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B. Office open during swimming season. 
H. Office open only during Winter 
L/BC. Office open with complete service during 

swimming season and limited during the rest of the year. 
L/HC. Office open with complete service during winter and lim-

ited during the rest of the year. 
E. Office open only during the sojourn of the Court. 
F. Railway station open to the correspondence of private indi-

viduals. 
P. Office owned by a private company. 
*. Office to be opened in the near future. 
S. Synonymous. 

III 

The telegraphic administrations employ, as often as possible, 
the telegraph keys marking colored dashes. 

IV 

Each office that receives by an international wire a telegram 
presented as a telegram of the State or service forwards it as such. 

Telegrams by Consular Agents who apply to Paragraph 3 of 
Article 7 of the Convention are not refused by the departure office, 
and instead their signal is immediately sent to the central admin-
istration. 

Dispatches emanating from multiple offices, and related to 
transmission incidents, circulate on the international network like 
telegrams of service. 

V 

Each State designates, if it judges it reasonable, the responsi-
ble functionaries or magistrates in each city to certify the signature 
of senders. In that case, each of the offices of that State control the 
fairness of the authentications that they are presented, and they 
transmit, after the signature, in the following form: 

Signature certified by (qualified by the functionary or magis-
trate). 

That mention enters in the summary of the taxed words. 

These notations may 

be combined with 

the preceding. 
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VI 

As a general rule, the telegrams of service are written in 
French; however, the separate administrations can speak with one 
another in another language. 

The Telegrams of State may be composed in numbers or secret 
letters, either in total, or in part. 

It is the same for Telegrams of Service, when they come from 
chiefs of telegraphic administrations. 

In Private Telegrams that are composed in secret letters or 
numbers, the address and the signature must be written in ordi-
nary language. 

The text can be, either entirely coded, or in part coded and in 
part clear. In the latter case, the coded part must be continuous, 
without ordinary language inserted, and placed between two paren-
theses, separating it from the ordinary text that precedes or follows 
it. The telegram can, incidentally, only contain a single coded pas-
sage. 

The coded text must be composed exclusively of letters of the 
alphabet or exclusively of Arabian numerals. If the text is divided 
into groups, they must be separated by periods, commas, or lines. 

VII 

The table below indicates the signals employed in the service 
of a telegraph key: 

 
LETTERS. 
a █ ███ 
ä █ ███ █ ███ 
å █ ███ ███ █ ███ 
b ███ █ █ █ 
c ███ █ ███ █ 
ch ███ ███ ███ ███ 
d ███ █ █ 
e █ 
é █ █ ███ █ █ 
f █ █ ███ █ 
g ███ ███ █ 
h █ █ █ █ 
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i █ █ 
j █ ███ ███ ███ 
k ███ █ ███ 
l ███ █ █ █ 
m ███ ███ 
n ███ █ 
ñ ███ ███ █ ███ ███ 
o ███ ███ ███ 
ö ███ ███ ███ █   
p █ ███ ███ █ 
q ███ ███ █ ███ 
r █ ███ █ 
s █ █ █ 
t  ███ 
u █ █ ███ 
ü █ █ ███ ███ 
v █ █ █ ███ 
w █ ███ ███ 
x ███ █ █ ███ 
y ███ █ ███ ███ 
z ███ ███ █ █ 
 
NUMBERS. 
1 █ ███ ███ ███ ███ 
2 █ █ ███ ███ ███ 
3 █ █ █ ███ ███ 
4 █ █ █ █ ███ 
5 █ █ █ █ █ 
6 ███ █ █ █ █ 
7 ███ ███ █ █ █ 
8 ███ ███ ███ █ █ 
9 ███ ███ ███ ███ █ 
0 ███ ███ ███ ███ ███ 
███ ███ ███ ███ █ ███ ███ 
 
One may also use, to express numbers, the following signs, but 

only in compulsory practice: 
1 █ ███ 
2 █ █ ███ 

Fraction 
Bar 
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3 █ █ █ ███ 
4 █ █ █ █ ███ 
5 █ █ █ █ █ 
6 ███ █ █ █ █ 
7 ███ █ █ █ 
8 ███ █ █ 
9 ███ █ 
0 ███ 
 
