes a phatocopy of part of a chapter from a 1995 book printed in Lhasa
in Chinese. The pages he sent dealt with the “officials,” including two items not in my monograph,
The “Officials” of Tibet (Vancouver, B.C.: Geoffrey Flack, 1999). Like me, he does not read
Chinese and was not sure what arguments were being offered. Since then I managed to obtain a copy
of the book and had the chapter pages translated by Christine Chang, Associate Librarian, West
Virginia Library, to whom I am greatly indebted.

The book in question is The History of the Postal Service and Stamps of Tibet by Yuan Liu,
Hsie Yue Shuen, and Aha Wang Shan Tsun, published by the Tibetan Peoples Publishing Co.

Postal Himal nos. 99/100 3 1st/2nd Quarters 2000



The authors discuss the new 13 V& tr. (two sang) “official” (now seen to have been known at
least five years before my 2000 date), which they denote as two liang, not sang (“liang” is a word
normally meaning a Chinese unit of weight, more or less equivalent to our “ounce,” but which can
also denote a unit of value) and measure it as 76 x 76 mm. (individual clichés vary by a millimeter or
so; figures for the photo sheet in my possession vary from 73 to 77 mm). One of the authors, Yuan
Liu, writes that he owns a pair, previously the only known examples being a pair kept in the Tibetan
Postal Museum. The pair is illustrated in color (all the colors in the volume are poorly reproduced)
as No. 43. i - :

The authors go on to describe and list others in the “set” and detail why their issuance was
necessary: A shortage of funds to pay the mailmen and long, difficult routes made for poor service.
The Tsa-Kang system was established to improve the service. Its mailmen were dressed differently,
paid 25 liang more than the usual 150 liang, and used these new official stamps.” More mailmen and
more horses were added. Official mail was wrapped in cloth ribbons to indicate different priority.
Runners could receive twenty lashes if mail was an hour late. The special stamps originally
differentiated the new system from the old, but eventually officials and the telegraph stamps as well
were both used for regular postage. [ed. See front cover of this issue.]

A chart of the eight denominations the authors recognize (and state are in their collection) is
provided. As follows: ’

1/3 tr. gray 39 x 28 mm., sheet size 3x3

1 tr. bronze 42 x 38 mm., sheet size 4x3

2/3 tr. reddish brown 25 x 33 mm., sheet size 4x3

1 1/3 tr. brass green 40 x 40 mm, sheet size 3x2

1 1/3 tr. olive green 43 x 45 mm., 3x2

3 1/3 tr. red 50 x 53 mm., sheet size 2x2 v

6 2/3 tr. stone blue 66 x 64 mm., sheet size 4x2 ' ¢
13 1/3 tr. soil yellow 76 x 76 mm., sheet size 2x2

00 1 O L bW =

The authors note that Scott and Michel list a 1/3 tr. bronze green (this would be Scott 01), but since
they have never seen one, do not list it. They think the color suggests the stamp should be their No.
4, 1 1/3 tr. bronze green, above (Mr. Rhodes also denominates Scott 01 as 1 1/3 tr.). This is
apparently what they illustrate at the start of the book as No. 41, in the unpaginated color section of

the volume, but the picture, though close to what we call No. 1 is not the same stamp. Minor details
differ. Another forgery?

A big problem with the chart I reproduce above is that, except for Nos. 7 (reasonably accurate)
and 8, most of the dimensions do not fit either Scott’s figures or the stamps I have measured myself
and can vouch for as accurate for the singles I used (sheets as usual show slight variations).
Tentatively I identify No 1 as Scott 02, 2 as ?, 3 as 03, 4 as 01, 5 as 04, 6 as my own 48 x 48 mm.,
sheet size unknown, and obviously 7 as 05 and 8 as the new one. No. 2 should be my 40 x 23 pale
orange, the other one with no sheets recorded, but the dimensions do not fit, though like Rhodes’
values, both read one trangka. The Chinese book makes the stamp almost square, where our example

