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A SERBIAN VILLAGE IN HUNGARY. POSTAL HISTORY !‘

OF BAVANISTE-HOMOKBALVANYOS 1868-1920.
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DR. FERENC NAGY, VIENNA

Dr. Laszlo Ettre, our fellow sufferer who lived in
the USA, an excellent philatelist, published a
really interesting study in the 80/1 edition of PHI-
LATELICA with the title "The postage due provi-
sional of Homokbalvanyos”. This work impressed
me so greatly that I have been watching the mar-
ket of these stamps ever since. This activity, plus
the purchased cards and covers are the base of this
article. My aim is to refresh and expand the work
of dr. Ettre, thereby also paying tribute to the
great postal history researcher, who sadly passed
away in between.

1. THE HISTORY OF THE VILLAGE

It would be difficult to find a locality in Hungary
with a more interesting and colourful history than
that of Homokbalvanyos. It would of course be
easy to dismiss it by quoting the small size of the
village, but maybe after reading this work this
opinion will change a bit.

Let us have a look at the map and search for Ho-
mokbalvanyos. In vain — it is not shown. This of
course is the case of countless Hungarian locali-
ties, as after the separation of 1918 these localities
received for us foreign names, but down below, to
the right of Belgrade we can find the village of
Bavaniste. This has been the original name of the
village from the beginnings to 1911, when it has

been Hungarianized into Homokbalvanyos (what
a beautiful word, pleasant to pronounce, it simply
melts on our tongue. The meaning of the name in
English is something like Sandidoly).

Thumbing through the book of Gary Ryan we can
find at Bavaniste that the post office has been
opened on 18 September 1868 and the handstamp
belongs to the so called thimble handstamps, simi-
larly to those of many post offices in the military
border districts. The point value is 700-800. This
means that the handstamp is “specifically desir-
able and extraordinarily rare” (with regard to the
1867 issue). This seems to be the case indeed, as
during 35 years of searching I have only found 3
stamps and one cover from this issue. How is this
possible? Let us examine the population of the
village!

According to the census of 1910 the village had
194 Hungarian, 385 German, 133 Gipsy and 6115
Serbian inhabitants. Thus we can suppose some
700-800 writers (coincidentally corresponding to
the Ryan-points...) This can explain the fact that I
could not find any postal pieces from the seventies
and eighties from this post office.

One can find though a barrack-room in the vil-
lage, hosting the Bavaniste company of the 12.
German-Banatian Cohort, under the command of
Temesvar. Possibly several staff sergeants worked
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there, but most of the letters have been sent “ex
offo”, without a stamp, so no example be left
over.

The first letter I have found (apart from the 1869
cover already mentioned) stems from 1895, a 3
krajcar letter card with extra 2*1 kr franking, in
the case of the credit prolongation of a Serbian
ctizen to Fehértemplom. Not an everyday piece,

with extra franking from a small village. Figure 3. Two further “peers”: a block of four 3
krajcar stamps, plus a rare 24 krajcar stamp from a

money order. Both seen rarely.

I have found the next postal piece from 1896 —
and what a piece! The subject is a newspaper or-
der, signed by a local inhabitant, dr. Arpad Groo —
as we will see later, a philatelist!

The card has been sent to Germany, to the city of
Hemer. Two krajcars have been sufficient for the
franking.

Figure 1. A 5 kr 1867 stamp with the thimble
handstamp of Bavaniste, on a cutout. Gudlin: this
handstamp has been used between 1868 and 1887
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Figure 4. Card to Westphalia, td
the city of Hemer on 6 May 1896
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Figure 2. Letter card to Fehértemplom, with arriva = T )
postmark of 23 December 1895 on the back I simply cannot omit a beautiful registered

sent by Karoly Peros (pharmacist in three lan-

guages) — each component is so perfect!
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Figure 5. Registered cover to Pancsova with a 35f
(25+10f) single franking. The cyrillic text: Lekarnica
kod Szveta Duha.

These single circle handstamps have a diameter of
22 mm. According to Gudlin they have been used
from 1887 to 1907. We can see yet another hand-
stamp on the next correspondence card, a 30 mm
one with crown, the double-circle type. Still with
the name of Bavaniste. It has been written in
1908, containing New Year Wishes.
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Figure 6. A short-lived handstamp with crown, still
with the Serbian name, Bavaniste, 31 December 1908,
once again to Pancsova.

This double-circle handstamp with a crown and
the name of “BAVANISTE” has been in usage
from 1907 to 1910!

Well, if the kind Reader is of the opinion that up
to now this article has been boring, he is totally
right. But the next 7-8 years contain so many
gems, that the patience has been worthwhile.

First of all the village has received a new, Hungar-
ian name — it became Homokbalvanyos from Ba-
vaniste. The origin of the name can be discovered
on a picture postcard written in the early “new-
name” months. The sender writes on the card can-
celled by the HOMOKBALVANYOS 18. JULY
1911, “N”-lettered postmark: “Sand we have
plenty in the sandsea of Homokbalvanyos, but
idols are so non-existent here that we have to
travel home on Saturday evening.” This humorous
text shows, that there must have been quite a lot
of sand there. So much so that we can find another
village some kilometres to the North: HOMOKOS
(Sandy, in Serbian: MRAMORAK). These names
most probably commemorate the numerous san-
dhills that can be found in the Danube-valley.

On the front of the card there are several pictures
about the village, among others, in the top left
corner, the picture of an animal drinking-trough in
the centre of the village.



Figures 7 and 8. Front and back sides of the 1911
picture postcard

2. OUTBREAK OF THE WORLD WAR

The joy of the people of the village for having
such a nice name has been soon overshadowed by
the World War, bringing different problems with
it. In vain do we search a postmark containing the
village name on the next cover, we can only find a
number cancellation showing the number 8206. It
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is a known fact from the literature that in the au-
tumn of 1914 the usage of the handstamps show-
ing the name and date has been abandoned in the
Southern part of Hungary for such number hand-
stamps, so that the enemy, eventually capturing
the post, wouldn’t know, where the letters had
been posted. The order contains the assignment of
the 8206 number to Homokbalvanyos. But if the
enemy did not know the order, they could read the
place of the postage in the top left corner. There-
fore this absurd order has been withdrawn already
in the beginning of 1915. The recipient of the
letter has been the company Zwack and partners,
functioning even today (best known for the fa-
mous bitters UNICUM).

Figure 9. Number postmark as “masking postmark”™ on
a cover from Homokbalvanyos to Budapest in the au-
tumn of 1914

On a registered cover from 1915 we can once
again find the Homokbalvanyos postmark, plus a
black “KATONAI ELLENORZO BIZOTTSAG”
(Military Inspection Committee) handstamp, most
probably stuck at the place of postage.
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Figure 10. Registered cover to the already mentioned
Karl Meyer company to Pancsova on 9 August 1915

The year 1918 enriched the postal history of the
village with several interesting items. Multiple
increases of the postage due fees caused the post-
age due stamps to be in short supply in the whole
country. Therefore the Postal Directorates allowed
the postage due usage of normal postal stamps by
overprinting them with a “P” or “T*“. But while
the number of philatelic usages for these stamps is
fairly high, the real workaday usages are ex-
tremely rare.

So it is even more interesting that I have found 4
postal items from this small village, which seems
to be a huge quantity. Their workaday status is
unquestionable, all of them have Serbian ad-
dresses and Serbian content.

On the first card, sent to Temesvar on 19 June
1918, the imprinted 8 filler stamp has been sup-
plemented with a 2 filler Harvester stamp to 10
filler. According to the postage due fees the dou-
ble of this fee should have been used, which for
some reason has been omitted. So in this case we
can only speak about a “postage due supplement”.

The postal order allowing the usage of these pro-
visional postage due stamps came into force on 15
June 1918 and remained valid until mid-
November.
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Figure 11. Correspondence card from Temesvar with
imprinted 8 filler and 2 filler postage due stamp

Nota bene. During the collation this article it
turned out that regarding the 1918 Hungarian
porto-provisional cards, all these similar — i.e. not
postage dued, but just complemented by 2 fillers —
items stem from summer 1918. There has been a
»grace period” till end of June'. But both the
collections of Gabor Visnyovszki and the well-
known British collector Mervyn Benford contain
such items, all of them from that time — our Ho-
mokbalvanyos card fits well to these ones. The
seven items of the Benford -collection are
especially important.

This could mean that the notion of ,,grace period”
is not an invention of the II. Inflation period, but
has already been used in 1918.

! Monograph of Hungarian Stamps IV. p243.



The next card has been posted in Pancsova two
days later, on 21 June, without stamps. The miss-
ing 10 filler have been made up the next day in
Homokbalvanyos with 4*5 filler Harvester post-
age due stamps. Let us observe the contrast-rich
postage due stamps! The carefully mounted,
green-red stamps are in themselves a rarity as a
strip. The composition makes the whole item even
rarer. And the portrait of the 4 allied commanders
adds an extra flavour to the item.

Figure 12. Portrait of the Emperors from Pancsova,
with 4*5 filler Harvester postage due stamps

The third card has been sent from Szeged on 22
June, to Darika Todorov, stampless, as the sol-
diers were accustomed to send letters free of
charge, but for some reason in the last days of the
war they did not receive field post cards any more.

This item contains 2*10 filler Harvester postage
due stamps. The careful mounting is also visible
here. Most of the postage due covers from the
whole country show careless, seemingly acciden-
tal mounting of the postage due stamps, covering
important texts or other information. The opposite
is true here.

Figure 13. The card of Darika Todorov from Szeged,
stampless, therefore with a postage due of 2x10 fillér
The fourth and last letter has been sent from
Komarom to Saza Zsivkov, also on June 21 1918,
also without stamps.

The recipient had to pay 35 filler surcharge, mis-
teriously, as the correct surcharge would have
been 40 filler. But the missing 5 filler is amply
recouped by the “mixed” franking of the postage
due stamps, which is a unique solution!

Figure 14. Unfranked letter from Komarom, overprin-
ted there with a “P”. (Both the “P” and the “T” letters
have been allowed.) Unique mixed postage due frank-
ing: 30 filler red-numbered green postage due and 5
filler provisional.



While the very similar date of the posting of these
letters may be notable at first sight, taking into
account the travelling and communication possi-
bilities of that era a centralized action has almost
been impossible. Especially as the same dates
wouldn’t have been necessary, as the “T”-letter
order did not contain a terminating date at the
promulgation.

The feasible explanation is that the postal clerk
called Graf has taken his task seriously and did
not leave any filler at the clients from the fees due
to the post. This is how the critical year of 1918
has passed, in which our country became the prey
of our neighbours and the county Temes became a
southern Slavic territory. Therefore the poor
postal clerk of Homokbalvanyos, when running
out of postage due stamps, did not know, whom to
turn to. The Hungarian order for the “T” and “P”
overprints being already invalid, he turned to the
Postal Directorate of Temesvar with his demand
in July 1919. But this institution did not want to
deal with the “Serbian” part of the county, being
aware that this part will be annexed away and they
themselves will fall under Romanian direction
after the period of 27 July-17 August 1919. So the
demand has been left unanswered.

In the meantime Mr. Graf found out that his office
now belongs to the Directorate of Nagybecskerek.
He demanded supply twice in August, then sent
yet another letter on 7 September to the
Nagybecskerek directorate. The text of this letter
has been published in detail in the September
1921 edition of PHILATELIA by dr. Arpad Grod.

This is the same dr. Gro6 who wrote the corre-
spondence card to Hemer shown on Figure 4 of
this article. This is how the strings of history
meet! Dr. Grod turned into a true philatelist who
published the local story of these stormy times in

1921. This publication contains the text of the
exchange of letters, which plays a deciding role at
the summing up of this edition. Citation from the
letter of postal clerk Graf sent to the
Nagybecskerek Directorate on 7 September:
“I completely ran out of postage due stamps, so
I will be forced to use some denominations of my
still existing slim franco-stamp supply as postage
due stamps in the necessary quantity, by over-
printing them according to the attached sample
and thereby differentiate them from the franco
stamps.”

And finally a reply from Nagybecskerek, dated
11 October: “The items ordered on 2 August have
been dispatched today... Currently we do not
have postage due stamps on stock. Therefore we
send more franco stamps, which can be used as
postage due stamps with the appropriate and
shown modification.”

Clear words. The Postal Directorate of
Nagybecskerek expressis verbis empowered the
postal clerk of Homokbalvanyos to produce post-
age due stamps by overprinting the postal stamps!

There’s just one small snag. Mr. Graf did not want
to wait for the who-knows-when-it-will-come
reply from Nagybecskerek and he began to pro-
duce the postage due stamps, with the method
described in his petition, already in September.

But this is more than understandable. By the post-
age due stamps he was able to produce a not too
significant, but still existing income for his small,
poor post office.



3. THE POSTAGE DUE PROVISIONALS OF
HOMOKBALVANYOS

Thus, from this date, he overprinted the currently
valid stamps, producing in all, taking into account
all overprint types, 2500 copies. We can differen-
tiate four types:

e Type A: horizontal PORTO overprint in the
middle of the stamps.

e Type B: the PORTO overprint on the upper
part of the stamps.

e Type C: diagonal PORTO overprint

e Type D: PORTO overprint, above and under it
with the new value

At this point I will have to ask the Dear Reader to
have a look at the thorough, detailed summarizing
article of dr. Laszlo Ettre on the homepage of the
Mafitt under the address: www.mafitt.thu —
Philatelica—80/1—dr. Ettre..> It is impossible to
even sketchily quote this detailed article here. In
one sentence, the 2 filler to 1 korona stamps avail-
able to postal clerk Graf have been overprinted in
the above mentioned types.

According to the literature the stamps haven’t
been overprinted for stock, but one by one when
needed. This is the reason why, with the exception
of some pieces, NO UNUSED STAMPS EXIST,
as opposed to other local stamp issues.

It is possible, that dr. Arpad Groo, the philatelist
living in Homokbalvanyos helped postal clerk
Graf to devise and produce this issue. The small
village post office certainly did not have any other
personnel and the production of these stamps
needed a lot of work. Dr. Gro6 would have been a

% See in www.mafitt.hu page Philatelica, number 80/1.
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dumb donkey not to use such an opportunity to be
actively present at the birth of a local edition.

So we can divide the existing very small number
of cards and letters into two groups: cards ad-
dressed to dr Arpad Gro6, nicely written, in Hun-
garian language or at least with Hungarian ad-
dress. These cards always ran through the entire
postal route and if a postage due has been just,
then the postage due has always been established
and mounted correctly.

The other group consists of cards and letters writ-
ten in Serbian language, with rather simple hand-
writing, seemingly written by ex-soldiers to their
old garrison. They were accustomed to write let-
ters free of charge. The peace ended this custom,
but during the interregnum there has been a void
of stamps at many places also, so these letters
have simply been thrown into the mailboxes with-
out franking.

In the county of Temes in 1919 the fee-increases
resulted in a fee of 30 filler for a correspondence
card and 50 filler for a letter.

Let us have a representative cross-sectional view
of the porto provisional of Homokbalvanyos!

It took the letter posted in the middle of Septem-
ber in Vinkovci, to the West of Vukovar, four
days to reach Homokbalvanyos. This letter is
earlier than the agreed reply of the Nagybecskerek
Postal Directorate to the invention of postal clerk
Graf, so the overprinted postage due stamps are
sort of illegal.

The black “T” letter has been stamped on the
cover in Vinkovci. Fee for the cover: 50 filler.
Postage due: 1 korona. According to dr. Ettre the
1 korona Parliament stamp has been overprinted
in 100 copies.
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Figure 15. Letter from Vinkovci to Homokbalvanyos.
The sender of the letter did not speak Hungarian, he
writes both Bavaniste and HOMOKBABAHOM, the
last syllable already in Serbian. Seemingly the village
has been rechristened to Bavaniste by this date.

We can find an extremely interesting stamp on the
next card: this printed matter has only been
franked with 5 filler in Versecz. This would have
been sufficient until 15 May 1919, but on this date
the Serbians doubled this fee on the territory of
the Temesvar Directorate, so 5 filler has been
missing. The 1. local issue of Temesvar, over-
printed by 10 filler, has once again been over-
printed in Homokbalvanyos with the PORTO text,
so the twice imprinted stamp has been used as a
10 filler postage due stamp. Great rarity, I only
know two pieces.
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Figure 15A. Printed matter from Versecz from
September 1919, with the Serbian Occupation of
Temesvar 1. local overprinted issue 10 filler stamp,
overprinted in Homokbdlvanyos yet again, with: POR-
TO.

The next card is addressed to dr. Arpad Groo.
Actually so much so that the address is in his own
handwriting. 1 found this out by comparing the
writing with that of the Hemer card shown on
figure 4 — they are the same! Posted unfranked in
Szabadka, on 13 October. A violet censure mark-
ing at the place of postage: Pregledano. Number
of postage due stamps issued: Harvester 25 fillér:
50, Carl-Zita 10 fillér: 100, Carl-Zita 25 fillér: 80.
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Figure 16. Field-post card addressed to dr. Groo with
Hungarian text from Szabadka on 13 Oct. to Homokbdlva-
nyos. Correspondence card: 30 fillér, postage due: 60 fillér

9



Similar writing can be found on the next card
(please compare the characteristics of the word
Homokbalvanyos on this and the previous card),
so it has yet again been written by dr. Grod, this
time to Gosp. (Mr.) Kosta Radanov, in Serbian
language! Posted at Pancsova, with that place
“PORTO” stamping, on a field post card from 2.
October.

The 60 filler postage due has been mounted very
carefully: 50-2-2-6 filler. The overprinted number
of these stamps is fairly low: Parliament 50 fillér:
10, Siirgds 2 fillér: 10, Harvester 6 fillér: 20.

POR;
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Figure 17. Field post card sent from Pancsova to Ho-
mokbalvanyos on 2 October

The next card has appeared only some weeks ago
at an auction in Ljubljana. The card has been writ-
ten on the 14 of December and posted on 16 De-
cember in Brcko, Bosnia, with a 10 vinar chain-
tearing stamp, but the card required 15 vinar,
which did not escape the observation of the stern
postal clerk Graf, who prescribed 10 filler postage
due for it. The overprint of the postage due stamp
is violet, unknown by dr. Ettre.
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Figure 18. Correspondence card from Brcko wtih
a 10 vinar chain-breaker stamp to Bavaniste, where a
10 filler postage due stamp has been fixed on it. The
postal route of the card lasted 11 days.

Nota bene. We can find a collector’s note written
with red pencil on the lower part of the letter to
the right: N29. This stems from a collection in
England, the most complete collection ever
known, using these numbers in the order of pur-
chase, up to 39.

English collectors fancy these unusual territories,
and the Homokbalvanyos issue, as opposed to
Hungary, has a great cult in England, it even has
literature.

The total all world stock of the remaining Ho-
mokbalvanyos items can be estimated at around
100 pieces.

The next letter has been posted in Torokbecse,
upon the river Tisza, to the South of Ada, on 1
January 1920. The Serbian address is once again
Bavaniste. The cover needed a franking of 50
filler, so the postage due has been 100 filler. We
see a newspaper stamp overprinted in red, a col-
our unknown at dr. Ettre.



Figure 19. Unfranked cover from Térokbecse to
Bavaniste. 100 filler postage due stamp overprinted in
red.

Figure 20. Unfranked letter from the city of Prilip,
Macedonia to Bavaniste, from 4 January 1920

The next Serbian letter (Figure 20) has been
posted at Prilip, with the address Bavaniste, Banat
(the county-name), once again unfranked. This
locality is in Macedonia, so the letter travelled for
9 days. The 60 filler and 40 filler postage due
stamps fixed on the letter for the 100 filler postage
due are overprinted with black, respectively vio-

let. These colours are known at dr. Ettre, but no
data is known about the number of their copies.

Great rarities are those postage due stamps that
have been used not in Homokbalvanyos. During
several decades I could find two such letters. The
first one has been posted at Kevevara on 5 Janu-
ary 1920 and its Serbian address is Mramorak.
The Hungarian name of this village, Homokos is
also shown with smaller letters.

Figure 21. Sta_mples.s letter from Kevevara to Homokos,
with an overprinted 100/3 filler postage due stamp.
The missing 50 filler franking necessitated the
usage of a postage due stamp, a Harvester 3 filler
stamp with 100 filler overprint.

I simply cannot resist the temptation to introduce
here a picture postcard, posted at Homokos and
showing the post office, recalling the spirit of
those old days. I ask the Dear Reader to examine
the picture carefully and imagine himself walking
past this building...
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Figure 22. The post office of Homokos on a 1917
picture postcard sent to Vienna

The other letter has been posted in Homokbalvan-
yos/!/, on 12 January 1920, franked with a 25
filler stamp instead of 50 filler. The missing 25
filler caused 50 filler postage due in Székelykeve,
where it has been fixed with 40+10 filler postage
due stamps.

This item is the non plus ultra of this issue, even
shown in the Handbook of Hungarian Stamps on
page 529, at the review of this issue. And it also
contains the already known red collector’s serial
number, N24.

How did the Homokbalvanyos postage due stamps
get into neighbouring villages? It is conceivable
that the postmasters of those villages also wanted
to profit from the postage due incomes, having
very few other types of incomes. Please don’t
forget that the area has slumped into chaos at
those times.

For better overview let me show you a map detail
representing the villages using the postage due
stamps.
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Figure 23. Map showing the southern part of county
Temes
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Figure 24. Letter from Bavaniste to Kevevara on

12 January 1920 with provisional postage due stamps.

Towards the end of January 1920 the Postal Di-
rectorate of Nagybecskerek became able to supply
the post office of Homokbalvanyos with postage
due stamps, so the usage of the provisional ones
has been abandoned by the end of this month. I
have been able to acquire a unique document per-
petuating this date. This is the only cover bearing



some stamps of the provisional issue but did not
actually run, as its character is documentary.

Figure 25. Last day of usage of the Homokbalvanyos
provisional postage due stamps, 31 January 1920

It is striking that the overprint angle of the stamps
is always nearly the same. Neither Groo, nor Ettre
mentions that the overprints would have been
produced in a printing house. The number of
overprinted stamps though is always round (e.g.
10, 30, 40) which speaks against piecemeal over-
printing procedure.

As opposed to this, had the numbers been really
such round numbers, then one would expect some
pieces to remain unused from a stock of say 100
copies, as written by dr. Ettre and dr. Gro6. Still,
apart from the English collection no unused ex-
ample of the Homokbalvanyos issue is to be
found!

Meaning, that some unsolved questions still re-
main ...

4. SUMMARY

The Homokbalvanyos postage due provisional
issue stems from a necessity, was authorized by
the principal authority and has only been used
until the end of the emergency period.

All of the existing items ran through the postal
route and have a correct postage due fee fixed on
them.

It would be a philatelic blindness to deny the
postal historical justification of this. The fact that
the stamps of this issue have also been used for
philatelic purposes is not an argument. 100% of
the Zeppelin stamps have been used for philatelic
purposes, so accepting this argument one should
delete these stamps from the catalogize!

No issue exists which hasn’t been used for phila-
telic purposes to some extent. So, to reproach the
collectors for this is at least courageous. Nearly all
other countries catalogize all existing issues and
then entrust the collectors to choose their collect-
ing field. The official Hungarian catalogue does
not even mention this issue.

It explains the omission with this text in the fore-
word: ‘Our catalogue only shows the stamps of
those overprinted issues for which their belonging
to philately has already been clarified.’

Quod erat demonstrandum. (Now it is proven.)

Translated from Hungarian
by dr. Homonnay Géza
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NEW CURRENCY ISSUES OF HUNGARY 1926-33
(STATIONERY 1936)
FUTURE GEMS OF HUNGARIAN PHILATELY

MERVYN BENFORD, LONDON

I am encouraged by the 2014 MAFITT anniver-
sary exhibition and now again by the 2015 au-
tumn edition of PHILATELICA to consider the
concept of Postal History gems more closely. |
began collecting Hungarian stamps 61 years ago
and moved to postal history by discovering Gary
Ryan and his method of collecting stamps after
their use on actual posted items. That use was of
course especially remarkable and I have since
seen similar quality in Géza Homonnay’s superb
1867 collection. My good friend Gabor Visny-
ovszki and I have discussed more recent rarities
and his book says all that needs to be said. Rari-
ties exist across the entire story and I do not just
mean printing and other production errors.

I have had a strong interest in the first inflation
period which ended with dual usage in the early
part of the 1926 new currency issues and I have,
as a result, had a long interest in those new cur-
rency issues, both the stamps and the stationery.
There is potential for some postal historical
gems. Gems in geology vary in quality but all are
desirable. Collecting these issues on card, cover
and other postal documents opens many desirable
opportunities for postal history collectors.
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Mixed frankings with old and new currency
stamps- permitted until 1st. March 1927- intro-
duce the story. Then, in 1928, the series was re-
issued with a new watermark, new colours for
some stamps, amendments to the design of the
Castle stamps and dropping the 70f. Both issues
saw two colour versions of the 16f, lilac and vio-
let. Both issues involved two different perfora-
tions for the lower values: Perforation 15 (A) or
14 x 14 Y4 (B): The higher values with Castle
design have just 14 % x 14. There are some rather
scarce stamps in both 1926 and 1928 lower val-
ues with the ‘B’ perforation.

Validity of the 1926 stamps was in some cases
31st. December 1932 but the others, and all the
later issues, were valid until the end of 1933.
Three times in later years, 1931, 1932 and 1933
the need for new denominations or new versions
of older ones as rates changed saw a few of the
stamps overprinted in every case with a lower
cost. In one such case involving both 1926 and
1928 versions the 1926 is much scarcer. The 20f
on 25f is not often found. I have one example in
my 162 item collection, a registered letter to the
UK at 40f + 50f, the 40f paid by a pair of the
OP20f on 25f, the registration by a single 50f



Castle. I have just two examples of the 10f on
70f (the Castle issued only in 1926) that arrived
on 15th. April 1933 and so had a very short life.
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[llustrations la and 1b

The 2f on the already overprinted 6f/8f came in
June 1932- valid just 18 months. None were valid
more than two years. The postal stationery, how-
ever, was valid until 31 12 36. Forgeries also
exist to complicate matters, including reference
to a major Hungarian bank in respect of known
forgeries of the 8f and 16f. The 6f overprint on 8f
with Perforation ‘B’ is also known forged- a very

scarce stamp that would appeal to a forger per-
haps! Use of higher denomination stamps for
single franking of particular rates is possible but
not found too often. Combining low values often
occurred. When one then links the covers with
the postage rates the story and the frankings can
be exciting!

1. POSTAGE DUE

Matching the definitive series came the postage
dues- bright red and often themselves with in-
triguing frankings on underpaid letters from
abroad. They also have the two perforations- only
in 1926 and Perforation ‘B’ much less common.
The new watermark came a year later than the
stamps, namely 1929 but just Perforation ‘A’.
The 5f was only in the 1926 issue and is rather
more highly rated in the catalogues- with both
perforations. At times a cover with a definitive of
this period or a stationery card was itself insuffi-
cient and the penalty was paid in the dues of the
issue. The dues also had emergency overprinted
surcharges to create new denominations needed.
The 2f and the 4f definitives are known with
respectively a “T” and a ‘PORTO’ overprint indi-
cating use of these definitives as dues. [ hope my
readers can see the great variety of postally his-
torical items these production details create.

2. POSTAL STATIONERY

The new currency era also brought new postal
stationery- adding further possible variety. In
1926 two postcards appeared at 4f (violet) and 8f
(green) with 16f (dark blue) in 1929 and 10f
(brown) in 1930. Postcards also had a dated im-
print for year of production along the right hand
side so there are 4 x 4f and 5 x 8f cards with dif-

15



ferent date imprints in the 1926 issues alone. In
1929 the 4f and 8f appeared with an extra title
line and text at the bottom- also year imprint
dates again. These are not so common. [ have
just two at 8f- none at 4f.

In 1930 the 10f and 16f were joined by a 6f
(lighter green) also imprint dated, but all three
were new in having a basic card cost of 1f added
to the charge and this detail recorded on them and
so making them different items to look at. These
cards had notes at the bottom as normal. 1930
also saw the 4f and 8f of both 1926 and 1929
versions up-rated by a red meter-style boxed 2f to
meet changing rates and usage.

Simady recorded as Number 81 a very rare D-
levél (“Domjén”) card issued in 1930 (I have
never seen one.) In 1931 the series of A and B,
red and blue illustrated postcards at 16f and 20f
used the still standard design but I do not treat
them in this article. Some later overprinting again
comes to these cards too. These illustrated cards
have an additional title in French ‘CARTE
POSTALE’ for international use.

However, I have a 16f plain card with dark blue
print and stamp and the same extra French title
and references to foreign countries at the bottom.
I am not clear if this is Simady’s 69, or 76, or an
uncatalogued card. The only illustration in my
1983 catalogue shows the 8f card with a single
line title. The much older Higgins and Gage in-
ternational catalogue mentions two lines at the
bottom so it probably is Simady’s 69 or 76. Hig-
gins and Gage mention only the 1929 (Simady
69) version and do not include it as a card that
had an extra price fee noted (Simady 76.) Mine
does not have that 17f total cost shown so it must
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be Simady 69. I have only the one example- used
appropriately to Vienna.

Hungarian stationery had long included reply-
paid postcards and in 1926 an 8f version was
issued and in 1930 a 10f. The version showing
card price i.e 22f for the double 10f card also
came as well as the up-rated 8f card using the red
2f meter mark but on both outward and reply
halves. Hungary also had letter-cards and in 1926
a 16f one was issued serving the Convention
foreign rate- and as usual dated imprints. As with
other stationery the 16f had a red meter up-rating,
but at 4f- the new letter rate was 20f

Illustration 2.

In due time a new 20f letter-card met his need but
only the version giving the total cost price (22f.)
All these reply-cards and letter-cards are very
difficult to find used. I have just one. Mint are
not easy to find anyway. In 1930 another ex-
tremely rare, never seen by me, 10f letter-card
was issued with a coupon element. Stationery
output was significant yet no envelopes came
with the first use of the new currency.



Other lesser-used postal stationery covered a
range of services such as Customs declaration
forms and forms used for telegrams. Few are
commonly found and Mint can be as scarce as
new. Many related to money transactions such as
Tax collection, COD (utanvételi), Money Order

(utalvany), Fedezeti-lap and
the Megbizadsi-lap system
for collecting charges- often
legal costs. In the majority
of cases, unless used as di-
rect communication, the
forms carried the very low
1f stamp. The international
money order unusually had
the stamp on the counterfoil.

Hlustrations 3a and 3b

When one adds in parcel post and declared value
letters the possibility becomes clear of some dis-
tinctively franked covers. The Tax (4Adointes) and
Megbizasi cards are studies in themselves- in-
cluding rate changes.

3. Currency and rates

The new currency began on 26™ March 1926,
1000 old korona becoming 8 new filler. On 1*.
January 1927 new rates arrived but only for reg-
istration including foreign, and Express within
Hungary. The replaced rates were valid a bare
nine months. Then on 15®. November 1930 came
new rates within Hungary, including an extension
of the special local city express rate introduced in
1923. At that time inflation was making such
delivery just too expensive at the then rates of
increase. I have a local city rate express cover
from the new currency period still fully paid in
Inflation adhesives. Only the word “Siirgds” and
the higher than usual letter rate charge show this.
The specialist book (Kezikonyv) gives rates and
their changes from the arrival of the new cur-
rency, including those from 24™. April 1928 and
then 7". July 1931- including the Zeppelin visit
and flights and in 1932 a catapult delivery rate.

Foreign mail owned just the 1926 and 1927 rate
change dates though calculation in korona was
still tolerated up to 28.2.27. They were often used
for part of the charge such as registration or
amounts that did not convert easily. The inflation
period had continued the use of cheaper foreign
rates for a favoured group of usually nearby
countries. Austria and Germany were the main
beneficiaries. The Inflation years had seen others
included for particular periods. Though the basic
letter rate of 32f and postcard rate of 16f applied
in all cases there were small but significant dif-
ferences in calculation of weight steps. Some
were at 16f, most at 20f and only Austria had a
second weight step reaching 250g. Weight steps
in all other cases were 20g limits.
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Printed matter, with 8 weight steps and then 1f
for every added kilogram, was set on 1*. January
1927 and changed as the other inland rates on
15", November 1930. That change saw the first
weight step raised from 10g to 20g but at the
same 2f. cost. Foreign printed matter is less easy
from my collection. I have examples seemingly
sent as printed matter franked at 6f (2) and 8f. I
need more work on this factor.

4. MIXED FRANKING

Some intriguing rates were paid with mixed
franking using denominations from other issues
of the period such as the Inflation Madonnas,
1927 airs, the Keskény Madonnas, the two St.
Stephen sets, the Famous Men definitives, the St.
Elizabeth set and the Szent Imre commemora-
tives. A brief six-month overlap with the 1933
Airs and Scouts was possible.

The longer validity of postal stationery means
even more opportunities for mixed franking with
other commemorative issues pre-1937 but the
next stationery series itself had arrived in 1933
and also in use. The new currency affected the
revenue element of the parcel service (1f im-
printed stamp fee replacing the former inflation
korona fee.) I have a parcel form with the earlier
100P inflation revenue stamp used in 1927 to
Zagreb with 2 x 1P Madonnas and a 20f 1926
definitive and a nice strip of three Croatian adhe-
sives on the back- with the manuscript over-
writing it surely is a fine postal history document
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Illustration 4.

The search can be invigorating. The different
ways basic letter charges and postcard rates could
be met (4f, 8f, 16f. and 20f.) can be surprisingly
varied- not least once the overprints could also be
used. 8f can use 2 x 4f or a single 8f and I have a
cover with 4 x 2f but 6f + 2 f I have not. | have a
postcard sent as printed matter to Holland
franked 1f+ 3f+ 4f. 16f has a range of possible
combinations using 4f, 8f and 16f itself, and of
course the lower denominations. One of my post-
cards pays 16f to Austria with overprinted 6f on
8f and 10f on 16f to make a novel franking.

Moving to 20f I have another postcard at full 20f
rate franked 4f+6f+10f. The use of the 6f is not
so common and usually interesting. 2 x 10f seems
a ready combination but I also have 10 x 2f. My
2 x 10f is useful with margin intact containing
text detail. The 20f stamp used singly served the
international postcard rate but I have an example



used with 3f to pay the usually scarce 8f + 15f
(231) local registered letter rate

[llustration 5.

32f was the concessionary foreign letter rate to
that small local group of countries. The 32f Cas-
tle serving that rate singly is less common than
combinations of the 4f, 8f and 16f. My impres-
sion is that postal clerks more usually did that.
Perhaps in smaller offices they did not have so
many of the higher denomination stamps. Per-
haps after years of big numbers they rejoiced in
using smaller ones again! The Castle denomina-
tions, especially the unusual rates of 32f and 46f,
seem effectively used in rates involving extras
such as registration and express. 88f, 90f, 96f
and 1.12P all fit this concept though I have 14 x
8f also paying a 1.12P charge (which needed
1.16P and drew postal intervention) and 7 x 16f
paying 1.12P of a 1.16P charge + 4f for the right
rate. Postal stationery at 4f and 8f can have in-
teresting stamp combinations for higher rates.
Both can meet exact rates as single franking, as
can the original 1926 70f, and these are espe-

cially pleasing. Covers mixing just the lower
values for basic rates seem to be more usual.

Mixed frankings with the Castles are more inter-
esting. 32f and 40f were the two foreign letter
rates mainly in use so single frankings can occur
and they are rather good to have as such. 40f was
the full international rate and I have a single
franking but also a block of 4 x 10f and a 32f
Castle with 8f as well as one with 3 x 6f + 2f + 4f
with 2 x 8f. The 46f and 70f Castles can also
occur as single frankings but also as part of
higher charges. I am pleased to have single frank-
ings of the 46f in both its issues and colours. 50f
is possible but only for 4™ letter weight step in
the later charge period, that step being 40f ini-
tially in 1926. 70f would pay a 500g inland letter
(40f) in the short period registration was 30f.
More usually it paid the 1930 basic national letter
rate of 20f if registered (50f) or even the then
express postcard rate of 10f+60f. I have no such
item! There is much still to look for!

Airmail had not long arrived and early covers
have interesting franking at times! A 2f internal
flight card seems very cheap. A flown registered
express cover to Paris, with two arrival marks, in
1929 curiously uses a rather wrongly coloured
(lilac/blue, rather than lilac/brown) 50K Petofi
from the inflation era 1923 series. In 1929 even if
valid it would have been a twentieth of 8f. I have
two covers from Zeppelin flights that included
new currency adhesives in the frankings. I have a
normal postcard to Germany by air franked with
a pair of 6f plus the 40f Famous Men adhesive.

I have a letter to Switzerland with 27 stamps, just
one at 8f and the rest all smaller denominations,
total charge 90f (40f + 50f registration.) Another
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to Sweden has the 30f Castle (green) two pairs of
the 10f, and a 25f pair to say nothing of five 6f
including a block of four to pay 40f rate, 50f
registration and 3 x 20f weight steps

Hllustrations 6a and 6b.

I have more 6f in these two covers than else-
where in the 162. I have no cover at 88f- full
foreign in the nine months of 1926 when registra-
tion was just 48f but I have a heavier item where
the 88f is the basic charge before weight steps.
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Hungarian postal history between 1926 and 1933
has much to offer just within these first new cur-
rency issues. It can certainly be colourful. Many
of the examples I mention or describe can be
seen, for their time and age, as gems of Hungar-
ian postal history. Yet most of the material is
relatively available in dealers’ stocks or auction
lot often at rather reasonable prices.

5. THE COLLECTION

My 162 items involve most of the features de-
scribed above. I do not have those very rare
items. I note that, like the overprinted 20f on 25f,
the normal 25f, 30f and the 6f. original value are
less usually found. The tables do not identify
watermark or perforations. I realise I could have
checked the perforations but the collection has
only ever been a secondary interest- until more
recently. So I have some work still to do!

Watermarks are more difficult but other details
can help in some cases. | indicate with 1 to 7
stars my estimate of quality. I am not an expert
and these stars reflect only my best guess from
the 162 items in the collection. Readers with
more experience may disagree with me. Greater
rarity would always obtain if Perforation ‘B’ was
involved. Postal stationery forms are seen so
rarely used that valuation is very difficult.

This article does not include MINT examples of
the stationery. | have examples of most.

I list the items in groups: Local, National, For-
eign Convention, Full Foreign, Printed matter
and Other.

Muster to the table of collection:

Abbreviations used:



(26) 1926 issue OoP overprinted with reduced face value

(29) 1929 issue FC Foreign rate for Convention concession
Itr Letter countries

pc Postcard FF Full foreign rate

Nat  National inland item For Foreign

Reg  Registration A Austria

Ex/Exp Express C Czechoslovakia

PD Postage Due issue of the period G Germany

PS Postal Stationery of the period Y Yugoslavia

L lilac 16f I Italy

v violet 16f P Poland

up up-rated postal stationery R Romania

wt weight step

Type Date | Rate Paid | Franking Quality
Local Itr Reg 1927 | 8+15f (after 1.1.27) 23f 16V (forged on bank ltr) + 3f + 4f oo
Local Itr 1928 | 8f 8f 4 x 2f ok
Local ltr Reg 1928 | 8+15f (after 1.1.27) | 23f 3f+20f korkdkkx
Local Itr 1928 | 12f (2™. wt) 12f 4f + St. Stephen 8f HoAdE
Local Itr 1930 | 8f 8f 8f (NOT Budapest but in Peécs!) oAk
Local pc 1930 | 6f (from 15 11 30) 6f 3x2f *ok
Local pc 1931 | 4f (April 1931) 4f Strip3+1x 1f Hokskx
Local pc 1931 | of 6f PS6f (1930 with card fee) woH
Local pc 1931 | 6f 6f OP61/8f (the overprint for the rate) | **
Local pc 1932 | 6f 6f OP61/8f ok
Local pc 1934 | 6f 6f PS6f (1930 with card fee) ok

Nat pc 1929 | 8f 4f 4 f+ PDS8f *x

Nat pc 1928 | 8f 4f PS4f + PD8f **

The complete table in 8 pages can be found in the CD attachment to the article.
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NEW DISCOVERIES ABOUT THE RED PENTAGRAMS
FROM VAC. FEBRUARY -APRIL 1945

JANOS DAN, BUDAPEST

In 2102 and 2013 Mr Lajos Horvéath and I, inde-
pendently from each other published a few arti-
cles about the red pentagrams censor cancels
from Vac (see the references).

The articles vividly illustrated what we knew
about censor cancels from Véac at the given time.
In the course of the past two years new letters
came to our attention that prompted a revalua-
tion of past information and conclusions.

The current article presents two letters with red
pentagram censor cancels that deviate genuinely
from the ones previously presented. Both letters
have been mailed at the beginning of December
1944 (2 of December and 4th of December, re-
spectively).
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Figure 1. A letter sent to Vac on the 2nd. December,
1944 from Szentkiralyszabad (from the collection of
My Istvan Dobdk)
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However, the Red Army occupied Vac on 8th of
December 1944 and none of these two letters
reached their destinations prior to the occupation.
How and where these letters survived the frontline,
we cannot tell due to the lack of postal markings.
However, we can tell from the date of the postal
cancel applied at the departure location, that likely
the letters were already expected at Vac.

Letters lingering at the postal offices in Buda-
pest were sent off to Vac only in March, when
the post resumed its duties. Nevertheless, on
these letters the censors used the known Type 2
red pentagons to denote that the letter passed the
censoring process.

Thus, it is almost certain that these letters were
delivered at the early stages of the restart of postal
services at Vac (1945 February 15). As the two
presented letters exhibit censor cancels other than
the previously known types I can conclude that
the censoring office at Vac at the beginning of the
restart of postal services used a red pentagram
handstamp previously unknown to us.

Unfortunately, as the two presented letters lack
arrival cancels I cannot tell how long this censor
handstamps was used. Similarly, I cannot infer
when the transition from this new type to the
previously known Type 2 cancel took place.



We can tell from the postal cancel that the letter
was mailed by the “M. kir. 203. honved .....
miiszaki zaszloalj / Parancsnoksag”, headquar-
ters of the 203 engineering battalion of the
Royal Hungarian Army. This envelope, as all
other envelopes known up-to-date, were ad-
dressed to the district court.

Figure 2. 4 letter sent to Vic on the 4th of December,
1944 from Felsogodor (from the collection of Mr.
Istvan Dobdk)

The Type 1 red pentagon censor cancel is less
visible on the envelope.

Figures 3-5. The magnified image of red pentagram
censor cancels from the two letters and the imprint of
the reconstructed handstamp

The Type 1 censor cancels lack the imprints left
by the fixation nails, which are present on the

Type 2 cancels. Moreover the handstamp of
Type 1 is smaller than Type 2, and it could be
placed in a circle with diameter of 21 mm. Also,
the handstamp left a small red stain, over the
upper arm of the star. This could be due im-
proper usage, of faulty handstamp.

After the publication of the original article we
managed to identify the materials used for the
fabrication of the Type 2 red pentagram censor
handstamps. Up till now, we assumed that some
kind of woven fabric was used. However, now
we almost certain it is a cut-out from a piece of
linoleum. The grind structure likely is imprint
from the back of a linoleum handstamp that fa-
cilitates adhesion. This grind texture is visible
on the censor cancels as well!

Figures 6-7. The magnified image of Type 2 red
pentagram censor cancel and the imprint of the
reconstructed handstamp

The reader can easily see the grind texture of the
back of the linoleum cut-out on the first picture.
Moreover, the dents left by the head of the two
nails used for fixing the linoleum on the handle
are characteristic features of this of these censor
cancels.
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The handstamp could be placed in a circle with
diameter of 31 mm, significantly larger than the
previous one.

As I had access to a rather limited material the
previous articles contain errors. The inscription
of the Type 3 censor cancel from Véac is incor-
rect. During the past years | had the opportunity
to examine a few letters with such cancels. Now
with certainty I can conclude that the inscription
of the Type 3 censor mark from Vac stands as
“Ellendrizve Vac 1”. 1 have no indication to
assume that censor mark with the inscription
“Ellendrizve Vac 2” have been used.

Ellesdrizve vy \

Figure 8. Inscription of the Type 3 censor handstamp
from Vac

As we stand today we cannot pinpoint the exact
period when these censor cancels have been in
use. This due to the rather limited number of
letters that is at our disposal. Nevertheless, we
can conclude the Type 1 censor cancels were
applied from the restart of the postal services at
Vac in 1945.02.15. Because of postal service at
this date have not been restored in Budapest and
only a small number of letters, postcards were
received at Vac. As a result Type 1 censor can-
cels are rare.

The Type 2 censor cancels can be seen on letters
sent to Vac after the restart of the postal services
in Budapest on 1945.03.02. Postal materials for
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the period indicate that these censor handstamps
have been in use in April as well.

The Type 3 censor mark was in use in July-
August, 1945 according to the postal material at
our disposal. Most likely censor handstamps
have been used in May and June as well, but we
cannot tell its type. Hopefully, new materials
from this period will resurface and further re-
search on the subject will elucidate this question.

I would like to express my gratitude towards
Istvan Dobdak for the permission to present this
two letters.
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THE 1953 COMMEMORATIVE POSTAGE DUE STAMPS

LYMAN R. CASWELL, TACOMA, WASHINGTON

1. INTRODUCTION

The Hungarian postage due stamps issued 8
August 1953 were designed to commemorate the
fiftieth anniversary of the first issue of Hungar-
ian postage due stamps, which was made on 1
November 1903. The commemorative issue
showed the design of the original stamps with
one exception, in which the abbreviation Kir. for
Kiraly was replaced by the hammer and wheat
ear crest of Magyar Népkoztarsasag. The design
of the 1903 stamps consisted of a green frame
with an elliptical center containing a black nu-
meral of value. It was created by Rezs6 Herr, the
director of Allami Nyomda at the time. The
frame was filled with an arrangement of inter-
twined tendrils in Art Nouveau style. At the top
was the inscription Magyar Kir. Posta, and at the
bottom was the unit of value, fillér.

In the commemorative issue, above the design
of the first stamps were the dates 1903/1953. On
the other three sides of the design was a ribbon
inscribed at the sides ‘Otven Eves a / Porto Bé-
lyeg’, and ‘Magyar Posta’ at the bottom. Ferenc
Gall designed the commemorative stamps. The
designs of the 1903 and the 1953 stamps are
shown in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. 1903 and 1953 stamps.

Like the stamps of the 1903 issue, the 1953
stamps were printed in two steps, the green
frame by photogravure, followed by the black
numeral of value by typography. The 1953
stamps were initially printed on white paper with
the multiple large stars watermark, and comb
perforated 15. Later printings were on paper
with the multiple small stars watermark. Allami
Nyomda printed them in press sheets of two
hundred subjects. They were issued in post of-
fice panes of one hundred stamps. The only
marginal markings were a semicircle of dots at
the top and bottom of each press sheet. There
were eighteen denominations in the set (4, 6, 8,
10, 12, 14, 16, 20, 24, 30, 36, 40, 50, 60, 70, and
80 fillér, and 1.20 and 2 Forint), the longest set
of postage due stamps issued up to that time.
The quantities printed ranged from 434,200 of
the 36 fillér to 18,710,700 of the 1.20 Forint
stamps. Imperforate sets were produced, but
their number was not recorded. The imperforates
were not released to post offices. The stamps,
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both perforated and imperforate, were available
for sale to the public only at Magyar Filatélia
Villalat.

2. VARIETIES

Numerous production varieties of the com-
memorative issue occurred. All of them in-
volved, in some way, the denominations of the
stamps. They occurred in the second step of the
printing.

The best known variety is the ‘small 2 Forint’, in
which the numeral ‘2’ is the 3.2 mm height of
the 2 in the 12 fillér denomination, instead of the
4.5 mm height in the 2 Forint stamp.

Figure 2. Normal (left) and small (vight) 2 Forint.

This error was discovered in the autumn of
1954. An additional quantity of the small
2 Forint stamps was printed on paper with the
multiple small stars watermark to suppress
speculation in the error, and respond to collec-
tors’ desire to own them. They were issued in
December 1954.

Spacing differences between pairs of numerals
occurred in four denominations. The 10, 12, and
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14 fillér, and the 1.20 Forint denominations each
were issued in two different varieties

Figure 3. Wide (left) and narrow (right) spacing.

The two spacing varieties of each denomination
were printed in approximately equal amounts.

The most unusual printing variety is the ‘inverted
8’ error.

Figure 4. Inverted 8 error.

Only one example of this error is currently
known (Glatz attest). If it was produced by up-
side down insertion of a press sheet into the
press to receive the numeral, then two hundred
of them should have been printed. It could also
have been made by a single 8 type upside down
in the press. No other inverted numeral stamps
have been observed for the commemorative
postage due issue.

Stamps with missing denominations are known.
At least one press sheet did not go through the
second step of the printing



Figure 5. Missing denomination.

Off-centre numerals were caused by ‘partial
plate shiftings’ that occurred because the locking
rods which kept the numeral types in place had
moved and the types got out of their central po-
sitions. Figure 6 displays examples of these
shifted numerals.
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Figure 6. Shifted numerals.

Figure 7 shows a 12 fillér stamp with double-
printed numerals.

Figure 7. Double printed numeral.

Damaged types resulted in incomplete impres-
sion of numerals. The “pressed-in 6 variety of
the 36 fillér stamp

Figure 8. Pressed-in 6 variety.

in which the top of the number 6 was slightly
flattened, occurred at position 10 in the pane of a
hundred stamps. The 24 fillér stamp with a
“chip” missing from the top of the 4 has also
been observed

Figure 9. Chipped 4 with enlargement.
3. USAGE

The principal use of the commemorative postage
due stamps was the same as that of all postage
due stamps, namely, to indicate the amount that
the recipient needed to pay for unfranked or
underfranked mail pieces. These uses can be
unfranked or underfranked private correspon-
dence, official correspondence, and business
reply mail. In addition, postage due stamps were
used to charge customs fees and mandatory reg-
istration fees if the mail piece contained valuable
materials.
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For private correspondence that was unfranked
or underfranked, the postage due was double the
franking deficiency. A typical example is shown
in Figure 10,
"w ._.“||"-' 7
‘II El& 7

f sk nt

Figure 10. Postage due on underfranked card.

in which the 20 fillér postcard paid the local
postcard rate, but the inter-city postcard rate was
40 fillér. The franking deficiency is 20 fillér,
yielding a postage due of 40 fillér.

Official correspondence was posted without
franking, and the recipient was charged postage
due at the rate for the mail piece without dou-
bling. Official correspondence had the inscrip-
tion Hivatalbol Portokoteles on the lower left
corner of the mail piece. Documents mailed
unfranked with the label Illetékmentes were also
treated as official correspondence. The docu-
ment shown in Figure 11 was charged the local
letter rate, 30 fillér without doubling.
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Figure 11. Official document.

Business reply mail (Uzleti Valaszlevél) was
posted without franking. Postage due stamps
were added for the correct rate, plus a 14 fillér
postage due stamp to pay the business reply
letter delivery fee. Figure 12 shows an example.
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Figure 12. Business reply mail.

Most of the 14 fillér postage due stamps were
used for this purpose.



Customs fees charged with postage due stamps
were assessed to mail items from other countries
containing dutiable material. The pair of 80 fillér
stamps on the cover from Austria shown in Fig-
ure 13 indicates a customs fee of 1.60 Forint on
the contents. The Austrian postal charge of 1240
groschen paid the Austrian postal rate to Hun-
gary and the registration and express delivery
fees.

oREZFANBRIKEN

Figure 13. Customs fee.

Mandatory registration was charged with post-
age due stamps on mail items from other coun-
tries containing valuable but nondutiable materi-
als. Figure 14 shows a cover from Chile franked
with stamps totalling 58 Pesos, the correct inter-
national airmail rate, with the Hungarian regis-
tration fee of 1.40 Forint because of its contents.
According to note in the cover, a packet of
stamps was contained in the cover.

Figure 14. Mandatory registration.

The commemorative dues were used during the
first rate period after the end of the post-war
hyperinflation. Within this rate schedule , there
was little need for the 4, 6, 10, 36, 50, and 70
fillér denominations in this set. No postal rates at
the time called for their use. The low value dues
found use in combination with higher values on
underfranked mail from other countries.

Figure 15 shows an example, the 4 fillér stamp
in combination with a 30 fillér stamp on a post-
card from Great Britain that was one penny short
of the British international postcard rate.
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Figure 15. Use of a 4 fillér due.

The commemorative postage due stamps were
invalidated 31 December 1958. Many of the
remaining invalidated Forint-fillér denominated
stamps, including the commemorative postage
issue, were revalidated 1 September 1971. The
imperforate stamps were also validated for
postal use at this time. Figure 16 shows the use
of an imperforate pair of 12 fillér commemora-
tive dues used with a 16 fillér stamp of the 1958
red / black due issue to indicate the 40 fillér
postage due on a letter from Czechoslovakia
posted 3 December 1973, and underfranked by
30 halért. There was no additional fee for the
poste restante mail.
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Figure 16. Imperforate use.

The issuing of postage due stamps to commemo-
rate a historical event is quite unusual in the
history of philately. Only eleven countries, in-
cluding Hungary, have done this, and Hungary is
the only such country to issue a commemorative
postage due set to commemorate an earlier issue
of postage due stamps.

Resources

[17 A magyar bélyegek monografidja V. Magyar
postabélyegek és postai bérmentesités a felsza-
badulas utdn (1945-1961). Kozlekedési Doku-
mentacids Vallalat, Budapest, 1967. Pp.753-758.

[2] A magyar bélyegek kézikonyve. Gondolat, Buda-
pest, 1986. Pp. 473-474.



MODERN POSTAL HISTORY

DR. GYORGY LOVEI, BUDAPEST

I don’t have to ask if we can achieve good results
with modern postal history material. The answer
is straightforward: it is possible! The 85 points
Large Vermeil award obtained at Australia 2013
exhibition proves that. These 85 points also illus-
trated the upper bound that a modern post 1950
material can achieve’.

We should look at the way postal material are
judged for reason:

1. Threatment (20)
and philatelic importance (10) 30
2. Philatelic knowledge and

Personal study 35
3. Condition (10) and rarity (20) 30
4. Display 5
Total 100

If the exhibitor links the postal material to a social
event, then the philatelic importance is split in
two. Five points goes to philatelic importance
while 5 points rates the social event at hand.

Why this is a problem? The condition of the
items, perhaps excepting large size envelopes that

® I should note that further developing the material
presenting the letters of the Czechoslovak fiscal reform
period is only possible with the inclusion of philatelic
covers, thus diluting the presentation

_—

&
are prone for damages or items littered with
stamps, gains 8-9 points. How about the rarities?
This is a serious question, as absolute rarities —
not misprints! — are very rare in modern postal
history. Can we consider as a rarity when 13
pieces of 10 Ft castles stamps appears on the front

of contemporary air mail containing a book,
shipped to USA?

The value of a modern postal history material can
range from a meagre few hundred thousand
forints to one or two millions. At the same time a
letter with the Braille writing system with the
most minimal postage tariff is not an everyday
piece.

For this reason I would transfer 10 points for the
Rarities category, 5 points to presentation and 5
point to philatelic and subject related knowledge,
research. Thus, lack of absolute rarities will not
hinder achieving 90 points.

Concomitantly, we should rethink if the current
three-way division of the postal history periods is
correct or not

e Upto 1875 (pre-UPU period)

e 1875-1945

e Post 1945

Personally I would end the second period at 1950.

31



Why one might ask? Take Hungary as an exam-
ple. Up to 1946 August 1 the currency was
‘pengd’ with the world’s biggest hyperinflation.
The collection by Robert Morgan worth a gold
medal, together with a collection presenting the
period 45-47 of the Austrian history. The Peoples
Republic of China was founded in 1949 October
1, India gained independence in 1947, namely by
1950 the bipolar word too shape, the two Ger-
many and Indonesia become independent, several
currency reforms took place — excepting the Pol-
ish and Czechoslovak ones — all important from a
philatelic point of view. At the same time mass
production of the thematic stamps did not started
yet and the postal definitive stamps still had major
importance.

The question is what is left to the post 1950 postal
history?

A few events still remain: the 1953 Czechoslovak,
the 1960 Soviet and Bulgarian currency reforms,
the Polish state of emergency, worldwide inflation
after 1974 that resulted in frequent changes in
postal rates. Beside modern history witnessed
wars, the birth of Bangladesh, civil war in Alge-
ria, the Yugoslavian breakup, the crisis on Cy-
prus, the Chinese Cultural Revolution, Czecho-
slovak spit-up in two countries, reunification of
Germany, the hyperinflation in Romania, Poland,
Brazil, Yugoslavia, Israel, Zimbabwe, Bolivia,
Peru and Argentina; the independence of former
Soviet Republics.

So, there is plenty to collect!
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With all this, these collections have low monetary
value. Few paid attention to this period, thus re-
searchers have plenty to do. A new independent
pointing system would be beneficial and it should
minimize the points allocated to value.

Postal history deals with mailed documents. Col-
lecting and presenting Hungarian stamps of the
period after 1950 is not an easy task. Some more
interesting postal rates, such as presenting 1.10
forints on postcards with 1.10 Ft air mail stamps
or researching the rates of registered parcels can a
more daunting task than presentation of the well-
researched pre-UPN letters.

A possible new pointing system might attract
collectors with more limited financial possibili-
ties. Additionally, new interesting topics might
surface, such and the administrative postal rates
used by the administration (local and central) in
the last 5-6 years presented by Fiilop Sandor. This
administrative rate is lower than postal rates as the
recorded deliveries are not insured by the post.

At the same time most postal documents van-
ished, perhaps with the exception a few interest-
ing periods. As a results materials presenting for
example the Romanian inflation are rare and few
can think working on collection with topics as the
currency reform in Germany or the stamp war in
Berlin. And I cannot agree more with them: only
an exceptional collection can achieve gold medal,
and no such collection appeared so far!

This can be due to the small number of such col-
lections, the exhibition at Melbourne had 5-6 such
collections, interestingly two from Hungary



(Gyorgy Toéth: ‘The Forint-fillér postal rates’ and
the ‘1953 currency reform’).

With all this I encourage the readers collect and
research modern postal material even as adults, it
can bring lots of joy and it is budget friendly. Of
course this does not mean that one just should
follow any trends that come by. But don not get
discouraged to prepare a material presenting the
Euro or explore the barely mentioned modern
postal rates (See the exhibit by Sziics Kéroly from
experimental philately class at Braziliana 2013
presenting the 2010 postal rates of Hungary)*

To conclude the article I present to the reader a
few letters to illustrate colourfulness of such a
collection.

* This exhibit can be viewed in its entirety on Mafitt’s
website at the “Displays” and in the CD attachement to
this number of Philatelica.

Figure 1. II grade long distance recommended ex-
press letter, June 1953

Figure 2. Recommended philatelic letter with the right
postage rate sent to Indonesia (130 Ck -26 stamps)

Translated from Hungarian by dr. Nemes Szilard

33



NEWS

Due to spatial constrains we present the readers
with close-ups of the embossed letterheads and
the interested reader can consult the CD appendix.
This appendix holds high resolution zoom-able
images of both sides of the letters. The first item
is a registered form with acknowledgement of
receipt sent by a public notary from Wien to Bu-
dapest.
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la-b. abra: Dr. IGNAZ KAISER / KK. NOTAR /
IN WIEN / Stadt Koellnerhofgasse N°. 4
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The second is a rare Swiss recommended post-
card from 1885, by the Austrian consulate from
St. Gallen.
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2. abra: K.u.k osterreich.-ungar. / CONSULAT /
ST.GALLEN

The third is a modern official letter form 1944.

3. dbra: “"M.KIR. KERESKEDELEM ES )
KOZLEKEQES U GYI MINISZTERIUM KOzUTI
GEPJARMUSZAKOSZTALY”



SEMINARS AT
THE STAMP MUSEUM

NEW BOOK

The lecture given by Dr. Homonnay Géza last
October was not only a rather interesting sum-
mary, but it augmented with interesting insights
the latest issue of journal.

The lecture was first given in Hungarian in con-
junction with an exhibition of the Petredi letters,
then in English at the FEPA’s juror-training or-
ganized at Budapest which was attended by nu-
merous illustrious philatelists.

From the questions and observations raised by the
audience an interesting aspect emerged that shed
light over the circumstances surroundings the
origin and motivations behind the letters. Seem-
ingly, the Capitan used his vast philatelic knowl-
edge and good relationships with influential phi-
latelists and prominent stamp dealers to create
these philatelic letters. Capitan Petredi’s motiva-
tions might have been to complement his low
salary to support his deprived family and ill
mother.

With the help of the Maftitt Grevay foundation a
new book have been published, penned by one the
founding members of Mafitt, the late Gazda Ist-
van Sr. The posthumous publication was possible
due to son of the author dr Gazda Istvan Jr, a sci-
ence historian whom took care of the editing.

The black and white book contains no images and
is purchasable at rather advantageous price. The
CD accompanying the book contains a rich visual
material with better resolution and quality than
any printed material could offer. These images
can be even transferred to mobile devices and by
zooming on the fine details it can genuinely aid
the understanding of book.
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MAFIPEDIA

The Mafitt’s Encyclopaedia that started 2 years
ago have reached the stage of materialization.
True, so far only one thematic editor signed with
Mafitt. However, more and more fragments form
the first three parts of the Hungarian Philatelic
Monograph are getting published taking advan-
tage of the infrastructure of the ‘Hungarian Phila-
telic Encyclopaedia’. The content of the Book
Review section of our website have been moved
to the Encyclopaedia and consequently renamed
and now links to the literature section of the En-
cyclopaedia.

The Encyclopaedia has its own web address
“ mafipedia.mafitt hu’ On the right side of the start
page the visitors are greeted by the images of the
five most notable items from the dawn of the
Hungarian philately: images the first and rarest
Hungarian stamps.

The Encyclopaedia encompasses 5 virtual books
divided in parts and chapters, thus offering the
readers an easy to use structure and covers most
aspects that today’s internet savvy philatelists
might need.
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SUPPLEMENT TO THE LITERATURE OF THE NEWSPAPER STAMPS
ISSUED IN 1871 (LITHOGRAPHED AND TYPOGRAPHED)

ISTVAN VAS, SZIGETVAR

I have been collecting the stamps issued in
1871, including the newspaper stamps, for a
long time. When Volume III of the Monograph
appeared, I immediately re-examined my mate-
rial. It appeared to me that the discussion of the
newspaper stamps contained obvious omissions
inasmuch as I was unable to figure out how to
deal with some of my stamps. My available
items, especially the typographic ones, showed
significant deviation from the identifying char-
acteristics that I could not find in the mono-
graph. The article published in Philatelica
1977/1 written by Ferenc Orban rectified many
uncertainties. ~ Still, unresolved questions re-
mained for me. In the meantime, my collection
expanded; and, based on this accumulation, I
would like to present my supplemental and cor-
rective findings.

1. THE LITHOGRAPHED NEWSPAPER
STAMP

Ferenc Orban correctly identified the fact that
two printing stones were used for the production
of the lithographed newspaper stamp. He re-
ferred to these as “A” and “B” stones, something
that Gyula Madarasz only speculated about.
Orban identified the major distinguishing marks
and attempted to identify the sub-types. I am
using the expression ‘“attempted” because in

many instances he could not point to the sub-
type identifiers in the case of examining multiple
stamps.

My conclusions are as follows: I have 56
stamps in my collection that are fewer than the
quantity used by Ferenc Orban, but still suffi-
cient to provide a basis for research. I have de-
termined that every stamp shows the most sig-
nificant identifying marks of the “A” printing
stone: on the left side, of the three lines flowing
down from the crown, the outside left one
touches the postal horn, a mark that Ferenc
Orban classified only as a sub-type. On every
stamp, the 22™ bead to the right the mouthpiece
of the horn is white. Furthermore, there is a
colored dot in the lower part of the ornament
located in the second to the right in the bottom
part of most stamps. Also, a bulge in the lower
right corner is an obvious mark found on many
stamps. I have not been able to identify the two
marks mentioned by Ferenc Orban — found in
the upper and lower rosettes on the left side.

I’'m showing these stamps below both in un-
used and used condition as well as in multiples.

The type “A” stone was the first used, from
which the earliest printings were over-inked as
described by Ferenc Orban: “The printing block
used to construct the first printing stone caused
a spotted image transfer to the paper, and this is
the reason for the poor quality of the stamps
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made with this stone.” Later, the basic printing
block was repaired with a cleaner image of the
stamp showing better details.

The Monograph mentions the following:
“Marginal copies of the typographic newspaper
stamps are rare, but stamps with wider margins
than the lithographed ones are known.” The
stamps shown on page 443 of the Monograph
have 13 mm wide margin. This is also true of
the typographic stamps from my collection, but
the margins of two lithographed stamps shown
here measure 16 mm and 17.5mm.

Again quoting from the Monograph: “As a
rarity, newspaper stamps are known with re-
verse side (partial) machine transfer printing.”
The stamps shown there have about a 20% ma-
chine color transfer. and it is very faint. One of
the two stamps shown here has an 80% transfer,
while the other is full image and strong.

Regarding oily printing: “The transparency
can approach the intensity of the stamps picture
side but this is an exceptional rarity.”

Stamps shown here are from printing stone “A”
used on a newspaper wrapper and an entire newspaper.

— x T
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As mentioned
are clearer and show more detail. Ferenc Orban
assumed that more perfect printing block had
been prepared to make this stone. He identified
and showed the B type characteristic marks.



I have found stamps in my collection that do
not show these marks.

In the following illustrations, I would like to
show the stamps in question, both unused and
used, and in multiples. I marked in red the areas
where the characteristics identified by Ferenc
Orban should be and in black the areas where
these are missing. To me, this becomes the
question, is it possible that in actuality only one
printing block was used to create the printing
stone? In addition, I found characteristics that
are not found on the “B” type stamps. These
may be sub-types, and I highlighted them in
violet color.

Damage to the printing stone can be seen on
the right side of the lower stamp in the pair
shown below.

The postmaster of Retsag cut the stamps from
the sheet of 100 in such a way that he gained
probably ten extra copies that contributed a
small supplement to his income.

Printings showing ink splotches were the re-
sult of damage to printing stone resulting in ink-
ing problems. The over-inked copies shown
below are all from the “A” printing stone.

Finally, ’'m showing a complete wrapper, the
cancellation on which is recorded in Gudlin only
through 1870 and is marked with a question mark.

The cancellation reads M. K. POST: H-IRL:
KIADOHIV: PEST. The stamp is “B” type; the
date of the cancellation is 7/24. It has no year in
the date.

2. TYPOGRAPHED STAMPS

In the Monograph, Gyula Madarasz theorized
the existence of two different sheets of 100
based on the spacing between the
stamps. Research done by Ferenc
Orban reveals the existence of
three different printing plates
(Types 1, 11, and III); thus, the con-




tradictions have now been put into place.

The three types that he determined also show a
timeline. To illustrate this, I am showing a trial
print on thicker paper that exactly points out the
characteristics that Ferenc Orban labeled Type I:

Ferenc Orban’s illustration of the first type
needs a small modification. In the upper left
corner, the lines of the design come together in a
colored dot. The small colored dot to the right
of the cross does not appear on every stamp.

Ferenc Orban regards the Type II as an elec-
trotype variety. He used 92 examples in his
research which is an inadequate number for
drawing final conclusions. Based on the charac-
teristics, he assumes that the sub-types vary by
column. On the other hand, I found such multi-
ples /block of four and a vertical pair/ where the
stamps belong in two different sub-types.
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heet margin: 13 mm
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Orban’s earliest used Type
IT was cancelled on 12 May
1872. The cancel in this pair
is 7 March 1872 /although it
is hard to see, especially the
month/



Type III is the last type and represents the
largest number of stamps. The sub-types are
repeated by column. Here, electrotype is a cer-
tainty; this plate was used to print the presenta-
tion albums kept in the Stamp Museum as well
as the sheets of the reprints.

Catalogs mention the existence of stamps
printed on grayish paper that is referred to as
early printings. This is erroneous because
stamps of this type these happen to be the latest
printings.

Cancellations that are not mentioned in phila-
telic literatre,

e S ———
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and sheet margins:

13 mm 10/14 mm

Inking flaws or printing errors due to shifting
paper resulting in pseudo-double prints:

=== o1

As it is with the lithographed stamps, machine
color transfer is a great rarity also with these
stamps. The two copies shown below show the
transfer for the entire design. On one stamp, it is
faint; on the other, more prominent.

Plate flaws and inking flaws:

unknown cancellation. Gudlin values a similar
cancellation highly /R/; in this cancellation there
is no date shown. The text of the cancellation
reads M.K. POSTA HIRLAP KIADO
HIVATAL PEST:

type showing similar characteristics in each ver-
tical column. Below I am showing a treatment
of the characteristics by columns. Finally I will
show a complete sheet of 100; the only one of its
kind.
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In literature, the block of 18 /with Keszthely
cancellation/ is regarded as the largest known
used multiple. Below I am showing a block of
20, also cancelled at Keszthely.

The next items is a complete newspaper wrap-
per franked with a nice vertical strip of three
stamps /a genuine rarity/.

ey

Type 1L
The only existing whole sheet of the 1871 issues.

Literature emphasizes the fact that frankings
with multiples are scarce. The Monograph show
the largest know multiple. Here I am presenting
a gem from my collection.




CENSORSHIP INSIDE AND OUTSIDE OF
HUNGARY’S BORDERS FOLLOWING WORLD WAR I

DR. HELMUT KOBELBAUER, SINABELKIRCHEN

1. HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE

The defeat of the central powers, as finalized
by the surrender signed at Padua on 3 November
1918, also signalled the end of Hungary within
her “historical” borders.

RUSSISCHES REICH  +ner

BULGARIEN

BULGARIEN

Map 1. Source: www.wikipedia.de, article about Austria-
Hungary

The peace treaty dictated at Trianon (4 June
1920) compressed Hungary to borders that define
its current territory. Any and every attempt to

restore the 1914 borders, either militarily or polit-
ically, proved futile.

Immediately on 30 October 1918, Croatia ex-
pressed her desire to severe relations with the

Kingdom of Hungary; then, Croatia and Slavonia
merged into the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and
Slovenes that was proclaimed in Belgrade in the
beginning of December 1918.

By the end of October 1918, Hungary declared
the dissolution of the Hapsburg Dual monarchy,
so she did not feel obligated to meet the terms
and demands of the Padua surrender agreement.
The government of the newly formed Republic of
Hungary wanted to negotiate their own terms for
laying down their arms. Consequently, Hungari-
an representatives met in Belgrade on 18 No-
vember 1918 with the commander of the Saloni-
ka front, French General Louis Franchet
d’Esperey.

There, the following military agreement was
born but it was later refused:

1. Troops of the Hungarian government will
withdraw to the upper flow of the Nagy-Szamos —
Beszterce — Maros(falu) — Maros River’s conflu-
ence with the Tisza — Szabadka — Baja — Pecs (no
Hungarian units stationed in these towns) — north
of the confluence of the Drava Slavonia Croatia
border. The evacuation to be completed within
eight days.



http://www.wikipedia.de/

The evacuated areas will be occupied with full
authority by the allies in accordance with the
conditions established by the commander of the
armies. Civilian administration in these territo-
ries will remain in the hands of the current gov-
ernment.

1I. Only the absolutely necessary police and
gendarme units may remain in the evacuated
territories required to keep order as well as those
assigned to secure railroad lines/

The Hungarian army, land troops and marines,
will be demobilized; six infantry and two cavalry
divisions necessary to maintain internal order as
well as the police units mentioned in section 1
are exceptions to the demobilization.

III. The allies have the right to occupation of
every settlement and strategic point belongs un-
der the jurisdiction of the commander of the al-
lied armies and is continuously determined by
him.

Allied troops shall have free passage through the
entire territory of Hungary and may be stationed
there. Allies have a standing claim to requisition
all of the transportation, railway and shipping
resources belonging to the state as well as to the
private individuals living in Hungary for military
purposes. Similarly, yoke and pack animals.

1V. The personal and rolling stock required to
maintain normal railroad transportation in the
occupied areas (see section 1) will remain in
place; over and beyond this, in order to provide
for the needs of the allied troops and to compen-
sate for the loss of rolling stock in Serbia due to
the war, the following must be turned over to the
high command within one month: 2000 standard
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gauge railroad cars and 100 locomotives, as well
as 600 narrow gauge railroad cars and 50 loco-
motives. This railroad stock may be partially
charged to Austria. The numbers are approxi-
mate.

V. The personnel and shipping resources re-
quired to maintain normal shipping traffic will
remain in place.

In addition, six monitors must be surrendered to
the allies in Belgrade immediately.

The remainder of the Danube flotilla, after dis-
arming, will be ordered to assemble at a Danube
harbor to be determined later by the high com-
mand. For the needs of the allied armies as well
as to compensate Serbia for the lost shipping
assets during the war, the following shall be pro-
vided from the flotilla within the shortest time: 10
passenger steamers, 10 tugboats and 60 barges.
The numbers are approximate.

VI. Within two weeks, one railway formation of
three thousand men, properly equipped, will be
provided to the high command for the purpose of
repairing railroad lines in Serbia. The numbers
are approximate.

VII. Within two weeks, telegraph formation,
properly equipped, will be provided to the high
command in order to repair telephone and tele-
graph lines in Serbia.

VIII. Within one month, 25,000 horses and the
necessary wagons, the number of which to be
determined, shall be provided to the high com-
mand. The numbers are approximate.

IX. Armaments and war materiel shall be col-
lected at a location designated by the high com-




mand. This material shall be utilized to equip
units at the discretion of the high command.

X. Allied prisoners of war and interned civilians
shall be released immediately and shall be as-
sembled in a timely manner for transportation at
suitable points, from where they will transported
home quickly through exit points determined by
the high command. Hungarian prisoners of war
will remain in captivity for the time being.

X1. Fifteen days are available for the passage
and temporary stationing of German troops
through Hungary starting with the day that the
cease fire agreement was signed with General
Diaz (November 4™, 1500 hours).

Postal and telegraph traffic with Germany may
be conducted only under the military supervision
of the allies. The Hungarian government obli-
gates itself to prevent all military telegraph traf-
fic with Germany.

XIl. Hungary will support the provisioning of the
allied occupation troops. Requisitions — inas-
much as they are not voluntary — are permitted.
Compensation will be at the going rate.

XIII. All Danube and Black Sea areas mined by
the Austro-Hungarians shall be identified without
delay to the high command. In addition, the
Hungarian government obligates itself to collect
all floating mines that were thrown into the Dan-
ube in its own waters as well as beyond the Hun-
garian border in the territory of Austria.

X1V. Allies will supervise all Hungarian post,
radio service, telephone, telegraph and railroad
services.

XV. An allied representative will be assigned to
the minister in charge of provision in order to
insure that the interest of the allies are enforced.

XVI. Hungary is obligated to sever all ties with
Germany and is forbidden to transport troops
and war materiel with the exception of transpor-
tation specially permitted by the high command
for German troops in Romania.

XVII. Allies will not interfere in the conduct of
internal affairs of the Hungarian state.

XVIII. Hostilities between the allies and Hunga-
ry will cease.

Two copies prepared on 13 November 1918 at 23
hours 15 minutes in Belgrade, with modifications
made in the title and sections XI and XVIII.

for the allies representatives of the high com-
mand.:

Voivode Misi¢ signature General Henrys signa-
ture

on behalf of Hungary the Hungarian govern-
ment’s representative: Bela Linder signature




The following map shows the assigned demar-
cation lines:

Map 2. Source: Aniko Kovacs-Bertrand, A magyar
revisionizmus as elso vilaghaboru utan (Munchen, 1997)
p. 41

Serbian and Romanian troops advanced up to
the entire demarcation line (and at times, beyond).
Slovakia separated along the northern line and
then in November 1918 united with the Czech-
Moravian lands under the name of Czechoslo-
vakia. Similarly, Subcarpathia separated, and then
was conquered by Czech and Romanian troops. In
a parallel move, Greater Romania annexed Tran-
sylvania.

In Budapest, Hungarian communist groups
took control on 21 March 1919. Following this,
violent fighting erupted in the areas of the coun-
try’s new borders: successes followed setbacks,
setbacks became successes. In the end, the gov-
ernment was forced depart on August 2™ because
of internal and external conflict. Romanian troops
entered Budapest on August 6". Miklos Horthy
put an end to this status quo in November 1919.
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The kingdom was re-established in February
1920; however, the restoration attempts by the
former King Karoly IV were frustrated.

The victorious nations of Romania and Serbia
came into conflict with each other because of the
division of the Banat region. The conflict that
resulted in bloody fighting was terminated by a
French occupation — first in Arad and then in
Szeged.

In 1921, the victorious powers decided to
award a western strip of Hungary to the Austrian
Republic (this area was incorporated into the new
republic under the name of Burgenland). With
this, the partitioning of territories was concluded;
and Hungary was left with only one-third of its
old land area.

2. CENZORSHIP IN HUNGARY

Here, through a few interesting pieces, I would
like to review the operation of the censorship or
the lack thereof in the new Hungarian territory.

2.1 THE HUNGARIAN REPUBLIC (16
NOVEMBER 1918 — 11 MARCH 1919)

We cannot determine exactly the moment that
the censorship conducted by the Austro-
Hungarian Monarchy collapsed. This may coin-
cide approximately with the collapse of the mon-
archy in the closing days of October or in the
early days of November.

Out of necessity, postal censorship was not
functioning in Hungary or in the detached regions
during the time of the Republic. Other postal
operations continued unimpeded for a time after



the defeat in the war. (There was a voluntary
curtailment of postal service with Russia though.)

Sending money orders became the first casualty
of the cessation of postal traffic. Changes in
currency that happened in the middle of February
1919 in Czechoslovakia and in the territory of the
Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes were
connected to this since in the newly formed coun-
tries, the post office exercised a monopoly in this
area until 1920. Similarly, mail and parcel traffic
was suspended for three entire weeks.

I would like to show a couple of mailings that
were forwarded without censorship from the
November 1918 — March 1919 period,

Figure 1. Picture postcard sent from Beregszasz on 26
November 1918 to Eperjes. Afterwards, both towns were
occupied by the Czechoslovak army.

Istvan Gazda showed a couple of letters from
this time that were censored. These may be con-
nected to military censorship. Unfortunately, I

did not get the opportunity to examine these co-
vers extensively.

Figure 2. Commercial letter without censorship sent from
Upice on 21 January 1919 to Budapest.

Figure 3. Letter without censorship sent from Budapest on
22 January 1919 to Ljubljana. Dr. Dereani was a noted
philatelist at that time.
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STRUBE REZSO ES TARSA

 EZELOTT SIERCKE ROBERT
' BUDAPEST, VI, O-UTCA 6.

». -

el
Imiarbar didre

Figure 4. Commercial letter without censorship mailed from
Budapest on 19 March 1919 to Switzerland.

2.2 HUNGARIAN SOVIET REPUBLIC 31
MARCH 1919 — 2 AUGUST 19109.

We do not have any official directive from this
period regarding censoring civilian mail traffic.
There are signs of censor markings on most of
the mailings of which we are aware.

Mailings destined abroad in this period are fair-
ly scarce; but, again, we cannot find any Hungar-
ian censorship. The Red Army’s fieldpost cen-
sorship on letters directed to the front lines are
more frequently found than on the mailings sent
in the other direction (in part, these perpetuate
the use of cancellers from the days of the Mon-
archy).
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Figure 5. Picture postcard sent from Szombathely on 9 June
1919 to Szaszvar with red “engedelyezzuk = we permit it”
handstamp.

Figure 6. Picture postcard send from Cegled on 10 June
1919 to Budapest with reddish-brown “Felulvizsgala.
Tovabbithato = Inspected. May be forwarded” censor
stamp.




) ) Figure 9. Picture postcard sent via fieldpost from
Figure 7. Fieldpost card sent to Kecskemet on 9 June 1919 Muraszombat on 1 July 1919 to Eger. The Slovenian
rubber stamped with unit and manuscript censor marking. forces occupied the Mura region in early August with the

blessing of the entente powers.
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Figure 8. Picture postcard send via fieldpost mailed from
Szolnok on 24 June 1919 sent to Budapest with rubber

stamped unit and manuscript censor marking. Figure 10. Picture postcard sent from Tata on 1 April 1919

to Klagenfurt. The card shows the censor marking from
that the red regime in Hungary tried every avail- Briefzensurstelle Klagenfurt) but no Hungarian markings.
able resource (even military) to recapture the

lands of the Holy Crown, without lasting suc-

cesses that led to its eventual demise.
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2.3 TRANSITIONAL PERIOD (AUGUST
1919 — MID-NOVEMBER 1919)

Following the collapse of the Soviet Republic,
there was no officially recognized “regime” in
Hungary. There is no official documentation
from this period about the censorship in Hungary;
still, authorities in a few localities exercised the
right of censorship.
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Figure 11. Letter sent from Tata to Budapest with “Tatai
Posta/CenZor=Tata Post /Censor” local censorship stamp-

ing.

Istvan Gazda maintained that this letter origi-
nated from that period (although the posting date
is not known, unfortunately. Still, it is possible
that it is from the Horthy period.)

24 HUNGARY IN THE REGENCY OF
MIKLOS HORTHY

Horthy was an admiral in the monarchy’s navy,
and he was deemed a hero by the Hungarians.
He was to serve as the minister of defence in the
counter-revolutionary government established in
Szeged; but it didn’t turn out that way. He exer-
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cised great influence with the “white” forces and
became their undisputed leader when he marched
into Budapest that had been occupied by the Ro-
manians. When the kingdom was re-established
in Hungary on 1 February 1920, the Hapsburg
restoration was totally out of question politically.
Admiral Horthy became regent of the kingless
kingdom.

At this time, several places established censor-
ship even though there is no official directive
regarding this. Some letters can be found sealed
with tape that alludes to the year 1912 directive
defining censorship. We can date the start of the
censorship to the end of 1919 or early 1920. The
censorship of inland letters continued until 1923
while letters arriving from abroad were censored
into 1924.

Istvan Gazda sorted the censorship by regions:
north and northeast; east and southeast; near the
Danube; and Budapest.

|
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Figure 12. Letter mailed in Veszprem on 20 November 1919
with blue “CENZURA” stamp. Example of an early Hor-
thy-era censorship.



We will continue to follow this regionalization.
Due to the fact that the mailings consist of many
varieties, we can provide only a glimpse into this
period.

Supplementing his work, we had assembled a
list of known places where censorship was in
effect as well as the text of the censor markings
in order to provide an opportunity for review and
further research.

Figure 13. Picture postcard mailed to Budapest on 25 Sep-
tember 1920  with  brownish-red  “CENZURA |
BALASSAGYARMAT” inspection stamp.

,11.
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Figure 14. Picture postcard mailed from Szerencs on 30
August 1921 with boxed “ELLENORIZVE | SZERENCS”
stamp.
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Figure 15. Registered letter sent from Satoraljaujhely on 19
January 1920 to Budapest with a boxed, black
“SAUJHELY | CENZURA” stamp.
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The following mailings are from Hungary’s
eastern and southeastern regions:

' A ! N SET TN
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Figure 16. Picture postcard mailed in Gyula on 16 February
1921 with circular, violet “MAGY. KIR. KATONAI LEV-
EL CENZURA | BEKESCSABA” stamp.

. ‘;_.

Altal felnyitva.

Figure 17. Registered letter mailed from Szeged on 15
March 1921 to Vienna franked on the reverse side. Violet
“CENZURAZVA” stamp is on the front side and the enve-
lope is sealed with locally used tape “Cenzura altal
felbontva.”

It should be noted that the use of sealing tape in
this period is fairly scarce; and the few examples
that can be found are highly prized by the collec-

16

tors specializing in this topic. This is also true
for sealing tape used in the occupied areas as well
as in the successor states.
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Figure 18. Letter mailed from Szekesfehervar on 12 Octo-
ber 1921  stamped  with  violet  “Ellenorizve
Szekesfehervar” local censor marking.

Next, I would like to show the following mail-
ings from the Danube region and the western part
of Hungary:
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Figure 19. Picture postcard sent from Venice stamped with
a circular “KATONAI CENZURA SZOMBATHELY”
marking.



In 1921, the entente powers forced Hungary to
cede a part of its remaining territory to the Aus-
trian Republic (later to be known as Burgenland).
Only the country seat, the town of Sopron, was
allowed to remain following a plebiscite con-
ducted between December 14™ and 16™.

Only a few items remain known sent from Bu-
dapest bearing the signs of censorship that was in
place there. The following sealing tape referring
to the 1912 law establishing censorship.

Figure 20. Letter sent from Abazzia on 16 February 1922 to
Budapest with manuscript marking and sealing tape (“Az
1912-63. t.-c. alapjan felbontva.”)

To conclude this section, we will show a slight-
ly obvious registered letter.

Figure 21. Letter mailed from Tardosked on 2 December
1922 to Szombathely. Marked with a violet “C” in an
oval frame. A late piece.

3. CENSORSHIP IN THE CAPTURED
TERRITORIES

For this section, we also rely on Istvan Gazda’s
partitioning, which, in his writings, give an ex-
haustive explanation as to why these mailings up
to 4 June 1920 from the area of historical Hunga-
ry (at least in part) belong under Hungarian post-
al history.

We would like to show the significance of the
territorial changes using this propaganda map
from the 1930s:
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Figure 22. Propaganda map — Hungary torn apart

Based on this, we separated the censorship into
the following areas:

- Czechoslovak

- Romanian

- South Slav

- French (in Arad and Szeged)

Mail posted after 30 October 1918 in Croatia
and Slavonia is relegated to the postal history of
the Kingdom or Serbs, Croats and Slovenes by
Istvan Gazda, who does not consider this as a
part of the postal history of Hungary. This opin-
ion also applies to the postal history of Fiume.
We are in agreement with these points of view.

Initially, only a small portion of this area occu-
pied by Serbian troops returned to Hungary in
August of 1921: most of Baranya including the
city of Pecs. This return is a unique example of
the reversing of the annexation originally estab-
lished by the entente powers. The Slav censors
operating in his area are discussed in detail in a
book by Hermann Dietz.
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3.1 CZECHOSLOVAK CENSORSHIP IN
UPPER HUNGARY

The philatelic literature relative to this area is
woefully inadequate in dealing with the Czecho-
slovak censorship. The internet page by Petr
Gebaur [3] has not been updated in over a year,
but still shows a few mailings with Czechoslovak
censorship. Nevertheless, official documentation
is non-existent.

Postal traffic with Hungary — until it was com-
pletely disrupted by the fighting in the spring-
summer of 1919 — was censored, probably by late
August. We are sure that Pozsony was estab-
lished as a censorship site as well as other sites in
smaller settlements.
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Figure 23. Letter sent from Vienna on 20 March 1920 to
Pelsocz, manuscript endorsed “Tartalmaz egy levelet
Magyarorszagrol. Nem tovabbithato! = Contains a letter
from Hungary. May not be forwarded!” with censorship
stamps “censurovano” and “Vojneska postovni kontrola v
Bratislave.”