PUNCTUATION. 
Period  [.]  █ █ █ █ █ █   
Semi-colon [;] ███ █ ███ █ ███ █ 
Comma  [,] █ ███ █ ███ █ ███ 
Colon  [:] ███ ███ ███ █ █ █ 
Question mark,  
or request for  
repetition of a  
transmission  
not understood [?] █ █ ███ ███ █ █ 
Exclamation  
mark  [!] ███ ███ █ █ ███ ███ 
Apostrophe [‘] █ ███ ███ ███ ███ █ 
Indentation [ ] █ ███ █ ███ █ █ 
Hyphen  [-] ███ █ █ █ █ ███ 
Parentheses  
(Before and after  
the words  
between)  ( ) ███ █ ███ ███ █ ███ 
Quotation marks [“ “] █ ███ █ █ ███ █ 
Underline (Before  
and after the  
word or the  
member of a  
phrase)   [ ] █ █ ███ ███ █ ███ 
Signed (Separating  
the text from the  
signature)  [ ] █ █ █ █ █ █  █ █ █ █ █ █   
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INDICATIONS OF SERVICE. 
Telegram of State  █ █ █ 
Telegram of Service  █ ███ 
Private Telegram  █ ███ ███ █ 
Call (Preceding each  
transmission.)   ███ █ ███ █ ███ 
Understood   █ █ █ ███ █ 
Error    █ █ █ █ █ █ █ █ █ █ 
End of Transmission  █ ███ █ ███ █ 
Invitation to Transmit  ███ █ █ █ █ ███ █ 
Wait    █ ███ █ █ █ 
Acknowledgement of Receipt █ ███ █ █ ███ █ █ ███ █ 
 
The signature is not transmitted in the telegram of service; the 

address of these telegrams take on the following form: 
Paris from Saint-Petersburg. — Service. 
Director General to Director General. 
 
When it is about communications exchanged between offices, 

on the subject of incidents of transmission, one gives simply: 
Paris from Saint Petersburg. — Service. without other indica-

tion. 
The address of private telegrams must include, for big cities, 

mention of the street and number, or lack of these indications, that 
of the profession of the addressee or other analogues. 

For small cities, still, the name of the addressee must be, as 
often as possible, accompanied by a complementary indication, ca-
pable of guiding the arrival office in case of alteration to the proper 
name. 

Telegrams of which the address does not contain these details 
must nevertheless be transmitted. 

In every case, the sender bears the consequences of insuffi-
cience of address. 

VIII 

The Telegrams of State or Service are not taken into account 
in the alternating order of private telegrams. 

Each correspondence between two offices begins by the Call 
signal. 
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The office called must respond immediately by giving its code, 
and, if it prevents itself from receiving, the Wait signal, followed by 
a number indicating the probable duration of the wait. If the prob-
able duration exceeds ten minutes, the wait must be justifiable. 

When the office that had just called has received, without 
other signal, the indication of the responding office, it telegraphs, 
before everything, the signal indicating the nature of the telegram, 
namely: 

S. for a Telegram of State; 
A. for a Telegram of Service; 
P. for a private telegram. 
At this signal, the correspondent responds by the Invitation to 

Transmit. The office that transmit gives, in the order below, all the 
indications of constituting the preamble of the telegram: 

a. — Office of destination1; 
b. — Office of origin, preceded by the word from (example: 

Paris from Bruxelles); 
c. — Number of the telegram; 
d. — Nature of the telegram (of the manner indicated above), 

when it is a Telegram of State or Service; 
e. — Number of words. (In coded telegrams, one indicates: 1st 

the number of words that serve as the base of the tax, and 2nd, if 
necessary, the number of words written in ordinary language); 

f. — Depot of the telegram (by three numbers, date, hour, and 
minute, separated by commas, with indication m. or s. [morning or 
evening]); 

g. — Path to follow (if necessary); 
h. — Other potential indications. 
Any office called may only refuse to receive telegrams by an-

nouncement, when it is the destination. 
One must not refuse, nor delay a telegram, if the indications 

of service are not regular: it must receive the telegram and then ask 
for regularization from the office of origin, via a Telegram of Ser-
vice. 