is clearly horizontally rectangular. The new 2 sang is also shown as a single on unpaginated “p. 16,”
dark blue
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The authors illustrate Scotts 01 (unpaginated color pages at the start of the book, what T count
as p. 16, but the reproduction is not quite like the 01 we know, though the geometric border is
similar). They show 02 on unpaginated “p.13,” a pair on cover and a block of four on another cover
and a single on still another cover, “p. 16,” and as an uncolored part sheet, p. 87. 03 is reproduced
on “p. 13,” single on cover, and as a sheet of 12 on p. 87, uncolored, inverted, and a mirror image.
04 my be seen on “p. 16" as a part sheet, much reduced, and on p. 89 as an uncolored part sheet,
mirror image. They spealg p. 88, of two different designs of the 1 1/3 tr. stamps, their Nos 4-5, our
01 and 04 (both shown on “p. 16) and correctly note that 01 is rare (“worth more”) than 04. What
they do not say, even though writing that more than one designer seems to have done the stamps, is
that 01 is the only one in the original set or Iater addltlons to be drawn with straight, geometric border
designs, not rounded, rather more floral in nature! Geometric designs are seen in Tibetan philately,
but to my recollection, only on seals, occurring as Horyig inscriptions, certainly not on stamps of any
nature. Some collectors have considered 01, which predates by at least five years all the others in the
“set,” as having nothing to do with the rest. 05 is shown, much reduced as a full sheet, mirror image,
on “p. 15,” on a much reduced cover, as a single, the cover being a mirror image, and as a part sheet,
uncolored mirror image, p. 89.

The one-sang 05 is again shown in color, almost black, at the top of unpaginated “p.17,” but
details of the cliché differ from the 05 in Scotts or my 1999 monogzaph or even my so-called forgery,
or their photo, “p. 15.” They recognize the differences, observing on p. 88 that there are actually
three carvings of the one sang, two with 4 stamps to the sheet (one 66 x 64 mm., the other 58 x 57

"'mm.), and one with 8 to a sheet. The reason for three carving was that the stamp was so popular,
the plate wore out. The two sang is shown below it, deep blue, on the same page, though the authors
themselves describe it on p. 86 as “soil yellow.”

Final comments: The mirror images suggest these pictures may have been lifted from some other
book (note that some have a slash line across one corner to present illegal reproduction, some don’t).
The incorrect stamp dimensions the incorrect sheet sizes for several of the series, and the lack of
photos of their own Nos. 2 and 6, argue for a lot of material unseen, in spite of their claim, p. 88, that
the eight types are all in their (royal plural?) collection. The account of why the “officials” were
instituted in the first place is plausible enough, if undocumented, but it would be much more credible
if they showed even one cover supposedly sent by this special postal service. They illustrate two

covers in color on “p. 13,” one on p. “15,” and a fourth on “p. 16,” all of the kind we have seen in
countless European and U. S. auction catalogs.

I am not inclined to change the basics of the account I penned before being apprised of this 1995
Lhasa volume, nor anything in my 1999 monograph. We do need, of course, to read the rest of this
186 p. book, which could include valuable new discoveries, if the new two sang and the two slightly
different 01 and 05 photos are any indication. Tibet philately as always continues to amaze and
confound all its devotees.

1
| must admit that the design difference had never struck me before now.
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Th ] f the Nepal and Ti Philatelic Study Circl
nd Its Futur

Rainer Fuchs

For almost three years the Nepal and Tibet Philatelic Study Circle (NTPSC) has been on the
World Wide Web. During this time our Study Circle has found several new members through
the Home Page, and |, as the Web Master, have earmed a lot of praise, little criticism but almost
no help from other members. ’

It is nice to receive praise from others who ‘appreciate one's work and efforts. Criticism is also
important as long as it is constructive - but none has been received. Except for a contribution
by Colin Hepper no help has been received what so ever. Why?

| love wo'rking on the Home Page but | am not willing to handle the work load alone anymore.
What | will do is to make the regular updates, like indexing the Postal Himal and keeping the list
of officers up to date, but | will not add new features to the Home Page.

The Internet is a powerful tool to share and spread information, irrespective of time and
distance. But why are the features on our Home Page so neglected by our members? Take, for
instance, the Discussion page. This is an online forum to share opinions; but is totally
neglected. Non-members post questions but there are no responses from members who have the
knowledge to answer. These non-members could possibly have become members of the NTPSC if
some information had been offered.

I used to post questions to encourage others to do the same, but again no response. | offer free
advertisements for members (except for one paid ad and my own ad) but there are no takers.
The topic, "Subject Index”, could be a powerful online resource, but except for the default pages
I have created initially, nothing was added. The "Catalogue” was planned as a cross reference for
the areas we deal in, but again, except for my pages, no additions or even a reply has been
offered. '
So far | bear all the expenses relating to the NTPSC's Home Page. Okay, you can say | have the
equipment necessary to support the Home Page, but | need some feedback to make the time and
effort | put forth meaningful. For the ones who do not know, | maintain the Home Page in my
free time, which is very limited. | am married, have three children and am very busy with my
full time job as Site Manager for the German company, Siemens, at our Control Centre Projects
in Kuwait, as well as maintaining the Home Page here.