It is an open question as to whether Austrian or
Slovak authorities are responsible for the hand-
written comment. In the end, the letter was not



forwarded but returned to Vienna. This is docu-
mented by the arrival cancellation date March 22,

There are few examples of such postal censor-
ship to provide similar evidence. Still, the exist-
ence of the military censorship of Pozsony is
validated.

=

Figure 24. Express letter mailed from Budapest on 2 Febru-
ary 1921 to Brno with red “Cenzurovano” stamp.

Figure 25. Letter mailed from Kiralyfitarcsa on 28 June
1922 to Budapest with “Censurovano” stamp.

Figure 26. Registered letter mailed on 8 April 1921 for
Debrecen sent to Prague. Stamped with Hungarian
“CENZURAZVA” and Czechoslovakian “CENSU-
ROVANE” stamps.

3.2 ROMANIAN CENSORSHIP FROM
SUBCARPATHIA AND TRANSYLVANIA

While Romanian censorship is  well-
documented in Calin Marinescu’s book, after
many years of research, we found only a single
example of a mailing from Subcarpathia with
Romanian censorship.

Figure 27. Picture postcard mailed from Tecso on 1 July
1919 sent to Debrecen, censored locally with “RUMANIA
COMENDUARA PIETEI [garrison]” local Romania cen-
sor stamp.
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The southern and eastern regions of
Subcarpathia were under Romania occupation
between April 1919 and October 1920. From this
period, exactly two mailings to the States have
been documented, of which we are showing this
letter.
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Figure 28. Unfranked letter mailed from Feketeardo on 11
November 1919 sent to the United States. It is stamped
with the Romanian “Censura romana | Satu Mare” and
was assessed 10 cents postage due. From the collection of
Andrew Cronin.

Letters mailed in Subcarpathia were likely to be
inspected in Maramarossziget and
Szatmatnemeti. The author’s article that ap-
peared in The Subcarpathian Messenger English-
language periodical discussed in detail the data of
the Maramaros censorship and illustrated a few
examples originating from there.
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Figure 29. Picture postcard mailed in Debrecen on 29
August 1919 sent to Kisujszallas stamped with the Roma-
nian military unit number and over Romania censor
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Figure 30. Envelope sent from Medgyes on 13 April 1920 to
Kolozsvar stamped with the Romanian censor mark
“Censura Sighisoara.”



Figure 31. Hungarian fieldpost card overprinted as a 10
Bani Romanian postcard sent on 21 April 1920 to
Kovaszna with violet circular stamp “Censura Romana |
Cluj.”

3.3 SOUTHERN SLAV CENSORSHIP IN

SOUTH HUNGARY

The southern regions of Banat, Bacska, Syrmia,
and Baranya were occupied by Serbian troops in
November 1918 and instituted civilian mail cen-
sorship under their control.

Figure 32. Registered letter sent from Csak on 13 February 1919
with manuscript marking and red censor stamp from Temesvar.

Figure 33. Internal postal correspondence mailed from
Torokbecse on 3 December 1918 to Budapest with the lo-
cal Serbian censor stamp.
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Figure 34. Picture postcard send from Tiszakalmanfalva on
12 February 1919 to Lipotujvar stamped with the oval
Serbian military censor mark (Katy) and the civilian cen-
sor stamp of Ujvidek.
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Figure 35. Postcard with supplemental postage mailed on 5
August 1921 from Czechoslovakia to the well-known
stamp dealer in Pecs, Julius Miertl. Shows an oval Serbi-
an military censor stamp. Censored shortly before the
return of the area to Hungary.

3.4 FRENCH CENSORSHIP IN ARAD AND
SZEGED

Similarly to Serbia, Romania considered herself
as a victorious nation; and both were striving to
enlarge their territories as much as possible. The
entente put up with the two nations bellicose be-
haviour only until its interests were not threatened.

A serious situation arose in the partitioning of
the Banat region in 1918 that prompted the
French government to intervene. Troops were
directed to Arad to put pressure on Belgrade in
order to renounce a part of Banat in favor of Ro-
mania.

In June 1919 an exchange of territory occurred:
Serbian troops evacuated Temesvar and its envi-
rons, which were then entered by Romanian forc-
es on 3 August 1919.
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Figure 36. Picture postcard mailed from Arad on 3 July
1919 sent to Szeged with triple censorship: circular stamp
of the French authorities “CENSURE FRANCAISE |
ARAD’’; Romanian stamp “CENZURAT ARAD’; and the
Serbian military censor stamp of Temesvar.
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HISTORY OF THE BUDAPEST, LATER PEST ENVIRONS PROVISIONAL
POSTAL TARIFFS. 2 MARCH 1945 - 1 MAY 1945. PART 2

DR. FERENC NAGY, VIENNA

In our periodical’s 12/1 issue, I highlighted the
background of the hitherto relatively unknown
Budapest postal tariffs and the postal history doc-
uments that have been discovered up to that time.

In the four years that have passed, several in-
teresting items have turned up on the philatelic
marketplace; but, quite honestly, only a few. The
reason for this is probably because these items are
much scarcer than the inflationary material, or the
owners are happy to possess these postal history
documents and are holding back selling them.

Despite all this, I was able to secure a few items
for relatively low cost through auctions in Buda-
pest. This is probably due to the fact that the
workers describing the lots for the auction houses
had not read my 12/1 article; and, as a result, there
was not much competition for these mailings. In
listing them below, I am following my categoriza-
tion like it was in the 12/1 article.

1. MAILINGS POSTED BEFORE MARCH
2ND POSTED IN THE PROVINCIAL AREAS
SENT TO BUDAPEST BUT DELIVERED AF-
TER MARCH 2ND

These mailings have been determined to be
quite rare, almost as rare as a proverbial white
raven. In the past 4-5 years, I was able to acquire
only two items, one of which I’'m showing here.

The necessity post card cut from a piece of
cardboard was written on 15 February 1945 in
Mailathgardony, last post office Nogradmarcal,
and was carried to the post office of
Balassagyarmat, which evidently was operational
by that time.

The card was franked with an 18 filler stamp
that was in accordance with the correct rate and
was cancelled on February 21*. Delivery in Bu-
dapest was possible only after March 2™, at which
time the special Budapest tariff was in effect.
Despite that, it was not accessed postage due be-
cause, as I stipulated in my writing, the new tariff
was not in effect at the time of posting.
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Figure 1. Postcard with Balassagyarmat cancel dated 21
February 1945 sent to Budapest and delivered after the
restart of the postal service on March 2".

- As a refresher, let me show again a brief
summary of the new, Budapest tariff intro-
duced as of March 2nd.

- Local postcard: 30 filler; the same sent to
Greater Budapest, outside the customs border:
40 filler

- Local letter: 40 filler; the same outside the
customs border 60 filler for up to 20 grams
weight, 1 P 60 filler for up to 250 grams

- Local registration: 1 Pengo, outside the cus-
toms border to suburbs belonging to Greater
Budapest: 1 P 40 filler

As we can observe, the directive specified

“Greater Budapest” and “customs border” without

mentioning mail to be sent beyond to the provinces.

Calculating the cost for such letters was not possi-

ble because the postal system was lacking means of

transportation. Nevertheless, postal service was

restarted quicker than anticipated because, within a

span of a few weeks, postal employees were able to

assemble a relatively slow, but secure transporta-
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tion network. As the traffic expanded to the north,
east, and south, the Budapest and the Pest environs
tariff became effective. The postal service could
not reach westward because active military and
residual action continued there until April 4"
There are no written directives indicating the extent
and timing of this expansion. All of this was a
result of constant improvisation, as was everything
at that time!

2. LOCAL MAILINGS POSTED IN
BUDAPEST AFTER MARCH 2"

Let’s examine an item mailed in Budapest franked
correctly with 30 filler in accordance with the new
local tariff.

A legal office sent a notice that it had resumed
operation. The address is non-specific “Andrassy
Street.” The conscientious delivery person sup-
plemented this with “corner of Liszt Ferenc
Square.” Then the manuscript ‘Benczur u. 49’
was added to the card. Still another sticker with
“Delivery notice: Arthur Fuchs at Benczur u. 49
in not known.” The distribution office added an-
other “Delivery notice”: “Return to Fo u. 79.”

An ordinary, everyday postcard received all of
this careful handling. Let us visualize a poor, hun-
gry postal carrier hauling around a delivery bag
sporting many holes meandering through the rubble
filled streets and paying careful attention to fulfill
his appointed task diligently and conscientiously.
It’s almost unbelievable.



Here is an interesting postal history item from
those times.
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Figure 2. Local postcard mailed in Budapest on 17 April
1945 franked with 30 filler according to the increased tariff
returned to sender.

The next is a similarly interesting item on which
a co-owner of the a company notifies the trade
organization addressed as “organs of authority”
that he, together with his wife, is unable walk on
foot to appear for verification purposes as sum-
moned. This procedure was required to verify
that the individual was not a war criminal or an
extreme right-wing leaning person. Those who
could not certify this were placed on the “B” list
resulting in recriminations that threatened their
very existence and livelihood.

Yes, we learn from the card that the trams were
not running and the person asked that his case be
suspended until “the trams start operating again.”

This is not just postal history; this is our histo-
ry...!
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Figure 3. Mr. Henczik’s petition to the trade organization on
this scenic card sent on 20 April 1945. Cards with com-
mercial heading from that time are rare.

LrRe2est

Erxezett?

Fiment:
:;/.J‘,c,,../ Lallod Hlorg ol Gt
Loty et o «—»MM‘?” R

£ /,.// liir-oZoalirsos /‘/R ~

= y sley
Zorind el aan' G~ 5 bf eres & r*W"’” 7

b b ove YA 7 7»‘4/4«"«‘ L «/*f«ﬁ/u«‘f‘" 'Wk‘q,l comn

Figure 3a. Reverse side of the card annotated with business
dispositions.

REGISTERED LETTERS FROM BUDAPEST

These can be found only infrequently because
very few envelopes and little writing paper re-
mained in private hands until public life resumed.

Postal tariff: Local letter 40 filler + registration
1P =1 P 40 filler
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These mailings are always franked correctly be-
cause they had to be posted in person at a clerk’s
window. In the first mailing, the Stamp Dealers’
Organization is corresponding with one of its
members. The desire for philatelists to pursue
their avocation has always been strong and this
proves that by April 25th they were ready to or-
ganize. The envelope was franked with the 24
filler Patrona Hungariae stamp in a multiple of 6.
Although this meant that the mailing was
overfranked by 4 filler, it is a unique example that
hastens the heartbeat of any philatelist.

!

Figure 4. Local registered letter with 1,44P franking can-
celled at the Budapest 71 post office.

The registered letter from the Dreher-
Haggenmacher beer brewery demonstrates a well-
organized application of stamps.

We see an example of 1 P 40 filler franking.
Larger companies utilized dedicated employees to
handle the mail; and they, being aware of the
postal tariffs, pre-franked the outgoing letters.
Harried postal clerks would not have had the time
to apply the stamps so orderly in a row!
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Figure 5. Registered letter regarding a personnel matter sent
from post office no. 10 on 3 April 1945 to the not-so-distant
Jaszberenyi Street. The company was re-organizing; pro-
duction had not started.

3. MAILINGS FROM BUDAPEST TO THE
PROVINCES

Mailings in this category are relatively rare.
The population of Budapest could not have known
where postal service was functioning and where it
wasn’t. Every such sending was like an experi-
mental balloon. The card shown here was initially
addressed to the village of Romand from where it
was sent to the neighboring village of Gic. These
two villages are located about 15km to the south
of Pannonhalma in the Bakony Mountains. The
message on the reverse side is an almost standard-
ized text of the times:

“I don’t know if the post is operating in that ar-
ea, I will try to write nevertheless... We lived in
the cellar for two months, but managed to sur-
vive...”



Figure 6. Postal card sent to Romand and forwarded to Gic.
40 filler correct franking.

4. MAILINGS FROM THE PROVINCES
SENT TO BUDAPEST

These are not exceptionally rare since people
had the perception “where would the mail not
work if not in the capital city?”

If we want to proceed along the correct timeline,
then we need to start with examining this cover
from Tinnye. Please read the article “Breakout
from Festung Budapest” that was published in the
April 2016 issue of Belyegvilag on page 6. This
piece deals with the events of 11 February 1945
and relives the dramatic hours that only a small
number of participating soldiers survived. The
name of Tinnye village is mentioned; Tinnye was
already under Russian control. Thus, it is easier
to comprehend that its post office was already
open on March 6th, but it could not handle letters
because service was impossible. Its communica-
tion with the Budapest Postal Directorate did not
exist; and, henceforth, it was not aware of the new
Budapest tariffs. The letter was handled 17 days

later at the no. 741 post office. Evidence indicates
that this office processed the mail arriving from
the parts of the country occupied by the Russians.
(Still, this requires further research.)

Figure 7. Letter sent from Tinnye on 6 March 1945 franked
with 30 filler in lieu of the 60 filler Budapest tariff. The
missing 30 filler assessed 2 x 30 filler postage due that was
collected with an affixed pair and a single 20 filler postage
due stamps.

The envelope is marked “T 60f” in blue crayon
as well as “nybol” marking that I interpret is an
abbreviation of “nyugatbol” showing that the let-
ter was received in a package arriving from the
west.

SO FAR, I FOUND ONLY THIS LETTER
THAT ARRIVED FROM THE WEST. PROB-
ABLY A SIGNIFICANT RARITY OF THE
ERA.

On the next card, history strikes another blow to
our head.
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The text: “We’ve been in SA. Ujhely for a week.
We and several other Hungarians were expelled
from Kassa by the Czechoslovaks in such haste
that we had only a few hours to leave the city.
Yes, all of our belongings were left behind and we
have become beggars.”
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Figure 8. The postcard from Satoraljaujhely relating the
dramatic events from Kassa with the return address of the
Elisabeth Hospital in Ujhely sent on 10 April 1945. It was
franked 18 filler in accordance with the old postal tariff. In
Budapest, it was assessed 44 filler postage due.

We have already mentioned the unbroken desire
of keeping philatelic life going. This is the newest
example: on 23 April 1945, after expressing
thanks for the information received, a collector
inquired about the cost of wartime issues from the
well-known stamp dealer, Sandor Szekely!

“A lawyer cannot be clubbed to death” go the
lyrics of a song — the same goes for a philatelist!
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Figure 9. An 18 filler, printed indicium postcard sent from
Kunhegyes to Budapest.

A nice example of a last day 44 filler postage
due assessment.

The next mailing is a very simple envelope from
Sarszentlorinc to Budapest addressed to the Red
Cross information office. The letter was mailed in
the neighbouring village of Nagydorog — along
the Sarbogard-Szekszard line — where most likely
there was a functioning post office. Stamps worth
36 fillers were affixed to the envelope, probably
because only such stamps were available. The
denomination was utilized as the old postcard rate.
The stamps show the oval NAGYDOROG cancel-
lation with a manuscript date: 45. IV. 2.



Figure 10. Letter addressed to the Red Cross from
Sarszentlorinc mailed in Nagydorog, Tolna County. Offic-
es of the aid service operated at several sites in Budapest.
The letter was forwarded several times until the correct
office was located.

The front of the envelope is marked “T 48 in-
dicating postage due (short paid 24 filler x 2 = 48
filler), an amount that was not collected from the
Red Cross because the organizations incoming
and outgoing mail was entirely postage free.

Figure 11. The reverse side of the envelope with the oval
Nagydorog, auxiliary cancellation. The date is hand-
written: 1945 1V. 2.

Figure 12. Postcard sent from Irsa to Kispest on 26 Febru-
ary 1945 cancelled with an auxiliary oval device.

As long as we’re on the subject of using oval
‘necessity’ cancellers, let’s look at another item
that was not sent to Budapest but to Kispest. This
is what makes it interesting. The date clearly
shows II. 26. Again, an oval ‘necessity’ canceller
was used: IRSA, PESTCOUNTY. It is, therefore,
evident that postal service was functioning before
the start of the Budapest service (on March 2nd).
Back then, Kispest was not a part of Budapest — it
was annexed to Greater Budapest in 1950 — but it
is obvious that with the cessation of military oper-
ations (9 January 1945), postal service could be
restarted without a directive from central authori-
ties.

Since the Budapest tariffs were not introduced
yet, mail service was handled using the old rates;
thus, 18 filler was the postcard rate and no postage
due was assessed.

Unfortunately, I am not familiar with the use of
the oval canceller. I assume that it belonged to
some civilian office and then was pressed into
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service as a postal canceller when the post office
devices went missing following the passing of the
front line through the area.

I found the next item in the stock of the
Hoboday Company. The use of a 2 Pengo Horthy
stamp caught my attention. From this time period,
I had not seen this stamp being used despite the
fact that the face value was exactly right /letter
rate of 60 filler, registration rate of 1,40P = 2 P/.
The cancelling devices disappeared in Aszod due
to the war. There were no postal cancellers or
registry labels. An improvised label was made
out of a piece of paper marked with an “R” and
the “ASZOD P.U.” MAV-railroad station cancel-
ler was used. The date was entered by hand: 1945
Iv.27.
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Figure 13. Letter cancelled ASZOD P.U. device sent to the
National Archives in Budapest.

On the reverse side, there is a Budapest 2 arrival
cancellation dated V. 2. Also, there is an annota-
tion made by a bewildered previous collector try-
ing to explain the franking — overweight, in lieu of
3 P, 2 Petc. From this we can judge the im-
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portance of the article from the 2012/1 Philatelica
that summarized the Budapest tariffs.

For quite some time, I was debating whether to
show the next letter. It’s not fitting to show such
a worn and torn piece. True philatelists who care
for such abused letters, especially when they are
scarce or unique, should examine this ugly mail-
ing along with me.

The frequently mentioned “first day” letter that
was made famous by the attached newspaper clip-
ping that listed the revised tariffs effective 2
March 1945 also listed the cost of overweight
mailings.4 We can see that mail addressed to
outside the capital’s boundaries was 60 filler for
up to 20 gm; 1 P 20 filler for up to 250 gm; and 1
P 60 filler for up to 500 gm.

I did not consider the weight categories very
important since such heavier letters don’t exist or
can’t be found. I was pleasantly surprised when,
by chance, I did discover an overweight mailing.
This was a banking correspondence sent by the
General Credit Bank to the Credit Bank of Papa.
Since a proper size envelope was not available,
the mailing was improvised with the help of seal-
ing tape to which the banks’ letter seal vignette
was attached.

It started its journey on the next to last day
while the Budapest tariffs were in effect from
Ujpest to Papa franked with 30 of the 4 filler Mili-
tary Leaders stamps; creating a most interesting
document for this era



Figure 14. Bank letter from Ujpest to Papa, sent on 45. IV.
29, franked with 30 x 4f Janos Hunyadi stamps.

Ujpest provides another nice mailing for us.
Let’s look at the next one.

We have a letter addressed to Mezobereny
franked with 50 filler. Such a rate did not exist; it
should have been 60 filler. This is confirmed by
the “T” postage due marking applied in Ujpest.
But, in Mezobereny which is located near
Bekescsaba there was no awareness of the Buda-
pest tariffs, the letter was considered overfranked
— 50 filler in lieu of 30 filler — so why was there a
postage due marking?

i 2

Figure 15. Letter sent for Ujpest to Mezobereny on 45. IV.
27. franked insufficiently with 50 filler. The black “T”
marking was applied at the time of mailing but postage due
was not collected in Mezobereny.

LAST DAY POSTCARDS FROM JASZ COUN-
TRY

We can only surmise the exact spread of the
Budapest tariff area by looking at existing mail-
ings. No written directives exist from this time.
The postcard from Jaszszentlaszlo is surprising.
This settlement lies along the Kiskunmajsa-
Kisteleki railroad line, a fair distance away from
the capital city. Nevertheless, it is franked in ac-
cordance with the Budapest tariff of 40 filler.
(The post office only had stock of paid reply post-
cards, which were halved and sold for 18 filler!)
We should not preclude that old tariffs were uti-
lized for local postal traffic, only cards addressed
to Budapest were franked with 40 filler so the
recipients would not have to pay postage due.
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Figure 16. Postcard cancelled with JASZSZENTLASZLO
P.U. LEVELSZEKRENYBOL 45 1V. 30. sent to Budapest.

The next card was mailed from Jaszkohalma al-
so on the last day of the tariffs, April 30th. It’s
manuscript endorsed “Paid, Jaszkohalma, IV. 30.”
This settlement is near Jaszbereny, and the card
went to Pestszentlorinc. The two cards make a
nice palr together
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Flgure 17. Card malled to Pestszentlorlnc The 18 filler
indicium is supplemented with stamps to make up the 40
filler Budapest tariff rate.
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MAILINGS POSTED IN THE PROVINCES
AND SENT TO ANOTHER PROVINCIAL
ADDRESS FRANKED ACCORDING TO
THE BUDAPEST TARIFFS

Mailings are known sent from areas around Bu-
dapest that were franked according to the in-
creased tariff rate even though they did not in-
volve Budapest destinations. From this, we can
see how quickly the utilization of the tariffs ex-
panded. I must mention that these mailings were
always correctly franked. Contrary to the Buda-
pest examples, I have not seen any of these mail-
ings serviced with postage due stamps. The rea-
son for this may be that the practice of posting
mailings in letter boxes in the countryside is not
customary. Even everyday, ordinary mailings
were sent from a clerk’s window at the post of-
fice. The next figure shows a postcard sent from
Szentendre franked with 40 filler. Again, the post
office there did not have a stock of 18 filler post-
cards, so it used separated halves of paid reply
cards.
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Figure 18. The front half of a reply card supplemented with
stamps sent to Nogradveroce on 14 April 1945.




The next letter, franked correctly with 60 filler
according to the new tariff, went from Dunakeszi
to Kisigmand. The cancellation provides an inter-
esting example of something hand assembled
using letters and numbers form a child’s toy
“printing press.” Up until now, I was aware of
only one other such provisional canceller used in
Alag. The cancel here read “DUNAKESZI 1.
1945. 111.” without the day of the month.

The two settlements were eventually merged,
but even back then, its post offices cooperated in
assembling the provisional cancellers.
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Figure 19. Letter from Dunakeszi to Kisigmand franked with
60 filler from March 1945.

CORRESPONDENCE WITH THE RE-
TURNED AND THEN SEPARATED TERRI-
TORIES (UPPER HUNGARY,
SUBCARPATHIA, TRANSYLVANIA)

Mailings originating from here probably do not
belong 100% in the discussion of the Budapest
tariff; however, they are rare witnesses to the his-
tory of the time. In addition, I think that the ar-
riving mail does have a connection to the postal

history of Budapest. These, by far, exceed the
scarcity of the so-called classical items since the
items shown here are probably unique!

The following card, for lack of anything else,
was made from a library stock of “Literatur-
Kartei” in Rozsnyo. Its franking consists of two
examples of the town’s local issue of 18 stamps
overprinted CSP that appeared on 15 February
1945 serving as 18 filler postage — unchanged
from the old rates. (Thirteen different postage due
stamps were also overprinted in quantities of 100-
200, but these were not issued.) The overprinted
stamps were valid until the end of March, barely
six weeks. The sender Jozsef Dovala was a true
philatelist who did not forget to ask that his mail-
ing be returned to him even in those turbulent
times.

It is interesting to read the text of the message
that also included return instructions. This is the
only card I am aware of sent with the Rozsnyo
local overprints to Ujpest during the effectivity of
the Budapest tariffs.
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Figure 20. Postcard sent from Rozsnyo to Ujpest on 45. 111. 6.
franked 18 filler with the two value of the local issue. It
was not assessed postage due upon arrival in Ujpest even
though it would have totaled 44 filler!

The 2 March 1945 directive did not deal specifi-
cally with arriving from the separated territories.
Later on, the need for such specifics was amended

since such mail was not too infrequent.
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Figure 21. The reverse side of the card with return instruc-
tions.
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Next is a fieldpost card that is very interesting.
In Huszt, the short-lived Czechoslovak postal
administration in Subcarpathia — 8 November
1944 to 17 January 1945 — overprinted 500 origi-
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nally free franking cards with the text
“Ceskoslovenska Posta 18 f.” and bars covering
up the Hungarian text. Not all of these cards were
utilized during the short CSP era, so an unknown
number of remainders were overprinted again by
the Soviet-Russian postal administration of
Subcarpathia.

This time the text “Zakarpatszka Ukraina” cov-
ered up the “18 f.” valuation. Bars covering the
Czech text and a new value “40” was also added.
This overprint was prepared in Munkacs.

The card mailed from Tiszujlak (Vylok) sent to
Budapest required 1 Pengo franking according to
tariff in effect in Subcarpathia. The franking was
supplemented with a 60 filler stamps from the 2nd
issue of Ungvar. This stamp was relatively plenti-
ful — 7,078 copies were made out of total number
of 42,264 stamps.

A cancelling device did not exist in Tiszaujlak,
so the card was manuscript endorsed, including
the date: 14. III. 45.
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Figure 22. Postcard sent from Vylok (Tiszaujlak) to Buda-
pest on 14 March 1945 with handwritten marking. The
card was initially overprinted in Huszt to 18 filler and then
revalued to 40 filler in Munkacs. Franking was supple-
ments to 1 P.

The next card is just as interesting. The 18 filler
card was overprinted in Beregeszasz to 40 filler.
(The almost vertical typesetting shows a Russian
variation of the word “Ukaine” with a Cyrillic ‘i’.)
It was posted in Munkacs, supplemented with a 60
filler stamp, and sent to Budapest. The card con-
tained private correspondence that was dated “27-
II. 945” that indicates it must have arrived in the
capital city around the time of the re-start of post-
al service. The text of the large format, standard-
ized Subcarpathian canceller reads “Zakarpatszka
Ukraina Munkacsevo” utilized violet-black ink,
while the censor stamp on the left side was violet
in color.

The 60/20 filler stamp was from the 2nd Ungvar
issue of which 1,462 copies were made.

So let us look: the card was overprinted in
Beregszasz; the stamp, in Ungvar, and the posting
in was Munkacs.
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Figure 23. Postal card (Otkritka) revalued to 40 filler sent to
Budapest with additional 60 filler postage.

The third postcard has the characteristics of the
second overprinting in Munkacs according to the
information from Dr. Simady. They are the fol-
lowing:

1. Paid reply card — of which more were left

over in stores — overprinted after separating.

2. The color of the overprint in red.

3. New value 1.- (Pengo)

4. The “1” in “Zakarpatszka Ukraina” is not Cy-
rillic but a Ukrainian-style “i” with 2 dots.

The card sent to Budapest on 16 April 1945 is
from the correspondence of Dr. Gyorffy. The
color of the cancellation is violet; the censor mark
is green.

N.B. Until 15 November 1945, the currency of
Subcarpathia remained Hungarian. Banknotes up
to 100 P were used alongside coins.
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Figure 24. Locally prepared postcard with red OTKPbITKA
overprint sent from Munkacs to Budapest. This is a single
know example.

Dear Collectors! Having studied the most ex-
tensive collections of Subcarpathia for the past 45
years — from the perspective of Subcarpathia-
Budapest correspondence — I can vouch for the
fact that no more than 6 mailings are known to
have arrived in Budapest during the Budapest
tariffs period. Readers can feel satisfied that they
can view half of the world’s stock of these items
here.

Continuing geographically, let’s review three
mailings to and from Transylvania.

First of all, a postally used cover to Transylva-
nia spurred my interest. The Red Cross cancella-
tion in the upper left creates the impression of an
official mailing, but we know that it is not. We
know it would have been postage free. In this
example, we see the private correspondence of
two individuals. The rubber stamped envelope
came from the office but it was franked in accord-
ance with the Budapest tariffs on March 30th.
The other interesting fact is that the sender, alt-
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hough he lived on Kassai Street 32 in the XIVth
District, did not mail the letter within the city but
took it outside to Ujpest. In Figures 14 and 15 we
have seen other mailings posted in Ujpest and sent
to Papa and Mezobereny, respectively. From this
I could conclude that the inhabitants — perhaps
from newspapers? — became aware that letters
could be mailed from Ujpest, a part of town where
the train station had suffered less damage that
allowed special trains to run. Of course, back
then there was no such thing as regularly sched-
uled train service.

Figure 25. Letter bundle wrapper made from the military
newspaper from the post office in Cegled subsequently to
the end of the fighting on 18 December 1944. It is an espe-
cially valuable but unappreciated piece of postal history.

The forwarding of letters occurred as the
“Levelzarlat” wrapper sent by the Cegled post
office to Alberti-Irsa from 18 December 1944
documented transportation possibilities. Irsa is
the place from where the postcard sent to Kispest
shown in Figure 12 originated. Now we know
how it was able to get there!



Let us examine the travel route of the Transyl-
vania letter. - Our eyes catch the coincidental nu-
ances of the address: together with Mrs. Szilagyi’s
letters in Szilagy County, attention Mrs. Zilah... -
Next after the March 30th Ujpest canceller we
find the transit mark of the Romanian version of
the Nagyvarad cancel with the text OFICIUL
P.T.T. ORADEA 1. 15 APR. 1945.

S ,,';{ A 777 fj" €

Figure 26. Letter from Budapest mailed in Ujpest on 30
March 1945 sent to Kemer in he recently detached part of
Transylvania franked with 60 filler in accordance with the
Budapest tariff distance letter rate.

The reverse side shows another transit strikes of
SIMLEUL  SILVANIEI  21. APR. 45
(Szilagysomlyo) and MARGITTA 45. IV. Hun-
garian survivor. Kemer — Camar in Romanian —
did not have a post office at that time. It is
worthwhile to mention the unbelievable fact that I
know of no other letters sent to Transylvania dur-
ing this time...

I will repeat myself that the post office did not
specify a foreign letter rate when it promulgated
the Budapest tariff. It is possible that this was
overlooked because of the turbulent times. Still, it
may not have been necessary because of the
miniscule number of incoming and outgoing let-
ters. This situation was changed only in the 2nd
(1) rate period of the inflation — starting on July
2nd. Until that date, there was no official letter
traffic with foreign countries.

Let me show another item sent to Budapest from
Nagyvarad on 21 February 1945. The letter bore
3 P 30 filler franking. This was the result of the
local, increased, and slightly complicated rate
structure:

- Letter rate according to the old rate structure:
30 filler. - Postcard with imprinted 18 filler indi-
cia were accepted for use. — These needed to be
supplemented with old stamps without overprint-
ing.

- Local tariff surcharge per item: 1 Pengo (in-
dependent of whether it was a postcard or a letter.)
This was to be paid with new, overprinted stamps.

- Registration fee: 2 Pengo, which, again, need-
ed to be paid with overprinted stamps.

The letter was addressed to the technical direc-
tor of the Post at the Budapest Postal Directorate.
Since it does not show any more specific street
address, the sender must have been aware of the
grave situation in Budapest.
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Figure 27. Registered letter sent to Budapest from Nagyvarad
on 21 February 1945 addressed to the technical director.
It was franked with 3,30 P in accordance with the local tar-
iff effective in Nagyvarad.

The next figure shows a postcard from
Nagykaroly where the Nagyvarad tariff was in
effect. The card does not have a cancellation from
the time of posting nor is it franked with any lo-
cally 1ssued Nagyvarad stamps
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Figure 28. Postcard sent to Budapest from Nagykaroly franked
with 1,18 P in accordance with the Nagyvarad tariff. Stamps
were cancelled upon transit through Kolozsvar on 15 March
1945. Card shows a bi-lingual censor handstamp.

The postal worker made up the required 1 pengo
surcharge by using old stamps but did not cancel
them. This was done in Kolozsvar when the card
transited through the post office there.
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I acquired one on the most spectacular Transyl-
vania covers from stamp dealer Laszlo Lacza back
in the late 1980s. The second weight class letter
from the Providentia insurance company sent to
Budapest shows a franking of 3,64 pengo. This
amount can be analyzed as such:

- Overweight letter 60 filler in lieu of 30 filler.
Because of a slight oversight, an extra 4 filler was
applied; hence, the amount became 64 filler. Old
stamps could be used for this.

- Local tariff surcharge per piece: 1 pengo. Over-
printed stamps needed to be used.

- Registration independently of everything else: 2
Pengo. Overprinted stamps needed to be used.

From Gabor Voloncs’s very exacting article
published in the “Szabolcsi Belyegujsag” volume
13, number 3-4 we find that only two such letters
sent from Transylvania exist. (Luckily, I visited
Lacza one more time...)

PRAVINFNTIA nlmsm mmm

Providenti.

R 5[]
< 420 "

Ajinlott,

Centrun Kiadbvitialas RT,, Bodipart -

Figure 29 Second weight class letter with intra-company
correspondence sent from Nagyvarad on 15 March 1945 to
Budapest. The envelope was franked with an extra 4 filler
stamp. (Total franking: 3,64 P in lieu of the required 3,60
P.)



V In conclusion, I’d like to show a curiosity.
The letter addressed to the Red Cross in Budapest
was sent from Nagyszalonta, Transylvania. Gabor
Voloncs’s research identified that a post office
was functioning there and mailings are known but
only in small numbers. How this letter got to
Budapest without being cancelled upon posting or
in transit is impossible to ascertain. Most likely it
was carried to Budapest by a traveling soldier.
Civilians were not authorized to travel such a
distance back then. The fact is that the letter was
correctly franked with 1,30 Pengo in accordance
with the Nagyvarad tariff. The 1P/1f Arpad stamp
overprinted at Nagyvarad was not recognized by
the delivering post office, so the letter was for-
warded to the Main Post Office. There it was
recognized as postage free mail to the Red Cross,
cancelled with the Budapest 4 device and deliv-
ered.

Figure 30. Letter from Nagyszalonta franked correctly in
accordance with the local tariff with 1,30 Pengo. The letter
most likely was mailed in Budapest where it was cancelled
on 19 March 1945. There is a manuscript processing an-
notation on the envelope two days later: “Detailed infor-
mation requested. 945. I1I. 21.”

Hopefully, in the future, additional interesting
mailings from this period will be found. Due to
the scarcity of these pieces, this work is very pre-
liminary. Thank you for your interest.

Translation by Csaba Kohalmi

Mafitt-members with Gold awards in the World Stamp Show New York 2016

Bob Morgan (US) and Ralph Ebner (D)

Bill Hedley (GB) and Szucs Karoly (H)
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NEWS

2016 was a very successful year for the Mafitt
membership. Starting in May, Karoly Szucs won the
Grand Prize at the Alpok-Adria International Stamp
Exhibition with his exhibit titled ,,Documentary
Revenue Cancellations in the Hapsburg Empire
1686-1858” (see it on our home page).

At the same show, Peter Gidofalvy acepted the
FEPA 2015 literature prize on behalf of Lajos
Horvath, who was unable to attend. Gidofalvy ed-
ited and published Horvath’s book, in translation of
the Hungarian Title ,,The Postal History of Subcarpa-
thia from the Beginning to 2014.” Both of these in-
divduals are Mafitt members.

The HUNFILA exhibition held at Szombathely in-
volved international participants. The International
Grand Prize was awarded to Hadmar Fresacher for
his exhibit titled ,,The Postal History of Carinthia to
1883.” The National Grand Prize went to Denes
Czirok to the exhibit titled ,,The Expansion of Mail
Traffic in Hungary 1750-1817.” These two individu-
als are also Mafitt members.

NEW PHILATELIC LITERATURE

Az illetékjegyes nyomtatvanyok,

irlapok, kirtyazdrjegyek és

illetekbélyegzések katalogusa

These books are available at the authors,
but Mafitt supports the circulation also.

The following exhibits of our members were
awarded with gold medal in the World Stamp
Show in New York this year:

Geza Homonnay Postal History of Hungary 1867-1871, Championship class LG
Ralph Ebner The leave underprint revenues from Austrian Empire and its countries 1854-1875, REV Class LG
Bill Hedley Postal Services in the Hapsburg Kingdom of Hungary to 1900, Postal History Gold
Robert Morgan Hungary: The Hyperinflation 1945-1946 , Postal History class Gold
Szucs Karoly Hungary's First Documentary Revenues During the Forint-Krajczar Currency Period 1868-1898, REV Gold

Hopefully, reinforcement is on its way through Janos Manz, who won a Large Vermeil medal in the
oldest junior exhibitor group with his presentation of World War 1II fieldpost. He was excepted into
our membership this year. The above listed outstanding successes of our members contributed greatly
to accomplishing the goals laid out in our by-laws of advancing Hungarian philately and promoting the

ever-increasing international reputation of Mafitt.

In the name of our collective membership, we

would like to thank all of them for their tireless efforts in achieving such brilliant accomplishments!
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http://www.mafitt.hu/org/fiscal/exhibit/hunrev2016/Szignettak.pdf
http://www.mafitt.hu/org/fiscal/exhibit/hunrev2016/Szignettak.pdf
http://www.stamp.hu/fooldal/index.html
http://www.mafitt.hu/kepek/bemutatok/Revenues_from_Austrian_Empire_1-2.pdf
http://www.mafitt.hu/kepek/bemutatok/Hyperinflation_Rates_by_Bob_Morgan.pdf
http://www.mafitt.hu/org/fiscal/exhibit/hunrev2016/Hungary_first.pdf

Az 1971-ben inditott lap félévente jelenik meg, az 1991-ben kezdddott hisz év sziinet utan
2011-t6l a Mafitt tagdijfizetd tagjai szamara sziikséges mennyiségben,
magyar ¢€s parhuzamosan angol nyelven is (a nyelvi mutacié 50 alatti példanyban.)

Ujsagunk teljes tartalma és digitalis lemezmelléklete a Mafitt honlapjarol letlthetd.

www.mafitt.hu

The numbers of this journal are given on our website.
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ARTIST OR FORGER? TRACING THE IMPACT OF
JEAN DE SPERATI FOR THE HUNGARIAN PHILATELY

MARTIN RHEIN - LUZARCHES, FRANCE

Classical Hungarian philately, until about
1900, contains a number of forgeries that are not
considered very dangerous. With only a few
comparable stamps and well founded knowledge
most of the fakes can easily be identified. The
ArGe "Hungary" shows on their homepage
a number of images for all who are interested in
this subject matter'. In addition several sources
in literature” will be helpful as well.

A peculiarity of forgeries of Jean de Sperati,
due to is very high quality following, these for-
geries and their creator shall therefore be dis-
cussed in depth.

Figure 1: Jean de Sperati with his wife Louise’

' See under: http://www.arge-ungarn.de/forgeries.htm

2 See also: Visnyovszki, G : Fakes Forgeries Experts No 4.

3 Image 1: Blanc-Girardet, Lucette: Jean de Sperati, L’homme
qui copiait les timbres, Mouxy 2003, page 32

Jean de Sperati was born October 14, 1884 in
Pistoia (Tuscany region) as Giovanni Sperati. He
was the fourth son of the family and probably
the activities of his brothers led him to become
one of the greatest forgers in philatelic history.

Figure 2: Image of Sperati at his work

His oldest brother Massimo made his income
as a stamp dealer while Mariano was working as
a photographer. He was the one who taught him
the secrets of photography, development of the
pictures and the correlation of the chemical sub-
stances used in photography. His work at his
cousin's paper mill during his school breaks
allowed him to gain special knowledge regard-
ing the production of paper. During this time he
presumably built up his import and paper stock



that would become of great importance in his
later career.

In 1909 the Sperati family was already recog-
nized as forgers when the police unveiled their
activities in their workshops 1n Turin and Pisa.
During the subsequent trials® their activities
were made public to the larger philatelic pubhc
By the way, during their appeal hearing’, all
accusations were dropped and they were acquit-
ted. One interesting detail of the trial is the fact
that one of the experts invited was Erasmo
Oneglia, one of the most famous forgers of clas-
sical stamps at the beginning of the 20" century.

In 1910 Giovanni Sperati leaves Italy for
France where he also changes his name to Jean
de Sperati and gets married. In the beginning of
his time in Paris he works for his brother Mas-
simo.

Figure 3: The Hungarian Stamps of Sperati®

In 1930 he opens his own studio in Aix-les-
Bains and moves in one year later into the Villa
,,Claire de Lune®.

His "creative" period lasted until the early
1950's during which he is believed to have
forged over 450 different stamps from almost
100 different countries, including the matching

4 Blanc-Girardet, Lucette: Jean de Sperati, 0.0.A., psge 48

5 Blanc-Girardet, Lucette: Jean de Sperati, 0.0.A., psge 24

6 Image 3: all stamps (except for the 10 kr) from the collection
of the author.

2

cancellations. Only some of his "imitations"
were signed by him.
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Figure 4: Page of the samples of stamps submztted by
Sperati for examination to the BPA, including a 2 kr
litho printed stamp in the center of the lower row. ’

Sperati also forged, of course, stamps from
Hungary. Within the stock of Sperati, which
were in October 1952 handed over to the British
Philatelic Association the so-called "livre d’or".

The Golden Book was found. This book con-
tained all the stamps which had been considered
genuine by the philatelic experts of that time and
Sperati had preserved. In the "livre d’or" two
lithographic prints of the 2 Kreuzer were found
as well that had been signed by two German
philatelic experts®. At present forgerles of the
2 Kreuzer, 3 Kreuzer, 10 Kreuzer’ and
15 Kreuzer are known. The number of produced

7  The shipment of proofs contained a total of 6 pages.
Compare: Lowe, Robson, Walske, Carl: The Work of Jean de
Sperati II London 2001, page. 193 ff
8 The Work of Jean de Sperati Part I + II — The Text, published by
BPA, London 1955, page 165
9 The 10 kr is a new discovery mentioned for the first time in :
"The Work of Jean de Sperati II". So far only the stamp shown in
that publication is known.



stamps cannot be determined anymore. It can be
assumed that several collections still contain
a number of Sperati forgeries.

Sperati also produced and marketed so-called
print samples. The different characteristics of the
forgeries will be presented as well as their iden-
tification.

The forgeries of Hungarian stamps known to
the author are either signed by Sperati or marked
with the hand cancel of the British Philatelic
Association "SPERATI REPRODUCTION" "

Since the entire stock that had been purchased
in 1953 was also cancelled with the cancel of the
British Philatelic Association, it can be assumed
that the other stamps had been sold by Sperati
before that date.

Figure 5: 2 kr litho print with the pencil signature of
Sperati & Figure 6: 15 kr litho print with the cancel
of the British Philatelic Association'” "

The forgeries were produced by the so-called
photolithographic process which enabled the
forger to produce stamps very close to the origi-
nals, produced by the lithographic process.

The used cancels are original which can be ex-

plained through the use of "worthless" original
stamps, like the 5 Kreuzer or the 1867 issue.

101 mage(s) from the collection of the author

Sperati replaced the original image of the stamp
by his prints.

Interesting enough, Sperati also offered in his
catalogue used Franz-Josef-Stamps which have
not been detected yet. He also seems - in con-
trast to his usual procedure - not have produced
any cover forgeries.
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Figure 7: Section of the price list Speratz with top
left offer of unused and used stamps of the 1871 Edi-
tion of Hungary

The specific features of identification of the 2
kr, 3 kr and 15 kr values have been made availa-
ble to the public in the already mentioned publi-
cation of the BPA " The Work of Jean de
Sperati". This publication also indicates that
only one cliche for the Hungarian stamps was
produced, which carried the following dates: 2
kr 1953, 3 kr 1940, 15 kr 1947.

Figure 8: The representation of the types from: The
Work of Jean de Sperati Part Il — The Plates

" Image taken from: BPA The Work of Jean de Sperati,
London 1955, .0.A., Plate J



It can be assumed that these dates were only
used for archival reasons, since all forgeries had
been in circulation before these dates. The BPA
mentions that the photographic negative for the
2 kr stamp had been dated December 8" 1914.
Unfortunately the glass negatives for the Hun-
garian Stamps must have been lost, since they
were nowhere to be found in the French Postal
Museum during the visit of the author in May of
20009.

Based on the original forgeries the individual
characteristics indicated in the publication of the
BPA "The Work of Jean de Sperati" will be
presented and tested for their "reliability". The
"i" (please see image 8) of the BPA -types will
be replaced by numbers for simplification.

Characteristics newly discovered by the author
will be indicated with capital letters (A...). For a
clear orientation the stamp in image 9 is shown
with a measuring grid in Millimeters.

No detailed description is given of the 10 kr
value as only unused examples are known'.

Figure 9: 3 kr stamp
with an overlaid grid in millimeters
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Compare: www.belyegmuzeum.hu/1871/0015-001.html

2 kr Orange

1. Fractures in the lines of the outer frame:

a. top frame: 8 mm measured from the left
frame;

b. left frame: 6 mm measured from the upper
frame;

c. bottom frame: 1.5 mm measured from the
left frame;

d. bottom frame: 3.5 mm measured from the
right frame.

2. White dot upper the foot of the “2”.

3. Black dot just above the bottom frame, 3.5
mm measured from the right frame.

Figure 10: Locations of the BPA-
characteristics (1-3), new characteristics (A), (B)

The author has examined five 2 kr stamps that
either carry the Sperati signature or the stamp of
the British Philatelic Association. Besides two
new definitive characteristics (A) and (B) it is
significant that all Sperati - samples show the
distinct characteristics of the type VIII of the
2 kr litho printed stamps. It can be assumed that
Sperati used the type VIII as his sample.


http://www.belyegmuzeum.hu/1871/0015-001.html

Figure 11: The genuine Type VIII 2 kr compared to
the Sperati design ; for easier identification I do not
show characteristics 3 and 4 separately.

Figure 12: Black "Sample* signed by Sperati from
the Sir Gawaine Baillie-Collection (Sotheby’s 2010)
Figure 13: The "Sample Print" shown here was sold
at H. Kohler (Wiesbaden - Deutschland) in Septem-
ber 2012 shows the characteristics of the type VIII as
well as the characteristics A and B.

Enlarged representation of the different types
using 3 stamps as a sample:
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3 kr Green

1. Fractures in the outer frame lines:
a. left frame: measured 3.5 mm from the up-
per frame;
b. right side frame: Weak areas in the corner
area;
c. lower frame: measured 12.5 mm from the
left frame".

2. White connection between the serif of
the left foot and the right leg of the k.

"3 In The Work of Jean de Sperati, Part I 0.0.A. 1953 in
p-165, is supposed to be some pieces manually retouched



3. Green dot in the letter r at mid-height, as
in lithography type IV.

Figure 14: Location of the BPA-characteristics (1-3)
new characteristics (4), (B)

New characteristics (A), (B)

Ten different stamps were examined marked
with either the Sperati signature or the stamp of
the British Philatelic Association. Unlike the 2
kr value none of the existing original stamps
could be identified as the "template" for his for-
geries.

Figure 15 + 16: These "Proofs" were auctioned in
September 2010 by H. Koehler (Wiesbaden - Germa-
ny) and show the characteristics A and B.
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15 kr Brown

1. Fractures the outer frame:
a: frame at the top: 5 mm measured from
the right edge
b: left frame: 1 mm measured from the
upper edge
c: lower frame: 8 mm measured from the
left margin
d: lower frame: notch 11 mm measured
from the left margin



2. Beads 16 and 17 on the right side (counted
from top centre) are connected and form an E

3. irregularities on the left edge of the 1
slightly below the centre

Figure 17: Location of the BPA-characteristics (1-3)
new characteristics (4), (B)

Unfortunately the author was able to examine
only four copies of 15 kr forgeries. One of the
copies has the Sperati signature on its back, the
two others are marked with the stamp of the
British Philatelic Association. Since all stamps
and the coloured proofs have the type V charac-
teristics of the original, it can be assumed that
such a type V served Sperati as a template.

Figure 18: The 15 kr original stamp as type V 14" in
comparison with the cutouts of the Sperati.

4 see: www.belyegmuzeum.hu/1871/0046-001.html
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Figure 19: "Specimen” from the Sir Gawaine Baillie-
Collection (Sotheby’s 2010)

Figure 20: This "Trail Print" was auctioned in 2010
by H. Koehler (Wiesbaden - Germany) and shows the
characteristics of the type V of the original as well as
the characteristic A.
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http://www.belyegmuzeum.hu/1871/0046-001.html

The research results presented here will have
multiple meanings for Hungarian philately. On
one hand the detailed description of the charac-
teristics of Sperati Forgeries allow an unambig-
uous recognition. This will deprive the "provid-
ers" of their "business model", offering cheap
counterfeit or damaged originals as a supposedly
better Sperati forgery. In the light of the recent
years that showed prices of 50 € - 80 € for
a perforated example and an easy to reproduce
handwritten signature it is easy to imagine the
lure.

In addition, Jean de Sperati initially sold his
"artwork" unsigned, so that in one or the other
collection an undetected "Sperati" could be hid-
den. Finally the works of Jean de Sperati should
be mentioned, 3 copies (No 2) , titled "Philately
D‘ART LES Jean-de- SPERATI" of which one
was auctioned in 2011.

Figure 21: Two original pages of the "PHILATELIE
D'ART LES JEAN-DE-SPERATI" that was sold in
2011 at the Auction house Gdrtner (Lot 13724) con-
taining the 225 "Epreuve" including on page XV the
three Hungarian examples. The foreword mentions
that it is the 3rd edition "en 3 (trois)".

8

Additionally the author encourages others to
complete these results. It remains unclear why
an original stamp type could be identified for the
2 kr and 15 kr values but not for the 3 kr. And
what about the 10 kr? Is it really an "original"
from Sperati? Any attempt to clarify this became
more complicated by the fact that the collection
of the French Postal Museum, that had received
all glass panels from the Sperati inventory, not
one seems to be in existence.

Used literature:
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Translated from German®: the Author
and revised by Tamas Sebestyen (Paris)

"> The original script in German can be found on the
CD attachment. The Editor.
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1928 NEW CURRENCY ISSUES
FUTURE GEMS OF HUNGARIAN PHILATELY - PART 2

MERVYN BENFORD, LONDON

In the first part I described just how interesting
is the postal history of the 1926 new currency
issues. It concerned watermarks, perforations,
design changes, postage rates served and their
changes. In the tables I showed just how many
and different examples the enthusiastic collector
can find. The series of overprinted face values-
in most postal administrations usually higher-
are especially exciting because these all had
lower than original values. The Post Office
needed additional smaller denominations to
serve new situations. Mixed franking become
a major collecting interest and challenge.

I mentioned the parallel postage due issues and
they have a longer story than in my previous
article. This present article reflects postage due
aspects. It will be mainly in the illustrations as
the story of postage due itself is well-known-
unpaid mail, under-paid mail, the calculation of
postage due- including special Hungarian situa-
tions, and of course international conversion
where foreign mail is concerned. In Hungary
postage for mail from official sources was very
often paid for by the recipient- and postage due
stamps were used. No penalty was applied,
though, just the normal postage rate for the item.

As with the definitive issues the new over-
printed stamps were soon required- as early as
1927. Icarus airmail stamps of the Inflation pe-
riod were used. The 500, 1000, 2000, 5000 and

10 000 airmail stamps became respectively
1,2,3.5 and 10f. Inflation period stamps them-
selves remained valid for dual use- but only until
31 March 1927. Other inflation issues had
slightly different end dates for dual use- all in
1927.

The collector can find NC period mail franked
entirely still with inflation issues or with mixed
franking. Postage due has the same fascinating
examples.

Hlustration 1 shows a Croatian language par-
cel return form processed in Szeged on June 22
on its way back to a sender in Stari Becej (for-
mer Hungarian Obecse-lost at Trianon.) There is
a bold manu- pan
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not sure if “/’expediteur” is the original sender
deciding not to send it after all or the recipient
for some refusing and so becoming the technical
‘sender’ of the returning parcel. Either way the
Szeged post office calculated 80f fee and though
new currency stamps had arrived found it con-
venient to use up a pair of over-printed 5000K
on 5K inflation postage dues still worth 8f per
1000K. The back of the form is blank but has
more manuscript explanation.

Tllustrations 2 es 3
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Hllustrations 2 and 3 are examples of the Hun-
garian system of charging Postage Due for stor-
age of parcels not collected with due notified
time. On the backs of both forms, where any
charges were usually recorded and the stamps
affixed, someone has explained in writing why
the charge has been made. In the first example
29 days were overdue and charged the equiva-
lent of 24 000K old money.

However the new currency stamps had arrived
during the period of storage so could have been
used on April 20" if the post office had them.
They probably preferred to use up old stocks of
the overprinted inflation postage dues- in this
case strips of 4 x 1000K and 5 x 5000k respec-
tively. In new currency terms (1000K = 8f) this
was a heavy charge- 2.32Pengo! The second
cost less, effectively 88f, paid with 11 000K in
inflation postage dues- 11 days overdue.
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Illustration 4

Illustration 4 shows an under-paid postcard
from Austria charged 12f postage due paid with
new 8f + 500K (=4f) from the inflation postage
due stamps. Later, I show another item from
Austria with 12f charge paid with the very little



used 12f on 50f overprinted postage due issue.
Perhaps 12 f was useful on under-paid Austrian
mail!
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Illustration 5

Next I show a special novelty- from 1936, (1I-
lustration 5) an under-paid foreign postcard with
6f calculated extra to pay: a small slip of official
paper has been affixed to the postcard rather
than any writing. Was this so the recipient could
still read it? And enjoy the picture? If so it was
avery thoughtful act by the postal clerk in-
volved! On the slip of paper he fixed two x 1f
overprinted Icarus postage dues and a 3f Icarus
but had to stick the third 1f on the back! These
1927 stamps remained valid until the end of
1936 but they do not come up for sale on origi-
nal mail too often.

Illustration 6

Blocks might be used- for example 4 x 1f (/-
lustration 6) when a normal 4f stamp existed. In
this case the 4f comes with a pair of new cur-
rency 8f to make the 20f postage due charge on
a Customs Department letter that needed re-
addressing.

1929, not 1928 as with the normal stamps, saw
the second postage due issue- the first postage
issues with the new watermark. Face values
were also changed: now only 2,4, 8,10, 16, 20
and 40f denominations. They are all even num-
bers with emphasis on multiples of 2 and 10.
Less used 1926 issues- 5f, 50f and 80f — were
dropped, though remaining valid. The choice of
some of these stamps for later overprinting tells
of plenty of spare stocks.

On 1*. January 1931 appeared some of these
new overprinted stamps- this time using new
currency Porto issues- 4f on 5f, 10f on 16f and
on 80f, 12f on 50f and 20f on 32f. It does seem
from the overall pattern of all stamp issues,
normal and Porto, that a need for a 10f denomi-
nation, and multiples of ten, seemed important,
with smaller denominations for the sometimes
odd charges that particular postage rates in-
volved, especially with weight steps and regis-
tration/express- such as 1.12P.

Postage due always had the problem of the
calculations arising from unpaid or under—paid
foreign mail needing unusual face values. The
4/5f and 10/16f came with both perforations and
all four versions are catalogued more highly than
the rest. The 12f on 50f is not easy to find used.

11



Illustration 7

I have just one (/llustration 7) an under-paid
postcard from Austria. An under-paid letter from
Chile produced a heavy charge of 78f involving
the two higher value normal postage dues, 32f
and 40f, but also a pair of the 3f. overprinted
Icarus stamps ({llustration 8.)

Ilustration 8
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Illustration 9

The addressee to pay system produced another
intriguing item in my collection (/lustration 9)-
a letter sent at local rates but also registered and
still requiring the payment on receipt. It meant
a payment of 23f (8f + 15f registration) paid
using a pair of 10f on 10 000K and 3f on 200k
overprinted Icarus Porto issues.

Hllustration 10

Hllustration 10 is another unusual example. An
under-paid Czechoslovak postcard arrived at
Miskolc station post office and though on its
way to Putnok 22f postage due was calculated



and stamps affixed, 4f and pair of 8f normal
Porto and the 2f overprinted Icarus stamp. In
Putnok this was changed to 20f and those Mi-
skolc stamps invalidated and replaced by 16f
normal Porto and a pair of the same Icarus over-
prints.

mt
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Hlustration 11

A straight example is a letter posted at 10f
when the national rate was 20f. 20f Porto was
therefore charged and paid with a rather useful
block of 4 of the 5f on S000K Icarus stamps, the
most difficult of the series to find used ({l/lustra-
tion 11.)
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Hlustration 12

An underpaid letter from England received
a lot of postal attention as the state of the enve-
lope shows. Two delivery attempts were made,
each with a 32f charge and each ultimately in-
validated as the letter finally went back to Eng-
land. In the process a block of 4 x 8f and a 2f +
10f + the less used 20f normal Porto all became
used in vain (Hllustration 12.)

Illustrations 13 - 14

lllustrations 13 and 14 feature postal station-
ery. The first is a “megbizasi lap” document
where the payment was refused. A 10f on 80f
overprinted stamp was used. The second is a
parcel form- sadly only the stamped portion-
showing a charge of 1.20P paid with a pair,
block of four and block of six 10f on 80f over-
printed stamps. Recently a similar document
with 20 x 6f on 8f charge was sold at the excel-
lent Darabanth auctions for 16 000Ft. If it was
Perforation B it was a bargain! These were the
normal definitive overprinted stamps and pre-
sumably it was easier to place so many paying
the normal parcel charge on the back. Mine used
postage due overprints so the charge was proba-
bly due for storage and late collection. It is much
lower catalogue value but how many others do
readers imagine exist used in this way?

13



Finally two under-paid foreign postcards (II-
lustrations 15 and 16.)
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Illustration 15

That from Austria needing 12f fee failed first
time- the stamps, a scarce combination of 8f +
OP41/5f, cancelled and a more obvious 10f +2f
used for the successful delivery.

14

The second with an SHS stamp was charged
32f- 20f and the rather scarce OP10f/16f. The
New Currency period indeed has much to offer.
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PRINTING IRREGULARITIES ON HUNGARIAN STAMPS

I am using the term ‘printing irregularities’ because
it is more encompassing than the terms ‘printing er-
ror’ or ‘plate flaw.” As you know, the Children
stamp with different inscription is called an ‘error
print’ albeit it is not an error in printing; the stamps
were withdrawn. Similarly, in the case of the
KELETU, the error is a flaw in the plate.

On the ensuing pages, | will show stamps that are
either unlisted in literature or catalogues or are so
scarce that they are seldom encountered.

First of all, I will review a quite scarce and very in-
teresting example of the black numeral krajcar-
denominated stamp. According to the Monograph, a
trial printing were prepared in 1897: “The trial print-
ings prepared in 1897 of the 2, 3, 10 and 20 kr values,
only the trial printing on original stamp paper of the
10 kr is known in blue colour with light blue or black
surface printing.”

[lustrated below are the stamps issued in original
colours as well as the trial printings (3, 10, 12 kr) in
different colours. The additional oddity is that these
trail prints have been invalidated by the postal can-
cellation: M.KIR. Postaszer/vezet/ KOZPONTI
RAKTARA BUDAPEST 97 jun 2.

The positioning of the cancellation is almost uni-
form which leads to the question of were individual
stamps cancelled or possibly an entire sheet of
stamps?  Most likely, it is the former since other
examples of these stamps are not known, although
unused examples of the 3 and 10 kr values have sur-

ISTVAN VAS |, SZIGETVAR

faced. The stamps are perforated 11.5 and are printed
on thin, parchment-like paper with watermark .

Figure 1

Continuing, I will review the other special varia-
tions of the black numeral krajcar issues.

15
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Figure 2. The 5 krajcar with double numeral of value (as
shown in Gabor Visnyovszki’s Belyegkonyv) as well as an
inverted numeral (used copy, not from the Szecsodi examples)

Figure 3

15 krajcar vertical pair: the numeral ‘5’ is missing
from the upper stamp. On the 1 ft stamp, the surface
printing is significantly shifted. One other such copy

is known.

Figure 4. Stamps without numerals of value

The missing numeral of value on the turul stamps
represents a major error. This was caused when the
printing element fell out of the plate from a specific
position. Only one copy of the 1 filler stamp is
known, and the example is damaged.

Ban mentions the 1 korona stamp. I know of 4
copies, including one used one, although all are dam-
aged.

16

Figure 5. Blocks of stamps
with an example of a missing numeral

The 3 filler is mentioned in the 10-11 1917 issue of
the Senfjournal. Five sheets were located in Ujvidek
on which the numeral was missing from the stamp in
position 42. The Monograph, based on report from
Dr. Weinert, stated that such stamps had not been
observed by anyone and that they have not been able
to find any collector who possessed such a copy. In
addition to the block shown, I am aware of the exis-
tence of another such example.

The 70 filler was discovered in Fiume. According
to Imre Hamza, 8 to 10 such sheets could have ex-
isted. One stamp is used, one is in an unused pair,
and one is in a block of 9 indicating that the missing
numeral is from position 90. The block is unique.

Figure 6. Harvesters stamps with missing numerals



Missing numerals of value on the Harvesters-
Parliament stamps were caused by flaws in the print-
ing plate or poor inking. Dr. Weinert classified the 2
filler value as a great rarity. The picture of the 5
filler stamp with KOZTARSASAG overprint is illus-
trated in the catalog; however, no other expert or
philatelist knows about the existence of other copies.

Figure 7. The 10 korona value is considered unique (blind
printing on the right side numeral of value)

Sometimes, luck plays a role in stamp collecting. It
is lucky that two upper right corner blocks of four
survived of the 50 filler inverted numeral of value
with inverted overprint stamp. This indicates that
two such sheets existed, and it is the philatelist’s luck
that both ended up in the same hands.

Figure 8

Figure 9
Here two interesting can be seen: a nice double
print of the frame and a pair on which the upper nu-
meral of value is 120 while the lower one is 200. The
Monograph states conflicting opinions about it; how-
ever, I have an attest from Gyula Madarasz in my
possession.

Figure 10
The 3 filler stamp with missing KOZTARSASAG
overprint came from complete sheets on which the

overprint was omitted. On this block of four, only
one stamp is missing the overprint.

The greatest rarity of this issue is a complete sheet
of the 15 filler value on which the frame is inverted
in positions 10, 20, 30, 40, and 50 (and not the nu-
meral of value as indicated in the catalogues). This is
the one and only complete sheet.

17



Figure 11. Stamps with inverted frame in the upper right corner of the sheet




Figure 12:
Pair of 15 filler stamps with the numeral of value

missing from the stamp on the left (a result of a fold
in the sheet) is another great rarity from this issue.
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Figure 13:

Another great rarity is this block of 4 overprinted
KOZTARSASAG with the upper left stamp missing
the numeral of value (it probably fell out of the print-
ing plate). Each of the two items is unique.
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Figure 14
The existence of the so-called inverted HIVATA-

LOS stamp has been known for a long time. I am
showing this because only used copies turned up in

auctions in the past years (three copies, however, |
was unable to examine them to detect any similarities
based on the cancellations). [ identified this mint
copy to be from sheet position 85 in an earlier article
of mine (Belyegvilag, July 2005 issue). A small gap
in the line of the frame is visible on this stamp.

The post-1945 issues offer a plethora of printing ir-
regularities. Since these irregularities from the infla-
tion era have been well publicized, I am going to
illustrate only two. Neither is listed in the catalogs.

Figure 15

The first is an inverted 30 filler overprint on a Saint
Margaret stamp. Dr. Bernath wrote a review of this
in the February 2009 issue of Belyegvilag. The pair
illustrated in that article and this example are the only
known copies, which were cancelled at Dunaszent-
gyorgy. Most likely, the rest of the stamps from the
sheet were used there and were later destroyed.

Figure 16:
The second is a pair of 20 filler stamp surcharged
to 8 pengo with double “Helyi lev-lap” overprint.

19



Figure 17. Double overprint

The complete sheet of “HI. 1.” overprint has a dou-
ble overprint in positions 90 and 100. I have in my
possession the logbook from the State Printing Office
which states that the overprint occurred on a dam-
aged sheet that stuck together with an undamaged
sheet. The damaged sheet had two stamps missing
from the indicated positions. When the two sheets
were separated, the undamaged bottom sheet was
overprinted resulting in a double overprint in the two
positions.
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Figure 18. Alj. error overprint instead of the correct Ajl.

Shown above is a sheet of Ajl. I overprinted
stamps. In position 54, typesetting Alj. I. was made
by mistake. The post office discovered the error and
removed the error stamp, either as a single or in
blocks of 9. The warehouse of the Philatelia Hunga-
rica Company yielded three complete sheets with the
error as well as two sheets on which the typesetting
in position 54 was correct. The Monograph made the
erroneous determination that these sheets were ob-
tained illegally. Currently, the know numbers of
error sheets is three; of the non-error sheets, it’s two.
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Figure 19
Countless shifted numerals are known to exist for
the Milpengo stamps; however, only one copy (from
a complete sheet) is known to show ‘0000’ for the
numeral of value in lieu of ‘10000’ in position 47.
The number ‘1’ is missing, probably because of the
error in the printing plate.

Figure 20.

The 4 P/4 f value from the BEKE 1. series is fre-
quently encountered with a mirror image of the letter
‘N’ in the word NEPFOISKOLAKERT (it’s called a
Cyrillic ‘T” according to some). A similar typesetting
on the 10 P/30f stamp is a presently unique rarity
from this series. Its authenticity is confirmed by the
dimensions of the letter, the greenish-black colour
and the slight relief on the reverse side of the over-
print.

Partial overprints and positive reverse side over-
prints are shown below. These are the results of par-
tially folded or torn sheets. These are mentioned in
the Monograph.
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In figure 23 the numeral of value is missing due to
a flaw in the printing plate. The block of stamps
shown were original in one piece but were separated.
These are the only examples with which [ am familiar.
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Figure 22

1951 Provisional postage due. Double overprints
were discovered only in recent years.

Figure 24

1954 Fruits series 50 f value is missing the red col-
our (this has not been recorded in literature).
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Figure 25

1959 Joseph Haydn and Friedrich Schiller. Shifted
colour printing can be observed on the 1 Ft Haydn
and the 1 Ft Schiller stamps (unknown in literature).

Figure 23
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Figure 26

1960. Rome Olympics. Inverted red printing on
the souvenir sheet (the catalog does not mention this,
but the Handbook of Hungarian Stamps does).
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Figure 27

1963. New Year (I). The silver printing is missing
for this 20 filler value. On the basis of the width of
the margin, this copy is most likely from a booklet
and quite possibly most of the other copies were de-
stroyed. Up until now, only this one example is
known. It has not been mentioned in literature.

Figure 28
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1963. Garden Flowers. On the stamps shown, the
background colour is noticeably different. According
to an attest from Gabor Vlsnyovszkl thls is either a
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trial prlntlng or a printing
made using different colours
for the background. Altera-
tions using chemical agents or
exposure to light has been
excluded.

1971. llluminated Chronicles.
One of the error prints from
this series is the 1 Ft value
printed without the denomina-
tion. The stamp shown here
was previously unrecorded with a double printing of
the numeral of value.

Figure 29
23




Figure 30
1970. Paintings /VII/ with missing gold colour. It is unknown in literature.

1974. Exploration of Mars. A horizontal, can-
celled-to-order pair with the stamp on the right miss-
ing the denomination and the inscription. There is
nothing in the literature about this.

FEmrmsEEEEREERREEEREREEEEE

B R R R

Figure 31
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Figure 33

1976. Paintings (XV) — Tourism (I) souvenir sheet.
The gold printing /frame, text/ is significantly shifted

Figure 32

1972. European Soccer Championships. Due to in- on this souvenir sheet. It does not appear in litera-
complete inking (gold colour), the denomination is ture.
missing from the bottom two stamps in the sheetlet.
Literature has not acknowledged this.
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Figure 34

1981. Alexander Fleming. The silver colour is
missing from the stamp. This stamp was used on a
mailing sent to youth stamp clubs announcing the
release of this stamp. It’s anyone’s guess as to what
happened to the others. Most likely, they were de-
stroyed because the omitted colour was not detected.
Literature is not aware of this.
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Figure 35

1982. Day of Stamp (55.) Omitted silver colour,
isn’t mentioned in the literature.

1987. The Jessze-altar of Gyongyospata. The
stamp with attached label was issued in sheets of 25.
The original colouring is brownish that was the result
of reddish-brown colour printed on top of greenish
base colour. According to my sources, two sheets
exist without the second, reddish-brown colour. As a
result, the background remained green. The sheets
were sent to a regional club for new issue distribu-
tion. Stamps were separated from one sheet, while
the second remained intact and is shown here.
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THE GENERAL USE OF POSTAGE STAMPS ISSUED FOR
SLOVENIA AS A RESULT OF SERBIAN DISTRIBUTION
IN SOUTHERN HUNGARY IN 1919-1921

LAJOS HORVATH, VERESEGYHAZ

French general Franchet d’Esperey, the
commander of the Armee d’Orient, presented an
18-point cease fire agreement to Hungarian
Prime Minister Mihaly Karolyi on 7 November
1918. The Hungarian delegation deemed the
terms to be unacceptable and did not sign the
agreement. Nevertheless, Bela Linder, a minis-
ter without portfolio, eventually acceded and
signed it on November 13th after receiving in-
structions from the government.

It was unnecessary to deceive Hungarian di-
plomacy using such devious tactics since the fate
of the Banat region had already been determined
via secret negotiations conducted in 1916 while
the war was still in progress. Also, prior to the
November 13th cessation of hostilities agree-
ment and two days before prime minister Mihaly
Karolyi’s November 7th trip to Belgrade, the
units of the 1st and 2nd Serbian armies received
orders to “In the north, occupy a line ten kilome-
ters to the east of Fehertemplom-Versec-
Temesvar-Arad. In the Bacska region, they are
to occupy the line from Szeged-Szabadka-Baja.
Westward, they are to extend the action across
the entire areas of Smyrnia, Croatia, Slovenia,
Bosnia, Hercegovina and Dalmatia.”

On November 13th, the Morava division of the
Serbian army crossed the Danube at Ujvidek and
occupied the towns of Zombor, Szabadka, and
Baja. The Drina division crossed the Drava at

Eszek and on November 15th took possession of
the town of Pecs. A company each of its sol-
diers was ordered to Mohacs and Barcs. The
Danube division advanced through the Banat
and occupied Lugos, Versec, Nagykikinda, Te-
mesvar, Resicabanya, and Nagybecskerek. Serb
cavalry established itself in Lippa, Arad,
Nagyszentmiklos, and Szoreg.

The 17th paragraph of the Belgrade conven-
tion stipulated that Hungarian administration
was to remain in place in the areas occupied by
the entente forces. Nevertheless, the SkupStina
(assembly) of Vojvodina met at Ujvidek on No-
vember 25th and adopted two resolutions. First,
it voted to join the Serbian Kingdom. Second, it
declared the southern region’s /Vojvodina/ sepa-
ration from Hungary.

1. SERBIAN-ROMANIAN MINI-WAR IN
THE BANAT

Tensions increased between the Serbian and
Romanian occupying forces in the Banat. By
December, an actual mini-war broke out in the
seized land. The Serbs and the Romanians both
demanded the same territory. In order to keep
the conflict from escalating, the French sent
troops to separate the two sides. They arrived in
Szeged and Arad on January 2nd and extended
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control to the regions around Temesvar, Lugos,
and Versec.2

By March, the 76th French division was based
in Szeged while the 214th French division was
located in Arad in order to separate the SHS
Morava division ensconced in the Temesvar
region from the 1-2 Romanian regiments cen-
tered on Deva and Brad. The easternmost region
of the SHS occupation extended east of Temes-
var along the Temes River.

The situation of the hostile armies on 16
April 1919.
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Map 1. S.H.S. Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and Slo-
venes

Other sources indicate the French soldiers
/colonials/ arrived in Szeged on 10 December
1918 and established a command center at the
railway station on December 15th. The town
itself was not occupied until December 30th.
Ujszeged had been under Serb occupation as of
24 November 1918.
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The advance of French, Southern Slav,
and Romanian troops, November 1918 —
March 1919
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Map 2.

Situation of the hostile armies, 16 April
1919.

Map 3.

Arad was occupied by Serb forces on 21 No-
vember 1918 and then was occupied by the
French on December 31st. The Hungarian town
of Arad’s connection with Budapest was sev-
ered. Only the French were able to maintain
telephone and telegraph connections with their
censorship office in Budapest.

Temesvar was occupied by the Serbs on 17
November 1918.°



Serb-Romanian mini-war in the Banat in
1919
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According to the entente decision, the Serbs
were to evacuate Banat by 2 August 1919. The
withdrawal started on 27 July 1919 when the
Serbs evacuated Temesvar. On that same day,
Romanian civilian officials started to arrive;
then, the Romanian army came on August 4th.”

Stamps issued for Slovenia used
in 1920-1921
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Map 5.

2. THE OVERPRINTING OF HUNGARIAN
STAMPS IN SOUTHERN HUNGARY

The Belgrade convention left in place the
Hungarian administration in the occupied territo-
ries. The Hungarian postal service was in
agreement with this decision. This agreement
had a sedating /paralyzing/ effect on the Hungar-
ian government. Consequently, the Hungarian
Post remained in place, at least in the beginning.
This is supported by the fact that at the time of
the Serbian occupation, Hungarian stamps were
overprinted in Temesvar with Hungarian text.
The postal directorate of Temesvar consisted of
the following counties: Bacs-Bodrog, Krasso-
Szoreny, Temes, and Torontal. The stamps
overprinted on 1 May 1919 were placed in use
there. The reason given for this had to do with
the fact that the diminishing supply could not be
replenished from Budapest.

Temesvar came under Romanian occupation
on 20 August 1919. Romanian overprinting
followed.

In between, the Temesvar postal directorate
issued a second set of overprinted stamps which
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we call the Banat-Bacska series. In order to
produce these, not only the entire stock of
stamps from the storage warehouse of the postal
directorate was overprinted, but also the stock
collected from the offices in the directorate’s
jurisdiction. As a result, the Temesvar postal
district was emptied of all stamps. In addition,
no request was made for approval to issue the
stamps promulgated under directive 28.955 on
10 July 1919, and the overprinting was not sanc-
tioned by the Hungarian Post.

The individual post offices in the district did
not receive the stamps until 27 July 1919, as
which time they started to sell them to the pub-
lic. They received stamp only from the larger
quantities of overprinted denominations while
the central office retained the scarcer stamps and
sold them to collectors and dealers at a premium.

The Serbian occupation of Temesvar and its
associated postal history ended in August of
1919. This was followed by the Romanian rule,
with which I will not deal at this time.

In the area between the Danube and the Tisza
rivers, there appeared a set overprinted with the
Serbian coat-of-arms. Supposedly, a Serb com-
mander ordered this issue. It saw circulation in
the post offices of Pancsova, Petervarad, Te-
mesvar, Titel, U_]Vldek and Zimony obliterated
with the surviving Hungarian place and date
cancellers.

The earliest known postage cancellatlon of
PANCSOVA 1919. FEBR. 14. N. 12.°

The supply of stamps of the postal directorate
of Pecs was exhausted by 11 January 1919 while
Mihaly Karolyi’s government was still in power.
Since the directorate could not receive additional
supplies from Budapest, the officials asked for
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and received permission to overprint and sur-
charge to a higher denomination all available
stamps from the securities warehouse. The ap-
proval for this request was provided by directive
number 7155 dated 30 March 1919 and was
promulgated in the Hungarian Soviet Republic’s
Post and Telegraph Notlﬁcatlon of Postal Mat-
ters dated 30 April 1919.°

“I authorize the Postal and Telegraph Direc-
torate of Pecs to overprint with the text
‘Dunantuli megszallas 1919’ /Transdanubian
occupation/ its stock of 2 filler stamps sur-
charged to 105 filler, the 5 and 15 filler stamps
surcharged to 45f, and the 2 filler postage due
stamps to become 40 filler, as well as the 6, 50,
60, 70, and 80 filler turul-design stamps which
have been invalidated earlier, still similarly with
‘Dunantuli megszallas’ text to be reused at full
face value.”

As can be seen, the directive did not authorize
the use of Baranya for the overprinting. It did
not call for a large scale increase in postal tar-
iffs, and provided permission to place the turul
stamps into circulation again. Lajos Solti, the
postal director of Pecs used great latitude in
implementing the permission received from the
central postal authorities. He intended to utilize
the entire stock of stamps available lest the Ser-
bian authorities expropriate it and apply and
SHS overprint to them. He did not like the text
‘Dunantuli megszallas’ that was authorized by
the communists, who had taken over the Buda-
pest postal directorate, since the text would have
de facto recognized the existence of a foreign
occupation. Thus, the use of Baranya in the
overprinting provided a good alternative solution.

The postal directorate of Budapest received no-
tice of these developments after the fact and had no



other choice but to accept them. Directive number
13.171 dated on June 7th was published in the
official notifications dated 14 June 1919.

“Pursuant to my directive number 7155 that
appeared in the current year’s ‘P. es T. R. T.” |
am instructing the post offices that the directors
of the post, telegraph and telephone of Pecs,
instead of the overprinting stamps with the au-
thorized ‘Dunantuli megszallas 1919 text,
brought the following stamps into service on
May 5th of the current years with ‘Baranya
1919’ overprint without changing the face value:
2,3,5,6, 15, 35, 40 filler harvesters; 6, 50, 60,
70, and 80 filler turul; 10, 20, 25 filler portrait of
King Karoly, 40 filler Zita; 50 75, 80 filler and
1, 2, 3, 5, 10 korona parliament; 10, 15, and 50
filler war aid postage stamps; and, finally, 2, 10,
and 20 filler postage due stamps. A part of the 5
and 15 filler as well as the 2 filler harvesters
postage stamps were overprinted 45 filler.”

The stamps overprinted during the Serbian oc-
cupation are classified as circulated Hungarian
stamps by the catalog. This is quite possibly an
approximation. The Temesvar I-II issue and the
Banat-Bacska were valid until /5 March 1920;
the Baranya I-II use extended until 27 August
1921. 1 feel the need to mention this. A more
thorough examination could yield more exact
and detailed results.

3. POSTAGE STAMPS ISSUED FOR SLO-
VENIA

The Michel catalog leads into the listing of
Jugoslav stamps by starting with three entities.
In the years 1918-1920, the issues for Bosnia,
Croatia, and Slovenia were created mostly by
overprinting Bosnian and Hungarian stamps. It

lists Serbian issues starting from 1866 and con-
cluding in 1919 separately. Still, we have to
group these with the previous issues so that they
would be together with the postage stamps of the
SHS Kingdom, which then became Jugoslavia.’

The earliest manifestation of the SHS mono-
gram appeared on Hungarian stamps overprinted
for Croatia. The use of stamps of original de-
signs issued for Slovenia in 1919-1920 is char-
acterized by a west to the east expansion along
with the 1918-1919 SHS stamps in Slavonia,
Smyrnia, the region between the Danube and
Tisza rivers, in the Banat up to the Temes River.
This is typical of the stamps with new designs
issued for Slovenia that were put into service in
1919-1920 in the Banat along the lower reaches
of the Temes River.

The utilization of these is striking in that the
aftermentioned area occupied by the Serbs and
in the Voijvodina region of southern Hungary
that was later attached to Serbia, the postage
stamps picturing the rulers of the Kingdom of
Serbia issued in 1918-1919 were not introduced.
But, the region was blanketed with the stamps
produced for Slovenia. There are possibly many
reasons for this process.

The earliest cancellation in my collection is
one from Szabadka used on 18 May 1920. This
really looks like it follows'® the March 15th
1920. 1 can also mention one from Ujvidek
from September 1920. A late usage worthy of
attention from Madaras on 21 May 1921.

16 Compare: ,,The Temesvar I-II issue and the Banat-
Bacska were valid until /5 March 1920”. (Editor.)
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Stamps issued for Slovenia cancelled with
surviving Hungarian place-date cancellers.

1.  MAGYA/RCSERNYE? N.20. N.7.
Torontal County, Zsombolya Township Mi 113.

—_—

Magyarcsernye

Comment: The stamp was issued on 15 May
1920. Currently Serbia.

2. MADARAS 1921 MAJ 21. Mi 106.

i

F=i7

Madaras

Comment: Known as Bacsmadaras until 1904.

Currently Hungary.
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3. POZEGA ? NOV. 3. N. Mi 103.

Comment: West of Eszek between the Drava
and Sava Rivers.
Currently Croatia.

4. SZABA/DKA 1920. MAJ. 18. N. 9
Mi 100.

. al:
r s '_lll L
E’;\Itw s 3
Szabadka

Comment: Currently Serbia.

5. SZLAT/INA 920. ? Mi 105. Krasso-
Szoreny County, Teregova Township. Te-
messzaltina.



i e
Szlatina Ujvidek

Comment: Currently Romania. g VUK/OVAR 7 Mi 104, A

Szeremsegben a Duna jobbpartjan.
6. TEMES/SZECSANY ?  Temes e ——
County, Vinga Township. Mi 103.

Vukovar

Temesszecsany Comment: Formerly part of the Krajina Serb
Republic. Currently Croatia.

Comment: Currently Romania.

7. UJVIDE/K 920. SEP/T. ? Mi 103,
120.
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9. DARUVAR 920. MAIJ. 3. Mi 107.
Pozsega County.

Darovarska siediona, = Dar g [

AEtat Falages
09 JE=
K

J Jl_la.l-t'.'.-r'-l..u-'.

Eiis HEEEL ] I

Daruvar
Commnet: Sent to Graz-Waltendorf. Lot 40
from DUNAFILA 33 Auction, 28 Feb. 2016.
Currently Croatia.
10-11. BATASZEK 920. JAN. 20 es

29. Tolna County. Sent to Pecs, Hungary. Lot
1650-1651, Darabanth 3 Auction, 3 June 2006.

R
wEw
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Bataszek

We can also add nine cancellations from
which the town name is missing to our collec-
tion. These may provide some supplemental
data. Using only the stamp bearing town names,
the following were used: Michel 100, 103, 104,
106, 107, 109, 113. Adding this without town
names: Michel 101, 102, 107, 109, 115, 120.
This data, despite its shortcomings, represent the
fact the stamps issued for Slovenia did not reach
Southern Hungary by accident but were supplied
there on purpose. With this observation, we can
open a new topic in the area of occupation is-
sues, something that may create more surprises.

The first postage stamp that was valid for the
whole area of the SHS Kingdom appeared on 16
January 1921 /Michel 145/. With this issue,
a new chapter started in the postal history of the
South Slav people. The design, production, and
issuance of the first SHS stamps occurred in
Croatia. The postal utilization of these shared
stamps was authorized the regulation from the
minister of posts /42849 from 1920. XII. 15./,
and permission was granted by King Petar I
Karadordevi¢ /1905-1921/ and Regent Alexan-
der /1914-1921/. Both of them are depicted on
the first stamps of the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats,



and Slovenes which became knowns as the
Kingdom of Jugoslavia in 1929°

This topic as discussed here touched upon the
postal history of Slovenia, Croatia, Hungary,
Serbia, and Romania. The French military in-
tervention was not discussed as a part of Hun-
garian postal history.

Lajos Horvath

Retired technical advisor

to the office of the National Assembly,
holder of the Gervay Prize and medal,
the 2nd place recipient

of the FEPA Medal for Exceptional
Philatelic Study and Research in 2015
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THE PROVISIONAL CANCELLER OF ENESE

DR. SZILARD NEMES - LASZLO KALLAI

The many decades of the history of the Hungarian
Post encompasses countless examples of interesting,
temporary, provisional solutions. This is especially
true regarding the use of cancellers.

Over the years, several thousand cancellers were
used. In the beginning, post offices and post master
enjoyed free reign in preparing and designing cancel-
ling devices. This initial chaotic environment was
soon replaced with centrally controlled regulations
governing the form, the text, and the graphic contents
of the cancellers.

Immediate need, nevertheless, disregarded regula-
tion; and, consequently, philatelic literature lists
many such provisional solutions.

One outstanding example is the “Endred” cancella-
tion (1). The canceller of this non-existent post of-
fice was used briefly until the post office of Kor-
oshegy, 5 km from Endred, was opened. The provi-
sional canceller of Endred happens to be the scarcest
example of Hungarian philatelic markings.

The cancellation shown here probably resulted
from such solution born out of necessity. The device
was used on 4 September 1906 as an arrival canceller
on a 2 filler newspaper stamp (1904 issue water-
marked VI). In the village of Enese, the cancelling
device E 3.201 (F1 y2 and y32) was is use between
29 January 1892 and 17 April 1917.
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Figure 1. Arrival cancellation used in the post office of
Enese on the newspaper stamp

According to the commonly accepted principle,
cancelling devices that contain similar style lettering
and design elements constitute, as a group, a certain
type. This cancellation corresponds to the descrip-
tion of the E 3.20 (Fly3) type when viewing the style
of the letters for the settlement name, the numbers of
the year and date. Still, the usual format of using
three letters to indicate the month was exchanged
with a numeral. Also, the style of the number indi-
cating the month is different from the style of num-
bers for the year and day of the month. Comparative



analysis reveals that an insert was used temporarily
that was originally intended for the day of the month.
The numbers 9 indicating the century as well as the
month differ substantially (Figure 2.). The numeral
for the century is significantly higher and narrower
than the number 9 designating the month of Septem-
ber.

—m

Figure 2. The numeral 9 indicating the century and the
month from the cancellation shown in Figure 1.

This is in agreement with other E 3.20 (Fly3)
cancellations (Figure 3).

._ o ; --_._'_E ;__ . .! i'__ I
Figure 3. E 3.20 (F1y3) cancellations

On these four cancellations, the numeral 9 indicat-
ing the century corresponds to the numeral 9 of the
century shown in Figure 1. The numerals 9 indicat-
ing the day of the month, however, correspond with
the numeral for the month in the cancellation shown
in Figure 1.

The type F cancellers represent the most widely
used type of cancellation group. Thus, deviations
from the norm can be anticipated. Volume VI of the
Monograph of Hungarian Stamps (3) mentions that
such occurrences are sporadic but have happened,
such as the year being indicated with a single nu-
meral. The loss or damage to the inserts is the most

likely explanation. The missing or damaged inserts
usually were replaced quickly. On this cancellation,
it is not the numeral of the year that represents a de-
viation, but the fact that the month was replaced with
a numeric insert. This provisional solution, most
likely, was in use for a few days, until October 1906
at the latest.

Naturally, the fact that faking occurred cannot be
ruled out. Counterfeiting of entire philatelic objects
and cancellations is a known fact. (4,5).
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NEWS

International philatelic Symposium in
Sopron

We are announcing that our international sympo-
sium, originally planned for the fall, will be held May
5-7, 2017 (due to conflicts with the programs of our
international partners). The site will be the visitor
centre of the Faculty of Forestry Engineering of the
University in Sopron in the beautiful nature setting of
Loverek.

Soproni Egyetem

M-~
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By the way, the theme of the symposium and the
focus of the presentations will the 150th anniversary
of the first stamp issue in 1867 by the independent
Hungarian Post.