Following the preamble specified above, one successively tele-
graphs the address, the text, and the signature of the telegram, and 

                                                                                                                       
 1 When the telegram is destined for a locality not under the purview of a telegraphic 
office, the preamble indicates, not the residence of the addressee, but the telegraphic 
office under whose care the telegram must be forwarded to the destination or mailed. 
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it is ended by the signal of End of Transmission; after that is re-
ceived, the correspondent give the signal Understood, or, if neces-
sary, Not Understood (the question mark). 

If the employee who transmits notices that they have made a 
mistake, they must interrupt by the Error signal, repeat the last 
most properly transmitted, and continue, starting from there, the 
fixed transmission. 

Likewise, the receiving employee, if they notice a word that is 
not managed to be understood, must interrupt their correspondence 
by the same signal, and repeat the last understood word, and in 
doing that follow with question mark. The correspondent responds 
with the transmission beginning from that word, making an effort 
to make their signals as clear as possible. 

Immediately after the telegram is transmitted, the employee 
who received it compares the number of words transmitted to the 
number sent, and, if there is a difference, signals it to their corre-
spondent. If the latter simply erred in announcing the number of 
words, they respond successful; if not, they repeat the first letter of 
each word up to the omitted passage, which they reestablish. 

Apart from the cases determined in concert by the separated 
Administrations, it is not permitted to use any abbreviation in 
transmitting the text of a telegram, or to modify the text in any way 
whatsoever. Each telegram must be transmitted such that the 
sender wrote it in that moment. 

Each telegram produces a partial non-taxed collation, which 
must not be confused with the integral collation pertaining to reg-
istered telegrams. 

The partial collation is made at the end of the transmission of 
the telegram. 

After having verified the word count, the employee who has 
received immediately repeats the proper names, the numbers (with 
the exception of the year), the uncertain words or the few known 
and those that contain the principal meaning of the telegram. 

This repetition is obligatory for all telegrams. The employee 
who received may, incidentally, extend the collation and repeat the 
telegram completely, if they judge it essential to cover their respon-
sibility. Likewise, the employee who has transmitted may ask for 
an integral repetition of the telegram. 
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In the repetition of numbers followed by fractions, or of fac-
tions of which the numerator is formed by two numbers of more, 
one must repeat, in all letters, the numerator of the fraction, in or-
der to avoid any confusion. In this way, for 1 , it is necessary to 
repeat 1 one/16, so that one does not read it as ; for , it is neces-
sary to repeat thirteen/4, so that one doesn’t read 1 . 

The repetition may not slow or interrupt under any pretext. 
When it is finished, and the telegram is identified as perfectly exact, 
the office that received gives to that which transmitted a signal of 
Reception Terminated or Acknowledgement of Receipt, which is im-
mediately by the correspondent. After that, the office that just re-
ceived transmits in its turn, if it has a telegram; if not, the other 
continues. If neither side has anything to transmit, the two offices 
give the other the signal zero. 

If sometimes, as a result of interruptions or by some other rea-
son, one cannot receive the prepetition, that circumstance does not 
delay the forwarding of the telegram to its destination. 

IX 

Between two offices of different States, communicating by a 
direct wire, the closure is given by the one who belongs to the State 
who has the westernmost capital. 

That rule applies to the closure of the official reports and to 
the division of sessions, in the offices of permanent service. 

X 

Notices of service relative to a telegram previously transmitted 
are guided as far as possible to the offices by which the first tele-
gram was transmitted. 

When these offices each have all the necessary elements to pro-
ceed with notices of service, they take their own measures to avoid 
an unnecessary forwarding. 

XI 

Telegrams that are, in case of interruption, addressed by a 
post office to a telegraphic office are transported by a form. 
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The office that received the form registers reception of it by 
post, and reproduces the notice at the moment telegraphic commu-
nications are reestablished. 

When a telegram is sent directly to the addressee, in the case 
previewed in Article 14 of the Convention, it is accompanied by a 
note indicating the interruption of the lines. 

The office that forwarded, by telegraph, a telegram already 
transmitted by another means, must indicate in the preamble that 
this telegram was transmitted by a certified copy. This notice is car-
ried on the mail delivery to the addressee. 