It is up to you to help shape the future of the NTPSC on the World Wide Web - it can be bright or
dull. How can you help as members? | would like to make a face lift of the Index page but have
limited graphic skills. We need someone with fresh ideas to help promote the Home Page. We
also need contributions of articles. These do not have to be large or deep in scope (although
these also would be welcomed) - just something for the Subject index. All | request is that the
reports be submitted in electronic form so that | do not need to retype them (even with OCR
some re-typing is necessary).

Now, for those who do not know, the Internet address of "OUR" Web Site is:
http://fuchs-online.com/ntpsc/

Please take a look,

Rainer

X X ¥ X %
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REPORT OF THE MEETING HELD AT THE STAMP SHOW 2000 IN LONDON
ON FRIDAY 26 MAY AT 10:30 AM

Colin Hepper

The meeting was attended by the following members: Armand Singer, Colin Hepper,
Dick van der Wateren, Leo Martyn, Wolfgang Hellrigl, Al Zuluetta, Richard
Hanchett, Nick Rhodes, Peter Planken, David Crocker, Derek Pocock, Bernard Lucas,
Geof Rosamond, David Froud, Geoffrey Flack, plus eight visitors.

The meeting opened with Colin Hepper first introducing himself, and giving
appologies from Derrick Dawson, Jennifer Broad and Bruo Le Peut. The other people
attending then also introduced themselves.

Armand Singer then talked about the future activities of the Circle and in particular
was keen to promote more publications from members. He thought that it would be
worth investigating the help that might be available from the Stewart Rossiter Fund
which had been set up in the UK for help in publishing books.

Armand then presented his talk ‘The Penultimate Quest’ which was illustrated by
slides, showing some of the fine covers and pieces from his collection.

This was followed by a talk from the very enthusiastic Tibef collector Geoffrey Flack,
who has done much to promote the collecting of Tibet. He first showed a selection of
books that he had helped to publish or was available from him.

He then proceeded to show unusual Tibetan items that he had discovered and various
different aspects of Tibetan collecting. These were all illustrated in the form of large
photographs on card, which made it easier for the audience to see.

Before starting the business meeting Leo Martyn showed some Nepalese ‘Cavalry
Stamps’ and a stick that post runner would use to carry the sack of mail on their
- shoulders.

The business meeting then followed: -

Item (1). The position of President and Vice President.

Colin Hepper stated that when Wolfgang Hellrigl had to stand down as President, he
had approached both Armand Singer and Dick van der Wateren to take over these
posts. This they agreed to but there had been no voting of the members and the
question was raised ‘should voting have taken place’? Dr Hellrigl stated that he felt
that members were more than happy with the two officers in question and that this
meeting should formally approve it. This was done so unanimously.

Item (2). Publishing Postal Himal.

Colin Hepper stated that over a long period Leo Martyn had maintained an excellent
standard of publication. However due to an increase in workload, publications had
slipped behind, but with some help from himself this had now almost been corrected.
Richard Hanchett had volunteered to take over the position of Editor from Leo.

He would do this officially on 1 January 2001 but in the meantime would work with
Leo so that there was smooth transfer of posts.

Item (3). Circle Auctions.

Al Zuluetta is taking over the position of auctioneer and he told the meeting that he
thought it would be better to run one large auction each year, rather than a number of
smaller ones. He suggested that this auction should be run in September each year.
Members would then know the time of the auction each year and would have plenty



of time to prepare lots and send to him. Details of his proposals would be published in
Postal Himal.

Item (4). Financial report.

Colin Hepper presented the balance sheets for all transactions except for North
America for the last three years. Armand Singer then stated that he had some
concerns about the USA accounts. He stressed that members must appreciate that all
society officers worked for nothing in their own time, which was not always easy to
do. However the balance sheet that he had received from Roger Skinner showed no
funds at all which was a worrying aspect.. It was possible because he had asked for
this at a very late stage before he left for England that Roger had been unable to get a
balance sheet together in the short time available.

There was some discussion as to the best ways to tighten up on our accounting
procedures, and a suggestion from Wolfgang Hellrigl that the President, Vice
President and Secretary look into our accounting and resolve the problem was agreed
by the meeting. o

The business meeting was then closed and members used the remaining short time for
discussion and viewing of the items on display.

see
............................................................................

Nepal & Tibet Philatelic Study Circle

Accounts for the year 1997 (Europe)

INFLOWS
Interest Inc 120.93
Life Member Sub ~2550.00
Opening Balance 2044.02
Subscription 559.00
Unknown 70.00
TOTAL INFLOWS  £5343.95
OUTFLOWS
Affil. Subs.  -18.00

Bank Charge  -5.07
Bank Transfer -250.00
Photocopying  -2.10
Stationery -23.29

TOTAL OUTFLOWS £-298.46

................................................................................