The greatest and most sought
after rarity of this issue is the
red 3kr that is reproduced on the
annual ~ Mafitt  membership
stamp. It is advantageous to
pay the annual dues, especially
if you had not done it already.©

In order to make arrangements ahead of time re-
quired by the configuration of the meeting room and
the need for synchronized translation services, it is
necessary to pre-register. Our members may do so
electronically or via postal letter.

The agenda and program was promulgated in detail
in the invitation:

Friday, May 5: arrival in the afternoon

Gathering in the Hotel Lover between 6 and 9 P.M.
for the purpose of conversation, philatelic exchange,
and a get-acquainted dinner.

Saturday, May 6: 9:30A.M. to 4:30P.M.:

Symposium presentations with simultaneous Ger-
man/Hungarian translation in the “Ligneum” confer-
ence hall of the University in Sopron. Address: Ba-
jesy Zsilinszki Street 4.

We are organizing a city tour for the companions of
the attendees.

7:00P.M. to 9:00P.M. Mafitt dinner at the Hotel
Lover restaurant.



Sunday, May 7:

9:30A.M. to 11:00A.M. Mafitt customary general
and commemorative meeting.
k ok sk

The topics of the presentations made during the sym-
posium will illuminate the philatelic connections and
historical back ground of the time frame that the Hun-
garian Post’s first stamps were issued 150 year ago.

9:30A.M. Dr. habil Csaba Borsodi: Develop-
ment of the new governing methods and technical
management after 1867

10:15A.M. Dr. Helmut Kobelbauer: The socio-
logical and military history of Austria between 1849
and 1867

11:30A.M. Dr. Geza Homonnay: The postal his-
tory of the 1867 Hungarian stamp issue

12:25P.M.  Karoly Szucs: The fiscal stamps as-
sociated with the first Hungarian postage stamp issue

15:45P.M. Ing. Werner Schindler: Historical let-
ters with storied from the Austrian Levant

16:30P.M.
symposium

Appraisal and the conclusion of the

%k 3k ok

A small exhibition on-site will display a selection
from the entries that proved most successful in recent
years in international exhibitions as well as examples,
many of them great rarities, from the first Hungarian
postage and fiscal stamp issues.

Calling for presentations for the “150th
anniversary of the independent Hun-
garian postal administration and the
Hungarian stamp”

In 2017, the independent Hungarian Post and the
appearance of the first Hungarian stamp will cele-
brate their 150th anniversary. The Stamp Museum,
the Hungarian Post, Ltd., the Hungarian Society for
Philatelic Research (Mafitt), the National Organiza-
tion of Hungarian Stamp Collectors (MABEOSZ),
and the Internet Stamp Collecting Club (IBK) are
announcing call for presentations the winner of which
will be determined by a joint judging committee.
The results will be announce this coming summer
during a commemorative celebration at the Stamp
Museum.

The application form was available for submission
via the internet, or email or by postal mail up until
February 18th. The subject of the presentation could
be any one of the following categories:

1) Exhibition: the theme of “150th anniversary of
the Hungarian stamp” or “the independent Hungarian
Post is 150 years old” presented as an exhibit of
stamps, postally used mailings or postal history.

2) Dissertation: A synopsis of the results of the
philatelic and postal history research of the subject.

3) Film: Production of a film by an amateur on the
subject of “150 years of the Hungarian Post”.

4) Historical research: The results of an independ-
ent research titled “My dear mother’s letters” con-
taining personal finding from letters and postal mail-
ings and revelations of family stories in any format
(exhibition, dissertation, novel, film, animation, pho-
tographs, pictorial essay, etc.)
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http://mafitt.hu/kepek/hirek/Jubileumi%20palyazat_v3.pdf
http://150evespalyazat.ibk10025.hu/
http://mafitt.hu/kepek/hirek/Jelentkezesi%20lap_v2.pdf
http://mafitt.hu/kepek/hirek/Jelentkezesi%20lap_v2.pdf

Remembering Professor Istvan Lang

We are saddened to
have to inform our
members that Professor
Istvan Lang passed
away on December 17th
following a lengthy,
serious illness at age 85.
He was Mafitt’s first
president and later, its
honorary president.

He completed his
education at the Agri-
cultural University of [ 08
Ivanovo between 1950 and 1955. Between 1955 and
1963, he conducted research at the Soil Sciences and
Agricultural Chemistry Research Institute.  He
worked in the secretariat of the Hungarian Academy
of Science between 1963 and 1993 first as a scientific
secretary, then as an assistant chief scientific secre-
tary, and finally, as head secretary. After 1993 he
was the chief advisor to the presidency as well as
a research professor.

He became acquainted with stamp collecting during
his early school years. After a hiatus, he resumed
actively collecting topicals: birds, fish, space explora-
tion, and Nobel-prize winners on stamps. He was
considered an expert in the last topic. He was invited
by the Swedish Academy of Science to Stockholm in
1988 as part of the academy’s 250th anniversary to
make a presentation on the topic of “Nobel Prize
winners on worldwide stamps.” He also organized a
thematic presentation of Nobel Prize winners for the
World Science Conference held in Budapest in 1999.
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As a part of his academic activities, he eared kudos
for his enthusiastic efforts in bringing about the Ma-
fitt organization and assuming its presidency. He
held this position for a long time and conducted the
organization’s affairs well. He contributed greatly to
establishing international connections.

His contribution to Mafitt’s 2014 ,,Gems of our
collections” salon can be considered his farewell
testament. It contains a message of honour and love
that can be viewed at: http:/www.mafitt.hu/
kepek/bemutatok/szalon4/67.pdf

The Hungarian Academy of Science placed the
honoured professor to rest as its own deceased mem-
ber in the Fiume Graveyard, where, among others,



http://www.mafitt.hu/kepek/bemutatok/szalon4/szalon4.html
http://www.mafitt.hu/kepek/bemutatok/szalon4/szalon4.html
http://www.mafitt.hu/kepek/bemutatok/szalon4/67.pdf
http://www.mafitt.hu/kepek/bemutatok/szalon4/67.pdf
http://mta.hu/mta_hirei/elhunyt-lang-istvan-agrokemikus-akademikus-a-termeszet-es-kornyezetvedelem-meghatarozo-szemelyisege-107255
http://mta.hu/mta_hirei/elhunyt-lang-istvan-agrokemikus-akademikus-a-termeszet-es-kornyezetvedelem-meghatarozo-szemelyisege-107255
http://mta.hu/mta_hirei/elhunyt-lang-istvan-agrokemikus-akademikus-a-termeszet-es-kornyezetvedelem-meghatarozo-szemelyisege-107255

Az 1971-ben inditott lap félévente jelenik meg, az 1991-ben kezdddott, husz év sziinet utdn
2011-t61 a Mafitt tagdijfizetd tagjai szamara szlikséges mennyiségben magyar,
¢s parhuzamosan angol nyelven is (e nyelvi mutacio 50 alatti példanyszamban.)

Ujsdagunk teljes tartalma és digitalis lemezmelléklete a Mafitt honlapjardl letolthetd.

www.mafitt.hu
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A magyar bélyeg sziiletésének 150. évfordulojara emlékezo
jelen lapszamunk cikkeit dr. Nagy Ferenc (Bécs) irta

The articles of this commemorative issue of the 150th anniversary of
first Hungarian stamps have been written by dr. Ferenc Nagy (Vienna)
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Patriota bérmentesitések — Patriot Frankings
Magyarorszagi felezések 1850-1867 kdzott — Bisects in Hungary from 1850 to 1867
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Az 1945-46-0s Ujjaépités-kiadas torténete — The story of the Rebuilding issue of 1945-46 12.

o LN =
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Forditok / Translators dr. Homonnay Géza, Kéhalmi Csaba, Sebestyén T. Tamas
Tanacsadok / Consul tants Filep Laszlo, bélyegszakértd / philatelic expert

Dr. Lévei Gyorgy, a Gervay alapitvany elndke
president of the Gervay Foundation

Mervyn Benford, a Nagy Britanniai Magyar Filatéliai Tarsasag elnoke
President of The Hungarian Philatelic Society
in Great Britain



About Our Author

Dr. Ferenc Nagy is one of the outstanding fig-
ures of Hungarian philately in the second half of
the 20th and the beginning of the 21st centuries.
He was born in Budapest on the 2nd March 1934
and was caught up in the welter of philately from
his childhood. His father, who reached the age of
99 in remarkable form, was himself a celebrated
stamp collector: even in his last years he took a
very active part in Hungarian and foreign events.
As he writes in his article about the Reconstruc-
tion series, at the age of 11-12, he queued to buy
new issues on the date of release. After school, he
was drafted for the usual military service and he a
was a soldier at the outbreak of the 1956 revolu-
tion. With youthful enthusiasm, he chose the ob-
vious path of joining the revolted youth and help-
ing it to obtain arms. After the crushing of the
revolution he had to leave Hungary and settled in
neighbouring Austria, in Vienna. He studied at the
Vienna Medical School and thereafter for decades
practised as a General Practioner in the Vienna
area with specialist skills in psychosomatic medi-
cine.

His passion for stamps was reborn in the 1960s
and he collected Hungarian stamps with enthusi-
asm. He brought a logical mind and a rare phila-
telic nstinct to the discovery of specialities. He
was among the first to start to collect the cancella-
tions and franked letters of the 1867 issue. He
published an article as early as 1974 on the use of
the 1867 50 kr value and later of the 25 kr value.
He was at the origin of declaration which ap-
peared in the 83/2 edition of Philatelica, signed by
the most emment Hungarian and foreign philate-
lists. It was in view of this centre of interest that

he was invited by the presidency of MAFITT to
be the author of the articles of the present special
edition to honour the 150th anniversary of the
1867 edition of the first Hungarian stamps.

In addition to his detailed analysis of the usage
of the 1867 edition, Dr. Ferenc Nagy also re-
searched a wide variety of other topics in Hungar-
ian philately. For instance he took an interest in
the 1945 Budapest postal tariffs, the emergency
postage due issue of Homokbalvanyos, the early
20th century postal traffic from ships with special
reference to the career of Captain Peterdi, stamps
issued by the Zala Somogy Steamship Company,
those issued by Transylvanian hotels, the occupa-
tion stamps of 1945/46 and the Hungarian post
offices in Romania (he published a Ger-
man/English book on the subject). In all these
areas we can say that they were brought to life
because of his work or rather with the msight his
work produced. He applied the methodology he
had used for the study of the 1867 issue to the
research of more recent issues and this is one of
the keysto his success.

In the past 40 years he has published innumer-
able articles in the Filatéliai Szemle/Bélyegvilag,
at atime when Hungarian readers hadno access to
Western philatelic writings. He reported regularly
on philatelic events n Vienna. Later, he wrote
numerous articles for Philatelica about his various
discoveries. The style of his writing is so personal
that the reader immediately recognises the author.
He is a unique star on the firmament of Hungarian
philately.

March 2017 Dénes Czirok



PATRIOTIC FRANKINGS

When looking through foreign auction cata-
logues, it is a great pleasure to admire the beauti-
ful black/orange letter frankings even though their
price makes them unattainable in general for the
average collector. These items, franked with 1 and
2 Kreuzer samps often receive the remark "patri-
otische Frankatur" or patriotic franking in English
in the item description.

The colours of the Austro-Hungarian monarchy
were black and golden yellow. The flag contained
these colours as did all coloured objects connected
with the Imperial cout.

The first two Austrian stamp issues both com-
prised five face values. These were chosen to con-
stitute the most common tariffs, with a single
stamp whenever possible. The lowest face value
in the 1850 issue was the yellow 1 kr This was
the postal tariff for printed matter of 1 lat weight
within the empire. Next was the black 2 kr value,
the tariff for local letters. The 3,6 and 9 kr values
were needed to frank letters to addresses 10 or 20
or more miles away.

The stamps of Lombardy Veneto were of the

same colours but values were expressed in cen-
tesimi, five times those of the general kr issue.

In 1858 a new currency was introduced without
a change of name. Postal tariffs therefore had to
be modified. The tariff for printed matter was
increased to 2 kr paid for by a 2 kr stamp now
yellow. Thetariff for alocal letter was raised from

2 to 3 kr, the corresponding stamp was black. The
other tariffs based on distance became 5, 10 and

15 kr (We need not go into the types in this issue
here.)

Let us take as an example the village of Istvandy
in Somogy county: population around 1246 in
1850. How many pieces of printed matter could
have been sent each year and how many local
letters were posted? How many of these items are
still in existence?

We know of none. Therefore this reasoning is
mistaken. We know numerous long distance let-
ters posted there, many franked with black/gold
stamps to make up the 6 or 9 kr fee.

The mnhabitants did not bother to post local let-
ters. If they had information to impart to one an-
other, they simply strolled from one street to the
next. Centralised distribution of stamps ensured
that every post office and agency received stamps
of every value. The black 2 kr stamps remained in
stock, unsold, But there was no printed matter
traffic either in Istvandy. There was no large in-
dustrial or commercial undertaking whose func-
tioning would have required sending printed mat-
ter. Local deaths did not have to be announced in
writing, the news spread within minutes all over
the village. Through absence of printed matter
traffic,the 1 kr yellow stamp sharedthe fate of the
black 2 kr and both remained in the Post Office
stock.
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Figure 1. 2*1+2*2 kr franking from Istvandyto Warasdin (Corinphila auction catalogue 21 May 2005)

1853: Faltbrief mit Inhalt frankiert mit zwei Werten 1 Kr. gelbocker (Type la) + zwei Werten 2 Kr.

schy

varz (Type la - rechte Marke mit Plattenfehler oben: Rahmenbruch) alternierend geklebt als

sog

,Patriotische Frankatur"] in leuchtend tiefen frischen Farben und allseits breit gerandet (linke

Marke Randlinie links unten minimal touchiert), jeder Wert zentrisch und iibergehend entwertet mit
Zweikreisstempel ,.Istvandy 12/6%, nach Warasdin mit riickseitigem Ubergangsstempel von Nagy
Kanisa sowie Ankunftsstempel. Dekorative Frankatur fiir den Spezialisten. Attest Ferchenbauer

Figure 2. The desaription of theitem inthe auction catalogue




The story told by various authors is that stamp
distribution was always tailored to local needs. Yet
the above disproportion must have been noticed not
only in Isvandy but in every small post office in
Hungary and they requested deliveries correspond-
ing to local demand. If so, who failed to take ac-
count of this demand? Why did they do away with
an inflexible system only some 17 years later?

The problem remained unsolvedtill the introduc-
tion of the 1867 issue. However, colours for differ-
ent values were changed in 1864 and the question
of the“patriotic frankings” became irrelevant.

The post offices in small villages continued to re-
ceive large quantities of the black/yellow stamps,
whether there was a need for them or not. Adjust-
ing supply to local demand was not even consid-
ered. Stamp deliveries took no account of local
needs until the appearance of the 1867 issue. Why?
What could have been the reason?

To my mind the reason is to be found in the ill-
will of imperial bureaucrats in the central admini-
stration of the Post. You find that hard to believe,
dear reader? I did not believe it myself until I
started looking more closely at the question.

On June Ist 1850, the first stamps valid for the
whole territory of the Austro-Hungarian monarchy
are issued. When exactly? In June 1850. Every
good philatelist will immediately start to think of
first-day covers and their philatelic importance.
This philatelic strain of thought does not leave
room for a more general historical approach. We do
not pay attention to the fact that all this happened
only 9 months after the surrender of Vilagos which
put an end to a war fought by a plucky little nation
against the armies of the Tsar and the Emperor.
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Had the Russians not helped Austria, the outcome
would have been doubtful and had Austria lost the
war, it would have meant the end of the Monarchy
and of the House of Habsburg.

After the failure of the 1848 War on Independ-
ence, Bach, Minister of the Interior, took revenge
on the Hungarian nation by a long series of meas-
ures. Their mere enumeration would exceed the
limits of this article but a question arises: Why
would imperial bureaucrats appointed in 1849 to
direct public affairs in Hungary have any interest in
the smooth functioning of any public service? Or is
it more likely that their attitude was the Austrian
“Friss oder sterb” (Gobble or Drop Dead), with an
interest in hindering progress? Why would they
have had for mstance mterest in an efficient postal
service?

This attitude did not of course dominate every
section of the administration but it seems logical
that it was fairly wide-spread. This is my explana-
tion of the black/gold frankings from Is¢vandy and
many similar small villages. Patriotism, just after
Vilagos?

I understand that this will stir up many arguments
and debates. I ask the reader a little patience: My
next sudy “Bisects in Hungary from 1850 to 1867
will be relevant to this problem.

Our eyes will then be opened....



BISECTS IN HUNGARY FROM 1850 TO 1867

DECLARATION!

After the tragic events in 1956 1 was forced to
flee my native land, as my life was in jeopardy. I
had taken part irresponsibly in the revolution in
military uniform, forgetting that a revolution can
be put down. In November, we had been defeated
and the arrest of my fellow-soldiers began — I had
no intention of being caught. I had to leave my
much-loved Budapest.

Austria welcomed me with great understanding
and did everythingto enable me to reconstruct my
life there. They considered me as one of a brother
nation and my complete and successful integration
suffered no difficulty. I shall be eternally grateful
to the republic of Austria and its people and as-
sure them of my unconditional loyalty.

This is not an obstacle, however, to the analysis,
research and publication of certain historical
grievances. In every friendly relationship it is
better to discuss and throw light on them rather
than sweep them under the carpet.

Please read the remarks that follow in this spirit.
They examine a situation following a conflict. No
more and no less. They do not damage our friend-
ship, but help the mutual understanding of each
others’ problems.

THOUGHT S ON THE REASONS FOR USE OF
BISECTED ST AMPS FROM 1850 TO 1867.

Collecting frankings of bisected stamps of the
first and second Austrian issues (there are very
few later) arouse great interest, even though they

are only accessible to more affluent collectors. In
spite of the chore of leaming the names of many
Hungarian villages.

For a large proportion of these letters originated
in Hungary. This was clear from Mr. Jerger’s list

who to my knowledge was the first to take stock
of the bisects than known. (Frankaturen, 1983,

page 303). He had already published a part of his
findings in 1965, in the 82nd issue of Briefmarke.

Dr. Jerger (quite rightly to my mind) attributes
these “splits” (Briemarkenteilungen), bisects and
trisects, to a shortage of stamps of appropriate
face values. This practice was neither officially
authorised nor forbidden.

The local postmaster could decide whether to
accept the franking or demand postage due be-
cause of “invalid” stamps. The bulk of the letters
franked with split stamps (about 80% of the
known examples) reached the addressee without
penalty.



In the following we shall use the expression ‘bi-
sect’ for ease of comprehension.

The fraudulent use of bisects by using them a
second time, is mentioned by dr. Jerger but he
dismisses it as unprovable.

His list contains 96 bisected frankings of which
only nine were not from Hungary. In fact only
eight as one of the letters originated from Eperjes
though posted from Viennato save on postage

Dr. Jerger makes no comment on the fact that
90% of these letters were posted in Hungary. But
he must have suspected something — he com-
mented on every small detail but not on this fact!
We knowthat he was many things but no friend of
Hungary.

There was a gap until 2000 when Rolf Rohlfs
presented a particularly thorough book on ‘Un-
garn-Halbierungen’ on the occasion of a MAFITT
international conference.

In this study coveringthe subject completely, in
depth and detail, Rohlfs mentions 105 letters or
fragments originating in Hungary forthe 1850/58
period alone. New discoveries had been made
since dr. Jerger’s book. 112 items registered in all
— therefore there were only 7 items used outside
Hungary.

A mogt interesting map is included, showing the
origin of each item. Though Rohlfs devotes some
20 pages to a discussion of the causes without
arriving at a satisfactory conclusion, I have to
admit that the map suggested the explanation to
me.

It shows that

— all bisects originate from the Hungarian postal
territory,

— with one or two exceptions (for instance
Dugoszello), the bisects do not originate from
the Croatia-Slavonia post offices,

—only a single occurrence is known originating
from Transylvania (Szildgysomlo).

/§OuANN AUy~

L MoHACE~

l"F};/{”'}" /Af,.;d,..-

’ 2 =3 /
7

A three Kreuzer franking consisting of a whole and a
bisected 2 Kr, from Mohacs (A.B. Collection)

My second clue was a list of dates which I pre-
pared as I had not seen one. Quite simply, I noted
the day of the month for each known franking in
order to shed light on their cause.

Here istheresult:

1. 6pc 11. 5 pc 21. 2pc 31. 3pc
2. 5pc 12. 4 pc 22. -
3. 4pc 13. 4 pc 23. 4pc
4. Spc 14. 1 pc 24. 4pc
5. 6pc 15. 3 pc 25. 4pc
6. 4pc 16. 5 pc 26. 1pc
7. 6pc 17. 3 pc 27. 5pc
8. 3pc 18. - 28. 4pc
9. 3pc 19. - 29. 2pc
10. 2pc 20. 1 pc 30. 3pc



It can be seen that towards the middle of the
month bisects practically disappear. They increase
in number towards the last days of the month and
the first days of the following month.

We can therefore establish that

- in the 1850-1858 period 90% of bisects origi-
nate from the Hungarian postal territory,

- practically no bisects are known from Croatia-
Slavonia or Transylvania.

- The date list clearly shows, that upon receipt
of the monthly supply the bisects vanished,
then they start again in az equal distribution.
This is where we should search the grounds
for the bisects.

We may dismiss the possibility that postmasters
re-used bisects as nothing in the study of surviv-
ing letters shows any trace of previous use.

Bisects originating in other countries of the
Monarchy do show signs of previous use but the
bisects originating in Hungary show no sign of
this. This agrees with dr. Jerger’s conclusions.

I asked for a discussion of the subject with
foremost experts in Austrian philately. I found the
discussion astonishing and disappointing.

They all explained the Hungarian bisects to be a
fraudulent use of the stamps. When I pointed out
that this “fraud” stopped at the Hungarian border,
I received no answer.

Nor to the argument that in Lombardy-Veneto
where they went as far as to produce complete
forgeries they did not avail themselves of the ap-
parently very profitable bisections.

The discussion produced no information.

The bulk of the bisects concemn the brown 6 kr
value of the 1850 edition. It would seem that the
supply of 3 kr stamps was inadequate whereas the
majority of correspondence was addressed to the
first postal zone.

No effort seems to have been made to correct
this imbalance. Theoretically, deliveries were
calculated to fit demand, facts do not support this;
The 3 kr stamp was never shipped in adequate
quantities. Hence the use of 6 kr bisects.

The 6 kr bisects before 1858 appear evenly dur-
ing each month. Rohlfs makes a very interesting
and important point. Many frankings were de-
stroyed by soaking the stamps from the cover.
Bisects were recognised as worthless (which they
really were once removed) and therefore simply
destroyed,

This is where this subject connects with the
study ofthe so-called “patriotic frankings” Those
were the consequence of an over-supply of 1 and
2 kr stamps.

They could thus use the excedent for a 3 kr
franking. This was the true reason for these frank-
ings and not a patriotic fervour for the Emperor in
1850, just after the defeat of the War of Independ-
ence!

It is true that 40% of postal workers in Hungary
were Austrians. It is logical to assume, however,
that they were sent to largely German-speaking
areas.

Pest is a case in point asthe middle classes prin-
cipally spoke German. So is Transylvania with its
large German settlements or Sopron where many

7



German speakers lived. It was unlikely that the
village of Istvandy from where several handsome
black/gold frankings have survived fell into one of
these categories: the 1 and 2 kr stamps were sim-
ply not needed for their normal use.

No local letters and no printed matter were sent.
That is why the 1 and 2 kr stamps were frequently
used to make up the 3 kr tariff. In larger settle-
ments where there was a demand for 1 and 2 kr
stamps for their normal use, bisects covered the
shortage of 3 kr stamps.

Let us draw our conclusions!

Please imagine the following scene: At the local
postal headquarters an imperial bureaucrat is re-
sponsible for stamp supply. Understandably, he is
no great friend of Hungarians as they are “the
enemy”. Not so the Croatians. Under the leader-
ship of their chief Jellasits, they fought for the
survival of the Monarchy — in the hope of therr
own independence. They were therefore OK.
Transylvania, with its numerous large German
settlements was also considered a friendly land.

But the rest of the country, from which the bi-
sects listed by Rohls in his book originated, was
the land of the hated Hungarians. This was the
people which had to be taught who was the boss
in the Monarchy. This was the people which was
defeated 9 months earlier at Vilagos by the Rus-
sians (with Austrian assistance).

Did these people deserve any help? Or rather
should they be frustrated whenever possible? The
imperial postal employee did what he could: he
blocked the suitable distribution of the required
mix of stamps thus hindering the work of hun-
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dreds of postmasters for many years. The ice fi-
nally began to melt in the middle ofthe 1860s and
the gradual improvement of relations led to the
1867 Compromise.

This is my view after 70 years of philatelic ex-
perience. It is not always pleasant to face the
truth. Easier to promote adventurous theories or
to lie. I am not capable of either.

I try to imagine living in the period, talking to
the officials, walking along the main street; read-
ing the almost incomprehensible rules and sniff
the odour of the post office.

I post a letter in Istvandy and hear the postmas-
ter explain that he has no 3 kr but only 1 and 2 kr
stamps. I accept but tell him I am no friend of
Francis Joseph. We have a good laugh when he
predicts that in a 100 years’ time these probably
will be known as “patriotic frankings”

This is what is called “immersion”. It makes
many things clear and comprehensible. Pleasing.

Dear Reader! These are not perhaps popular
thoughts but they merit reflection.



THE LAST OF THE MOHICANS -
IN COMMEMORATION OF THE 150TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 1867 ISSUE

The birth of the self standing Hungarian stamp is-
sue may have been the zenith of the Austro-
Hungarian Compromise. The fairly unpopular Habs-
burg-eagle vanished from the stamp, bearing “only”
the portrait of the common ruler, as a result of the
famous Austrian ability for compromise. Our brother-
in-laws have always been very proud of this ability
for compromises. Indeed, it is nice to have i, as it
makes the otherwise difficult and conflicted life sim-
pler and more peaceful.

Well, the compromise has been that the issue has
also been mtroduced in Austria, although there has
been absolutely no need for it. The 1864 issue, with
the Habsburg-eagle, has been available in ample
quantities, but this way they could prove for the
neighbouring countries, that the issue, born at Hun-
garian request, is rather “mutual”. This notion has
been valid exclusively for a hundred years, when we
began the extremely difficult missionary work with
Gary Ryan throughout the world. It took nearly 50
years to hammer into the head of the philatelists that
this is NOT an Austrian issue also introduced in
Hungary, but conversely, the stamps released imme-
diately, exclusively in Hungary have ALSO been
released by Austria, some weeks later, and originally
mostly in Vienna.

Some international auction houses did not realize
this even to this date...

Figurel: 04.12.71.

But to definitely prove the existence of the inde-
pendent Hungarian postal authority the country
needed an own, absolutely independent issue (the
stamps of the 1867 issue have still been printed in
Vienna).

Finally, in February 1871 it became possible to
print first the money-order forms in Pest, followed by
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the correspondence cards, and then, early n May
1871 at least provisionally, the lithographed issue
has been issued.

A transition period of 3 month has been set during
which the remaining 1867 stock could be used up,
frequently m mixed frankings with the stamps of the
1871 issue.

Thus the samps of the 1867 issue have still been
valid until 31 July 1871. The stamps stored in the
drawers of the public lost their validity after this date.
Out of the remaining stock of the post offices, sent
back to the headquarters, the partial sheets have been
annthilated, the full sheets though have been sent up
to the ‘Postdkonomieverwaltung’ i Vienna, en-
trusted with the clearing, at a price of 4 kr per sheet.
According to the subsisting correspondence this
process passed off fairly smoothly.

That was my belief as well until the appearance of
the above stamp. The date of the cancellation: 4 De-
cember 1871! I showed it excitedly to the members
of my Vienna society, but they only slapped on my
back that the day and the month were transposed, and
properly speaking the cancellation should read 12
April 1871, meaning a usage in the validity period.

I became suspicious only
much later, when being ob-
sessed with the 50 kr stamp
and buying up every available
one, I suddenly stumbled into
a piece with the date 12 Sep-
tember 1871.

Figure 2: 12.9.71

And then camethe others....
(During 40 years...)
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Currently we know the following items:

26.10.71 28.10.71

The last one with upturned month. Below is a litho
15 kr with the same date!




Of key importance is the item with the 11 Novem-
ber date, proving the theorem of the transposed day
and month invalid.

11.11.71

All items have been used in Kolozsvar (Clyj-
Napoca).

Let’s try to find out, what could happen? The de-
livery period of the remaining stock of stamps has
been closed down sometime after 31 July 1871. The
post offices began to use the litho, then the engraved
stamps. But suddenly — what a shock — a clerk found
a lot of 1867 50 kr stamps in a drawer. We can place
the date of the finding sometime about the end of
August.

This was a serious problem, as the face value of the
stamps was fairly high — just one sheet of eighty
stamps was worth 40 Forints. Telegrams flew back
and forth between Kolozsvar and Pest-Buda contem-
plating what to do? The executive committee of the
Post finally came up with a wise decision probably,
namely:

It was forbidden to use these samps for letters

In contrast, it was allowed to use them on money
order forms, as the public never touched these
fomms, they remained intemal documents within
the Post and only the postal clerks could see
them.

N —

This is how a significant quantity of obsolete 50 kr
stamps has been used up during the autumn of 1871,
on the higher value money order forms, legalized by
the headquarters. Amongthem the latest known such
usage is the above shown stamp from 4 December
1871, thus being an interesting item of the Hungarian
postal history.

The last of the Mohicans...

I would like to greet this great anniversary of the
1867 issue with this little browsing.
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THE HISTORY OF THE 1945-46 RECONSTRUCTION ISSUE -
REMEMBERING 70 YEARS LATER (1946-2016)

During the winter of 1945-46, the situation of the
inhabitants of the capital city was dire. The rubble
from the house-to-house fighting and the bombings
had been more or less cleared from the streets, there
was electricity and bread although rationed. Life was
slowly starting to resume but it could not be called
normal since it consisted of hunger, walking on foot,
and being cold. The newly restored life gained mo-
mentum slowly.

The “Ancient Hungarian Funeral Sermon and
Prayer” comes to my mind when I remember those
months: “Létjatuk feleim szlimtiikhel, mik vogymuk:
isd, por €s homou vogymuk...” [Fellow brethren you
can see with your eyes what we are, behold, we are
dust and ashes...]

Who would have thought back then about dealing
with stamps or had money or energy to do so? Still,
as I have discussed previously in a two-part disserta-
tion the Budapest tariffs, there were such “possessed”
persons.

What was doled out to stamps collector up to that
time following the end of the war?

1. The Liberation set issued on May 1st in an edition
of 50,000 sets, but the 100 pengé face value de-
terred most purchasers. Still, it was fortunate since
each collector standing in line was allowed to pur-
chase only a single set. However there weren't that
many of us and we could return to the queue three
or even four times... We kept one set and sold the
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others for a premium at school during recess. The
set was not used for postage since with the excep-
tion of three or four stamps, the face value did not
represent an appropriate rate. This was good rea-
son for not breaking a set.

. The Bajcsy-Zsilinszky stamp was issued at the end

of May. Even though the number of copies was
high (500,000 stamps), the stamp is very rare on
postally used covers, as the number of copies was
not publicized well, therefore the collectors were
reluctant to use the ssamp on letters. Let’s not for-
get that at that time there was little focus on cov-
ers; the most important goal was to have “unused”
copies. Most of the philatelists were not “organ-
ized,” therefore, the information about issues was
not well promulgated.

. The distribution formula can be found on page 143 of

Volume V of the Monograph. The text reveals that
only 2,000 stamps were allocated for sale to us stand-
ing in the line. The rest of the printing quantity was
distributed through various channels. As I had men-
tioned before, one purchaser left the field of battle
with for sale to us standing in the line.

. This was followed by three provisional sets which

were almost always used on letters; and these,
therefore, were considered “worthless.”

. Then the Peace set appeared in a quarter-million edi-

tion but purchasers were allowed to buy only a single
set, as before. Because of the high charity surcharge



(such as 30 pengd ontop of the 10 pengd face value),
these samps were also not used on letters.

6. This was followed by the Trade Union and Martyrs
sets. The firg was issued in 50,000 copies; the
second in 100,000. The controlled distribution
continued with these, as well (the second set also
carried a surcharge).

Then, finally, came the first non-overprinted issue
that, as we heard, would have unrestricted sales! We,
small fry stamp collectors, found ourselves in Paradise
on November 9th 1945. Happy and excited, we hur-
ried to the Budapest 4 Post Office that symbolized the
center for stamp collectors in the capital city. Al-
though sets were not sold exclusively there but also in
ten other places in Budapest, the Petdfi Street entrance
to the Main Post Office was the site of a singular
stamp collecting subculture. (I am avoiding using the
term ‘philatelist’ on purpose because back then we
considered ourselves to be mere “stamp collectors” in
the strictest sense of the words.)

There we gladly and willingly got into the line that
never seemed to get shorter. We exchanged gossip
because it was the only source of news for small fry
stamp collectors who had no access to any other me-
dia for news. We were witnesses to the sensational
news flash on November 9th 1945 that the stamp
called “Reconstruction” would be the first Hungarian
stamp to be printed such that half of the sheet is up-
side down with respect to the other half.

Therefore, there was a pair of téte-béche stamps n
the middle. At first, everyone received only a single
strip of 10 stamps so we could feast our eyes on the
inverted pair. Individual téte-béche pair were not
available. We also learned that the set would include
several stamps to be issued later. Later, when the
purchasing power and the demand were re-evaluated,

entire sheets of the single stamps were made available
for purchase.

Single stamp? Isn’t that what it was about? Yes,
but the set that eventually included 15 stamps was
issued on 12 separate days! So, by the time the set
was completed, the calendar showed February 5,
1946; therefore, the completion of the Reconstruction
series involved three months.

On the other hand, we can discover multiple contra-
dictions in more closely analyzing this set. The
“Monograph” states that a contest was initiated to de-
sign the definitive series to symbolize “reconstruction.”
Despite the deadline extension provided, it remained
futile. In the end, a quasi-stopgap arrangement was
used to issue the samps. Taking another look at this,
my opinion is that the design attributed to the genius
Gyorgy Konecsni does not create an impression of a
stopgap design effort. On the contrary, it captures the
spirit ofthe time with its physically strong figure break-
ing its chains, the destroyed Chain Bridge, its gaze
delivering a message in dreaming about the future, the
Budapest crest broken into two and shifted apart. In
thusly symbolizing destruction, he found such a splen-
did solution for the stamp that delighted us. This was
all encompassing and definitely not a stopgap design
effort!

The Monograph later writes: “They were placed into
circulation ... to align with the postal tariffs introduced
in the meantime.” However, inmediately with the ap-
pearance of the first, 20 pengd value and the others af-
terwards, the stamp was not usable for single franking.

The téte-béche pairs in the middle were produced by
printing 50 stamps first and then simply inverting the
sheet in the pressto produce the next 50 upside down.
It was discovered that with this printing operation, the
two stamp images could be displaced 1 or 2 millime-
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ters with respect to each other. While this did not
disturb the general impression; nevertheless, it caused
near panic at the State Printing Office. Usually, small
shifts were tolerated, but full sheets showing greater
than 1 mm resulted in the sheets being separated and
delivered to the post offices as sheets of 50 stamps.
Additional printings were done with cylinders of 100
subjects in order to correct the minor asymmetry. We
do not knowthe quantities of téte-béche pairs that were
printed “on the same level,” but the two variations are
explained in the Monograph, Volume V. p.152.

We “small fry stamp collectors” were not aware of
this at the time. We happily stood in line at the No. 4
Post Office holding a strip of 10 of the 20 pengd
stamp that contained an inverted pair in the middle.
The Pet6fi Street entrance to the No. 4 Post Office
operated a separate window to serve the stamp collec-
tors. It wasn’t obvious to us at the time that there was
hardly any traffic at the “regular” windows that con-
ducted the business of accepting mail.

In the following, I, as the serial narrator, will deal
with the individual stamps in the chronological order
as they were issued. Any other approach would lead
to chaos.

e

Figure 1. The 20 pengé stamp issued on November 9th
1945. Printed quantity: 1,815,000 stamps

On the date of issue, the 4th rate period of the infla-
tion was in effect (November 1, 1945 — November 15)
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and the newly issued stamp was not suitable for use as
single franking for any kind of mailing. I must admit,
however, that the post office was not at fault for this.
The Reconstruction set was planned as a philatelic
event with appropriate advance notice. By the time
the State Printing Office, still trying to overcome the
wounds caused by the war, started working on this,
the quickened pace of inflation defeated all advanced
planning. A large part of the samp denominations
were no longer timely and could be used only together
with others. This was true for the 20 pengd stamp as
well.

s
Figure 2. A local letter mailed on November 16, 1945

franked with two 20 pengé stamps. This was the first day of
the 5th rate period when the rate for a local letter would
have already been 80 pengo. We find only 40 pengé on this
letter in accordance with the rate under the 4th period. For
several days, mailings were accepted at the previous rate

under the so-called “grace period” rule.

We find very few uses of the 20 peng6 stamp during

the 4th rate period because by the time the supply of
stamps reached the users (and the post offices), the




validity of the rate period quickly expired (a mere two
weeks). The next cover with printed return address,
also a local letter, is from the 5th rate period (Novem-
ber 16,1945 — January 13, 1946). The local letter rate
was 80 pengd.
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Figure 3. Local letter mailed on November 22, 1945
franked with 4x20 pengd stamps from the 5th rate period.

The next stamp of the set was issued on November
16th 1945.

WONECEMN! G¥OROY

Figure 4. 30 pengé stamp issued on November 16th 1945.
Printed quantity: 2,360,000 stamps

The issue date of the stamp was also the first day of
the inflation’s 5th rate period. As a single franking,
the stamp was usable for mailingthe first weight class
printed matter. This is not a common type of mailing
although it was frequently sent in those days; but,
because of its nature, was not preserved for posterity.
Also, an alternative use of stamps from the third Pro-
visional set 10+20 peng6 values was possible. These
were available in unlimited quantities. As a result,
franking with the 30 pengd Reconstruction stamp is
seldom found.
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Figure 5. Local printed matter mailed on January 10, 1946
correctly franked with a single 30 pengo stamp

The next fancy envelope, mailed on the last day of
the year during the 5th rate period, serves as a curios-
ity. As a local letter, it would have needed 80 peng6
franking, but the sender affixed 90 pengés’ worth of
stamps out of convenience. Here we can observe an
interesting phenomenon. Because the wide format
stamps were hard to separate from the sheet along the
long axis, we encounter mostly used vertical strips
from this series separated alongthe short side.

15
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Figure 6. Local letter mailed on December 31, 1945
franked with 3x30 pengé stamps in lieu of 80 pengd

On the next domestic cover we find the correct
franking of 120 peng6 in accordance with the 5th rate
period. The 120 pengd face value stamp was issued
only on December 12th, so this letter had to be posted
with multiples, thus the 4x30 pengés franking. The
letter was “postillon d’amour,” or sent from a poste
restante address to a similar poste restante address...
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Figure 7. A long-distance letter mailed on November 26,
1945 correctly franked with a block of 4 (scarce) 30 pengd
stamps
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I am leaving a philatelic mailing for last, but not be-
cause of its franking but because of its contents. The
invitation to the Pannonia Stamp Society’s (sic!) De-
cember 15™ 1945 meeting shows the first two values
of the Reconstruction set utilized for the 50 pengd
correct franking of the mailing. The society’s special
postcard, originally printed in 1942, was used to send
out the invitation.

ér.Krassé Dezsd urnak,

i

Mm:r;] JELYEGNAP

Budapeas t.
1 V.Fédor-utea 19,
: b

Figure 8. Local postcard mailed on December 7, 1945
correctly franked with the 20+30 pengd stamps

Below, I would like to share a few thoughts with
you, dear readers. The first time I tried to show these
stamps created a quandary for me as to what method-
ology Ishould use to present them. As I stated before,
the second and third provisional overprints sets as
well as the service designator letter overprints were in
use simultaneously with these stamps. These were
available for use without restrictions in any quantity,
so there was no real need for the stamps of the Recon-
struction series.

As a result, the previously mentioned stamps are of-
tentimes used for mixed frankings as needed by the
postage tariffs. In presenting this subject topic, these



would muddle the picture; so, therefore, I chose the
solution to show strictly Reconstruction frankings
with the exception of a few unavoidable instances.

Naturally, as a result, the quantity material becomes
more restricted and harder to find. I exchanged this
difficulty with the possibility of putting together a
historically correct and visually unified presentation
so that it may be interesting enough to read even for
those who are not especially fond of this topic.

The next stamp to be issued six days after the previ-
ous one was the 500 pengd value that represented a
large jump with its the high denomination. The in-
crease was so large over and above the previous two
values that the tariffs were now lagging the stamp’s
face value. The earlier ones were semi-obsolete, but
now the 500 pengd anticipated a future life.

Figure 9. A misperforated example of the 500 pengd stamp
issued on November 22nd 1945.  Printed quantity:
2,260,000 stamps

The 500 pengd stamp by itself could be used to
frank a foreign letter or a 3,000 gm (!) domestic
printed matter. The following mailing shows a for-
eign letter addressed to a refugee military officer liv-
ing in a suburb of Graz.
[ —_

Figure 10. Foreign letter mailed on January 1, 1946 cor-
rectly franked with a single 500 pengd stamp. The No. 72
Post Office accepting this letter was open on January Ist,
New Year’s Day.

Up until now, all of the postings originated in Buda-
pest. Apparently, the first stamp issues were not dis-
tributed to the rural areas sufficiently to be able to
utilize them for franking. Even in the capital city
there were certain reservations about usingthem in the
early days in anticipation of possible increase in their
value.

Later on we’ll encounter the 500 pengd stamp but
by then it’s used in multiples, such as the letter sent
from Szeged supplemented, as an exception, with a

first issue, service designator letter ssamp. (I am ask-
ing you to look at the name of the sender closely. My
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current state of heath completely agrees with the an-
notation indicated in red under the name. ©)
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Registered letter sent from Szeged to Budapest on 14. Feb-
ruary 1946, franked, according to the 7th rate period, with

6*500 pengd = 3000 peng6, plus a Package 1. stamp in the
value of 6.000 pengé, altogether with 9.000 pengd.

Eight days later, on November 30, 1945, two addi-
tional stamps saw the light of day: the 200 pengd and
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1,000 pengd values. I am not goingto say anything
new by mentioning that, despite all of the miscellane-
ous postal tariffs, there was no need for these stamps.
Perhapsthe 1,000 pengd stamp could be figured in to
pay the foreign registration rate, but these could be
utilized only as multiples or multi-colour frankings.

Figures 12a, 12b. 200 and 1,000 pengo stamps issued on
November 30th 1945. Printed quantities: 1,503,000 and
2,014,000 stamps, respectively.

These stamps were also not suitable for single frank-
ings. Notice how much the printed quantities vary for
each stamp!

There was one possible use for the 200 peng6 stamp
during the 6" rate period (January 14, 1945 to January
31) to frank long-distance postcards using two stamps.
Foreign postcards could also be franked using multi-
ples.



Figure 13. Distance postcard sent from Pest on January
30, 1946 correctly franked with 400 pengé in accordance
with the 6th rate period. The sender used a field postcard.
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Figure 14. postcard  (addressed  to

Foreign
Obecse/Yugoslavia) sent from Szarvas on January 17, 1946
correctly franked with 1,800 pengd in accordance with the
6th rate period. The sender used a field postcard printed
locally in Szarvas.

Here' I would like to show one of the most interest-
ing and valuable pieces from the second inflation. It
is a New Year’s greetings telegram sent from T 6tkom-
16s to Alsolendva (Dolnja Lendava/Yugoslavia).

The 15-word contents of this extraordinary dispatch
presented a huge problem for the post office of Tot-
komlés. First of all, the small format of the telegram
form caused a problem. Because of this, the form was
attached to another, blue color, blank postal form;
then the clerk proceeded to solve the franking situa-
tion.

In accordance with the tariffs, a total of 46,500 pen-
g0s’ worth of stamps were affixed at 820 pm on the
eve of December 29™ 1945. The stamps included
86x500 pengd denomination, 17x200 peng6 as well as
single copies of the 40 and 60 pengd stamps from the
3" provisional series.

On the next day when the the telegram was re-
viewed, the clerk discovered that the sender, who was
known by name, naturally, at the small post office,
was undercharged by 30,000 pengd. This is why the
word “Rontott=Spoiled” was written in red on the
upper right corner of thetelegram form.

1 See thenext page. The editor.
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Figure 15. Telegram sent from Tdtkomlos to Alsélendva in Yugoslavia on December 29-31, 1945
franked with a total of 255 stamps, including 23 téte béche pairs.
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Figure 16. (the reverse side of the telegram shown on the left side)

The sender was called by telephone or was asked via
a messenger to retum to the post office and to make
up the difference. This happened since the already
oversized form that was still at the post office was
lengthened by attaching a yellowish, blank postal
form. A full sheet and an additional 50 copies of the
200 pengd stamps were affixed to this for a total of
30,000 pengds.

Thus, the saga of the now correctly calculated
76,500 pengd paid with 255 stamps came to an end.
The stamps were cancelled after the fact two days
later on December 31°

We are aware of the use of full sheets of stamps on
letters from the period of the inflation, but this foreign

telegram with Reconstruction stamps is a unique
piece, a genuine philatelic curiosity!

As I mentioned earlier, at the time it was issued, the
1,000 peng6 stamp covered only the cost of registra-
tion on foreign letters. Correspondence with foreign
countries was in its infant stages during these months;
therefore, these letters are not encountered often. Let
us look at a couple of them!

In order to send a letter addressed to Nagyszeben
according to the tariffs of the 5™ rate period, it needed
1,500 pengés’ worth of stamps to be affixed. The
sender who lived on Baross Street made an effort to
visit the No. 4 Post Office on December 6™ 1945,
bolstered by the knowledge that he could get certain
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stamps there. There the clerk affixed 500+1,000
pengd Reconstruction stamps to his envelope at the
sight of which his eyes probably got big: are there any
other values of these stamps? The postal clerk re-
plied with a ‘yes’ and added 20 and 30 pengd stamps
to the envelope that were inconsequential comparedto
the 1,500 pengds. Thus, the envelope was enhanced
and the stamps duly cancelled. (The random attach-
ment of the stamps is a typical example to the window
clerk’s work.) The letter was processed in the evening
on the same day (!) at the No. 72 Post Office that was
responsible for forwarding foreign mail. It was for-
warded to the addressee in Nagyszeben by rail. The
fact that the Romanians needed six weeks to deliver
the letter to Nagyszeben belongs in another discussion

(arrival cancellation on the reverse side: Sibiu,
20.1.946). The envelope tells atale...

A
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Figure 17. Registered letter mailed from Budap est on De-
cember 6, 1945 to Nagyszeben slightly overfranked with
1,550 pengo. Foreign letter: 500 pengo; foreign registra-
tion: 1,000 pengd; 20+30 pengd added as ‘decoration.”’

Thenext letter that was sent to Prague was mailed in
the evening on December 17™ at the No. 4 Post Office
from where it went to the No. 72 on the next day and
was delivered to the addressee in three days (Praha
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21.XI145). Considering the railroad situation of the
time, this was a remarkable achievement.

Figure 18. Registered letter sent to Prague from Budapest
on December 17, 1945 correctly franked with 1,500 pengd.
The 100 pengd stamp was issued the day after the
appearance of the 200 and 1,500 pengd stamps on
November 30™. Finally we the "small fry stamp col-
lectors" realized that these stamps purchased at the
post office window were no longer philatelic speciali-
ties. The stamps were available for purchase by the
sheet, and they represented junk issues that were de-

signed to soak up surplus purchasing power. The téte
béche pairs lost their allure, and the unlimited quanti-
ties destroyed their philatelic value.
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Figure 19. The 100 pengé stamp issued on December 1st
1945. Printed quantity: 1,522,000 stamps



The speed of this issue was the reason that the use
of this stamp on letters, even if somewhat controlled,
became more frequent. The use showed up in the
provinces as well as in Budapest. It may be superflu-
ous for me to mention that the appearance of this
stamp was not determined by the need to satisfy a
postal tariff.

On the next postcard we find an apparent single 100
pengd stamp used for franking; however, when the
card was mailed, the 5™ rate period tariffs were in
effect and the rate for a local postcard was 50 pengo.
Most likely, such a stamp was not available, so a 100
peng6 stamp was affixed. Insufficient frankings form
the period of the inflation are common, overfrankings
are akind of Scoth mist.
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Figure 20. Local postcard mailed in Budapest on January
7, 1946 with single franking. The postdl tariff in effect
indicated that a 50 pengd stamp would have been sufficient.

The next item is worth studying. The 18 fillér post-
card was obsolete. It was upgraded with 6 pengd
stamps during the 3™ rate period that comresponded
with the tariff required for a distance postcard. The
card was not used for three months; by that time it
required a postage of 400 pengd. It was mailed from
Pusztagyenda (Heves County) and cancelled with an
auxiliary device.
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Figure 21. Distance postcard mailed from Pusztagyenda to
Budapest on January 28, 1946 cancelled with a provisional
device and endorsed with a manuscript date.

As long as we are discussing items worth studying,
the following parcel slips also needs to be shown.
Postal employees were allowed to mail parcels at a
greatly discounted rate. On February 22™ 1946 the
cost of mailing a 10 kg parcel was 15,000 pengd.
Postal employees were allowed to do the same for 100
pengb. The basic cost of the parcel slip was 460
pengd, but there was no employee discount for this
since the fee was collected by the Ministry of Finance.
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The next item shows a rare provisional cancellation
on an “orange” colour letter sent from Sarrétudvari
(Bihar County, along the line from Piispokladany-
Szeghalom) franked with 3,000 pengdé in accordance
with the 6 rate period.

Figure 22a. Reverse side of a parcel slip mailed from
Siéfok to Budapest on February 22, 1946 showing the per-
mit marking for the discounted rate.

Figure 23a.  The orange-colowr reverse side of the distance
letter sent from Sarrétudvari to Budapest on February 9, 1946

Figure 22b. The parcel slip sent from Siéfok to Budapest Figure 23b. The front side of the letter sent from Samétud-
on February 22, 1946 showing the discounted rate for Vari to Budape.vt on February .9’ 1946 cancelled with a
postal employees of 100 pengé in lieu of the regular rate of provisional device and manuscript date. The letter shows

15,000 pengd. The documentary revenue fee for the form 2xTLL service designator stamps worth 1,200 pengdé +
was 460 pengé. 18x100=1,800 pengd making up the 3,000 pengd required

for a distance letter in the 6th rate period.
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Four days later, the next stamp to be issued was the
300 peng6 value. I'm not going to tell you anything
new; this ssamp wasn’t good for anything, either.

J
WONECHMI BYBAGY

Figure 24. 300 pengd stamp issued on December 5th 1945.
Printed quantity: 1,943,000 stamps

Although 1 stated that at the time the 300 pengd
stamp was issued it could not be used for single frank-
ing, there does happen to be a case to the contrary.

I...
Ju (3]
Te v

DROGISTL IPLRTEETUL

Budapest VIIl.,
T utea .

Figure 25. Second weight class (20-100 gram) local
printed matter with business imprint posted in Budapest on
February 2, 1946 during the grace period of the 6th rate
period franked with a single 300 pengd stamp

The 2™ weight class printer matter item is from a
period two months later, from February 2™ 1946.
Although the tariff would have been 1,000 pengé in
accordance with the 7" rate period, the post office
acceptedthe item franked according to the tariff of the
6" rate period under the “grace period” allowance.

The next letter doesn’t reveal much beyondthe nice-
looking 400 pengé Reconstruction franking. How-
ever, if we look at it more closely, we can see that it
was intended for “Express” mailing. When the sender
discovered that the service would cost 2,000 pengés
more, then he quickly crossed out the word. The Hor-
ticultural Association needed to conserve financial
resources also. So, sending the letter from one end of
Rakoczi Street (the No. 72 Post Office was located at
the Eastern Railway Station) to the other end (near the
Astoria Hotel) could be accomplished for 400 pengd.

Figure 26. Local letter mailed in Budapest on January 16,
1946 franked with 400 pengé in accordance with the 6th
rate period

Previously, along with the 500 and 1,000 peng6
stamps, I showed two foreign covers. An additional
two follows, not often seen, early ones to Switzerland
and the USA.
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We can see the franking of 2,600 peng6 on the first
one addressed to Switzerland, posted on February 1,
1946 when the Republic commemorative cancellation
was used (frequently seen!) The fee for the letter
posted on the first day of the 7" rate period (February
1, 1946 — February 28) would have been 15,000
pengd; but, quite possibly, the grace period was taken
into consideration as with the previous letter. Another
look at the postage, however, reveals that in the 6™
rate period, it should have been 3,000 pengé. My
explanation is that the letter was not mailed at a post
office window but deposited in a letter collection box.
The postman noticed the underfranking, but decided
against applying a “T” marking since it would not
have meant much in Switzerland and allowed the let-
terto pass for a cheaper price.

Figure 27. Letter sent to Switzerland from Budapest No. 72
Post Office on February 1, 1946 franked with 2,600 pengé
in lieu of the 15,000 pengé rate (first day of the 7th rate
period)

A The second, well-travelled letter made the trip
across the Atlantic Ocean twice. It was addressed to
the Hungarian Consulate in New York (the embassy
was located m Washingon, D.C.). The letter that
started its journey on February 7, 1946 could not be
delivered; and, judging by the cancellations, it was
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still in limbo on April 3. The letter was correctly
franked with 15,000 pengd in accordance with the
tariff of the 7™ rate period that was paid with 15 cop-
ies of the 1,000 pengd stamp. (At that time, there was
no airmail service with Hungary.)

e ks

Figure 28a. The reverse side of the letter sent to the USA
from Budapest on February 7, 1946.

Figure 28b. Letter sent to the USA from Budapest on Feb-
ruary 7, 1946 correctly franked with 15,000 pengd



As we had seen earlier, the stamp was usable
“piecemeal,” for example, local letter 80 pengd +
domestic registration 240 pengd, for a total of 320
pengd. We can see an example of this in the next
illustration; a registered local letter with “pure” Re-
construction franking that is surprisingly scarce. (Let
us not forget that the provisional overprints were
available in unlimited quantities and their small for-
mat afforded easier placement onthe envelopes!)

The contemporary letters of attorney Dr. Janos
Sprunk (Sprung) have been preserved for posterity
much to the delight of philatelists. The following
registered local letter with printed business heading
mailed on January 7, 1946 is fromthis grouping.

A Ui, !
Lot brttern. Hla.,
82

Figure 29. Registered local letter mailed in Budapest on
January 7. 1946 correctly franked with 320 pengé (local
letter: 80 pengo, registration: 240 pengo)

Looks like the post office exerted extra pressure to
be able to issue all ofthe samps of Reconstruction set
in the then current year. With near breathless fre-
quency, stamps were thrown mto the marketplace
whether they were needed or not. Thus the 40 pengd
value appeared on December 11, 1945.

| MAGYARPOSTA ||

KOMECESI GYDROY

Figure 30. The 40 pengé stamp issued on December 11th
1945. Printed quantity: 1,411,000 stamps.

This stamp was not usable for single franking either
(again, with the exception of 2" weight class printed
matter. but [ have not found such a mailing), but a pair
of them could be used on a local letter whose tariff
was 80 pengd. Let us look for such a letter! There is
none! The stamp saw use only in mixed frankings
that followed later tariff increases. The issue date of
this stamp right before the “firs Christmas in peace-
time” was not ideal from a stamp collector’s view-
point since there was no time or patience forthis. The
signs indicated that the post office would lift all re-
strictions following the New Year and that the stamps
would be distributed to all post offices. Still, why
weren’t they available? Even in the most extensive
collections of inflation material such covers are sel-
dom found!

| have two examples on a parcel slip, again only on a
mailing with a discounted tariff.
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Figure 31a. The reverse side of the parcel slip marked with
discounted tariff cancellation mailed from Gyor to Buda-
pest on February 19, 1946

The documentary revenue stamps (340 P.) repre-
sented a larger amount that the cost of the parcel.
This should have been 100 pengd according to the 7"
rate periodtariff. Another earthly human being would
have had to pay 15,000 pengd for this service, but the
sender didn’t even have to pay the 100 peng6 but only
80! Thus, the two 40 pengd stamps were affixed to
the parcel slip!
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Figure 31b. The front side of the discounted tariff parcel
slip mailed from Gyor to Budapest on February 19, 1946
franked with two 40 pengd stamps

Although the next piece shows a fair amount of
wear, it is a unique item! The 15 copies of the 40
pengd stamps cover the 600 pengd letter tariff in ac-
cordance with the 6™ rate period; the Alj. 1 stamp was
used as intended to pay the registration fee of 1,200
pengo.



Figure 32. Registered letter sent from Budapest to Dunaféldvar on January 26, 1946
correctly franked with 15 x 40 = 600 pengé + one Alj. 1. stamp worth 1,200 pengé
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On the next day, December 12%, the 120 pengd
stamp was issued in a quantity of 4,972,000 copies.
This printing quantity was the largest for any stamp in
the series!

33. dbra: Az 1945. dec. 12-én kiadott 120 pengds bélyeg.
Példanyszama:4.972.000 db (!)

This stamp could be used to correctly frank distance
letters, 3" weight class (250-500 gram) local letters,
and 5™ weight class printed matter (250-500 gram).
Contrary to the other denominations, this stamp was
the first to be placed in unlimited use in Budapest and
the provinces. The initial reservations, the need to
save téte béche pairs were over since, finally, there
was a definitive stamp available in large quantities.
Nevertheless, very few single frankings using this
stamp survived.
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Figure 34. Distance letter mailed from Budapest to Saro-
spatak on January 5, 1946 correctly franked with 120
pengd. It was forwarded several times and finally arrived
in Gyoér on March 15th.

The next distance letter with 120 peng6 stamps was
franked in accordance with the 7™ rate period tariff.
The fee then was 3,000 pengd. The franking on the
apparently commercial, non-philatelic letter consisted
of 25 copies of the 120 pengd stamps. This made up
the 3,000 pengd tariff accurately. The block of 18 on
the reverse side contains 6 téte béche pairs on the right
side, which is extraordinary! Such a multiple usage of
téte béche pairs is scarce. Occasionally, 1 or 2 pairs
can be found, mostly on philatelic letters, but I have
not encountered another such spectacular piece. The
postmistress of Csongrad must have had a good day
on February 23", 1946...



Figure 35a. The reverse side of the distance letter sent
from Csongrad to Budapest on February 23, 1946 with 6
téte béche pairs
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Figure 35b. Distance letter sent from Csongrdad to Buda-
pest on February 23, 1946 correctly franked in accordan ce
with the 7th rate period tariff of 3,000 pengd (25 x 120 =
3,000)

The last samp to be issued in 1945, the 60 pengd
denomination, was issued 10 days later, a few days
before Chrlstmas on December 22",

HKGHECSN| GYOREY

Figure 36. The 60 pengd stamp issued on December 22nd
1945. Printed quantity: 1,320,000 stamps.

On the day of issue, the 5™ rate period tariffs (No-
vember 16, 1945 — January 4, 1946) were still in ef-
fect. A single franking usage was possible only on the
2™ weight class (50-100 gm) printed matter or for
mailing a parcel up to 5 kg. The stamp mostly saw
use in multiple frankings with other value, as, for ex-
ample, the postcard shown below. I am making an
exception from my earlier promise of showing exam-
ples franked strictly with Reconstruction stamps in
illustrating this card which is so impressive that it’s
worth making an exception.

Originally, the 12 fillér card was franked with an
additional 28 fillér stamp for use during the 1% rate
period as 40 fillérs; however, it was not used. We
find other such examples ofthis fromthat time period.
When the card was finally used, the 6" rate period was
in effect and the tariff was 400 peng6 for a distance
postcard. The fee was paid with stamps from four
different issues for a total of 400 pengd 20 fillér, but
this did not count the original 40 fillérs. Embedded
amongst the stamps is a 60 pengd Reconstruction
stamp. Using a Viennese expression: “it’s an absolute
requirement.”
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Figure 37. Distance postcard sent from Budapest to Sal-
gotarjan on January 29, 1946 correctly franked in accor-
dance with the 6th rate tariff: 400 pengd (+ 20 fillér that
was an insignificant sum back then)

The next letter that was posted from Zalaegerszeg to
Koszeg on February 5, 1946, was probably sent by a
stamp enthusiast, but it was correctly franked. The 7"
rate period required 3,000 pengd postage on a distance
letter. This was accomplished using a téte béche pair
plus a five-colored franking amongst which was a 60
pengd denomination as well.
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Figure 38.  Distance letter sent from Zalaegerszeg to
Készeg on February 5, 1946 correctly franked in accor-
dance with the 7th rate period tariff: 3,000 pengé

From the next letter, the letterthead of the Stamp
Marketing Office grins at us. These were used to send
new issues to collectors in the provinces. The number
of these sending must have been fairly limited because
bold, nice handwriting of the same person can be seen
on all envelopes from this era. So, one person could
handle at the shipments to all of the stamp collectors
in the provinces! They paid careful attention to the
franking and knew exactly what kind of stamps to
affix to the envelopes. Thus, the extraordinarily

scarce use of a block of four 60 pengd stamp was cre-
ated.



Figure 39. Registered distance letter sent from Budapest to Szeged on January 12, 1946 correctly franked in accordan ce
with the 5th rate period tariff: 300 pengé (120 pengd for the 3rd weight class letter + 240 pengo for registration)

We have to be grateful for the orangish-brown 60 low collector spared no effort in assembling the frank-
pengd stamp for providing the most spectacular and ing with all specialties that he could muster.
valuable combinations. One such, for example, is the 1.
registered letter mailed locally in Kiskunhalas on
January 15, 1946 during the 6" rate period. Our fel-

100 pengo téte béche pair plus the scarce 60
pengd stamp
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10P2f stamp partially missing overprint. This
stamp was not validto use on letters!

10P2f ssamp with INVERTED overprint. On-
ly a single copy is known to have been used on
mail up until now!

. A block of four 3P/3f stamps, one stamp with
incomplete printing that was overprinted nev-
ertheless. A unique item!

. The letter was posted on the 2nd day of the 6th
rate period.

Obviously, the stamps were not applied to the enve-
lope at the post office but rather at home. The letter
was handled during the grace period. Instead of the
required 1,600 pengd, it was accepted at the 320
pengd rate despite the fact that stamps added up to
only 312 peng6s. (The genuineness of the letter and
the stamps have been confirmed in writing by two
experts specializing in the inflation period.)

’R 'E Kiskunha Lu..
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Figure 40. Local registered letter mailed in Kiskunhalas on January 5, 1946 franked with, among others, a 60 pengé
stamp, as well as a single 10P/2f provisional stamp with inverted overprint. A most valuable, perhaps unsurpassable piece
from the Second Inflation..
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The Christmas holiday was barely over when the
presses of the State Printing Office started up again.
The next stamp, face value 240 pengd, appeared on
January 7" 1946 in a relatively small edition of only
992,000 stamps.

My Dear Readers, you may have noticed that de-
spite the large printing quantities, error printings are
seldom encountered. The misperforation shown be-
low is one of only a few irregularities that have sur-
face so far.

Figure 41. Block of four of the 240 pengé stamp issued on
January 7th 1946 with significant misperforation.
Printed quantity: 992,000 stamps

The single use possibilities here are also exotic: it
could be used for the 3™ weight class distance letter
(250-500 gram) ora 6™ weight class (500-1,000 gram)
printed matter. Appropriately, this is a scarce stamp.
I can show one multicolored franking that is also in-
teresting. The person responsible for processing mail
at the Hungarian Mortgage Credit Bank (every large
corporation had a dedicated employee to handle in-
coming and outgoing mail) endorsed the envelope
with “Iam asking for the stamps please / Thank you”

as a request for the return of the stamps that were
showy and valuable. Almost two months transpired
between the appearance of the 20 pengd and the 240
pengd stamps. The distance letter with 3,000 pengd,
five-color franking was showy and it had the 240
pengd stamp embedded on it. (Many such “return
requested” envelopes are known to exist.)
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Figure 42. Distance letter franked with five-color d enomi-
nations sent from Budapest to Pestszenterzsébet (back then
it was not a part of Greater Budapest) on February 15,
1946 correctly franked with 3,000 pengé in accordance
with the 7th rate tariff

The next big sensational event that happened three
days later was totally unexpected and unnerving. It
created unprecedented excitement amongst us, small
fry stamp collectors, who were not among the nsid-
ers. Three ssamps were issued at the same time, still a
part ofthe Reconstruction set, with face values of 12,
24, and 140 pengd, supposedly printed in small quan-
tities. Our enthusiasm was rekindled following the



mass release of stamps in December snapping us out
of our lethargy.

Figure 43. The 12, 24, and 140 pengo stamps issued on
January 10th 1946. Printed quantities: 510,000, 500,000,
and 490,000 stamps, respectively.

The flea market at the ssamp window of the No. 4
Post Office cameto life. Wehappily carted sheets of
stamps home tucked safely into our school portfolios,
sheets of stamps that were now freely obtainable and
which we had hoped would become the ultimate rari-
ties. Wenever thought about the fact that if they were
so rare, why were they available in unlimited quanti-
ties? And again, what were they good for anyway?
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Advanced collectors may have pondered this last
question intemally, especially since feeling the effects
of the inflation, there was not much need for the 12
pengo value.

We now know that these samps needed to be
printed and issued after all because these denomina-
tions already had been reported to the UPU. They
were issued in quantities of only half million copies in
anticipation of the probable speculation. Postal use of
them is practically nonexistent. Let’s not forget that
back then postally used covers were not collected;
everyone saved “unused” stamps. We can thank the
lucky happenstance that one or two such covers exist.
Let me show a letter that is anearly unique item. The
stamps used for franking totaled 316 peng6. The ap-
plicable tariff on February 8, 1946 under the 7" rate
for a registered distance letter was 9,000 peng6 (dis-
tance letter 3,000 + registration 6,000 = 9,000 pengg).
The “collected fee” paid in cash was 8,684 pengod.
The cover is from the private correspondence of the
town’s notary and was endorsed at the post office of
Nagyrécse. This is not a philatelic mailing!

The sender must have received his supply of stamps
from the Stamp Marketing Office and lacking any
information about the new issue decided to utilize the
surplus stamps that seemingly had little value. Gabor
Visnyovszki passed this great rarity to me about
twenty years ago. Over the span of many decades, he
found only this one. From the perspective of its scar-
city, this speaks for itself. I am also happy that I can
show it as the highlight of my gleanings.
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Figure 44. Registered letter send from Nagyrécse to Kec-
skemet of February 8, 1946 franked with 316 pengd in
stamps and cash payment of 8684 pengd for a total on
9,000 pengé in accordance with the tariff of the 7th rate
period.

In instances such as this, the post office’s four-digit
control number was struck next tothe manuscript cash
payment annotation. The postal clerk verified this
with his/her initials and then applied the circular
place-date stamp to complete the procedure. The
clerk at the small town post office dutifully complied
with these tasks. The reverse side shows the arrival
cancellation of the Kecskemét post office: 46. feb. 10.

After being disappointed in not becoming wealthier
as a result of the stamp acquisitions, we abandoned
the effort to buy the Reconstruction stamps. It seemed
that after a two-month, rapid fire release, and the post
office stopped issuing stamps for the set. The traffic
at the stamp window of the No. 4 Post Office returned
to normal, only one or two collectors strolled in its
direction.

After nearly a month passed, on February 5, 1946,
we heard in disbelief that the post office issued an-

other samp, in my opinion unplanned, in the denomi-
nation of 3,000 pengd. This stamp was completely
irregular with respect to the other Reconstruction
stamps.

1. The stamp was usable! A single stamp paid the
rate for a domestic distance letter, two stamps
could be used for registration (6,000 peng6), and a
strip of five was good on foreign letters (15,000
pengd)

2. The sheets were printed simply in 100 subjects;
namely, it did not contain the upside-down half
sheet of 50.

This caused confusion among the collectors, who
complained about the lack of téte béche pairs for the
3,000 peng6é stamp, and who could not undersand
why they could not purchase those. The hair of a
whole generation of stamp dealers grew gray because
of this stamp.
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Figure 45. The 3,000 pengé stamp issued on February 5th
1946. Printed quantity: 2,989,000 stamps.

Since the stamp was devoid of philatelic interest, it
saw unrestricted, mass usage for frankings, some of
which were showy. Let me show one such letter sent
abroad with 15x3,000 = 45,000 pengé multiple frank-
ing. There is a blue cross-shaped marking onthe front
of the envelope that was required on all registered




letters sent to England in order to make them distin-
guishable.
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Figure 46. Registered letter sent from Budapest to London
on February 9, 1946. Franking: foreign letter fee 15,000,
registration 30,000 = 45,000 pengo

The next postcard is interesting because it was
franked (15,000 pengd) in accordance with the 8" rate
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period even though it was mailed on the first day of
the 9" rate period when it would have required twice
the amount of stamps. Since the stamps had been
affixed to the card (in anticipation of leaving space for
the text), it was probably deposited in a letter collec-
tion box. The post office accepted such mailings on
the next day (grace period).

Figure 47. Postcard sent from Kecskemét to Miskolc on
March 16, 1946 franked in accordance with the 8th rate
period mailed on the first day of the 9th rate period

We are slowly approaching the natural boundaries
of the possible utilization of this stamp. One of the
final letters is shown below. The registered distance
letter shows an example of the maximum possible
utilization of franking with the Reconstruction stamp.
The postage for the letter was 20,000 pengd and with
the registration of 40,000 pengd, it totalled 60,000
pengd. The sender solved the problem by affixing a
block of 20 3,000 pengd stamps to the reverse side of
the envelope. I am not aware of any higher value
franking using only Reconstruction stamps. Higher
frankings than this can exist only with stamps from
the Post Rider and subse quently issued sets.



Figure 48. The reverse side of a registered letter sent from
Nagykanizsa to Pécs on March 2, 1946. According to the
postal tariff, the rate for the letter was 20,000 pengd and
registration cost 40,000 pengo. This is the highest value
franking using only Reconstruction stamps known by the
author..

Dear fellow Collectors, Dear Readers!

To my knowledge, this is the first time that a treatise
dealing with the Reconstruction stamps had appeared
in which I tried to present an answer to every aspect
ofthe issue. This was a new task for me and provided
a lot of excitement to look at a “modem” (70 year old)
topic with the eyes and experience of a collector of
classical issue. Reliving the adventures of a then 12
year-old and remembering the conclusions reached
back then provided an interesting combination for me.

My observations regarding this issue should not be
seen as criticism in connection with the Post Office or
the Monograph. Quite on the contrary, we owe a debt
of gratitude to every postal employee who lived and
worked at that time. They, starting with the workers

at the State Printing Office to the letter carriers, per-
formed with nearly superhuman effort under terrible
conditions. Thanksto them!

The editors of the Monograph were in a bad situa-
tion in the 1960s. Although they had access to almost
every information about the stamps, they did not have
an encompassing vision about postally used letters.
The credit for the primary evaluation of postally used
material belongs by Gébor Visnyovszki, who accom-
plished this in the Handbook of Hungarian Stamps,
published in 1986 which is still valid today. The
Reconstruction stamps were available for use during
from the Sth rate period to theoretically the 11th, but
practically only through the 9th.

This issue can be looked at from other angles. First
day usage in a rate period, grace periods, frankings for
each class of mail, mixed frankings with other issues,
domestic and foreign correspondence, etc. I consider
the solution that I chose to be the most illuminative,
informative, historically correct, and readable. I hope
that my Dear Readers find it (found it)to be true.

EPILOGUE

I could not pass up the opportunity to show one of
my favorite pieces from his issue. It is a first-rate
historical document. The correspondence of the
Palffy family from the 1945-46 period was auctioned
off in a shoe box by the Dorotheum in Vienna. Be-
cause the Palffy correspondence using 50kr stamps
from the 1867 issue cause feverish excitement in me, I
bought the lot that included the following letter. It
documents the fate of the family’s descendants who
lived in the Pozsony region in the time right after the
war. First, they fled to Heidenreichstein in northern
Austria, then to Kitzbiihel in Tyrol where they were
employed by French troops. The letter was franked
with only 13,000 peng6 in lieu of the 15,000 pengo.



Most likely, the number of 1,000 pengd stamps was
miscounted creating a rare postage due letter using
Reconstruction stamps. (The sender was the Count
Palffy family’s lawyer living in Pest. He was an ex-
ceptionally correct individual!)

Aftem a szemorn Uzemetet.lAzt merem dllitani, hogy ta-
) még véletleniil is nehéz mgekkal,kiket ismeriink.
yerek eltintek,-Buda kihalt vdres,melyben lehetetle-
tézve,kepottan,rengyosan rehanva sietnek s jirdke—

Herrn Jarl

Heddenreichetein

Nieder-Ugterreich .

Figure 49. Letter sent from Budapest to Austria on Febru-
ary 5, 1946 ranked with 13,000 pengd in lieu of the correct
15,000 fee (there are 10 1,000 pengé stamps affixed on the
reverse side). The letter was assess ed postage due in Aus-
tria with two 40 pfenning stamps. (As this is a Reconstruc-
tion mailing with postage due makes it an extraordinary
philatelic gem)

In addition, I wanted to show two small parts of the
pessimistic tone of the letter sent to Count Palffy
found inside the envelope. In parting, [ am asking the
Respected Reader to read it (I am showing excerpts
from the four-page letter, pages one andtwo, the other
two pages are about personal matters). It is not often
that we find such poignant description of the social
situation in 1946. This helps us to understand the era.

Let us remember our predecessors...
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16k és héti ssdkjukban cipelik a nehezen beszerzett pdr da —
rab fdt vagy s még keservesetben vdsdrolt élelmit .Az embe -
rek magukra aggatjdk,emijek megmaradt,-Idfe uri démdk felte-
zott nadrdgben , fistal nék enduldlt fejjel,egykeri bslateni
strandwnadrédgra fityegl bunda-rencsokban sietnek hivatalba
vagy lizletbe. Ezt coak szért irem le,mert illusztrdlja, mily
szegényes lett a tdrsadalem minden jelentkezédse. Szeoktam meg-
figyelni a tdjékon lskdkat és szomeruan dllithatem, hogy ugy
"négnek ki",minths s Lipétmezdrfl keriiltek volna erre.A leg-
tobb ember éviizedeket véniilt ée mondhatem, hogy = mai nemze-
dék élete hihetetlem megriévidilt. Intelligens emberek irdss
rossz,- bplthan,pestanivatalban, bankekban ldtem, alig tudnak
ugy szdmelni,mint egy negyedéves elemi iskelds,-lehangeléan
feledékeny és szdrakezett = legtébdb budai...
¥em oseda.Naponta Ffegy €= szenved sz drtatlenjs. CUsuk

egy hete, hogy egy négy emeletes bérhidz,melyet lekhatémnak ta-
ldltak, reggel hetker a téli szélben #sszedllt,mint egy kdr-
tyavidr.Egypdran a térmelékben lelték wégiket. Itt tertént a
szomszéd IV. Béla kirdly/ Attilla/uten. Hétfdn o vérban a bé-
cal kapundl térmeldket szedtek szegény amatir-munkaszelgdla-
tes "tiizezerdszek".A térmelékben megbujt skma felrebbant,-3
diplomds szelgdlatest #sszetépett.A szomszédd dg.ev, népiskela
sok tanuléje ropessektdl véresre sériilt. Tul Pesten a Kiérwnd
folett egy megszdlld avien mendvrirezeit.Leszuhant,-kismls ben—
zinje hézakat gyujtett fel és megelt egy anydt...Jelentéktelen
helyl események,de sirniveld,miker rddidnk este bemendja :
magyar féldon Toe,ese.-nél t#db drvdt irtak essze...
galién felesleged ily helyzetrajzet edni,miker bize -

.By. eléggé beszdmelt mindenrdl...
i nehdny emberrél,kiket bizonydra méltiztatett is -
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PECULARITIES ABOUT THE OPERATION
OF THE MECZENZEF POST OFFICE

PETER SEVERIN (PRAGUE) — DENES CZIROK (ZALAEGERSZEG)

In 1135 Countess Mitzen established a settle-
ment near the site of today’s Mecenzef. The
countess’s name was probably the reason the set-
tlement was called Metzenseifen which later be-
came known as the Village of Meczenczef. Its
first mention as a mining settlement dates from
1359 in connection with the construction of an
iron foundry. In addition to the mine and the
foundry, blacksmiths produced tools for use in
agriculture. Shoemakers, locksmiths, carpenters,
and last but not least, agricultural workers made
up the local economy. The village is located in
Abauj-Torna County, about halfway along the
postal route between the towns of Rozsnyo and
Kassa.

The first mention of a post office is from 1787,
and its first cancellation according to research
conducted by Bela Terfi dates from 1825.

VMETZENSEIFEN

Unfortunately, only a single copy of this cancel-
lation is known to date. The example can be
found in the Stamp Museum; therefore, no cancel-
lation is in private hands.

The next, better known oval cancellation proba-
bly existed in 1825 and was used in the pre-stamp
era until 1847.
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Franco-letter with METZENSEIFFEN cancellation
from 1841 (Dr. H.K. collection.)

The third cancellation of the Meczenzef post-
office was the centrally produced double-circle
type one, the usage has begun in 1847.

It

5 P, s 14 HAedlecs

Postage-due letter from 1847with the double-circle type
MECZENZEF cancellation (Dr. J.R. collection)
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This double-circle cancellation worked flaw-
lessly during 1847-48-49, but in May 1850 the
inside date inlay broke down. Therefore on the
last day of the pre-stamp period (May 30) we can
witness the date handwritten by the postmaster
into the cancellation.
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Postage due letter with double-circle type MECZENZEF

cancellation, with handwritten date (ex.Dirnberger)

On June 1 the Austrian postal authority issued
its own first stamps. The post office of Meczenzef
continued to use the pre-stamp double-circle type
cancellation with date inlay. The problems with
the date inlay continued even after the issuing of
the stamps. Thanks to the extensive postal corre-
spondence it is possible to reconstruct the period
of the next months and years.

The database for the period of the usage of the 1.
issue (1 June 1850 — 31 December 1858), con-
structed over 35 years, contains 31 covers posted
in Meczenzef, 6 of them bearing hand-written date
or a different type of handwritten cancellation.
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Registered letter (front side registration!) from 7 June 1850,
with hand-written date (2007 Dunafila auction)

The earliest known cover of the stamp period
with hand-written date designation stems from 7
June 1850. This letter is also a clean-cut example
of the broken down date inlay of the cancellation,
which resulted in the hand-written date designa-
tion of the postmaster as the simplest way of solv-
ing this problem.

The next letter in the database stems from 14
July 1850:
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The content of the letter clearly shows the postage day of 14
July 1850 and the postage place of Meczenzef.



Long-distance letter from Meczenzef on 14 July 1850

The above letter supports the assumption that
the Post tried to correct the problem of the cancel-
lation and therefore the canceller has probably
been sent for repair, thereby leaving the post of-
fice without a stamping. Thus the above letter has
been pen-cancelled.

This hypothesis is also supported by the next
cover from 28 August 1850, which has been can-
celled by the old pre-stamp stamp, probably be-
cause of the lack of any other device.

the oval stamp used in the pre-stamp period

The next cover has been posted on 30 October
1850. The double-circle canceller was clearly
avail-able again, but in the original, unrepaired
state.

Long-distance cover sent on 30 October 1850,
yet again with handwritten date



The last similar cover, according to the data-
base, stems from 24 December 1850.

Postage due letter with double-circle type MECZENZEF
cancellation, with handwritten date (ex.Dirnberger)

The next cover is known from 29 March 1851,
showing the original double-circle type cancella-
tion without the date inlay problem (the quality of
the picture is extremely bad, not presentable).

What could have happened? In the first half of
the 19th century the date and time had to be
shown along with the place of the postage. This
order resulted in the production of such postal
canceller in which a part has been left out for the
date inlay.

The date inlay has been lifted out of the cancel-
ler each day, and after the correct setting it has
been placed back. For the lifting of the inlay a
fixing screw had to be removed. This could be the
cause of the problem in the Meczenzef post office.
Locally irreparable they have sent it for repair.
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(See the above shown covers between 14 July and
28 August, when the post office was physically
missing the canceller.)

Seemingly the service did not repair the cancel-
ler and sent it back with the problem still existing.
During this period the post office ordered the can-
cellers s not directly from the producer, but indi-
rectly from the higher postal authority, which had
contracted vendors working for it. The old, mal-
functioning canceller has probably been ex-
changed for a new, similar one in the first quarter
of 1851 or maybe they could repair it by then?
There must have been several smaller manufac-
tures in the village employing skilful techni-
cians...

The post office of Meczenzef has another speci-
ality though, making it famous among the collec-
tors, i.e. the ,,stair-type franking”. It is very diffi-
cult to find out who was the first in the Monarchy
to apply the cancellers over one another, but one
thing is certain — the postmaster of Meczenzef has
been practising this for the longest period of time.

The first such item stems from January 1861 in
the database and connects well to the previous
topic, as half of the date inlay can be seen on the
letter, but the other half is clearly missing.



Long-distance cover posted in Mecenzef in January 1851
with ,,stair-type” franking ,,January “ date inlay
(ex.Dirnberger)

As can be seen on this letter, in the beginning
the coverage of the lower stamp has not been sig-
nificant, but later the postmaster perfected the
method until the lower stamp was barely visible.
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Letter sent on 25 April 1868 with ,,stair-type” franking
(ex. Wittenberg)

The method is even more striking at multiple

frankings:

Long-distance cover sent on 4 October 1853
with ,,stair-type” franking (ex.Capellaro)

Registered cover in the 8th weight-class
with ,,stair-type” franking (ex.Jerger)



Seemingly this is not a unique case, the post-
master applied this method fairly consequently,
witness the below letter:

O

Letter sent on 25 August 1857 franked ,, stair-type”
with 9 pieces of 1 kr stamps

On closer inspection of the above letter we can
state that there still has been some problem with
the date inlay, as the number 8 representing the
month of August has been placed upside down
into the inlay. There is another letter from the
same day (and to the same city), and yet again
with ,,stair-type” franking:

Letter sent once again on 25 August 1857 franked ,, stair-
type” with 9 pieces of 1 kr stamps (A.B. collection)
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The practise of the ,,stair-type” franking contin-
ued after 1858 with the other Austrian issues as
well:

Cover with ,,stair-type” franking from Meczenzef
(Dr.U.F.coll.)

They used the method for several more years,
one of the last Mohicans stems from 1865:

Long-distance cover with ,, stair-type” franking
sent on 24 May 1865
As an interesting observation we can see that the
»stair-type” frankings consisting of 2 stamps are
cancelled once, those of 5 stamps are cancelled
twice and those with 9 stamps are cancelled
thrice. So the ,,stair-type” franking spared a lot of



work for the postmaster on one hand, and dimin-
ished the wearing of the canceller on the other

Let us ask the question then, whether the experi-
ence gathered in the early 1850’s regarding the
wearing down of the canceller could play a role in
the decision of the postmaster to apply the ,,stair-
type” franking practise well into the 1860°s?

Let us quote the famous song of Bob Dylan:
. The Answer Is Blowin‘ In The Wind*

Translated by Dr. Geza Homonnay
LS S I

The editor’s comments about the following ar-
ticle by Istvan Vas on the subject of newspaper
tax stamps. We received the manuscript of this
article with colour photographs of the illustrations
glued to the paper while the author was still alive.
The quality of the photos was less than ideal, so
we planned to re-scan the pictures with joint effort
in order to improve the resolution. Unfortunately,
this did not happen because of the author’s un-
timely death.

Since then, his collection has been scattered to
the four winds and the project could not be com-
pleted. 1 was fortunate to acquire the scanned
pages of the original collection due to the efforts
of Denes Czirok. From this, I was able to replace
the more important illustrations with more accept-
able, better quality images although it was not
possible to get each and every one.

The article does not mention this, but the CD
supplement with the scans of the Vas collection
includes the image of another copy of the Military
Border District newspaper tax stamp. In conjunc-
tion with this, I would like to direct the attention
of those interested in this topic to the article fea-

tured in the 2016/3 issue of OKMANYBELYEG
titled “The Known Copies of the 1 Krajczar Mili-
tary Border District Newspaper Tax Stamp.” This
article complements the author’s study. This is
also available on the internet. Vas’s example is
stamp number 4 that was sold at Profila auction in
2006. Since then, the general consensus evolved
based on the discrepancies in the image that the
stamp shown as number 5 in the article and sold at
a 2011 Darabanth auction is a fake! The stamp
shown below, photographed this year in the Brit-
ish Library’s Tapling Collection can replace it as a
genuine, unused specimen. In addition to the 9
known genuine examples, perhaps we may en-
counter 4 other hidden, lurking examples.1

Notably, an ink drawing of this issue was a part
of the 4" Mafitt Salon, and the monograph men-
tions the existence of several black prints. If any-
one has access to the latter, please send in a pic-
ture so that we may show it subsequently. >

'ln .I-' l ..J A ‘ L! g 4
The Tapling example
Translated by Csaba Kohalmi

! see: Monograph Ill. p. 749.
2 Monograph Ill. p. 74.



HUNGARY’S NEWSPAPER TAX STAMPS
(1868-1898)

The newspaper tax stamps from Hungary actually
belong with the fiscal revenue stamps. Still, the vast
majority of them were handled postally. The ones
cancelled by the customs offices are very few; there-
fore, the catalogues always list them amongst the
collectible Hungarian stamps.

The Monograph wrote in detail about the newspa-
per tax stamps. They are a part of the Handbook of
Hungarian Stamps as well as Gabor Visnyovszki’s
Stamp Book; and, naturally, in all of the catalogues.
Their most detailed analysis was prepared for the
Monograph by Dr. Ferenc Rend, who had access to
the material in the archives and was able to exhaust
all information in writing up the history of this issue.
Yet, he had little knowledge of what was locked
away in collections even though he expressed grati-
tude to 15 noted collectors for their contributions.
Knowing this, the gaps in the information provided is
still surprising, especially in the area of multiple
stamps. I will try to fill in the gaps using my per-
sonal collection and to make corrections to the in-
formation provided in the Monograph.

The stamps /1 krajcar/ were printed together in
four, 100-subject sheets. Edge bars along the top and
bottom were used to secure the paper from moving.
This resulted in a colour imprint that can be seen
above the top row of stamps and below the one in the
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bottom row, especially on multiples cut from the
sheet. Literature does not mention the fact that later
printings were made using 100-subject sheets on
which the imprint of the edge bars is missing. I am
showing multiples with edge bar imprints among
which is a world class rarity, a block of 40. Also, I
am showing a complete sheet of 100 without the edge
bar imprint. This is complemented by another rarity,
a used block of 40 (two such examples are known,
one is in the Stamp Museum, the other is shown here)
which is also missing the edge bar imprint. The can-
cellation is from 1887 which indicates that prepara-
tions were in progress for the 1888 issue at that time
/that issue was printed only in 100-subject sheets/.