The office that has sent telegrams by post may avoid redeliv-
ering them by telegraph, in cases of exceptional encumbrance, and 
when that redelivery would be clearly injurious to the service sys-
tem. 

XII 

When a sender removes or stops their telegram, the enclosed 
tax remains collected by the interested offices. 

The potential relative costs for the delivery to a domicile, the 
same as those which would be returned at payment for the response 
or for registration, are only reimbursed if the telegram was stopped 
in due course. 

If the telegram what not entirely transmitted by the relaying 
office at the moment the sender removed it, the sender requests the 
cancellation in writing. That request is appended to the original, 
which remains at the office. 

If the telegram was transmitted, the sender may only ask for 
the annulation by a telegram addressed to the chief of the arrival 
office, and of which the tax is settled; the sender equally pays for 
the response, if they desire to be informed by telegraphic means on 
the development of their request. 

The delivery office gives telegrams of this nature the form in-
dicating hereafter, § XXIII. 

XIII 

The telegraphic office of arrival has the right to utilize the 
post: 
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1st With an error in instruction, within the telegram, in the 
method of transport requested by the sender; 

2nd When the method indicated differs from the adopted mode 
and notified by the State of arrival, conforming to Article 17 of the 
Convention; 

3rd When there is a question of payment by an addressee who 
has previously refused to pay for the costs of the same nature. 

When a telegram sent by registered letter cannot be immedi-
ately conformed to the formality of the charge, each may take ad-
vantage by a postal delivery, it is first placed by post by ordinary 
letter; a certified copy is addressed by a registered letter, as soon as 
possible. 

Telegrams addressed to passengers of a ship that docks in a 
port are delivered to them, as often as possible, before disembark-
ment. 

XIV 

When the sender desires that the delivery be only between the 
hands of the addressee, they must mention it in the address. 

At the arrival office, that notice is carefully reproduced on the 
envelope of the telegram, and the postman receives the necessary 
indications to conform to it. 

When one cannot find the addressee of a telegram, and the ar-
rival office has reason to suspect that an alteration was committed 
in the transmission of the address, it sends to the originating office 
a notice of service in the following form: 

No. . . . . from . . . . . addressed to . . . . . street . . . . . (indication 
of the city). Addressee unknown. 

The address given in this notice of service must be a verbatim 
reproduction of the address received. 

The departure office verifies the exactness of the address and 
only respond to the arrival office if there is an error of service to 
correct. 

Each Administration retains control to authorize offices to 
communicate these notices to senders. In this case, the senders may 
only complete, rectify, or confirm the address by paid telegram, in 
the form indicated hereafter, § XXIII. 
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XV 

The transmissions of Telegrams of State have the right. Tele-
graphic offices have no control to exercise over them. 

When a private telegram is stopped after acceptance, the 
sender is informed of it by telegraph or by post, depending on what 
each Administration finds convenient. 

XVI 

The telegraphic Administrations are only bound to give com-
munication or copy of pieces designated by Article 22 of the Con-
vention, if the sender or the addressees furnish the exact date of the 
telegrams to which they relate. 

XVII 

In the case of a telegram requesting a paid response, the 
sender must write after the text, and before the signature, the in-
dication: paid response. 

The tax of a simple response is collected. 
The sender may incidentally complete the notice by putting: 

paid (number of words) response, at paying off the corresponding 
tax. 

The sender may also request an unlimited response. In this 
case, the telegram carries the notice: unlimited paid response, and 
the State of origin remains responsible for the tax due. 

The starting telegram must reproduce, in the preamble, the 
notice indicative of a paid response. 

The response must equally contain, in the preamble, the indi-
cation: paid response to No . . from (office of origin). This indication 
does not contribute to the count of taxed words. 

The response made by the office, after eight days, by the orig-
inating office is given in the following form: 

Paris by Berlin. — No . . . — Date. 
Office Response to No . . . from . . . 
Mr . . . . . 
The addressee has not left a response. 
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XVIII 

When the departure office identifies some alteration in the text 
that they have returned regarding the return telegram, it must im-
mediately bring about a rectification. 