.................................................................................
................................................................................
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Nepal & Tibet Philatelic Study Circle

Accounts for the vear 1998 (Europe)

INFLOWS

Donation " 5.61
Interest Inc 168.39
Life Member Sub 250:00
Subscription 196.00

TOTAL INFLOWS  £620.00
OUTFLOWS -

Affil. Subs. -16.20
Stamps -4.80
Stationery -2.20

TOTAL OUTFLOWS £-23.20

N
-
Pld

OVERALL TOTAL £596.80

BALANCE ' £5642.29

ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo
...............................................

Nepal & Tibet Philatelic Study Circle

Accounts for the vear 1999 (Europe)

INFLOWS

Interest Inc 53.20
Misc. Cheques 350.00
Subscription 625.00

TOTAL INFLOWS  £1028.20

OUTFLOWS

Advertisement -30.00
P.H.Postage -733.92
P.H.Printing + Envelopes -875.07
Guillotine -89.76
Postage -23.63
Stamp Show 2000 -25.00
Stationery -1.56
Subscriptions 9.00

TOTAL OUTFLOWS £-1769.88

BALANCE £ 4900.61
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That’s why this rather plain cover tells such a fascinating story. I have enhanced the
datestamps on the back. Let us trace its convoluted odyssey. (Common sense dictated avoiding the
overland traverse.) July 7 found it in Tuticorin, way down on the southeastern corner of India, across
the Gulf of Mannar from the island of Ceylon (now Sri Lanka) and its capital city of Colombo, where
it received its next datestamp the following day. The stamp “Singapore to Hong Kong,” July 20, is
a ship’s mark. The French Ligne N serviced Colombo on its way to Shanghai ? but that line had its
own postmarks; this letter would surely have been put aboard British vessels, Ceylon to Singapore
to Hong Kong. In any event, we find it bearing a Shanghai mark July 29, obviously applied in the
British-American International part of the city (see below).

To the left of the original Rawalpindi cancel is a somewhat faint postmark dated August 2,
1896, the last datable mark to be found. Theletters above it do not spell out a town name but read
“Customs.” The town must be Tientsin, its postmark more fully reproduced here*: Tientsin is the
logical jumping-off town for a routing to Tatsienlu, but I have not used mere logic for reproducing
this particular datestamp. It is the only one that exactly fits celluloid overlays of all 41 similar
stampings illustrated in Padget (pp. 18-19), including two other almost identical Tientsin examples,
one earlier and one later. The other forty reproductions prove to be too large, too small, the letters
differently spaced, the inner and outer rings too far apart, etc. Tientsin it is, with one small variation
to be considered. Padget notes that Tientsin’s datestamps are known in black, blue, and violet only

(black the commonest). My cover has a pale red mark, possibly faded. “Violet” would be a stretch.’

This town is some seven hundred miles up-coast from Sha;ighai, slightly inland from the port
city of Taku, a hundred miles or so S. E. of Peking, and a well-known headquarters for arriving
Chinese mail. The Customs Houses in each town handled correspondence as well as packages at that
time. So far, despite the enormous distance, the letter’s routing was fairly standard, and quite rapidly
consummated—under two months, even with the leisurely pace of packet steamers.

But now begins the really arduous part of its hegira overland to Tatsienlu, 1450 airline miles
S. W. of Tientsin in the high eastern foothills of the Himalayas—this time there were more feasible
roads, but the route would still add another thousand miles at best to this minimum. Even as late as
its 1951 edition, the Oxford Atlas shows Tatsienlu served merely by dirt roads, “passable only in fair
weather” (pp. 8 and 62), a route that wanders all over the map from Tientsin as well. Not an easy
or a short destination. We need some explanation of postal realities in that area, 1896.

March 1896 saw the establishment of the new Chinese Imperial Post, still under the
Englishman, Sir Robert Hart, now to be known as Inspector General of Posts as well as of Customs,
though the “Customs” stamp would remain on letters for some time. Letters such as the present one
would have arrived from the British P.O. in Shanghai to (port and) nearby port cities such as Tientsin,
where the Chinese system asserted its authority, but only along or near the coast. Inland was no-
man’s land. No imperial system had as yet been instituted. The customs houses were, as the name
suggests, part of the ports and harbors set-up. For transport of mail to the west—the frontier
provinces, i.e—varying amounts of candareens could be assessed as payment, Chinese stamps
sometimes affixed. “Very few of these [covers from abroad] seem to have survived, and we have
recorded only half-a-dozen,” writes F. W. Webb, and the ones he had in mind happened to have gone
from Ireland to Peking, not to an outpost like Tatsienlu, which Webb does not even mention.