This discussion leads us to the subject of multiples.
A quote from the Monograph: “A large quantity from
the first issue of the Hungarian newspaper tax stamps
did not survive unused; buy, despite this, large multi-
ples exist. For example, a full sheet is known to exist
of the copper-red 2 krajcar stamp. Also, an unused
block of 198 stamps exists for the 1 krajcar value.
The next largest known multiple of the 2 krajcar
stamp is a block of 6. We are not aware of the exis-
tence of unused pairs, strips or small blocks.” My
comment is that both of the mentioned objects are
property of the Stamp Museum.



The 1 krajcar value
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In the following, I will deal with the question as to .

why Dr. Ferenc Rend did not mention that his obser- }

vation applied to the 1 krajcar value, also. I am illus-

trating the block of 1 krajcar stamps that I wrote l

about earlier.
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Figure 3

Figu}e ] In order to supplement the gaps in the Monograph,
I am showing several larger multiples’ The Hand-
book of Hungarian stamps that was published much
S later, provides valuations of multiples of the 1 krajcar

stamp for up to and including blocks of 4.
ololololelololslole S
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Figure 2

A rare example of this issue is the block of 40 with
the imprints of the edge bar.

Figure 4

3 Three additional blocks of 4 can be found on the CD-ROM
appendix

9



Figure 5

The block of 20 shown below can be seen in the
Stamp Museum.

Figure 6

10

Next, I am showing a selection of various 1 krajcar
stamps: colours, cancellations, and interesting varieties
~ : =

Figure 7: colours

Figure 8: cancellations

Customs office cancellations that have not been

publicized in literature:

| —
Figure 10: M.KIR. POSTAHIVATAL

Figure 11: M.K. HIRLAPKEZELO P

HOMONNA

OSTAHIVATAL POZSONY (R)



The date 1881 (on the stamp the correct representa-
tion should have been 81) is indicated with an in-
verted 18.

Figure 12: misdating paper fold and sheet colour transfer
Pairs of used stamps can be found fairly regularly;
however, larger used multiples are scarce. The larg-
est know used multiple is the vertical block of 20
shown earlier, although blocks of 4, 6, and 8 are
known.

Figure 13

The blocks o
originated from the same sheet that was the source of
vertical block of 20 /based on the cancellations/.

The 2 krajcar value

Its colours provide quite diversity. In addition to
the several shades of brown, reddish-brown shades
exist. The scarcest is the brownish-red /copper-red/
colour.

Figure 14-16: ™ =
chocolate-brown

brown

ST ==

Figure 17-19: reddish-brown

Reddish-brown with phantom printing in the area
of the numeral of value:

Figure 20

Figure 21: brownish-red (copper red)

It was mentioned earlier that a complete sheet of
100 of the 2 krajcar brownish-red /copper red/ value
is in the Stamp Museum. This sheet shows the im-
print on the edge bar along the top and the bottom, so
it was most likely printed as a single sheet of 100.

The edge bars were changed several times, and I
can show three different versions (something that was
also mentioned in the Monograph).

11



Figure 22

Multiples were also mentioned before. The ones
shown here represent every variety of colour,
amongst them such scarce examples as the block of
10 and 50 in brown shade, two scarcer reddish-brown
block of 4 /in a slightly different shade/, as well as a
block of 9 in brownish-red /copper red/ colour.

- — E——

Figure 23a: units in brown
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Figures 23f-25: units in brown

Figure 26:
reddish-
brown




Figure 27: brownish-red

The frankings of the 1868 issue are scarce, espe-
cially the so-called pseudo-mixed frankings. These
came into existence on items mailed from another
country with that country’s stamps. The mail was
then affixed with the appropriate newspaper tax
stamps upon arrival in Hungary.

The first item shown was mailed from Belgrade us-
ing an office of the Austrian Post; hence, it was
franked with an Austrian stamp. The newspaper tax
stamp was applied in our country (SEMLIN).

Figure 28

The next newspaper was posted in Jerusalem that
was under Turkish administration then. First, a Turk-

ish revenue stamp was affixed to it which was then
pre-cancelled /using a printed text/. Upon arrival in
Hungary, it received a brownish-red /copper red/
stamp.

Fzgures 29- 30

In conclusion, it’s showing a unique rarity. Phila-
telic literature unvaryingly declares that a pair of 2
krajcar values properly used in not known.

Figures 31-32

13



The posting is truly unique, namely the newspapers
sent from Belgrade (originally there were two copies)
were taxed by applying a pair of 2 krajcar stamps.
The fact that there had to have been two papers origi-
nally is supported by the Serbian stamp used to pay
the inland postage. Therefore, the fact that a used
pair of 2 krajcar stamps is not known needs to be
modified.

The 1888 issue

For a long time, the 1888 issue was listed with the
issue date of 1889. Gabor Voloncs clarified the mis-
take and correctly identified the date as 1888. The
earliest known cancellation is May 26, 1888.

Figure 34
Reprints of the issue on cardboard paper *
[ -

Figure 35
Initially, many collectors assumed that the 1888
date was a mistake in setting the year in the canceller.
The attached illustration of a newspaper should settle
the issue since the publication date was October 20,

* The author originally wrote ‘trial printing.” Unfortunately,
this could not be cleared up because he passed away. The editor.
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1888 and the arrival (delivery) date was October 22,
1888.
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Figure

This issue was printed on watermarked paper /kr/
but the letter ‘k’ in the design was different. Note
that the watermark already came into use with the
1881 series.

Next, I’'m going to give some examples of colour
shades, cancellation and other peculiarities for this
issue.

Figure 39d: light blue



Figures 42-48: colour transfer to the reverse side

Figures 49-51: colour transfer (continued)

Quote from the monograph: “Used multiples of this
issue can be considered fairly scarce. We are now
aware of multiples larger than pair of the 1 krajcar
value.” This last statement is erroneous since the
Handbook of Hungarian Stamps provided valuations
for strips of three and four. I’'m illustrating a few
larger multiples.

15



52-53.abra

The above cancellations are especially scarce. I'm 55-56.abra
not deciphering the first one since it’s legible. The Finally, the scarcest example of this issue is a used
second one is BUDAPEST KIALLITAS 1.SZ. block of 30 (with MAKO cancellation). It is the

Note: four of the following multiples illustrated are ~ 1argest known used multiple of the Hungarian news-
cancelled NAGYVARAD. It is possible that these ~ Paper tax stamps.
were squirreled away with one collector and their
existence was not known.

Figure 54 Figure 57

16



There are two prominent colour shades of the 2 kra-
jcar stamp: one is a lighter while the other is a darker,
slightly blackish, brown shade. Based on the cancel-
lations found on used copies, the lighter shades are
from earlier printings while the darker ones were
produced later.

Figure 58

A quote from the Monograph: “...we are aware of
only a few blocks of 4 from the 2 krajcar value al-
ways cancelled with a travelling post office device.”
What constitutes a ‘few’ is totally uncertain. One is
in the Stamp Museum making the total of 7 pieces.
There also exists a block of 6 with an attest written
by Ferenc Orban in 1993. He stipulated that this was
a unique example, the largest known multiple. Since
then, we discovered six different blocks of 6; more-
over, two blocks of 12 have turned up. Presently,
these constitute the largest known multiples of the
used 2 krajcar stamp. The Handbook of Hungarian
Stamps places a value on strips of 3 only.

Figure 59

Figures 60-63a-b

)
R
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Figure 64

Figure 65

i

Pseudo mixed franking: A wrapper from Argentina
with a printed 4 centavo stamp visibly marked for
Austria but in the address the word ‘Ungarn’ appears
at the bottom. Evidently that is why only a 1 krajcar
stamp is affixed in lieu of the proper 2 krajcar fee.

Figure 66

The 1898 issue

The image of the stamp remained unchanged but
the watermark became the large crown (II). This
issue does not require any additional comments or
corrections. I am showing unused multiples showing
the same flaws confirming that the printing plate
remained unchanged.

Figures 67b-c



Figure 67d

In conclusion, I am attaching two frankings. One is
a philatelic letter addressed to Lajos Richter, a well-
known collector from that era, who most likely
mailed the letter to himself franked with three 1 kra-
jcar stamps whose period of validity had already

expired. The correct franking would have been
5 filler. The 3 newspaper tax revenue stamps would
have been converted to 6 filler. Therefore, the letter
was over-franked, but the vertical strip of 3 is scarce
for this issue.

4
Tekintiti
Richter Lajos urnak
1
Budapest,
fliponta Sk bacid 112, j
Figure 68

The last item is a pseudo-mixed franking. The
wrapper from France has a French stamp affixed
along with a very nice corner copy of a pair of news-
paper tax stamps. The reason why a pair was used is
because in 1898, the 2 krajcar value was not issued,
so only 1 krajcar stamps could be utilized.

Figure 69
Translated by Csaba Kohalmi

19



A SUPPLEMENT TO THE ARTICLE ABOUT THE PENGO-
FILLER ISSUE

20

GYORGY TOTH, BEKESCSABA

Mervyn Benford wrote two articles published in
previous issues of Philatelica containing substan-
tial information about the Pengo-filler issue.
Based on postal history documents that I possess,
I agree that this period contains significant postal
history material that has yet to be discovered.
I would like to contribute supplemental informa-
tion and documents for this purpose.

In my opinion, the translation of the article into
Hungarian utilized a few expressions that seemed
to have caused conceptual confusion. Because of
the confusing translation I would describe the val-
ues of this set higher than 25 filler as depicting the
Castle of Buda. I would attribute the source of the
counterfeited stamps from the set to the tobacco
store of Dorottya Street since it sold the fake 8 and
16 filler stamps. The Commerce Bank of Pest was
not the only institution that used these fakes.

Thonat Nleuwsdees

BLYEAULY MALYAR HASITOTY FABUTOROTARAR
WIAEVERTYT ARSAS AL
WUBAPIRT, V. DOROTTIA DCOA 3,

wer 0, §'

Figure la. A counterfeit 8 filler stamp that is
not on a letter associated with the PMKB.

I would not consider the postal stationery asso-
ciated with this issue as being scarce. I have mul-
tiple examples of the local rate 4 filler and the
distance rate 8 filler stationery in my collection.
In 1930, the Post Office supplemented the 4 and
8 filler postal cards stored in the warehouse with a
2 filler machine imprint in order to revalue them
according to the new postal tariffs. These cards
are scarcer than the original 4 and 8 filler values.

First, I’'m illustrating a letter sent to the Canal
Zone on which a pair of 20/25 filler overprinted
were used.

Figure 1b

Currency and tariffs

It is incorrect to state that only the foreign regis-
try and the domestic express rates changed on
January 1, 1927.



In addition to these, the domestic registry
changed as shown on the subsequent local, 1st

weight increment letter...
D" TOPLAK €8 XQRAS
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Figure 2
... as well as a 2nd weight increment registered
local letter with 12 filler registry fee ...

Tauintning
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Figure 3
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... furthermore, a 3rd weight increment letter
from 1927 with mixed franking paying the 15
filler registry fee.
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The PRT directed that in converting the Korona
currency into filler, the postal tariffs needed to be
specified in Korona currency through December
31, 1926. As of January 1, 1927, the tariffs were
specified in Pengo-filler currency.

Special discounted rates applied to the countries
listed as well as to Czechoslovakia, Romania, and
Italy.

The printed matter fee to the treaty-rate coun-
tries was 4 filler. The basic fee for other countries
was raised by 2 filler for each 20 gram weight
increment.

Mixed frankings

I would consider as mixed frankings only first
Pengo-filler stamps used with Korona issues.
This period that lasted one year is full of countless
scarce examples.

I am illustrating three interesting specimens
from this period.
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Figure 5 shows an early airmail letter sent the
USA franked with Madonna, Icarus, Harvesters
and Pengo-filler stamps. The next one is an air-
mail postcard showing mixed franking.

Figure 6
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9™ weight class registered letter to Switzerland
with mixed franking:

Figure 7

Regarding the parcel post letter of transit
franked with 10 Pengo 20 filler shown on page 18
of the 16/1 issue of Philatelica, I would like to
note that the imprinted documentary indicium is
100 Korona and is not denominated in Pengos.
100 Pengo would have been a large sum in 1927.
As the popular song at the time noted, a person
with a fixed salary of 200 Pengos could lead a
carefree, easy life.

The single use of a 50 filler stamp depicting the
Castle of Buda was the same as after November
15, 1930 paying for the local express letter rate. I
am attaching one such local letter.
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Figure é

It is incorrect to state that the domestic airmail

surcharge was 2 filler. This applied to mailing

newspapers only. The airmail surcharge for let-
ters was 4 filler per 20 gram increment.

Everyday letters mailed along the Pecs-
Kaposvar-Budapest airmail route are the ones
most commonly encountered from this period.
The everyday letters mailed along the Nyiregy-
haza airmail route are orders of magnitude
scarcer. Mailings sent on the first flight can be
found, but anything later is especially scarce.
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Figure 9

I am attaching three additional illustrations.
Two of the letters used 8 filler stamps that made
them mixed Korona-Pengo frankings (Figures 10-
11)
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Figure 11

The final illustration is a festive envelope on
which can be found the following stamps from the
1926 set: the 1, 4, and 16 filler in both colours as
well as the 8 and 40 filler values from the 1928
set, all cancelled on December 13 1928.
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Figure 12

Figure 13. 2nd weight increment registered letter,
8 stamps 8 colour mixed franking.

One of the rarest and less known mixed frank-
ing:

Figure 14. Local express letter on Budapest
20 filler mixed franking in 1926.
Based on the results of auctions in recent years
and stamp bourses abroad, I can ascertain that
collecting examples from this period has become
more and more fashionable. Scarcer mailings are
hard to find and are more expensive to buy.

Naturally, these cannot compete in value with
the scarce examples from the classical period.
Still, this area has shown significant escalation of
prices from the past into the current 100 to 1000
euro range.

Translated by Csaba Kohalmi



STAMP BOOKLETS ISSUED FOR THE 75™ ANNIVERSARY
OF THE UNIVERSAL POSTAL UNION (UPU)

CSABA L. KOHALMI, INDIANAPOLIS

The Monograph contains a detailed description of
the three-value stamp set issued for the 75" anniver-
sary of the Universal Postal Union. The stamps were
placed on sale in various formats: fully perforated,
imperforate, and imperforate on one or three sides. In
addition, six types of booklets with different contents
appeared. The Monograph and the Handbook men-
tion the existence of only two types of stamp book-
lets. The Catalogue does mention a third type, the
so-called special booklet. Emmerich Vamos’s article
that was published in 2004 accounts for four types of
booklets with different contents. The latest data re-
veals the existence of two booklets with new contents
in the hands of collectors. Therefore, the number of
different varieties is increased to six.

The stamps were printed in sheets of 100. Over the
years, the reported quantities printed have decreased,
possibly because surplus stamps in storage were de-
stroyed. The number of complete sheets from various
reference is as follows:

perforated imperforate  special
Monograph 2,225 814 1,706
Handbook 1,308 598 946
Catalogue 1,607 598 1,051

(The Monograph was published in 1967, the Hand-
book in 1986, and the Catalogue in my possession in
2003.)

The subject of the perforated and imperforate
stamps (Figure 1.) does not require special analysis.
Stamps cut from imperforate sheets could be used for
postage even though the authorization for the issue
did not stipulate this directly according to the Mono-
graph. I would like to mention an interesting fact that
these stamps in imperforate condition were the first
stamps valid for postage since the imperforate news-
paper stamp issues of 1871-1922. (The imperforate
versions of the 1939 Protestant and the 1949 Pushkin
souvenir sheets serve as exceptions.)
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Figure 1. 1Ft perforated & imperforate UPU stamps.
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The description of the specially perforated sheets of
100 stamps can be found on page 321 of the Mono-
graph. The stamps imperforate on one or three sides
shown in Figure 2 were put into circulation from
these sheets..
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Figure 2. Imperforate on one or three sides

In Figure 3 I’m illustrating a block of 10 that con-
stituted part of the top two rows of these sheets.

Figure 3. 10 x 1Ft stamps from the left corner of the top two rows
of the specially perforated sheets.

The stamp booklets were assembled from these
sheets. In chronological order, the first booklets to be
sold for 23 forints (21.60Ft face value stamps plus
1.60Ft handling fee) contained blocks of 6 stamps
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imperforate on two sides. This is the ‘A’ variety.
The blocks of 6 were removed from the bottom 3
rows of the sheets, probably cut apart with scissors,
and fastened between the front and back covers with
two metal staples. Five such blocks could be ex-
tracted from every sheet in order to assemble the
booklets. In Figure 4, one such position is marked
with the letter ‘A’.

R e R e e e T
- -
. - -
-

-
Sessssannn B R e e e T )

. -
e R e
- -

e
.

. .
e e e ) S T
.
* . .
. . i . .
*tevesesncalornannenses|essassassscfosarsrnseneioraratoncae
. .

. . -
B e R T TR
. -

- .
R L L L
- .

.

R e TR
.

.

s ¥ -
R e T R PP P PP eres
. .

Figure 4. A schematic of the specially perforated sheets. The
continuous lines indicate imperforate rows or columns.

The ‘B’ variety booklets containing blocks of 6 im-
perforate in the middle were marketed only after the
stamps were withdrawn from postal use. In Figure 4
one such position is marked with the letter ‘B’. This
variety is more sought after than the first edition.
Mathematically this is correct since only 4 such
blocks could be used from the bottom three rows of
the specially perforated sheets in order to assemble
the booklets. Due to the lack of actual data, I can
only hypothesize about the quantities of the type A
and type B booklets.

If we assume that in the years 1949-1950 1,706

special sheets were available to manufacture booklets
(this is the quantity published in the Monograph),



then the maximum quantity of the A variety could be
8,530 booklets. But, because the B variety was also
made from these sheets, then this number is not ac-
ceptable. According to the catalogue, 1,051 sheets
were printed. These could support the production of
5,255 booklets. Therefore, the possible number of
booklets lies between 5,255 and 8,530.

The numbers above do not correspond to reality be-
cause these sheets were also the source for the B
variety booklets. The catalogue value of the B vari-
ety is twice that of the A, so we can assume that
twice as many a booklets were issued as the B. The
quantities then change to between 3,500 and 5,650
for the type A booklet and between 1,750 and 2,840
for the type B. (I did not take into consideration the
946 sheets indicated in the Handbook. This data
would further reduce the quantities of the booklets.)

The average number of the A variety booklets is
approximately 4,500 ([5650 + 3500] / 2 = 4575).
Similarly, the average number of the B variety is
2,250 ([2,840 + 1750] / 2 = 2295). These numbers
are valid only if every printed sheet was used to make
booklets. My visualization is that the A booklets
continued to be produced as long as there was a de-
mand for them. The stamps with special perforations
show in Figure 2, the pairs in Figures 7, 8, and 9, as
well as the blocks in Figure 3 were also derived from
these sheets. A part of the remainders were scrapped
or destroyed. Hence, the official numbers of the
stamps printed continued to change. Before the con-
clusion of my article, I will point out the fact that not
all of the printed sheets were utilized to make the
types A and B booklets.

I believe that the realistic number of the A variety
stamp booklets is about 3,500. The production of
these would have used up 700 sheets of stamps. The
remaining 500 sheets were utilized to fabricate about
2,000 type B variety booklets.
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Figure 5. The fronts cover of the type A and B booklets.

The top two rows of the special sheets were mar-
keted in part as shown by the block of 10 illustrated
in Figure 3 and the various format stamp pairs.
Theoretically, approximately 5-8,000 pairs of stamps
imperforate on three sides (Figure 7) could be lifted
out from the special sheets, but this number is not
likely because larger multiples exist; and the sheets
were also utilized in 1950 to make the C and D vari-
ety booklets. From the remaining four rows of
stamps (rows 3-6 of the sheets) a maximum of 34,000
pairs of stamps imperforate on two sides (Figures 8
and 9) or 27,000 pairs imperforate in the middle
(Figure 10) could be made available for marketing
purposes.
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Figure 6. Left: block of 6 stamp imperforate on two sides from
the A variety booklet. Right: block of 6 imperforate in the middle
from the B variety booklet.
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Figure 7. Pair of stamps perforated on one side only from the
top row of the special sheet.

“MAGYARPOSTA

“MAGYARPOSTA

Figure 8. Pair of stamps imperforate on two sides.
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Figure 9. Block of 4 imperforate on two sides.

R A A A L A A A A A L A A A A A A A

AAAASS ASA SRS AL

Figure 10. Pair of stamps imperforate in the middle.

The 3Ft UPU stamp was issued in 1950 in sheets of
4 both perforated (14,000 sheets) and imperforate
(10,000 sheets). Possibly because of the marketing
success of the sheet (almost every sheet and stamp
removed from the sheet saw philatelic use), the post
office was inspired to create new booklets. The
cover of the booklets was imprinted with the year
1950 (Figures 11 and 12). These booklets contained
stamps from the top three rows of the available, intact
special sheets. The stamps in the block of 6 labelled
as the ‘C’ variety (Figure 13) are imperforate on the
right and left sides. I marked their location is marked
with a ‘C’ in Figure 4. The ‘D’ variety (Figure 14)
contains stamps that are perforated on the two sides,



but every pair of stamps is imperforate in the middle
(see the letter ‘D’ in Figure 4). The question resem-
bling the Gordian knot is: how many of these book-
lets were prepared? It is conceivable that only a small
quantity of intact sheets or partial ones remained
available in 1950. In my opinion, fewer than 500
pairs of such booklets exist with the C and D versions
in roughly equal quantity.

1950. — 7075/0501.

Figure 11. The year and numbers from the cover of the 1950
booklets. I don’t have any information about the significance of
the numbers.

i}( HONGRIE

MAGYARORSZAG

P raamonsie,

Figure 12. The front cover of the type C and D booklets.

NEACY AT OSTA

MAGY AT POSTA

Figure 13. Block of 6 stamps imperforate
on two sides from the C variety booklet.

Figure 14. Block of 6 stamps imperforate
in the middle from the D variety booklet.



the panes were fastened inside the cover with a single
staple in the middle. All of the other booklet types
A-B-C-D are fastened with two staples.

HONGRIE
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MAGYARORSZAG

yote a0
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Figure 15. The front cover of the type E and F booklets.

Towards the end of last year, two hitherto unknown
varieties that I am calling E and F surfaced. A mem-
ber of the Society for Hungarian Philately, who lives
in Russia, showed them to me. He acquired them
from a seller called NYStamps through an auction on
eBay. The cover of the two booklets is the same as
that of the C and D varieties (Figure 15) but the
contents are the same as the A and B variety panes of
6 (Figure 16). Another interesting difference is that
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Figure 17. Left: F variety pane imperforate in the middle.
Right: E variety pane imperforate on the two sides.

While it’s only a guess, I think that the supply of
blocks from the top rows of the special sheets ran out,
and these booklets were assembled using blocks from
the bottom three rows since there was a surplus of
front and back covers. How many such booklets
were made? The quantity is probably very small.

I am returning to the analysis of the number of
stamp pair perforated only on one side. If I look at
the number of sheets reported, then the larger number
possible is about 8,500 of such pairs of stamps (5
pairs from each of 1,706 sheets). Looking at the



smaller number of 1,051 sheets, then only about
5,200 such pairs existed. By the middle of 1950, it is
conceivable that 50-60 percent of this quantity was
sold. Therefore, only 500-800 booklets could have
been assembled using the remaining sheets or partial
sheets.

There is another interesting facet regarding the
1950 UPU stamp. The May 1976 issue of the Filate-
liai Szemle published a short announcement about
this. The magazine showed the image of a stamp on
which the date ‘1949’ was replaced with ‘1950.
Emmerich Vamos acquired a copy of such a stamp
that he sold on eBay to a member of the Society for
Hungarian Philately living in the United States. I
inquired from Emmerich as to the origins of this
stamp. The only information that he was willing to
divulge was that it was made at the request of ‘Com-
rade K’ and only 5-6 copies existed. (Comrade ‘K’
was Istvan Kossa. who was the president of MA-
BEOSZ for a short time.) The colour of the stamp is
radically different that the normal 1950 issue (Figure

WS POUSTAE
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17. abra.  3Ft-os UPU belyeg 1874-1949 es 1874-1950
evszammal.

L. Halasz was an active stamp dealer in the 1940s.
A lot of the first day covers he mailed abroad still
exist; many of them were addressed to stamp dealers
in the United States. Prior to the establishment of
Philatelia Hungarica, such private enterprise was not
illegal. It is interesting to study his letter offering

UPU stamps for sale (Figure 18). He was offering
large quantities of perforated, imperforate, and book-
let versions of the UPU stamps to a well-known
stamp dealer in the USA. (Back in those days, New
York’s Nassau Street was the epicentre of the stamp
trade in America.)
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Figure 18. Halasz’s letter offering UPU stamps to the General
Stamp Company from 1949.

The face value of 500 sets of perforated/imperforate
sets was 1,800Ft, for which he was asking $115-140,
postage included. For 50 stamp booklets (these were
most likely the A variety) that had a face value of
1,150Ft, he asked $75. The wares totalling about
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4,800Ft (the face value of the stamps plus his actual
postage cost estimated at 50Ft), would have netted
him $330, which meant that he calculated the conver-
sion of 14,55Ft per US dollar.

On August 1, 1946 at the introduction of the forint
currency, the conversion rate for the dollar was
11.74Ft. 1 could not find any historical data indicat-
ing any changes to this rate at the end of 1949.
(Later, when the 5 Year Plan was introduced and the
economy was nationalized, the forint was no longer
convertible. Its rate of exchange varied whether the
foreign trade was enacted with capitalist or socialist
countries.)

Returning to Mr. Halasz’s letter, I concluded that he
sought a profit of 3 forints per one dollar conversion.
I don’t know if he succeeded in this business.
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Figure 19. First day of issue cover with perforated and imperfo-
rate stamps. The addressee Earl F. Blinn was a stamp dealer
and a long-time member of the Society for Hungarian Philately.

In conclusion, I would like to show three philatelic
inspired, postally used covers franked with the 1949
UPU stamps (Figures 19-21).
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Figure 20. First day cover using stamps imperforate
on the right side.
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Figure 21. Pair of stamps perforated only on one side
from the top row of the special sheets used on cover.

Literature references:

Handbook = A magyar belyegek kezikonyve, pages
323/331

Monograph = A magyar belyegek monografiaja, Volume
V, pages 319-323/383-385

Catalog = Magyar posta- es illetekbelyeg katalogus.
2003 edition, pages 80/83

Emmerich Vamos, The 1949 UPU Booklets, The News
of Hungarian Philately, Vol. 35, No. 1, October-December
2004



INTRODUCTION TO HUNGARY'S PROMOTIONAL
FDCs WITH IMPERFORATE STAMPS

ROBERT B. MORGAN, LOS ANGELES

After 15 years of collecting Hungary’s imperfo-
rate stamps, by chance in 1985, I ventured into
collecting 1945-1946 hyperinflation mail and with
that move I was introduced to postal history. I did
not know it at the time, but as it turns out, from
that point on it became my lifetime collect-
ing/exhibiting journey. A couple of years later, I
remembered having a FDC (First Day Cover) with
imperforate stamps and experienced the ‘aha’
moment. This is where the combination of postal
history and imperforate stamps intersect. It fuses
the scarcity of imperforate stamps with the even
more scarce mailed FDCs with imperforate
stamps. I knew in that instant that I will like col-
lecting those covers and it became my second
collecting interest. I have started on yet another
pioneering collecting field that has given me chal-
lenges and great satisfaction. I have learned to be
patient and perseverant. As my collection grew so
did my knowledge and since then I have enjoyed
every minute of hunting for these elusive covers.

I’d like to share with you what I’ve learned up
to now. This work by far is not complete; it is
wide open for future research.

As we know, prior to 1958, there were a limited
number of Hungarian stamps that were issued
imperforate for postal purposes. These include the

1939 Protestant Day souvenir sheet, the 1941 ‘Aid
to Artists’ (Muveszetert) souvenir sheet, the 1949
Pushkin souvenir sheet, the 1949 stamp sets mark-
ing the 75™ Anniversary of the Postal Union, the
Centenary of the Chain Bridge and Stalin’s 70"
Birthday, as well as the 1950 souvenir sheet
commemorating the death of General Bem. From
1958, all of Hungary’s imperforate (‘imp’, ‘im-
perf” or ‘imperforate’) stamps were valid for
postal use (postal regulation 180.633/8.B.) yet
because of the very limited quantities issued and
for much higher selling costs (4-10x higher than
perforated stamps), they were rarely used on con-
temporary commercial or private mail. Although
imperforate stamps exist for practically all issues
of Hungary, FDCs with FD (First Day) markings
could exist only for 44 years: from March 5, 1947,
until December 6, 1991.A few of the imperforate
stamp sets were used on Promotional FDCs by
the Hungarian Post to promote Hungarian stamps
in foreign countries. In 1980, it was allowed for
individual stamp collectors to order mailed FDCs
with imperforate stamps on a prepaid subscription
basis. I believe those covers are very scarce and
they are an integral part of my collection.

There were some earlier (pre-1947) imperforate
issues posted with commemorative FD cancella-
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tions, those we could consider ‘forerunners’ to the
officially designated FD markings. My earliest
“forerunner’ FDC with an imperforate stamp is the
“Aid to Artists” (Muveszetert) issued only as im-
perforate souvenir sheet on January 5, 1941. In
contrast, the stamp set with the same design but in
different colours was issued earlier, on December
31, 1940, in perforated and imperforate varieties
but FDCs known only with perforated variety.
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Forerunner FDC. Scott B130. January 5. 1941. Special green
First Day commemorative cancellation. The souvenir sheet
was valid for postage only as an undivided whole sheet.

While the promotional FDCs with perforated
stamps were widely distributed, the ones with
imperforate stamps were sent only to select ‘tar-
get” people/companies to promote Hungarian
stamp sales for the Post. The same cacheted en-
velops were used for perforated and imperforate
mailings.
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Rhomboid Type First Day marking. November 1, 1949. Scott
859-60, C63. Note on the Registry label the blacked out ‘Kir ’
(Royal) word
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Rhomboid Type First Day marking December 10, 1950. Scott
C80.

There is so much yet to find out — for example
when did the mailings of promotional FDCs with
imperforate stamps begin? My earliest such cover
is November 1, 1949, commemorating the Uni-
versal Postal Union’s 75" anniversary.
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Rhomboid Type First Day marking. December 21, 1949.
Mail sent by Dr. Szoke Andras to Bela Bauer, father of present SHP President Alan Bauer

Rhomboid Type First Day marking. November 4, 1951. Scott

974-78.

Fennre. &, Sutian
Auhiinie Greve,

ST ANMOREER, Ndis,
O, 8 s tminmy

Rhomboid Type First Day marking.August 12, 1956. Scot?

158b. Imperf in-between variety

Rhomboid (with post horn) Type First Day marking.
February 22, 1958. Scott 1181.

I find it unexplainable that the directive making
imperf stamps valid for mailing was proclaimed in
1958, yet I have mailed imperf FDCs dating back
to November 1, 1949, (U.P.U.); November 20,
1949, (Chain Bridge); December 21, 1949, (Sta-
lin).” Some of these, according to the affixed Reg-
istry labels, were mailed by the Magyar Posta
Ertekcikkraktara to an address in the USA and one
to Switzerland.

® Reviser note: these sets were issued perforated and imper-
forated and both were valid for postal purposes.
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The Evolution of the Rhomboid and Circle
FD Markings.

The many major and minor variations for both
types (rhomboid and circle) were scholarly written
up by Sandor Vargha®. The collected data in two
volume books end in July 1983, but the practice of
using FD markings continued for another eight
years to December, 1991.

“' < /-“ ""‘
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March 5. 1947 — August 14, 1949
August 20, 1949 — October 7,1956
January 31, 1957 — September 16, 1966

The rhomboid type FD marking began on March
5, 1947, is not dated — includes no postmark. The
marking was placed separately on the covers and
has never been used for cancellation.

First Day of Circle Type marking. /gg._frg(‘,;
October 17, 1966. Part of Scott C262-74. ':'::c/.- il‘fﬁll) )
el 8 xal i

6  Vargha Sandor: “Katalogus az Elsonapi belyegzok lenyomatairol
/1947 111.5-tol — 1983.X.7-ig/» Chapter I. and II.
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This type was used on all FDCs until December
29, 1966, (except June 8, 1947, the Esperanto
mark). During the first years of the promotional
FDC mailings with imperforate stamps were spo-
radic.

The rhomboid type changed to circle type FD
marking on October 17, 1966. The circle type
included a postmark and a separate placement was
in order, but rarely was used for cancellation. All
the following FDCs were processed with the cir-
cle type markings until December 6, 1991, when
the Post discontinued the imperforate stamp pro-
gram and put an end to our collection.

Circle Type FD marking on the Last Day for any FD mark-
ings. December 6, 1991. Scott 3330.

This study’s focus solely on actually mailed
FDCs with imperforate stamps. This is not the
modern unaddressed FDC collection where every
cover is expected to be pristine. In deference, these
covers saw postal duty and passed through the mail
system bearing the auxiliary postal markings as



well as the scuffing endured while in transit. These
covers have every aspect of postal history.

FDCs with imperforate stamps were used to
promote Hungarian stamp sales abroad that ‘tar-
geted” stamp dealers, writers of stamp columns,
catalogue publishers and only rarely were sent to
influential VIPs around the world. As an observa-
tion, most ‘targets’ received promotional FDCs
with perforated stamps. Only a few larger stamp
dealers received FDCs franked with imperforate
stamps. A few very large dealers received both the
perforated and imperforate mailings. Mailings to
each address were continued for a limited time
period with varied time lengths. I have no knowl-
edge of any record of who(m) were in charge to
select the ‘target’ names and do not know if any
record was kept of the quantities mailed of each
imperforate issue.

The promotional FDCs with imperforate
stamp mailings were posted by:

(I have samples and dates: )

1. A Posta Ertekcikkraktara es Belyegirodaja /
Budapest 62. (1949.11.20)

2. Philatelia Hungarica (1951.09.04.)

3. Magyar Filatelia/Budapest,VI.,November-ter 3
(1958.08.30.)

4. Philatelia Hungarica, (1958.10.26)

5. Philatelia Hungarica, P.O.B. 20, Budapest 5,
Hungary. (1958.12.31, to 1964)

6. Magyar
Titkarsag / Budapest 35,
(1965.08.20)

7. Magyar Belyeggyljtok Orszagos Szovetsege
/Titkarsag /Budapest 53. Postafiok 164

Belyeggylijtok  Orszagos Szov./
Postafiok 164.

(1959.09.20; 1965.) MABEOSZ/ Bp.5.Pf.184.
(1967.03.21; 10.31; 11.21)

8. Posta Ertekcikkhivatal/Budapest XIII, Vaci 1t
17, (to VIPs 1970.03.7; 1974)

9. Magyar Belyeggylijtok/ Orszagos Szovetsege
/ Postacim:1387 Bp.Pf4:/laszam:OTP  VIL.ker.
509-95 (1979.11.20) Philatelia Hungarica/
P.O.B. 600/Budapest 5/Hungary. (1947.07 07,
to 1980)

10.Philatelia ~ Hungarica,/P.0.B.600/Budapest,5,
Hungary (1947.07.07, to 1980)

11.Philatelia =~ Hungarica, Public  Relations,
P.0.B.600,Budapest,5, Hungary (1988.04.20)

12.Philatelia Hungarica/H-1373. Budapest /
P.0.B.600. (1968 to 1989)

13.FDC/Magyar Belyeggylijtok/ Orszagos
Szovetsege/Budapest, Pf.4./1387 (1981-1991)

14.FDC/Magyar Belyeggytijtok/
Szovetsege/Budapest
(1991.12.06)

Philatelia Hungarica = was/is the stamp mar-
keting arm of the Hungarian Post.

MABEOSZ (Magyar Belyeggytijtok Orszagos
Szovetsege) = the contract arrangement for this
service between the Hungarian Post and
MABEOSZ were time-to-time extended from 1 to
5 years. For the responsibility and processing
work MABEOSZ received a 6%  dis-
count/commission. The same 6% discount was
given to tobacco shops for handling/selling postal
stamps, postal cards, etc.

Orszagos
62.P£.4./1387

Enclosures

The promotional enclosures/inserts included in
FDCs evolved over time. In the beginning, the
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postal service’s announcement of the new issue
with the description and ordering costs were in-
cluded. Later, the mailed FDCs had inserts with
the description and a black and white (reduced)
photo of the new issue. As stiffening filler, many
times only a card with a greeting message or a
cut-to-size from a playing card sheet was used.
And even later, the description of the new issue
with a de-validated example was included. Most
of the time, these enclosures were removed from
the covers by the recipients. I believe the timeline
story of these inserts during the 44 years of FDCs
existence could be another fascinating subject to
document.
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Promotional FDCs with imperforate stamps
known to exist in the following categories:

a) The ‘forerunners’ period with First Day-
dated commemorative cancellations,

b) Actually mailed ‘promotional’ FDCs with FD
and postal markings,

¢) Actually mailed pre-ordered FDCs with FD
and postal markings,

d) Privately mailed FDCs with FD and postal
markings,

e) CTOs (Canceled To Order) with FD mark-
ings but not mailed,

f) CTOs with FD marking, privately addressed,
not mailed or mailed with later day cancella-
tion,

g) Perforated-stamp FDCs when payment for
the residual mailing cost (placed on the re-
verse side) with earlier issued imperforate
stamp(s).

I have to assume that all imperforate issues after
1958 with FD markings exist as mailed/posted
promotional FDCs, however in 35+ years of col-
lecting them, there are still many that I don’t have
or have never seen a sample yet.

From my collecting experience, I have observed
that with each issue, the actually posted promotion-
al FDCs with imperforate stamps were mailed only
to a very small number (5-30) of ‘targets’. To my
knowledge there is no record of how many such
promotional mailings were sent out of each issue
and to how many ‘targets’. As far as the not-mailed
CTO FDCs (ordered by dealers for resale) are con-
cerned, it is anybody’s guess how many exists. I
have also observed that each ‘target’ received these
mailings only for a limited period of time.



Covering the 44 years when FD markings were
in force, I have 201 different name examples (not
counting the same name with different addresses)
of the ‘target’ recipients. I have examples of these
promotional FDCs mailed to 26 different coun-
tries: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Brazil, Bulgar-
ia, Canada, England/ U.K., France, Germa-
ny/Bundesrepublic, Germany/West, Gibraltar,
Hungary, Israel, Italy, Mongolia, Morocco, Neth-
erlands/Holland, Palestine, Poland, Spain, Swe-
den, Switzerland, Turkey, Uruguay, U.S.A., and
Venezuela.

To summarize: We have FD marked covers with
finite-dated start and ending, franked with limited
quantity imperforate stamps, mailed to limited
number of ‘targets’ and with limited number of
mailings. It is a formidable and rewarding collect-
ing challenge!

I am contemplating the idea of working up an
exhibit with this exciting material. To my
knowledge none have been done before. If made,
it would be admitted in the FDC or Postal History
Division (depending how the exhibit pages written
up) of all USA National (WSP), International
(FIP) and I assume in Europe’s (FEPA) philatelic
exhibits.

I have duplicate imperf FDCs of some issues
and I am open to do exchanges with interested
collectors. Bobm2 @roadrunner.com

Finally, I would like to present the most elusive
FDCs: The 1951 Lilac perforated and imperforate
block-pair mailed by the Filatelia Hungarica to a
New York dealer. These were issued for the 1951
International Stamp Exhibition held in Budapest
and presented to the officials and exhibitors only.
The souvenir sheet pair was valid for mailing only
for 16 days, between October 6 to 21, 1951. By the

time the Lilac pair was handed out on October
14th, it was no longer possible for the recipients to
post FDCs.

SsrTerTy rrTewTs
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NEWS

Group photo taken last May at the international
symposium held in Sopron in honour of the 150th
anniversary of the Hungarian stamp.

During the Finlandia 2017 FEPA exh1b1t10n held in

September, our members exhibited Hungarian-
themed collections and won the following awards: a
large gold went to Adriano Bergamini while Bob
Morgan, Andras Nagy, Karoly Szucs, and Peter
Severin won golds. Congratulations to our exhibi-
tors! During the Stampex Autumn 2017 exhibition in
London, the judges deemed the exhibit of Habsburg
documentary signets by Karoly Szucs worthy of the
large gold medal in the revenue stamp class. The
collection is available for viewing on our home page.

Adriano Bergamini, Denes Czirok, Peter Dunai, dr.
Geza Homonnay, Andras Jakab, dr. Gyorgy Lovei,
and Karoly Szucs exhibited in the Court of Honor
during the HUNFILA 2017 salon. The international
grand prize at this year’s HUNFILA was won by our
member Ferenc Kostyal with his large gold-winning
exhibit of the 1871 issues.

The awards in the postal history class went to the

11 other members received large vermeil and vermeil
medals..

At the suggestion of MABEOSZ, we entered and
: T received the ‘The
Best European Phila-
telic Club of the Year
2016~ certificate
given by FEPA. The
certificate shown on
the left was presented
to our secretary at the
FINLANDIA 2017
FEPA exhibit and
congress by FEPA
President Jose
Ramon Moreno.

Presentation of the certificate in Tampere in September 2017.

following: large gold to Istvan Glatz, gold to Peter
Csicsay, Eugen Lancz, dr. Gyorgy Lovei, dr. Ferenc
Nagy, Gabor Nagy, and Mihaly Varjasi. In addition,
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Left to right be the members of the FEPA board: Birhte Kind, Nicos
Rangos, Secretary Bojan Bracic, President Jose Ramon Moreno, as

well as Karoly Szucs accepting the certificate. (Photo: Lovei)
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THE TYPES OF THE BLUE COLOURED HUNGARIAN
MONEY ORDER FORMS ISSUED IN 1868

DENES CZIROK (ZALAEGERSZEG)

1. Literature antecedents

When a collector begins to study a new theme or
field, the first step should always be to review the
literature antecedents. A detailed knowledge of
the sometimes tiresome work of our predecessors
is very important. It is worth to know, what novel-
ties or what kind of correspondences they have
found.

The existence of a seven volume Monography is
one of the most important advantages and treas-
ures of the Hungarian Philately. Although it is
used by many collectors, one can often notice that
it’s contents are not known deeply enough by
many of them. Dr. Ferenc Rend has dealt with the
standardization of the blue coloured money order
forms through ten pages (91-100) of the III. vol-
ume of the Monography. He named these forms
,»postal-commodity-replacement-forerunners”,
which is certainly true, still, today it is much eas-
ier to call these forms money order forms. In his
study he found two main types and 2 subtypes of
each of the Hungarian language form, plus two
types of the German language one, 6 different
variations in all.

Tamas Banfalvy, the renowned philatelist living
in Sweden, who has obtained enormous merits in
the research of the printed matters also dealt with
this topic. His summarizing study has appeared in
the 75/2 issue of the Philatelica through nine
pages. He also called these printed matters ,,postal-

commodity-replacement-forerunners” in the main
title, but already in the subtitle he wrote ,,The
money order form of 1868”. The base of his stan-
dardization has been the crown-shield in the upper
part of the money order forms, but of course he
observed several other differences on the front
and back page of these printed matters. Accord-
ingly he distinguished 4 Hungarian-language
variations and three German-language ones, seven
types in all.

Karl Endrédi, the distinguished postal history
researcher who lived in Austria has dealt with this
topic in the book issued by the Vindonona Philate-
list Club in German language ,,The 125 years of
the Austrian Philatelist Club Vindobona”. His ten
page long study which used the background pro-
vided by the modern informatics as well, summa-
rizes the situation up until the appearance of the
printed matter money order forms issued in 1871.
This article showed for the first time the exceed-
ingly rare yellow-coloured and Hungarian-
shielded money order forms, both existing in one
copy only. He also covers the Banfalvy-types of
the blue money order forms, indicating that these
are more detailed than those shown in the 75/2
Philatelica, but he did not produce another stan-
dardization. I have to add — being in the fortunate
position of having been able to work with Endrédi
through tens of years — that his aspect has always
been that of the postal history, of which he has
been an outstanding scholar.



2. Postal history antecedents

The institution of sending money by the aid of
money order forms has been introduced by the
Austrian postal authority already on 1 October
1850, but because of its complicacy it hasn’t
spread expansively. Just as an indication, 4,586
money order forms have been used in the whole
territory of Hungary in 1852, and this number has
only increased to 26,049 for 1864.

No existing copy has been found up to today of
a really used money order form from this period.

The breakthrough in the field of money ordering
has been the new order issued on 26 February
1867, valid from 15 March 1867. This order de-
clared that up to the value of 25 Ft, money order
forms can be sent from any post office to any
other post office. The supplement of the order also
contained a template of the obligatory new form,
which has soon been printed and distributed to the
post offices. This printed matter has been in Ger-
man language, with the Austrian double-eagled
shield, without an imprinted stamp.
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Figure 1. The earliest known Hungarian money order form
from 19 March 1868

No such form has been found from the year of
the introduction up to now, the earliest known
copy is from 19 March 1868 (it graced the former
Ryan-collection, Figure 1.).

Two additional similar, yellow-coloured money
order forms with Austrian shield are known from
1868. Being at the topic of 1868 usages it has to
be mentioned that 6 copies of the blue money
order forms issued in 1868 are known from this
year, meaning we know in all of 9 items from
1868. According to the official statistics around
55,000 money order forms has been posted in
Hungary in 1868, thus we can estimate one re-
maining copy after every 6,000 usages.

These data are the result of a 30 year long data
collection process, during which I could store the
data and picture of 270 money order forms used in
Hungary. Of these 182 belong to the topic of our
current article, the blue money order forms, the
rest are the yellow-coloured money order forms
with or without imprinted stamps.

Let’s return to the history — in the spring of
1867 came the Compromise with Austria, then on
1 May 1867 the independent Hungarian postal
authority came into existence headed by Mihaly
Gervay. Evidently the Hungarian management did
not like the yellow money order form showing the
Austrian eagle, but of course this hasn’t been the
most important issue.

The Austrian and Hungarian postal authorities
jointly decided to raise the upper limit of transfer-
rable sums from the previous 25 Ft to 50 Ft on 1
January 1868. This has been announced by the



Hungarian organization in an order issued on 19
December 1867 (PRT 20/28 December 1867)

A pénzutalvinyozisi iizlet kiterjesztése 30 frt » des 6 + Befe big
erejeig az dszes es. ko és m. ko postahivata- | yum !\rlmgr von 50 fl. anf alle tén. ung. und f. 1.
lokra. Woftamter.

11,944 3061 11,944 3061,

A béesi cs. kir. ke i ministeriummal In Folge Bereinbarung mit dem & L. H
létrejott n |r~| 8. januirhdé | ftecium werden vom 4. Jdnner 1868 ab, die mit bem Ger
1-jétdl k e . | lafie von 21. Janner und 26. Februar 1867, 3. 3. 1431/150

Januir 2 0 ¢és 3614 . | und 3514/440 (llcr vkmmq ex 1867, Seite 23
a. (Rend. lap. 186° 5. L) kelt kiboesidtvinyok- | und 55) b iiber Gheldanmwe.»
ban foglalt hatdrozatok, valamint az erre vonatkozé | fungen, fo wie die ‘thnunmuxmm be¢ begitglichen Unterridy-
utasitis szabdlyni a kovetkezdleg modositatnak. ted in jolgender Weife abgednbert :

A belfold mindazon helyein, hol s, k. és m. kir. Un allen Octen ded Jnlanbed, wo fidh ton. ungar.
postaintézetek léteznek, valamint a belgridi aust. cs. | unb £ & Rojtanftalten befinden, fo wie bei der £ L. dfterr.
k. postaexpeditidnil jovendSben otven (50) o. . frt | Boft Gpediion in Velgrad tonnen tinfiig Geldbetrige bis
erejeig terjedd p X Kifizetés Finfiig (50 fl.) Gulben 3. W, jur Jablung
végett az Oszes, fenebb emlitett 'Klﬂlhll)lln an aflen anbern oben bejeidyneten Pojtorten angerwiefen

terben.

Figure 2. The introductory part of the order issued on 19
December 1867
Regarding our topic let us draw attention to the
last paragraph of the 3 page order, beginning with
,until the prlntlng of new order blanquettes...

It says: ,,The new type of related document will
take this into account. Until then, the current
forms....”. This means that in the beginning of
March 1868, the new, Hungarian-shielded forms
still did not exist, the old ones were to be used.

An epoch-making innovation has been an-
nounced on 20 April 1868 (PRT 11/25 April
1868), valid from 20 May 1868, by allowing the
money order forms to be sent by telegraph. The 9
page long order is very detailed, plus it announces
the pictures of the new money order forms:

A tdvivda kizlott pénz AL von im p!
utalvéinyozdsok. I schen Wege.

BO83/1426.

A os. kir. kereskodelmi ministeriummal létrejitt | In Folge einer Vercinbarung mit dem k. k. Han-
egyemmdny alagida £-évi mijas S0Kit6l keadve s bel- | | delministoriun worden vom 20. Mai L . b im nter-
foldi forgalomndl a possi utalvinyosds végett bofize- | nen Vorkehro dio auf Postanweisungon cin

tott eslotek hely p | Botrige aber Verlangen des Absenders auf n.l.gr.ﬁ
tala < ha o foladd ugy Kivinja — thviraiiag. o' nta | schem Woge bei der Postanstall des. Bestimmunigiories
sitatni fog ; h- 1. i. a feladisi és m-dalm&. l.el{ koat | zur Auszahlung angewiesen, wenn swischen dor Post-
thvirdai 1étesik, 8 doz- | anstalt des Aufgab und jenor des B

IS BYORRE 0. & o rin ot meg nem baladja. ortes cine Stastatolegrafonverbindung besteht und der
| Batrag dor Auweisung finflundert Gulden . W. nicht

d) Uj utal i k d) Bis jur Auflage newer Amveif
a mostuni blanquette-k <l"|nm*n «n lvéjegyek fel \ ift in Der, in ben bisherigen Blanquetten alu ber Botder-
rugaszisa sb.* helyén, tovibbi a hitlapon & Jwdni- | ite an ber Stelle ,um Aujticben der Briefmarte x,

valok® 2-ik pontjn alatt a .25 fri* Gszlet u blanquette | pany quf ber Stiicfeite bei ben Bemertungen im Puntte 2
Kiszolgdltatésa elout tollal 50 fri*-ra kiigazitando. angejepte Betrag »25 fl.* vor der Ausfolgung bes Blans
‘ quettes an die Partel, mit ber Feder in ,501.* umzuander

Pest, dec. 19, 1867, Beft, ben 19, Degember 1867

Figure 3. The last paragraph of the order
Thus already by the end of 1867 the plan existed
to replace the Austrian-shielded forms with Hun-
garian ones. The question remains, when?

On 3 March 1868 a new order (PRT 6/5 March
1868) appeared about the correct way of describ-
ing the transferred sum. The second paragraph is
important for our topic:

A o a foladisi az [ de inden A
B0 o, é frtot 0 postai y nen fiir P anf mehr als 50 1. 5. W.
8056/791.

A pénmhlv&n)u&ok fuhdAn nyugtdin az 10 In Zukunft haben dic Postcasson in dieo’ Auf-
frton folil absscheine fiber Geldanweisungen auf mohr als
Altal ezentul nem bm(lkknl hapem ruk szémokkal lesz vO fl. 5. W. den angowicsonen Geldbetrag nur mit Zif-
kiirandé. forn und nicht mohr mit Buchstaben cinzustelln.

Az illets nyomtatviny 'I] kidllitdsa alkalmival o Boi der Wiederauflage der betreffenden Drucksor-
korilmdny ﬁgyalombu fog vétetni; addig is a mostani | to wird hiorauf entsprechond Bedacht genommen wer-
nyomtatvinyon a betilszerinti beirdara szint hézag vo- | denjiu der bisherigen Drucksorto ist der fiir die Ein-
nallal kitsltends. tragung mit Buchstaben bestimmte Ranm mit einem
Striche auszufiillen.

In dem GB‘d.anﬂlll!lli blanquette selbst ist dor
angewiesens Bo r, vom Absender zuerst
dltal elGszir szimokkal, aztén ismételve a vonalozott | in Zifferrr und lhnn in straffirton Stelle wiodorholt, n.

A
dezlot — csak ugy mint cddlg g G Jmlda

helyon a forintok betiikkel losznok bejegyzenddk, 2. die Gulden in Buchstaben oinznsotzen.
Pest mart. 3. 1868, ‘ Pest am 3. Mirz 1868,

Figure 4. The order of March 3 1868

Figure 5. First part of the order dated 20 April 1868
The seventh page of the long order deals in great
details with the forms to be used for money or-
ders.

) ) minta szerint az utalvanyblanquotie-k, T8 worden nous Postanwoisun gebIan koton nach
valamint & m é €) minta szerint, owzlot-killinbacg ndl- | Formularo A. dann fiir alle Postanweisungen ohne Un-
autalvinyosdsok résséro uj folvételi | terschied des Betrages neue Auf- und Abgabsscheive

nach Formulare B. und C. in Druck gelogt.

20-katdl kezdve az ogyszeri és | Die neuen Postanweisungsblanquetten sind vom 1.

ra ogyirint az uj utalviny-blan- | Mai L J. an_sowohl fiir gowsholiche ala fir tolegrafi-

quettok | s a régiok a postahi Al | scho A gen in Verwendung zu nehmen und dic

(pénstirakndl) netén meglevd késslete az ormz. posta- | bei den Postimtern (Postkassen) derzeit befindlichen

gazddazathoz kiildends | Vorriithe der bisherigen Drucksorto an das Postooko-
|_nomat einsusenden.

Figure 6. According to the order the post offices have to be
supplied with the new forms by May 20 1868
The order writes: ,,From 20 May of the current
year the new money order-blanquettes should be
used for both the simple and telegraphed money
orders,...”

This means that the new, blue coloured money
order forms have officially appeared on 20 May
1868!

The usage of the old money order forms was al-
lowed until the old stock runs out, but not for the

3



telegraphed money orders, where the new form
had to be used exclusively.

6 kéuz- Die Postkassen haben Aufgabsscheine der frithe-

As elébbi modoru foladii lapak

fot o olfogytaig a postap utal- | ren Drucksorto bis sur Erschapfung des vorhandenen
vanyoknil ezentul is |. a tivirati uulu\ Vorrathes zuden gewdhnlichen Postanweisungon, fiir
vv:klm:. pedig azounal az uj nyomtatasu feladisi vové- | tolegrafischo Anweisungen hingegen sogloich Aufgabs-

uyek alkalmaztassanak. | scheino dor neuen Auflage zu verwenden.

A minta, Formulare A,
(Ellap.) w i ot (Vordoreite,) @

Postautalviny.
& forint . . . kerdl w2ilé Bazegro g e von . ., L ke BW,
(n forintok botiikkel) lvluk H. i (die ':u“ n Bue | staben)

. Postauf
gaba-

Figure 7. The order allowed the usage of the old forms for
simple transfers
The last paragraph of the order states that the
colour of the new forms will be green for the terri-
tory of the Hungarian postal authority (this
changed to blue for some unknown reason!)

Az u) @ nezve mog) T dor nouon 1 Wird bomerk(,
bogy az uulvin) ok |.|...qu.n,m\.lnm.m as oxpro nlln | dass zur loichteron Untorschoidung die Anweisungs-
velok kisériratai mogkiilinbiztetés vigott a ¢ ‘ und E: h von dor k. k.
mguwh részéro rozsa-, a magy. kir. pos !\nlLll!Ln(ﬁx Postverwaltung nm rothem Inpler von der k. ung.
réaxére zoldszinti papiron, ez utobbiak a magyar ds né 1 2ostvorwaltung ‘abor in abgesondertem ungarischen und

doutschen Texte auf griinem Papier ausgegobon worden
Die Drucksorton mit deutschem Texto sind fiir
| die, nach den deutsch-slavischen Kronlindern, dann

met sziveg szerint killon fognak kidllitatni. — A néi mm
saivegii kisérG iratok a német-szliv koronatar
nyokba vagy Horvit-Tétorszigba és a hatdrdrvi

intézott levelekhez haszdlanddk. A magy; ¢y né- | nach Kroatien, Slavonien und der Militiirgronzo Inuten-

mot szivogii utalvanyblanquotto-k mogriiasstdss & fol- | den Briofo, jeno mit ungarischem Texto nach der Wahl

ado totszdsére bizatik. | dos Aufgebers im innern Verkehre Ungarns zu ver
| wenden.

Post, apr. 20. 1865, | Pest, am 20, April 1868,

Figure 8. According to the order the colour of the new forms
should be green

The last sentence of the order is also very excit-
ing, allowing the user to choose between the Hun-
garian and the German version (,,Choosing either
Hungarian or German order blanquette is the op-
tion of the sender”). The senders exercised their
option indeed, as out of the 182 examined, used
money order form there are 95 Hungarian and 87
German language ones, showing a good balance
between the two languages.

The supplement of the order shows the front and
back pages of four different printed matters in all.
In this article we are interested in the front page of
the Hungarian and German language money order
forms:

strampel

i =
a\i ]

Nume des Postdirektionsbesirkes,
Albiris. Untorschrift,

Figures 9-10. The Hungarian and the German version

I draw the attention already now to the sug-
gested shield on these pictures, which is asymmet-
ric, the left side is a looser olive branch, the right
side a bulkier oak branch. And the year number is
of ,,186.” format.

Figure 11. Oil branch to the left, oak branch to the right

While the independent Hungarian postal author-
ity was constrained to order the first, on 1 June
1867 issued stamps from the Vienna state printing
house, this money order forms were already pro-
duced in Hungary, at the Royal University Print-
ing House in Buda, with letterpress printing pro-



cedure, on 0,18-0,20 mm thick machine paper
without watermark. No evidence has been found
up to now, why the green colour described in the
order became blue, evidently it had to do with
some technical cause. Anyway, three years later
the 1871 issue money order forms have already
been printed on green paper.

3. Criteria to watch during standardization

As we have already seen, our illustrious prede-
cessors differentiated several subtypes of both
main types. During their works they measured
different parts of the items and these measures
also played a role in the grouping. Such measures
were e.g. the size of the whole money order form,
the length of the lines on the different forms, the
total length of the Hungarian or the German in-
scription. More information could be obtained by
measuring the back side of the forms as well.

A modern standardization should use criteria
that can be determined from a simple, miniatur-
ized or enhanced copy without any measurements.
This is important because the auction houses not
always show the back side of the form, also some-
times the picture of the front side is not of exact
measure or is not suitable for the determination of
the sizes, still we have to decide somehow, which
type the given form belongs to. It can be proven
for all types of course that the numerical geomet-
rical measures set by our predecessors are correct
and show the characteristics of the given type, but
the below standardization uses different, better
recognizable marks.

Another important factor during the standardiza-
tion is the date of usage. It is statistically evident
that if more 1868 items exist from a given type, it

has been used earlier than another one of which
only 1871 usages are known. Another fact is, that
if a form contains ,,186.” for the date, it was used
earlier than another one containing ,,187.”. These
thoughts can be used for determining the succes-
sion of the different types and subtypes.

The standardization characteristics apply to the
whole money order form, containing on the left
side the ,,Coupon” part. If the coupon is missing,
the standardization is still possible, but much
more difficult.

During the standardization we did not ,,develop
further” the system invented by our predecessors,
as it was much simpler to set up a new system,
with new numbering. Still, the thought of Tamas
Banfalvy, that the shield on the upper side is de-
termining the main types, is used in our system as
well, but not in the same order. During the stan-
dardization process the Hungarian language forms
are denoted with the letter ,,A”, and the German
ones with ,,B”.

4. The types of the Hungarian language forms

We could examine 95 money order forms, of
which 7 did not have a sufficiently good copy
(e.g. the auction house catalogue only showed part
of the form). During the standardization we will
inform the reader of the number of forms belong-
ing to the given type out of the 88 items. This
should be a good indicator of the frequency of the
given type.



Type A.1l.1.a

Figure 12. Type A.1.1.a with the cancellation of Magyar-
Cserna

Characteristics of the type:

Crown: The St. Stephen Crown
Form Number: ,379. sz
(Form No. 379), underlined
No text under the word ,,Szelvény” (Coupon)
In the 2. row containing the sum we can find
the word ,,iratik” (is to be written)

In the Coupon we can find the following text:
A czimzett neve ¢€s lakhelye” (Name and
address of the recipient)

Year in the form : ,,186.”

nyomtatvany”

Usage period: December 1868 — January 1872
(one copy is known from 1874).

Number of items known out of the 88: 10.

Type A.1.1.b

Figure 13. Type A.1.1.b with the cancellation of Roman-
Bogschan

Characteristics of the type:

Crown: The St. Stephen Crown
Form Number: ,379. sz.
(Form No. 379), underlined

A five-line text under the word ,,Szelvény”
(Coupon). (This is the main difference in
contrast to the previous type!)

In the 2. row containing the sum we can find
the word ,,iratik” (is to be written)

In the Coupon we can find the following text:
»A czimzett neve és lakhelye” (Name and
address of the recipient)

Year in the form : ,,186.”

nyomtatvany”

Usage period: June 1869 — October 1869

Number of items known out of the 88: 8 (the
second rarest).



Type A.1.2

Figure 14. Type A.1.2 with the cancellation of Roman-
Bogschan

Characteristics of the type:
Crown: The St. Stephen Crown

Form Number: ,379. sz. nyomtatvany”
(Form No. 379), NOT underlined

A five-line text under the word ,,Szelvény”
(Coupon).

In the 2. row containing the sum we can find
the word ,,iratnak” (are to be written)

In the Coupon we can find the following text:
»A folado neve és lakhelye” (Name and ad-
dress of the sender)

Year in the form : ,,186.”

Usage period: November 1869

Number of items known out of the 88: 5 (the
rarest).

Type A.1.3

Figure 15. Type A.1.3 with the cancellation of Kolozsvar
Characteristics of the type:

Crown: The St. Stephen Crown

Form Number: ,nyomtatvany sz.
(Form No. 379), (small ,,n”)

A five-line text under the word ,,Szelvény”
(Coupon).

In the 2. row containing the sum we can find
the word ,,iratnak” (are to be written)

In the Coupon we can find the following text:
»A foladd neve és lakhelye” (Name and ad-
dress of the sender)

Year in the form : ,,18.”

379.”

Usage period: February 1870 — June 1871 (but a
copy is known from March 1875)

Number of items known out of the 88: 30 (the
most frequent).



Type A.1.4

Figure 16. Type A.1.4 with the cancellation of Doboz
Characteristics of the type:

Crown: The St. Stephen Crown

Form Number: ,,Nyomtatvany sz.
(Form No. 379), (capital ,,N”)

A five-line text under the word ,,Szelvény”
(Coupon).

In the 2. row containing the sum we can find
the word ,,iratnak”™ (are to be written)

In the Coupon we can find the following text:
A folado neve és lakhelye” (Name and ad-
dress of the sender)

Year in the form : ,,18.”

379

Usage period: February 1871 — August 1871
Number of items known out of the 88: 15

Type A.2

Figure 17. Type A.2 with the cancellation of Duna-Fdldvar

Characteristics of the type:

Crown: The Habsburg Crown (striking at
once)

Form Number: ,Nyomtatvanyszam 379.”
(Form No. 379), (capital ,,N”)

A five-line text under the word ,,Szelvény”
(Coupon).

In the 2. row containing the sum we can find
the word ,,iratnak” (are to be written)

In the Coupon we can find the following text:
»A folado neve ¢és lakhelye” (Name and ad-
dress of the sender)

Year in the form : ,,18.”

Usage period: February 1871 — May 1871

Number of items known out of the 88: 20 (The
second most frequent)



Summary of the Hungarian types

Thus our examination could differentiate 6 types
of the Hungarian language forms. The following
table helps their standardization:

1868.12-72.01 1870.02-71.06.
(74.03) 1869.06 - 69.10. 1869.11. (75.03.) 1871.02-71.08. | 1871.02-71.05.
Alla. A.1.1b. A.1.2. A.13. A.l4. A2

18. abra: A magyar nyelvii postautalvanyok tipusai

Figure 18. Types of the Hungarian language money order
forms

5. Types of the German language money
order forms

During the process we could examine 87 forms,
6 of them not having a good copy enough for the
standardization. During the standardization we
will inform the reader, how many of the usable 81
items belong to the given type, which can be an
indication of the frequency of the type. In this
case it is more important to observe the vegetation
around the shield. The right hand side vegetation
is usually the same: the stylized oak branch. On
the left hand side we can differentiate three varia-
tions:

- loose olive branch
- bushy olive branch
- stylized olive branch

Type B.1

Figure 19. Type B.1 with the cancellation of Roman-
Bogschan

Characteristics of the type:

- Crown: The St. Stephen Crown (loose oil
branch on the left hand side)
- No text under the word ,,Coupon”
- Frame of the Coupon is bent
- Year in the form : ,,186.”
Usage period: December 1868 — December
1869

Number of items known out of the 81: 12



5.2. Type B.2

Figure 20. Type B.2 with the cancellation of Dolni Miholjac
Characteristics of the type:

Crown: The St. Stephen Crown (bushy oil
branch on the left hand side)

7-line text under the word ,,Coupon”

Frame of the Coupon is angled

Year in the form : ,,18.”

Usage period: September 1868 — February 1872

Number of items known out of the 81: 9 (the
second rarest)

10

5.3. Type B.3.1

J

Figure 21. Type B.3.1 with the cancellation of Szerb Szt Peter
Characteristics of the type:
- Crown: The St. Stephen Crown (stylized oil
branch on the left hand side)
- 7-line text under the word ,,Coupon”
- Frame of the Coupon is bent
- Year in the form : ,,186.” (interestingly the
digit ,,8” is of bigger size)
Usage period: March 1869 — February 1871

Number of items known out of the 81: 8 (the
rarest)



Type B.3.2

Figure 22. Type B.3.2 with the cancellation of Magocs
Characteristics of the type:

- Crown: The St. Stephen Crown (bushy oil
branch on the left hand side)

- 7-line text under the word ,,Coupon”

- Frame of the Coupon is angled

- Year in the form : ,,187.”

Usage period: January 1871 — November 1871

Number of items known out of the 81: 43 (the
most frequent)

It is important to remark in the case of the above
money order form, that on the left hand side of the
form the back side of another form can be seen,
which unequivocally means that the money order
forms have been printed in a bigger sheet, placed
next to each other. Beside a front page there has
been a back page, thus during the cut after the
bending the right sequence came into existence.

Type B.3.3

Figure 23. Type B.3.3 with the cancellation of Deda
Characteristics of the type:

- Crown: The St. Stephen Crown (stylized oil
branch on the left hand side)

- 7-line text under the word ,,Coupon”

- Frame of the Coupon is bent
Year in the form : ,,18.”

Usage period: January 1871 — July 1871

Number of items known out of the 81: 9 (the
second rarest in a tie)
Summary of the German language types

Thus our examination could differentiate 5 types
of the German language forms. The following
table helps their standardization
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1868.12-69.12 1869.09-72.02. 1869.03-71.02 1871.01-71.11 1871.01-71.07.
B.1. B.2. B.3.1. B.3.2. B.3.3.

Figure 24. Types of the German language money order
forms

6. Summary

Collecting the money order forms bearing 1867
postage stamps is a very popular field. The collec-
tors like the different frankings plus the nice and
sometime rare cancellations. I hope that this stan-
dardization will make the collection of this field
even more popular.

I would like to thank for the help of the collec-
tors and auction houses enabling me to gather
plenty of copies and thereby a lot of new informa-
tion. Extra thanks for the permission to use the
pictures in this article to Adriano Bergamini (Fig-
ures No 12, 14, 19 and 20) and Dr. Geza Homon-
nay (Figures No. 16 and 21). All other pictures are
from the collection of the author.
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THE 1918-1920 POSTAL HISTORY OF THE SOUTH REGION AS
REFLECTED IN THE FIRST TEMESVAR LOCAL ISSUE STAMPS

DR. NAGY FERENC (BECS)

While hunting for a peripheral area that is not
preferred in Hungary and whose stamps are rela-
tively easy and cheap to acquire, I discovered the
first 1919 local issue from Temesvar. Consider-
ing that these are relatively inexpensive stamps,
one would think that we could acquire numerous
postally used covers on which these stamps could
be found. The cost to buy should be reasonable
since, according to the catalogue, 1,000,000 cop-
ies of the 10 filler stamp were produced by over-
printing the 2 filler Harvesters issue. The other,
the 45 filler overprint on the 10 filler War Aid III
stamp, can be considered a mass-produced item
made in a quantity of 500,000 copies. We should
be able to account for numerous postally used
letters franked with this common stamp.

Dear Reader, you are not going to believe that in
the past 30 years I found a mere 35 genuine cov-
ers amongst which, luckily, several turned out to
be extraordinary rarities. Permit me to show the
nicest example from these findings along with an
outline of the accompanying military history.

The Serbian Occupation of Southern Hun-
gary, 25 November 1918

During course of the 1918-19 bickering, the
newly formed SHS state — comprised of Serbs,
Croatians Slovenians but for all practical purposes

dominated by Serbia — wanted to permanently
acquire four counties as booty from Hungary:
Bacs-Bodrog, Torontal, Temes, and Krasso-
Szoreny. I am not going to discuss the transitional
occupation of Baranya at this time. All four of
these counties belonged to the Temesvar Postal
Directorate.
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Figure 1. The situation in the south at the end of World War L.

Serbian troops occupied this area by 25 Novem-
ber 1919, and under the guise of the so-called
“declaration of Ujvidék,” planned to attach this
southern region to the SHS state. French troops
supervised the whole process. These troops were
stationed in the Szeged-Arad-Temesvar-Ujvidek
environs. Their philatelic legacy can be found in
the local issues of Arad and Szeged: the “Occupa-
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tion frangaise” overprint was issued in Arad on 4-
5 May 1919 while the “Magyar Nemzeti Kormany
Szeged” was issued on 26 June 1919. Occasion-
ally, picture postcards sent to France by these
soldiers appear in auctions. These were not elite
troops. Although the officers were French, most
of the regular troops came from colonies in Asia
and Africa; therefore, their correspondence is as
rare as a white raven.

I found one French field post registered letter that

I’m illustrating below. Such a registered letter must
be a great rarity since I have not seen any other.

Figure 2. Registered letter send via the fieldpost of the
occupation troops (“FM”) from the Szeged garrison to Lyon.
The registry label: “Tresor et postes. "Figure 2a
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Another rarity is a 10 filler Hungarian stamped
envelope (Simady 34b) sent home on 14 January
1919 by a French officer via field post. The enve-
lope was endorsed “FM” (Forces Militares =
Army) by hand. The sender identified his location
as “Territoriale de Szegedin.”
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Figure 3. Envelope with “Tresor et Postes” fieldpost
cancellation from the time of the French occupation, 14
January 1919.

Another Temesvar letter that I found in a Buda-
pest auction originating from a French sender.
Evidently nobody wanted this item since it was
grossly over franked. However, if we inspect it
more closely, the cover reveals the following. It
was created by a French officer who wanted to
document the crazy times that he experience in
Hungary:
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Figures 4. Letter from Temesvar
sent via courier to France, 23 July 1919.

- First, he wanted to send examples of the Arad
French occupation stamps that appeared eight
weeks prior,

- Then, he affixed copies of both of the first Te-
mesvar issue,

- Furthermore, he added a few copies of the Hun-
garian stamps with Koztarsasdg overprint that

were still valid for use. These stamps docu-
mented nicely the then current situation.

- After he had a postal clerk cancel the stamps, he
asked that it be handed back to him (since it was
not registered but was an ordinary letter!) then
he had it forwarded home via the French field
post. See the “FM” marked in red and then the
endorsement “Courier” in the upper left corner.

- The date of the cancellation is July 23rd which
makes it the earliest known use of the 45 filler
stamp.

I am showing these items because mailings from
the French field post are seldom seen in Hungary.
I found only these examples in the past 20-30
years of searching.

This letter jumps ahead in time a bit, but it was
necessary to include it here so that all three
French mailings can be shown together.

Ore Tonnes was a Norwegian philatelist and
postal historian who also specialised in the history
of the changes in Hungary’s territory. His collec-
tion was auctioned off by the Darabanth organiza-
tion in Budapest. It included a single letter sent
from Temesvar with French occupation stamps. It
would be the second such known item.

N.B.: Arad did not belong to the postal director-
ate discussed here; the linkage here is the French
occupation.

Mailings from this area at this time are hard to
find; they are seldom available in auction offer-
ings. I can only guess why this is so. Since letters
were subjected to censorship, collectors focused
primarily on such mail may have bought up the
material. Or, there really was hardly any mail
volume. Also, after the Serbian army marched
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into the area, the soldiers methodically looted the
stock of the post offices with the exception of the
Temesvar postal headquarters. Thus, the stamp
stocks were depleted. This could have also con-
tributed to the scarcity of mailings from the period
of late 1918 to May 1919. Technical difficulties
could have played a role. Post offices were short
on ink and the cancellations struck on envelopes
are barely legible making it difficult to correctly
identify mailings.

It is interesting to note that we can find Koztarsa-
sdg and Magyar Posta stamps on some mailings
from the four counties. These stamps were issued
at the end of 1918 and in the beginning of 1919;
and their availability confirms that the Budapest
General Postal Directorate dutifully sent supplies of
stamps after the war had ended to these critical
areas through the spring of 1919.

To my knowledge, the covers with the first issue
from Temesvar have not been exhibited as a
postal history topic. Therefore, I find it important
to make these known as written witnesses to the
time. Every cover to be shown here is genuine
and postally used.

The pertinent literature is usual limited and not
of the highest standard. For example, a well-
known Romanian “expert” of this area published a
short article a few years ago in the journal of our
fellow stamp collectors’ club of Great Britain. He
gave the 1919(!) currency conversion rate of 1
Leu = 2 Forint(!) multiple times in the article. It
is understandable why his information should be
treated with caution...
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The First Temesvar Issue under Serb Occu-
pation. The 10 and 45 Filler Stamps in May
1919,

We have reached the spring of 1919; the Serbian
occupation is an accomplished fact. The Hungar-
ian directors at the Temesvar post office were well
aware of the shortage of stamps and of the fact
that their connection with the Budapest General
Postal Directorate has been severed. The cash
registers were empty; no funds were available to
pay the employees. The post office still possessed
large quantities of t he obsolete, 2 filler value
Harvesters stamps as well as the 10 filler War Aid
III stamps. A plan was formulated to overprint
these at five times face value in order to both ease
the shortage of stamps and to generate revenue for
the post office. Thus, the 10 filler new value ap-
peared on the 2 filler Harvesters stamp, and the 45
filler overprint was applied to the 10 filler War
Aid III stamp. Both overprints were in blue col-
our. As I mentioned before, the quantity was
huge: 1,000,000 (10,000 sheets) of the 10 filler
stamp; 500,000 (5,000 sheets) of the 45 filler
stamp were prepared.

I suggest that the details of this overprint be re-
viewed from the 83/1 PHILATELICA magazine
found on the Mafitt website. Duplicating this
would exceed the purpose of this article. Laszlo
Suranyi did an excellent and thorough job in pre-
senting this. I would like to concentrate on dis-
cussing postally used examples, something that
was not included in Suranyi’s article. The face
value of the aforementioned two stamps corre-
sponded to the then current postal tariff in Hun-
gary(!): postal cards at 10 filler, registered inland
letter at 20 + 25 = 45 filler.



The two stamps were not issued simultaneously.
The small local printing office was not capable of
producing the stamps all at once. The 10 filler
value was put on sale on 15 May 1919 while the
45 filler value was made available towards the end
of the month.

Figure 6. A contemporary picture of the elegant offices of
the Temesvar Postal Directorate

20,000 copies of the 10 filler stamp were over-
printed with black ink due to technical problems.
During the course of the overprinting, the printer
reset the press to use black ink in order to print a
funeral notice but then continued with the over-
printing of the stamps. Laszlo Kallai wrote an
excellent article on this variety on the pages of the
Romanian PHILATELICA magazine.

Initially, smaller post offices in the region re-
ceived the 10 filler stamp because they were the
ones that had been looted the worst. According to
some sources, the 45 filler stamp was not distrib-
uted at all to these offices. Initially, only the Te-
mesvar post offices supplied small quantities on
request.

Mano Leipnik was an ethnic German resident of
Temesvar who recorded the philatelic chronicle of
the times. He wrote the postcard that provided a
testament to the events, and I was able to acquire
it through sheer luck.
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Figure 7. Mano Leipnik’s postcard sent the Zagreb
on 29 May 1919
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Mr. Leipnik wrote in German on the card that
bore his pre-printed business address. The card
was correctly addressed to Zagreb in Croatia.
This multi-ethnicity was not a problem in Temes-
var! Citizens living there at the time communi-
cated in Hungarian, German, Serbo-Croatian,
Romanian, and Hebrew languages even if not
always perfectly.

On the postcard that was addressed to the Croa-
tian Philatelic Society, Mr. Leipnik ordered a Mi-
chel catalogue. Then, he provided the information
that the Temesvar Postal Directorate issued a pro-
visional postage stamp in an edition of 1,000,000
copies, one of which he used for franking, because
its stamp supplies could not be replenished from
the State Printing Office (in Budapest.) “A fur-
ther provisional issue is anticipated with a face
value of 45 filler. The sale is very restricted!”

From my perspective, I have no idea why the
sale had to be restricted since available supplies
numbered over one million, but it was so. It is
conceivable that the Postal Directorate assumed
that because of the occupation-hype, future sales
could become more lucrative.

The then current Serbian circular censor stamp
is visible on the card. To my knowledge, this is
the EARLIEST known postal use of the Temesvar
stamp on a postcard. It is an excellent postal his-
tory document.

New Tariffs and Issue

Introduced by the Temesvar Postal Directorate
within its jurisdiction, 1 July 1919 and the second
Temesvar local issue (still under Serbian rule).
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Because of the generally increasing prices and
the lack of postal funds, new tariffs were intro-
duced on 1 July 1919 within the jurisdiction of the
Temesvar Postal Directorate. These are the
changes that are of interest to us:

1. Printed matter: 10 fill.
2. Postcards: 30 fill.

3. Letters: 50 fill.

4. Registration: 1 Korona.
5. Express: 2 Korona.

New, locally issued stamps that were not valid
anywhere else were needed to satisfy the new
tariffs. Thus, the Temesvar II issue consisting of
4 regular and 3 postage due stamps was prepared.
It was issued on the SAME day that the new tar-
iffs took effect, 1 July 1919.

Figure 8. Stamps of the second Temesvar issue.

While this issue is not a part of our current
topic, I have to show it because the stamps appear
in mixed frankings with the first issue.

We can observe an interesting facts with this is-
sue, the quantity of which ranged from 50,000 (for
the postage due stamp) to 600,000 (for the 50/20
filler King Karoly stamps). The Temesvar Postal



Directorate officially announced that the stamps
would be distributed to the postal employees in
lieu of salary. But what would the value of an
emission in a quantity of 100,000 be if there
would be no buyers for it? This would be dead
investment. From this point on, we can find let-
ters sent to Germany and Switzerland. The send-
ers were mostly stamp dealers who were ap-
proached by the desperate postal workers to help
them sell the stamps. Private individuals also sent
offers to sell “at especially advantageous prices.”

All of this occurred while the Serbian occupa-
tion continued. Nevertheless, the Serbs “presented
the bill without consulting the hosts.” The Roma-
nians also pressed their claim for Hungarian terri-
tory where Romanians ALSO lived.

For example, the population of Temesvar in
1920 was 86,000 residents. Of these, the ethnici-
ties were as follows:

- German: 32,000
- Hungarian: 27,000
- Romanian: 16,000
- Jewish: 8,300
- Serbian: 2.500 (1)
- Other:  (negligible)

The statistics speak for themselves. There was
no legal justification for either Romanian or Ser-
bian occupation. Nevertheless, the Entente Pow-
ers promised about half of the four counties to the
Romanians during a secret conference held in
Ujvidek in 1916. (See the map in Figure 1 and the
final international border.) Consequently, the En-
tente asked the Serbs to leave the area that they
occupied way too quickly. The withdrawal from

the Banat occurred on 27 July 1919 creating a
brief interregnum in the area. This ended with the
entry of the Romanian troops on August 20". As
a result, the Temesvar Postal Directorate was
nominally “independent” from July 27" to August
20", 1919.

According to Ore Tonnes, whose excellent re-
search work I have to bring up again, this period
actually lasted only until August 3™, but this date
probably applied to the city of Temesvar only.
All other sources cite August 20™ as the assump-
tion of civil control in the area and the completion
of the Romanian occupation.

The Third Local Issue of Temesvar During
the Interregnum, 28 July 1919.

The Serbian withdrawal was an ill-kept secret
with the Temesvar Postal Directorate. The 3™
issue was prepared in secret and was issued on
July 28", the day after the Serbian withdrawal was
completed. The story of this series reads like a
Wild West novel. In order to keep the prepara-
tions a secret, the printing stones were prepared in
the middle of the night. The printing was not
entrusted to the Csendes Brothers printing plant
that was well-known in town but to Janos Preger’s
lithograph workshop. The finished sheets were
not stored in the directorate’s vaults but were held
in a secret hiding place. This way, the entire
quantity was kept from being expropriated by the
retreating brigand Serbs and issued on the day
after their withdrawal.

“Banat, Bacska 1919” was the text of the over-
print. As we can read in the announcement from
the Directorate:
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a/ indicate the validity of the series to a confined
area and

b/ create a memorial to the political situation at
the time,

The sale of the stamps was primarily intended to
generate revenue. The series consisted of 54 val-
ues. Of this number, a so-called short set of 33 (in
an edition of approx. 10,000) was selected to be
sold at the post offices. Each buyer could acquire
five sets. The key value of which smaller quanti-
ties were printed (200-1,000 stamps) were mar-
keted through various, unorthodox ways. (The
stamps of the third Temesvar series have detailed
information in the catalogues as well as in the
literature referenced at the end of this article.)

These stamps were not used for mailings. No-
body was crazy enough to break a set of 33
stamps to take out one or two for mailing a letter
even though the stamps were valid and useable as
such. Let’s not forget that back then “unused”
and “complete set” were the benchmarks for
stamp collecting. Stamps stuck to an envelope
were “used,” ergo, with not much value! (It’s
hard to visualize this today!)

The Directorate accumulated the stamps for the
overprinting from various sources. As a result,
some stamps from the 1% and 2™ Temesvar issue
were again overprinted in quantities of 10,000,
such as the 10 fill/2 fill and the 45 fill/10 fill val-
ues from the 1" issue. I find these doubly over-
printed local stamps to be fascinating. They rep-
resent the apex of the occupation-era philately.

I am especially pleased — and ask you to share
my joy — that I can show one example of the few
known, postally used letters. It is somewhat over
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franked but the twice overprinted 2 filler Har-
vester stamps are affixed to it now as the 3" issue
“Banat, Bacska 1919 overprint.

The Temesvar cancellation was poorly inked but
it indicates the number 1 post office and the date
31 July 1919; hence, it’s the correct time fame.
The reverse side is cancelled on arrival at Zagreb,
on 3 August 1919. It was addressed to the post
office box of the Yugoslav Philatelic News.

The sender identified himself on the front of the
envelope as our fellow collector Menzel, who did
not fabricate such mailings, so the authenticity of
the piece is indisputable. (We will encounter him
later!) This envelope is one of the outstanding
pieces of the philately of Temesvar.
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Figure 9. Postally used registered letter from Temesvar to Zagreb
from 31 July 1919 with stamps from the 3" series. (ex Ore Tonnes)/

Normally, philatelist interested in this area
would be happy to find one or two genuine,
postally used covers from Banat-Bacska in their
lifetime since the are so scarce. Let me show
another used example that is only the front of a



cover; but since it is a first day of use and cor-
rectly franked, it deserves mentioning. Why
doesn’t it have censor marking? That’s because
during the interregnum, neither Serbian nor Ro-
mania censorship functioned.
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Figure 10. Front of a correctly franked, first day local letter
mailing, 50 filler/10fillér letter rate and 1 korona registration
sent from the Temesvar 3 post office to the No. 2 post office
/at the main railway station/ on 28 July 1919.

Collectors specializing in this area have been
aware of the following information. Nevertheless,
i think that it would be timely to refresh this while
being grateful for our predecessors’ research
work.

Following this review, let us look at a few let-
ters from the Serbian occupation zone with the
stamps indicated in the title of this article.

I would like to spice up the topic with one or
two contemporary picture postcards so that our
readers can get a feel for how the settlements
looked like back then.

Stamps of The First Temesvar Issue Used on
Mailings During the Serbian Occupation.

The sender of the registered letter from Pinczéd
to Zagreb was the “Pharmacy to the Redeemer.”
The letter was franked in accordance with the new
tariffs introduced in Temesvar on 1 July 1919:
letter fee 50 filler, registration 1 korona. The en-
velope used for the mailing was a Hungarian
stamped envelope with a 15 filler imprinted in-
dicium that was calculated into the franking. The
envelope was posted unsealed so that the censor
would not have to open it. The text of the censor
marking: “Kralj Srpska Vojna Cenzura, Novi
Sad” / Royal Serbian Military Censorship,
Ujvidek /. Pinczéd was a Slovak-inhabited village
in Bacs-Bodrog County, 33km north of Palanka in
the Hodsag Township.

(Why Slovak? Following the expulsion of the
Turks, Maria Theresa indiscriminately settled
different ethnic groups into the depopulated re-
gion. Thus the Slovaks came for the north.)
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Figures 11a and b. Registered letter from Pinczéd sent on 25
August 1919 to Zagreb with 1.50 korona, spectacular
franking on the front and the reverse side. The letter was
overfranked by 1 filler due to the lack of an odd value stamp.

The next letter also went to Zagreb from Cser-
venka. As we know, the German name for Zagreb
is Agram. Cservenka was also located in Bacs-
Bodrog County in the Kula Township. The post-
age again was 1 korona 50 filler, and it was paid
with a 1 korona Parliament-Koztarsasag stamp,
two 20 filler Karoly stamps along with the 10
filler Temesvar issue. The cover has two censor
markings. One is the oval marking from Ujvidek;
the second is a smaller “Cenzor 9 stamp in Cyril-
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lic characters. The double inspection is known
only from there. I do not know the reason for it.
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Figure 12. Registered, bi-lingual business envelope from
Cservenka sent to Zagreb. The date is illegible.

The next letter is from Topolya in Bacs-Bodrog
County written by the local Mutual Savings Bank,
Ltd. to Szabadka. I found this excellent cover in
the fall 2016 auction of Dunafila.

The letter was franked with 7 20f Karoly stamps
and one 10 filler Temesvar issue for a total post-
age paid of 1 korona 50 filler. The envelope was
posted unsealed. It shows the “Pregledano 33”
censor stamp from Szabadka. The arrival cancel-
lation is Szabadka, 29 September 1919.
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Figure 13. Registered letter cancelled TOPOLYA BACS-
BODROG VM on 27 September 1919.
The letter was posted unsealed so the flap is in-
tact along the top of the envelope, and it doesn’t
show up in photo.