It transmits to this effect: 
The preamble and the ordinary address of the service tele-

grams; 
The number and complete address of the registered telegram; 
The number of words or groups to be fixed. 
Then it successively repeats each word, group, or altered pas-

sage, doing so from beginning to end, if necessary, of the last words 
or groups correctly transmitted; each passage repeated in this way 
is separated from the following by a question mark. 

The arrival office resends this rectification like a service tele-
gram. 

The return copy is only communicated to the sender when it is 
correct, at least if it does not result in a considerable delay. In this 
case, a note is written on the copy indicated that a rectification will 
be sent later. 

The integral repetition of registered telegrams does not ex-
clude the partial collation determined by § VIII, which is required, 
in so far that the telegram has not been exchanged in direct com-
munication by the originating office and the destination office. 

By general rule, return telegrams accompanied by notices rel-
ative to the delivery receive, like paid response, an order number at 
the office that receives them, and their transmissions are inci-
dentally treated like new telegrams. 

The return telegram is given in the following form: 
Paris by Beirut. — No . . . — Date. 
Registered Telegram to No . . . from . . . — for return. 
(Primary text.) 
Delivered (date) — to — h — m — m. or s. — to Mr . . . . . 
(or a style for non-delivery). 
When the registered telegram is received directly from the 

originating office to the destination office, the latter office immedi-
ately give the integral collation: but the originating office only sends 
this to the sender when it has received notices relative to the deliv-
ery, under the form mentioned above. 
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XIX 

The primary text of the telegram must be fully transmitted to 
the destination office successively and reproduced in the copy ad-
dressed to the addressee, but in the preamble, each office only re-
produces, after the word forward, the addressed to which the tele-
gram may then be sent. 

The requests for forwarding provided for in § 4 of Article 26 of 
the Convention may be made by the post. 

Each Administration retains for themselves the ability to for-
ward, when it is necessary, according to the indications given to the 
domicile of the addressee, telegrams for which no special indication 
was given. 

The international tax of forwarded telegrams is simply the tax 
pertaining to the first route, the complete address counted in the 
total number of words. 

XX 

By transmitting a telegram addressed to two or more address-
ees, it is necessary, in the preamble, to indicate the number of ad-
dresses. 

The indication given in § 5 of Article 27 of the Convention must 
enter in the body of the address, and by consequence in the number 
of taxed words. 

It is reproduced in the potential indications. 

XXI 

The sender must write in the official record the potential indi-
cations relative to the delivery to a domicile, to paid responses, to 
registered telegrams, or to forwarded telegrams. 

The words, numbers, or signs added by the office in the inter-
est of service are not taxed. 

XXII 

The name of the office of departure, the date, the hour, and the 
minute of deposit are transmitted from the office and inscribed on 
the copy sent to the addressee. 



306 JOURNAL OF SPACE LAW [VOL. 41 

The sender may repeat their indications, in total or in part, in 
the text of the telegram: they enter thusly into the count of the 
words. 

XXIII 

The telegrams discussed in Article 36 of the Convention are 
formed as follows: Paris by Berlin. — Service taxed. They take rank 
among service telegrams and take a number in the order. 

If the sender of a registered telegram notices an error in the 
text of the return telegram and requests a clarification, the rectify-
ing telegram is transmitted for free by the originating office, so long 
as the error was not caused by the sender. 

The addressee of an ordinary or registered telegram may re-
quest a clarification of passages that appear in doubt, and they are 
cleared as follows: 1st the price of a simple telegram for the request; 
2nd the price of a telegram calculated following the length of the 
repeated passage, conforming to the rule prescribed in § XVIII. 

These taxes are reimbursed to them if the repetition finds that 
the telegraphic service had altered the meaning of the telegram. In 
that case, the arrival office conducts the reimbursement by the of-
fice and with no delay. 

The sums paid for taxed service telegrams remain earned en-
tirely by the Administration that collected them, and are not fig-
ured in the international counts. 

The telegraphic office that receives a telegram by which one 
asks from them the annulation of another telegram they had previ-
ously received, notifies the originating office by post, the party who 
had made the request, as far as the sender has not paid the price of 
a telegraphic response. 

XXIV 

If the tax to be collected at the arrival is not recovered, the loss 
is supported by arrival office, unless there are special conventions, 
and brought to a close under article 59 of the Convention. 