The present cover shows no evidence of fees paid, and obviously no stamps were affixed, but
it surely arrived: there is no Dead Letter Office postmark to indicate “return to sender.” And who
was the sender, there being no return address? A tantalizing candidate might well be Bishop Biet’s
friend, William Woodville Rockhill, whose Land of the Lamas frequently mentions him.”
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How did this much-travelled missive get to its destination, no small feat in itself? George
Alevizos feels it may represent the farthest western delivery of a letter at that time. If the regular
system did not extend very far inland, senders would have to avail themselves of some other means:
Alevizos suggests private couriers, possibly traders. Tatsienlu had a flourishing trade with coastal
populations in tea, etc.® He even considered the missionaries themselves, porters having to bring
supplies to the mission and having from time to time to renew them in towns like Tientsin. He added
that the native Min Chu system might have carried the letter. In any event, there are no markings to
provide clues; in fact there is apparently no known Tatsienlu postmark in use in 1896.

Interestingly, Chinese postal services to the frontier provinces and beyond have remained
spotty even up to recent times, although:China éventually got regular routes to the west. A
Chungking National Herald newspaper story dated July 26, 1945 notes that postal routes and post
offices for Sikang, Mongolia, Tibet, etc., are very sparse, beset with problems of deserts, high

plateaus, mountain ranges, poor soil, consequent poverty, and meager populations. The mail is
carried, writes the Herald, over primitive routes, by couriers, mules, or horses, etc., etc.

Tatsienlu was big enough center, but size isn’t the whole story. A better picture of Bishop
Biet’s hardships there might be guessed in reading a letter written a few years earlier from that same
mission and town (May 20, 1865),” wherein the writer describes closed roads (consequently no funds
arriving from France), persecutions, killings of Christian Neophytes, and the constant threat of
enslavement of the victims’ orphaned children. For Christian missinaries in the land of “pagans” (the
writer’s term for them) these were not the best of times. Bishop Biet must surely have received this
letter from the outer world with great warmth. It takes a truly dedicated believer to have spent one’s
last forty years pretty well back of beyond, a virtual stranger in a strange land.*

1. Catholic Encyclopedia, s. v. “Tibet,” electronic ed.
2. La Grande Encyclopédie (Paris, 1886-1902), s. v. “Tatsienlu.”

3. See my Nepal 1772-1961 and Beyond, p. 30, the 1888 cover from Peking to Kathmandu, via Sha.néhai,
Colombo, Madras, etc., or my T7bet 1809-1975, p. 68, depicting a cover from Lhasa to Peking, which bears
a Tatsienlu backstamp, applied en route. The cover travelled the fabled overland “silk route,” one of a small
handful so recorded. Normally, such mail went overseas, like the present cover.

4. See Peter I. Padget, The Postal Markings of China (The China Philatelic Society of London, 1978), p. 19.

5. Some others of the Chinese Customs datestamps are known in red, so the obvious conclusion is that I have
lucked onto an unrecorded variety. But there is another possibility. Violet dies are normally various mixtures
of red and blue. The latter is recognized as a fugitive color, easily oxydized, given to fading. If the blue
component of a violet stamp sufficiently faded, we would be left with a more or less red remainder. I checked
my theory with a West Virginia University chemistry professor friend, who agreed that it would stand as a real
possibility. The black ink on the rest of the cover, however, remains quite fresh.

6. The Philatelic and Postal History of Hong Kong and the Treaty Ports of China and Japan (The Royal

Philatelic Society, London 1961), p. 205. Webb is one of the standard authorities for this area of philatelic
research. The curious may read a fuller account of this watershed year in Chinese postal history, pp. 205-07.

This may be the best place to admit to my great debt in composing the present article to the expertise
of Leo Martyn and George Alevizos, especially the latter.

Postal Himal nos. 99/100 17 1st/2nd Quarters 2000



7. (London: Longmans, Green, 1891), pp. 227, 247, 270, 272-73, 285-87, 301. He actually cites a letter from
the Bishop (p. 227), and visited him in Tatsienlu itself (pp. 270 fF).

8. La Grande Encyclopédie, ibid.

9. Robson Lowe, From China and Tibet (London, [1981]), p. 18. The pamphlet treats of a dozen letters sent
from 1844 to 1865 by Italian and French missionaries.

10. Rockhill, p. 272, in a remark that must date from ca. 18 90, writes that his ﬁiend has been in Tibet for 26
years. He was still there upon his death fourteen years later.
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