Express letter from small settlements are rare.
The one shown here is from the village of Nagy-
gaj sent to Tamasfalva, another village in the
same county. The Magyar Posta stamps that were
issued in January 1919 and were mentioned in an
earlier paragraph show up in the franking. This
confirms that in early 1919. The Budapest General

Postal Directorate was able to supply stamps to
the areas occupied by foreign powers. Alongside
the 2 20 filler Magyar Posta stamps we find 10
filler stamp from the first Temesvar issue as well
as 2 1K50f/15 filler Harvesters stamp from the 2™
issue. So, both Temesvar issues were used on one
envelope.
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Figure 14. Registered letter franked with 3 korona 50 filler
stamps from 30 November 1919. The basic letter fee was 50
filler; registration, 1 korona; express, 2 korona. The arrival

cancellation is from Tamasfalva Torontal vm.
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This letter is also interesting because the village
of Nagygaj was part of a border adjustment from
1923. Along with several other settlements, it was
detached from Romania and transferred to the SHS
state in a complete disregard of human values.

After this, let us look at a couple interesting post-
age due mailings from this era. The first item is a
postcard from Cservanka that was franked with a
single 10 filler Temesvar stamp. Despite all of our
sympathies, this was insufficient since after 1 July
1919, the card needed 30 filler postage. The miss-
ing 20 filler double to 40 filler postage due was
collected using 2 Hungarian postage due stamps
cancelled on 23 September 1919. The card was
censored at Ujvidek while in transit before the pso-
tage due stamps were affixed. Postage due mail
from this era is very rare. The 4 pieces shown here
are the fruits of many decades of searching
/hopefully, not exclusive/!

&

Figure 15. Hungarian-language picture postcard send from
Cservanka to Zombor on 19 September 1919. It was assessed
postage due in Zombor because it lacked 20 filler postage.

The franking on the following picture postcard
is correct, 30 filler, in which we can again see the
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10 filler stamp. Where was this card sent? To the
village of Bavaniste. The regular readers of the
PHILATELICA are familiar with the story of the
postage due provisionals of Homokbalvanyos.
Bavaniste is the Serbian name for the same place.
The date on the postcard is 7 September 1919, a
time when the postage due provisionals were al-
ready in use. Since the card was franked cor-
rectly, it was not assessed postage due.
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Figure 16. Picture postcard sent from the village of
Torontalsziget to Homokbalvanyos on 7 September 1919.
The card was correctly franked with 30 filler. 1

am showing it to prove that postage due was NOT
collected on all mail sent to Homokbalvanyos.

The next card with a printed business address
was mailed from Versecz by an egg wholesaler
with his price offerings. It also went to Homok-
balvanyos but it was franked according to the old
Hungarian postal rate of 5 filler for printed matter.
Thus, upon arrival, it was marked in blue crayon:
“T 10.” The card was censored at the original
mailing site with the large format VRSAC stamp.



The card did not escape the strict scrutiny of
Postmaster Graf at Homokbalvanyos who affixed
a 10 filler postage due stamp to it. With this one
action, he created another philatelic gem from the
Temesvar occupation era. By overprinting the 10
filler Temesvar stamp with the word PORTO, he
created a double overprint but this time it was
from two totally different localities!

/
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Figure 17a and b. Printed matter sent from Versecz to
Homokbadlvanyos on 3 September 1919. There it was assessed
postage due with a doubly overprinted stamp on 15 September

1919. Picture postcard: contemporary view of Versecz.

The first overprinting was a postage stamp; the
second, a postage due stamp! The first is TEMES-
VAR, the second is HOMOKBALVANYOS. This
is an extraordinary rarity since I am aware of only

2-3 postcards with this stamp and a couple of single
stamps from a collection in England.

Since we are discussing Homokbalvanyos, let me
show a well-worn envelope sent to Vienna cor-
rectly franked with 1 K 50 filler. The address has
been obliterated and the ink had damaged the pa-
per, but still, the envelope had both of the Temes-
var stamps on it. Up until now I have not seen the
45 filler stamp in a strip of three. The stamps were
affixed in a haphazard fashion indicating that this
was a commercial letter. Initially, the Temesvar
Postal Directorate withheld the distribution of the
45 filler stamp that was issued in May /for specula-
tive reasons? / and started wider distribution only in
the fall of 1919. Earlier, only the 10 filler stamps
were used widely on mailings. This franking is
unique: 3 x 45 fill., + 10 fill. Temesvar L. + 5 fill.
Harvesters = 150 filler.
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Figure 17. c. Letter from Homokbdlvanyos to Vienna
sent on 15 September 1919

See the article, A Serbian Village in Hungary, in
PHILATELICA 16/1 written by this author for
more on this topic.
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I am going to show a philatelic creation that in-
cludes all local information as the fourth and last
postage due mailing.

The unsealed envelope has the second stamp
from the Temesvar I issue on it. The 45 filler
stamp was originally intended to be used to mail
registered letters /20+25 fill. /, but by the time it
was used to mail this envelope, it barely served as
ordinary postage only. The letter was mailed
from Brezdan on 25 November 1919, and since it
had only the 45 filler stamp on it in lieu of the
required 50 filler postage, it was marked with a
“T.” Upon arrival in Zombor, it was marked with
the “KRALJ SRPSKA VOINA CENZURA U
SOBORU” censor stamp. The postage due was
assessed at the post office, and it’s indicated with
blue crayon: “P-10”; however, no postage due
stamps were available. Thus, a Zombor provi-
sional one was created by affixing a Temesvar 10
filler stamp to the reverse side and marking it with
a “PORTO” overprint. WE can now observe that
the basic stamp, a Temesvar issue 10 filler value
was used as a provisional postage due stamp in
Zombor.

In early fall, the main post office of Temesvar
still withheld the 45 filler stamp from general sale,
so the only examples were in the hands of collec-
tors. With the exception of one or two letters,
there is no evidence of their widespread use!

I am aware of a few letters addressed to
Meszaros that were postally used. All were as-
sessed the exact postage due that was charged
with postage stamps overprinted “PORTO” and
affixed to the reverse side of the envelopes. Other
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places used provisional postage dues at this time;
for example, Vukovar, Homokbalvanyos, Zagreb,
and Varasd.

(I’ve always wondered about the “experts” who
disdain these as “philatelic mailings” — aren’t we
all philatelists?)

At any rate, I consider this letter as a full value
mailing since it was franked, postally used, cen-
sored, marked as postage due and affixed with a
provisional postage due stamp. For me, it is ex-
traordinarily interesting that someone thought
about using both stamps from the 1% Temesvar
issue! It is one of my favourites! So there!
/Perhaps it is understandable. /
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Figure 18a. Commercial letter sent within Bacs-Bodrog
County from Bezdan to Zombor on 25 November 1919.



The letter was franked with one copy of the 45
filler Temesvar stamp. In Zombor, the 10 filler
Temesvar local issue was used as provisional
postage due.

Zombor \ \ A vros maddrtiviaibol

Figure 18b. Contemporary view of Zombor.

The following postcard was sent from Zenta to
Budapest by now in 1920. It is interesting to note
that Budapest was a scarce destination. The card
has a lot of stories to tell. Let’s go one by one:

1.The imprinted 10 filler indicium was not calcu-
lated into the franking yet it was cancelled.

2.There is a large provisional stamped registry
marking instead of the usual paper label.

3.There is an oval censor marking used in Ujvidek.

4.Surprisingly, there is a bi-lingual Serbian-
French “Belgrade” cancellation indicating that
postal traffic between Serbia and Hungary did
not go smoothly and that letters sometimes took
a less-than-direct route.

5.The card has mixed franking with stamps from
the 1% and 2™ Temesvar issues for a total of 1
korona 30 filler that was the correct tariff for a
registered inland postcard.

1. The local issues of Temesvar lost their postal

validity on 15 March 1920. Since this card was
mailed 9 days earlier, it almost qualifies for a
“last day” of use!

Figure 19. Registered postcard sent from Zenta to Budapest
on 6 March 192.0 The imprinted 10 filler indicium of the
card was not figured into the 1.30 K postage. Franking
included three 10 filler Temesvar stamps from the first issue
plus two 50 fill/20 filler from the second issue. /Ex Ore
Tonnes. /

I would like to show one more postcard to you,
not because of its franking which is respectable,
but because the picture side shows a cheerful
photo of Pancsova as issued by Samu Kohn in
1916. Come with me and let us promenade the
length of Rakoczi Street and mellow out in the
atmosphere of the times. A horse-drawn wagon
on the street. It is November and the leaves have
fallen off the trees, but there’s no need for a heavy
overcoat yet. We are farther south... Dear
Reader! Thank you for accompanying me...

Let us proceed. The card written in German is
from the Giljum letters and was sent to Vienna.
Several such cards are known on which the text does
not include a salutation but the narrative is continu-
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ous. The cards were franked by the sender with 20
filler in lieu of 30 filler and were dropped into a
letter collection box instead of being handed to a
clerk at a window. The post office did not know
what to do about the 10 filler shortage and for-
warded the cards that were censored in Pancsova.

Figure 20a and b. Picture postcard sent from Pancsova to
Vienna on 4 November 1919 insufficiently franked with 20 filler.

Let us look at two letters that has been sent out-
side of the borders of the Monarchy. The first is a
letter from a bank. The sender was the Srpska
Zadruzsna Banka of Ujvidek as shown by the
printed business envelope.
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Figure 21a. Registered letter sent from Ujvidék to Sarajevo
on 16 December 1919 with interesting 1.50 K franking.
SARAJEVO 23.XI11.19. Arrival cancellation on the reverse
side. /Ex Ore Tonnes/

Again, we see 1 Korona 50 filler franking on the
envelope that was the tariff for a registered letter.
How was this paid??? First, there are 3 15 filler
and one 5 filler Harvesters for a total of 50 filler.
Then comes 40 filler Zita stamp. Next to it is a
cinnabar Croatian stamp with the inscription
“Drzsava Posta Hrvatska” / Croatian State Post /
and a numeral of value 10 “whatever.” This
stamp from a 3-value set was issued in Zagreb in
January 1919; and, in the beginning, was valid
only in CROATIAN TERRITORY but not in the
Serbian occupation zone! /But, it was accepted! /
This stamp shows the figure of a sailor holding a
flag with one hand and a falcon on the other. The
10 “whatever” in this case means 10 filir that in-
dicates the continuation of the Hungarian filler.
Therefore, the 40 filler Zita and the 10 filler Sailor
adds up to 50 filler making the total of 1 Korona.
Five 10 filler Temesvar stamps were used to make
up missing 50 filler. Their use makes it the larg-



est numbers of such stamps that can be found on
one letter!

Thus, a five-colour franking was created using
stamps from two countries on 16 December 1919
in Ujvidek.

The six stamps in the upper right corner, most
likely, were affixed by a clerk at the bank respon-
sible for mailings and were accepted at the post
office. The missing 50 filler was added by a
postal clerk whose technique of slapping stamps
to the envelope randomly proves it. Through this
sequence of events, a Croatian stamp happened to
be used on the envelope. It could not have been
placed there at the post office since there were no
such stamps there!

Again, and extraordinary, unique piece

Figure 21.b. Contemporary view of Ujvidek.

The second foreign letter was written by a postal
employee in Szabadka to a well-known stamp
dealer in Bern. The topic, most likely, was
stamps. The poor postal employees were reduced
to having to market stamps in order to survive
financially! Again, were can see stamps from two
countries.

There is a 20 filler King Karoly, the 10 filler is-
sue from Temesvar, and two 5 vinar Chainbreaker
stamps from Slovenia that were issued in Ljubl-
jana on 3 January 1919. We can surmise from the
letter that there was no special tariff for foreign
letters. This franking totals only 40 filler instead
of 50 filler.
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Figure 22. Commercial letter to Bern franked with 40 filler
sent on 15 January 1920.
It is conceivable that the Slovenian vinar was
counted at the ratio of 1:2 to the filler, but the
official conversion rate was 1:1.

Next is an unusual item. The postcard mailed in
Pancsova and sent to Tuzla in Bosnia has, among
others, both stamps from the first Temesvar issue
alongside the 50/20 filler Karoly from the second
issue. From the text on the reverse side, we learn
that the sender was fortunate to acquire a quantity
of Temesvar overprints and would be happy to
share them with the chief of the post and telegraph
office of Tuzla. The German-ethnic hardware
dealer from Pancsova announced that he came
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into the possession of 100 10 filler stamps, 60 45
filler, and 40 of the 50 filler Temesvar overprints,
half of which he was going to send to Mr. Bosk-
ovits in Tuzla.

One copy of each of the acquired Temesvar
overprints was used to make up the total of 1 K 30
filler franking required for the postcard. This is
quite a rarity on an “as required” item. Although
the content of the text on the card is philatelic, it is
not a philatelic mailing. The text sheds light on
the situation at the time facing collectors and the
difficulty of finding stamps. With such franking,
this is a very scarce piece. /Ex SFK auction
house, Belgrade/. All markings on the card are
Hungarian except the Serbia censor mark from
Pancsova
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Figure 23. Registered postcard sent from Pancsova to Tuzla
on 9 October 1919 franked with 1.35 filler, overfranked by 5
filler. The Siirgos=Special Delivery stamp in this situation is
considered simply as an ornamental addition.

With this, we should be able to conclude the
listing of mail from the Serbian occupation zone;
nevertheless, let me show one more item that will
reveal a problem.
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It is also a letter from a bank in Kevevara. The
cancellation is hard to read due to poor inking and
I can only guess at the date. Again, we can see a
censor stamp from Versecz, since the censor had
plenty of ink to use! According to the barely legi-
ble date, the letter was mailed before the new
tariffs set in Temesvar by the Serbs since it was
franked in accordance with the old Hungarian
tariff rate. I read the date on the cancellation as
17 June 1919. This would be confirmed by the 45
filler postage. /20 fill. Letter rate + 25 fill. regis-
tration. / Therefore, the letter was posted before
the new Serbian tariff of 1 July 1919.

This is contradicted by the /legible/ arrival can-
cellation from Zagreb that is unquestionably 17
July 1919. How would this letter have been de-
layed for a month? We don’t have to answer this,
but it does illustrate a problem..

KEVEVARAI BANK RESZVEMYTARSASAG
KEVEVARAER BANK -\mmuf, ELLSCHAFT
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Figure 24. Letter from a bank a Kevevdra sent to Zagreb on
17 7?7 / June 1919 franked with 45 filler in accordance with
the old Hungarian tariffs.



Other Mailings From the Serbian Zone

Mailings from this area that are not letters, such
as money orders and parcel slips (cut-outs,) are
interesting and rare. These can be found dated
from the late 1919 to the early 1920 timeframe.
Data indicates that as the Hungarian stamps were
used up, they were supplanted by stamps from
Slovenia in the occupied areas. We can see two
cut-outs here with mixed Slovene-Temesvar
franking. One is from Borocz; the other from
Cservenka. The latter is interesting because the
local issues of Temesvar lost their postal validity
on 15 March 1920 but this one was used on inter-
nal mail on 22 March 1920. An extraordinarily
rare piece!

Boszedatt ¢

Figure 25. Two cut-outs from money orders, both franked
with the 10 filler Temesvar stamp used in mixed franking with
the first /25 vinar/ issue from Slovenia.

Recently, I was able to purchase a complete
money order from an auction in Ljubljana. Luck-
ily, the item escaped the attention and the scissors
of previous owners. It was franked mixed with a
10 filler Temesvar stamp and 3 50 vinar Slovenian
stamps.  The money order was sent from
Pancsova to Zagreb on 14 January 1920.
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Figure 26. a and b. Money order from Pancsova to Zagreb, 1
K 60 filler franking that was paid using 3 50 vinar Slovenian
stamps and one 10 filler Temesvar stamp.
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The following parcel slip cut-out from the vil-
lage of Tiszahegyes is very rare. The 5 K 32 fill.
Postage was paid using five 1 krajcar Slovenian
stamps and one 45 filler Temesvar stamp. As I
mentioned before, the 45 filler stamps were sent
from Temesvar to the smaller post offices only at
the end of January 1920. During the remaining 3-
4 months of validity /until 15 March 1920/ they
were seldom used and even fewer survived.

Figure 27.a. Parcel slip cut-out from Tiszahegyes sent on 5
January 1920 using a 45 filler Temesvar stamp.

The franking of 12 Korona 60 filler on the next
cut-out is fairly high. It was made up of six 2
korona Parliament stamps, one 50 vinar Slovenian
stamp, and a single 10 filler Temesvar stamp.
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Figure 27.b. Parcel slip cut-out from Pancsova on 16
December 1919.

Even though this doesn’t quite belong here, let
me show a magnificent parcel slip cut-out which
not only has the 10 filler 1* issue Temesvar stamp
but also the 50/20 fill. stamp from the 2™ issue.
To me, it’s intense, deep black cancellation cries
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out “Don’t leave us!!!” Szenttamas Bacs-Bodrog
VM./ The Good Lord heard the cry for help and
Szenttamas “Returned” in 1941./
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Figure 28. a and b. Parcel slip cut-out with Hungarian,
Temesvar, and Slovenian stamps from Bacsszenttamds on 17
February 1920.

N.B. After the Romanians occupied Temes
County and environs between August 3™ and 20"
and the Entente Powers looked favourably on this
dastardly action, the opportunity to expand the
occupation presented itself. Following the terror
of the Commune of 1919, Hungary’s capital city,
Budapest, was defenceless and became a victim to
the Romanian armies flush with victory after hav-

ing captured all of eastern Hungary up to the Da-
nube.

Censorship was established in Budapest indicat-
ing the intention to settle in for a long occupation.
Let me show a letter with such a censor stamp,
something that is so rare that I have been to find
only a description of it but no illustration in phila-
telic literature. /Telegut-Thielk, 1987/ The 20
filler franking was the correct tariff for an inland
letter. The envelope is stamped with the Roma-
nian circular “CENSURAT POSTAL BUDA-
PESTA” cancel. /Straight-line cancellation is also
known; it is more frequent/..

n |

Figure 29. Inland letter from the fall of 1919 mailed in
Budapest with the Romanian censor stamp.

The Romanian occupation of Budapest lasted
from 4 August 1919 until November 13" The
occupiers did not leave for humanitarian reasons,
but withdrew as Miklés Horthy’s armies, having
moved from Szeged, recaptured the capital city.
Philatelic relic is the set with the overprint:
“A Nemzeti Hadsereg Bevonulésa, 1919. XI. 16.”
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Reconstruction follows about the Romanian
occupation of Temesvar and the Temes re-
gion in the Banat from 20 August 1919 Con-
tinuing under the Temesvar Postal Direc-
torate

Up until now, we have examined only the
postally used letters from the time of the Serbian
occupation of the 4 counties. The Romanians did
not acquiesce to the Serbs taking control of this
area but initiated diplomatic moves to push them
out of the eastern areas of the four counties. /See
map in Figure 1./ Let’s not forget that this was a
fertile region and the prize was very alluring.
After various chess game-like moves, the listing
of which exceeds the scope of this work, by the
end of July the Serbs bowed out of the eastern
area. Following the aforementioned interregnum,
Romanian troops occupied the Banat. French
troops supervised adherence to international
agreements. Thus the rich regions around the
towns of Temesvar, Lippa, Lugos, Karansebes,
Resica, Oravica, Herkulesfurdo, and Orsova came
under Romanian administration. Consequently,
postal affairs also became Romanian. The intro-
duction of the new currency /leu, pl. lei/ mandated
new postal tariffs that replaced the ones promul-
gated of 1 July 1919 for the area which meant that
these rates were in effect for one month + three
weeks only. However, those rates continued to
remain in effect in the western serb zone! If we
don’t keep this in sight, we’re going to get con-
fused in analyzing certain mailings. If we take
note of this, then the examination of postally used
letters can become instantly clear.
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Details of the new tariffs announced in the eastern

Romanian administered zone as of 20 August 1920:

¢ Internal postcard: 10 bani = 20 filler

e Ordinary letter: 15 bani = 30 filler

e Foreign letter: 25 bani = 50 filler

e Registration for both inland and abroad: 25 bani
= 50 filler

For The Entire Area Of The Four Counties, Up
Until 20 August 1920, The Serbian Tariffs An-
nounced On 1 July 1919 Were In Effect. These
Tariffs Continued To Be In Effect For The West-
ern Portion Of The Counties Still Under Serbian
Control. The Western Area Was Now Under The
Nagybecskerek Postal Directorate.

After 20 August 1920, The Cheaper Postal Tar-
iffs Announced By The Romanians Were In Effect
In The Eastern Parts Of The Four Counties.
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A Nagybecskerek Postal Directorate

The notice of the new tariffs does not provide
information on the rates for various mailing types
such as printed matter. Therefore, the advertise-
ment sent by the Stamp Export-import Company
of Urmeny to Berlin was sent with 10 filler frank-



ing because the new tariff structure did not specify
this type of mailing. Postage was paid in accor-
dance with the “old,” valid for barely 2 months,
Temesvar tariff used under the Serbian occupation
(printer matter = 10 filler). A keen eyed reader
probably saw that the postcard was printed in the
office of the Csendes Brothers, the same outfit
that overprinted the stamps of the 2" Temesvar
issue! (See note below.) The printed matter was
addressed to a stamp dealer’s business and again
contained offers of new issues for sale.

We can see a lilac Romanian “Censura Romana
Timisoara” censor stamp instead of the Serbian.
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Figure 30. Printed matter sent from Temesvar to Berlin on
25 October 1919 franked with 10 filler.

We can see a 20 filler franking on the next post-
card that was mailed in Temesvar on 20 Septem-
ber 1919. On the card that was addressed to Vi-
enna, a publishing house sent an inquiry about
trying to replenish supplies of material. This is
one of a few example of business mail from that
time. The card was franked with 20 filler in ac-
cordance with the inland tariffs. Vienna was con-
sidered to be “inland.”
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Figure 31. A scarce example of business postcard sent to

Vienna on 20 September 1919 with supplemental franking

using a 10 filler Temesvar stamp. Romanian censorship.

Next, we see a local postcard with written fam-
ily news. This is interesting because, in addition
to the 2 x 10 filler Temesvar stamps procured at
the post office, someone whimsically affixed a 15
filler, white-numeral Harvesters stamp, for what-
ever reason, I don’t know.
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Figure 32. Local postcard 2 x 10 + 15 filler postage paid.
Romanian censorship. /Ex Ore Tonnes/

The following mailing under Romanian admini-
stration was also sent to Vienna. The cancellation
is barely visible, maybe from 16 September 1919.
The card was mailed with 70 filler franking that
can be calculated as 20 filler to Vienna since it
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was still considered inland plus registration of 50
filler. The cost of the card was paid with a pair of
10 filler stamps; that of the registration with a pair
of 25 filler King Karoly stamps. The offer on this
card was for selling Temesvar issues in various
combination and quantities.

The other thing that makes this card interesting
is the fact that the sender was our active fellow
collector Menzel. We know him from sending the
Banat-Bacska letter shown in Figure 8 supporting
the authenticity of that item. We see the Roma-
nian censor marking on this card, also.

Figure 33. Registered postcard sent to Vienna with 70 filler
franking from Temesvar on 16 September 1919. Romanian
censorship.

The next registered postcard is very interesting.
First of all, look at the franking. We see that it is
80 filler. We know that the registration is 50 filler,
but what about the 30 filler? The new Romanian
tariff did not specify a foreign postcard rate, but the
30 filler could have applied due to the size of the
postcard. The references available to me do not
provide an answer. The mixed franking with 1
and 2™ issue Temesvar stamps also adds to the
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interest as well as the two colours of the over-
printed 2 filler stamps.

The notoriety of the sender, who was none other
than philatelist Wilhelm Krizsany from Herkules-
furdo, also adds to the cachet of the card. Until
now, very few examples of such Herkulesfurdo
provisional postcards have turned up that the pro-
fessionals have been aware. All originated from
Krizsany.

Mr. Krizsany also offered to sell stamps at the
lowest daily prices on the card sent to Breslau of 5
February 1920. The card struggled for three
weeks before it arrived in Dresden and finally
reached its destination on March 1%,

Herkulestardd
365

Figure 34. Registered postcard send to Breslau of 5
February 1920 censored at Kolozsvar. Franking in used
stamps from the 1" and 2" Temesvar issue.

In conclusion let us look at two letters from
Temesvar. We see 50 filler franking on one that
is hard to comprehend since 30 filler would have
been enough. It is not a registered mailing
/despite the blue crayon marking/; 80 filler would
have been needed. Lugos is also inland, so 80
filler would not have been required, either. Most
likely, this was a 2™ weight class letter requiring
50 filler instead of 30 filler.
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Figure 35. Commercial letter sent to Lugos on 20 September
1919. Lilac Romanian censor stamp. Temesvar No. 2 post
office arrival cancellation /Post office at the railway station. /

The commercial letter sent to Geneva, Switzer-
land involved dealing in stamps. It was franked
with the same colour stamps from the 1% and 2™
issue on a nicely printed business envelope.

BRIEFMARKEN IMPORT-EXPORT
- PROTOKOLLIERTE FIRMA
LEVELBELYEG BEHOZ ATAL-KIVITEL

BEJEGYZETT CEG -
JFECEFON{NR.
P

TEMESVAR

TEL-ADRESSE
WBRIEFMARKE®

Gt
1

E. PDURNOWSKY

GENF

31, rue de Rhons

Husyadi-nynmds Temenvar, 15630 i

Figure 36. Letter to Switzerland send on 8 October 1919
correctly franked with stamps from the Temesvat I and 11
issue. Blue censor stamp.

I left this contemporary card for last. It origi-
nated at Lippa in early 1920. The date of the ca-

neller was modified according to the Romanian
convention “16. JAN 1920 but everything else on
it is Hungarian. The card was sent to Vienna that
was considered an inland destination. Every
stamp on it is inscribed M. Kir. Posta, not Koztar-
sasag, not Magyar Posta. There is an interesting,
violet colour, large circular censor stamp from
Mariaradna. We no longer find this pilgrimage
site to the Blessed Virgin on the map today.
Radna has been incorporated into a larger city.
(Mariaradna wikipedia.hu.) The card is a rare, late
testament from 1920 to having been Hungarian.
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Figure 37. Postcard from Lippa sent on 20 January 1920,
with purely Hungarian, 70 filler franking. Postcard rate of
20 filler, registration 50 filler. Romanian censor stamp from
Mariaradna.

Dear Readers! There has been a lot written
about this subject at home and abroad by writers
more noted than myself. Still, I have not seen
anything written in Hungary that illustrated
postally used items for the readers and drew con-
clusions from analyzing them. Such letters do not
allow for mistakes and do not lie.
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In my opinion, the 20 August 1919 announce-
ment of the end of the Temesvar occupation and
the invalidation of Hungarian stamps on 15 March
1920 did not occur by chance. The insult deliv-
ered to two of our great national holidays must
have been satisfying to the occupiers. They were
able to kick the Hungarians who have already
been crushed to the ground by the lost war.

Those were terrible times. Millions of our
brethren were torn from the mother country; the
endless suffering and grief affected them as well
as all of us. The trauma is still with us today. I
wanted to illuminate the philately of this small
area, even though it was an unpleasant exercise.
Yet, it’s still a small area but it has lots of stories
to tell through the mailings.

The happenings are hard to comprehend even
after 100 years. It is even harder to acknowledge.

A

Figure 38. The offices of the Temesvar Postal Directorate
today. Even after 100 years, the sturdy building stands
strong! Photo: Mag. Wolfgang Schubert, Vindabona,
December 2017.
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NEWS

Two of our members, who reside abroad and who
have completed the stamp expertizing exam, estab-
lished the Hungarian Stamp Expertizing Speciality
Division that will function fully independently under
the aegis of Mafitt. Anyone, who accepts the rules
and can comply with the terms of admission, may
join this group. The organization currently has five
members.

Mafitt is providing background support for the
functioning of this group. For example, we added a
menu option to the Mafitt home page in order to es-
tablish their internet presence. There, the rules for

joining, the list of individuals with areas of expertise,
forms,
found.

and additional useful information can be

Magyar Bélyegvizsgalé Szakcsoport

Az MBSZ jelenlegi tagjai:

8771964 (a Magyar Perfin

Kiub
* -Magyar illetékbélyegek 1868-

W0 Akuilis dllapot: 2018, jénius

MABEOS?Z is also providing support for their opera-
tion through its own resources. The group will hold
regularly seminars that are free and open to collectors
in the MABEOSZ headquarters building.

The general meeting of Mafitt held in the Stamp
Museum last May accepted the report of Premdency

This year’s awards: the Andor Ber travelling award
went to Karoly Sziics while Denes Czirok received the
Gervay award. We welcome our new member Tibor
Kiraly, Jr., who is the president of the Hungarian Per-
fins Club.

Matfitt secretary Karoly Szucs and president dr. Geza
Homonnay. On the table in front of them is the Andor Ber
travelling trophy.
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The collectors of documentary revenue stamps com-
memorated the stamps’ 150th anniversary on June
20th in the Stamp Museum. Members, together with
the support via Facebook of the Circle of Friends of
Revenue Stamps, took part in a high level philatelic
event fitting the occasion. Three members who are
specialists in this area made presentations.

The organizer of the HunRev 2018 symposium, Mafitt
secretary Karoly Szucs, together with the patron of the
event, Gabriella Nikodem, the director of the Stamp Mu-
seum and a member of the Mafitt Presidency.

The first presentation reviewed philatelic literature
of the Hungarian fiscal issues. This was followed by a
review showing the origins of the classical era revenue
stamps from a philatelic as well as a printing perspec-
tive. The presentations relied on not just the personal
research of the authors but also on recent translation of
a 1924, German-language study that appeared nearly
100 years ago.
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Participants of the symposium wearing t-shirts depicting the
images of the first Hungarian revenue stamps holding a copy of
the commemorative sheet issued for the occasion.

150 éves az elsé
The presentations

can be read here:

i
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magyar illetékbélyeg kiadas
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http://www.mabe
osz.hu/org/groups
/fiscal/exhibit/hun
rev2018/index_en
.html
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PHILATELIC-HISTORICAL GEOGRAPHY - BALKANS

LAJOS HORVATH (VERESEGYHAZ)

It is not empty boasting to note that in the past
quarter century a lot of us have taken steps to-
wards making philately an auxiliary historical
science. Although some may take exception to
the expression of auxiliary, I find nothing objec-
tionable about it. After all, what is happening in
our presence?

Laszlo Hrabal pursued and cultivated this auxil-
iary science until his death on 3 December 2000.
The year 2000 was both a conclusion and a begin-
ning of something for a lot of us. Up until then
and since then the philatelic knowledge that we
admire and cultivate continues to grow, deepen,
becomes systematized, specialized, collectivized
and dissected, etc.

We are a large group whose definite trend to
specialization, evolution towards “specialty addic-
tion” has been noticeable in the past decade. I am
not mentioning names on purpose because I don’t
want anyone’s feeling to get hurt because some-
one was left out of the list or fret about why
someone was included or not included or why
someone was mentioned ahead of someone else,
etc. However, we can recognize them if we name
their area of specialization or their profession. Let
us pay attention: new issues, art history, philatelic
numismatics, Hungarica, occupations, documen-
tary revenue stamps, paper watermarks, pre-stamp
letters, postal rates, postage dues, postal labels,
stamped stationery, forgeries, stamp wars, history
as told on stamps, education in philately, youth
philately, airmail, etc.

These philatelic specialities and others not
listed, confirm that these auxiliary sciences of
philately, can evolve into a true science. While in
its entirety it is not there yet, in part it is.

Let us progress further. I heard this first during
a lecture by Borbala Bak at the ELTE, and it
really looks like I also learned it, historical geog-
raphy. This is something that must have been
hidden inside of me already. The subject grabbed
me, obviously from the professor’s presentation,
so that a whole world opened up for me as a re-
sult. Therefore, philatelic historical geography is
a discipline that deals with both state and private
postage stamps, the expansion of postal service
territory, legal and illegal expansion, economic
and topical geography, etc. We can accumulate a
surprising variety of information if we scrutinize
stamps of the entities that issued them, the foreign
powers that overprinted them when they usurped
power from the perspective of philatelic historical
geography. The latter is usually an act of forced
acquisition of territory.

There have been instances when authority
changes frequently over a conquered territory.
The postal directorate of Temesvar (Bacs-Bodrog,
Krasso-Szoreny, Temes, and Torontal Counties
first came under Serbian occupation in 1919 and
then reverted to Romanians). We can also men-
tion the stamps of original design issued in 1919
intended for use in Slovenia. Naturally, these
were used in Slovenia but then flooded across the
southern part of Hungary as well.



Upon a closer examination, we can reach more
honest, correct, secure, and more profound facts.
We can state up front that the philatelic historical
geographic arrangement of the Michel catalogue
is not correct in every instance. The time is right
for a revision. We have chosen the Balkans area
for one such examination.

THE PHILATELIC HISTORICAL GEOG-
RAPHY OF THE BALKAN STATES

Albania

1913 autonomous administration, 1914 princi-
pality, 1919 Austro-Hungarian administration in
the north, 1920 regency council, 1922 republic,
1928 kingdom, 1939 personal union with Italy,
1944 democratic republic, 1946 people’s republic,
1991 republic.

Appendix:
1921 Mirdite Republic, 1940 Greek occupation.

Figure 1. Stamp of the Mirdite Republic, a puppet state of
Serbia, from 1921.

Bosnia and Hercegovina

In 1878 the Congress of Berlin authorized
Austro-Hungarian Monarchy to occupy Bosnia
and Hercegovina. The Ottoman sultan’s sover-
eignty remained in effect, but the actual authority
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belonged to the army commanded by the joint
ministry of war of the Monarchy.

1879 Between January 9 and June 30, Austrian
and Hungarian stamps were used.

1879-1899 stamps of original design valued in
krajcar were used.

1900-1918 stamps valued in korona and filler
were used.

1908 the Monarchy annexed both provinces.
Appendix:
1881-1895 Bosnian post in Turkey, Pljevlje.

Bulgaria

1879 principality, 1909 monarchy, 1946 peo-
ple’s republic, 1990 republic.

Appendix:

1916 Bulgarian occupation in Romania.

Fiume

1918 October 30. Declared its union with Italy
resulting in the Croatians entering the city.

1918 Between November 1 and November 10
stamps overprinted SHS were used.

1918 November 17. D’Annunzio’s legionnaires
captured the city in the name of Italy.

Only after this date were the FIUME overprints
on Hungarian stamps produced. These were used
between 18 November 1918 and 15 April 1919.

1919 January 30. Stamps of original design is-
sued.

1919 October 10. Free city-state.



1924 February 22. Italian overprint on Fiume
stamps.

1924 March 1. Fiume joins the Kingdom of It-
aly.

Appendix:

1920 Occupation of the Carnaro Islands.

Occupation of Arbe.

Occupation of Veglia.

1941 May 16. Zona Fiumano-Kupa Italian
overprint on Yugoslav stamps 1942.

1945 May 3. FIUME RIJEKA overprint on Ital-
ian stamps /Now in Yugoslavia/.

SUMMARY OF STATES UNDER THE SHS
AND JUGOSLAV NAME

1. Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes
/SHS/

On 29 October 1918, the Croatian National As-
sembly /Sabor/ dissolved all formal relations and
bonds that the Kingdom of Croatia, Slavonia, and
Dalmatia had with the Kingdom of Hungary and
the Austrian Empire and declared an independent
state. In this same declaration, it declared its un-
ion in a common state with the Serbs and the Slo-
venes.

As of October 29", the SHS state included Croa-
tia, Slavonia, and Bosnia-Herzegovina until No-
vember 25" when it was joined to the Kingdom of
Serbia.

The Entente powers did not recognize the SHS
state. They did recognize the Kingdom of Serbia
as of 8 November 1918. Only after that did the
association of Serbia and Montenegro /Crna Gora/

happen. Alexander II, who arbitrarily assumed
the title of regent, declared the unification and the
establishment of the SHS Kingdom on 1 Decem-
ber 1919. The Hungarian area of Vojvodina
“joined” Serbia on 25 November 1918.

The SHS state overprinted Hungarian stamps
and put them into circulation on 18 November
1918. The first stamps of original design for Croa-
tia were issued on 29 November 1918 and 15
January 1919. The postal directive for the design,
production, and circulation of the stamps was
number 42849 1920 XII. 15. The regent’s and
King Peter’s authorization was required for these
stamps to be useable throughout the joint state. It
was granted on 16 January 1921. Postal authori-
ties withdrew all stamps issued earlier as of 15
April 1921.

1929. The Kingdom of Yugoslavia came into
existence.

2. Serbia
1866 Principality, 1882-1919 kingdom, 1918-
1921 Serbian occupation in southern Hungary.
Appendix:
Mirdite post 1921.

3. For Croatia

1918 November 18. SHS overprint on Hungar-
ian stamps, 1918 November 29. stamps of origi-
nal design, 1919 January 15, 2" set of stamps of
original design.



4. For Slovenia

1919-1921  stamps  of
original design, 1991 repub-
lic.

Figure 2. SHS stamp issued for
Slovenia postally used in 1921 in
Madaras, Hungary /Bacsalmas
Township/.

Appendix:

1920-1921 Slovenian stamps supplied for use in
southern Hungary.

5. For Bosnia-Hercegovina

1918-1919 Austro-Hungarian stamps for Bos-
nia-Hercegovina overprinted and stamps of new
design. 1944-1945 Croatian stamps overprinted.

Figure 3. Fortress of Jajce on a stamp of Bosnia and
Hercegovina overprinted in 1918 by the SHS state.

6. Montenegro, Crna Gora

1874 principality, 1910 kingdom, 1918 Serbian
occupation and merger with Serbia.

Appendix:

1917 Austro-Hungarian occupation, overprint
on Austro-Hungarian military stamps.
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1916 Government-in-exile overprint on French
stamps in Bordeaux /France/.

7. Macedonia

1902, 1906 Macedonian Revolutionary Council
/operating out of Bulgaria/, stamps of original
design. Statehood was not successful. 1992 re-
public.

i - -

Figure 4. Issue of the Macedonian Revolutionary Council in
Bulgaria from 1910 inscribed Kraljevsto Makedonia.

8. Italy

1918 Austro-Hungarian occupation, overprint
on Austro-Hungarian military stamps and Bosnian
stamps.

9. Yugoslavia

1929-1941 Yugoslavia /kingdom/.
Appendix:

1941-1943 German occupation, stamps of origi-
nal design, government-in-exile in London 1943-
1944. Home army of Draza Mihailovié, royalist
1944, Italian occupation 1941-1945.



e s

el 1
- il | A B
L LT N o

Figure 6. Stamp from the
German occupation of Serbia
overprinted with the text
Yugoslav Democratic Federation
from 1944-1945.

Figure 5. German
occupation in Yugosla-
via, stamp from 1941.

10. Dalmatia 1918-1919 continued to use the
then current stamps of Austria.

STATES OF THE DISINTEGRATED JUGO-
SLAVIA

1. Serbia
Federal Republic
Yugoslavia/ 1992-2004
Serbia-Crna Gora 2003-2004
Serbia and Crna Gora 2004-2006
Republic of Serbia 2006-

Serbian Republic /in Bosnia/ 1992-2002, Yugo-
slav stamps overprinted, also stamps of original
design.

Krajina Serbian Republic /in Croatia/ 1993-
1997, Yugoslav stamps overprinted, also stamps
of original design.

of Yugoslavia /rump-

Appendix:

Republic of Vojvodina overprint on Yugoslav
stamps /Republic overprint in Hungarian lan-
guage/.

Syrmia-Baranya district /oblast/ 1995 UNO Pro-
tectorate, BANAT REGATUL ROMANIE over-
print on Yugoslav stamps.

2. Croatia

1941 overprint on
Yugoslav stamps,
1941-1945 stamps of
original design, 1991
republic overprint on

Figure 7. Yugoslav stamp
depicting Tito’s portrait

Yugoslav ) 'stamps, with Koztarsasag /in Hun-
stamps of original de-  garian!/ Vojvodina over-
sign. print from the early 1990s..

Croatia showing its “capital city” of Knin. The same stamp
overprinted with the Croatian coat-of-arms following the
Croatian military victory in the first half of the 1990s.

Melleklet: =
Appendix: dg\ \ '
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Vojvodina 4! 3 3
Croatian Republic i e ol :
overprint on 3::&%‘
Yugoslav  stamps, MOWV0 BT WA
stamps of original i
design. igure 9. Yugoslav stamp from

the early 1990s overprinted
Croatian Republic Vojvodina.

Croatian coat-of-arms overprint on Krajina Ser-
bian Republic stamps of original design.

UNO overprint on Yugoslav stamps for Eastern
and Western Slavonia.



West Syrmia /together in one sheet with the
Baranya protectorate/ overprint on Yugoslav
stamps.

3. Slovenia

1945 overprint on Yugoslav stamps, overprint
on Hitler-portrait stamps /Maribor/, overprint on
Hungarian stamps /Muraszombat/, republic after
1991, stamps of original design.

4. Bosnia-Hercegovina
1993 Republic of Bosnia and Hercegovina
/Islamic/.
1993 Herceg-Bosna Croatian Republic.
Appendix:
1994 East Mostar.
1992 Bosnia-Hercegovina Serbian Republic.
Appendix:
1994 Dobo;.

5. Montenegro
2003 Serbia-Crna Gora
2004 Serbia and Crna Gora
2005 Crna Gora Montenegro
1941-1943 TItalian occupation overprints on

Yugoslav stamps, stamps of original design.
6. Macedonia

1991- Official name “The Former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia”.

1992 Republic, stamps of original design.
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7. Kosovo
1991 Provincial parliament declared independ-
ence within Yugoslavia.

1992 The new constitution of the Republic of
Serbia denied independence.

1999 Europa CEPT stamps issued.

2000 continuing stamp issue “Peace in Kosovo”
set of 5, currency is the Deutschmark.

8. Istria and the Slovene Coast

1945-1946 overprint on Italian stamps, also
stamps of original design.

9. Yugoslavia

1944-1945 Democratic Federation of Yugosla-
via, 1945 Federal People’s Republic of Yugosla-
via, until 2003 Yugoslavia, until 2004 rump-
Yugoslavia.

Appendix:
1944 overprint on Hungarian stamps.

ROMANIA

1858 Principality of Moldavia, 1862 Principality
of Romania, 1881 Kingdom of Romania, 1948
people’s republic, 1992 republic.

Appendix:

1857-1882 French post
/Moldavia/.

office in Galatz



1862-1875 French post office
/Walachia/.

1896 Romanian post office in Levant.
1917-1921 Moldova.
1919 Romanian post office in Constantinople.

1919 Debrecen 1. Romanian overprint on Hun-
garian stamps.

in Ibrailia

1919 Debrecen II. Romanian overprint on
stamps of original design.

1919 Kolomea I. Ukrainian overprint on Aus-
trian stamps.

1943 Odessa III. Overprint on Soviet stamps.

1917 German occupation of Romania until
1918.

1917 Austro-Hungarian occupation of Romania
until 1918. Overprints on Austro-Hungarian mili-
tary stamps.

1917 Bulgarian occupation in Romania.

GREECE

Monarchy from 1833, stamps issued starting in
1861, 1924-1935 republic, 1934-1973 monarchy,
1973- republic.

Selection of Greek post offices abroad: 1834
Constantinople, 1835 Thessalonica, 1857 Braila
/Ibrailia/ 1843 Bucharest, 1859 Galacz, 1871-
1875 Sulina, etc.

Areas of Turkey occupied by Greece: overprints
on Greek stamps, 1912-1914.

Local issues: 1912-1913 Island of Lemnos,
1940-1941 Northern Epirus /South-Albania/ and
Dodecanese, 1912-1913 Icaria, Ionian Islands,
1959 British occupation, 1923 Italian occupation

of Corfu, 1941 Italian and Greek stamps over-
printed during the Italian occupation, etc.

Appendix:
Ionian Islands

Group of islands along the southwest shores of
Greece.

1859 British issue with the portrait of Queen
Victoria. Greek text! 1864 Greece.

1929-1934 TItalian occupation, overprint on Ital-
ian stamps.

1941 Airmail, overprint on Italian stamps.

Corfu 1799-1807 Russia, 1807-1814 France,

1815-1863 British protectorate. ~ From 1863
Greece.

In 1915 the Serbian army retreated to Corfu.
1923 Italian occupation, overprints on Italian
stamps. 1941 overprint on Greek stamps.

TURKEY

1863-1921 Ottoman Sultanate, 1920-2016 Re-
public of Turkey.

5 .
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Figure 10. Sultan Mehmet V /1909-1918/ and the map of the
Dardanelles on a Turkish stamp
Local Issues: 1867 Constanta and Cernavoda
/Romania/



1880 Monastic Repub-

lic of Athos /Greece/
1890-1892 Baghdad
/Traq/

1898 Thessaloniki
/Greece/

1909 Jaffa /Palestine/ .
1917 Gaza /Palestine/ Figure 11. Turkish stamp
showing the tughra of
Sultan Abdul Hamid 11
/1876-1909/ and the
bridge of Larissa issued
for Thessaly.
Appendlx K I B R 1S
Greek Cyprus 50 &
1974-1983  Turkish 4
Federal State of Cyprus. £
1984- Turkish Republic ] 3
of Northern Cyprus. g
A -
Figure 12. Turkish Cyp-
riot stamp issued in 1975
picturing the mosque of
THRACE Pasha Lala-Mustafa.

1913 Greek occupation, overprints on Turkish
stamps, 1913 autonomous government, Turkish
inscription overprint, 1919-1920 occupation by
the Entente powers, 1920 Greek occupation, over-
print on Greek stamps.

TRIEST

Zone A 1943-1954 occupation by the US, Great
Britain, and New Zealand, overprint on Italian
stamps, stamps of original design.

Zone B 1848-1953 stamps of original design,
few overprints, and Yugoslav occupation.

CYPRUS

1880 British Colony, overprint on stamps of
Great Britain, stamps of original design. 1960
Republic.

LEVANT

Wide expanse of the eastern shores of the Medi-
terranean Sea. For all practical purposes, the con-
quest of the “east” by Italy. Various authorities
established offices in the area. The stamps util-
ized were predominantly overprints but a few
stamps of original design were printed.

The offices are as follows: 1863-1919 Russian,
1867-1914 Austrian, 1867 Romanian, 1884-1908
German, 1885-1921 British, 1885-1942 French,
1902-1923 Italian, 1919-1921 Polish and Ukrain-
ian.

Vrangel’s army in Gallipoli /Levant/ and Cri-
mea. Dispersed in 1921: Constantinople, Serbia,
Bulgaria, Greece, Romania, Yugoslavia, and Tu-
nisia /Bizerte/.

Local issues: Italian in Constantinople and Va-
lona, Russian in Constantinople, Smyrna, Beirut,
Dardanelles, Jerusalem, Jaffa, Mytilene, Mount
Athos, Salonika, Trabzon, etc. Ukrainian symbol:
Odessa, Kharkov, Yekaterinoslav.



WOUNDED BUT PERSISTENT MAGYAR SURVIVORS IN LUGO]J

ALAN SOBLE (PHILADELPHIA)

I. SURVIVING CANCELLERS:
“SURVIVORS”

Upon the military collapse of the Kingdom of
Hungary (and the rest of the Empire) at the end of
World War I, post offices throughout Middle and
Eastern Europe were in limbo. The mail system,
for important commercial, educational, journalis-
tic, and personal purposes, had to be sustained.
Yet the old regimes were withdrawing from lost
territories and their administrative offices and the
ascendant regimes were not altogether prepared to
assume all the required institutional tasks and
roles. It did not take many weeks after Armistice
for new political-ethnic organizations to design
and produce their own postage stamps, complete
with idiosyncratic symbols. But cancellers, postal

technology which was employed to mark the date
and place of posting and to obliterate postage
stamps to prevent re-use, were too sophisticated to
be created quickly de novo. Hence cancellers of
the old regimes (“survivors”) were retained by the
post offices of the new regimes in the lost territo-
ries. The plan was to use them only temporarily as
“provisionals” during the process of the “nation-
alization of the post.”

Cancellers surviving from the Kingdom of Hun-
gary were used in the post offices of Slovakia
(Figure 1), Croatia (soon to be part of the S.H.S.
Kingdom; Figure 2), Fiume, Romania (Transyl-
vania, the Banat; Figure 3), and elsewhere. In
some places, or sometimes, survivors were used in
their “normal” unchanged state, as they had been
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used pre-Armistice; in other places or other times,
survivors were modified for the sake of “nation-
alization.” Postal personnel (or their surrogates, in
case the necessary mechanical work was farmed
out) made alterations to the town name, replacing
the Hungarian with the local endonym; or the
Magyar “big-endian” date format (yy/mm/dd,
yyy/mm/dd) was changed to the “little-endian”
local format (dd/mm/yy, dd/mm/yyy); and/or the
Szent Istvan Korona was defaced or eliminated.

T

. 20 3

Figure 1. Survivors used in Slovakia on Czechoslovakia
Hradcany stamps.

Left: Sztropko (Stropkov) J/A, date line changed to
local format (the year, [19]19, is last). Right:
Nemso (Nemsova) K/B, [1]920, date line is
Hungarian. (“J/A” means the cancel type is J and
the canceller identifier is A.)
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Figure 2. Survivors used in the S.H.S. Kingdom on Croatian
and Slovenian stamps.

Left: Mitrovica (Sremska Mitrovica, Vojvodina;
Magyar: Szavaszentdemeter), K/E, [1]919, Hun-
garian date line. Right: Vukovar (Hungarian:
Vukovar), [1]920, local date line format. The
Crown (under the “O”) has been chiselled away
and replaced with the vertical lines of a grille.

Figure 3. Survivors used in Romania
on King Ferdinand stamps.



Left: Kolozsvar (Cluj), K, [1]920, Hungarian
date line. Right: Buzias-Furdo (Buzias), K/A,
[1]1921, local date line format. Crowns intact.

Unchanged survivors were used in a given lost
territory town immediately after Armistice. When
were modifications made to these survivors, and
what kinds of alterations were made? What was
their last date of use? What was the date on which
a new indigenous canceller was used in that post
office? Some survivors ceased to be employed
soon after the end of the War, well before the
Treaty of Trianon, while other survivors were
used into 1922 (which is, with few exceptions, the
latest date). Many newly-made indigenous cancel-
lers were in use in 1919 and early 1920. As a re-
sult, some post offices employed both survivors
and indigenous cancellers at the same time.
“Overlapping use” periods show that there was no
firm connection between the appearance of in-
digenous cancellers and the disposal of survivors.

II. LUGOS/LUGOJ

Lugos, in the Kingdom’s 1910 census, was
nearly equally composed of Romanians, Germans,
and Hungarians (Figure 4). It was not located in
the densely Magyar region of Romania, the “Er-
dely” (Transylvania), but in a Swabian-German
area of the Banat (Figure 5).

According to Wikipedia, in August 1849 Lugos
was “the last seat of the Hungarian revolutionary
government. It served as the last refuge of Lajos
Kossuth and several other leaders of the Revolu-
tion prior to their escape to the Ottoman Empire.”

Year Population Romanian Hungarian German

1880  12.389 46.8% 11.6%  36.9%
1890  13.548 46% 13.8%  38.3%
1900 17.486 37.9% 22.7%  35.9%

1910 20.962 34.9% 329%  29.5%

Figure 4. Demographics of Lugos.
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Figure 5. Top: Hungarian Banat, pre-Armistice. Bottom:
Contemporary Banat.
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Lugoj is the city which manifests the supreme
persistence of Hungarian survivors. This fact is
striking and inexplicable, because the town did
not have a Magyar majority. The cancellers that
had been the residents of the main post office
underwent a change in name (by one letter, “S” to
“J); the format of the date line was changed to
little-endian; and the Crown received its own ap-
propriate attention. The “temporary” or provi-
sional use of survivors persisted while the post in
Lugoj was otherwise nationalized.

The use of Kingdom of Hungary survivors
throughout Romania does not correlate with any
obvious independent variables: neither the size of
a town (small vs. large), nor its distance (short vs.
long) from Romanian civilization (say, Brasso or
Bucharest), nor the proportion of its Magyar
population (low vs. high), predicts for how long or
in what condition survivors were used. Lugoj has
no special claim to be the Romanian home of
Hungarian loyalty or irredentist sentiment and not
a place which out of mere poverty would nurse
pieces of postal machinery from their birth in the
1910s until, exhausted, they absolutely, decades
later, could no longer be used.

My favorite speculation: the responsible per-
sonnel of the Lugos/Lugoj Fo Posta were trans-
generational members of the same extended Mag-
yar family.

This hypothesis, which can be rigorously tested,
would explain why Lugoj is singular among Ro-
manian cities in its use of Hungarian survivors not
only through the 1930s, by which time all other
lost territories, in and outside Romania, had tossed
their survivors and replaced them with indigenous
cancellers, but into the 1950s, the period of the

12

reign of the Soviet Union and Communism in
Middle/Central and Eastern Europe.

II1. A PARADE OF CANCELLATIONS
FROM THE MAIN POST OFFICE

In the remainder, philatelic materials which are
observationally fundamental for any theorizing
about survivors will be exhibited. The captions
tell the story. Three unmodified Lugos cancels are
shown in Figures 6 and [4. Modified Lugos
survivors are shown in Figures 7—13 and 15-18.

Figure 6.

Two pre-Armistice unmodified Kingdom of
Hungary Lugos cancels. Left: [1]911 DEC. 18,
K/B, on a 50-filler Turul. Right: [1]918 JUL. 22,
K/1F, on a 10-filler Harvester. Note the Magyar
“N” for “Nappal.”
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Figure 7.
Romanian postal card, to the Netherlands, uprated
with Charles Il definitives. K/1A. See details, Figure 8.

Figure 8. Detazls oszgure 7.

Cancelled by a Lugos K/1A survivor. Modifica-
tions: the date, 21 IAN. [1]936, is little-endian;
Lugos is Lugoj; the Crown has been refashioned
into vertical grille lines (under the “G”).
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Figure 9.
Another K/1A cover, posted (to Baja) three days
after Figure 7. Same handwriting. See details,
Figure 10.

ROMANIA

Figure 10. Details of Figure 9; compare with Figure 8.

Cancelled by the Lugos K/1A survivor. Modifi-
cations: the date, 24 TAN. [1]936, is Romanian;
“S” became “J”; examine the grille, under the
“G,” in the Crown position.
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Figure 11.

1933 Romanian cover to New Jersey, USA.
K/1B survivor cancel. See details, Figure 12 (top).

Figure 12.

14

Three Lugos survivor K/1B cancels. Top: Two
22 NOV. [1]933 little-endian cancels from Figure
11. The Crown-grille area under the “G” reveals
damage. Bottom: One complete 11 APR. [19]22
little-endian cancel, on a strip of three Ferdinands,
on piece. Compare with the top figure: “9” in the
year date has not (yet) been inserted; the “B” in
the identifier is backwards.

IR
ﬂ . .h o —
Figure 13.

Back side of a registered cover sent from Lugoj
to Miami, Florida, USA. Cancel: modified K/1J
with a little-endian date line (inferred from 3
strikes), 20 MAR 1956; there’s a straggling “6” in
the year. Compare the awkwardly fashioned grille
of 1956 with the neat grille and Crown assembly
of 1917, Figure 14. (Note that in this 1956
modified survivor, the accent was left over the
“A” in “MAR” — the abbreviation is Hungarian,
not Roman.)




Figure 14. Unmodified Lugos K/1J cancel, Hungarian date
format [1]917 MAR 29.

Figure 15.

Vicissitudes of the Lugos K/1K canceller. Left:
Unmodified, Hungarian date [1]917 AUG. 23.
(The digit between 9 and 7 appears to be an
inverted 4.) Center: Modified, Crown-less, little-
endian date 28 OCT. 1937. (The month
abbreviation is the Roman “OCT,” not the Magyar
“OKT.”) Right: Wounded survivor, dated 21 FEB.
[1]944. The grilles, top and bottom, have
degenerated. The two “K”s and the “1” in the
identifier have been replaced or chiselled. The
date line has fallen apart; note that the two “4”’s in
the year are not the same font. The Magyar “N” is
missing from the two survivors.
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LUGOJ,
Figure 16.

A Romanian Ferdinand postal card uprated with
two Ferdinard definitives, sent to Germany. K/1U
survivor. See details, Figure 17.

Figure 17.

Two Lugos survivor K/1U cancels from the
postal card in Figure 16. The date line, 3 AUG.
[1]926, is little-endian. The canceller identifier is
in good shape, but the town name, upper grille,
and Crown have been severely wounded. The
Magyar “N” remains.
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Figure 18.

Cancels, cropped, from Figures 7, 12-Top, and
12-Bottom. The “J” that replaces “S” in the town
name is lame — small and misshapen. It may even
retain a hint of the “S.” Examine the “J” in other
Survivors.
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NOTE

For the results of my initial research concerning
Lugos/Lugoj cancellers, see “Persistent Survivors
in Lugos/Lugoj,” The News of Hungarian Philat-
ely 45:4 (Oct.—Dec., 2014), 10-19.

All the illustrations of philatelic material in the
present article are images of new material, i.e.,
items not presented in The News. All the philatelic
items exhibited herein are housed in my collec-
tions.

For pertinent background information about
survivors, see my articles

“Post-Trianon Hungarian Survivors in the Suc-
cessor States,” The News of Hungarian Philately
43:1 (Jan.—Mar., 2012), 14-29;

“Obliterations and Their Absence (Part 4),” The
News of Hungarian Philately 41:4 (Oct.—Dec.,
2010), 3-24; and

“Obliterations and Their Absence (Part 6),” The

News of Hungarian Philately 42:2 (April-June,
2011), 14-37.

Lists of Lugos cancellers, details about them
(e.g., dates of use), and illustrations of cancella-
tion styles can be found in Monograph VI (Kost-
yan Akos), pp. 123, 219, 264, 322, and 351.

For the history of Lugos/Lugoj and some fasci-
nating gossip, see

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lugoj.



FOUR SCARCE 18 FILLER POSTAL CARDS
USED IN 1945

DR. FERENC NAGY (VIENNA)

A person can forget or does not think about the
fact that “modern” philately can have highly re-
garded rarities. While browsing through material
acquired in the past few years, I found a few 18
filler postal cards. I stopped and wondered when I
had seen one such item. I was amazed when I
realized that [ hadn’t seen many.

Allow me to show to the Dear Readers four of
the scarcest items from this material, of the 18
filler postal card that was in circulation near the
end of the war. Normally, these would be unim-
pressive, common items; but, in this context, they
merit some attention.
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Figure 1.

1: The first card was used in March of 1945 dur-
ing the time when the Budapest tariffs were in
effect. At that time, the tariff for a registered local
post card was boosted from 18+50 filler to 30f+1P

resulting in an increase from 68 filler to 1.30P.
Such cards are hard to find in the first place since
most cards were mailed as ordinary mail. This
card was uprated using a pair of Churches stamps.
These stamps were valid through 15 August 1945
although postal stock had been depleted already.

What could have happened? The sender took
the original correctly franked card to the post of-
fice and presented it to a clerk at the window. He
may have asked if an additional 1 pengo was re-
quired since that is what he had heard. He
brought along the stamps with him in order to
cash them since he had kept them at home for
years. The clerk confirmed this amount and the
sender handed over the stamps. The clerk took
them as they were handed him — upside down -
and affixed them to the card. This is why the
Basilica of Esztergom is standing on its head.
Thus, the carefully addressed, nicely written card
was marred at the post office despite Mr.
Szegho’s best efforts to maintain a nice appear-
ance.

On the contrary, a great rarity was created with
the use of these stamps. These stamp depicting
Churches, Saints or Patrona Hungariae, despite
still being valid for postage, did not conform to
the ideology of the occupying Soviets and were
withdrawn relatively quickly on 15 August 1945,

17



just in case if any were still around to be useable.
This happened to the 1943 Churches stamps. 1
know of ONLY TWO mailings from 1945 on
which the Churches stamps were used. My sec-
ond mailing using Churches stamps is on a letter
from August. This letter is so scarce that it was
featured in the Monograph (Vol. V, p. 235).
These are all that [ know about!

A modest modern rarity.

2: The next “greenie” /green 18 filler card/ was
mailed from Ungvar to Budateteny on 5 March
1945. The card is especially well decorated and
deserves closer scrutiny.

Figure 2.

This Russian /not Ukrainian! / overprint was
made in Beregszasz. It is characterized by the fact
in the overprinted text “Zakarpatszka Ukraina —
40 fill.” the letter “I” in the word Ukraina is a

[335:1)
1

Cyrillic “I” and not a Ukrainian
the overprint in also different.

The words “Otkritka = Postcard” and “Oprav-
ityel = Sender” also were overprinted.

. The angle of

The Hungarian text was carefully covered with
black bars.
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Back then, the tariff for the card sent to Hungar-
ian territory was 1 pengo. Therefore, an addi-
tional 60 filler was needed for the card that had
been revalued from 18 to 40 filler.

Having examined the text of the overprint, now
attention needs to be paid to the franking. There
are three 18 filler Patrona Hungariae stamps over-
printed at Ungvar, revalued to 60 filler, for a total
value of 1.80 P. Together, with the face value of
the card, the franking came to 2.20 pengo. For an
ordinary postcard, this was too much. It was un-
necessary. Most likely, the card was intended to
be sent to the Budapest environs as registered mail
and was franked as such. However, registration
was available only within the locality of Car-
patho-Ukraine. Thus, the card franked as regis-
tered started its trip to Budateteny as ordinary
mail. The card was cancelled with three very nice
strikes of “Zakarpatszka Ukraina Posta Uzsgorod”
stamps. The left side of the card has the required
censor marking. The date cancellation is very
interesting. It was made from a disassembled
Hungarian date-place stamp with the date-time
digits in reverse order: 5. III. 45. 13.

Since the required tariff for a postcard to Hun-
gary was 1 pengo, normally only one stamp would
be required as additional postage on 40 filler
overprinted postcard. So, this card with three-
stamp additional franking, cancelled nicely upon
posting may be the finest item of the 10-15
postally used pieces sent to the mother country, on
top of that during the effective period of the Bu-
dapest tariffs. Upon the delivery attempt, it was
discovered that the addressee was “unknown.”
The card was initially endorsed “return to Bpest”
and then sent back to Ungvar.



The combination of Carpatho-Ukrainian philat-
ely and Budapest tariffs postal history makes this
card an extraordinarily beautiful and valuable
item.

3: The next card originated in Northern Transyl-
vania. It was from a Hungarian family’s corre-
spondence sent from Maramarossziget to Brasso
on 10 March 1945 mailed according to the new
tariff of 60 filler. The locally issued card bears
the overprint: POSTA ROMANA 1944. We
know that the locally overprinted stamps were
issued in a quantity of 150-250 copies making
them the scarcest issues from Northern Transyl-
vania. There is no data, however, concerning the
18 filler postal cards. We had not seen any in
Hungary in the past 40 years. Thus, this is a
unique example, for now.

Figure 3.
There is a rectangular stamp next to the 18 filler
indicium: “TAXA INCASATA IN NUMERAR

P ...fill” in which a manuscript numeral “42”
was inscribed. Therefore, the card was uprated to
60 filler paid in cash and not with postage stamps.

The post office’s provisional, single circle hand-
stamp was struck alongside the revaluation: OFI-

CIUL POSTAL SIGHET with a Hungarian date
stamp next to it: 1945 MARC. 10.

The card arrived in Kolozsvar after two weeks
as indicated by the dual-circle postal cancellation:
CLUJ 24. MAR 45. After undergoing censorship
in Torda, the card reached Brasso after three
weeks. Mail was not collected from offices on a
daily basis, and transportation was very slow since
only secondary rail lines were available for this
service.

An interesting feature of this is that all of the
stamped markings are on the front side providing
an optical delight for their study. This card is a
prime example. Despite the scarcity of the card, it
is featured in the Simady catalog under the issues
for Northern Transylvania. /2nd supplement, 2nd
edition, p. 183/

4: An 18 filler postal card from 1944 created
great excitement in the 2008 summer auction held
by Profila. With a starting price of 46,000 Forint,
the item underwent spirited bidding and was sold
to a new owner for 326,000 (plus buyer’s pre-
mium) that was the equivalent of more than 1,000
euros.
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We are accustomed to questioning a buyer’s sanity
at times in auctions when encountering such high
prices as this “greenie” that would normally be con-
sidered mundane material. Still, it commanded a
premium price. But why? Let us look at this fine
tem.

The card was written on 16 March 1945 in the vil-
lage of Tasnad located along the Nagykaroly-Zilah
railway line in Northern Transylvania. It has no
stamp on it since all stamps had to be surrendered to
the post office of Zilah so they could be overprinted
with the text POSTA SALAJULUI plus a new
value. A local issue consisting of 46 values was
released on 12 February 1945.

Postal cards, however, did not have to be turned in
(or did the sender just retain one?) so a message
could be composed on it from Tasnad in those dire
times. The card was stamped with the cancellation
of the postal district of Zilah: POSTA SALAJULUI
OT PTT.TASNAD 1945. (In Romanian Zilah is
Salaj.) The stipulated postal rate at the time was 1
pengo for postcards and 2 pengo for letters. There
was no other service available. A rectangular boxed
stamp was used to indicate postage paid due to the
lack of stamps: “TASNAD KESZP. BERMENTE-
SITVE ...P ...f.” Therefore, this card cost 1 pengo
to mail. Despite the fact that the indicium was can-
celled, it was not counted towards the tariff. This
stamping, unfortunately, is half covered by the post-
age due stamps; but from other mailings, we can
verify the correctness of the assertions.

Eventually, the Zilah post office revalued the 18
filler postal cards in March 1945. It also issued a set
of permanent stamps as well as a new postal card
with imprinted indicium. These rarities, however,
are not the subject of this discussion.
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The postal card was forwarded in the direction of
Budapest at some available opportunity. I did not
write to Budapest on purpose, because it arrived
there one month later on 13 April 1945. The Buda-
pest necessity tariffs were in effect there at that time.
The volume of incoming mail presented a heavy
workload for the postal employees. If the postcards
did not carry supplemental stamps, then they were
assessed postage due automatically because there
was not enough time to evaluate them to find out
where they came from and what kind of stampings
were on them. As I had written earlier about the
Budapest tariffs, there were no special provisions in
place for handling mail coming from the newly de-
tached territories. Thus, the card that had been
posted with an increased tariff (1 pengo) already but
was seemingly worth only 18 filler was annotated
“44 fill.” and affixed with 40+4 filler postage due
stamps.

After the attempted delivery, it was discovered
that the addressee had moved from District XIII to
Zsigmond Square; thus, the postage due stamps
were invalidated with a pen stroke. The card was
then forwarded from District XIII to post office no. 2
located on Zsigmond Square in Buda where the
18+18+8 filler postage due stamps were affixed
again. Finally, after floundering for a month, the
card was delivered.

It is an exceptionally lucky thing that the recipient
did not throw away the card but kept it so to provide
future generations a scarce postal history relic.

Thank you, Mr. Chief Railroad Engineer!

These would be the four scarcest “greenies,” 18
filler green postal cards. I hope that the Dear Read-
ers enjoyed this work as much as I enjoyed feasting
my eyes on these items.



WESTERN HUNGARY’S 9TH ISSUE “SEATED EAGLE WITH RADIATING
APOSTOLIC CROSS” TYPE Il VARIETY MISSING THE PINE TREES”

BORDA LORINC

Surprisingly, 97 years needed to pass before a
fundamental printing variety from this issue was
discovered. The scarcity of this series and the fact
that a significant quantity of the stamps ended up
abroad played a role in this. During the years of
communism, this series was not within the reach
of Hungarian collectors and researchers; and, con-
sequently, very few individuals dealt with it.

According to Weinert’s description, the stamp
design is “a tasteful depiction of a majestic, seated
eagle with a dual, apostolic cross radiating in the
background along with pine trees and a castle
tower.” The above description does not apply to
all of the stamps in the sheet because one stamp
appears without the pine trees.

LR L L L R R L )

Strip of three 1.50 Korona stamps, Types I-1-11

During my investigation I was able to look
through a limited number of approximately 300
stamps. Altogether, I found two copies missing
the pine trees.

Positioning in the complete sheet: I am not
aware of a complete sheet of these stamps, so I
cannot determine the position of the variety in the
sheet. I can, however, eliminate a few sheet posi-
tions (assuming that the variety exists on every
sheet that was printed) with the help of a corner
block of ten and the accompanying multiples.

All of the positions in the first row and in col-
umns 1 and 2 can be excluded as well as positions
86 through 90 and 96 through 100. The remain-
ing positions await further evaluation.

The excluded sheet positions are highlighted in grayish-blue

Printed quantity: 6000 copies survived the
contemporary destruction of the printed stamps.
These were printed with numerals of value. An
unknown quantity of stamp without numerals of
value (most likely much smaller) also survived.
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I am assuming that the stamps were printed in
sheets of 100, although I had not found concrete
information regarding this in the literature. Also,
we don’t know if the design missing the pine trees
originally looked like this or it was the result of
damage incurred during the production and then
repaired. With these reservations in mind, I can
state with great certainty that 60 copies of the
Type II stamps exist for each value printed with
numerals. Naturally, a number of these could
have been destroyed over the years.

A block of four, types I-I/I-11,
without the printed numeral of value

Comparison picture
of the two types
The origin of the modified image has to be inves-

tigated according to the following two possibilities:

1. The original design did not feature the pine
trees that were added to the image later. One lo-
cation retained the original design image.

2. The pine trees disappeared as a result of dam-
age or because of a repair.
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We should accept the second option to be the
correct one from these two possibilities:

The rays of the rising sun in the lower part of
the stamp are made up using uniform dots except
in place where the pine trees were. Here, short
lines are used to depict the sun’s rays.

The frame of the design shows signs of repair
next to the where the pine trees were. A similar
repair on the frame of the stamp can be found
from position 98 where a slanting line attests to
the repair without a doubt.

Classification: On the basis of the facts pre-
sented, I recommend including the missing pine
trees variety Il in the catalogues. Based on our
current knowledge, a maximum of 60 copies were
printed. On stamps printed without a numeral of
value, this variety would be about 10 fewer if
every colour variety that was printed survived.

In conclusion, the quantity of type I stamps
needs to be modified to 5940 because of the 60
scarce type Il stamps. The type II stamps without
numerals of value are very rare. Multiples show-
ing a combination of these two types are the
greatest rarities of which maybe 1 or 2 examples
exist.

LITERATURE REFERENCE:

Kiraly Tibor: A nyugat-magyarorszagi
felkeloharcoktol a Civitas Fidelissima-ig



WHERE POST AND RAILWAYS CROSS

MERVYN BENFORD (SHUTFORD/BANBURY)

Mail travelling and sorted on trains has long at-
tracted collectors around the world. Interest can grow
via collecting postcards of railways scenes, not least

stations, and especially with trains in the picture!

Hungary was early with Austria in developing both
railways and a travelling post office (TPO) service
(Mozgoposta.) Trains for many years carried bags of
mail, sorted or unsorted, for delivery to towns and
cities, likewise collecting bags of such mail for on-
ward travel. Hungary’s involvement in World War 1
brought a 70% loss of territory under the Ver-
sailles/Trianon decisions. Routes, stations and rolling
stock were lost, with further changes between 1938
and 1941 when some of these territories returned and
again when, being on the wrong side in World War 2,

the borders returned to 1920 Trianon decisions.

My eventual book will deal with the entire story
more fully. In this article I wish to show just how
fascinating the railway theme can be by focusing on

one Hungarian town- Dombovar.

Trains with mail duties and sorting carriages had
TPO numbers which should not be confused with
other rail operating numbers. TPO routes were their

own priority and not always using normal passenger

routes. Mail on an early morning branch train, around
four or five o’clock, and sorted, could be delivered on
arriving at a terminus in a small town the same day.
Official postal lists began later in the 1940s to give
timings.

Some collectors focus on TPO numbers and look
for routes that had that number. Others focus on
routes and find which TPOs worked them. The
Monograph records them within standard postmark
types used by the Post Office and that changed for
usually good reasons- as a philatelist I collect by
postmarks as recorded in Monograph Volume VI. A
TPO number can serve the same route across post-

mark changes.

Sadly editor Akos Kostyan died before completing
his work. He had distinguished often tiny differences
in marks otherwise looking identical. Those recruited
to complete the later years were less detailed. In 1943
a major change saw postmarks giving number of
TPO and route without identifying names. Many
records were also lost during the battles within Hun-
gary.

The 1920 Trianon Treaty saw Hungary lose 70% of

its territory- including railways, stations and rolling
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stock. Recovery after Trianon was slow. Successive
government changes and six years of economic infla-
tion were more pressing problems bur the radical
increase in new foreign borders obliged some atten-
tion. From 1927 a new list emerged of what was left
and possible. However, from 1938-41, under German
and Italian priorities, some lost territory was restored
and that list had to expand. Defeat in 1945 saw bor-
ders restored. TPO management with a war going on,
including invading armies, could not have been easy.
Those later trying to make sense of the situation for
Volume VI after the working expert of the time died
must have had considerable difficulties- even Kost-
yan might have struggled to find 100% reliable evi-

dence.

The decision in 1943 to change the system yet
again- away from named routes- may well have re-
flected a situation on the ground where stations and
routes were no longer certain. For my focus on Dom-
bovar I have been able to compare TPOs recorded in
Volume VI with the regular official postal listings of
TPOs. For the entire TPO network some differences
of detail emerge- routes for which no TPO number
can be found, TPO numbers not in the official lists,
TPO numbers serving different routes or part of the
stated routes. Some TPO destinations seem not to

have been towns as such but a significant junction

24

with a TPO siding and some parking. TPO evidence
in general is rarely a case of a new postmark over-
night replacing the previous ones. The working prin-
ciple has long seemed to be to keep cancellers until
new ones were needed- for whatever reason. A dated
list of routes does not mean all using the same post-
mark type. The period 1937-45 needs much more
study and that will be most helped by postal evi-
dence.

I chose Dombovar because it was an important
junction for long-distance traffic as well as useful for
its local access to the Great Hungarian Plain and with
good connections to major rail centres like
Nagykanizsa. By studying what official lists tell and
what Volume VI offers as postmark evidence, I ex-
pose just how complicated the story can become, as

well as how TPO practices and priorities changed.
DOMBOVAR

Dombovar is a town in Tolna county.
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Hllustrations 1 and 2 show the station and bridges.
Hllustration 3: Type 11 postmark- see Page 26.

1l

It has rail access east to the Danube at Baja, a ma-
jor Danube river crossing, and to the west at Kapos-
var. It lay on a natural line south-west from Budapest
and early TPOs served train routes in that direction
via Kaposvar and thence to Zagreb and Fiume.
Nagykanizsa west of Kaposvar, was early with rail
access- when names were still in German, and post-
marks gave ‘Bahnhof’. South-eastward via Bataszek,
crossing the Danube at Baja, rail travel continued
with some direct timings to Szeged, Arad and Sza-
badka- the latter both then Hungarian and pre-

Trianon.

Pecs could be reached from Budapest via Bataszek
but the final section was slow, with many curves. In
1882 a new route to Pecs began using fast services to
Dombovar but that meant entering the station and
then reversing. The first station had been built in
1872, today called “Dombovar also.” To enable faster
through running a new station was built about a
kilometre east which itself became the focus for the
development of a new town, Ujdombovar, as a rail
centre and the station is today the main Dombovar
station. The two places have since 1946 become just
one- Dombovar. Philately via postmarks, and espe-
cially rail postmarks, must recognise both- as did
George Bradshaw’s Continental timetables in 1914.

Just north of the new station rails branch north-west
giving access to Veszprem, Gyor, as well as Balaton.
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The eventual railway maps effectively showed two
major routes, NE to SW and NW to SE, converging
like a cross on the town literally to cross the Kapos
river.

Predictable industrial and commercial development
brought growing population and improving commu-
nications. Local rail services and TPOs were intro-
duced to more centres like Komlo, Kiskunhalas and
Kiskunfelegyhaza, the last two being useful rail junc-
tions. Bataszek was also significant for travellers
needing train connections to Ujdombovar when direct
services were not available- though pre-war timeta-
bles showed connection times varied.

19" Century postmarks sometimes had time of
franking and one can almost follow the letter from
door to door.

Tekintetes (

Eutnyiosnky Jossef
Jegysl urnak
Hllustration 4: Early Type 7 postmark for Komlo TPO route
(see Text Page 32)

My postcard in 1911 from Fiume showing Type 11
TPO 402 cancellation FIUME-UJIDOMBOVAR-
BUDAPEST for 6.00 in the evening could have been
on the 18.15 train arriving Buda 07.00 (Kelenfold
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06.44) and been delivered in Budakeszi that morning.
In 1914 five direct Budapest-Fiume services ran that
route- the slowest, stopping everywhere, took 30
hours, the fastest in 24 to 25 hours. Both Ujdom-
bovar and Dombovar featured in the timings, with
usually a rather longer stop at the newer station. Re-
freshment cars were put on at either, but mostly at the

original station.

Bradshaw’s whole Europe timetable in 1913 has a
MAYV service to/from Fiume from Zakany via Zagreb
and Karolyvaros- one journey a day each way with a
shorter second service to Karolyvaros. Zagreb to
Fiume took just under 12 hours, the return a little
over ten. Budapest-Fiume took around 24 hours.
There were connections at Zakany for Nagykanizsa,
Mohacs and Bataszek. Bradshaw also shows a ser-
vice- Zakany to Bataszek via Dombovar on the
Donau-Drau Eisenbahn, two trains each way daily,
both connecting with Nagykanizsa, but just one to
Budapest or Zagreb. Might this reflect my postcard’s
journey?

By 1941 a postcard from Budapest to Fiume on the
faster services via Ujdombovar crossed the Drava at
Gyekenyes and could reach Zagreb in 9 hours or
better. Fiume is an onward destination but no timings
given. The 08.30 from Budapest Keleti reached
Ujdombovar at 13.23, Gyekenyes at 17.03. The



15.45 service reached Ujdombovar by 18.38, two
hours faster, and Gyekenyes by 20.40. A second
slow service left Budapest at 20.55, Ujdombovar at
04.03, Gyekenyes at 08.16 timed to Zagreb by 17.00.
A train started in Ujdombovar at 18.56, at Gyekenyes
21.45 and by 06.05 in Zagreb. Postal services no
doubt had options for both basic mail transit and TPO
services. I have limited knowledge of rail in Hun-
gary. Readers who know more perhaps can show

faster mail travel using helpful route connections.
Postal Detail:

TPO routes involving this town: 29, 43, 44, 60,
143, 144 (only briefly,) 187, 208, 226, 402 and 406-
the two last being long-distance routes lost at Tri-
anon. All routes up and down- M/T- unless indicated
otherwise: numbers disappear and sometimes re-
appear- changed in detail to reflect route management

changes.

I have access to postal lists published 1911, 1925,
1931, 1937, 1939, May 1940, November 1940, Janu-
ary 1941, October 1941, May 1942, September
1942, December 1942, May 1943, June 1944, August
1945, January 1946, May 1946 and May 1950. Be-
yond that I have post-war postal maps that conven-
iently identify TPOs operating in the region. I also
have a personal A4 notebook from a postmark collec-

tor whose evidence helps but at times conflicts with

the official information but takes my story into the
1970s.

1911 1925

144:- Szabadka-Baja-
Ujdombovar

226:- early 20th. Century:-
Dombovar-Gyor

29: Gyekenyes-
Ujdombovar-Budapest
NOT in PTT lists, nor
Monograph; but known
(the original station.) used
402:- Budapest- 43: Ujdombovar-Baja just
Ujdombovar-Fiume 92km replaces 144

406:- Budapest- 44:- Nagykanizsa-
Ujdombovar-Zagreb Ujdombovar-Kiskunhalas

144: lost to Eger-Putnok
208: Ujdombovar-Komlo

Small rural branch
surviving into modern era.

226: Ujdombovar-
Veszprem

Sometimes Veszprem
Kulso

402 and 406 had ended (
pre-Trianon routes)

1931 Pre-war cancellers 1937
still in some cases in use.

29: as 1931
29: Nagykanizsa- 43: as 1931
Ujdombovar 44: now Gyekenyes-
43: Ujdombovar-Baja Ujdombovar

44: Nagykanizsa- 60: Ujdombovar-Baja-

Ujdombovar one-way joins TPO 43 on
208: Bakoca-Godisa- the route
Komlo 208: Ujdombovar-Komlo
20 km branch off Full 38 km route again
main Ujdombovar line 226: as 1931
226 - as 1925
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1939

29:
43:
44
60:
208:
226:

as 1931/1937
as 1931/1937
as 1937

as 1937

as 1937
Veszprem-

Ujdombovar

route direction

priority reversed

May 1940

29: as
1931/1937/1939/May 1940
43: as
1931/1937/1939/May 1940
44: now Ujdombovar-
Gyekenyes
Another one-way TPO
service
60: as 1937/1939/May1940
208: as 1937/1939/May1940
225: Veszprem- Ujdom-
bovar
Route new- taking
over 226 direction priority
226: Ujdombovar- as
original 1925 route direc-
tion

Gyonk connected
only in 1882 to main line
60: as November 1940
208: as since 1937
226: as since
May/November 1940

November 1940

29: as since 1931
43: as since 1931

44: now Kaposvar-

Gyekenyes: HQ PO
Ujdombovar 60:

since 1937 but now
two-

way

208: as since 1937

226: as since May 1940

Note 225 not now
listed

as

January 1941

29: Gyekenyes-
Ujdombovar-
slavia priority?

30: Ujdombovar-Pecs:
new and not in Mono-
graph 43: as since 1931:
experimental Type 16
canceller 44: Keszo-
hidegkut-Gyonk-
Gyekenyes

main line branch:
later Ujdombovar TPO
link

Yugo-
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October 1941

29: as January 1941
32: Budapest- Ujdom-
bovar: not a Monograph
43: Ujdombovar-
Szeged-Rokus: near
Szeged
44: Gyekenyes-
Ujdombovar: TPO 44
changed-
more focus on
Drava border bridge
60: Ujdombovar-
Keszohidegkut-Gyonk
187: Ujdombovar-
Bataszek-Pecs: Mono-
graph has
Pecs-Ujdombovar:
earlier Pecs-Beremend:
208:- as since 1937
226:- as since
May/November 1940

May 1942

29: Budapest-
Gyekenyes: via
Ujdombovar

43: as October 1941

44: Kaposvar-
Gyekenyes: not via
Ujdombovar and

Monograph gives
Budapest-Wien

60: Kaposvar-
Keszohidegkut-Gyonk:
Probably via Ujdom-
bovar- connection with
447

143: Baja-Szeged Rokus-
1943- had been Sza-
badka-

Ujdombovar-
situation?

187: Ujdombovar-Pecs:
no Bataszek

208: as since 1937

226: as since
May/November 1940:
Monograph has as ear-
lier 225 but later as 226.

war




September 1942

29: as May 1942
43: as October

1941/May 1942

44: still as May 1942

60: as May 1942
208: as since 1937
226: as since
/November 1940

December 1942

32: Budapest-
Ujdombovar: listed but
not in Vol.VI

43: Ujdombovar-Szeged

44: Ujdombovar-
Gyekenyes: full route
again

60: as May/September
1942

187: Ujdombovar-Pecs:
omitted in September
list?

208: as since 1937

226: as since
May/November 1940: no
225 now

val of the 1946 Republic these removed Crown

and any references to former royalty. The new

system was based on geographical regions.

May 1943

43: as December 1942
44: as December 1942

60: as December 1942

143: Ujdombovar-Szabadka:

Return only to Baja
208: as since 1937

225: Ujdombovar-Veszprem:
226: Ujdombovar-Veszprem

Re-organised Anonymous System- during 1943

No route names: TPO number and date in full
central panel: variations of MAGYAR KIRALY
MOZGOPOSTA — most abbreviated- around the

edge of double ring circle postmarks: by the arri-

November 1943 Former June 1944: as November
numbers in brackets 1943 but 351 and 352
.- route directions reversed
In two cases familiar routes
with or without former num- | August 1945 fewer
bers filled gaps in new lists immediate post-war routes
f;rll}lflps to flow more natu- 350  Kaposvar-
Bataszek-Ujdombovar
350 (43) Ujdom- 352 asJune 1944
bovar-Szeged 354 asJune 1944
351 (-) Ujdom- 370  Nagykanizsa-
bovar-Baja Ujdombovar
352 (187) Pecs- 372 Ujdombovar-
Ujdombovar Veszprem
354 (208) Ujdom- 390  Ujdombovar-
bovar-Komlo Tolnanemedi
370 (44) Ujdom- Further up
bovar-Gyekenyes main line- ignoring
371 (-) Ujdom- Gyonk?
bovar-Kaposvar
372 (226) Ujdom-
bovar-Veszprem
385 (225) Veszprem-
Ujdombovar
390 (60) Ujdombovar-
Keszohidegkut-Gyonk
January 1946 same May 1946
reduced route coverage 350 as January 1946
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350  Ujdombovar-
Bataszek

352 as August 1945

354  as August 1945

370  as August 1945

372 as August 1945

390  as August 1945

352  asJanuary 1946

354  asJanuary 1946

370  asJanuary 1946

371 Ujdombovar-
Bataszek

372 asJanuary 1946

May 1950

350  Dombovar-Porboly

351 Dombovar-
Bataszek

354 Dombovar-Komlo

370  Nagykanizsa-
Dombovar

371 Dombovar-
Gyekenyes

372 Dombovar-
Veszprem Kulso

My PTT lists go no
further but I have
some official postal
regional maps that
include lists of TPOs
and lesser mail ser-
vices. The two sta-
tions merged in 1946
and finally the postal
references revert to
the original name.

omits Dombovar as a named transit station. Fa-
miliar pre-war names return. Similarly two maps
mention 370 but one includes Gyekenyes in the
route detail. How individual maps list routes can
have been open to local interpretation and as no
names appear in the postmarks such minor dif-

ferences may not be critical.

Routes do not always reflect the way passengers
would travel. Simondunahid was a station just
before Baja but the name reflects a bridge over
the Danube, either historic or present. Was this
new service related to 350 having two termini
given, the one at Baja, a regular river crossing
perhaps overtaken by 3517 That would allow
350 to turn north at Bataszek rather than straight
on to Baja. I cannot be sure.

