Otaru Paquebot dated January 10, 1909, cover research
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Otaru postmark on Russian stamp (10 kopecks) dated April 9, 2010. Red PAQUEBOT frame
postmark. Japanese arrival postmark from Hakodate (located, like Otaru, at the southern end
of Hokkaido) dated April 42, 2010. Back mark Vladivostok, April 7, 1909, Tokunaga Ryokan. |

recently began collecting data and conducting research.
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There is no data available in the HOSKING catalog. Fig. No. 1550 (new 3278) is similar in

some ways, but the years of use are different.
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Fortunately, a letter was found inside, allowing the historical background to be deduced by

reading and understanding the entire handwritten Japanese text. However, the handwriting is

not perfect. Nevertheless, it can be seen that tobacco was transported to Otaru on the

“KOTSU MARU.”
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So | began my research using the KOTSU MARU data | had recently received.



February 1902 (Meiji 35): The Osaka shipping company Ooya Shichihei, commissioned by the
government, begins operations on the route through the Sea of Japan.

Kotsumaru Route ONE ROUND 40 days:
Moji-Tsuruga-Nanao-Vladivostok-Tsuruga-Nanao-Hakodate-Otaru-Korsakov-Otaru-

Hakodate-Vladivostok-Moji.
May 27, 1902 - January 9, 1904: The Shipping Office (SEAPOST) was opened for a short time

as a mail processing office for the Hakodate Transport Bureau.
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THE KOTSU MARU SEAPOST

Edward J. Rasmussen (U. S.)

The 1988 i.sue of Rossica (#111) carries a report by M. R. Renfro on a Russian pictu
postcard W'lth Russian franking cancelled by a Japanese roman letter datestamp. The on
other marking is a Japanese domestic postmark. There are no Russian postal markings.

This mixture of franking and postmarking conforms to UPU regulations relating to mi
posted on a foreign ship in another nation's port or in its territorial waters. The messa
(in Japanese) is dated Vladivostok, June 11th. The first postmark, although not entir¢
legible, is clearly that of the Japanese steamer Kotsi Maru. For reasons to be discuss
later, the year date, almost completely missing here, can be definitely determined to
03 (1903), one of the two years when the Kotsu Maru seapost office was in service betw¢

Vladivostok and Japan [see map on page 116l

All this is consistent with the sender in Vladivostok posting his card either directly abo
the steamer or on the pier in a box provided by the steamship company, rather than g
local Russian post office. Having been mailed in a Russian port, the card was properly fran
with a Russian stamp and cancelled with the Japanese vessel's seapost office postm

as provided in UPU regulations for such mailings.

Had this card been posted aboard any other foreign ship under the same circumstances,
franking would still have been Russian but it would have received the more frequently
PAQUEBOT marking, and the Russian stamp would have been cancelled. at the Japa

It is not surprising that seapost office postmarks

ort where the mail was put ashore. . :
gcarcer than PAQUEBOT plus a Japanese roman-letter postmark during this period, bec
hips were Japan's first (and until 1910 Japan's only) ships

Otsti Maru and its sister s
;gaeplgtts:fﬁces, and they were in service only in 1902-1_903, a total of lgss .than 20 mi
since operations were suspended in winter. Before, during, and afte:: this time many
steamers carried PAQUEBOT mail without having their own seapost offices.
for which steamers from Vladivostok most often set their course
‘ in Fukui Prefecture. Although the postcard shown here bears no transit ma
it almost certainly entered Japan at Tsuruga, because that was the scheduled first pe

call for the K&tsil Maru on its return from Vladivostok.

The Japanese port




It appears that this route from Otaru via Tsuruga continued even after the closure of the
onboard post office on the “KOTSU MARU.” The letter shown above was posted in Vladivostok

in 1909. Since Hokkaido was the destination, it was not processed in Tsuruga but brought
ashore in Otaru, stamped with a PAQUEBOT stamp, and then delivered on to Hakodate. Given
the route rotation, it is questionable why it was not unloaded in Hakodate. There are some
inconsistencies, but since it clearly bears the Romanesque OTARU postmark and the
PAQUEBOT postmark, it was undoubtedly landed in Otaru. It is also dated the same day in
both Otaru and Hakodate. Was international mail transported particularly quickly? | will gather
more information and do some research.

Is this a rare Otaru PAQUEBOT stamp that has not yet been classified philatelically?

| ponder this and that as | look at the card below.



Perhaps the bad weather in April caused delays in the schedule, meaning that the port of
Hakodate could not be called at?
On regular routes, the schedule for each port is precisely defined and arrangements are made,
for example, for cargo handling. If a ship falls behind schedule, it is common practice to skip
ports in order to make up for the delay. This reminds me of my time as a sailor. | believe the
40-day route from Moji via Tsuruga and Hokkaido to Vladivostok and back was strictly
adhered to.

Isamu Tanabe, November 2022

Source: https://sam22blog.com/2456/
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