However, the telegraphic Administrations take, as far as pos-
sible, necessary measures in order that the taxes collected upon ar-
rival and would not be paid by the addressee are recovered by the 
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sender. When thusly recovered, the office who made the telegram 
maintains a count for the interested office. 

XXV 

The Administrations and telegraphic offices take necessary 
measures to diminish, as far as possible, the number of service tel-
egrams benefiting from a gratuity. 

Details not presenting a sense of urgency are requested or 
given by post. 

XXVI 

Each reclamation or reimbursement of tax must be presented 
to the originating office, if there is a question about an altered tele-
gram, to be accompanied by the copy sent to the addressee. 

The sender who does not reside in the country where they sent 
their telegram may present their reclamation at the office of origin, 
by the intermediary of another office. In this case, if it is known that 
the reclamation is justified, the office that received it is charged 
with effectuating the reimbursement. 

For ordinary telegrams not sent to a destination (Art. 46 of the 
Convention), or for registered telegrams that do not fulfill their pur-
pose (Art. 47), the reimbursement is supported by the offices on the 
lines of which there were irregularities which justified the reclama-
tion by the sender. 

In the case of alterations to the transmission, the originating 
office determines the errors that delayed the telegram from ful-
filling its purpose, and the part contributable to the various Admin-
istrations is resolved according to the number of faults determined 
in this way. 

The errors resulting from a non-fixed repetition are imputable 
to the sending office. The errors committed in a case where the ob-
ligatory repetition was not made, in spite of the request by the send-
ing office, are imputable to the office that received the telegram. 
The two offices are responsible if the obligatory repetition was not 
made by the office that received the telegram and was not requested 
by the sending office. 

If a response has fewer words than were paid for, the exceeding 
is not returned. 
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Reclamations communicated from office to office are transmit-
ted with a complete dossier, which is to say that they contain (in 
original or in copy) all the pieces or letters that are concerned. 

When a reclamation is found to be justified, the originating of-
fice effectuates the reimbursement without waiting for a response 
from the interested offices. 

XXVII 

The tax pertaining to semaphore transmissions of telegrams 
by sea is attributed to the State that made the transmission. 

XXVIII 

The tax that serves as the base for the distribution among 
States, or to the determination of the means mentioned in Article 
49 of the Convention, those which result from the regular applica-
tion of taxes, without which it must take count of errors in taxation 
that may have been made. Each Administration incidentally keeps 
for itself the right to request from senders or addressees, following 
the scenarios, the remainder of required taxes by a initially incom-
plete taxation, and commit to reimburse sums taken in excess by 
error. 

However, the number of words announced by the originating 
office serves as the base for application of the tax in the interna-
tional counts, except for the case where it would have been rectified 
by a common agreement with the corresponding office. 

XXIX 

The exchange of monthly counts take place before the end of 
the quarter that follows the month that they concern. 

The review of the accounts takes place in a maximum delay of 
six months, from the date of their delivery. The office that has not 
received, in this interval, corrective compliance considers the ac-
count as accepted without other reason and inscribes the amount in 
the quarterly calculation. 

It is not accepted for reclamation, in the counts, for the subject 
of telegrams more than one year from the date. 

The present rules, intended to be complete the dispositions of 
the diplomatic Convention of whose project is currently submitted 
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for the approval of international Conference of Paris, will be entered 
into rigor at the same time as the Convention. 

Completed in Paris, 11th April, 1865. 
Signed : BRUNNER, 
  DE CHAUVIN, for the Grand-Ducy of Bade, 
  DE WEBER, 
  DE DYCK, 
  FASSIAUX, 
  J. VINCHENT, 
  FABER, 
  SAL SANZ, 
  IGNACIO DE HAKAR, 
  Vicomte H. DE VOUGY, 
  JAGERSCHMIDT, 
  PHOCION ROQUE 
  GAUSS, 
  J. DE MINOTTO, 
  NIELSEN, 
  STARING, 
  J. V. DAMASIO, 
  DE CHAUVIN, 
 Major General DE GUERHARD, 
  DE CHAUVIN, for the realm of Saxony, 
  P. BRÄNDSTROM, 
  L. CURCHOD, 
  AGATHON, 
  KLEIN. 
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