MAP SERIES DATED 1956

From official regional postal maps that list
TPOs: the maps can slightly differ in detail as
Dombovar appears on maps of five postal re-
gions. Thus one map provides evidence of brand
new numbers, 56 and 57, but 59 appears on a
different map. Another map numbers the new
route 54 and 55 but gives 59 to elsewhere in the

country. Yet another map confirms 56 and 57 but
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56 Budapest-
Dombovar-Pecs
57 Budapest-
Dombovar-Pecs
59 Budapest-
Dombovar-Pecs
cited as a
newspaper service
350 Dombovar-
Bataszek-Sarbogard
another map
gives Dombovar-Baja

1*. August 1963 From a
further set of maps- actual

postal routes- published

53 Nagykanizsa-
Dombovar-Budapest

350  Dombovar-Baja-
Kiskunhalas

352 Dombovar-
Godisa-Komlo

354 Dombovar-
Godisa-Komlo

371 Dombovar-




351 Dombovar- Gyekenyes
Simondunahid 372 Dombovar-
just before Veszprem
Baja- name refers to a
bridge
354  Dombovar-
Bakoca Godisa-Komlo
370  as May1950
371 as May 1950
372 as May 1950
374  Dombovar-
Keszohidegkut-Gyonk

another map has
Lepseny as a transit stop
TPOs 55, 56, 57 and 59 still
serve Budapest-Pecs and one
assumes they went through
Dombovar as previously.

The information seems to reflect significant
development- for example the route to Komlo,
hitherto a short branch faithfully maintained,
now has two TPOs shown and Bakoca-Godisa is
now just Godisa. Bakoca was west of Godisa and
the station probably served both. Trains from
Ujdombovar might always have had to reverse to
reach Komlo, unless through track with a postal
siding existed. Post-war, Komlo region coal
became very important and second in national
production only to Tatabanya. Modern timeta-
bles show still a railway line but changing at
Sasd. Modern maps show the town now has a

UK TESCO hyper-market!!

My final references come from a collector’s
record book- sources unknown. Route given in

ink as 23 May 1971 but a few 26 May 1971 or

22 May 1977 (usually changes.) Earlier pre-war
routes entered in pencil. under their original
numbers. Services to Pecs were from Budapest
Deli (South) station. They probably still travelled
through Dombovar. Other TPOs served Pecs but

probably alternative routes.

31



Final Table! The collector’s book!

52 Pecs-Budapest

53 As 1963 but Budapest-Szolnok — apparently one-
way only by 1977.

55 Pecs-Budapest (one-way)

56 Budapest-Pecs in 1974 Bekescsaba-
Budapest

57 Budapest- in 1974 Budapest-
Bekescsaba but from Budapest Nyugati (West) sta-
tion.
by 1977. 350 Dombovar-Baja

352 Dombovar-Komlo  almost certainly still via
Bakoca-Godisa even if not stopping there

354 Dombovar-Komlo  both TPOs still there!

371 Gyekenyes-Dombovar by 1977 Miskolc-
Tornanadaska

372 Dombovar-Veszprem

That is as far as I can take the story. Progressive
reduction of service such as that change in 371 route
in 1977 would no doubt reflect improved road and air
services and the TPO network has finally closed
down.

Readers will have noticed that from well before
World War 2 one route has been almost 100% active-
the short branch south from Ujdombovar to Komlo
via Bakoca-Godisa. In modern times it even gained a
second TPO service. Once a rural village, during the
post-war Soviet Republic it was exploited for its coal
deposits, becoming the second biggest coal-mine
after Tatabanya. The mine finally closed in 2000.
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Checking maps today it seems to be a small station
with a few sidings.

THE POSTMARKS

The postmarks are the official philatelic record.
They should reflect route and route changes but
should still be studied in their own right as evidence
checked against route evidence. Type 7, introduced
1880, is the first featuring Dombovar- but this was
TPO 208, a short branch Ujdombovar-Komlo, cre-
ated under Trianon re-organisation but given this
much older type of canceller in 1924 as the eventual
new period Type 15 was not yet issued. This was an
impressively large single-ring circular mark with
route and numbers in the 19™. Century reaching three
figures Komlo was reached via a junction at Bakoca-
Godisa, 18km south of Ujdombovar, in 20 or 30
minutes depending on fast or slow service. In 1941
the rest of the journey at best took 50 minutes.

After Trianon in 1920 many earlier TPO numbers
became redundant and were re-issued to a re-
organised route. 208 had earlier been used in northern
Transylvania (Hungarian Erdely, lost to Romania.)
In 1941 four trains a day worked the route and the
1848 reaching Komlo at 20.37 probably carried the
mail for next day delivery along with passengers who
had left Budapest at 15.45. The journey to Budapest
arriving 11.40 left Komlo at 04.48- an early steaming
for a small rural terminus. However, the connection
at Godisa for Ujdombovar arrived there 06.30 in



good time for prompt deliveries if sorted on TPO
208. The 17.13 arriving Ujdombovar 20. 33 may
also have been used for mail.

Types 9- 12 in effect reflected different design fea-
tures and progressive route development. Date panels
were either full or partial: TPO numbers were either
small, with ‘sz’ (= number) or large; route expansion
often involved additional TPO counters while new
routes themselves also arrived. All such develop-
ments took the canceller prevalent at the time while
unaffected, existing TPOs continued use of whatever
canceller they had until loss or damage obliged re-
placement. Type 9c introduced the Hungarian
Crown, a feature surviving uninterrupted apart from
the brief Republican years around the end of World
War 1 and lost completely after World War 2.

TPO numbers did not always run consecutively
though; gaps allowed later additions for a route. Ear-
lier ones could and did continue even if newer types
came to the same route. Types 15 to 18 detailing
post-Trianon re-organisation come close to overall
replacement as they reflect significant changes of
territory but even then some pre-war cancellers sur-
vived in use. Type 10s appear from 1892, 11 from
1899 and 12 from 1911. All reflected changing route
development or simply new canceller designs. This
random or perhaps pragmatic policy means that the
same route and TPO number can be found under one
or more of these and earlier types. To a good degree
collecting by postmarks helps shape a time-line for

the development of postal railway services and prac-
tices. The territorial complications encourage wider
interest in collecting, perhaps, than just by TPO
number or route.

From 1895 an early Type 10 canceller for TPO 226
served Dombovar-Gyor and return- the original sta-
tion. The card shows the new station: the post clerk
seeing the canceller uses the original station helps
everyone by ensuring the facts are known. By 1910,
when the Type 10 canceller was needed for a new
service from Budapest to Zagreb, with TPO number
406, Ujdombovar was named as a transit point in a 3-
name route and became the station used for all later
postmarks. Initially Zagrab as Hungarian, in 1914
new ones still Type 10 had ‘Zagreb.” The same year a
new canceller for the ‘D’ counter was issued but by
then was the Type 12 format though only the wider
date panel would show it as both Types used the lar-
ger digit. The Type 10 TPO 406 arrived only in 1910,
a year before Type 12 became available Volume VI
records changes affecting this TPO in 1914 involving
little more than counter letters- a detail only date
evidence can establish. It is the measure of the edi-
tor’s determined attention to detail.

TPO 406 did change to a Type 12 format but only
under those later re-organisations- in 1941. The Za-
greb service was lost at Trianon, likewise Szabadka,
but this town came back in the 1938-1941 Visszatert
period and the number was allocated for its service to
Cservenka. By 1941 Types 15-18 had been long in-
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troduced but the postal authorities went back to an
old Type 12 still in stock presumably.

Type 11 saw a new service in 1909 from Budapest
to Fiume and return again citing Ujdombovar as an
intermediate location. Kostyan recorded A, B and C
counters with D arriving in 1910. It was given TPO
402, another high number reflecting route and service
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Hllustrations 5 and 6:

top: postmark with JUTAS: bottom: postmark after Trianon

Type 12 sees Ujdombovar featured in two earlier
lower numbers, 43 and 44. Both had been used from
1893 with Type 10 cancellers on the Battaszek-
Zakany route and before that with Type 7 cancellers
from 1882 (Volume VI records the double ‘T’ spell-
34

ing for them.) Now in 1912 they served Nagykanizsa-
Ujdombovar and return. The ‘C’ canceller came first
and ‘A’ and ‘B’ only four days later but for the return
journey all three came on the later date. It seems the
TPO was one-way for four days. In post-Trianon re-
organisation 43 became used for Ujdombovar-Baja
and return.

44 followed the 43 for
Nagykanizsa-Ujdombovar and return but in 1926 re-

same pattern as

organisation saw it assigned to Nagykanizsa-

Ujdombovar-Kiskunhalas.

TPOs 143 and 144 had Type 12 cancellers. Both
began in 1911 though initially for the Szabadka-
Bataszek route but a year later with cancellers show-
ing Szabadka-Baja-Ujdombovar, still via Bataszek-
and again for both up and down lines. 144 became re-
assigned post-Trianon in 1926 for Putnok-Eger. In
1912 Volume VI records a new route Ujdombovar-
Jutas. Neither my 1940 detailed military map nor my
excellent modern Railway History atlas show JU-
TAS, but the atlas shows a station at a four-way rail
crossroads just north of Veszprem where my fine
1895 whole-Europe atlas places Jutas. Perhaps it was
a station more significant for TPOs. Veszprem, like
Szeged, had suburban stations at times used as TPO
termini.

I have a cover with the postmark though and the
1914 European Bradshaw has a timetable! Ujdom-
bovar-Gyor, an early TPO (Type 10, 226,) went



north-west via Lepseny, not far from Balaton’s
northern shores, arriving Jutas after five and a half
hours. There it connected with a separate onward
service to Gyor via Veszprem, another three to four
hours.

Our story picks up with Type 15, the mark of the
final re-organised system introduced progressively
from 1927. Re-organisation was not easy. The na-
tional economy was also enduring significant infla-
tion. New postmarks but older ones might still be
found on routes not affected by border changes.
Nagykanizsa-Budapest remained TPO 8 a very long
time and its Type 10 postmark remained long in use
after 1920.

The number of international borders dramatically
increased. Postal operations changed. These I shall
reflect in my eventual book. Type 15 was still a
smaller double ring cds but with partial date panel,
much as Types 10 and 12- large TPO numbers at the
bottom. There are one or two oddities but it is a sig-
nificant postal change producing a new list with TPO
numbers from Nos. 4 to 417 but in total only 75
TPOs- a much smaller country.

43 and 44 do not appear: 143 survives in 1930 as
Kiskunhalas-Ujdombovar but in 1933 becoming
Baja-Ujdombovar just for a year with a further
change as TPO to Kiskunfelegyhaza from 1934.
Whether these route changes tie strictly to the Vol-
ume VI datings needs examples to confirm. If the
Baja cancellers were literally in action just a year that

is a scarcity factor of interest. Up and down routes
apply in each case. 226- the above-mentioned route
to Jutas- changes to become Ujdombovar to Vesz-
prem and return, an entirely new service in 1937.

I report above the route Ujdombovar-Komlo intro-
duced early in post-Trianon organisation and being
given the old Type 7 canceller form. Now in 1937 it
gains a Type 15 version. Only dates of use can estab-
lish if the original ones stayed in use alongside.

More design experimentation saw Type 16 as a lar-
ger double circle, Crown but no hatching, and full
date panel to accommodate a different way of re-
cording the date to show departure and arrival date-
usually the same day but not always. A similar but
anonymous, just M.KIR. MOZGOPOSTA, existed as
an emergency canceller with TPO number in the date
panel. Type 16 still indicated the TPO number in the
route details. However, unlike Type 15, it gave the
date as three year digits with Roman letters for
month.

Only 12 TPOs had this canceller type but two in-
volved Ujdombovar, including use of No.29 (previ-
ously Szeged-Eszek) for a new direct route from, but
not to, Nagykanizsa and No.43 to Baja and return
No.43 therefore returns to the town’s railways. Now
and again Volume VI shows a canceller operating in
only one direction and one assumes the return route
happened to have a still serviceable early type. But in
this case No. 29 did not exist working from Ujdom-
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bovar so perhaps it returned as a normal passenger
service only.

1938 saw the start of significant amounts of terri-
tory lost at Trianon returning- the Visszatert period. It
began in Czechoslovakia in 1938, extended to Ruthe-
nia/Karpatalja in 1939, Romania in 1940 and Yugo-
slavia in 1941. Postal matters returned to Hungarian
sovereignty and management, including stations,
rolling stock, track and TPOs. The whole resulted in
an enlarged route network restored or with re-shaped
routes, especially across what had been Trianon bor-
ders, and a new postmark: Type 17. It was identical
to Type 15 except changing to Roman numerals in-
stead of Type 15 which used letters for the month.

Considerably more TPOs were running. New track
and even stations were sometimes needed to enable a
restored line to avoid a stretch of track still in the
other country. The celebrated Hungarian philatelic
researcher, Ferenc Orban, told me that as a young
soldier he had helped build a station at Marosfo.
1941/42 saw a completely new line, Szeretfalva-
Deda, built in Erdely. Its workers received a lot of
parcels!

Under Type 17 in 1942 TPO 43 changes to Ujdom-
bovar-Szeged and return. The new Veszprem route,
TPO 226, is not mentioned under Type 17 but a pre-
viously unused TPO number, 225, is shown. I have
examples of TPOs either not listed in this period or

with numbers recorded for other routes. Route
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changes and service needs could bring such changes
and this was the period being written by replacements
as the Monograph editor had died. In 1941 military
events brought changed priorities.

TPO 143 survives but with a range of versions per-
haps typical of the new war years. In 1939 it covered
Baja-Kiskunfelegyhaza, in 1942 became Szabadka-
Ujdombovar (Szabadka had been restored in 1941)
but just a year later Szeged-Baja. Cancellers are listed
as usual for outward and return directions. It again
asks the question- did more than one operating route
use the same TPO number or were these changes
sequential and singular? Did war years complicate
routine systems? Between 1939 might all three TPO
143 cancellers have been in use on the particular
routes? Volume VI shows some routes ran for very
short periods before such changes.

The Type 16 experimental design clearly appealed
and a new version was issued as Type 18. The only
change was two year digits instead of three. Fifteen
TPOs had these types, three being just one-way. Most
involved restored territory so not affecting the area
covered in this article.

The system went into total anonymity in late 1943-
until which normal practice continued. TPOs 43 and
44 continued to serve the town- to Szeged and Gyek-
enyes respectively. 143 covered the route to Sza-
badka but returned only as far as Baja. 144 remained
lost to Eger-Putnok and with no return service. A



first-time use of 187 and a direct service from Pecs
came in 1943. TPO 208 (Komlo) continued and now
with both 225 and 226 working to Veszprem and
back. 402 and 406 became confined to restored
Visszatert routes.

The new large size circular marks later in the year-
with all the information including TPO number in the
date panel- had no route names. The narrow space for
date panel information is not always clear but TPO
use continued until distinctive new designs- still
anonymous- emerged but sorted by geographical
region.

THE CONDUCTOR POSTS

Smaller routes without Mozgoposta carriages saw
mail handled by a postal employee travelling on trains
that generally were small local branches. Volume VI
lists these as well as all the types referred to in the
article.

Hllustration 7: conductor post mark with ‘km’

[llustration 7 shows a cover with the postmark of the
Gyekenyes-Ujdombovar route with the less used ‘km’
mark, despite, by 1944, the majority having the then
regular ‘jm’ marks. Ujdombovar-Veszprem was a

typical ‘ym’ route. Illustration 8 is an example of
marks used in the early period of railway posts.

POSTAKOZEG BUDAPEST-
UJDOMBOVAR-ZAGRAB K0Z0TT

Hllustration 8

THE NEW ANONYMOUS SYSTEM- A SUM-
MARY

Initial arrangements show 43 re-numbered as 350 ,
still to Szeged, but a completely new service TPO
351, Ujdombovar-Baja and back, but connecting with
onward trains to Szabadka. TPO 44 becomes 370,
326 Baja-
Ujdombovar-Szabadka but placing our town in the

still to Gyekenyes, 143 became

middle seems curious routing. The two Veszprem
routes (225/226) survived as 385 and 372, the new
187 Pecs service is re-numbered 352, Komlo’s TPO
208 becomes 354. (Illustration 9).
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Lllustration 9 Postmarks under anonymous system

A completely new TPO 371 (no former number)
ran between Ujdombovar and Kaposvar and return.
They all start with ‘3’ reflecting all services in that
region- based on Szeged, Ujvidek, Pecs and Kapos-
var groupings.

June 1944 found TPO 350 extended to Szabadka
effectively replacing 326 (the old original 143) run-
ning direct between Baja and Szabadka and perhaps

suggesting list error in the first changes.

August 1945 brings the first post-war outcomes.
350 serves a different route in the same region. 351
ends. 352 and 354 continue. TPO 370 continues but

38

rather than south to the Drava at Gyekenyes- once
again a likely restored Trianon border- the route
371 ends. 372

(Veszprem ) continues but the second route under

switches north to Nagykanizsa.

regional number 385, the mysterious Monograph
TPO 225, had ended before the war ended. A new
TPO-390- ran between Ujdombovar and Tolnane-

medi.

In January 1946 further re-organisation is evident.
350 is back for Ujdombovar to Bataszek. 371 brings
a TPO back for the one lost in 1944. The new 390
changes from Tolnanemedi to become Ujdombovar-
Keszhidegkut-Gyonk. The others remain as before.
Yet by June 350 extends beyond Bataszek to Sarbo-
gard but 352 has ended. The service to Komlo still
survives as 354- likewise 370 to Nagykanizsa and
372 to Veszprem. 371, just restored between
Ujdombovar and Kaposvar, moves again, this time
restoring a route to Gyekenyes, now re-established as

the international border.

Total TPO numbers are generally reducing. Like-
wise my access to post-war information becomes
ever more difficult. By 1950 I find 350 now Dom-
bovar-Porboly, 351 returns as Dombovar-Bataszek,
Komlo (354) still working, 371 and 372 as in 1946,

One notices that as noted at the outset the two towns



and stations exist and the name returns as just the

original Dombovar.

The maps and the collector’s notebook show that
these basic TPOs continued at least until the 1970s.
352 returned as a second service for Komlo- coal
surely! That its station had a Post Office and sur-
vived at least until 1962. A town’s No.2 office was
traditionally from the outset at the railway station. |
hope this story helps collectors identify the connec-
tions between postal and philatelic stories as well as
some of the post-1945 geography. I believe it sup-
ports my conviction that studying the marks by their
postmark types, along with official route records,

gives a stronger sense of the service and its history.

The study is more a lesser theme in a general study
of TPOs and railway post evidence but it has been
fascinating to do. It is more than collecting and
studying a single TPO or route. I could have chosen
any major rail centre in Hungary. Some like Debre-
cen or Szeged would have interesting stories about
trains and borders. To me collecting railway material
confirms the sheer fascination of the challenge of
collecting the postal history of a country so severely

treated by politics of the period.

Corrigenda

A 18/1 lapszam - szerkesztonk nyari
munkatorlodasa miatt idoben javi-
tani mar nem sikerult - alabbi hi-
baiert a Kedves Olvaso elnezeset ker-
juk:

e Ore Tonnes norveg filatelista-
kutato neve mindenutt tevesen,
Tonnes-kent jelent meg.

e A 32.-ik oldalon a szloven be-
lyegek nem 1 krajcarosok, hanem
1 krunasok (korona.)

e A 33-ik oldalon a roman cenzura-
belyegzo szovege nem ''Censurat
Postal'', hanem ''Postul"'.
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NEWS

FEPA RECOGNITION

At FEPA’s convention in Prague, we were pleased
to accept the certificate of distinction awarded to our
members Tamas Gudlin and Arpad Csatlos for their
jointly published book. We congratulate the editors
for this recognition!
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The authors in Sindelfingen
The book may be purchased in the stores.
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CHANGES IN THE MANAGEMENT OF MABEOSZ

The election of new officers, originally scheduled
for May, was held on September 22nd. Dr. Geza
Homonnay, Mafitt’s current president, was elected
president of the Hungarian Stamp Collectors’ Na-
tional Federation by the delegates.

dr. Homonnay Geza president of Mafitt and MABEOSZ

Two members of Mafitt, Janos Dan and Laszlo Lei-
told, were also voted into the seven-member MA-
BEOSZ presidency. Karoly Szucs has been respon-
sible since January for the management of the federa-
tion’s business.

Several of the MABEOSZ committees are also
headed up by Mafitt members. Miklos Barabassy is
in charge of the ethics committee; Denes Czirok, the
jury committee; Istvan Glatz, the committees for
exhibitions and international relations.



Az 1971-ben inditott lap félévente jelenik meg, az 1991-ben kezdddott, husz év sziinet utdn
2011-t61 a Mafitt tagdijfizet6 tagjai szamara sziikséges mennyiségben magyar,
¢s parhuzamosan angol nyelven is (e nyelvi mutaci6 50 alatti példanyszamban.)

Ujsdagunk teljes tartalma és digitalis lemezmelléklete a Mafitt honlapjardl letélthetd.

www.mafitt.hu

The numbers of this journal are given on our website.
With our authors’ permission the contents are listed there.
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HOMOKBALVANYOS - NEW DISCOVERIES IN THE 1918-
1920 POSTAL HISTORY OF THE SOUTHERN REGION

DR. FERENC NAGY (VIENNA)

PART ONE

A Homokbalvanyos letter franked with a Hun-
garian stamp that we searched for unsuccessfully
in the catalogues appeared in a late-2017 auction
from Belgrade.

The letter was actually transported from Ho-
mokbalvanyos on 5 January 1920 through
Pancsova, then Belgrade in Serbia to the settle-
ment of Gornji Milanovac 80 kilometres away and
then returned via the same route.

The front side of the registered letter has stamps
worth 50 filler as part of the 1.50 korona postal
tariff. Next to the imprinted 15 filler indicium of
the envelope is a 25 filler Karoly stamp along with
a previously unknown 10 filler postage due stamp
used as a postage stamp with the diagonal overprint
FRANCO. On the reverse side, a pair of the first
issue Temesvar 45 filler overprint on the 10 filler
value of the 3rd War Aid stamp was used along
with two 5 filler Harvesters to pay the 1 korona
registration fee. Thus, the 1.50 korona tariff was
made up with the help of using 7 stamps.

The 45 filler first issue Temesvar stamps were
available for unrestricted use mostly in the areas
that came under permanent Serbian occupation.
(See PHILATELICA 18/1)
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Figure 1 a. Letter from HOMOKBALVANYOS sent to
Gornji Milanovac on 5 January 1920 returned to the
sender.  Front side: 50 filler postage including
a previously unknown 10 filler FRANKO stamp.
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The Pancsova cancellations on the letter indicate
that it transited thought the town in both direc-
tions. The unusual ‘FRANKO’ stamp was ac-
cepted as a postage stamp without any problems
both times even though it was originally intended
as postage due stamp. THUS IT HAD TO HAVE
BEEN ENCOUNTTERED EARLIER AND
RECOGNIZED!

We, however, had not seen a postally used letter
with this stamp up until now.
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Figure 1.b. The reverse side of the letter: 1 korona
registration fee, with the pair of Temesvar local issue
45/10 filler stamps.

1. LARRY’S HOARD

The solution to the puzzle is in a stamp hoard
found in England in 2011. A fellow collector who
lives there and is a member of the ‘Hungarian
Philatelic Society’ found, by chance, a significant
collection of HOMOKBALVANYOS material in
an auction. As I mentioned before, this topic is
treated with more interest and enthusiasm in Eng-
land than in Hungary. (The Hungarian stamp
catalogue does not even mention this issue that
was in use for 5 months.) The large number of
letters and cutouts with ‘PORTO’ overprints in
the auction lot dazzled the individual.

On one large piece of an envelope we can find a
50 filler black numeral postage due stamp over-
printed ‘FRANKO’ in PURPLE colour next to
two 4 filler Harvesters Koztarsasag stamps. The
cancellation is hard to make out, but it is identical
to one made by the Homokbalvanyos device. The
marking ‘N 21’ left by a previous collector can be
found on the piece. (My work that is pertinent to
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this topic can be found in the 16/1 issue of our
publication.)

In addition to this, there was a piece of paper in
the lot to which 8 postage due stamps with black
‘FRANKO’ overprint in lieu of PORTO were
affixed for illustration purposes. Every used ex-
ample showed a partial HOMOKBALVANYOS
cancellation. A manuscript ‘BELA CRKVA,
VOJVODINA’ was found at the top of the paper.
This was the Serbian name for the town of
Fehertemplom (Banat-Weisskirchen in German).
There isn’t sufficient explanation for the hand-
written numbers annotated alongside each stamp.

Our fellow collector Roger Morrell publicized
this in an issue of the ‘Stamp of Hungary’ from
2011. He assigned the moniker ‘Larry’s hoard’ to
the lot. Up until then the ‘FRANKO’ overprints
received scant attention because until now the
overwhelming quantity of Homokbalvanyos
stamps were known only with ‘PORTO’ over-
print.
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Figure 6: FRANKO

88 | overprinisin Larry's

4 | hoard, missing only the
30 f value according to
Rl | Eure's listing. Note that
the page is headed Bela
Crkva', the Serbian name
for Fehértemplom, but
some of the posimarked
anes are clearly from
Homokbdlvdnyos!

Figure 2a. Illustration from the 185" issue, June 2011
of the ‘Stamps of Hungary’
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Stamps of Hungary No. 185 as June 2011

Figure 2b. Illustration from the 185" issue, June 2011
of the ‘Stamps of Hungary’

The 9th stamp in the ‘rearranged’ picture of a
similar illustration shows the added 50 filler stamp!

Figure 3. To date, the only known cutout showing the
50 filler stamp with FRANKO overprint. from
Homokbalvanyos, 15 December 1919.

While it did not present a problem to list the
Homokbalvanyos PORTO stamps and posted
letters amongst the known items, there was no
easy explanation for the sheet of paper with the
FRANKO stamps annotated with Bela Crkva.
Therefore, based on this inscription, these became
recorded as the ‘Fehertemplom-issue’ in the small
circle of interested collectors.

I hope to be able to dwell deeper into this topic
based on the letter shown in Figure 1 continuing
the work began by dr. Leslie Ettre, Roger Morrell,
and Larry Peer. At the same time, I hope to be
able to afford them the proper respect.

First of all, let’s examine the overprint on the 10
filler stamp. It is 25mm wide. It’s immediately
noticeable that the lower foot of the letter ‘R’ in
‘FRANKO’ curls upwards. This is similar to the
Homokbalvanyos stamps with ‘PORTO’ over-
prints in which the characteristics of the letter ‘R’
and ‘O’ correspond to the overprint on our piece.
This indicates that both overprints were prepared
using the same letter stock. Not just the already
well-known Homokbalvanyos PORTO but also
the so-called ‘Fehertemplom’ FRANKO printings
were prepared in THE SAME PLACE!

This letter cutout as well as the 4 cancelled ex-
amples from England was used in Homokbalvan-
yos exclusively. It appears that Fehertemplom
located 50km to the east did not have any connec-
tion to this. Nevertheless, there has to be a reason
for the annotation made 100 years ago to exist!

The name Bela Cvrka came into use after the
Serbian sovereignty. Up until then the only name
variant used besides the Hungarian name was the
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German Banat-Weisskirchen.  Therefore, the
piece of paper was authored at a later time by
someone whose mother tongue was Serbo-
Croatian.

Let’s imagine the following situation. The ex-
ceptionally talented, smart, and energetic post-
master of Homokbalvanyos, Mr. Graf — who, like
his many other Hungarian brethren — could not
acquiesce to the impending loss of the 4 counties.
He used every opportunity to underscore and pre-
sent testimony to the Hungarian nature of the area.
That which we know as history today — reading
about it in our easy chair — was EVOLVING at
the time! The inhabitants of small settlements
could not have known about the dubious machina-
tions of the Entente powers! Mr. Graf could only
show that ‘here the HUNGARIAN post was func-
tioning, using HUNGARIAN stamps and the
name of the place was HOMOKBALVANYOS.’
Mr. Graf fought for this as much as it was possi-
ble for him to do so.

There was only one problem. The supply of lo-
cally overprinted provisional postage due stamps
issued in September 1919 was nearly exhausted
leaving very few not overprinted stamps in stock.
Mainly, the 1 korona Parliament stamp needed for
registered letter was unavailable. He could not
request a resupply from the Nagybecskerek Postal
Directorate because, most likely, he would have
received the ‘chain breaker’ Slovenian stamps that
were valid there. He came up with an idea to ask
his colleague from Fehertemplom about the possi-
bility of getting Hungarian stamps from him. He
must have received a reply that only postage due
stamps were available. The colleague must have
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sent some to Mr. Graf since the postmaster at
Fehertemplom was more industrious about col-
lecting postage due.

This may be the only explanation for the issues’
connection to Fehertemplom.

But there may have been another problem. The
stamps were not needed for collecting postage due
but for paying postal tariff! The postmaster most
like included dr. Grod Arpad, a known collector,
in the discussion that could have gone as follows:

a) The small hand-press still exists that was used
to make the Homokbalvanyos overprint. The
inscription ‘FRANKO’ can be re-set from the
‘PORTO’ letter-type and thus the postage due
stamps would become postage stamps.

b) Since the Postal Directorate of Nagybecskerek
(as ascertained from previous correspondence)
did not object to the ‘PORTO’ overprinting on
postage stamps, then it would have no objec-
tions to opposite either, ‘FRANKO’ overprint-
ing on postage due stamps.

Since the postage due stamps had a large red
numeral of value, they were not suitable for over-
printing with a new face value. So, the old nu-
meral remained as is, only the new text
‘FRANKO’ was applied over them.

Dr. Leslie Ettre, who was a great expert of these
issues, mentions these stamps on page 9 of the
October 1972 issue of the News of Hungarian
Philately published in America. He stated that he
found this data in only one source and that he
never saw any such stamps.

How many stamps were overprinted? The fol-
lowing is according to dr. Ettre’s data:



On RED NUMERAL GREEN POSTAGE DUE
stamps (in black colour)

1 fill. 500 pieces
2 fill. 500 pieces
5 fill. 100 pieces
6 fill. 54 pieces
10 fill. 200 pieces
12 fill. 30 pieces
15 fill. 70 pieces
20 fill. 140 pieces
30 fill. 76 pieces

On BLACK NUMERAL GREEN POSTAGE
DUE stamps (in purple colour)

20 fill. VIIa watermark 47 pieces
50 fill. VII watermark 18 pieces
50 fill. VIIa watermark 84 pieces

IN MY OPINION WE CAN CALL THESE
THE ‘HOMKBALVANYOS II.” LOCAL ISSUE
BASED ON THESE QUANTITIES.

Ettre does not mention the colour of the over-
prints. On the red numeral stamps the black color
is easy to see; on the black numeral ones, the pur-
ple colour gives good contrast.

When were these stamps used? On the cutout
with the black numeral 50 filler stamp, we can
observe the date of December 15™; on the letter,
it’s January 5, 1920. In the occupied areas, Hun-
garian stamps lost their postal validity on 15
March 1920.

Therefore, the ‘FRANKO’ overprinted postage
due stamps could have been in use for two more
months. Still, where are they? If more than 1500

pieces of FRANKO postage stamps were made,
then more than just a few letters or cutouts or even
unused stamps should have surfaced.

The stock available to us does not include any.
Most likely, they are ferreted away in Serbia, even
if in small quantities, proving the above state-
ments. The postman came while I was writing
these lines and brought my latest auction acquisi-
tions from Belgrade: 3 FRANKO overprints on
unused stamps!

Don’t think that this is a frequent event. I have
such stamps in my hand for the first time in my
life! The fact that this lot was presented to me as
a gift from Heaven after a 30-40 year search
seems like incomprehensible luck.

Figure 4. Homokbalvanyos Il issue 6, 10, 12 filler
stamp with FRANKO overprint in lieu of PORTO.

A fellow collector from America who found this
cutout about two years ago had even greater luck.
The pair of 10 filler postage stamps agree with
Ettre’s information; the date of the cancellations
agrees with my data /used in January of 1920/.

This pair of stamps is a singular, unique item. It
gives me great pleasure to present to the Dear
Readers these Homokbalvanyos II stamps as if
they were single strands of flowers that eventually
make up a bouquet.



Figure 4.a. Cutout with a pair of 10 filler Homok-
balvanyos postage stamps cancelled on 21 January
1920. According to Ettre’s tabulation from 1972, 200

examples were made.

These were no Hungarian stamps available for
franking letters in the town of Fehertemplom by
the end of December 1919. The letter that I luck-
ily happened upon in 2018 from the ‘helytort-
enet.com’ store of a business in Budapest attests
that strictly Slovenian stamps were used by then.
Hungarian (postage due) stamps with FRANKO
overprints from Fehertemplom are not known to
me! Bela Crkva mute nyista!

Therefore, the Fehertemplom connection on the
piece of paper from Larry’s hoard cannot be
proven. It may be possible that these stamps were
physically located there at one time.
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Figure 5. 29 December 1919 letter from Fehertemplom
with 50 vinar and 1 krona stamps from Slovenia’s first
and second issue. The registry label and cancellation
are still Hungarian. Transit through Pancsova on
December 31*, then Belgrade, and cancelled upon
arrival in Esztergom on 12 January 1920.
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Figure 6. Contemporary view of Fehertemplom.

2. What happened to the stamps from the
HOMOKBALVANYOS 1L issue?

This is my theory:

The Serb rulers reprimanded the postmaster of
Homokbalvanyos about ‘what right did he have to
use unknown Hungarian stamps when sufficient
quantities of stamps of the Slovene state were
available?” They prohibited the further utilization
and confiscated the remainders. Quite possibly,
these were then destroyed inasmuch as there was
no further need for Hungarian stamps. For this
reason, we cannot find additional postally used
example even though several more should exist
based on the quantities reported by Ettre. It’s
futile to look for written documentation relating to
this small, localized wrangling; its impacts were
way too small.

Therefore, to date, it’s most likely that this letter
is a UNIQUE piece that survived the difficult and
turbulent times. Let’s not grimace that this is
a ‘fabrication’ because it is not. It is a testament
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to the catastrophic times during which our prede-
cessors tried everything to be able to remain as
a part of the motherland. They should be com-
mended for this and not doubted. If this letter
were, for example, Italian or French, we would be
celebrating it as a valuable resistance document,
and it would have a 5-digit price in euros.

This is my analysis of the stamps and the letter.

I’m afraid that in Hungary this would elicit only
a shrug and disparagement of the efforts of our
kin living in the face of overwhelming opposition.

SECOND PART

After mounting the above letter that I won in the
Belgrade auction in my Homokbalvanyos collec-
tion, I made an exciting discovery. Comparing it
to the other material that was already there, I dis-
covered another letter (Figure 7) that was mailed
not only on the same day (January 5™) but also
that the two letters were accepted at the post of-
fice one after another from two different senders!
One went to Serbia; one went to Croatia.

The sequence numbers of the registry labels are
851 and 852! It is quite an unusual happening that
the two letters sent from such a small settlement
ended up in the hands of one collector. (I can
safely say, once in a lifetime...)

Why is this chance happening important? Be-
cause the placement of the stamps on BOTH en-
velopes is identical!

1. A 15 filler envelope with printed indicium
was used,

2. The front side was franked with 50 filler for
an ordinary letter,



3. The reverse side was franked with 1 korona
stamps required by the registration made UP
OUT OF NECESSITY using multiple
stamps.
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Figure 7. The letter that followed the previous one
mailed to Zagreb with registry number 852. The date
was 5 January 1920; the Zagreb arrival cancellation
was 12 January 1920.

Both letters give the impression that they are not
philatelic mailings, but represent ordinary letters;
therefore, genuine ‘bedarf=requisite’ as they say
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in Vienna. Karoly Peros was a pharmacist in
Homokbalvanyos. He was most likely of Croatian
descent; hence, he wrote the letter to his relatives
in Zagreb (see PHILATELICA 16/1. Page 3,
figure 5 that shows a Peros letter from 1904
franked with turul stamps sent to Pancsova).

We can see a pair of Temesvar 1. local issue 45
filler stamps on the FIRST letter with the 851
registry label. These stamps were issued at the
end of May; and, as I stated in my previous article
(PHILATELICA 18/1) were first available to
collectors in Temesvar. The Postal Directorate of
Nagybecskerek delayed their distribution to its
smaller post offices until the fall of 1919. Since
these 45 filler stamps are practically unknown to
have been used in the areas that permanently
remained under Romanian control, it appears that
the Serbian authorities confiscated the stamp
stocks when they evacuated Temesvar in August
of 1919 and eventually turned them over to the
Postal Directorate of Nagybecskerek in the fall.
Pairs or strips of these stamps on mailing are
scarce items! The use of two local issues
(Temesvar, Homokbalvanyos) on one letter is
unique.

We can see dr. Arpad Groo6’s violet handstamp
on the reverse side. I can almost hear the sceptics’
cries ‘so there!’. This stamping was not applied to
the back side of the letter at the time it was mailed.
If so, it would have been in the middle along the
top. It represents a collector’s property marking
that dr. Groo¢ struck in an available space AFTER
the letter was returned. There was very little space
left after the 9 (!) strikes of various cancellers. The
handwriting in the address is not Grod’s, either. It



is conceivable that the active philatelic requested
the letter from its owner. In the case if our fellow
collector Gro6 had mailed the letter himself, he
would have likely sent it to a neighbouring village
and not to Serbia!

The fact that the clever dr. Arpad Grod did not
put away a few unused examples for himself and
thus preserve them from being expropriated can
be explained by the fact that the confiscation must
have occurred as a surprise raid. It may have
happened shortly after the overprints were
prepared and their loss was not foreseen.

The ‘appearance’ of the SECOND letter with
the 852 registry number is similar to the prior one.
Its front side has a 30 vinar Slovenian stamp used
as a makeup for the 50 filler franking. (Lesson
1.1) Similarly, we can find the 25 filler Karoly
stamp used as well as the 5 filler Harvesters as on
the letter shown in Figure 1.

The Zagreb arrival cancellation is on the reverse
side.

It’s obvious with both letters that the stamps
were not affixed to the envelope with the care
philatelist would have used in placing them. The
arrangement by a postal employee (‘what is im-
portant is that the tariff be correct’ mentality)
shows a somewhat careless placement to achieve
the correct tariff. With this I hope to have satisfac-
torily answered most questions. In general, we
can respond to everything using our current
knowledge.

Speculation? Yes, but we don’t have any other
sources; so let us strain our one organ that the
Creator endowed us with, our brains.

The ‘unknown’ 10 filler red postage due
‘FRANKO’ stamp, along with the Temesvar local
issue of the back side, is a unique philatelic and
historical document.

The complementary letter to Zagreb which
shows the contemporary franking conventions is
a wonderful pairing of the postal history of the
southern regions.

The unused stamps that surfaced at the end of
2018 are nicely round out the English material,
‘Larry’s loot.’

With this I’'m concluding the gleanings of the
Southern region, Homokbalvanyos. I’'m praising
the good Lord for helping me return this letter
home for the philatelist from abroad. (And, Dear
Reader, maybe I have given you a pleasant half
hour’s worth of reading.)

LITERATURE

Stamps of Hungary, No. 185, June 2011. On the
1919 overprint trail. Part 8: Homokbalvanyos.

Horvath Lajos, PHILATELICA 17/1.

Dr. Nagy Ferenc: Egy szerb falu Magyarorszagon.

Bavaniste-Homokbalvanyos postatortenete 1868-
1920. PHILATELICA 16/1.

Consultants: Special thanks to Roger
Morrell, Larry Peer, (England) to whom I’'m
indebted for their valuable assistance and
documents. I would also like to thank Denes
Czirdk for his help in editing this article.

translated by Csaba Kohalmi
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ONCE UPON A TIME ... PREDEAL

e city of Brasov. The railway

line is shown by the black line. Well visible is the big curve of the line after Predeal, sloping down through the
mountains to Felsétomads. The road was built a bit lower, but there was no space for the railway line there.

My interest in the topic ‘Hungarian Post in
Romania’ was first aroused some 45 years ago
and I began to look for the — at that time — very
meager material. Thus I came across on page 519
of the VI. volume of the Monograph, under the
title ‘Post offices functioning abroad’, next to the
Galatz canceller made in Hungary, the short
description of another, for me then unknown
canceller, with the text ‘M. K. POSTAHIVATAL
PREDEAL’ (Royal Hungarian Post Office of
Predeal). I thought I will buy such covers upon
occasion.

10 Philatelica 19/1

Now, after 45 years, looking for material for
a new article, I looked up in my albums and was
shocked to find myself very poor in this regard.
No problem, I thought, I will ask my many
philatelist friends, some of them will surely be in
possession of a rich material or at least some good
covers.

The bland reader, together with me, will surely
not believe it — I have found nearly nothing. The
existing material is so meager, that it is not worth
an article, I said, so I put down the pencil. But my
friends heard about the topic and encouraged me

Mafitt



not to quit. So I will try to reconstruct the story
based upon this small material.

1. HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

The settlement of Predeal lies in the Carpathian
mountains, on the Bucharest-Ploiesti-Brasov-
Oradea-Budapest railway line, exactly on the pre-
world-war Romanian-Hungarian border (the
meaning of the Romanian word Predlea is
‘border’). At 1100m it has been the highest lying
settlement of Romania. As the summer villa of the
Romanian king has been nearby (the Peles castle
in Sinaia), and also because of the clean air and
good accessibility, the originally small settlement
became very fashionable in the 1880’s.

Quite a few Romanian bankers, politicians and
industrialists had the local craftsman build a small
castle at the settlement, which counted as
‘mundane’ at that time. Private villas and smaller
sanatoriums were also built, so the tourists with
thin wallets were also able to spend some days in
Predeal, slowly enlivening the not too important
settlement, functioning up to then only as a border
station. But the new importance was restricted
only to the railway. At the road border a single
beam reached toward the sky and a sole bored
sentinel was sitting next to it, as the traffic on the
dusty road was nearly nonexistent.

2. POSTAL HISTORY

The Romanian Post operated an office in
Predeal, because of the geographical position of
the settlement. This handled the mail arriving
from Romania, Bulgaria and the Ottoman Empire
and handed them over to the Hungarian Post.

If it had been there. But it wasn’t!

The quickly built railway lines, and the transfer
of the postal traffic from the road border station at
Fels6tomos into the mountains, to Predeal, has
been a sensitive issue for the Hungarians. No
settlement existed on the Hungarian side which
could provide an infrastructure to host the
postmen, the railway or the customs personnel.
But the waggish Hungarians were not diturbed —
they created a provisorium that successfully
functioned for 23 years!

They made an arrangement with the Romanians
that all the above mentioned personnel will live
and work on the Romanian side. This solution was
practical also from the point of view of work
organization. = The Romanians had good
experience with the Hungarian post, so they
obliged.

Thus, 12 years after the postal history episode of
the ‘Hungarian Post in the Danube Principalities
1867-1869°, yet another Hungarian post office
was opened on Romanian territory!

Most probably the Hungarian employees lived
at the staff apartments of the station building. It
took more than 20 years to build a functional
settlement on the Hungarian side, meaning the
opening of the post office bearing the name
PREDEALTELEP (‘Telep’ means ‘site’ in
Hungarian) happened only in 1904.

Paying a visit to Gabor Visnyovszky some 25
years ago, I found in his vast material the sheet
visible below, showing all cancellers with the
name PREDEAL. He saw my enthusiasm and
with his fantastic philatelic people skill he gave
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the sheet to me, sensing that if anybody, I will be
dealing with this topic. Thus I received — as it
later turned out — the original documentation of
the Klassohn stamp manufacturing factory, today
being invaluable. I will be grateful to Gabor for
this, until I die.

Figure 2. The prints of all cancellers ordered by the
Hungarian Post bearing the text PREDEAL on cut-outs
(ex Klassohn).

This sheet shows all manufactured cancellers.
As we will see, not all has been used in practice,
or maybe the existing material does not contain
the print of some.

12

3. HUNGARIAN POST IN ROMANIA -2:
PREDEAL (BEING A ROMANIAN NAME,
NO ACCENT ON THE LETTER ¢A’)

Let us imagine, that the year is 1880, the railway
traffic through Predeal coming from the Balkans
is more and more livelier, passengers, packages
and newpapers are delivered. The customs
handling of the incoming packages was only
possible in Brasov, the next big city, as there was
literally nothing on the Hungarian side of the
border (this is the reason we can find so many
newspaper tax stamps with Brasov cancellation).
So the Hungarian Postal Administration initiated
talks with the Romanian one to house the
Hungarian post personnel temporarily in
Romanian buildings until a Hungarian settlement
will be built on the other side of the border. As I
have mentioned, the good relations stemmed from
the post offices operating under Hungarian mana-
gement in Bucharest and 5 other cities (Galatz,
Ibraila, Giurgevo, Ploiesti and Fokschan). At least
no complaints can be found in the available
documents. As a result of the successful
negotiations the postal traffic from the East-
Balkans has started on 25 February 1881 (the date
is known as the company Klassohn always used
the first day of operation in the canceller-archive).

The Hungarian Postal Authority declared the
official opening for 1 April 1881, attested by the
below order:



Produdlban {Ruménia) m. k. postabivatal (liMtiss. -mul-.dmhu ung. Postamien in Prodead (Rembsion).

A wemzetkiai pr wdedli palynndy rh am Ia de mu(-uh'a alew Babobole su Predesl

felyis evi april lag kerelt  (Ruminien) werde am 1-tem .lpnllenIh.q

k- At Be-uml tellt, welches sieh blos mit der

Umkartirung der nach k--lm-. der Tarksi und Bul-

garien lantenden und von dert rinlangendes Hrif- und

'Ior ferner mit der Aufoahme und Bo-
snlla ug vou Amiscorrespendenten ru befassen hat

Predeilin stilé magiskiidemisysk 8 prodeili Noeh Prodeal lantende Privatsendungen sind an
rumin postahivatalbos uialasdbk. » cusdl fogva s Bumse  dus rumisiscle Postamt 1u loiten | duber nach dom fir
nin resadre fenudlls tarits suerint dijasandol, Rusmiuien bestebenden Tarife 30 taziren.

Budapest. 1851 mijas 24

Figure 3. The 15. issue of 1881 of the PRT (Collection
of Postal Orders), issued on 1 June 1881, with the
opening date of the PREDEAL post office on 1 April
1881.

The order clearly states that the Hungarian post
office has been created on Romanian territory.
Incoming letters addressed to Hungarian territory
were cancelled either by the M. KIR. POSTAHI-
VATAL PREDEAL or the M. K. POSTAHIV A-
TAL PREDEAL A. text. Seemingly the two
cancellers were used parallelly.

4. ANALYSIS OF THE EXISTING MATE-
RIAL (25 FEBRUARY 1881 — 28 APRIL 1904)

The earliest mail I know from this territory is an
international money order form, sent on 25 Au-
gust 1882 from Medgyes (Mediasch) in
Transylvania to a Hungarian person staying in
Bucharest. The form has only been handled on 7
September in Predeal, as it was first taken to Bu-
dapest, where the sent sum was converted to Gol-
den Francs (with red ink). This was the case with
all international money orders, to facilitate the
conversion between different currencies. The 200
Gulden was converted to 423 Francs and 28
Centimes. The fee of the order was fairly high,
200 Kreutzer meaning 2 Guldens.

This nice item has been auctioned at the
company Profila many years ago and the buyer

was the famous Austrian collector Karl Endrédi.
This is the highest known money order fee from
this period.

yﬁ%

Figure 4. Money order form sent from Medgyes to
Bucharest on 25 August 1882 with MK
POSTAHIVATAL PREDEAL cancellation.

The next letter is only ten days younger, sent in
the opposite direction, from Craiova in Romania
to the Lutheran Pastoral Office of Heltau (Nagy-
disznod) in Transylvania on 16 September 1882.
Already the next day the letter has been in
Ploiesti, then the same day (!) it was handled at
the Hungarian Post in Predeal. On 18 September it
was in Nagyszeben and the same day (!) it arrived
to the recipient in Nagydisznéd. What a speed!
(Currently the letter lies low in a big collection in
Vienna.)

13
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Figure 5a. Front of the letter with the 15 Bani stamp
from Craiova to Heltau (Nagydisznod)

Figure 5b. Back side of the letter: Ploiesti 17. SEP,
M.K. Postahivatal Predeal A. Sep 17, Nagyszeben
18.9., Nagy-Disznod 18.9 cancellations

As I have mentioned, the incoming newspapers
formed a significant part of the traffic of the
border post office. An important (also) Romanian
speaking population lived in Transylvania and
they were eager to read the news, so they
subscribed to Romanian daily and weekly
newspapers. For all foreign newspapers a
newspaper tax fee of 2 kr had to be paid, which
was handled at the border.

14

Alas just before the opening of the Predeal post
office the 2 kr brown newspaper stamps were
withdrawn after 12 years (1868-1880) of usage,
therefore they were not available in 1881. Thus
the blue 1 kr stamps were used in pairs. During 40
years I was able to acquire three such pairs, a
good performance in this difficult area. They too
demonstrate the parallel usage of the two types of
cancellers. Another typical feature is the nice
quality of the cancellations on all of these
newpaper tax stamps.

It is to be mentioned that the Predeal post office
only used the first type of these stamps, issued in
1868, where the height of the ‘kr’ letters is equal.
I estimate the number of such remaining pairs
from Predeal at 20.

B
=
53
E
B

Figure 6. 3 newspaper
tax stamp pairs from
1883 with PREDEAL

and PREDEAL A.
cancellations

All other stamps of this period are extremely
rare with these cancellations. I have found two
newspaper stamps of the 1881 issue with
watermark [.



Figure 7. Two 1 kr newspaper stamps with PREDEAL
A and PREDEAL cancellation

Before somebody would suppose that only I am
inept to find more examples, I mention that the
Stamp Museum gave me the information that they
possess all in all ONE PIECE of newpaper stamps
with PREDEAL cancellation.

Therefore the next 3 kr stamp, used on 26
February 1896 is an exceptional rarity. As I have
mentioned, the Predeal post office was mainly
handling transit. Very few Hungarian letters have
been posted at the post office, resulting in a very
low quantity of Hungarian stamps used there. Any
item is to be appreciated.

Figure 8. 3 kr stamp with PREDEAL A. cancellation

The two cancellations shown up to now were
used from 1881 to 1895. From then on a new,
standard crown-strap type canceller was used with
the inscription M. KIR. POSTA PREDEAL (now
with accent on the letter ‘A’), and differentiating
letters A and B. According to the Monograph this
was used until the closure of the Predeal post
office in Romanian territory, 1904. This is a much

rarer cancellation, I only know one item, on a cut-
out from 1900.

Figure 9. Cut-out from a picture postcard with 5 filler
Turul stamp and M. KIR. POSTA PREDEAL ‘B’
cancellation

Getting back to covers, it is specific to the
difficulties of this topic that one has to wait
another 10 years before the next known letter was
written. But is worth the waiting, as we can see a
very interesting postal history rarity.

Dumitru B. Comsia trader (commerciant in
Romanian) sent home 2.000 Leis to his wife in
Szelistye, close to Nagyszeben, in a money letter.
This was a huge sum at that time, and even if Mr.
Comsia had kept so much money at home, it was
contraindicated to rafting with so much money on
the river Zsil. Therefore he put it into an envelope
in the Romanian settlement of Tirgu Jiu (it even
has a Hungarian name: Zsilvasarhely) with the
declared value of ‘Valorea 2000 Lei’. The post
office weighted the money at 70 grams and for 70
Banies they delivered the letter to Mrs. Doamnei
Paraschiva Comsia in Szelistye. On the back of
the envelope we can see the serial number ‘26’
with the handwriting of the sender, documenting
the well running business. The back also contains
the ‘Bucuresci’ transit cancellations from the next
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day, 31 December, plus the January 1 dated
cancellation of M.K. POSTAHIVATAL
PREDEAL A. And also 9 (!) wax stamp of the
sender.
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Figure 10a. Front of the money letter
crila fom S8
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Figure 10b. Back of the money letter with the
PREDEAL A cancellation from 1893

The next figure shows a curiosum, a Hungarian
1 krajcar newspaper stamp with the blue
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Romanian cancellation PREDEAL 96 nov 16.
How is this possible? The answer is that the two
post offices functioning under the same roof
decided to accept each other’s stamps if needed,
without a penalty fee.

15
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Figure 11. Hungarian 1 krajcar newspaper stamp with
blue Romanian PREDEAL cancellation from 1896.
The next items does not originate from the

Hungarian period, but they are non the less

interesting. First I would like to show my

favourite one. This is a Hungarian 10 filler
correspondence card sent abroad, already after the
closing of the Hungarian post office, in 1911. The

Belgian tourist writes from the Villa Buzuatu, that

with his bride and the bride’s family (!) ‘je suis

maintenant dans une localité balneaire roumaine,
qui se trouve & la fronticre Hongroise’. So the
whole family spends the time at a small Romanian
bath, close to the Hungarian border. He threw this

Hungarian postcard into the mailbox of the

Romanian Post, which accepted it without

problem based upon the good neighbourhood. Not

an everyday destination: Predeal-Antwerp....




Flgure 12. Hungarian postcard from 3 October 1911,
with Romanian cancellation PREDEAL to Antwerp,
arriving there on 6 October

I would like to show here, how this desolated
border looked like. No cars 120 years ago. For
carts the slope was too steep. Therefore only a few
walking tourists at nice weather. So we can see
some border sentinels in uniforms plus women in
long rocks with 1-2 children. The opened border
beam stares at the sky. By the technics of the
photo we can estimate this card to cca. 1900, the
text is Romanian (Carta postala, Roumania).

Figure 13. The border station
from the Romanian side at around 1900

Mafitt

A picture from around 10 years later shows
a different view from the same perspective. The
great beam was changed to a stronger grid, the
guarding headcount was reduced to two. The well
groomed Hungarian soldier stands next to the
Romanian colleague in his long coat and they both
try to discourage the passers-by. There are some
new buildings, but we cannot see any transit
traffic. The editor of both cards are the same, from
Bucharest. The card was written by a Romanian
traveller to Geneva in 1909, but he only mailed it
in Ploiesti, on his way to Bucharest.

Granifa.

Figure 14a. The new border fence ona postcard from 1909
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Figure 14b. Back of the postcard with mailing in Ploiesti
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Quite a number of postcards exist. I chose the
following one, as it shows the main attraction of
the village: the railway station, where all the
above mentioned activities happened. All of the
postcards are of Romanian origin, the small stamp
of the selling agent in the top left corner is:
Stavarachescu, Predeal. For the guests vacationing
on the Hungarian side it was great excitement to
cross the border and take a few steps on
Romanian soil, this is what the text tells us.

Predeal. e Vedere Generald,

Figure 15a. Picture post card with the generous rail
substance of the railway station

UNION POSTALE UNIVERSELLE.

ROMANIA
Carta Postala.
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Figure 15b. Back of the card with the date 24 April
1907: ‘Greetings from Romania’
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As I have mentioned, the post personnel wasn’t
alone working in Romania: they were joined by
the customs and the railway staff as well. For the
sake of our revenue stamp collector friends let me
show a rare Hungarian customs handling stamp
from the era when PREDEAL TELEP was still
nonexistent.

M. kir. fovimhbivatal
Predeal

Figure 16. Customs handling stamp from Predeal,
before 1904: ‘Viamkezeltetett M. Kir. févamhivatal
Predeal (handled by the custom office, Royal
Hungarian Main Custom Office at Predeal)’
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Figure 17a. Package delivery form from Bucharest to
the American Embassy in Vienna, with customs
handling on 25 August 1916 in Brasov and routing
instruction ‘Via Predeal’
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Although it does not belong strictly to our topic,
I cannot withstand the temptation to introduce this
package handling form (Figure 17a), documenting
the final hours of the peaceful Hungarian-
Romanian relationship. The package addressed to
Vienna was handled in Brasov, just 2 days before
Romania declared war on the Austro-Hungarian
Monarchy and it’s allies. Handwriting at the top:
‘via Predeal cu decl. No... 1347.°, on the back the
Romanian Predeal stamp. This is when we,
philatelists, feel the wind of history as well.
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Thmbre du burean d'arrivée
Binsigita biusouist de

Figure 17b. Back of the form with Romanian
PREDFEAL stamp

And this is where we finish the analysis of the
documents stemming from the Romanian Predeal
and are for some reason interesting to us. The
philatelists of four countries helped me let down
the water from the Carpathian basin and fish out
the remaining Predeal documents, but this is all
we could find. At least the proud owners of these
items can be very happy!

Luckily we still have Prededl telep to indemnify
us in the next chapter.

5. PREDEAL TELEP 1904-1916

As we have mentioned, the Hungarian Postal
Authority did not deem the guest starring in the
Romanian Predeal as a final solution. The goal
was to resettle the post office plus the customs
and railway staff to a Hungarian border
settlement. The problem was, such a settlement
cannot be conjured out of a cylinder in a flash, it
takes a long time to build it. Still, slowly slowly a
mountain village with functioning infrastructure
emerged and as an extension of the neighbouring
Romanian settlement it received the name
PREDEAL TELEP. As we will see, this naming
was not the best solution, causing a lot of
misunderstanding.  Still, after 23 years the
Hungarian post office functioning on Romanian
soil ceased to operate and in the 19. issue of the
PTRT (Collection of Postal and Telegraph
Orders), on 28 April 1904 the proud news
appeared that a Hungarian post office was opened
in Predeal telep, county Brasov, under the Ko-
lozsvar Directorate.

Uj postahivatalok
a magyar postaterillelen a kivetkes5 helyeken léptek Hetbe :

N. S. Nagykiroly == Nagysomkut
fiyér —— Ebanfurth, Sopron . . .
Brassé === Prede: el sbtbmd

s
8. K. Sreged == Karlova

Az i postakivatalok forgalomkare :
Mara-B:

Borsa-Vilasziit p-u: Kirolyi, L a M
Meodgyes: Medgyes.

Predeal telep: Felsi-Tomos telep.

Szerb-Kerosztir: Szerb-Keresstir.

és, Ohuta, Papbiks, Ujhuta, Vilaszit

Figure 18. The news in the 19/1904. issue of the PTRT
(Collection of Postal and Telegraph Orders), about the
opening of the Predeal telep post office.
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The resettling lasted into July. Two month later
we can read yet another news in the PTRT (PTRT
29/21 July 1904).

29, mim. 211

Predeal telep“-re szdld postakilldemények dija- | hogy ,Predeal telep® magyar teriileten fekscik x ott

zésa és irdnyitasa. | m. kir. postahivatal all fenn és hogy az oda szdlé

44157, | postai killdeményeket a fels6tsmds-palyaudvari m. kir.

postahivatal rovatolja it, a .Predeal telep“-re czim-

zett postai kiilldeményeket tehit a belfoldi dijszabis

szerint dijazzik és a felsGtomis-palyaudvari posta-
bivatalhoz irdnyitsik.

Papasz meriilt fel, bogy a ,Predeal telep“-re |
caimzett postai killdemények fgy dijartatnak, mintha
Romauiiba sadluinak s » Romanidban levi Predealra

itiny itatnak,

Figyelmeztetem a posta- (és thvirda-hivatalokat, Budapest, 1904 jinius 28

Figure 19. The order that appeared in the PTRT

Still this was not enough.Two month later
Predeal telep once again appears in the PTRT.
The nearly quarter century long operation in the
Romanian Predeal left it’s traces, so the Post had
to issue one more ‘correction’, that there is no
Hungarian post office functioning in Predeal,
therefore letters or other consignments addressed
to Predeal should be franked according to the
Romanian tariffs.

Helyeshités.
ad 49.333.

A predeal-p.-n.-i magyar postahivataloak folyd
évi junis hé végén tortént végleges megsziintetése
folytan a kir. posta- és tivirdahivatalok a tivolsig-
mutatéban Predeilnal a ,p.-u.“ jelzést toriljék s esil-
lagjel alatt jegyezzék meg: ,Predealon magyar
postahivatal nines, az oda 8z6l6 csoma-
gok a romén tarifa szerint dijazandék.”

A dijteriileti szimot azonban tovabbra is meg
kell hagyni, mivel a Romanidba szdlé csomagok dija-
zdsara nézve ezentill is Predeal a dijhatirpont.

Budapest, 1904 angusztus 28-in.

Figure 20. Correction in the 35/15.
September 1904 issue of the PTIRT

No other post office caused so many initial
problems!
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Predeal telep used the stamps we can find in the
lower part of the Klassohn collection showed on
Figure 2. My opinion is that the oval and the
framed line stamp was only used internally — we
don’t know their usage currently. The lowermost,
crown-strap type canceller is with the letter ‘E’,
but the final ones were prepared with the letter
‘N’ (N = Nappal (daytime), E = Este (Evening)).

Let us examine a very early card with the new,
Hungarian ‘Predeal telep’ cancellation. More than
50 picture post cards are known today from
Prededl telep, and the earliest date, at least known
today, is on the below shown card, being the ‘first
day’ of the Prededl telep post office (of course
earlier dates are still possible),

Our enthusiastic predecessors flenched the

stamp also from this card, so for optical reasons
I photoshopped a correct stamp on it.
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Figure 21. Picture post card with ‘PREDEAL (TELEP)
N’ cancellation from 4 July 1904 (The 5 fillér Turul
stamp symbolizes a stamp removed earlier).



The next card is also interesting, on one hand
the date of the cancellation is 24 December, and
on the other hand there is a misprinting in the top
left corner: the correct ‘universelle’ word is
misspelled as ‘universlele’. Both these cards are
of Hungarian edition, from Brasov.
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Figure 22a. Picture post card with PREDEAL TELEP
N cancellation, with 24 December 1904 date.

PREDEAL
Y

Figure 22b. The front of the card
It is interesting to observe that both cards
represent the Romanian Predeal! I have never
seen a picture post card representing the

Hungarian Predeal telep! Although more and mo-
re Hungarian tourists visit Predeal telep, they have
to be contented with the picture post cards
showing the Romanian Predeal. The only
difference is the stamp on them: not the Romanian
10 bani stamps for the tariff abroad, but the
Hungarian Turul 5 fillér ones, for the inland tariff.

On a card from 1906 a certain Ilonka reproaches
Miss Popescu in Baranyos, near Pancsova, that
she does not write her. The address: Predeal, villa
Predeal. Seemingly there was not a great selection
of villas in 1906...
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Figure 23. Picture post card with PREDEAL TELEP N
cancellation, with 27 July 1906 date, to Bardnyos.

Much rarer than the inland cards are the picture
post cards sent abroad with a 10 kr tariff. First we
will see a card addressed to Berlin, franked with a
red Turul 10 fillér stamp. Very rare, as almost all
the cards were sent inland.
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Figure 24. Picture post card with PREDEAL TELEP N
cancellation, with 16 July 1908 date, to Berlin
Finally we will see a nice 1910 picture post card
representing a goose lake to the Italian consul in
Ibraila, Romania (see right).

The horribly boring motif of the card is made up
by the very rare franking of 3+3+4 fillér stamps.
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Figure 25a. Picture post card with PREDEAL TELEP
N cancellation, with 4 September 1910 date, to Braila
With these not very spectacular postcards I
would like to close the description of the 1904-
1914 peace decade of Predeal telep.
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Figure 25b. Front of the card, with the goose lake

The picture changes drastically from 1914.
Hungary entering into the war made the
Romanian border region a strategically important
territory. Hungarian, Austrian and allied troops
were lodged here. Their traces can be found for
example on a really nice money letter, with very
early date, to the Military Group Directorate with
camp address. This is one of the pearls of Predeal
telep-philately (ex Visnyovszky).
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Figure 26. Money letter with PREDEAL TELEP N



cancellation to a military camp address.

From 1915 on, from the surroundings of Brasov
we can find more and more consignments with the
blue, circle-shaped military censorship stamp with
the long, tongue-twister text ‘K.u.K. MILITAR—
BRIEF-ZENSURKOMMISSION *BRASSO*’
plus the line stamp ‘UBERPRUFT’. Such a nice
and rare (being not a card, but a letter) item can be
seen below with a 10 fillér War Aid stamp, sent to
Germany at a reduced tariff.
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Figure 27. Letter sent to Germany with PREDEAL
TELEP N cancellation and Brasov censorship from 15
May 1915.

A picture post card, also from May 1915 shows
an interesting combination. ‘We are revelling at
the place shown on this card’ writes a soldier to
his friend, Feldwebel (Sergeant) Gy6z6 Ferencz to
the Josef-barrack is Prague. The card shows
anice, Carpathian-style wooden building in
Predeal, Romania, where the thirsty guests are
awaited by laid tables. The card makes us think,
as today it would have to go through 4 countries
to reach the recipient (Romania, Hungary,
Slovakia and the Czech Republic). In 1915

Romania was still a neutral country, therefore one
could just walk over the border!
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1,._4,( UNION POSTALE UNIVERSELLE.
ROMANIA.
Carta Postala.
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Figure 28a. Picture post card sent to Prague with 5
filler War Aid stamp and PREDEAL TELEP N
cancellation and Brasov censorship from 31 May 1915

Predeal

Figure 28b. Front of the card: Guests
are awaited by laid tables
The June of 1915 is still vacation season with
tourists. The last peaceful season. The next card is
franked with a 5 fillér stamp with perfin, sent to
Nagykanizsa. The thrifty bank employee franked
the card with a PMKB perfin stamp brought from
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home. So he was the employee of the PMKB
(Pesti  Magyar Kereskedelmi Bank, Pest
Hungarian Commercial Bank). We can also see
the violet ‘UBERPRUFT’ censorship stamp on
the card.

UMiON POSTALE UNIVERSELLE.

ROMANIA,
Carta Postala,
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Figure 29. Picture post card sent to Nagykanizsa with
PREDEAL TELEP N cancellation with a perfin stamp
of a bank.

The latest (at least by my knowledge)
(Romanian) picture post card was written by an
officer to Miskolc. He writes that although he will
be off-duty at the year-end, he will not be able to
travel home, as he is only allowed to travel to
Brasov. The interesting feautere is the FELSO-
TOMOS P.U. cancellation instead of the
PREDEAL TELEP one, next to the usual Brasov
censorship stamps. What does this mean? Maybe
the Predeal telep post office ceased to function?
This question can only be answered in the future
by my philatelist friends, if they find some more
letters or cards from 1916. A life of a man is too
short to give a meaningful answer to this question.
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Figure 29. Romanian picture post card sent to Miskolc
from the end of December of 1915 with
FELSOTOMOS PU. cancellation instead of the
PREDEAL TELEP N one, with Brasov censorship

I would like to show one more interesting item.
As 1 have never seen any registered letter from
Prededl (although some should exist somewhere),
I don’t know a registry label used on letter. But I
have found the following item at a philatelist
friend in Transylvania, an enormous rarity, at least
in the Predeal relation. I am happy to be able to
show it to the Dear Reader (2 pieces are known).

[ B = 7 Predealtelop 3
D = |  (Brassé ym,) 3
Eu ﬂ =i 828

el R

Figure 31. Registry label with Prededltelep text
(Brasso vm = Brasov county).

To understand the postal history of this border
region we have to know the role of Romania in
World War 1. To avoid being portrayed as a frothy
chauvinistic, I will quote the international web
page of the Wikipedia, which is usually accepted
as a neutral source.



King Carol, being of German origin (the Ho-
henzollern-House) wanted to enter the war on the
side of the Triple Alliance (Austria-Hungary, Italy
and Germany) in 1914. But he deceased in the
same year and his successor, Ferdinand
sympathized with the opponents. So with his aid
Romania declared war on the Triple Alliance,
including Hungary, on 27 August 1916. The
reason for this was that the states of the Entente
promised him in advance Transylvania and a
bigger part of the Banat in the Bucharest Treaty of
1916. His main supporters to join the Entente
were the French, with Joseph Joffre commander-
in-chief.

Such a big territory was worth the risk, so the
Romanian army crossed the Hungarian border at
the end of August 1916 in the region of Nagysze-
ben (Sibiu). But just before the siege began, as the
Romanians were unable to provide resupply (!)
through the Carpathian mountains for the huge
army consisting of 420.000 soldiers (opposed by
37.000 soldiers of the Monarchy), this idle army
of mainly illiterate (sorry...) people left the
Hungarian territory in October 1916 after the
battle of Brasov and the successful Hungarian
defence of the Torcsvar-pass and Predeal.

As a consequence the Hungarian army aided by
the German troops pursued them through the
territory of Walachei to Craiova and then on to the
capital city of Bucharest, which was captured by
the Central troops on 6 December 1916, the day of
Santa Claus. The king and the government fled to
the North, to Jaszvasar (in Romanian: lasi).

After this historical lesson let’s get back to
Prededl telep. Being directly on the border it was

already strengthened in 1915. Soldiers took over
the place of the tourists. As we have seen, after
the Romanian declaration of war their troops tried
to invade Transylvania at once and began to fight
with the Central troops.

After they were pushed back to Romanian
territory, they left behind ruined buildings.
Serious battles were fought both in Predeal and
Prededl telep. The below picture shows the same
location we have already seen on Figure 13 and
14, then in idyllic surroundings. On this picture
the houses show shot traces, the tiles are fallen
down — the border station mopes alone.

P TN
Prededli hatdr.
Figure 32. The Predeal border station at the end of
1916, after the retreat of the Romanians.

er Grenze.

This picture is already Hungarian, of Brasov
edition!

The railway station, also the location of battles,
was not closed down, just the control was taken
over by Austro-Hungarian military forces. I could
find a postcard showing the railway station before
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the war, but already with a violet line canceller:
’K.u.K. Bahnhofkommando in PREDEAL.’
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Figure 33. Picture post card from 12 March 1918 to
Budapest, forwarded by field post, with the
cancellation K.u.K. Bahnhofkommando in PREDEAL.

Romania was forced to conclusion of peace in
May 1918. But when in November 1918 it
became obviouos that the German Empire and the
Austro-Hungarian Monarchy lost the war,
Romania collected itself together and once again
declared war. So they could fulfil the 1916
contract with the allied powers of the Entente and
occupy Transylvania and the Banat as a war prey.

Although very improbable, I could find a picture
post card documenting these events, bought on the
Brasov railway station by a guy who franked it
with the still valid (up to 15 March 1920)
Hungarian stamps and on his way to Ploiesti he
wrote it on the train and mailed it in Predeal.

With this 1 close my experiment of
reconstructing the postal history of Predeal and
Prededl telep. An interesting, varied and sad story,
similar to the whole history of our nation.
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Figure 34a. The picture post card with PREDEAL
Romanian cancellation sent to Bucharest on
28. April 1919.

Pélyaudvar

Brassd

Figure 34b. Front of the card, showing the Brasov
railway station with a chugging locomotive citing the
mood of good-bye.

I would like to express my thanks to Attila
Bandi, Franz Hochleutner, Herbert Kotal, Laszlo
Florkievitz and several Hungarian philatelists,
mainly to Gabor Visnyovszky for helping me to
write this article and Denes Czirok for helping
me to edit it.

translated by dr. Geza Homonnay



PHILATELIC HISTORICAL GEOGRAPHY - THE BALTICS

LAJOS HORVATH (VERESEGYHAZ)

I published a philatelic-historical work in the
No. 2 issue of the 2018 Philatelica. I stepped into
a new area, a terra incognita. The article begs to
be continued, naturally. It’s nothing less than
furthering a new era to support philatelic studies.

The previous work was centered on the exciting
region of the Balkan, an area that was easily de-
fined geographically. We can continue our phila-
telic geographical exploration into other such
definable geographical units.

The Baltics is also an area that can be grasped,
analyzed, and introduced according to our meth-
ods. Similarly, it is not any less complicated area
than the Balkans.

In the 19th century the conflict between the
Germanic and Slavic forces influenced the area.
Strictly speaking, the northern part of Central
Europe is also a part of the Baltics. It is bound
tightly to it. At times, the invasions from tsarist
Russian or the German area flowed over into the
Estonian, Latvian, Lithuanian fields, the effect of
which then felt in the land of Belarus.

In the 20th century, Soviet rule or imperial
German suzerainty sought to re-order the sphere
of influence in this area, many times without any
regard as to how the inhabitants wanted to live.
These experiments resulted in extensive suffering
and even genocide. By the early 21st century,
these nationalities were finally able to have some
voice in their own affairs.

This is the introduction to the basic premise of
philatelic geography. Let me be clear on this be-
fore the dear reader assumes another motivation.

As a historian, I have to assume that every aspect
of philately and postal history follows a common
path with general history and its nuances.  Simi-
larly to the path used in the first philatelic geo-
graphical article, I will now try to introduce the
Baltics.

I. BELARUS / WHITE RUSSIA

During its history, its land belonged to Poland,
Lithuania, and Russia. An independent state did
not exist.

1918 Lithographed stamps of original design
were prepared by a printer in Minsk.

1920 Stamps with new designs prepared in the
Latvian State Printing Office. BPR /Belarus
Peoples Republic/

From 1921 Member republic of the Soviet Uni-
on, no independent stamp issues.

1992 March 20. Declaration of the Belarus
Republic, stamps with new designs.

Figure 1. Soviet stamp showing the Soviet-style coat-
of-arms of the Belarus Soviet Socialist Republic
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Figure 2. Map of Belarus and the arms of its six cities
on an imprinted, stamped envelope from the Soviet era.
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Figure 3. Stamp issued independently by Belarus
showing a crest with a Lithuanian knight’s image.
Later, the Lithuanian knight’s image had to be
abandoned since justifiably it belonged entirely to
Lithuania.

II. ESTONIA

From 1721 Part of the Russian Empire

November 1918 — 1940 Civilian republic,
stamps of original design

July 1940 Soviet Socialist Republic, stamps
with new designs
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1941 German occupation, overprinted stamps
and stamps with new designs

Since 1991 Republic of Estonia, stamps with
new designs

Addendum: local issues
1918/19 Rakwere /Wesenberg/

1919 Tallin /Reval/
1941 Elwa, etc.

Figure 5. The Viking dra-
gon-ship is another tradition

expressed on an Estonian
stamp..

Figure 4. The three-lion
emblem of Estonia dates back
to the time of the Danish
conquest, but now it symbolizes
Estonian identity.

III. LATVIA

Earlier, it was part of the Russian Empire.

December 1918 — 1940 Civilian republic.
Stamps of original design.

1940 Soviet Socialist Republic

1941 Soviet stamps overprinted during the
German occupation.

13 October 1944 Riga occupied by the Soviet army.
1944-1991 A member republic of the Soviet Union

October 1991 Republic of Latvia. Stamps with
new designs.
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Figure 7. Ancient Indian swastika
symbol superimposed on a solar
disk on an airmail stamp issued
in 1933. Few are aware that this
is the origin of the swastika.

Figure 6. A heroic
Latvian fighting with the
black dragon on a stamp
issued in 1919.

NNV T

Figure 8. The paper of the Latvian set issued in 1921 has a
swastika watermark. At that time this represented life. Front
and reverse sides of the stamp.
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Figure 9. Overprinted Soviet stamp from the time the
Germany army drove out the Soviets from Latvia.

Addendum: local issues
1919. Eleja /Kurland/

1919. Smilten /Livland/

Mafitt

IV. LITHUANIA

1762-1796 Conquered by the Russian Empire

December 1918 — 1940 Civilian republic,
coupons, stamps of original design

15 June 1940. Soviet army occupied Lithuania.
Overprinted stamps.

22 June 1941. Germany attacked the Soviet
Union. Overprints on Soviet stamps.

July 1944. The Soviet army crossed Lithuania’s
eastern border. Civilian state ceased to exist.
Lithuania becomes a Soviet republic and part of
the Soviet Union.

7 October 1990. First stamps with new designs
of the Republic of Lithuania.

Figure 10. 1000™ anniversary of Lithuania.
Janas Matelka from 1878.

Painting by

Addendum: local issues
1919 Rossingen

1919 Grodno (South Lithuania)

Philatelica 19/1 29



1920 Telschai
1941 Rokiskis

1. Central Lithuania /Srodkowa Litwa/

Occupied by Polish General Zeligowski in favor
of Poland. Stamps of original design as well as
overprints.

Figure 11. Misperforated stamps Central Lithuania
showing the Polish eagle and the Lithuanian knight in
the design.

March 1923 Overprints.

Restored to civilian Lithuania.
stamp issues cease.
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Independent

ATKURTA NEPRIKLAUSOMA

LIETUVOS RESPUBLIKA

Figure 12. Stamped envelope from Lithuania with
Soviet stamp used for supplemental postage. All of this
to illustrate the restoration of Lithuania, the date of
which was 2 March 1990.
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2. Memelgebeit/Klaipeda

The Berlin Congress of 1871 awarded the
Memelgebeit area to Germany. French
occupation in 1920, overprinted French stamps.

1923  Lithuanian  occupation, Lithuanian
overprints.  Stamps of new design inscribed
Klaipeda. This is its Lithuanian name.

Until January 1944, Klaipeda was in German
hands.

Figure 13. Stamp of Klaipeda or Memelgebeit similarly
showing the Lithuanian knight.

Addendum: local issues
23 March 1939 ‘Memelland ist frei’ overprint

V. ORGANIC UNITS OF THE GERMAN
REICH

1. Kurland

Can be found to the west of Riga.

22 June 1941. Germany attacked the Soviet
Union and within three days pushed the Soviets
out of the Baltics.

1945. Stamps with Hitler’s portrait overprinted
with the text KURLAND.

October 1945. Only Kurland was not captured
by the Soviet army.



2. Ostland

28 July 1941. The German established Ostland
from the territory of Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania,
and Belarus.

4 November 1941. OSTLAND overprint on
stamps with Hitler’s portrait.

1943. Overprinted stamps.

20 January 1944. The Soviets again enter the
area of the Baltics at Narva.

Chronology of the Baltics

23 August 1939. Molotov-Ribbentrop pact
protocols:

Estonia, Latvia to the Soviet Union; Lithuania to
Germany. Modified after the collapse of Poland:
larger part of Lithuania also becomes a part of the
Soviet Union.

28 September 1939. Estonia compelled to sign
a mutual non-aggression and support treaty with
the Soviet Union. 5 October 1939. Latvia forced
to sign the same.

10 October 1939. Lithuania also forced to sign
the same.

15 June 1940. The Red Army flooded
Lithuania! /This was at the same time that the
Germans marched into Paris./

17 June 1940. Soviet troops marched into
Estonia and Latvia.

21 July 1940. A ‘people’s national congress’
assembled in all 3 countries and requested
admission to the Soviet Union.

22 June 1941. Germany attacked the Soviet
Union and pushed the Soviet out of the Baltics
within three days.

28 July 1941. The Germans establish Ostland
from the 3 Baltic countries and Belarus.

20 January 1944. The Soviet army again enters
the Baltics at Narva. July 1944. The Soviet army
crosses the border of Lithuania.

13 October 1944. The Soviet army occupies Riga.

Through January 1945 Klaipeda remains in
German hands.

Though October 1944 the Soviet Army captures
everything except Kurland.

translated by Csaba Kohalmi
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SUPPLEMENT TO LORINC BORDA’S ARTICLE

ATTILA BANDI (VIENNA)

I found an interesting article on the Mafitt
website inside the 18/2 issue of Philatelica (by
Lorinc Borda). I would like to contribute my
knowledge to this especially interesting article. In

my opinion, this is the best way to acquaint others
with a topic that has sunk into oblivion after al-
most 100 years.

First, the encyclopedic data:

1921

Sommer

September Oktober

o
y

Westungarn
- wiener Propagandaatisgabe

im Sommer(Wien)

1 Ausgabe
Felkel6 magyarok &ltal megszallt NyMo

S

ab ~5.Sept

Jennersdorf
Gendarmerie Gedenkausgabe

*
am 4 Sept.

2.Ausgabe
Gedenkausgabe mit Totenkopf

S F——

ab 20 Sept

3.Ausgabe
L ajtabanség-posta

ab_10.0kt.

4 Ausgabe
Nyugatmagyarorszag népe nem nem soha

FTPERETY,

ab 16.0kt.

Burgen Land
- wiener Propagandaausgabe

im Okt (Wien)

Burgenlands Befreiung
Zemendorfer Gedenkausgabe

+
am 17.0kt.

9 5.Ausgabe .
Felkeld Magyarok Eszaki Hadserege

S VSIS pRr

ab 11.0kt.

6.Ausgabe
Westungarn Orgland

F—

13- 20.0kt.

7.Ausgabe
Pronay Ausgabe

12 8.Ausgabe
Volksabstimmung - December 14-15

im Nov (Oberwart)

~ e~ ~~\folks abstimmung 14-15 Dezember~~~~~~~~~~~

13 9.Ausgabe
Adler und Kreutz

ende De;(Wl:en?)

Comment to the table: the date shown on existing cancellations is often backdated!

- This set, consisting of six value, is known
officially by the number IX (Hungarian) and is also
1dentified as an unissued series;

- the entire design was the work of engineer
Gyozo Martiny (as with Series VII);

- the set was prepared in the shop of Paulussen
and Partners printers in Vienna and was ssued
sometime at the end of December 1921. This was
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after the Sopron (Western Hungary) Plebiscite (14
December 1921);

- the intended purpose of the set after the
complete success from the Hungarian perspective
of the plebiscite was to provide a bi-lingual
acknowledgement to those who participated and
were sympathetic;



- in 1924, the publication ‘Die Postmarke’
indicated that supposedly 6000 sets were printed
(see the end of this article). Most likely, this
information originated from Gyorgy Hir, who
sought to publicize marketing the stamps.

I have never encountered a full sheet of these
stamps in my long stamp collecting past. Because
relatively few copies of the stamps exist, it would
be hard, consequently, to even reconstruct a sheet
(on my part, I have doubts about the official
quantity count of 6 x 6,000!).

In my opinion, perhaps 10%, about 600
examples, could have survived from the total
quantity of 6,000 (6 x 1,000) stamps. The largest
multiple known to me is block of 12 of the 6 ko-
rona value. For example, I am not aware of the
mentioned corner block of 10. Noticeably, many
examples of trial or phase prints are in existence;

A -

however, the colors of
these do not deviate from
the stamps in the set.

These are known prin-
ted with no value or
different numerals of
value since the values
were printed on the
stamps in a second
operation. The ink on
trial prints is oftentimes smeared and these prints
are not perforated (see photo).

L e i ity it

This error print first came to light in a Dunafila
auction. Even though I had collected several
hundred photographs of this series, I had not
noticed the missing tree. 1 can excuse on this
omission by stating that I haven’t had the luck to
procure such an example.
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After re-examining my collection of photos, I
was able to identify 3 + 2 (!) additional examples.
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koroR: JJ KRrONES

What is even more
interesting is the fact
that a 3" type (1)
surfaced. In addition
to the normal, complete
pine tree and the ones
missing the tree, this

example show a
rudimentary, partial or
retouched tree!
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Its scarcity is probably due to the fact that these
varieties occur in a certain position only once in a
sheet. Or, as surmised by Lorinc Borda, came
into existence one after another as a result of
retouching? In such a case, no logical conclusions
can be derived.

Having been printed in sheets of 100 (or 60),
only a small number of these remain in existence
given the 10% survival rate. Along with my
photos, the number of known examples is now 7.

translated by Csaba Kohalmi

ostmarke® Nr. 68, 22. Marz 1924

Phantasieausgaben.

Westungarn. Mit einer Verspitung von mehr als zwei
Jahren tfaucht nun noch eine Ausgabe dieses philatelistisch so
anriichigen Landes auf. Es sind sechs, in Kupferdruck ausge-
fiihrte Werte, zu 50 Filler, 1'50, 2'50, 4, 6 und 10 Korona, die alle
in der gleichen Zeichnung das ungarische Doppelkreuz vor der
aufgehenden Sonne, rechis im Vordergrunde den Vogel Turul,
zeigen. Zur Enfstehungsgeschichte dieser ,,Marken® erzihlt man
uns, daB nach der Besetzung durch Oesterreich ein zweiter Ein-
fall durch ungarische Banden geplant war. Die Drahtzieher dieser
Banden bestellten in Wien, bei der gleichen Druckerei, die auch
die letzte westungarische Bilderserie anfertigte, eine Marken-
serie, die zur Ausgabe in Westungarn bestimmt war. Der Plan
des FEinfalls wurde jedoch entdeckt und die Ridelsfithrer ver-
haitet; die Marken kommen nun in angeblich nur 6000 Sitzen
aul den Markt. Von anderer Seite sagt man uns hingegen, daB
zuerst die Marken und dann erst der Einfall geplant war,
also eine kleine Revolution zur Verwirklichung spekulativ-phila-
telistischer Ziele, ein Vorgang, der auch bei allen ,verausgabten®
Westungarn-Marken geiibt wurde. Es ist nur bedauerlich, daB
die ansprechende Zeichnung dieser Marken zu keinem besseren
Zweck Verwendung gefunden hat.




NEWS

STOCKHOLMIA 2019

The undoubtedly largest European exhibition of
this year was organized between May 29th and June
2nd in Stockholm in honor of the 150th anniversary
of the Royal Philatelic Society. The ‘Royal’ is the
world’s oldest established stamp club that was
founded in 1869 in London and has 2400 members
from literally every country in the world. Acceptance
to the society requires the nomination by two mem-
bers. The application is then decided by the presi-
dency. Currently, there are five members of the or-
ganization from Hungary.

Naturally, it is right to question why the event was
held in Stockholm instead of London. The answer is
simple: the well-known Jonas Héllstrom, the chair-
man of the Scandinavian organizing committee, pre-
sented such a convincing plan that it won over the
decision of the Royal governors who were assigned
to make the decision. The high level plan was suc-
cessfully implemented step by step.

The largest floor space of the event was occupies by
the exhibits in the imposing building of the Waterfront
Congress Center located in the heart of Stockholm.
The exhibit was housed on three floors and contained
2000 competitive frames of 16 pages each. Postal
history represented the largest portion of the exhibits
that included 762 frames. The next large group was
the traditional class with 538 frames. In addition, there
were postal stationery, thematic, revenue, airmail, and
open classes as well as a picture postcard one.

The exhibition had two patrons, Elizabeth II British
monarch and King Carl XVI Gustav of Sweden. The

latter attended the opening of the exhibit with noble

simplicity, without any ceremony or escort.
| g

Picture 1. King Carl XVI Gustav (right) at the opening,
next to him on the far left is Jonas Hillstrom, the director
in charge of the exhibition, and in the middle is Gustav
Douglas, an ardent supporter of the exhibition (as well as
the owner of the 3 skillings color error stamp from
Sweden). (Photo: T. Gudlin)

Since attendance at the exhibition required the
wearing a name tag around the visitors’ neck, it was
quite easy to count attendance. A total of 7832 visi-
tors from 51 countries came during the five day
event. Amongst them were the four of us from Hun-
gary, Ferenc Kostyal and his partner, dr. Laszl6 Per-
neczky, and myself. Seems like every minute we
would run into acquaintances, among other Laszlo
Florkievitz from Transylvania and Tamas Gudlin
from Germany.
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In the competitive classes, 294 collections partici-
pated in the exhibition with 1702 frames and 27,232
pages. The 26 member jury awarded 70 large gold
medals and 96 gold medals attesting to the high level
of the exhibits. In addition, it’s important to mention
that 9 collections from the 70 that received a large
gold medal scored 98 point, a feat that has not been
achieved before at a world exhibition. It’s not by
chance that collectors brought their exhibit here,
something that they would not be showing in a Far
East exhibit.

Hungary was represented by Ferenc Kostyal’s 8-
frame exhibit titled ‘Hungary — 1871’ that showed
Hungary’s first domestically produced lithographed
and engraved stamp issues in the traditional class.
His exhibited material included exceptional rarities;
and, eventually in a very strong field, received 92
points and a gold medal. My personal opinion is the
British jury was not entirely clear about the value of
the material. This was evident in the judging of
other, non-British material.
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Picture 2. Selection from Ferenc Kostyal’s gold medal
winning material (‘Sissi-letter’)

I am happy to observe that there was another Hun-
garian-related collection at the exhibit. Tamas Gud-
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lin showed his ‘From Roller to Flyer’ material for the
first time in an international exhibit. With the preci-
sion of an engineer, he demonstrated the evolution of
machine cancels used by the various post offices
around the world. The well-researched material that
included cancellation rarities was highly valued by
the jury and received a well-deserved gold medal.

2. Simple Stamp Machines / 2.3 Hill's Paralle] Motion Machine

2.3 HILL’S PARALLEL MOTION MACHINE: ENGLAND 1858

Stimulated probably by the Rideout machine, Pearson
Hill set out already at the beginning of 1858 to im-
prove a small, easy to operate, competitive machine.

He adapted an idea by Henry Palmer (patented in
November 1857) in which the die is fitted at the outer
arm of an articulated parallelogram (see drawing). The
inking was realized by two roles, whose movement
coincides with that of the Rideout Machine. The ink
pad was constantly supplied with ink by an ink res-
ervoir placed above it. Also the operation of the ma-
chine was identical to that of the Rideout Machine.
The performance was by about 10% higher than of
the Rideout Machine

Hill introduced his new “Parallel Mation™ Machine
1o the Post Office in May 1858, After longer test serics
in London Head C nd London District Offices it
was introduced beginning in mid 1860 in larger Coun-
try Offices in Great Britain as well and was later also
used in some English colonies. Thus a number of post-
mark varieties emerged, always in duplex design

The Parallel Motion Machines were replaced only
from 1868 by their advanced version, by the so-called
“Pivot” Machines gradually (see section 2.6),

The first postmark of the P:
of a canceller with figu
It was used from 14th of May
time, it is a searce postmark

llel Motion Machine consisted of a single circle d:
in diamond surrounded by 17 thin horizont
1858 until April 1859. Despite the relatively

Picture 3. Selection from Tamas Gudlin’s gold

medal winning material.



The “Court of Honour” class was outside of the com-
petitive exhibits. There, collectors could admire the
famous large collections such as one belonging to the
Queen of Great Britain, the famous Mauritius letter, or
the 200 frames belonging to the members of the jury
and the efforts of other illustrious exhibitors. This
class occupied its own floor in the exhibition hall, and
it attracted long lines for all to see.

Special programs were offered during the five days
providing continuous technical presentations in 10
rooms including demonstrations, viewings, collectors’
meeting, and auctions. Attendees had to make hard
choices on how to spend their time and which interest-
ing program to attend.

I participated in many unforgettable international ex-
hibitions in the past 2-3 decades, but the Stockholm
event surpassed them all in its standard, organization,
and complexity. It presented an experience that will
require a long time to assimilate. The only option is to
congratulate the organizers!

(CzD, translation: Csaba Kohalmi)

CHINA 2019 Wuhan

Exhibited collections of Mafitt member (jury result in
parentheses)

Artur Banas: One of the most popular winter sports —
Alpine Skiing (V)

Denes Czirok: The Development of the Mail in Hun-
gary 1750-1850 (LG)

Geza Homonnay: The 1867 Issue of Hungary (G)

Ferenc Kostyal : Hungary 1871 (G)

Gabor Nagy: On Grandfather’s Trail — Railway
Postmarks on Austro-Hungarian POW Correspondence
from Trans-Siberian Line in WWI (single frame, 80
points)

Karoly Szucs: Fiscal Philately of Hungary (Litera-
ture, LV)

Gyorgy Toth: Korona-Pengo Mixed Franking on
Postal Objects sent abroad from 26 March 1926 to 31
March 1927 (single frame, 80 points)

Gyorgy Toth: Hungary: The Postal History of the
Pengo-Filler Period 01.04.1926-14.09.1941 (LS)

Congratulations to our members for the mag-
nificent successes!

Right: Ferenc Kostyal in the Palmares
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THE LASZLO MAGYAR CORRESPONDENCE
BETWEEN ANGOLA AND HUNGARY *

DENES CZIROK FRPSL, LUIS FRAZAO RDP FRPSL, GEZA HOMONNAY FRPSL

Six letters, discovered in the archives of the
Hungarian Scientific Academy, constitute a sensa-
tional postal historical trove. They relate to the
travels in Angola of the enigmatic Hungarian ex-
plorer Laszlo Magyar (1818-1864). Laszlo was
the illegitimate son of Imre Magyar, a wealthy
landowner who never acknowledged him as his
son. He studied at the naval academy in Fiume
and arrived in Portuguese Angola in 1848 after
several adventures in Africa and America which
almost cost his life. Here he married the daughter
of the king of Bié and travelled extensively in the
territory, making geographical and ethnographical
researches and living on the ivory trade with the
coastal dealers of Benguela'. After the murder of
his father-in-law he had to escape to the coastal
region of Angola where he died of malaria after
some years producing rubber.

THE FASCINATING STORY OF LASZLO
MAGYAR

Laszlo Magyar was born in 1818 in Steinaman-
ger, now Szombathely in Western Hungary. He
was the third, illegitimate child of the wealthy
Estate Factor Imre Magyar, but was never offi-
cially acknowledged by his father. This was
probably the reason why, after finishing secon-

' More on Laszlo Magyar’s story can be found in OPUS
XVIII, 2018, pages 47/56, by L. Frazao and Eva Sebestyén.

dary school in 1843, he went to the newly estab-
lished Naval Academy of Fiume (now Rijeka in
Croatia) and boarded an Austrian ship. He never
returned to Europe again.

The first stop of his world tour was in Brazil.
From there he went to Argentina where he partici-
pated in the war against Uruguay as an ensign. He
then proceeded to Africa and spent two years as
Commander of the fleet of the Obong (the ruler)
of Calabar (now part of Nigeria). In 1848 he trav-
elled to the Congo because of health problems,
and this initiated his exploring life. He visited the
slave camps on the River Congo and then went
south to Angola, where interestingly he did not
remain in Benguela on the coast but joined a cara-
van heading into the interior, arriving at Bié in
1849. Here, he married the daughter of a local
chief and settled down. He had children, and with
the slaves received from his father-in-law he be-
gan his travels and explorations. In 1857 his fa-
ther-in-law was killed in a fight for the throne and
Magyar had to escape. This time he settled in the
coastal town (?) of Lucira and began to produce
archil, a plant producing a violet dye popular at
that time in Europe. However, most of the profit
was retained by the Portuguese Commercial
House exporting the product so he also began to
collect natural rubber. None of these activities
made him rich and he grew more and more home-
sick and fell out of love with life. In 1864 he died
from chronic malaria.

* The original article appeared in the May 2019 issue of London Philatelist in English. Ji
The editorial staff thanks the London Philatelist for permission to reprint the article.



LASZ1L.O MAGYAR’S ANGOLA EXPEDITIONS

Laszlo Magyar arrived in Angola from Brazil in
1848, having probably been induced to travel by
the slave trade between Angola and Brazil which
had been a thriving business. At that time the
country was mostly unexplored as the Portuguese
colonists only controlled the coastal region. Ma-
gyar made several expeditions into undiscovered
territories and sent reports on his travels and
findings, in the Hungarian language, to his father
and later to the Hungarian Academy of Sciences
where in 1858 he became a ‘“‘correspondence
member”. Starting in 1848 the indefatigable Ma-
gyar organized seven expeditions into the interior
of Angola over the next ten years:
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Figure 1

1st _expedition: By ship up the River Congo, when he
mapped the slave camps along the river (1848)

2nd expedition: From Benguela to Bié (1849). On this
expedition he married the daughter of the local king.
3rd expedition: From Bié to the Lunda and Lobal
empires. They found the source of the River Kwanza.

(1850-1851)

4th expedition: To the Kamba and Kuanyama empires.
They found the source of the River Kunene. (1852)

Sth _expedition: To the territories between the Rivers
Kunene and Kubango (1853)

6th expedition.: Second journey from Bié to the Lunda
and Lobal empires. (1855)

7th expedition: To Munda-Evambo, Lunda and Kapota
regions (1859-1862).

During these expeditions, some of which were
sponsored by the Portuguese governors, he made
important geographical, ethnographical, astro-
physical and industrial discoveries. It must have
been quite difficult to send any letter from Angola
at that time as there were only three post offices:
Luanda, Benguela and Mossamedes! Even so
Laszlo Magyar succeeded in sending several let-
ters and was quite knowledgeable about postal
fees and treaties, as is shown in the way he ad-
dressed covers as well as in the remarks he made
to his father on how to prepay postal fees in Lis-
bon.

POSTAL ROUTES AND FEES BETWEEN
PORTUGAL AND AUSTRIA.

Between 1848 and 1866, the period of interest
to us, there was no postal agreement between Por-
tugal and Austria. This meant that postal charges
on letters between the two countries had to be
paid by the sender for the Portuguese part and by
the recipient for the remainder of the route. As the
first Austrian stamps were issued in 1850 and the
first Portuguese ones in 1853 it would theoreti-
cally have been possible for the stamps of both
countries to be used simultaneously on later cov-
ers, but in fact this is not the case. Even the usage
of Portuguese stamps is restricted to one cover.
But what a cover!



Letters from Angola arrived in Lisbon by ship.
The fee applied in Angola was for the postal route
as far as Lisbon. The Portuguese and Spanish
parts of the route constituted one unit so, if the
cover was transported by land, the fee paid in
Lisbon took the letter to the Spanish/French bor-
der. If it was transported by sea it arrived in the
port of St. Jean de Luz, not crossing any Spanish
territory, but still paid to the French border.

From here the cover usually went to the ,,Ger-
man” border. Germany did not exist at that time in
today’s sense but from 1 July 1850 the German
States progressively entered into a Treaty with
Austria (German-Austrian Postal Union — GAPU)
over 18 months — Prussia, Bavaria, Saxony,
Mecklenburg-Schwerin, ~ Mecklenburg-Strelitz,
and Schleswig-Holstein in 1850; Thurn & Taxis,
Baden, Hannover, Wiirttemberg, Hessen, Nassau,
and Bremen in 1851, and Luxembourg, Braun-
schweig, Liibeck and Oldenburg in 1852. Under
this agreement letters could be transported
through any route in these states straight to Vi-
enna at uniform fees.

The whole GAPU applied a unified table of
charges (in different monetary units!) with the
fees depending on distance and weight (a simple
letter sent a short distance cost 3 Austrian
Kreuzer). As letters sent to Hungarian territories
from the West crossed the whole of Austria, they
fell into the highest category for charges (a dis-
tance of more than 20 Austrian miles) which set a
rate of 9 Austrian Kreuzer for each loth (1 loth =
17,5 grams). This rate applied until October 31*
1858 when the rates changed following Austrian
monetary reform.

In this period the fee for transit of France was
20 Austrian Kreuzer for 0,5 loth (30 Kr for 0,75
loth, 40 Kr for 1 Loth, etc.)

Five of the six covers shown below fell into the
GAPU period but one from 1849 precedes it.
From 1" April 1844 Austria lifted the “Franco-
compulsion” for foreign correspondence and set
the transit fees to different destinations as follows:

%. Die fremben Porto: und Iranfito- Gebubren fiir die unfran:
firt einlangende Gorrefponden; find, wie folgt, feftaefest:
) aud Jranfreich und Algier mit. . . . . . . 20 fr.
b) . Orofibritanmien. . . . . . . . . . 26 -
) = ben englifhen Befigungen und Colonien . &7 -
d) = ben anbern uberfeciidhen Landern und Colonien 43 -
)y« Spanien, Vortugal und Gibraltar . . . . 20 -
f) - Belgien und Luremburqg . . . . . . . 20 -

Figure 2

Thus, the basic rate for transit of France en
route from Spain, Portugal and Gibraltar was 20
Austrian Kreuzer.

THE COVERS OF THE MAGYAR
CORRESPONDENCE

We present the covers sorted by date.

Figure 3a: laszlo Magyar (source: www.szombathely.hu)
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Letter No.1 from 1849

Figure 3b

The letter is addressed to Imre Magyar, father of
Laszlo Magyar (Monsieur Americo Magyar, Cha-
vallier d’Ot6mds). It was posted on 5™ September,
1849 at the Correio Geral de Loanda (General
Post Office of Luanda), with a fee of 80 Reis
stamped on it in blue, to be paid by the recipient.
This fee only covered the maritime part of the
route (from Angola to Lisbon). It arrived in Lis-
bon two months later, on 4™ November. The
ABATIDA stamp on the rear showed that the 80
Reis fee to be paid for the journey from Lisbon to
Hungary via Spain was not collectable by the
Portuguese post and was, therefore deleted
(Abatida) from the Lisbon P.O accounts.

4 Philatelica 19/2

The fee for the rest of the postal route (see in
violet in the middle, enlarged on the right) was 30
+ 18 Kr:

Figure 3¢

Transit France:

20 Krx 1,5 (2™ weight step) 30 Kr
Rate for Austria (3/4 loth, over 30 miles)

Inland tariff after 1% April 1849 18 Kr
Total: 48 Kr

Letter No. 2 from 1851

Figure 4

Mafitt



Once again the letter was addressed to Laszlo’s
father, this time named as Amerigo Magyar
d’Otémés, and was posted in Luanda for the same
80 Reis fee. In Lisbon the letter was weighed
again and the 80 Reis fee was corrected to 160
Reis. The “LEY De 20/4-5 Reis” oval pink stamp
was also applied, indicating that a 5 Reis sur-
charge would be collected for the benefit of the
Banco de Lisboa. As no postal agreement existed
between Portugal and Austria, neither the 160
Reis nor the 5 Reis were collectable in Lisbon, so
the claim has been erased and again the
ABATIDA stamp was applied. In Lisbon the letter
was put into the postal packet to France, and when
the packet was opened in St. Jean de Luz it re-
ceived the French stamp “Espagne/par St. Jean de
Luz”.

In this letter it is interesting to note Laszlo Mag-
yar’s knowledge of postal routes through Europe, as
he listed the transit stations on the front:

':;(/&/a. 74

Figure 5
Once it crossed the frontier from France the let-
ter was carried to Hungary at the basic GAPU
charge:

Transit France: (1* weight class) 20 Kr
Rate for Austria (1/2 loth, over 30 miles)

Inland tariff after 1* April 1849 9 Kr
Total: 29 Kr

This charge is shown with the brown pencil
mark written on the letter by a German postal
clerk.

Letter No. 3 from 1854

J%Zéqﬁffow

Fzgure 6

#

The addressee is once again the father but this
cover bears stamps, and what stamps! Two high
denominations of the first Portuguese “Dona
Maria” issue. The highest denomination, the 100
Reis stamp, is a great rarity on cover and a letter
with two of them is a real gem. No more than a
dozen covers exist franked with the 100 Reis
Maria stamp and this cover is without doubt one
of the most precious items of Portuguese philat-
ely, made even more valuable by its extraordinary
destination.

We have not seen the rear of the cover although
we know that it is marked with two date-stamps -
of Pesth and Theresiopel. (It is the only cover that
is not part of the Hungarian Academy’s archive.)
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There are no Angolan postal markings on the
cover so it must have been brought to Lisbon by
private courier, possibly a friend of Laszlo Mag-
yar, where it was handed into the post office on 7"
July 1854 as is shown by the Lisbon blue date
stamp.

However, we are certain that it originated in
Angola from the content of the letter which was
written in Cha Quilembe (in the Luna area, 60
days caravan distance from Luanda) on December
1852 and relates stories of Magyar’s travels in
Angola.

Lisbon was the beginning of the official postal
route and, in accordance with the Portuguese de-
cree of 1853, outgoing letters to countries beyond
Spain had to franked with stamps, paying the fee
up to the Spanish border. For this reason it was
stamped which was very fortunate considering the
rarity of both the stamps and the cover. No stamps
were used in Angola at that time; the first usage
known there was in 1876. According to Portu-
guese rates of that period a fee of 225 Reis would
point to a cover of the 9th weight class, around 88
grams. It was not surprising that it was quite a
heavy letter as it contained two travel reports of
around 30 pages plus a private letter to his father.

Calculation of the fee for the French/German-
/Austrian part of the route was also a complex
task because of different weight units. An overall
charge of 3 Ft 46 Kr, payable by the recipient, was
written in brown pencil on the front of the cover;
this equated to 226 Kreuzer (at that time 60
Kreuzer made up 1 Austrian Forint (or Gulden)).

Let us see how the weight indicated by the Por-
tuguese fee led to a charge of 226 Kr. At this time
letters from Spain to Austria were sent in transit
through France, Belgium and Prussia, passing
through the Kdln-Verviers Exchange Post Office
and the transit fee of 20 Kr per 10 grams was di-
vided between France (12 Kr) and Prussia (8 Kr).
Thus, the charge was made up as follows:

Transit France and Belgium: 9x20 Austrian Kr
(88 gram - 9" weight step) 180 Kr

In GAPU: 9 Austrian Kr (inland rate for more
than 20 miles)x5 (88 gram/17,5=51oth) 45 Kr

Total: 225 Kr (+1 Kr error)

(We would like to thank and remember the late
Mpr. Herman Hader, an excellent Austrian philate-
list who was the first to analyse this letter.)

Letter No. 4 from 1856
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This letter was written in Bié and posted at
Benguela on the coast south of Luanda (see map
above). It arrived in Lisbon in January 1857. The
240 Reis fee was inscribed in Angola for the
postal route to Lisbon.

As it was not posted in Lisbon, the letter did not
need to have postage stamps added to it, as was
the case with Letter 3. After being reweighed, the
Lisbon Post office calculated a fee of 600 Reis
which indicates a weight of 114 grams.

The Austrian calculation for carriage beyond
Spain (shown below) shows a fee to be paid by the
recipient that was the rate for a letter of 120
grams, reasonably close to the Portuguese calcula-
tion.
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Figures 8a-c

The charge to the addressee for this letter was 4
Gulden 54 Kr, calculated as follows:

Transit France and Belgium: 12x20 Austrian Kr

(114 gram - 12th weight step) 240 Kr
In GAPU: 9 Austrian Kr x 6
(114 gram/17,5 = about 6 loth) 54 Kr

Total: 294 Kr =4G 54 Kr

Letter No. 5 from 1859
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Figure 9

This letter was posted in Luanda for a fee of 40
Reis according to new rates that came into force
in 1859. This paid the maritime rate to Lisbon
where it arrived on 26™ June 1859. It was stamped
the next day in Badajoz on the Portu-
guese/Spanish border.



. P
Figures 10a-d

From Badajoz it was taken in a closed postal

bag through Irun to Verviers (close to Aachen in

Prussia) where it crossed the Prussian border. At

Cologne the bag was opened and given a route

designation (1.7) and the “Spanien” stamp to
show where it had come from.

At the Railway Post Office on the border a
charge of 35 Neukreuzer were written on the
cover in blue ink (the Neukreuzer currency was
introduced in Austria in 1858 as a means of
moving to a decimal system). In the new currency
1 Forint contained 100 Neukreutzer and Austrian
charges were changed accordingly with new
stamps issued to meet the revised rates. The 35
NKr rate was equivalent to 7 German
Silbergroschen which was the fee for this part of
the route in the German-Austrian Postal Union.
The letter travelled through Szeged to Szabadka
(today: Novi Sad in Serbia) on 7 July 1859.

According to the 1st paragraph of the Prussian-
Spanish postal treaty of 19 January 1852 the fee
for letters not weighing more than 7,5 grams to
countries in the German- Austrian Postal Union
was 6 Silbergroschen.

8

L& port des lettres ordinaires d'Es-
pagne pour fa Prusse oo pour l'un
des Etats qui se servent de Uentremise
des Postes Prussiennes, dont ie poids
ne depassera pas un demi-lath
{approximalivement quatre adarmes)
ost fixé a six silbergros (environs trois
réaux) en Pruosse.

Figure 11

However, the Amtsblatt No 16 of 15 July 1852
stated the following: ‘According to the agreement
with the Spanish Post the postal border crossing
between Saarbriicken and Irun/La Junqueira will
cease to exist, and instead, from 1 August 1852,
Aachen will be the place for it operating the
railway post No 10.

As the postal route was through Belgium, the
fee for letters in transit was increased by 1
Silbergroschen, to 7 Silbergroschen. The
equivalent 35 Neukreuzer was written on our
cover in the Verviers-Aachen travelling post
office.



Letter No. 6 from 1862

Figure 12

A fee of 40 Reis was written on the letter in
Benguela. When it arrived in Lisbon on 8" August
1862 the charge was corrected to 100 Reis by
stamping this on top of the handwritten ‘40’. Fur-
ther cancellations were applied to the letter en
route at Badajoz, Vienna, Szeged and Szabadka
(17" August). The journey from Lisbon to Sza-
badka took 9 days.

Mafitt

Figure 13a-d

The fee for the French/German/Austrian part of
the route was 36+26 = 62 Neukreuzer.

According the tariff of November 1858 the rate
via France was 13 Neukreuzer per 10 gram + 18
Neukreuzer per 7,5 gram (transit + domestic fee).

Since this letter weighed 15 grams (upper left
corner) the total rate was 2 x 13 +2 x 18 =26 +
36 = 62 Neukreuzer — as written on the cover — to
be paid by the addressee.

Philatelica 19/2 9



Letter 7 from 1864
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Figures 14a-b. Front and rear

This letter was written by Imre Magyar to his
son in Lisbon. Thus, it travelled in the opposite
direction to the previous letters and raises an in-
teresting problem. It was posted and registered in
Szabadka (MarlaThereswpel in German, Subotica
in Serbian) on 4™ April. The sender paid 26
Kreuzer for the letter rate (13 Kr/10 gram — 2™
weight step) + 10 Kreuzer for registration leading
to a total charge of 36 Kreuzer, noted in the upper
right corner. It went through Pesth on 26™ April
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and reached Vienna, as indicated by the TPO
postmark “K.K. Fahrendes Postamt No. 7”. In
Vienna, however, it was returned to the sender for
the reason given in blue German text on the lower
left side of the cover:

"Unvollstindige Frankatur, Recommandation
nach Frankreick Spanien & Portugal unzuldissig"

In English: “Insufficient franking so registration
to Spain & Portugal is not authorised.”
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Figure 14c

Consequently the address was crossed out at the
Vienna Post Office and “Theresiopel” written in
its place. On the return route the letter went
through Szeged and Nagyklkmda arriving in Sza-
badka 5 days later, on 29" April.

The long French text on the rear was written by
the sender. It asks the Lisbon post office to deliver
the letter to the Austrian consulate in Lisbon, “to
be collected there by Laszlo Magyar, arriving
from Angola™.

% This never happened, as Laszlo died in Angola in 1864.



THE EARLIEST KNOWN LETTER FROM
HUNGARY TO PORTUGAL

Both Portuguese and Hungarian experts in
postal history have been overjoyed to find this
sensational correspondence as only one(!) letter
travelling between Hungary and Portugal in the
pre-UPU era was previously known. That is also a
very interesting letter that deserves a comment.
Written on 25 January 1845 in Pest in the name of
the newly-founded Hungarian Commercial Soci-
ety, Lajos Kossuth — legendary leader of the later
Hungarian Revolution and War of Liberation — is
among its signatories.

Magyar kereskedelmi tarsasag.

(Société Nationale Hongroise de Commerce)
o
“*
PUA et

2

Signature du Directeur Paul de Szabé junior
" Louis de Kossuth
I. S. Frédéric Liedemann . . (Gorked e rd e,
i
I
e CAOE AT A,
— =
Q. teeitlor 2
) /
S / 5
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Joseph de Robitsek .
Maurice de Szentkiralyi . .

\ L A Valero . . i‘ i
\

Figure 15a

The cover was addressed to the Portuguese
Commercial Society and in the letter the Hungar-
ian Society notified its Portuguese counterpart of
its foundation.

A

Figure 15b

The markings on the rear indicate that the
sender paid the postage fee to the French border.
This is also apparent from the diagonal cross on
front. The charges were:

— 12 Kreuzer inland postage to the Austrian
border,

— 20 Kreuzer transit fee to the French border.

The cover was validated in Huningue (Exchange
Post Office at the French border) first with the
“7/A.E.D.” red stamp (JvL: 3279) and then, as a
correction, with the “7/A.E./J.F” red stamp (JvL:
3281).

The postal route for this letter was through Vi-
enna, Berlin, Huningue (31% Jan), Paris, Perpig-
nan (6" Feb), Toulouse (7th Feb), Bayonne (8"
Feb) and Madrid (14™ Feb) arriving in Lisbon on
17th February. The inland tariff chargeable to the
recipient for a letter originating beyond Spain and
weighing between (12 and 2)/8 ounces (5,4 to 7,1
grams) was 480 Reis.
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Reméljiik, hogy a Tisztelt Olvasé élvezte ezt a
térbeli és idébeli utazast. Bizunk abban, hogy a
jovoben még taldlunk tobb ,,Magyar levelet”; és
ha igen, akkor ujbdl beszdmolhatunk azokrol.

We hope that the reader enjoyed this travel
through space and time. We have some hopes of
finding more Magyar letters; if any turn up we
will report again on them.

Many thanks to Paul Wijnants and James van der
Linden for the exact understanding of the fees, plus Bill
Hedley FRPSL for helping to produce an understand-
able English translation.

References
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PROBLEMS WITH THE USE OF CANCELLERS IN HUNGARY
ON THE FIRST AUSTRIAN STAMP ISSUE, 1850-1858*

ADRIANO BERGAMINI FRPSL (PREGASSONA) - DENES CZIROK FRPSL (ZALAEGERSZEG)

In April 1850 a treaty was concluded between
the Austrian Empire and Prussia to set up a Postal
Union. It created a common postal area between
the signatories and most other German States
added their signatures to the treaty within 2-3
years. As part of the process of implementing the
treaty, which laid down a common tariff for the
letter post and stipulated that postage should in
future normally be pre-paid, Austria introduced
the new tariff on 1 June 1850 together with post-
age stamps in five values. The treaty actually
came into effect on 1 July 1850 with an initial
duration of 10 years and was a landmark in the
postal history of Central Europe.

In preparation for the treaty to come into effect
the Austrian Government issued a Decree on 26
March 1850 announcing the changes that were
needed to the postal system throughout the Em-
pire. These represented a major shift from what
had gone before, especially regarding the ar-
rangements for payment. Consequently, the new
regulations had to give instructions and guidance
on many questions including the new tariff, the
use of postage stamps and their cancellation. Al-
though this Decree appeared more than 2 months
before the changes came into effect, the time
available for them to be absorbed and understood
was very short.

Beftimmungen

itber bie

Briefporto-Taven und Einhebung decfelben durdy Brief- Mathes.

Sn Bollug der iber Antrag des Minijteriums fiir Hanvel, Gewerbe und dffentlidye
Bauten erlafjenen allerbddhjien Entidhliefung vom 25. September 1849 [aben in
Betreff der Briefporto-Taren und Rebengebiibren, dann ber Anwendung von Brief
Marfen mit 1. June 1850 nadyjtehbende Beftimmungen in Wirkambeit ju treten.
§. 1. Wortotaye. Die Portotare fitr einen einfaen Brief betedgt :

a) im Begirfe ded Aufgabspoftamees feldft . . . . 2 .

b) bei einer Entfernung bis ju 10 Meilen einfdlieflih 3

I - , fiber 10 big 20 o 6,

d) bei einer Enifermung iber 20 4 " 9,

Fig.1. The first part of the Decree issued on March 26, 1850

This article describes the problems that post-
masters and the public had in interpreting and
applying the new regulations during the early
months after the treaty came into effect, and the
inventive approach they took to finding solutions
for them.

1. POSTAL SYSTEM BEFORE 1 JUNE 1850

Before stamps were issued the postal system in
Austria, including Hungary, permitted the sender
to choose whether to pay the delivery fee (in
which case the letter was carried ‘Franco’) or to
pass it on to the recipient (‘Porto’). In either case
the fee was the same, in accordance with the tariff
promulgated in the Decree of 1 April 1849.

* The original article appeared in the September 2019 issue of London Philatelist in English.
The editorial staff thanks the London Philatelist for permission to reprint the article.
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Fzg 2. Postal tarljj’vahdfrom 1 April 1849
The 1849 Decree set the cost of sending a ; Loth

letter at 3 Kreuzer for distances up to 10 miles, 6
Kr for distances between 10 and 20 miles and 12
Kr for more than 20 miles.

)
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Fig 3. Letter dated March 27, 1850 from Fiume to Vienna.
The fee was 12 Kreuzer, payable by the recipient.

2. POSTAL SYSTEM AFTER 1 JUNE 1850

The new tariff reduced the fee for a 3 Loth letter

travelling more than 20 miles to 9Kr, but the most
important change was a new requirement that
charges should normally be paid by the sender and
that letters should be stamped to show that pay-
ment had been made. The treaty still permitted
fees to be recovered from the recipient, but in that
case an additional fee of 3 Kr per Loth was pay-

14

able. However, fewer people have used this
opportunity since the stamp was introduced.
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Fig 4. Letter sent to Pest from Zombor on November 17, 1850
with the fee not paid on despatch. The recipient had to pay 9
+3=12Kr.

Having once introduced postage stamps, it was
then necessary to educate the population on how
to use them. Paragraph 15 of the Decree laid down
some rules.

3

§. 15, Werwendung der Marfen, Der Anfgeber einer Er:rfyvﬂfmbuug Bat auf
beren Adrefifeite, am obern Mande in ver WMitte eine Marle ober deren fo viele mittelft
Benepung ded auf ibrer Ridfeite anfgetragenen Klebeftofed baltbar ju befeltigen, als nd-
thig find, um durdy ihren Weeth die nad Entfernunq und Gewidht entfallende tarifmdfige
Franfo-Gebithr ansyugleichen, Die Re tiond-@ebitbr hat der Aufgeber durdh das
Auftleben einer Marfe im Werthe von 6 fr. auf die Siegelfeite des Briefes 3u entrichten.

Fig 5. Paragraph 15 of the Decree, concerning the correct
use of stamps.

According to this, stamps for postage had to be
placed on the upper part of the front of the letter
in the middle. A 6 Kr stamp added for payment of
a registration fee was, however, to be attached to
the rear.

The evidence from surviving covers shows that
this instruction was largely ignored, in Hungary at
least. As late as the 8" year of the 1850 issue,
stamps were placed on the top centre of the front



as specified on only 11% of covers. We have col-
lected data on around 6,000 letters with Hungarian
usage over 35 years and have found that the most
popular space on which to place the stamp was the
upper left corner of the letter, with the lower left
corner in second place.

44% 11% 16%
3% 0% 1%
22% 2% 1%

Fig 6. Analysis of where stamps of the 1850 issue were
positioned on Hungarian letters.
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Fig 7. Letter sent from Battonya to Vienna on 18 July 1850.
The stamp was placed in the top centre in accordance with
the regulations.

In considering the question of where the stamp
was placed, we have to take account of habits
formed over decades and of the prevailing culture
on how a letter should be addressed. In Austria
and Hungary it was customary at that time to
write different titles, ranks and addresses as well
as the destination on the outside of the letter and
usually to start writing the title in the middle.
Thus, it was only possible to place the stamp in

the middle by covering these addresses. This ex-
plains why, despite the regulations, the stamp was
usually placed to the left or right of the addresses.
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Fig 8. Letter sent from Tyrnau to Pressburg on 24 August
1850 franked with 1Kr + 2 Kr stamps. Lack of alternative
space for addresses meant the stamps were placed on the top
right corner.

3. CANCELLERS AND POSTMARKS IN
JUNE 1850.

By 1 June 1850 approximately 550 post offices
in Hungary used some form of canceller. The first
postmark known in Hungary was used in Tyrnau
on 16 January 1752. It was followed by Debrec-
zin, Tokagf Pressburg, Buda and other towns. The
early 18" Century postmarks were single-line
town marks without a date, but these were fol-
lowed by cancellers with different shapes and
variations. From 1817 onwards the postal regula-
tions required the date to be shown on the front of
a letter alongside the place of dispatch.

15



From the 1820s, therefore, the use of date can-
cellers was widespread. Drawing on foreign de-
signs the Austrian Post Office introduced centrally
produced double-circle place and date cancellers
at Oedenburg in 1837 and Agram in 1840. A sim-
pler version of this, the so-called palmettic dou-
ble-circle canceller, began to spread in Hungarian
post offices in 1846-47. By 1850 when stamps
first appeared there appear to have been c.305 of
these cancellers in use. The implication was that
245 post offices were still using the old ‘postmas-
ter’ cancellers. Of course, most post offices had
additional cancellers on the table or in the drawer
as a reserve reflecting the fact that, when new
cancellers arrived, the old ones were usually not
destroyed.

Paragraph 21 of the 1850 Decree drew the atten-
tion of postmasters to the need to cancel all post-
age stamps and, if they were found to have been
reused, to treat them as invalid and charge postage
due.

§. 21. Worgang gegen wiederholte BVerwendung der ndmlicdhen
Marten, Die Poflamter deuden auf die Marken der bei ihnen aufgegebenen Sentungen
theilweife ibren gewdbulichen Aufgabs - Pofiftampel. Sendungen mit Macken, welde ein
Wectmal fritheren Gebranches an fich tragen, werden ald unfrantivt aufgeqebene behandelt.

Fig 9. Paragraph 21 of the Decree regarding cancellation of
stamps.

4. IRREGULAR OR ABNORMAL USAGES
AFTER 1 JUNE 1850

Although the Decree clearly set out the require-
ments, they were interpreted differently in differ-
ent post offices and there was no common under-
standing on points of detail. This resulted in many
interesting usages in the first months after postage
stamps came into use.

16

4.1. Hand cancellations.

Allibunar, now in Serbia, was a small post of-
fice in southern Hungary between Pancsova and
Temesvar. During the first few months after
stamps were introduced the postmaster did not
receive a new canceller so he wrote the place
name on the stamps by hand.
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Fig 10. Registered letter sent from Allibunar to Pest on No-
vember 24, 1850. Both stamps were invalidated manually.

e

4.2. Date added manually beside the postmark.

Many post offices only had a canceller that
showed the place name. Here the date was often
written by hand on either the letter or the stamp.
An example was the post office in Karansebes in
southern Hungary which did not receive its new
single-circle canceller until the beginning of 1851.
Consequently the postmaster continued to use its
25 year old canceller until the end of 1850, adding
the date by hand and thereby sticking to the rules.
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Fig 11. Letter from Caransebes to Temesvar of 6 June 1850
with the date marked manually ("6/6.50" in the upper right
corner).

Not far from Karansebes is Lippa where the
same method was used.
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Fig 12. Letter from Lippa to Temesvar of 13 July 1850 with
the date added by hand ("13/7.850").

Korotnok (now in Slovakia) was in Northern
Hungary, east of Locse. Its new one-circle cancel-
ler only arrived at the end of 1850. Until then the
32-year-old canceller was used with the date writ-
ten next to it by hand.

%////
/ ~

CAmeace’

Fig 13. Letter posted from Korotnok to Torna on 2 December
1850 with the date marked manually ("2/12").
Sarkeresztir is a tiny village in the middle of
Transdanubia, but it is known for its unusual spe-
cial postmark. In this extremely rare example the
date was also entered separately by hand.

Fig 14. Letter from Sdrkeresztur to Pest dated 8 July 1850.
The stamp is cancelled with a posthorn postmark of 1848,
with the date added by hand.

4.3. Use of separate date canceller

A lot of negative postmarks were used in
Transylvania and the requirement to show the date
was met by using a separate date canceller beside

17



the postmark. This led to an increase in the
number of possible variants depending on where
the postmaster decided to put the date mark.
Normally the negative postmark and date mark
were both placed on the stamp as, for example, at
Fogaras.

Fig 15. Letter sent from Fogaras to Hermannstadt on July
25, 1850. The stamp was cancelled separately with a negative
town mark and a date mark.

A quicker solution was adopted in Alsducsa:

Fig 16., Letter sent from A(lso)-Utsa to Hermannstadt on 26
June 1850. The stamp was cancelled with a date canceller
and a negative town mark was placed alongside.

18 Philatelica 19/2

4.4. The use of the prephilatelic canceller

Neutra was a large town that had many cancel-
lers before 1850 including a straight-line mark
showing the place-name and date. It was still in
use as late as the summer of 1851.

Fig.17. Letter from Nyitra to Bagotta of 13 June 1850 show-
ing a two-line date canceller from before 1850. It illustrates
well how the stamp could not be placed on the top line be-
cause the address was there.

Mafitt
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Fig 18. The postmark was also used in 1851.

Kaposvar was a small town at that time. The at-
tractive oval stamp of 1842 was also used in
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Fig 19. Letter from Kaposvar to Vienna of 10 September
1850. It shows that the oval postmaster postmark of 1842 was
still in use.
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Fig. 20 The rear of the letter with the KAPOSVAR postmaster
postmark

4.5. Double use of cancellers

In some post offices in the early months after
the new regulations came into effect the postmas-
ter canceller from the period before stamps were
introduced was still in use alongside the new dou-
ble-circle canceller. The Decree did not stipulate
which of the two should be used henceforth. Such
was the case in Dunaf6ldvar (about 100 km south
of Budapest).

19
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Fig 21. Letter from D(una) Foldvar via Pécs (Fiinfkirchen) to
Dombovar dated 16 December 1850.
The postman could not decide which canceller
to use to invalidate the stamp, so he used both.

A similar situation faced the postmaster of
Gyor, and he tried to put both postmarks on the
stamp.

e

Fig 22. Letter from Gyor to Pest of 5 September 1850 with
two postmarks. The Semlin Postmaster was also uncertain
which canceller to use.

20
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Fig 23. Letter from Semlin to Sisseck of 2 December 1850. It
was cancelled with two postmarks, both dating from before
1850.

4.6. The use of “Too late” (,,Nach Abgang..”)
postmarks.

“Too late” cancellers were introduced to enable
the despatching post office to explain any delay to
the recipient by indicating that the letter was
handed in after the coach had left. Interestingly,
this method is still in use today. After stamps were
issued it was not clear to everyone where this
postmark was to be applied, so in several places it
was placed on the stamp.



Fig 24., Letter sent from Pest to Temesvar on June 5, 1850. It
was put into the mailbox after the mail coach had departed.
The “Too late” mark was placed on the stamp with the place-
time postmark at its side.

Fig 25. As late as 26 January 1851 the two cancellers were
used side-by-side in this way.

4.7. Use of postmark and “Feather-crossing”
together

The postal clerks also questions about what to
do if there was more than one stamp on a letter.
Should all the stamps be cancelled with the post-
mark or just one? As an example, the postal clerks
in the Karansebes post office found a novel way
of dealing with it.

Mafitt

. s g e o s
Fig 26. Letter from Karansebes to Hermannstadt of 16 June
1850. The postmaster cancelled one stamp with his pre-1850
handstamp, and the other two with “feather-crossing”.

The Brood Postmaster also adopted a special
approach, cancelling one stamp with a postmark
and crossing out the other one smoothly by hand.

Fig 27. Letter from Brood to Trieste on 13 June 1850, where
one stamp is cancelled with a feather-crossing.

Philatelica 19/2 21



A similar question arose when deciding whether
to use a postmark to cancel stamps on both the
front and rear of a letter. The postman at Lippa
decided to solve it with a feather crossing on the
rear.
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Fig 28., A registered letter from Lippa to B(dandt)-Komlos on
7 August 1850. The stamp on front was cancelled with a pre-
1850 postmaster canceller, while the registered stamp on the
rear was cancelled with a feather-crossing.

4.8. Use of different postmarks on registered
letters

The previous example showed that the rules on
the use of cancellers on registered mail were not
clear. The postmaster of Letenye had two cancel-
lers and decided to use both of them on registered
letters.
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Fig 29. Registered Letter from Letenye to Vienna on 2 July
1850. The stamp on front was stamped with a double-circle
canceller-...

e K

Fig 30. .., while the stamp on the rear was cancelled with a

postmaster canceller from before 1850.

Most post offices also had a special ‘RECOM’
(Registered) instructional mark which provided
another means of cancelling stamps on registered
letters. It was perhaps not surprising if the postal
clerk was uncertain which handstamp to use, and
consequently used all of them.



Fig 31. Registered letter sent from Lipto St. Miklos to Géll-
nitz on 3 March 1851. The stamp on front was cancelled with
the normal place-date canceller while the RECOM mark was
applied as a canceller to the stamp on the rear.

The postmaster repeated this approach a few
months later.

Fig 32. The rear of a registered letter posted on 5 June 1851,
also from Lipto St. Miklos. Again it shows the ‘RECOM’
registration mark being used to cancel the registration stamp.

5. Summary

The changes brought about by the German-
Austrian Postal Union treaty amounted to a revo-
lution in the postal history of Central Europe. It
was not surprising that it took some time for them
to settle down and for people to become accus-
tomed to new ways of working and through these
examples we wanted to illustrate the transitional
difficulties that the introduction of postage stamps
on 1 June 1850 created in Hungary. We also hope
that we have introduced you, Dear Reader, to this
wonderful world which still offers many new op-
portunities for discoveries to the in-depth re-
searchers.
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HUNGARY’S INTRIGUING FIRST POSTAL INFLATION
+ KEZIKONYV REVISIONS

MERVYN BENFORD (SHUTFORD/BANBURY)

My original Mafitt lecture® argued for a new pe-
riod structure for the First Inflation (1920-27.) In
this article I add new information. When I write I
always accept I can be wrong and I welcome cor-
rection of facts and differences of opinion. When |
gave my talk, I spoke afterwards with both Visny-
ovszki Gabor and Surany Laszl6 and both agreed
there was a need for review of how we understand
this period.

The tables in the Hungarian Black Book (Ké-
zikdnyv) treat the rate changes as if they all hap-
pened at the same time- as in 1945/46. This was
not the case. on 5th. October 1922 only foreign
rates changed. Domestic rates changed on 1st.
November 1922. Period 5 is not the same for both
classes of mail. Foreign rates lasted slightly longer
under Period 5 so I called the domestic changes in
November Period 5a. The Black book and most
dealers have the second as Period 6 but foreign
rates did not change on that date so foreign rates
had no new period 6. For me Period 6 for both
classes of mail began on 16th. April 1923.

Rates then changed together, all increasing on
each of the dates I have for my periods 7, 8, 9, 10
and 11 (Black Book has these as 8 to 12.) My

3 The Hungarian translation of the author's lecturer was
completed, but it could not be published in Philatelica, which
had been suspended for a long time. The Editor.
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period 12 starts on 11th. April 1924 (Black Book
period 13.) Now, again, not all rates changed,
though most did, and higher! On 1st. June one of
the rates not increased in April did now increase
but not the other- which remained at the 21st.
February rate. Three other rates did not increase
on 1Ist. June. I call this a separate rate period, my
Period 13 (Black Book Period 14.) On l1st. Janu-
ary 1925 two rates increased but printed matter
rates reduced. On 1st.October 1925, one rate in-
creased (not in the Black Book,) three rates re-
duced and airmail rates increased.

These cannot be seen as separate rate periods.
Not all rates were affected. The value of phila-
telic material is affected by how long it was avail-
able. For me 11th. April 1924 is almost a full pe-
riod since only two 2nd. weight steps did not
change. But changes on 1st. June 1924 (my Period
13) start 10 months of greater stability, only small
changes, even reductions. They cannot be num-
bered as whole periods. I call 1st. January 1925
my Period 13a and those of 1st. October Period
13b (Black Book periods 14 and 15.) The new
currency change to Pengd/Fillér on 1.4.26 is for
me Period 14 (Black Book period 16.)

Airmail began on 22nd. June 1922 as a new
category with other rates not changed so I give
that my Period 3a.

New currency airmail rates changed on 17th.
May 1926 but still listed in Korona and I call this



Period 14a. On 1.1.27- (still within the period of
grace when old inflation era stamps could be
used,) these were converted to new currency- and
I call it Period 14b. Normal registration and ex-
press rates also rose on 1st. January 1927 (except
International Express.) After just nine months
these initial rates are not easy to find reflected on
COVErs.

THE KEZIKONYV (BLACK BOOK)
PROBLEM

This is at the heart of my proposal for a new pe-
riod structure. The Black Book needs revision
because it has two inaccuracies and misses two
other related factors.

THE JOHN WHITESIDE EVIDENCE

Knowing my interest in this period and my ex-
tensive collection particularly of covers using the
short-lived Official stamps, John Whiteside, sadly
now deceased, one of the most highly respected
experts in the UK and especially on international
postal rates and UPU conversion calculations,
shared his research with me now and again.

1 Weight step problem

John saw a problem with the 1.10.25 rates in the
Black Book for second weight step for letters to
countries with concessionary lower rates- mainly
Austria and Germany- (but the Trianon changes
saw more.) The Black book second weight step on
1.10.25 for Austria was 2000K Austria- reduced
from 2500K on 1.6.24 and for all the other coun-
tries it just states ‘ldsd- Ausztria.’ John believed
that this was not the case.

Under the 1926 new currency the Black book
shows 16f for both Austria and Germany
(=2000K) but 20f for Poland, Italy, Czechoslova-
kia and Romania. SHS rates had been as Austria
but only until the end of 1921 anyway. John be-
lieved this means the reduction to 2000K on
1.10.25 was only for Austria and Germany and the
other countries would stay at the 2500K 1.6.24
rate. Our evidence suggests this was the case and
the rate was 2500K on 1.10.25, converted- as for
other rates at 1000K = 8f- and so 20f under new
currency.

The alternative is that those rates stayed as Aus-
tria but were then increased under new currency
on 1.4.26 we believe this not likely. We need
more examples from other Convention concession
countries but the Black Book confirms only
2000K for Austria and Germany from 1.10.25.

Mail to foreign countries during the inflation pe-
riod and into the new currency era is rather in-
triguing and worth studying in its own right.

2 Change of rate:

Looking at the tables in the Black Book he was
puzzled that when the new currency arrived in
April 1926 all rates except two converted auto-
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matically at the agreed rate of 1000 Korona to 8
fillér.

For international registration the Black Book
still had 5000K, which would convert to 40f, but
in fact became 48f. He became convinced that the
international registration rate had increased to
6000K. This converts to 48f. We have found ex-
amples before the new currency and afterwards.
We both had examples that made sense only with
registration 6000K.

Illustration 1 is a cover posted to Holland
where the cost also includes Térti-Vevény. Full
foreign letter rate was 5000K. Total cost 17000K.
Registration and Advice of Delivery cost 12000K.
This shows foreign registration did increase by
November 13". to 6000K.
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Hllustration 1 Cover to Holland registered (new 6000K rate)
and advice of delivery so 2 x 6000K + 5000K basic rate.

Illustration 2 is a registered cover to France
sent with a charge of 13,500K: 5000K full for-
eign letter-rate, 2500K weight step and the regis-
tration again by then 6000K. The UK Specialist
Society has been able to confirm using PTRT
tables that this international registration change,
like the weight step changes, came on 1.10.25.

Mafitt



Hlustration 2 is a registered cover to France sent with a
charge of 13,500K: 5000K full foreign letter-rate, 2500K
weight step and the registration again by then 6000K.

Illustration 3 is an example where the total cost
includes 3 x 2000K reduced weight steps as in the
Black Book- but only for Austria/Germany, not all
the countries enjoying cheaper rates.

Mafitt

Illustration 3 is an example where the total cost includes 3 x
2000K weight steps as in the Black Book but only for Aus-
tria/Germany. This letter paid 16000K (see pencil mark at
top)- 4000K basic rate, the very new 6000K registration and
6000K weight steps.
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3 National Express:

Hllustration 4 Express letter to Kaposvar in early New Cur-
rency period but still paid in Inflation korona: 7000K = 56F.
16f. basic rate (2000k) + 40f express (shows new 5000K
national express rate.)
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John and T also noted that the national express
rate of 6000K at the end of the inflation period did
not convert to the new currency 40f on 1.4.26. We
believed that this rate had been reduced to S000K
but we have no examples before 1.4.26. We have
examples after that date and the Hungarian Soci-
ety has also been able to confirm that the national
express rate changed with the new currency.

Illustration 4 shows an express letter sent in
1926 to Kaposvar at national letter rate 16f + 40f
express- total 56f and still paid in old currency
(7000K.)

OTHER FEATURES OF THE PERIOD:

Interest in the inflation period goes beyond the
tables, rates, dates and values the Black Book
tells. 1 have a January 1922 registered cover to
Kieferstidtel that should not have cost more than
12k, maybe 20K with weight steps, but has been
paid 150K. At the top of the envelope in what
looks like the sender’s hand 1is written
‘Tulfrankirozva 150K .’ 1 have no idea what this
charge was for!

1 Local City Express

These rates became the subject of special con-
cern. The increases through the 1*. Inflation years
at a proportional rate had by August 1923 made
local city express rather higher than the cost of
doing it. The Black Book specifically states it
applied in Budapest. It would be interesting to
find the rate used in other towns and cities.
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The Black Book tables do not show the change
in the local city express rate on 13.8.23. They
explain it in a separate short paragraph near the
end of page 427 Surprisingly these special rates,
which became called ‘Siirgds’ (special delivery)
continued to 1945. This rate was for daytime de-
liveries only. It would be good to find one deliv-
ered during the night and charged the normal rate!

The Black Book gives this information- but not
in the rate tables. At the end of page 427 it de-
scribes the system but explains that it continued
into the new currency period and existed, some-
times slightly different minimum rates, possibly to
1948.

I have five examples based on the special charge
during the remaining inflation years of three times
the normal rate for the item. There was a mini-
mum level for the total final charge- in 1923 it had
to be more than the basic national letter rate, then
200K. The local letter rate was 100K + then nor-
mal local Express 500K, total 600K. So paying
just 3 x 100K meant half-price. Slight changes in
calculation and minimum charge came in 1930,
1940 and 1945 and this makes another interesting
collecting challenge worthy of close study.

Illustration 5

Illustration 5 shows the manuscript “Surgos”
that indicated it was only special delivery and
with local letter rate in August 1924 1000K and
normal express 6000K, normal total 7000K. Un-
der the new system only 3 x normal local rate for
the weight was paid, in this case 3 x 1000K, plus
normal, local 1500 registration, total charge was
4500K, 2500K cheaper for the same express ser-
vice.
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1llustration 6

IHllustration 6 has problems for me. I would
welcome clarification. It is a local registered letter
in June 1924- rate 1000K + 1500K registration.
4500K has been paid and a different hand has
written ‘Stirgos’ on the envelope. Did a post offi-
cial think it was local express? As local express it
would need 3 x 1000K + 1500K registration- total
4500K. Was the sender looking for express ser-
vice?
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Under the stamps there is a two-line rectangular
boxed cachet but I cannot read all of it. It starts
AZ  EXPRESS  KEZBESITES  MEG---
ERKEZETT--- BUDAPEST 19 and in pencil 24
but with more at the end including what looks like
28. The stamp postmarks are June 27. The *Siir-
g6s’ has been crossed out! On most EXPRESS
mail- including this local express service- the
circular ‘M. KIR.  KOZPONTI  TA-
VIROHIVATAL BUDAPEST’ cachet appears
somewhere, usually on the back. I assume it indi-
cates where the item was processed, but it is not
on this envelope. What has happened to this let-
ter? Suggestions welcome!

It all makes interesting postal history to collect.
The inflation period itself has far more interest
than the inflation after world war 2. The stamps
with triangular perforation, the official covers, the
city express arrangements are all interesting stud-
ies within the period and continuing into the new
currency in 1926 when, even then, there was a
period of grace until 1.4.27 when inflation stamps
could still be used- more collecting potential!

2 Official Mail

New, special stamps were issued on 1%, July
1921 for use on official mail. Existing regulations
became affected, not least regarding who paid the
postage. There are often printed indications on
cards, forms and letters that explain whether the
official department pays or the addressee.



If the addressee paid (for example ‘Por-
tokoteles’) the cost was only the normal postage
rate but the stamps used were from postage due
series. ‘Portomentes’, however, meant post-free.
Mail between official departments tended to have
just ‘Hivatalbol’ or something similar indicating
official status and usually cost-free but the arrival
of official stamps introduces a time of special cost
regulations and brings new questions for collec-
tors and students. Under my logic that becomes
my Period 2a.

John Whiteside saw the new system as a Post
Office wanting to monitor and evaluate just how
much official mail was being sent- and maybe the
circumstances, perhaps aspects of security. The
stamps of the Harvester/Parliament issues at some
time began to appear with the two central rows
with three dots as a triangular perforation. I was
told twice this reflected a concern for security.
Yet it continued with the official stamps so if con-
cerns existed among the general population they
obviously also applied to civil officials and their
departments!

These new stamps reflect a period of real
change in such matters. They were issued at a
10% surcharge on face value. The incentive to use
them lay in the basic first weight step being 100g
rather than 20g. This was irrelevant to mailing a
simple card or paper folded form and in fact the
official rates almost exclusively seemed designed
for letters. For other mail it was actually cheaper
to use the normal rates paid by the general public-
though what was seen as postcard and what was
seen as printed matter seems to have been open to
local decision!

Mafitt
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Hllustration 7 Album page showing almost same official form
sent almost at the same time at three different official rates

Illustration 7 is an album page showing the
same form sent at three different rates including
full letter rate as per the new system.

Rate changes followed those for civil mail, and
stamp denominations climbed rapidly from filler
to korona similarly. There came the same urgent
need for overprinted denominations because of
inflation. Mail from the shorter periods is less
easy to find. Periods 2 and 5 are more common.
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After just three years the system was ended. New
regulations from 1.7.24 applied to future official
mail, including a special way by which mail to
official departments could be free for the sender if
the words ‘Hivatalos felszolitdsra’ or similar were
on the envelope- in which case the receiving offi-
cial department had to pay the postage rate. I am
not sure what the procedure was but presume a
formal accounting system within the budgets of
the departments. Official mail and regulations
continue to have good potential for study and
collection.

This short period of three years offers the
chance to collect in a concentrated way with a
clear start and end. Roger Morrell (UK society
editor) and I have discussed the ‘registration’ of
official mail as a result of earlier information from
Ferenc Orban on which he used the word
‘ajanlott’ seemingly ‘postal’ registration, but
Roger has discovered that that Hungarian word
can have another meaning. The use of ‘Térti-
vevény’ to confirm advice of delivery in many
cases, for example legal documents, is part of the
same question- the fee being the equivalent of
registration.

Orban may have mis-translated some relevant
German sources. He had said postal registration of
official mail was obligatory- a 200-year-old rule-
but the majority of official mail was not regis-
tered. Individual items had to be entered in a re-
cord book and given an official number. That can
in English mean a way to record an item, but not
postal registration. The UK society also thinks
more information can explain who paid postal
registration when it was used. Security was in the
department’s interest! When °Portokoteles’ was
necessary did it include registration?
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Hllustration 8

Illustration 8. 1 have a cover sent from a
Székesfehérvar department, postally registered,
but from Varoshidveg. Only official departments
had the stamps. The delivery post office did not
have them! In the 135 covers John and I have
bearing official stamps, only nine involve postage
due adhesives.

Orban also said that official mail had to be taken
to a post office, and recorded in a book, but if
dropped into a letter-box in the street should have
double the normal charge. Postal regulations did



address mail posted in a letter-box and a special
cachet is known. It seems more to do with avoid-
ing the need for every item to pass through a post
office and be recorded in a book. Registered items
must go via a post office.

— L

[llustration 9 is an official letter paid at 600K, precisely
double the rate: is it an example of posted in a letter box and
rate doubled for the extra work for postal staff? It has no
normal letter-box cachet. Was it just a mistake or a rare
example of Orban’s translation of regulation about paying
double if posted in a letter-box needing special effort to enter
it the log.

Illustration 9 is an official letter paid at double
the normal rate. It has no cachet. Does it reflect a
rule known to Orban? Or was he mistaken again?
He had a huge philatelic library. We need more
study and evidence.

Official departments also sent money-orders and
parcels- and official stamps cancelled by the de-
partment show this. However, parcel forms al-
ways included a printed revenue, not postal, stamp
including a charge for the card itself and, during
the period, on the back of parcel forms, one finds

Mafitt

official stamps at a rate of 30f and later increasing
to 70f which John believed was an increase in the
rates printed on the front of the cards themselves.

Hllustration 10 Example of later 70f card cost rate increase-
a non-postal charge using official stamps on the back

Illustration 10 is a parcel card with the later 70f
rate for the card fee. Both 60f and 10f in this ex-
ample have triangular perforations.
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FINAL THOUGHTS

Visnyovszki did not think airmail rates should
be included in a new set of tables. To me they
give their own inflation evidence. On 17.5.26
these rates were halved, and the compulsory, addi-
tional use of the EXPRESS service ended. I have
a cover sent four months later where the sender
had included or been charged the now abolished
EXPRESS fee- 10 000K. The full inflation story
often shows some confusion, not least mistakes
from rapid rate changes and stamp shortages.

Use of multiples of smaller denominations is at-
tractive in a collection or display. The re-
emergence of Harvester and Parliament stamps
after the Republican politics along with a fine
Madonna set add colour. Early commemorative
stamps were used, at times in mixed frankings.
The three Jokai stamps were valid only in Febru-
ary 1925. 500K and 1000K appeared also with the
next watermark. The 20f is known with the word

‘HIVATALOS’ reversed- one of the great rarities
of Hungarian philately.

As larger face values became necessary, earlier
issues became progressively invalidated- another
potential valuation factor. Even within the short
three-year period of official stamps, some lost
validity in 1923, most on 31.1.25 and a few only
on 30.6.25. The 30.6.24 end date of the system
make the rate change on 1.6.24 seem short but the
stamps remained valid a further year and I have a
cover posted in 1927 using a block of 4 x 3000K!

I was not able to include Money Order, Parcel
and some other rates. These could be calculated-
even if complex- and included in any future
agreed analysis. I made the proposal at the start of
my membership. Now I try to open further discus-
sion as a result of my own later learning. I hope
that when valuing such philatelic material, the
actual time a rate was valid may be better under-
stood- and other often very interesting matters
more recognised and appreciated.

POSTAI DIJAK 1920-1927
misz2k1 2 2a 3 3a 3% 4 42 5 B 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 .13 13 13 14 1l4a 14
Ev 1920 1921 1922 1923 1924 1925 196 197
HAwWP 1.1. 6.1. 7.1. 1.1. 6.22.7.28.8.1. 9.15.10.5.11.1.4,16.7.1. 8.13, 10.1. 1.1. 2.21. 4,11. 6,1. 1.1. 10.1. 4.1. 5.17. 1.l.
LEVEL
Helyi
20g 60f 1k X 4k 18 25 40k 100k 150k 300k 600k 1000k ar
+#20g  20f 20f 50f 1k 10k 18k 40k 100k 150k 250k 500k
20g 12f
250g 16f
500g 24f
+20g  60f 1k 2,% S 2% A0k 80k 200k 350k S0k 1000k 1500k 1800k 2000k 16
+0g 20f 20f 50f 1k 10k 15k 40k 100k 150k 250k 500k SO0k 1000k
A0g 24f
250g 28f
g | A0F
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POSTAT DIJAK 1920-1927 /folyt./

miszaK1 2 2a 3 3 3 4. 44 5 5% 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 13 13 14 1lda 1o
s 1920 1921 192 1923 1924 1905 1926 1927
HY/NAP 1.1. 6.1. 7.1. 1.1. 6.22.7.28.8.1, 9.15.10.5,11.1.4,16.7.1. 8.13. 10.1, 1.1. 2.2l. 4.11, 6.1. 1.1. 10.1. 4.1. 5.17. 1.1.
Killfoldi
Egyezm.
20g 60f 1k 4,5% 9% 0% 75k 178k 350k 600k 1000k 1800k 3000k 4000k ,f
+20g 20f 20f X 6k 2% 50k 125 250K 400k 750k 1200k 2000k 2500k 2000k 16f
Teljes :
20g 1k 2,% 6k 12 50k 100k 250k 500k 800k 1400k 2500k 4000k 5000k 2QF
+20g  60f 1,5k X 6k 25k S0k 125k 250k 400k 700k 1200k 2000k 2500k 20f
LEVELEZOLAP :
Helyi 40f 60f 1,5% & 6k 10k 20k 50k 90k 200k 400k 600k af
Orsz. 40f 60f 1,5% X 10k 20k 40k 100k 150k 300k 600k 1000k af
Kilf.
Egyezm. 40f 60f X 5 2k - 4% 110k 220k 350k 600k 1100k 1800k 2400k 2000k 16f
Teljes 40f 1k 4% 7 0k 60k 150k 300k 500k 800k 1500k 2400k 3000k 2500k 20f
AIANLAS .
Helyi 1k 2,5 6k 12k 50k 2% 50k 100k 150k 300k 600k 1000k 1500k f  15f
Orsz. 1k 2,5 6k 12 50k 100k 200k 300k 500k 1000k 1500k 2200k 2500k 20f 30f
Kilf. 1k 2,% 6k - 1% 50k 100k 250k 500k 800k 1400k 2500k 4000k S000k 48 S0f
EXPRESSZ
Orsz. 1,20k & 12 24 100k 200k 250k 500k 800k 1500k 2500k 4500k 6000K 20f E0f
Kilf. 1,20k 3k 1% 24K 100k 200k 500k 1000k 1600k 2800k 5000k 8000k 10000k 8of
NYOMTATVANY
a. Kis bor.
10g 50f
b. Minden
S0g 15f 20f SOf 1k
10g lk 2k B 10k 20k S50k 100k 200k 300k 200k of
g X A& 1k 2k 40k 10k 200k 400k 500k 400k 3f
+50g & 4k 10k 20k 40k 100k 200k 400k 500k 400k 300k
100g &f
250g 12f
500g . 20f
kg 20f
g 70f
Aug - 1P
HIVATALOS
Levél i
Helyi
/mind/ T * 1k & 19¢ 25k 40k 100k 150k 300k 600k 1000k
Orsz. .
100g 1k 2,5 5k 25};,40{&1(20&{350{500{1@0{1%1&11{“
Nycmtatv.
00g . { & 10k 20k S0k 100k 200k 300k
+100g 10k 20k 40k 100k 200k 400k SO0k
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NEWS

HUNFILA 2019 BUDAPEST

The site of this year’s HUNFILA was the Ste-
fania Palace — Hungarian Army Cultural Center in
Budapest. During this exhibition we remembered
the 150th anniversary of the appearance of the
world’s first official postal card.

In addition to the Hungarian exhibitors, collec-
tors from Austria, the Czech Republic, Croatia,
Poland, Great Britain, Germany, Portugal, Roma-
nia, Spain, Slovakia, and Slovenia participated in
our exhibit.

Besides of all of the competitive FIP classes,
Mafitt’s most successful Hungarian and foreign
exhibitors from the past few years showed their
collections in a non-competitive, honors category.
The Palmares can be seen here:

http://www.mabeosz.hu/hunfila-2019-temafila

The collections were judged by an international
jury that included 5 FIP judges among whom were
two Hungarians, Dénes Czirok and Istvan Glatz.
From our Mafitt membership, Artur Banas, Peter
Dunai (FEPA), Sandor Fulop, Karoly Szucs, and
Jozsef Vendel were also members of the jury.

Herbert Kotal, an exhibitor from Austria, won
the National Grand Prize awarded to the best
Hungarian-themed exhibit with his collection
titled ‘Ungarn 1867-1887; Die Briefmarken-
Ausgaben der ungarischen Postverwaltung, die
ersten zwanzig Jahre’. The award included a beau-
tiful Herend porcelain vase.

Our philatelic diplomacy achieved great success
as evidenced by the visit of Bernard Beston of
Australia who was elected president of FIP last
year and whom we invited to come to our country.
Also present were Yigal Nathaniel, the European
director of FIP as well as Bojan Bracic, the secre-
tary of FEPA who represented FEPA president
Jose Ramon Moreno.

Istvan Glatz, Chairman of Organizing Committee

The international jury with the FIP president and FIP director [left to right Karoly Szucs, Vojtech Jankovic (FIP-Slovakia),
Dr. Bedrich Helm (FIP-Czech Republic), Bernard Beston (FIP president), Denes Czirok (FIP), Istvan Glatz (FIP), Yigal
Nathaniel (FIP director), Adriano Bergamini (FIP-Swiss), Jozsef Vendel, Sandor Fiilép, Lorand Urmos (consultants)
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ATLANTIC ALPEN-ADRIA 2019

Between the dates 2-6 October 2019, the sports arena

in Portugal’s Viana do Castello near the Atlantic Ocean
was the site of the international exhibition attended by
the members of the Alps Adria cooperative. The interna-
tional jury’s work was aided by Jos¢é Ramon Moreno,
FEPA’s retiring president, who was the honorary chair-
man of the jury. He also personally directed the activi-
ties of the literature working group.
It was interesting to see that my Portuguese counterparts
did not bother with appearances (everyone was given 5
points), but the judging was conducted without discus-
sion about merit and the final tallying was also without
bloody arguments. Two grand prizes were awarded and
both went to Portuguese collectors. According to the
system abroad, the best in class winner may participate
only in the championship class for the next 5 years. This
is the reason why there is always a championship class at
international exhibits. Here are the results of the Hun-
garian exhibitors:

Dénes Czirdk: Postal History of Hungary 1750-1850
95 points — LG + Best in Class
Istvan Glatz: Mailings Directed Abroad 1900-1916
88 points — G
Gabor Nagy: Civilian Mail in the Service of the War
Effort 85 points (single frame) — G
Karoly Sziics: The World of Signets by Hungarian Eyes
87 points — G + Best in Class
Sziics Karoly: Fiscal Philately of Hungary
96 points — LG + Best in Class

Inasmuch as our exhibitors turned out to be the best in
several classes (PH, REV, LIT) I came home with three
artistic, gold-plated pendants that were awarded as a
special prize.

Congratulations to the Hungarian exhibitors who are
also our members for their excellent achievements that
furthered the good reputation of Mafitt.

Any member of the jury had the opportunity to make a
recommendation without reservation for the additional,
extra awards. I find this to be a smart innovation because
a novice exhibitor can be awarded a special prize even
though his numerical score may be too low but who may
have presented an exciting and interesting display, espe-
cially from recent years.

The organizers headed by president Pedro Vaz Periera
expended a lot of effort in staging the exhibit.

A printed copy of the Palmares was not prepared. We
received it via the internet, where it can be seen on the
FEPA News website.

Dr. Gyorgy Lovei
Hungarian commissioner and judge

,Best in Class” awards won by our members
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TELEGRAPHIC MONEY ORDER:
THEIR INTRODUCTION AND TYPES OF FORMS 1868-1900

DENES CZIROK FRPSL (ZALAEGERSZEG)

A detailed study about the first (blue coloured)
money order forms was published in the 2018/1
issue of Philatelica. This current study is a direct
continuation to that article.

1. PRIOR LITERATURE

The work for the previous article has also begun
with an overview of the earlier literature so I
thought I will find ample sources for this topic in
the works of our illustrious predecessors. Still,
while the money order forms of the 1867 period
without preprinted stamps are presented in details
through 10 pages in Volume III. of the Mono-
graph (named ,,precedents of value articles"), I
haven’t found any mentioning of the introduction
and types of the telegraph money order forms.
The situation is the same in the case of the 1871
edition.

I looked around in the ample foreign literature
of Hungarian Philately (the works of the British,
American and German Societies) but this topic is
also barely mentioned in these. Therefore what
remained for me was to study the original postal
orders and philatelic sources.

2. POSTAL HISTORY ANTECEDENTS

AS 1 have mentioned in my previous article,
money transfer by money order forms has already
been introduced by the Austrian postal authority
on 1 October 1850, but being very complicated it
was not used extensively.

The basis of the real breakthrough in postal
money transfer was the new order of the Emperor,
signed on 21 January 1867, published on 13 Feb-
ruary 1867 and applicable as of 15 March 1867.

Pevordnungen
Ocejterrcidijden Pojt-Aemter,
J;@ 5. Wedigirt i a.nagu-pmi;.n.g

Wittwody, ben 13. Februar 1867.

Jnbolt: Kaiferfidhe Becoxbuung vom 21. Jinner 1867, wegen Ermifigung der inlhnb;pﬁm Fabrpoft-Gebilbren.
— Serorbuuny bed Minifters fir Handel und Toltdwirthiaft vem 1. Jdnner 1867, betrefend ben
Bollyug dee taiferl. Verorduung vom 24. Janner 1867 megen Ermifigung dev infindiiden Fabrpofte
@ebibren.

Raiferlie Wevordnung vom 21. Jinner 1867,
wegen g Dder inlindijden Fabrpoft » Gebiihren.
Biltig filr bas ganye Reidh.

Figure 1. The Emperor’s order published on 13 February
1867 and applicable from 15 March 1867 about the tariffs
of the new coach mail ervice.



Paragraph 13 of this order deals — rather tight-
lipped — with the reform of money transfers.

13. Fiir Geldanweifungen bié jum Betrage von 25 fl. 5jt. Wabr., welde Hinfrighin
von und nadh allen Poftdmtern des Jnlanded audgeftellt werden Ponnen, ift eine gleihmapige
Bebiibr von 10 Neufreuzern ju entridten.

14. Die Provijion fir Nadynahmen im internen Verlehre ijt bHig su einem Nadhnahme-
beteage von 30 fl. oft. Waibr. mit 3 Neureusern, bei hiheren Nadmabmen aber fiir den Mehr-
betrag iiber 50 fl. oft. Wabr. mit 2 Neutreuzern fiir je 5 f. oft. Wahr. oder den Theils
betrag hievon ju berechnen.

Der geringfte Betrag der Brovifion wird mit 6 Neufreuzern fejtgefest.

15. Diefe neuen Beftimmungen haben mit 15. Mary [ . in Wirtfameeif qu treten.

16. Die Einftige Regulivung der Nebengebiihren und die weitere allgemeine Ansdehnung
bed Jnftitutes der Gell ifungen und Poftnad fowie bie Feftftellung der Bedin-
gungen, unter welden bei eingelnen groferen Poftimtern Geldanmeifungen in hiberen Vetrds
gen al8 25 fl. 8ft. Wabr. vermittelt werden Eonnen, iberlaffe Jd Meinem Handelsminifter.

Wien, den 21. Jdnner 1867.

Frang Jofeph m. p.
Figure 2. The part of the Emperor’s order published on 13

February 1867 and applicable from 15 March dealing with
money transfers

It writes: ,, Money order forms up to the value of
25 Ft, usable in the future in all post offices, will
be charged with a unified fee of 10 new kr”

Fortunately the Emperor had it written to the
end of the order (Paragraph 16), that ,,... [ con-
cede the future regulation to the M inister of
Commerce”.

This minister used his rights well, when he pub-
lished his detailed order No. 1430-150 on 31
January 1867, filling three whole pages with the
matters of postal money orders. Feeling that even
this will be not enough, he finished the order with
~Further instructions, especially regarding the
matter of money transfers, will follow”.

13, Die Pojtdmter werden angewiefen, fidh vorlaufig mit den Beftimmungen der Paifers
lidyen B g, dann der B ung ded Hanveldminifted genaueftend befannt 3u madhen.

Die ndfere Jnftruction, inébefondere injichtlicy ves Berfabrens bei YPoftanmweifungen
wird folgen.

Wien, den 31. Jdnner 1867.

Figure 3. Last paragraph of the order of the Minister of
Commerce from 31 January 1867

2

Then on 26 February 1867 a 20-page order was
published which I could recently find in the li-
brary of the Post Museum. This deals to the
smallest details with the topic of sending and re-
ceiving money order forms.

Unterridt
1iber das BWerfabren mit Poftamweifungen.

A

Hlgemeine Beftivmmngen.

5 1.

Bom 15, Micy 1867 ab Eonnen an aflen Orten des Snlandes, an welden FPoftdmter
oder Poftegpeditionen Oeftehen, fowie bei der £ B, Siterceidhifhen Pofterpedition in Belgrad
Geldbetrdge bis einfliclicy 23 fL. Sitere, Whhr. jur Bablung an allen anderen Sterves
dyifdyen Poftorten angerviefen werden,

An Octen, an weldhen neben dem Hauptpoftamte nodh Filialpoftimter (Bahubhof-
Boftdmter, Stadtpoft-Expeditionen) beftehen, hat in der NRegel die Ginzahlung folcher Gefo-
betrdge, fomie deren Audzahlung nur beim Hauptpoftamte ftattufinden.

Gine Auénahme tritt vorliufig nur bei Wien efn, wo die Eine und Augzahlung aud bei
ven intechalh der Linien Wien3 befindlichen Filialdmeern, ndmlidy: bet vem Poftamte Alfers
vorftadt, Jofephftadt, Newbau, Maviahilf, MWieden, dann bei den Boftdmtern am Reft- und
Siivbahnhofe gefchehen Eann.

Figure 4. First page of the 20-page order published on 26
February 1867 and applicable from 15 March 1867 about
the details of the introduction of postal money.

This order was published during the period of
the Austrian postal authority, so theoretically
there could exist postal money order forms
franked with stamps of the 1864 (double-headed
eagle) issue, but no such Hungarian usage was
found up to now. (The first known item is dated
19 March 1868 — see the previous study). (There
is no known money order form franked with an
1864 issue stamp from any other Austrian prov-
ince, on the contrary, the first known Austrian
usage is of later date than the Hungarian usage
mentioned before.)



Both the Austrian and the Hungarian postal au-
thoritis raised the upper limit of the money trans-
fers from 25 Ft to 50 Ft on 1 January 1868. The
Hungarian Post therefore issued an order on 19
December (PRT 20/28 December 1867), announc-
ing this modification. The fee of the transfer re-
mained 10 kr.

As an effect of these orders the usage of the
money order became widespread in the whole
Monarchy but the speed of the transfer was slower
than the need of the developing industry and
commerce. This is why the independent Hungar-
ian postal authority (after coordination with the
Ministry of Commerce of the Monarchy) decided
to introduce the possibility of telegraphic money
transfers beginning on 20 May 1868.

3. THE ORDER OF 20 APRIL 1868

RENDELVENYEK

A
MAGYAR POSTA-HIVATALOK SZAMARA.

.
a

11. sz Pest, april 25-én 1868.
Tartalom. x-.nmlr.

A thvirda kiovetiténdvel enakBalitt pénsutalvinyorisok, — l\ - I Vernitiuag vou Geldanwelumgem in wlogaphischen

Eaisseki postahivaial folbatnimazksn az 50 forint feseget meghalads | Ermilchtigung des k. ung. P o (c il Siance mwa
postautalvinyok ellnlndbdnﬁ Eilloshuire. — & kolaj om bl welrangageechilfe Gon r Befrderng v
deményel postal tiltdsa, — Uj = Pasnstaltan, —

{liasiask. — Buamilygetik: — Phigiaatok. Veirdnasateon, = Pirsoeilase kit e Donehist:
A tdvirda itt pénz | \ von im tel
utalvinyozisok. schen Wege,

50B3/1426.

A os. kir. kereskedelmi ministeriummal létrajott In Folge ciner Vercinbarung mit dem k. k. Han-
egyezmény alapjan £ dvi mdijus 20]::“451 kezdve o fml delsministerium werden vom 20, Mai L J. ab, im inter-
faldi for rgllomniln pom uulvrhnyo:u végell beﬁ:a nen Verkehre die auf Postanweisungen singezahiten
tett dezlotok k hely p Betriige iiber Verlangen des Absenders auf ulogra.ﬁ
tala — ha a feladé ugy hvhul thviratilag is uta- mln—m Wege bei der Postanstalt des Bestimmungsortes
sitatni fug h t i nfelndl

magh.,m. r oly Kist | sur Ausahlung angewiosen, wonn swischen der Pot-
thvirdai Gz h\lt doa Auf bsortes und joner des Bestimmungs
lot as Gts nx 6. r lnl. tm eg nem haladja. sing Nluuw]ugrnfanvwhnﬂ\ulg besteht und Eau
Bc{ng der Anweisung finfhundert Gulden ¢, W. nicht
iiberschreitet.

Figure 5. First page of the order on the introduction of tele-
graphic money orders published on 25 April 1868 and ap-
plicable from 20 May 1868.

The order dated 20 April 1868 (PRT 11/25 April
1868) introduced an epoch-making novelty by
allowing money transfers to be posted by tele-
graph. The 9-page order, applicable from 20 May
1868 regulated every possible detail.

As there were no telegraphic money order forms
at the post offices during the first period of the
applicability of this order, the most important rule
(paragraph 1) was that nothing changes with the
telegraphic orders except for the obligation of
writing the word ,,Telegraphic” on the top of the
form.

Az ily tdvirati utalvinyozds a kovetkezs szabd-
lyok szerint torténik :

1. Az utalvinyt a feladé6 fél az eddigi moédon 4l-
litja ki ; csupén az utalvinyra a ,postai utalvdny* czim-
irat ald irja fol azt, hogy ,tdviratilag“; a szel-
vényre pedig nevét és lakdsit mindenkor filjelsli.

Figure 6. The first paragraph of the order said that the word
. telegraphic” has to be written on the top of the traditional
form.

This instruction was performed by the senders
either in Hungarian or in German language.

Figure 7., Telegraphic” notation in Hungarian at the top of
the form: ,, Taviratilag”

Mafitt Philatelica 20/1 3



Figure 8. ,, Telegraphic” notation in German on the top of the
form: ,,per Telegram”

Of course the order regulated the fee to be paid
for the telegraphic money orders, which consisted
of two parts: on one hand the fee to be paid for the
normal money order and on the other hand an
extra fee. The extra fee consisted of three parts: a
forwarding fee, the telegraphic fee and the deliv-
ery fee.

3. A tdvirati utalvanyozisokért a kozinséges, le-
vg‘li'eg{ak altal, az b0 ftot meghaladé utalvanyoknal
pedig készpénzben fedezends utalvinyozdsi illetéken
kiviil, a feladaskor a kivetkezs illetékek fizetenddk :

a) 10 ujkrajezar illeték a tivirat elkiildéseért a
feladds helyén levé postahivataltél a tavirdai allomdsig,
de csak akkor, ha a tivirda nem a postaépiiletben van
elhelyezve.

b) A feladdsi helytsl a rendeltetési helyig tdvira-
tozott siirgény illetdke, és pedig a 200 fton feliil 500
fttig terjedd dszletektsl az ajanlatozott taviratok illeté-
ke, vagy is még egyszer anyi, menyi a kizonséges
thviratért fizettetik.

15 ujkr kdzbesitési dij, ha az utalvany a leadd
postahivatal (postapénztir) székhelyén kézbesitotett ;
vagy B0 ujkr kildonczdij egy-egy mérfold vagy egy
mérfoldén aldli tivolsg wutdn, ha a czimzett a  posta-
hivatal székhelyén kiviil lakik.

Figure 9. The fees to be paid
The forwarding fee has been 10 kr but only if
the telegraph station was at a different location
than the post office. At that time this was mostly

4 Philatelica 20/1

the case, the usual location of the telegraph office
being the railway station. The telegraphic fee has
been that of a normal telegraph, except for high
sums (between 200 and 500 Ft), when it was dou-
bled. The delivery fee was similar to the express
fee, 15 kr in the direct delivery area of the receiv-
ing post office, 50 kr per German mile outside of
it.

These fees were never inscribed on the money
transfer forms. Still the whole fee of a telegraphic
money order can be recognized on the dispatch
forms, which are fairly rare from this time period.

Nyimenving szhi 165

Foéladdsi-lap, -
Z szdmu %M‘r__. nak /&%( i n

52616 utalvdnyrél, melyre ?»” 0. & forinteZper. késrpénrhen lefizcttetett.

| Tileték fejében fizettetett : fet. ., kr
“Levéljegyek dltal fedesett utalv. illeték . . . . . - . . . . . 5 2
" Thvirats A foladds helyén tortént Atkalddsért . . . . . » S
ata | Tévivatonti ifleték . . o w i v
vinyok- Expresak%hﬂsmém ) E O A g 5 A
i Kellangods ool 0. ERRERE O ORI -
¥ g Oszesen fﬂ-/‘;'h'

ik napjn. :

M. k. posta %

Figure 10. Fees of a telegraphic money order sent on 9 No-
vember 1868 from Pecs to Eszek: 20 kr fee of the money

transfer, 10 kr forwarding fee, 40 kr telegraphic fee and 15
kr delivery fee, in all 85 kr.

4. THE ORDER OF 15 APRIL 1870

Seemingly the money transfer business soon be-
came popular, therefore a new order appeared,
applicable from 1 May 1870 (PRT 6/15 May
1870), which raised the upper limit of transfer-
rable sums from 50 Ft to 100 Ft and introduced a
new tariff table.

Mafitt



3. Ugyancsak f. é méjus 1-t6] kezdve a kozonsé-
ges utalvinyozds illetékei tdvolsdgi kiilonbsdg nélkiil
a kivetkezleg szdllittatnak le :

10 forintig terjeds osszegért . b ujkr

10 forinton felil 50 forintig . . 10

B0 7)oy s gt ATORE gt B 4, 15

100 o GO kit 80
500 » 3 r1000" ) 60
1000 & SUrEB000 - . 20 .
e o . - NG . 16t 20 |
#9000 rofisi 1, w000 G, L V1 gE0
4000 ' gudel Jo 8000 -, L ol Bl

Figure 11. The new order with the new tariff table, applica-
ble from 1 May 1870.

No change was made to the part of the regula-
tion that sums above 100 Ft could be transferred
only from the important post offices up to the
value of 1000 Ft. Plus, from these post offices to
Vienna and Pest it was possible to send sums up
to 5000 Ft. The upper limit of telegraphic trans-
fers remained 500 Ft.

The order once again stressed that the extra fees
are to be paid not by stamps, but in cash.

4. Téavirati utalvinyozésokndl az utalvdnyozdsi
illeték szintén levéljegyek felragasztisa dltal, a tavirat-
nak a tdvirdai dllomdshoz valé elkiildéseért, magdért a
taviratozdsért s az express-kézbesitésért jaré dij, csak
ugy mint eddig, készpénzben fizetends le.

Figure 12. Extra fees to be paid

5. ,FORERUNNERS” OF THE TELE-
GRAPHIC MONEY ORDER FORMS

As we have seen, there were no self-standing
forms for telegraphic money order at the time of
the introduction of this service on 20 May 1868.
The first such forms appeared only later, on 1
September 1872. The first known telegraphic
money order form is dated 1 January 1871, mean-

ing no telegraphic forerunner forms are known
from the years 1868-1869-1870. After 1 January
1871, on the territory of Hungary (including Croa-
tia, which again belonged to the Hungarian postal
authority at that time) the most frequent money
order forms were the following four (some other
types are known, but only one item is known of
each and those are not telegraphic):

- Blue coloured postal money order form in
Hungarian language (with several subtypes)
- Blue coloured postal money order form in
German language (with several subtypes)
- Yellow coloured postal money order form
in German language
- Yellow coloured postal money order form
in German language with preprinted 5 kr
stamp
In February 1871 a fifth type was added, the
green postal money order form, of which the first
known item is from 24 February 1871 and the first
known telegraphic item is from 31 March.

Telegraphic usage of these forms is rather rare,
which statement can be proven by the following
numbers:

- Blue coloured Hungarian language form: cur-
rently 111 items are known, of which 5 are
telegraphic;

- Blue coloured German language form: currently
94 items are known, of which 1 is telegraphic;

- Yellow coloured German language form: currently
39 items are known, of which 1 is telegraphic;

- Yellow coloured printed matter form: currently
we know 55 items, of which 5 are telegraphic;



- Green coloured form: currently we know 379
items, of which 15 are telegraphic.

In all 678 items, of which 27 are telegraphic (4%).

(This statistic is of course live, new items can
surface. The above numbers are valid at the pub-
lishing date of this article.)

But why wonder? It is clear, that the telegraphic
money transfer was very expensive, as we have
seen on figure 10, at least 80-90 kr was the fee of
such an operation as opposed to the average 10 kr
fee of a normal transfer.

Let us see one example of each type:

Figure 13. Blue coloured Hungarian language telegraphic
postal money order form from Dewa to Szeged on 15 January
1871

Figure 14. Blue coloured German language telegraphic
postal money order form from Brasso to Trieste on 4 June
1871

.
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Figure 15. Y ellow coloured German language postal money

order form from Otocac to Gospic on 17 January 1871
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Figure 16.Yellow coloured telegraphic money order formi
with preprinted stamp from Sisak to Dubica on 25 March
1871

Figure 17. Green coloured telegraphic money order form
from Neu-Gradisca on 31 March 1871

6. INTRODUCTION OF THE TELE-
GRAPHIC MONEY ORDER FORMS

The order introducing the separate forms for
telegraphic money transfers (called at that time
,,blanks”) appeared in the 24 July issue of the PRT

Mafitt

(Collection of Postal Orders) and came to effect
on 1 September 1872.

POSTAI

RENDELETEK TARA.

Ktzreboesdlja a kereskedelmi ministerium.
Pest, julius 24. 1872.

Inhalt.

Kiiliin iirlapok ) Alata a tévivatl utalvinyowi elgener fiir fische
sokudl. Postanwelsungen.

T780/002

Figure 18. Title part of the order for self-standing tele-
graphic money order forms
Paragraph 1. of this order unequivocally states that
in Hungary the new telegraphic money order ,,blanks”
will be issued on pink paper with black letters, while
in Austria on white paper with blue letters.

A tdvirati utalvinyok fedezetéiil szolgdlo utal-
vinylapok szabilytalan kiallitsdbol eradd gyakori visz-
szdssdgok elhdritdsa czéljdbél a cs. k. osztrik kereske-
delmi ministeriummal egyetértsleg rendeltetik, mint
kivetkezik :

1. Oly utalvényokhoz, melyek pénzisszletsinek
kifizetésére a rendeltetési hely postahivatala a filadé
kivinsigdra tiviratilag utasittatik, a melléke]t mintira
kidllitott kiilsnos blanquettek, és pedig a m. kir. pos-
tateriileten rézsaszin papiron fekete nyomattal, a cs.
kir. kereskedelmi ministerium igazgatdsi teriiletéhez
tartozé postahivataloktél pedig fehér papiron kék nyo-
mattal haszniltassanak.

Figure 19. Paragraph 1. of the order prescribes the usage of
pink blanks

The next paragraph states that from 1 September

the normal green coloured money order forms

would not be allowed to be used for the purpose

Philatelica 20/1 7



of telegraphic money transferring, and vice versa,
the pink forms would not be allowed to be used
for normal money orders.

2, Ezen blanquettek f. é. september 1-t6l kezdve
veenddk haszndlatba, mely id6tél a kézonséges, azaz
5 kros bélyegjegygyel ellatott utalvény-blanquetteket
tdvirati postautalvinyokhoz haszndlni nem szabad ;
valamint masrdszrdl a levéljegy nélkiili s egyediil tav-
irati utalvinyokhoz hasznilandé blanquetteknek k-
zonsdéges, azaz nem tdvirati utalvinyokhoz valé hasz-
nalata szigoruan tiltatik.

3. A rézsaszin papiron killitott uj blanquettek
levéljegy-lenyomattal ellitva nem lévén, az utalvinyo-
zsi illeték megfelels levéljegyek filragasatdsa dltal
fedezendd.

Figure 20. Paragraphs 2 and 3 of the order

The earliest telegraphic money order we know is
dated only four days after the introduction of the
new form (1 September 1872)!

Figure 21. The earliest known pink telegraphic money order
form from 4 September 1872

8 Philatelica 20/1

7. DESCRIPTION OF THE TYPES OF THE
TELEGRAPHIC MONEY ORDER FORMS

The previously shown telegraphic money order
form being the earliest known one, it is viable to
call it type L.

7.1. Characteristics of type 1:

Hungarian-German text with ,,big Hungarian”
shield.

Figure 22a.

In the upper left corner: ,,Nyomtatvany szam.
37” (Form no. 37).

Figure 22b.
Upper text field with 12 rows, lower with 8

rows

Figure 22d.
Colour: pink — brownish purple.

Period of usage: 04. September 1872 — 20 Octo-
ber 1877.

Figure 22c.

Mafitt



7.2. Characteristics of type 2.a.: 7.3. Characteristics of type 2.b.:

Figure 23. Telegraphic money order form type 2a Figure 25. Telegraphic money order form type 2b from Ko-
Hungarian text with ,,big Hungarian” shield. lozsvar

_ Hungarian text with ,,big Hungarian” shield.

Figure 24a.

Figure 26a.
No form number in the upper left corner.

No form number in the upper left corner.

Figure 24b. :
Upper text field with 14 rows, lower with 11 Figure 26b.
FOWS But there it is, on the bottom! (Form No. 89)
: : Upper text field with 14 rows, lower with 11 rows
Figure 24c. Figure 24d. Colour: pale purple - purple
Colour: pale purple - purple. Period of usage: 28.08.1875. — 16.10.1875.

Period of usage: 12.01.1874. — 06.09.1880.

Mafitt Philatelica 20/1 9



7.4. Characteristics of type 3.: 7.5. Characteristics of type 4.a.:

Figure 27. Telegraphic money order form type 3 Figure 29. Telegraphic money order form type 4a
Hungarian-Croatian text with ,,big Hungarian”
Hungarian-Italian text with ,,big Hungarian” shield, without the wreath.
shield.
_ Figure 30a.

Figure 28a. In the upper left corner: ,, Tiskanice br. 379.”

No form number in the upper left corner.

Figure 28b. Figure 30b.
Upper text field with 11 rows, lower with 7 Upper text field with 12 rows, lower with 11
rows. rows. ‘
Colour: pink — brownish purple. Colour: browms.h purple.
Period of usage: 23.06.1877. — 03.03.1878. Period of usage: 04.03.1874. — 04.04.1878.

10 Philatelica 20/1 Mafitt



7.6. Characteristics of type 4.b.:

Figure 31. Telegraphic money order form type 4.b.

Hungarian-Croatian text with ,,big Hungarian”
shield, without the wreath.

Figure 32a.
In the upper left corner: ,, Tiskanice broj 379.”

Figure 32b.

Upper text field with 11 rows, lower with 11
rows — but there exists an 8-row version!

Two subtypes in the back page text: ,,igénybe”
or ,,giénybe” (this latter a spelling error).

Figure 32d.

Figure 32¢

Colour: brownish purple.
Period of usage: 21.07.1874. — 17.05.1876.

Mafitt

7.7. Characteristics of type 4.c.:

Figure 33. Telegraphic money order form type 4.c.

Hungarian-Croatian text with ,,big Hungarian”
shield, without the wreath.

Figure 34a.
In the upper left corner: ,, Tiskanice br. 89.”

Figure 34b.

Upper text field with 12 rows, lower with 11
rows — but there exists an 8-row version!
2 subtypes: ,,Putem b”” and ,,Putem brzojava”.

Figure 34c

Figure 34d.

Colour: brownish purple.
Period of usage: 10.08.1876. — 12.05.1877.

Philatelica 20/1 11



7.8. Characteristics of type 4.d.:

Figure 35. Telegraphic money order form type 4.d.

&

Hungarian-Croatian text with ,,big Hungarian’
shield, without the wreath.

Figure 36a.
In the upper left corner: ,, Tiskanice broj 89.”

Figure 36b.

Upper text field with 11 rows, lower with 11
rOWS.

Colour: brownish purple.

Period of usage: 05.05.1875. — 03.05.1877.

12 Philatelica 20/1

The following money order form posted at
Vukovar belongs to this type. The 10 kr stamp on
it has a spectacular double perforation. Once this
beautiful item decorated the Dezso Nagy collec-
tion in Sweden.

Figure 36c.

7.9. Summary of the types shown up to now

All types shown up to now were characterized
by the ,,big Hungarian” shield, partly with and
partly without wreath. We recognized 4 main
types, according to their languages applied:

- Type 1: in Hungarian-German language
- Type 2: in Hungarian language

- Type 3: in Hungarian-Italian language

- Type 4: in Hungarian-Croatian language

Most main types consist of subtypes, sortable by
the form numbers. It can be seen that the earlier
numbers are the 37 and the 379, followed later by
the 89. Several smaller printing differences are
dealt with at the concerning subtypes.

Mafitt



The types shown up to now are summarized in the following table:

Cimer Nagy magyar cimer koszoruval Nagy magyar cimer koszord nélkil
Nyelv magyar-német magyar magyar-olasz magyar-horvét
Nyomtatvényszam 3™ nincs 89 (alul) nincs br. 379 broj 379 br. 89 broj 89
Fels6 szovegmezd 12-soros 14-soros 14-soros 11-soros 12-soros 11-soros 12-soros 11-soros
Also szovegmezd 8-soros 11-soros 11-soros 7-soros 11-soros 11- és 8-soros 11-soros 11-soros
Szin rozsaszin- rézsaszin- rézsaszin-

barnaslila halvanylila-lila| barnaslila barnaslila barnaslila barnaslila barnaslila barnaslila
b s NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO
szdm
Felhasznalasi id6 72.09.04- 74.01.12- 75.08.28- 77.06.23- 74.03.04- 74.07.21- 76.08.10- 75.05.05-

77.10.20. 80.09.06. 75.10.16. 78.03.03. 78.04.04. 76.05.17. 77.05.12. 77.05.03.
Tipusnév 1, 2.a. 2.b. 3. 4.a. 4.b, 4.c. 4.d.
Megjegyzés/ - igénybe -Putem b
valtozatok -giénybe  |-Putem brzojava

Figure 37a.

Advertisement with social purpose: philatelic lectures, trainings and presentations of collections monthly in MABEOSZ!
. B

Jury course, 25. January 2020. Photo: Karoly Szucs
13



In the next types the ,,big Hungarian” shield has
been replaced by other figures.

7.10. Characteristics of type 5.:

Figure 38. Telegraphic money order form type 5
Hungarian text.

Instead of shield: Crown + envelope + post
horn.

Figure 39a.

In the upper left corner: ,Nyomtatvany 89.”
(Form No. 89).

Figure 39b

Upper text field with 12 rows, lower with 11
TOWS.

Colour: Purple.

Period of usage: 02.12.1876. — 27.09.1878.

14 Philatelica 20/1

7.11. Characteristics of type 6.a.:

Figure 40. Telegraphic money order form type 6a
Hungarian - Croatian text.
Instead of shield: Crown + envelope + post

horn.

Figure 41a.
In the upper left corner: ,, Tiskanice br. 89.”

Figure 41b.

Upper text field with 12 rows, lower with 11
TOWS.

Colour: Purple.

Period of usage: 10.11.1877. — 26.08.1878.

Mafitt



7.12. Characteristics of type 6.b.:

This type differs from the previous one only in
its visibly different colour. While the colour of
type 6.a is purple, the colour of type 6.b is pinkish
purple. All other characteristics are the same.

It is important to remark that the forms issued
from 1872 on, basically of purple colour with
different shades, can easily change colour because
of storage or other circumstances. Plenty of forms
are known where the colour has drastically
changed even within one item as an effect of these
circumstances.

Figure 42. Telegraphic money order form type 6.b

Hungarian - Croatian text.

Instead of shield: Crown + envelope + post
horn.

In the upper left corner: ,, Tiskanice br. 89.”

Upper text field with 12 rows, lower with 11
rOWS.

Colour: Pinkish-purple.

Period of usage: 22.05.1878. — 13.11.1878.

Mafitt

7.13. Characteristics of type 6.c.:

Figure 43. Telegraphic money order form type 6.c.

Hungarian - Croatian text.

Instead of shield: Crown + envelope + post horn
See the previous one.
In the upper left corner: ,, Tiskanice broj 89.”

Figure 44.

Upper text field with 12 rows, lower with 11
TOWS.

Colour: Purple.

Period of usage: 13.09.1882.

Philatelica 20/1 15



7.14. Characteristics of type 6.d.:

This type differs from the previous one only in
its visibly different colour. While the colour of
type 6.c is purple, the colour of type 6.d is pinkish
purple. All other characteristics are the same.

j 4 Vi T
Figure 45. Telegraphic money order form type 6.d.
Hungarian - Croatian text.

Instead of shield: Crown + envelope + post
horn.

In the upper left corner: ,, Tiskanice broj 89.”

Upper text field with 12 rows, lower with 11
rOWS.

Colour: Pinkish-purple.

Period of usage: 27.12.1877.

iy

7.15. Characteristics of type 7.:

Figure 46. Telegraphic money order form type 7.
Hungarian text.
Instead of shield: Crown + post horn (envelope

vanished).

Figure 47.
In the upper left corner: ,,Nyomtatvany 89. sz.”

Figure 48.

Upper text field with 7 rows, lower with 7 rows.
Colour: Purple.
Period of usage: 19.12.1877. — 15.09.1884.

16 Philatelica 20/1 Mafitt



With this type the introduction of the purple (and
shades) coloured telegraphic money order forms is-
sued after 1 September 1872 is finished. They were
followed by basically white coloured forms, which
were regulated by orders.

8. MORE ORDERS

The order published in the 26. October 1878. is-
sue of the PRT contained a new regulation for the
fees of the money order forms.

POSTAI

RENDELETEK TARA.

Kiadja a f@idmiveles-, lpar- s hereskedelemizyl m. k. Ministerium.
28. szam. October 26. 1878.

Budapest,

A postautalvinyok dijsinak megriltortatdsa ¢s a kb- | Abinderung der Postanweirungs- Provision und ErhBhung
z0nséges postahivatalokndl egy utalvinyra feladhatd | des i ages  bei Post-
Bsszegnek le\nyui belfuldi forgalomban. | smtern im inllindischen Verkehr.

. sisit

Figure 49. The order published on 26 October 1878 about

the new money order tariffs

The order increased the fees that were valid
since 1 May 1870. At lower sums the first step
was diminished from the earlier 10 Ft to 5 Ft, and
on the other end of the scale the bands above 100
Ft became more detailed. The ecarlier fee of a 500
Ft transfer, 30 kr, now increased to 50 kr. The fee
of the highest possible transferable sum (5000 Ft)
increased from 180 kr to 300 kr.

Mafitt

A belféldon (ide értve az osztrak postaigazgatis
teriletét is) valtott postautalvinyok szdmara 1870. évi
majus ho 1-én élethe lépett tarifa, 1878. évi novem-
ber ho 1-t6l kezdve megsziinik és helyébe lép a kovet-
kez6 uj tarifa:

5 frtig terjedd osszegért SN B ¢

5 frton felil 50 irtig 10 kr.

50 frton , 190 frtig 20 kr.
150 frton , 300 frtig 30 kr.
300 frton , 500 frtig e BUTEE,
500 frton , 1000 frtig 1 frt — kr.
1000 frten , 2000 frtig 1 frt 50 kr.
2000 frion » 3000 frtig 2 frt — kr.
3000 frton , 4000 frtig 2 frt 50 kr.
4000 frton , 5000 frtig 3 frt — kr.

Figure 50. The new money transfer fees

1. A kozonséges (nem kinestarilag kezelt) posta-
hivataloknal e g y utalvinyra feladhaté vagy kifizethetd
osszeg ugyan ¢ naptol kezdve 100 ftrol 150 ftra fel-
emeltetik.

A kinestarilag kezelt postahivatalok az egymis kozt
viltott forgalomban egy postautalvinyon 1000 friot — és
ha az utalviny Budapestre vagy Béesbe szél, 5000 frtot
is vehetnek f6l,

ITI. A tdviratilag egy utalvinyra utalvinyozhato
bsszeg a kozonséges postahivataloknal feladott vagy ki-
fizetendd utalvinyokra nézve szintén 150 ftra emeltetik
fel, ellenben a kinestarilag kezelt postahivatalok koati
forgalomban 500 fttal megmarad.

1V. A most hasznilathan levd postautalvinyi iirla-
pok elfogytival uj alaku irlapok fognak kiadatni, melyek
levéljegygyel ellitva ninesenek. KEzen iirlapok mas ér-
tékezikkek modjara 100 darabos esomagokban rende-
lendok meg és darabonkint |, krért drusitandok el.

Figure 51. Further parts of the order about the raising of
upper limit and the cessation of the free of charge forms

Philatelica 20/1 17



The regulation to increase the upper limit of
transferable sums at the smaller post offices from
100 Ft to 150 Ft already served the purposes of
the industrial and commercial developments of the
1880s.

Higher sums (up to 1000 Ft) were only transfer-
rable, as previously, among ,treasury” post of-
fices. The exceptions were Budapest and Vienna,
which were able to accept transfers up to 5000 Ft.

The regulation communicated that new forms
will be introduced soon. This ended the era of
purple forms, but of course the transition period
was quite long, as we can find usages of the pur-
ple forms even in September 1884. Obviously the
post offices accumulated a huge stock of forms, as
the white form described in the regulation only
appears in September 1882. In parallel the money
order forms (the telegraphic ones as well) were
not free of charge any more. A form cost 2 kr
from then on.

From a philatelic point of view the telegraphic
money order forms thus became ,,quasi” printed
matters, as one had to pay for them, just the pre-
printed stamp was missing from them.

18

From 1 April 1879. (PRT.31.03.1879.) the up-
per limit was increased from 150 Ft to 200 Ft.
This limit was raised to 300 Ft in 1885 and to 500
Ft in 1888.

1 April 1879 also marked a slight change in the
fees of the money order forms, up to the limit of
200 Ft the fee became 30 kr.

Az egy postautalvdnyon kbzvetitheld dsszeg felemelése a
belforgalomban. 3
8

A kozonséges (nem kinestiri) postahivatalokndl
e gy postantalvinyra foladhaté vagy kifizethetd dsszeg
f. & dpril ho 1-j6t61 kezdve 150 ftrol 200 ftra emel-
tetik fel vigy a kozonséges mint a tivirati utalvényo-
zdsra nézve.

A kinestdri postahivatalok egymds kozti forgal-
méban utalvinyozhaté Osszeg maximnma nem szenved
véltozdst.

A 200 ftos ufalvinyok dija 30 kr.

Errdl a kir. postahivatalok az 1878-ik évi oktéber
hé 18-4n 24811. sz. a. kelt rendelet (P. R. T. 1878,
189-ik lap) kapesin azzal éitesittetnek, hogy ezentil
a 200 ftig terjedd utalvdnyok a 1560 ftig terjeds, vgy-
nevezett kis utalvényok médjira kezelendik és ezek he-
és kifizetési napléiban szdmolandik el.

A fenndllé szabdlyok egyehekben érintetleniil ma-
radnak.

Figure 52. The regulation valid from 1 April 1879 increasing
the upper limit
Let’s get back though to philately, to the tele-
graphic money order forms. As per the 1878 regu-
lation the new, unified forms in white colour ap-
peared.



9.1. Characteristics of type 8.a.:

Figure 53.Telegraphic money order form type 8.a.

Hungarian text.
Instead of shield: Crown + post horn (envelope
vanished).

POSTA-

Mavirat
«

- UTALVANY.
i wijan :
Figu;: 54a.

In the upper left corner: ,,Nyomtatvanyszam
89.”

Nymawm. 89.

Figure 54b.
Order no:

I. megrend. 1879. 100,000 drb., egy tven 8 drb.

Figure 54c.

Mafitt

Upper text field with 12 rows, but dotted.

'ﬂ“ﬁ‘t ﬂk,m;%@“ .

Figure 55a.
Lower text field with 12 rows, but dotted.

Figure 55b.
Colour: white.
Period of usage: 09.07.1883. — 25.08.1883.

Relatively many items remained of this type
thanks to the large number of money transfers sent
to engineer Moskowitz telegraphically.

Figure 56. Telegraphic money order form type 8.a sent to
engineer Moskowitz from Kassa to Pest
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9.2. Characteristics of type 8.b.:

Form type 8.b. only differs from the previous one
in the order number, changed from 1879 to 1880:

X ﬁeg:enﬁ. 1880. 100,000 drb., egy iven § dib.

Figure 57. The different order number

Figure 58a. The telegraphic money order form type 8.b.

Figure 58b.The telegraphic money order form type 8.b.

Period of usage: 19.02.1882. — 16.08.1883.

20 Philatelica 20/1

9.3. Characteristics of type 8.c.:

This type contains no order number below. It is
also possible that this is not a new type, but within
one production sheet there may have existed some
items with order number and some items without
it.

A flvend kir, postahivalal, vagy postapénatr . SUrE

WA S Y

Eapress Wb, otk vagy bildlneadl) iefibem Saatietolt Wk
erilet.
Ap Ihirk e |

Figure 59. The telegraphic money order form type 8.c —
without order number below

Period of usage: unknown, as we only know un-
used examples

Mafitt



9.4. Characteristics of type 9.a.:

We slowly reach the end of the long row of types.
Type 9 (with two subtypes) could have been listed
carlier, as the shield (The ,,big Hungarian™ shield
with wreath) on it is the same as for example on type
3. But the colour of the paper indicates that this is
the right place for it in the list of types.

&
Posta- nl.a.lvﬁny 4 .\mgno pwtuia i 1
Thvirat uijén 4 ? In vin telegrafien

- o

per__

it

Figure 60. Telegraphic money order form type 9.a.

Hungarian-Italian text, with the ,,big Hungarian
shield with wreath.

2

Assegno postale

in via telegrafica

Posta-utalvény.

Tavirat uijan

Figure 61a.
In the upper left corner: ,,Stampiglia Nr. 89.”

¢ tampiglia Nr. 89,

Figure 61b.

Upper text field with 8 rows, lower with 4 rows.
Colour: white.

Period of usage: unknown, as we only know un-
used examples.

9.5. Characteristics of type 9.b.:

Posta-utalviny. 1) Assogno postale

Tivirat uigin LSS tn vin retegrafic

Figure 62. Telegraphic money order form type 9.b.
Hungarian-Italian text, with the ,,big Hungarian”
shield with wreath

Posta-utalvény.

Thavirat uijin

Assegno postale

in via telegrafiea

Figure 63a.

In the upper left corner: ,,Stampiglia Nr. 89.”,
bold and italic 89.

Stampiglia N7r. 89.
_ Figure 63b. N

Order number:
L. megrend, 1882, 800 darab, egy iven 4 drbh.

Figure 63c.

Upper text field with 7 rows (at type 9a it was
8!), lower one with 4 rows.
Colour: white.
Period of usage: unknown, as we only know un-
used examples (but after 1882, see order no.)
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The types shown in the second phase are summarized in the following table:

12-soros
11-soros
rozsalila

3 Korona+boriték+kiirt

Cimer
Nyelv magyar magyar-horvat
Nyomtatvanyszam 89 (felil) br. 89 br. 89 broj 89 broj 89
Felsé szovegmezé  12-soros | 12-soros  12-soros = 12-soros
Also szovegmezé  11-soros | 1l-soros  1l-soros  1l-soros
Szin lila lila rozsalila lila
Megrendelési

i NO NO NO NO NO
szam

76.12.02- | 77.11.10- 78.05.22-

Felhasznalasi id§ 78.09.27. | 78.08.26. | 78.11.13. | 82.09.13. 77.12.27.
Tipusnév 5. 6.a. 6.b. 6.c. 6.d.

Korona+kirt Nagy magya'lr che
koszoruval
magyar magyar-olasz
Nr. 89 Nr. 89
89 (felil) kisméret nagyméret
7-s0ros 12-soros (pontozott) 8-soros 7-s0ros
7-soros 12-soros (pontozott) 4-soros 4-soros
lila fehér fehér
NO "1879" "1880" NO NO "1882"
77.12.08-  83.07.09- 82.09.19-
84.09.15.  83.09.01. 83.08.16. b = =
7 8.a. 8.b. 8.c. 9.a. 9.b.

Figure 64. Summarizing table of types 5-9.

10. FREQUENCY OF TELEGRAPHIC
MONEY ORDER FORMS

It is obvious that after a summary of a new re-
search theme many philatelists will report new
discoveries, which will make us happy. It is a
comforting feeling though that revolutionary dis-
coveries are not expected, as the basis of this re-
search is a 35 year long systematic data collection,
based also on the Lajos Richter collection, which
was put together by this famous Hungarian collec-
tor 120-130 years ago.

Let’s see, approximately how many telegraphic
money order forms we know currently:

22

Unused forms: at least 20 items

(their number is difficult to esteem, as the
same items are auctioned several times.)

Forms with 1871 stamps: 59 items
Forms with 1871-1874 stamps: 13 items
Forms with 1874 stamps: 119 items

In all 211 items, but we would like to stress
once again, that this statistic is of course live, new
items can surface from month to month. The
above numbers are valid at the publishing date of
this article.



11. FURHTER RESEARCH TASKS

The study presented the telegraphic money or-
ders used during the validity period of the 1871
and 1874 stamp issues. According to our present
knowledge no later issue (e.g. the black numeral
envelope issue) exists on telegraphic money order
forms. The latest known date is 15 September
1884.

Figure 65.

Why don’t we know later forms? The role of tele-
graphic money order forms was probably taken
over by a different kind of postal service, to be
presented later in a separate study.

But until then we should admire these fantastic
treasures of Hungarian philately!

I would like to thank the help of collectors and
auction houses which led to plenty of copies and
thereby much new information.

Special thanks are due for making available
some of the pictures to Adriano Bergamini (fig-
ures no. 14, 16 and 21) Herbert Kotal (figure no.
38), Roger Morrell (figure 46), the late Ellak
Punkosti (figure no. 10), Werner Schindler (figure
no. 15) and Dezso Szilagyi (figure no. 44). All
other pictures are from the collection of the au-
thor.

Literature used:

PRTs (Postal Order Collection) of the years
1867-1888
(http://apps.arcanum.hu/app/postamuzeum/)

Mafitt
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PHILATELIC VARIETES FROM THE END
OF WAR 1944-1945 - PART ONE

DR. FERENC NAGY (VIENNA)

As long as the world stands, these dates will be
considered very significant to future generations.
From an international political, economic, and mili-
tary perspective, the collapse of the Third Reich was
such a shock to the world that its repercussions even
today, 75 years later, engage us and will continue to
do so whether we like it or not.

Our country suffered such serious calamities that
its survival can be considered miraculous. Cities
ruined by bombing and close combat as well as the
renewed stripping away of areas inhabited by Hun-
garians for over a 1000 years endangered our na-
tion’s existence. In the 1950s the suggestion sur-
faced that we should request our “voluntary” admis-
sion as a member state of the Soviet Union. That’s a
fact.

What kind of traces did this era leave behind for us
philatelists and postal historians? I am familiar with
the pertinent literature but can emphatically state that
there is a lot more to be said. Everything has not yet
been written. There are still a lot of interesting reve-
lations that can be published. Please, follow me!

THE FATE OF THE 30 FILLER VALUE
FROM THE MILITARY LEADERS SET

Even though the stamp was last printed 2 months
prior to the collapse, we have to mention it here.
The stamp was placed into circulation starting on
November 22, 1943 but because of its widespread
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use especially in the returned territories, a reprinting
was ordered. The initially printed sheets have the
printing dates 43 XI. and 43 XII in the margins
(alternating once in the middle of the left or right
side); sheets with the date 44 X. exist to support my
conclusion.

Let me show a sheet with such a date.

iy
x

=8 fot fot fot ot = 1R
i = I i ‘a'". o -
-4l l-%1-41-“1-%1B
DEDREBI

Ty Gy Ty CETGy GETTG PERT *'s.'l
| Ews § S § Eie's § s §Eie § Sles § S

- .
. 7

5y Py G
¢ made’ ‘Eale’ |
2 fa )
i 1 v § S

y =Ty 1=l
RRREE

8

Wi

397 g 1 B
s E e Tm

s

iy Ty i i
‘g madd Eald Eal
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Figure 1. The only known imperforate full sheet with such a
date.

As we can see, the sheet is IMPERFORATE.
What could have happened?

Mafitt



In describing the stamp, the Monograph writes the
following: “lllegally acquired press sheets without
perforations of the 30 filler stamp were circulated
amongst collectors.”

The Handbook presents the following analysis:
“Imperforate 30f stamps were illegally removed
from the printers. Their value is minimal.”

In my opinion, the following could have hap-
pened. As these stamps were being printed during
the normal operations at the printer, the building of
the Hungarian State Printer also suffered damage
because of the Russian and Anglo-Saxon bombings.
In the chaotic hours that followed, someone ab-
sconded with a few uncut 4x100 sheets that were out
in the open and unguarded for a short period of time.

Based on my extensive philatelic experience, I es-
timate that the quantity of the missing sheets is be-
tween 5 and 10. This quantity could have been eas-
ily overlooked in the total quantity of sheets printed.
The sheets were then cut apart so that collectors
could acquire a smaller or large number of stamps as
well as to camouflage the theft. Consequently, no
other complete sheets can be found as opposed to
the number of pairs and blocks of 4.

3L

Figure 2. Pairs of stamps with central gutter indicating that
uncut sheets of 400 were taken from the printer.
Between October and December of 1944 it was
not advisable to use these imperforate stamps for
franking because of the risk of being discovered.

Starting in 1945, however, the legal situation
changed completely and the risks abated; but we still
don’t find frequent use of these on cards or letters. I
am showing the nicest block of 4 from a few known
examples used on a local, ordinary, philatelic,
slightly overfranked (78 fillers) postcard. On the
reverse side, the sender calls the addressee’s atten-
tion to the affixed imperforate stamps.

Are 18 ftén,

LEVELEZOLAP

s ‘/M Getir o
P Gt ey Bty w i

Figure 3. Overfranked local postcard mailed at the Budapest
4 post office on July 27, 1945 (the correct rate would have
been 1,60 Pengo). This is the only known block of 4 on a
postally used mailing.

THE USE OF THE 2 AND 5 PENGO

STAMPS FROM THE MILITARY LEADERS
SERIES

By the late fall of 1944, the military situation was
desperately bad. There was little doubt that we had
lost the war and the main goal was to stay alive. A
stamp issue occurred in this dire situation that may
have been planned for a better time and for which
there was no urgent need. The subject here is the
last two values of the Military Leaders set, the 2 and
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5 Pengo face value stamps in brown and violet col-
ours. They are similar to the colours of the 2 and 5
Pengo Regent’s Portrait 2™ and 3™ series stamps in
use since 1941. The terrorist ruling Arrow Cross
party did not consider these to be politically correct
at the time since Horthy took steps to end the war
(the “bailing out attempt™). The new (Arrow Cross)
regime that came to rule after October 15, 1944 (the
date of seizing power) had little time to prepare a
new issue, so they stayed with the original designs.

The two new regular stamps were issued 10 days
prior to siege ring closing around Budapest. Normal
traffic had stopped earlier from the north, east, and
south. Back then, in the evenings we heard the
sound of cannon fire from the direction of Vecses.
The people were fleeing westward out of the capital,
and all services were about to disintegrate or were
heading in that direction. Stamp issues? Who would
be interested?

Solely ME! I remember that the young lady living
next door who was a postal clerk happily brought
me the two new stamps on the evening of December
15" knowing that even then I was an enthusiastic
stamp collector. I will never forget that joy. What a
treasure! (I thought)

Thus the post office had the new stamps but before
it could distribute them, there was no place to do so.
The larger post offices in Budapest received a sup-
ply, but the somewhat open roads in the westerly
direction were packed with caravans of refugees, not
with supplies of stamps. Packaging, sealing, ac-
counting for these was impossible! There was panic
and chaos everywhere.

(I am aware of the fact that these stamps were
available in the postal warehouse at the end of No-
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vember, but there was little significant difference in
the military situation even then.)

What purpose did these 2 stamps serve? They
could be used mostly to pay for shipping parcels
because there was no need for a 5 Pengo stamp
when the letter tariffs were relatively low. (Revisit-
ing: local letter 20 filler, domestic 30 filler, local
registration 50, domestic registration 70 filler.) And,
at the time they were issued, the postal parcel traffic
had ceased!

Let’s look at the available information regarding
these 2 stamps. The Handbook puts the brakes on
our natural curiosity: the 2 Pengo on a letter from
1945 is 200 points, a 5 Pengo letter is 800 points.
These are pricey valuations!

2.1. USE IN DECEMBER 1944

These two stamps used at the time of issue in De-
cember 1944 had been unknown previously. Dear
Reader, it’s my greatest joy that now I can show you
one such mailing, this UNIQUE letter. Miraculously
perfect and beautiful. I had recently discovered this
item and its scarcity is unparalleled!



s 730
Py & g0
PESTI HAZAI ELSO TAKAREKPENZTAR-EGYESULET? 70

e ¢ '/’J?‘ /:r;"f'f'/;’“r';'({""

i . TR P /A |

Lo 2y are s

Rigler 1. 1942015, f

ﬁigure 4.7 Front side of the letter of value mailed from Bud;l—
pest 4 on December 27, 1944.
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Figure 5. Reverse side of the letter of value with the unique 2

Pengo stamp that is a part of the 2,10 Pengo franking.

We see the letter of value, on the front side of
which is the postage calculation next to the sender’s
name. The 1,30 Pengo is the fee for a 2" weight
class (53gr) domestic registered letter. Letters of
value were handled as registered mail, but they were
processed separately and not accounted for along
with the rest of the registered letters. 80 filler is the

double value fee. The single value fee was 40 filler
for 400 Pengo contents; the declared value was 600
Pengo, so it required the 2™ value fee increment, 2 x
40 = 80 filler + 1,30 P. registration = 2,10 Pengo.

The letter was addressed to Andrashida in Zala
County. After an extensive search, I managed to
find it on the map and discovered that the settlement
had been integrated into the city of Zalaegerszeg.
Furthermore, we can see the annotation “forgalom
sziinetel=service suspended” and a return arrow
marked in blue pencil.

After the very informative front side, let us look at
the reverse side. A 10 filler Hadik stamp together
with the 2 Pengo make up the 2,10 Pengo franking.
The stamps were cancelled on the day of the post-
ing: 44 DEC. 22. at the inner city Main Post Office
No. 4. This is interesting from several points of
view. As I stated in an earlier work published in the
Belyegvilag, this date was a Friday, the last regular
work day for the postal service in Budapest. There-
fore it was a typical workday “when the post offices
were open.” From the letters cancelled on the fol-
lowing day, December 23™ (Saturday), we see that
only the larger post offices processed mail. We can
also see from this letter that it was transferred from
the No. 4 post office to No. 70, where it was judged
to be undeliverable and placed into safe custody.

The letter also shows 5 wax seals alongside he
stamps. The seals survived the adversities of the
past 75 years intact.

What story does this letter tell us? This letter that
was accepted for delivery to Zala County on De-
cember 22™ at 4:00PM is the ONLY LETTER TO
SURFACE with the 2 Pengo stamp from the two
values that were issued one week earlier on Decem-
ber 15" The following interests me greatly: why
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was this letter accepted in the first place? Why
didn’t somebody say the magic words “a forgalom
sziinetel=traffic is suspended” out loud? At that
time there may have still been a few believers in a
reversal of fortune because the “miracle weapon”
(die Wunderwafte) was coming which would restore
our military advantage. Or, the liberating armies
were coming to repel the Russians. Still, postal
traffic would resume shortly, and this situation is
only transitional.

In my article from the January 2018 issue of Be-
lyegvilag, I mentioned a postcard from Denes Czi-
rok’s postal history column. It was sent registered to
Zagreb on December 22, 1944 and was accepted
even during this nonsense situation. On the next
day, it was placed into limbo with the marking
“Vissza! Forgalom sziinetel=Return! Service sus-
pended.”  These were registered mailings not
dropped into a letter box but handled in person at a
post office window. Had the post office not ac-
cepted these letters, they would have acknowledged
the hopelessness of the military situation. Such a
mailing prompts interesting speculation. ..

The 5 Pengo value from the set has not turned up
on a letter from 1944. It may seem that the Postal
Directorate did not distribute the 5 Pengo stamp
even in Budapest because of the turmoil at the time
as well as the lack of demand (there was no postal
parcel service). As we will see later, only two mail-
ings with the 5 Pengo stamp turned up AFTER the
siege from the No. 114 post office that operated out
of the Directorate’s office building on Szell Kalman
Square.

So much for the use of the two stamps in Budapest
prior to the end of the war.
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The situation was dire on December 15, 1944,
Thousands of refugees waited for the few trains that
arrived on railroad lines that were still open. The
transportation of mail did not exist. A few pieces of
mail may have arrived on postal wagons.

Knowing this situation, my VISUALIZATION is
as follows:

Because of the bad transportation situation in
Transdanubia, the distribution of the 2 and 5 Pengo
to the post offices could have occurred using a single
motor vehicle. Its route: Budapest, Szekesfehervar
then taking a side road to Pecs and another: Sarvar,
Beled, Sopron, Agfalva, Nagycenk, Szombathely,
and Szentgotthard. I did not find any traces of rout-
ing to Gyor. This route follows the route taken by
the small detachment fleeing toward Austria near the
end of 1944. But, this is only SPECULATION...

As Western Hungary gradually got smaller, there
was little need for stamps in the unoccupied areas.
Their usage prior to the end of the war (April 4,
1945) or even a few days later is unknown. The first
pieces found are from early June 1945, during the 1%
rate period of the inflation, used in Sopron. The 30
covers from my collection fall exactly along the
route given above. The 30 pieces included items
from a recently broken up large collection from
Szeged.



I am not writing this to brag but to explain what is
involved here: after having inquired from multiple
Hungarian collectors, I did not encounter these two
stamps. At auction houses: nothing. Stock of the
Stamp Museum: still nothing. Thus the 30 covers
that I had collected fastidiously over the span of 50
years speak for themselves.

2.2. POSTALLY USED MAILINGS DURING
THE PERIOD OF THE BUDAPEST TAR-
IFFS (1945.03.02 - 05.01.)

The use in Budapest was possible because the tar-
iffs were already increased as of March 2, 1945,
(Budapest emergency tariffs). A non-local letter was
60 filler, registration outside of the customs border
was 1,40 Pengo. Below is a letter addressed to the
Red Cross with a 2 Pengo stamp. How did the stamp
get to Ujpest? Ujpest was a part of the Budapest
environs that benefitted from the distribution of the 2
Pengo stamp in mid-December; thus the stamps were
on hand when the service was re-started.

Figure 6. Registered letter mailed from Ujpest on March 16,
1945 franked with a 2 Pengo stamp according to the “Bu-
dapest local emergency tariffs.”

I found another registered letter, also from Ujpest
with 2 Pengo franking sent to Budapest on March
19", The sender had to walk to Ujpest from Ra-
kospalota since the post office wasn’t open there,
yet. The registry number on the first letter is “193”;
on the second letter sent 3 days later, it’s “241” indi-
cating that in a span of 3 days, 50 registered letters
were posted. Still, despite the increased traffic, only
two examples are known!

2.3. POSTALLY USED MAILING DURING
THE FIRST RATE PEERIOD OF THE IN-
FLATION (1945.05.01 - 07.01.)

Again, we see a 2 Pengo stamp affixed to the let-
ter, which is a local registered letter, the tariff on
which, effective as of May 1%, is as follows: 50
filler, local letter, local registration 1,50 Pengo, for a
total of 2 Pengo.
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Figure 7. Local registered letter mailed in Budapest on May
15, 1945 franked with a single 2 Pengo stamp.
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Rakosszentmihaly was not part of Budapest then,
only in 1950 was it incorporated into the capital’s
administration. A postcard mailed from here required
the domestic rate franking. The next figure shows an
18 filler postcard sent registered from Rakosszentmi-
haly to Budapest with supplemental, 3-color franking.
The fee for a domestic postcard was 60 filler, registra-
tion 2 Pengo, total of 2,60 Pengo.
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Figure 8. Registered postcard sent from Rakosszentmihaly to
Budapest on May 22, 1945 with a total franking of 2,60
Pengo.
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Next, I can show a very interesting item. A large
quantity of telephone bill statements was offered on
the philatelic market in the 1960s. Some of the
forms had stamps. The statements showed a due
date by which payment was required for the service.
If the payment was not received in time, a 5 Pengo
late fee had to be paid. On most of these forms, the
5P/8f Rakoczi stamp overprint from the 2™ Provi-
sional series was used to indicate this fee. In a very
few cases, the 5 Pengo stamp from the Military
Leaders series was used. However, this is extremely
scarce.
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These statements were mailed on September 21,
1945 (this date of the mailing was during the 3" rate

period of the inflation) at the No. 114 post office that
operated in the (damaged) office building of the
Postal Directorate on Szell Kalman Square. The 5
Pengo stamp, used during the 3™ rate period, was
available in the office of the directorate, possibly in
not a very large quantity.
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Figure 9a. 5 Pengo late fee paid on a telephone statement
from the Budapest 114 post office (front side)
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Figure 9b. Reverse side of the form with the 5 Pengo stamp.

I have another registered letter from the Budapest
114 post office with a 5 Pengo stamp, but it is a bit
unsightly, so I’m not going to show it.

Before we travel to Transdanubia. I'm going to
make one or two irregular comments.

In my opinion, the 5 Pengo stamps were not dis-
tributed to the Budapest post office in December
1944, but were placed under lock and key because of
the difficult situation after a shipment was sent

westward. The FELSZABADULAS (Liberation)
set appeared on May 1, 1945 as the first issue fol-
lowing the liberation. Let’s look at the basic stamps
that were overprinted: they were the 1 filler to
1 Pengo stamps. Neither the 2 Pengo nor the
5 Pengo received the overprint. These two values
had not yet entered postal circulation because they
were still in storage. However, it is noticeable
though that the 5 Pengo stamp usage is relative
abundant in Transdanubia.

2.4. THE USE OF THE 2 AND 5 PENGO
STAMPS IN TRANSDANUBIA (1945. JUNE —
OCTOBER)

How did these stamps reach Transdanubia from
Budapest at the time when the siege was imminent?
Railroad connections did not exist. On a few lines
that were open, the traffic was improvised. As I
surmised previously, the Postal Directorate sent out
a small detachment on a motor vehicle around De-
cember 5-10, 1944 with the 2 newly released stamps
in their baggage. Their goal was to reach the border
and leave supplies of stamps in unoccupied towns
and settlements. They completed this task. The
distribution of the material found subsequently con-
firms the route that I gave previously. It is interest-
ing that the number of items found increases as they
got closer to the border. Items from Sopron turn up
most frequently.

Szekesfehervar is the first stop on our virtual tour
of the stamp shipment. We find the first copy of the
5 Pengo stamp from Transdanubia from here (from a
geographical perspective). I am using this mailing
as a start for showing these scarce letter, card, and
parcel slips.
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The registered letter sent to the Postal Savings
Bank is extraordinary. Postal checks were sent to
the central office in this envelope; and, as we can see
from the imprint, the mailing would have been post-
age-free. The prudent sender, however, mailed the
envelope with registration that required 5 Pengo
according to the tariffs at the time (between
1945.07.02 and 1945.09.15).

This was paid with a 5 Pengo stamp creating this
very interesting mailing. A registry etiquette was
unavailable at Fehervar, so a piece of paper was
used to create a provisional registry label.

Figure 10. A registered “check envelope” mailed from Szek-
esfehervar to Budapest on August 17, 1945. The registry
fee was paid with a 5 Pengo stamp.

From here we make a long arc to the south. It is
impossible to explain how these stamps made their
way to Pecs. Most likely, they arrived from Feher-
var after the postal service resumed. Pecs fell to the
Russians on November 29, 1944.
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Figure 10a. The stations of the v

Use is known from red-framed settlements.

The nice commercial letter shown below with 3
Pengo franking according to the tariffs of the 2™ rate
period went to Budapest as an ordinary letter with a
local censor stamp.
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Figure 11. Domestic 20 gram letter sent from Pecs to Budapest
of August 8. 1945 franked with 1 + 2 = 3 Pengo stamps in
accordance with the 2 rate period of the inflation.

I also found a picture postcard, the use of which is
unusual for this time, sent from Pecsvarad to Buda-
pest. We can see the provisional Pecsvarad cancel-
lation on the card. (Figure 12 on previous page.)

Mafitt



Figure 12. Postcard sent from Pecsvarad to Budapest on
July 12, 1945 correctly franked with a 2 Pengo stamp ac-
cording to the 2" rate period tariffs. It was cancelled with
a provisional rubber canceller.

The next use is from Sarvar, a town best
known for its sugar factory.
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Figure 13. Postcard sent from Felsopaty to Szeged on August
20, 1945 franked with 2 Pengo according to the tariffs of
the 2" rate period of the inflation. Cancelled with a provi-
sional rubber stamp. The face value of the indicium on the
card was not taken into consideration.

An employee purchased the card there, took it
home to Felsopaty (today its known as Raba-

paty, 5 km to the north of Sarvar) to write a

message, after which he mailed it at the local
post office after August 20, 1945. That’s
what’s revealed from the message. The date on
the provisional cancellation is illegible.

I found another mailing from Sarvar. The delivery
confirmation notice was signed in Csenge (5 km east
of Sarvar) on September 18, 1945 and was for-
warded to Zalaegerszeg on the next day. It was
handled as prmted matter and franked with a 2
Pengo stamp in accordance with the 3™ rate period
of the inflation. The printed text “Hivatalbol Dij
atalanyozva” indicating the sender did not have to
pay postage was ignored. In my collection, I have
another similar mailing from October 11, 1945.

H

b
- -T!—..

e ]érasblréség

I@LO\ l{/eu}. Yoay Ay
%Wm

Figure 14. Delivery confirmation sent from Sarvar to Zalae-
gerszeg on September 19, 1945 franked with a 2 Pengo
stamp, the correct rate for the 3™ rate period of the infla-
tion.
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Hivatalbol
Dij atalanyozva.

Szombathely is 24 km from Sarvar and it’s our
next destination on our virtual tour.

The usages from here are very interesting. Let’s
start with a postcard that is spectacularly franked
with 7 Pengo using multiple stamps. This was the
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tariff for a registered mailing. One of the stamps on
the card is an invalid 1 filler from the Churches se-
ries; another one is a 5 Pengo stamp. These turn up
“more frequently” near the border. We can also see
the mark of the local Soviet Russian censor.

£ |
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Figure 15. Registered postcard sent from Szombathely to

Gyongyos on August 1, 1945 with a total franking of 7

Pengo according to the 2" rate period inflation tariff.

Another spectacular rarity waits for us in Szom-
bathely. We can see 18 Pengo franking on a parcel
slip from August 6 consisting of a pair and a single
5 Pengo stamp as well as 10 30 filler stamps from
the Military Leaders series. This was the tariff for a
5 kg parcel sent to the farthest destination during the
2" rate period. The 3 5 Pengo stamps are unique on
a single mailing.
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Figure 16. Parcel slip sent from Szombathely to Budapest on
August 6, 1945 during the 2™ rate period of the inflation
with a total franking of 18 Pengo. (The picture shows 3 x 5
Pengo stamps. There are 10 30 filler stamps on the reverse
side.)

I also have a nice letter in my collection from this
town with a 1 + 2 + 5 Pengo franking variation, but
I’'m not going to show it since there’s going to be a
better item!

The next stop is Szentgotthard. We have a postal
card from there similar to the one from Szom-
bathely, 7 Pengo franking again with a lilac 5 Pengo
stamp. The card was sent to Kormend with a provi-
sional registry label.

Mafitt



Figure 17. Registered postcard sent from Szentgotthard to
Kormend on July 1, 1945 with a total franking of 7 Pengo
corresponding to the rate during the 2" rate period of the
inflation. The registry label is provisional.

We reach Sopron heading north along the border.

I found 2 items with 8 Pengo franking. I have to

show both of them since each of them are important

examples of postal history.

The registered letter went from the small Sopron 4
post office to Miskolc. This represents a scarce
routing since travel connections were disrupted for
almost half a year. We can see the Miskolc censor
stamp on the envelope. This is interesting because
its use dates from the FIRST World War. Back then
the text read “KATONAI CENZURA MI-
SKOLCZ.” A pessimistic official didn’t discard the
stamp, but kept it for 27 years thinking that it might
be useful again. It happened this way, but the word
“KATONAI” was excised from the device. This
proves that a pessimist is nothing more than a well-
informed optimist. The three-colour (green, brown,
and violet) non-overprinted stamps make this letter
very spectacular but hard to find a duplicate since

the 1* provisional series was already in circulation as
of June 1, 1945.

f{ /71; 27e / 2, f /
Figure 18. Registered letter sent from Sopron 4 to Miskolc on

July 20, 1945 franked with 8 Pengo in accordance with the

2" rate period of the inflation. The registry label is blank.

“CENZURA MISKOLCZ” censor stamp. The letter arrived

in 4 days.

Next, we see the most spectacular mailing from
this area. We again find 3 un-overprinted stamps on
a business envelope. Although the letter went from
Sopron, we see that the company’s headquarters and
factory were located in Repcelak. Please, make a
mental note of this settlement for a few minutes.
The letter was addressed to the Postal Savings Bank
in Budapest as many other 5 Pengo letters were.
This is the nicest cover from this era; its attractive-
ness and visual appeal are outstanding.
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Figure 19. Registered letter sent from Sopron to Budapest on
August 8, 1945 satisfactorily franked with 8 Pengo accord-
ing to the 2" rate period of the inflation. The letter arrived
in 4 days.

Nagycenk is near Sopron and its most famous
landmark is the famous Szecheny manor house. The
town’s postmaster, when fleeing to the west, took
with him the cancelling device as he was directed to
do (?) from the post office. No registry labels re-
mained, either. Thus in June of 1945, manuscript
invalidation was needed.

I am familiar with 2 mailings from here with the
ominous 2 Pengo stamps; and, because of their scar-
city, I'm showmg both. The frankmg on the first
one is correct in accordance with the 2™ rate period
of the inflation. The postcard was mailed to Gyulaj
in Tolna County where the stamps were badly de-
faced upon arrival by a strike from the village’s
large rubber stamp. The hand-annotated registry
label’s serial number is 140. I like this card because
it has the initials of a noted historian and great phi-
latelist (founding member and first president of
MAFITT), Professor Laszlo Makkai. The 2,60
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Pengo franking corresponds to the 1 rate period of
the inflation fee of 60 filler for a postcard and 2
Pengo for registration.
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Figure 20. Registered postcard sent from Nagycenk to Gyu-
laj on June 25, 1945 with manuscript invalidation of the
2,60 Pengo franking that was correct during the 1" rate
period of the inflation.
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The next (marvellous), or as my great fellow col-
lector who passed away much too early, Professor
Bernath used to say “festive” cover has a strip of
four 2 Pengo stamps, for which I had never seen a
match. The manuscript date written on the stamps
was VII/3 at first and then was corrected to VII/4.
The settlement name Nagycenk is written below the
stamps. The serial number on the hand-written reg-
istry label is 168, so comparing it to the mailing
above, 28 registered mailings were posted in the
small village in a span of approximately 2 weeks. I
have been watching for these scarce letters in phila-
telic offerings for about 30 years and this letter is the
first one that I found with 4x2 Pengo franking.
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Figure 21. Registered letter sent from Nagycenk to Budapest
on July 4, 1945 with the 8 Pengo franking manuscript in-
validated. The franking is the correct fee during the 2"
rate period of the inflation.

The next mailing that we have is from Agfalva.
This little village is next to Sopron in the immediate
vicinity of the Austrian border. The occurrence of
the 5 Pengo stamp from here is a mystery; and I can
explain it only by suggesting that the motor vehicle
fleeing to Austria left Hungary here. The picture
postcard is from Sopron, mailed in Agfalva and sent
to Kispest franked according to the 3" rate period of
the inflation. Domestic postcard: 6 Pengo. The
small post office experienced light traffic, that’s why
it still had a supply of the 5 Pengo stamps in Sep-
tember.
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Figure 22. Postcard sent from Agfalva to Kispest on Septem-
ber 23, 1945 franked with 6 Pengo according to the tariffs
of the 3" rate period of the inflation.

In conclusion, I would like to try to explain a cou-
ple of seemingly contradictory things. Dear Reader,
what is your reaction to the mailings shown below,
such as this express letter from the village of Beled
with an ominous 5 Pengo stamp? Or, the parcel slip
with a pair of 5 Pengo stamps from the same place?

If we look to find Beled on the map, its location
emerges a mere 8 kilometres from Repcelak (2900
inhabitants). If we glance again at the previous
(Figure 19) nice 1+2+5 Pengo letter, we can see
from the sender’s address that the Stauffer Com-
pany’s main factory was in Repcelak. It is possible
that the company’s Sopron office supplied the
stamps during the summer to the little village located
near its factory. A unique item was created with 13
Pengo franking.
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Figure 23. Express letter sent from Beled to Budapest on July
27, 1945 correctly franked according to the tariffs of the
2 rate period of the inflation. (Letter fee: 3 P.; express:
10P)

The other item from Beled is a parcel slip for a 5
kg package for sending foodstuff, a common prac-
tice at the time. The package sent to a 3™ distance
zone address cost 14 Pengo. Here we see a pair of 5
Pengo stamps just like on the parcel slip from
Szombathely, so now we have seen two. The 3,5 kg
parcel contained bread, and it was en route for 5
days providing the addressee something to chew on.
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Figure 24. Parcel slip sent from Beled to Budapest with 14
Pengo in accordance with the 2" rate period of the infla-
tion.

With this we have completed the journey of the 2
and 5 Pengo stamps in Western Hungary. It was an
interesting excursion.

Let us not disregard the two other items that turned
up recently from the East. I will show one since the
franking is very interesting. A stamp collector com-
plained on the card from Balassagyarmat as to why
he has not received new issues from stamp dealer
Sandor Szekely? The card was franked with 6
Pengo according to the tariffs of the 3™ rate period of
the inflation. One of the stamps was a 5 Pengo
stamp that was not used there. The sender’s occupa-
tion makes the explanation plausible; he was a postal
official who received the stamps by mail from Bu-
dapest.

Mafitt



M. Air. anami nyomda, Dudapest, 1944] £
\
| \E
- oo "
g—- { 2 .

Figure 25. Postcard sent from Balassagyarmat to Budapest
franked with 6 Pengo in accordance with the 3 rate pe-
riod of the inflation.

I’'m mentioning the other item for the sake of
completeness. It’s a 2+1 Pengo letter from Miskolc
from the 2™ rate period of the inflation. Other than
this odd letter, there is no evidence for the distribu-
tion of the stamps towards the east. And, a single
swallow doesn’t bring summer. Of course, the letter
is genuine as evidenced by the Miskolc (formerly
military) censor stamp mentioned above.

Mafitt

Figure 26. Domestic letter sent from Miskolc to Budapest on
August 1, 1945 satisfactorily franked with 3 Pengo in ac-
cordance with the 2" rate period of the inflation.

Dear Reader! I tried to show in the small opus
how many interesting facets are hidden in the 1944-
1945 timeframe. Even if the topic doesn’t contain
sky-high rarities, we can still ponder about the bi-
sects from the 1850-1864 era, of which there are
more than 100 covers known that are valued in 5-
digit euro sums each, while these small rarities go
for 2-digit euro prices. Please, look into your “for-
gotten” material in your collections and see if there
are any from this era.

Good luck! (To be continued!)

(I would like to express my special thanks to Denes Czirok
and Karoly Szucs for their help in editing this article.)
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NEWS

Tamas T. Sebestyen and the Dream Car

The sheet reconstructions assembled by Ferenc
Orban were acquired by Tamas T Sebestyen, our
MAFITT member who lives in Paris, during
Orban’s lifetime. Tamas continued to expand
them with great reverence, respect, and diligence.

Although he gave up active collecting because
of advancing age and passed on his collections to
deserving Hungarian collectors, he kept his M A-
FITT membership and continued to visit Budapest
regularly, several times a year.

Thus I had many opportunities to join him for
dinner, sometimes in the company of others. We
spent hours conversing about our life lifelong
avocation, Hungarian philately. The site of these
get-togethers was his favourite place, the Karpatia
restaurant. This was also his base in the 90s when
he was the chief editor of the Magyar Nemzet.

Our last meeting was in June 2018 when these
pictures of him were taken exiting the restaurant.
He smiled at the sight of the “Dream Car,” the star
of one of the most popular movies of his youth.
Unfortunately, we have not met up with Tamas
since, and we have been unable to reach him by
phone or email. So, I am hoping that these possi-
ble last pictures of him published in the Philatelica
will reach his son in his Paris residence. Hope-
fully, he can provide some news about his father.

Karoly Szucs
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In memoriam Leslie Grof /1933-2020/

The memory of our recently deceased life member will be preserved in the Hungarian Philatelic Pantheon.

We recommend that our members visit this link and pay their respects to his memory. His legacy contained in the autob i-
ography of his life’s adventures provides an entertaining and edifying lesson for us. It’s an open book for all of us.

www.maflitt. hu/pantheon
_ ; ‘ — -

Leslie Grof'in the Hungarian Day of Royal Philatelic Society (21 Mai 2014) Photo: Karoly Szucs
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HUNGARY'S RAREST STAMPS

DR. GEZA HOMONNAY (BUDAPEST)

The collector’s fantasy is always attracted by
scarcity the most. Stamp collectors are not an
exception to this either...

There are many known Hungarian rarities, but
I’ve never seen them grouped together, so I
thought that it would be interesting to present
them as a collection. Obviously, every such list is
subjective because there doesn’t seem to be suffi-
cient data to be fully accurate. Nevertheless, in
the past 25 years we have uncovered so much
significant amount of information thanks to the
internet that gross errors are no longer probable.

The author welcomes all kinds of data, com-
ments, and possible corrections in order to be able
to put together a more accurate, better listing
based on “collective knowledge”. We can also
debate whether the APH newspaper stamps be-
long in this listing or whether it applies to the 2 kr
and even the 1 kr newspaper tax stamps from the
Military Frontier having been trial printings only.
In summing up, they are still most likely to make
it into the list of 20 + 1 entries great rarities.

In addition to giving a description and illustra-
tion of each entry, we will also note the valuations
from 4 catalogues that price the given items. The
Magyar Bélyegek Kézikonyve (the so-called
Black Book) presents the best insight on the exist-
ing material, although in the 35 years that have
elapsed there have been certain changes. The
Black Book does not give prices but uses a point
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scale, thus fends off the effects of inflation. Let’s
say that in 2020 1 point is valued at 100Ft or %
Euro. We wish you good browsing!

We’re going to present the items in chronologi-
cal order and not on a scale of scarcity or value.
Currently, the 1889 Black numeral 8 kr stamp
without the numeral of value is considered to be
the rarest Hungarian stamp of which 1, perhaps 2
copies are known. The most valuable one is the
red 3 kr stamp from the 1867 issue.

Figure 1. Unused copies of the planned 1868 newspaper tax
stamp for the Military Border District, which, as the article will
state, are trial printings that were never placed into circulation.
Gems from the Bergamini collection (enlargement).

1. THE YELLOW “MERCURY” NEWSPAPER STAMP
1851

Copies known: 45-50 (with Hungarian cancella-
tion).

The scarcest postage stamps of the APH (Aus-
trian Post in Hungary, June 1, 1850 to April 30,
1867) are the higher denominations of the Mer-
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cury-head newspaper stamps of first series issued
in 1851. (Actually the early newspaper tax stamps
are rarer, but less valuable.)

Since the unused copies of the Austrian stamps
from the APH era do not belong in a Hungarian
collection, the scarcest being the cinnabar red
newspaper stamp, of which only 300 sheets were
printed and were never placed in use in Hungary,
this stamp is not a Hungarian but an Austrian rarity.

Originally, the yellow newspaper stamp’s face
value was 6 kr and it was intended to be used to
mail 10 copies of a newspaper. Since it did not
see frequent use, the stamp’s face value was re-
duced to 0.6 kr in 1856 in order to use up the exit-
ing stock in mailing single copies of a newspaper.
In this format, a small quantity of the stamp saw
use in Hungary. (We know of one usage with the
original face value.)

Unused copies survived in very small quan-
tity.
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Figure 2. Yellow Mercury-head with Kronstadt (Brasso)
cancellation used on a large piece of the Wiener Telegraf
newspaper dated April 25, 1856.
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The stamp was affixed to the address label in
Vienna; but, according to regulations, it was can-
celled upon arrival at the destination — therefore, it
is considered Hungarian, which is incorrect in my
opinion (a hypothetical example: if a letter would
arrive from Paris franked with French stamps,
would we consider that to be Hungarian???).

MK (Magyar Bélyegek Katalogusa): used 1,000,000, on
newspaper wrapper 3,000,000

Black Book (Black Book): used E9-E10 (=40,000 points), on
newspaper wrapper R1 (=80,000 points)

2. ROSE-COLOURED “MERCURY” NEWSPAPER
StAMP 1851

Copies known: 15-20 (with Hungarian cancella-
tion).

The higher denominations of the 1851 series
Mercury-head newspaper stamps, as already men-
tioned, are great rarities. In Hungarian relation
the rarest one is the so-called “rose Mercury”.

Originally, the rose-coloured newspaper stamp’s
face value was 30 kr and it was intended to be
used to mail 50 copies of a newspaper. Since it
did not see frequent use, the stamp’s face value
was reduced to 0.6 kr at the end of 1852 in order
to use up the existing stock in mailing single cop-
ies of a newspaper. In this format, a small quan-
tity of the stamp saw use in Hungary (to be pre-
cise, as these stamps were cancelled at the desti-
nation post offices, these stamps were on newspa-
pers sent to Hungary, but most probably these
were posted in Austria, according to the opinion
of the author the Hungarian post offices did not
receive any stock of this stamp). Very few unused
copies survived.



Figure 3. A luxury copy of a nicely centred rose-coloured
Mercury stamp with a wide margin and Pest cancellation.

MK: used copy 3,000,000, on newspaper wrapper 5,500,000

Black Book: used E10 (=50,000 points), on newspaper wrap-

per RI-R2 (=120,000 points)

3. THE 3 KR COLOUR ERROR OF THE 1867 Is-
SUE

Copies known: 6

The 1867 series was Hungary’s first stamp is-
sue. The circumstances around this issue are
known. The stamps were printed in Vienna and
were also used by the Austrian post; hence, they
are catalogued under the term “Austro-Hungarian
common issue.” Nevertheless, our current knowl-
edge dictates that these stamps with identical de-
signs are separate Hungarian and Austrian issues.

The stamps were printed in sheets of 100, for
each denomination using a separate printing base
upon which 100 dies were placed kept together
with a frame. An error occurred sometime in the
summer of 1867 during the printing of the 5 kr: a
block intended for the 3 kr value replaced one of
the 100 5 kr blocks in the plate. Thus, for every
sheet of 100, one 3 kr value was printed alongside
of the other 99 5 kr stamps. This became the 3 kr
stamp printed in red. The sheets from this print-

ing were shipped to Hungary. The error was dis-
covered relatively quickly, so the faulty sheets
were on sale for only 2 months, and since hardly
anybody looked at the denomination on the stamp,
countless seemingly uninteresting copies were
relegated to the wastebasket.

Currently, 6 copies of this error exist, 2 on
cover, 1 on a cutout, and 3 stamps. All three of
the individual stamps are slightly damaged. The
two letters are from identical mailings. Istvan
Gaal, a Hungarian collector, purchased the corre-
spondence of the Pfeiffer Company in the late
1930s and discovered these printing errors. He
then sold them to another Hungarian collector,
Lészl6 Pakozdy. In the late 1990s, one cover
from Pakozdy’s estate was sold in the Hungarofila
auction. Pakozdy had sold the second cover ear-
lier to Anton Jerger, an Austrian collector, whose
estate was auctioned off by the Swiss Corinphila
house in 2005.

There is a copy cancelled in Nagybecskerek in
the author’s collection that was purchased from
the Swiss stamp dealer Bach in 2000. Originally,
the stamp had attest stating that the stamp was
once in the collection of King Michael of Roma-
nia and that it found its way to America in the late
1940s. Unfortunately, the original attest had been
lost along the way.

Note: The Monograph mentions a copy with a
Kecskemét cancellation, but this is in error since
the October 2nd Nagybecskerek cancellation can
easily be misread for Kecskemét...



The 6 known copies:

Figure 4. September 8, 1867 letter from Kébanya to Vienna

This was auctioned off in Budapest in 1997 for 38 million
forints (DM320,000) + auction commission (it became Hun-
garian property and it’s stored in the Stamp Museum).

T P TR

Figure 5. August 25, 1867 letter from Kébanya to Vienna
This was auctioned in 2005 by Corinphila for the hammer
price of CHF500,000 (about 100 million forints including the
auction commission). It was purchased by an Italian. The
cover originated from the Jerger collection.

1994
CHF 67.000.-

Figure 6. Stamp cancelled
Nagybecskerek, October 1,
1867. From Ryan and
Wittenberg, presently in
Hungary.

Figure 8. Cutout with Detta
cancellation, October 4,
1867. From Rothschild and
Zgonc.

~ry

2000
CHF 48.000.-

Figure 7. Stamp cancelled
Nagybecskerek, October 2,
1867. From the author’s
collection.

2006
£ 105.000
Figure 9. Stamp cancelled
Brukenau, September 24,
1867. Sold in 2006 for
€105,000.

MK 2020 A3 error print, used 20,000,000, on cover,

100,000,000

Black Book III 3kr red, used or on cutout R2 (=150.000
points), on cover R3 (250,000 points)
Yvert 2005 1ca 3kr red, used €40,000, on cover €175,000
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4. Newspaper Tax Stamps of the Military
Border District 1868. - 1 Krajcar

Copies known: 15-20 (probably trial printings,
used copies are with fake cancellations or fake
precancellations).

At the time of the Compromise of 1867, the Mili-
tary Border District, a buffer strip between the
Monarchy and the Turkish Empire remained under
Austrian control along with Croatia and Slavonia.
On April 1, 1868, the postal administration of the
civilian area of Croatia-Slavonia became Hungar-
ian while the Military Border District came under
the jurisdiction of the joint Imperial and Royal
Ministry of Defence. A postal directorate was
established in Zimony (Semlin) in order to support
this. Eventually, all of the post offices in the entire
region came under Hungarian control on January 1,
1871. Previously, the Compromise of 1867 stipu-
lated that all of the revenue collected in the Mili-
tary Border District belonged to the Hungarian
State Treasury. (Note: the newspaper tax revenue
did not constitute postal income.)

In 1868, Hungary issued new newspaper tax
stamps for its own use; however, Austria did not
allow these to be used in the Military Border Dis-
trict unless they were overprinted with imperial
insignia. Since the corners of the design on the
Hungarian newspaper tax stamps were full of
ornaments, an overprint of the imperial eagle
would not have shown up well. Therefore, the
two designs were redrawn; the India ink sketch of
which survives (it was last exhibited during the
Mafitt Salon in 2004 held in the Stamp Museum.
The unique object can be seen on page 10 of the
Philatelic 2014/2 magazine).

Laszl6 Suranyi wrote an article in the Philatelica
84/2 issue analyzing this stamp. His conclusion
based on many logical arguments and facts was
that this stamp was never placed into circulation.
Most probably, it exists only in trial printing for-
mat. A number of the existing copies have been
obliterated with illegible cancellations or pen
markings — these are fake cancellations.

A few copies exist with so-called partial precan-
cellations (five are known, all from the same
source). According to Suranyi, these fakes were
prepared for the collection of Count Ferrari at the
time of World War I (at times, the newspaper tax
stamps were affixed to sheets of paper prior to
printing so the text of the newsprint appears on
the stamp; therefore, it is possible that such a
stamp could exist).

Despite all of this, the stamp is popular in col-
lecting circles and sells for high prices in auction.
Probably the nicest copy sold for the hammer
price of US$42,500 in a 2016 Siegel auction
which is a startling result.

Figure 10. One of the finest unused copies with original gum

MK 2018/11 13.000.000 Ft 9.000.000 Ft
Black Book E10 (= 40.000 points)

Scott Classic 9.500 USD 6.000 USD
Yvert 2005 25.000 EUR 18.000 EUR



Both Scott and Yvert consider this stamp to be
genuine because they mention that a 2 kr value
was not issued. So this proves it?

5. MILITARY BORDER DISTRICT NEWSPAPER
TAX STAMP 1868 — 2 KRAJCAR

Copies known: 3-5 (trial prints)

The details concerning the 1 kr value were listed
previously. From these we know that the 1 kr
value was never placed into circulation. The un-
used copies are either from trial printing or from a
printing that was never placed on sale, and the used
examples are forgeries. The situation concerning
the 2 kr value is simpler. The few existing copies
are most certainly trial printings on thicker, card-
board paper. The Stamp Museum purchased a
copy from Mirko Poppovits, whose accumulation
served as the basis for the Stamp Museum’s collec-
tion. There are two, maybe three other copies in
existence. The examples in the Homonnay and
Bergamini collections are identical in every aspect
to the copy in the Stamp Museum.

Figure 11 Example from the author’s collection
MK 2018/11 RRR

Black Book 6,000 points (an obvious undervalua-
tion, if'so, it’s because of its trial printing pedigree)
Not listed in Scott Classic and Yvert

6. LITHOGRAPHED FIRST ISSUE 2 KR
( “POCKMARKED JOE” )

Copies known: 34 (all used)

After the State Printing Office finally received
the presses suitable for printing stamps, the Hun-
garian Post happily ordered its first, printed in
Hungary postage stamps. Because the engraved
plates to be used on the appropriate press could
not be prepared in time for the designated dead-
line, lithograph technology was decided upon as
an interim solution to stamp production. This was
the origin of the Lithograph series that was issued
on the first of May 1867 (actually a few days
later).

A quote from the Monograph: “I¢ is known from
the history of the 1871 issue that the postal direc-
tors voided the first stamps and imprinted station-
ery items produced by the state printers in Janu-
ary 1871 because of their ugly appearance. The
postal cards and postal money orders were re-
leased for circulation out of necessity. With this
decision, the post ordered the destruction of
7,820,000 printed stamps and 360,000 finished
stamps. The finished stamps — gummed and per-
forated — consisted of the 2 and 5 krajcar denomi-
nations, from which a few sheets of the 2 krajcar
value escaped their fate. After two years, these
were used for franking.

Today it is impossible to find out neither to what
luck their survival can be attributed nor the cir-
cumstances in which they were placed into circu-
lation. It’s only possible to make assumptions
regarding this. It is possible that sample sheets
were kept at the postal directorate. When they



came to light later, they were placed into circula-
tion rather than destroying them.

1t is also possible that the sample sheets were
returned to the state printing office, a few sheets
of the 2 kr were left out of the material destined to
be destroyed and thus a small quantity remained.
Later, these sheets were included with the en-
graved stamps and were shipped out. This 2 kr
stamp printed lithographically was the first post-
age stamp produced in Hungary. It owes its ori-
gins and eventual survival to these unusual cir-
cumstances.

Basically, every stamp of the 1871 issue show-
ing the portrait of Francis Joseph is uniform;
however, the lines on the original engraved pic-
ture were reproduced imperfectly with extensive
distortion on the first 2 kr stamp. On the stamp,
the coloured lines of the picture are usually
thicker thus making the white areas smaller re-
sulting in changing the form of the original image.
This stamp resembles the imprinted indicium
found on early postal cards rather than on the
lithographed and engraved stamps that followed
later. The first sight of the pockmarked printing
shows its similarity with the 2 kr imprint on the
postal card. The resemblance of the two images
to each other shows characteristics that are miss-
ing from the lithographed and engraved copies.

The origins of these deviations and the resulting
unfavourable appearance of the first 2 kr stamp
can be attributed to the method of preparation of
the printing stone. The similarities between the
2kr stamp and the postal card imprint shows that
the printing stone of the first 2 kr and the printing
block of the postal card must have had the same

origins. This means that image of the first post-
age stamp was transferred from a typographic
printing block to the printing stone. This was the
basic reason for the objections to the stamp. It is
also possible that the preparation of the printing
stone was not adequate and it contributed to the
fact that the quality of the printed product did not
meet expectations.

The use of the first 2 kr stamps (which were
chrome-yellow as opposed to the colour of the
later ones) occurred when the engraved version of
this value was in use for a period of time. The
copies known to date were all used at the Buda-
pest main post office; and, judging from the dates
on the cancellations, their use was limited to a few
days. The assumptions based on these cancella-
tions are in accordance with the scarcity of the
stamp.

At this time, two types of cancellations are
known. The first, dated on the 30" or the 31%, is a
daytime cancellation missing the month and the
year. The dating on the second type of cancella-
tion is the evening of August 9, 1873, between 10-
11. Most likely, the daytime cancellation is also
from 1873, possibly from the months of July or
August.

Up until now, the first 2 kr stamp was used to
frank printed matter exclusively, and it is possible
that in this short period, the entire available stock
was used up at the main post office. This stamp
surviving on an entire mailing or cutout has a
value many times that of the normal 2 kr on a
similar cover. Multiples are completely unknown.
Similarly, unused copies are not known.”



Since this publication, cancellations with 10 dif-
ferent dates have become known. Two complete
pieces of printed matter mailings exist. One is in
the Stamp Museum; the other, in the Bergamini
collection. Pairs or strips of three could be as-
sembled; unfortunately, the individual pieces are
not in the same location.
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Figure 12. First issue 1871 2 kr used on printed matter
(Bergamini collection). 2 copies are known.

Figure 13. The same on a significantly enlarged single stamp

Used On cutout On printed matter

MK 1.800.000  60.000.000

Black Book  40.000 pts  60.000 pts R2 (=150.000 pts)
Yvert 9.000 EUR

Scott 3.500 USD

7. COLOURED NUMERAL KRAJCAR 1874. 3 KR
—9%:9% HARROW PERFORATION

Copies known: 7-10 (2 unused)

The coloured-numeral krajcar set was issued on
the first of October 1874 and, along with its black-
numeral cousin, remained in use for 26 years until
September 30, 1900. Of this span, 23 years exclu-
sively! Because of this, they are fairly common
stamps; but, naturally, rarities can be found
amongst them also. Thus, the scarcest variety is
the 3 kr with harrow perforations. These were
produced early in the life of this issue when the
perforations were switched over from the 9',:9',
gauge used for the engraved 1871 issue to the new
gauge of 13. For a short period, the old equip-
ment remained in use. According to the literature,
genuine copies exist only of the 3 kr value. All
existing copies of the 5 kr value and many copies
of the 3 kr value are forgeries. In theory, 13:9'/,
mixed perforations could exist because line perfo-
ration was utilized, but no such genuine stamp is
known.

According to the Black Book, unused copies do
not exist. The Magyar Bélyegek Katalogusa gives
a price, because there has been one item at the
Ryan-auction in the 1990's and there is another in
the Tapling-collection. The Stamp Museum pos-
sesses two used copies and there have been tow
other ones at the Ryan-auction, one with Vacz, the



other with “Holdmezdvasarhely” cancellation, the
latter on a money order form.
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Figure 14. The unused copy sold at the Ryan-auction

Unused Used On cutout __On cover
MK 1.500.000 500.000 800.000  3.000.000
Black Book E7 E8

(=10.000 pts) ( =20.000 pts)

5.000 EUR 1.800 EUR 7.500 EUR

3.000 USD 2.000 USD

The catalogue valuations are not realistic con-
sidering the extreme scarcity of the stamp.

Yvert
Scott

8.-10. COLOURED NUMERAL KRAJCAR SET
1874, FIRST PRINTINGS

Copies known: 5-10 for each denomination (all
unused)

In addition to the previously discussed perfora-
tion variety, the so-called first printing or other-
wise known as Type 0 examples of the 2, 3, and
10 kr denominations are rare.

The stamps, with the denomination having the
same colour as the stamp, were printed using the
intaglio method and copper-engraved plates in one
operation.  The printing plates, made using
Galvan plastic (electrotype) duplicating method,
gave weak impressions of the fine lines in the
stamp design. They wore out quickly and needed

continuous repairs. The first printings were so
poor that with the exception of the 5 kr value none
of the others were issued. (The 5 kr value was
used because the supply of 1871 5 kr engraved
was exhausted.) The stamps printed in this first
phase are called Type O or first printings. Their
distinguishing mark is the lack of contour lines
around the corner triangles.

The figure below illustrates this typical charac-
teristic that applies to all 4 corner triangles:
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Figure 15a. Surviving denominations of the first printing

2 kr 3 kr 10 kr
MK 300.000 280.000 250.000
Black Book 20.000 pts ~ 20.000 pts 20.000 pts

This variety is not listed in international catalogues.



According to the experts, the 2 kr value is harder to find on
the market than the other two denominates. Yet, there are 7
copies of this in the Stamp Museum, two of the 3 kr, and 4 of
the 10 kr. The Black Book shows a very high valuation
(R1=80,000 points) for used copies, but certified used copies
are not known.

Catalogue prices are unrealistic since the stamps

are extremely rare.

11. BLACK NUMERAL KRAJCAR 1888 — 8 KRAJ-
CAR WITHOUT THE NUMERAL OF VALUE

Copies known: 1 or 2.

Three versions of the black-numeral krajcar is-
sue that appeared in 1888 exist. In the beginning,
a few denominations were issued printed using the
so-called stereotype method. These are scarcer.
Next, all 12 values were printed using the so-
called electrotype method. Occasionally, the
standard 12:11% perforations for this issue were
supplemented with 11% perforations used on an
auxiliary basis. These are also scarce. For several
denominations such as the 10 and 20 kr values
they are so scarce that they could fit into a listing
demonstrating the scarcest Hungarian stamps.

I’d like to note that the black-numeral krajcar
stamps also come with two distinct watermarks
(the 1898 and the 1899 versions) as well as
11%auxiliary perforations. These are exception-
ally scarce denominations almost all of which are
hard to find. The catalogues do not reflect their
relative scarcity. The 24 kr value with the 1899
watermark is scarce even with the standard perfo-
rations. With the auxiliary perforations, it hardly
exists.

But the truly rare variety from the black-
numeral krajcér series is the 8 kr value, electro-
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type printing from 1888 with the traditional perfo-
rations missing the numeral of value. This may be
the scarcest Hungarian error print. Two sheets
may have been stuck together during the printing
of the denomination, so the bottom sheet did not
receive the printing. This means that 100 such
stamps may have been made, but today we know
only one example. Folklore has it that there may
be another one...

Figure 16. An example from the author’s collection

This error print has not been listed in the cata-
logues.

12. 1900 FIRST TURUL ISSUE — 3 KORONA
11'/, PERFORATIONS

Copies known: 3 (all used)

The series of stamps issued on January 1, 1900
depicting the turul bird resulted of from the
korona-fillér currency reform. This series ruled
the Hungarian stamp scene for 14 years. Over the
years, 5 series that varied from each other because
of the watermarks, from III to VII, were issued.
In the case of the first, 1900 issue, the then current



perforation, similar to the krajcar stamp, was
12:11%. Occasionally, a supplemental 11% gauge
perforating bar was used. (In the case of the 1904
issue, this was utilized only on the 2 Korona
value, the 11%perforation of which on an unused
copy is a serious rarity.) Obviously, this case with
every denomination makes the stamp scarcer than
one with the basic perforation. The Magyar Bé-
lyegek Katalogusa does not list prices for unused
copies. With one exception, the Black Book and
the foreign catalogues do price unused stamps.
The exception is the 3 Korona denomination.
This was not a successful choice for a denomina-
tion because practically there was no need for it.
It was not included in the later series. Thus, the
denomination was removed from service on
March 31, 1901 and was relegated for use inter-
nally on parcel slips and telegrams according to
the catalogue. Based on these facts, it appears
that a total of 1-2 sheets could have been pro-
duced with 11'%perforation. These sheets were
then used in Trencsén. (Obviously, the whole
sheet or sheets were used up, so unused copies do
not exist.)

In 1971, the Monograph wrote the following
about the stamp: “Used stamps with 11%: perfora-
tion are scarce; most denominations of unused
stamps are even scarcer. For example, only two
examples of the 3 korona are known, both with
Trencsén cancellation (from the collections of
Schiffling and Szepes). ”

Well now, in the 50 years since then, only one
additional copy surfaced making it three alto-
gether:

Figure 18. Trencsén, September
27, 1901

Kohler auction, June 2020

Figure 17. Trencsén?
Darabanth auction
June 2011

Figure 19. Trencsén, October 1901
Example from the author’s collection

Unused Used

MK 1.500.000 Ft 820.000

The Black Book questions its authenticity, does not give a
valuation

Yvert 2005 -
Scott 2010 3.000 USD

3.000 EUR
1.500 USD
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13. GREEN POSTAGE DUE 1905 - 20 FILLER
INVERTED DENOMINATION

Copies known: 6

The first Hungarian postage due series, the so-
called green postage due set, was issued in 1903;
and like the turul series, it was followed by 4
other series, each time with new watermarks from
IIT to VII. The first and second postage due series
was produced with two types of perforations. The
fifth series is listed in the catalogues with two
types of watermarks: VII (vertical) and Vlla
(horizontal). These postage due stamps were
valid for use until December 31, 1927.

The 20 fillér value from the second green post-
age due set issued in 1905 exists with an inverted
denomination. The Monograph references the
December 1927 edition of the Donaupost newspa-
per. This is the translation of the pertinent text
from the article:

“Three copies of the 20 filler postage due stamps
are known with the denomination printed inverted;
and as the discoverer of one copy, who lives in
Varasd, reported at the time that only one stamp in
the sheet had an inverted numeral. A second copy
is in the possession of a collector from Prague. It
was cancelled in Varasd on June 15, 1907. A third
used copy, similar to the first, was bought for 2100
francs in the auction of the Ferrari collection. The
question was finally resolved when a complete
sheet surfaced from abroad in the 1930s (Tivadar
Schatz collection). The position of the error print
based on this sheet is 1110, but it is unclear at this
time if it occurred on sheet A or B.”

The 20 fillér postage due stamp was printed in 2
x 100 sheets in two operations. The error oc-
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curred when one block for the numeral was placed
upside down into the printing plate (the frame of
the stamps was printed in the first operation, so
these half-printed sheets went into the press to
receive the denomination number).

The Monograph, as stated before, mentions the
existence of 3 unused and one used copy. There
is also an example on a cover (!) with Varasd,
July 1, 1907 cancellation from the Bergamini
collection as well as a sixth copy from the au-
thor’s collection. Two are shown below:

Figure 20. 1905 inverted 20 fillér green postage due on a
cover sent from Olmiitz to Varasd, July 1, 1907.

Figure 21. 1905 inverted numeral 20 fillér green postage due
with July 28 Draganic u Petakih cancellation

Mafitt



Unused Used

MK 2.000.000 2.000.000
Black Book R1 (=80.000 pts) RI (=80.000 pts)
Yvert 2005 4.000 EUR 3.000 EUR
Scott 2010 9.000 USD 9.000 USD

Draganic is a small town in today’s Croatia be-
tween Zagreb and Karlovac. Its name for a while
was Draganic u Petakih, Petakih being a district of
the town.

14. TURUL 1906 — 10 FILLER WITH “AUT.”
PERFIN

Known copies: 30-40 (one of these is unused)

The Hungarian Post, on May 1st 1906 (regula-
tion 13.041/906 promulgated in the 1906 no. 17
edition of the PTRT) put in place two “automatic
machines,” one each at the Budapest 4 and Buda-
pest 6 post offices, for the purpose of posting reg-
istered letters. First, the machine printed a regis-
try label on the letter. Then, a postal employee
affixed a 10 fillér stamp that was perforated
“AUT.” on the mailing. These stamps with the
“AUT.” perfin were not sold to the general public
and could not be used for any other purpose.
Therefore, these stamps were considered to be
internal registry stamps. The automatic machine
then provided a receipt for the deposited letter.

The machines that operated with a 10-fillér coin
were removed at the beginning of July 1907 be-
cause they required complicated operation and
were prone to failure. With the shutting down of
the experiment, the function of the “AUT.”
stamps ceased since they could not be used for
anything else. The left over stock was probably
destroyed. In the past 40 years, only one unused
stamp appeared within the sight of collectors:

Mafitt

Figure 22.

Figure 23.

Six or seven copies are known on cover mostly
on local letters addressed to Budapest but two
were sent domestically to Bia. An interesting
additional aspect of one of these is that the perfin
is upside down making this letter probably the
most interesting item of all of the “AUT.” covers
(it can be found in the Kostyal collection).

Unused Used _ On piece _ On cover
MK 950.000 200.000  400.000  2.500.000
Black Book EE 400 pts  1.500 pts 4.500 pts

The Yvert and Scott catalogues do not list this.

Philatelica 20/2 13



15. GREEN POSTAGE DUE 1908 — 20 FILLER
INVERTED DENOMINATION

Copies known: 4

The third green postage due series also has an
inverted numeral printing error similar to the one
from the second series. Presumably, the upside
down printing block was not discovered, and the
printing continued with the third series resulting
in an inverted denomination in one position. The
Monograph describes it so: “Inverted denomina-
tion. Similarly to the 1907 series, this occurred
on the 20 fillér value that resulted from the previ-
ously discussed printing of the postage due
stamps. Based on used copies, these were used in
Szeged. Naturally, the sheet position is the same
as in the 1907 series — 11.10.

Rédey does not mention these, but Payer, who
was not aware of the 1907 inverts, knew about
two copies: one was unused originally from the
auctioned-off Ferrari collection, the other was
used - (cancelled Szeged 1, November 1909, with
the day of the month hardly visible, but most likely
from the end of the month) — from the collection of
Mirko Poppovits. The third example, cancelled
Szeged 1, December 9, 1909, was found by Moric
Székely, a collector from Szeged, in 1928.”

It is unclear why the Monograph refers to 1907
when the second series was issued in 1905 even
though the printing of some of the stamps oc-
curred later. In any event, there exists still an-
other copy not mentioned in the Monograph:
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Figure 24. 1908 green postage due with inverted denomina-
tion cancelled Zengg, May 27, 1910

MK 2.000.000 2.000.000
Black Book R1 (=80.000 pts) R1 (=80.000 pts)
Yvert 2005 - 3.000 EUR
Scott 2010 9.000 USD 9.000 USD

16. “RED-NUMERAL POSTAGE DUE” 1915-
1920 — 120 FILLER AND 200 FILLER IN A
VERTICAL PAIR

Copies known: 2 or 3

This was followed by the red numeral postage
due series issued in 1915. Five new values were
added in 1920. One of the most interesting Hun-
garian varieties is associated with this series; that
is, two differently denominated stamps a pair
(such a variety occurred in a few other error
prints, for example, the 1913 35/50 fillér or the
600/800 korona Harvester, but both stamps in this
joined pair of postage due stamps is a normal
stamp and not an error print). The Monograph
describes it this way:

“Special printing. A block of four with a margin
on the left side surfaced on the philatelic market
in 1928 on which the denomination on the upper




two stamps was 120 filléer while the lower two
were denominated 200 filler. The investigation
regarding this conducted by the State Printing
Office concluded that the pairs were glued to-
gether.  The opinion of the federation’s expert
committee and the Technical University’s special
examiners was the block was a genuine, intact,
phase printing partial sheet (imperforate with
printed stamp design) that received the genuine
value imprint of the state printers. This was then
perforated but the gum and the marginal tallying
numbers were missing.”

In other words, according to the experts, the
block of four was created under normal circum-
stances at the State Printing Office. (On the other
hand, this series also has stamps with inverted
denomination. The 15 and 50 fillér values exist in
this condition, but they are not scarce.)

Mafitt

Figure 25. Example from the author’s collection — good
probability that it is one of the two pairs from the block of
four, but it is also possible that it is a third example.

MK 800.000

17. “MAGYAR POSTA” POSTAGE DUE 1920 -
2 FILLER WITH INVERTED DENOMINATION

Copies known: maximum 17

In 1919, the “Koztarsasag” overprinted postage
due stamps were issued. Up until now, every issue
was inscribed “Magyar Kir. Posta.” Since the last
Hungarian king, Habsburg Kaéroly abdicated in
1918, the new postage due stamps issued in 1920

Philatelica 20/2 15



were different than the previous issues. Their in-
scription was “Magyar Posta.”

Just like the 20 fillér stamp from the 1905 and
the 1908 green postage due series, this series also
has a value with inverted denomination, this time
the 2 filler value. This also differs from the other
two series because only unused examples are
known. The Monograph wrote this about it:
“The 2 filler is known with an inverted denomina-
tion. It was discovered in Vienna from a packet of
150 stamps. Seventeen pieces turned up in the
packet of 150 stamps. The error resulted from the
stamps being printed in two operations. As a
result, a printer’s sheet of 2x100 must have been
produced. We had not seen it on a mailing.”

The obvious question is how many of the 17 ex-
amples survived after nearly 100 years had
passed. It’s a good chance that a large percentage
of them survived since they were known to be
great rarities when they were discovered.

Figure 26. Example from the author’s collection

Unused Hinged
MK 1.000.000 700.000
Black Book E6 (= 6.000 pts)
Yvert 1.200 EUR
Scott 3.000 USD 2.000 USD
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18. THE “INVERTED” MADONNA

Copies known: about 20 unused and 20 used

The Crowned Madonna series of 10 stamps was
issued during the period of the korona inflation
between 1921 and 1925. The stamps were printed
in two operations: first, the frame of the stamp;
second, the centre design. One sheet of the 5000
korona value that was issued in December of 1923
was placed upside down into the press for the
second printing operation resulting in an inverted
(and slightly off centre) central design.

Its existence was discovered in January 1925 at
the Budapest Workers’ Insurance Institute (cur-
rently the ONYF located on Fiume Street). The
stamps were sold at a nearby tobacco shop. When
the error was recalled, 80 stamps had already been
sold. A smaller quantity of these were used at the
Budapest 72 (Keleti main post office), while the
larger quantity originated from the Budapest 85
post office (44 Orczy Street).
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Figures 27-28. Unused stamp and pair

Unused Hinged Used  On cutout
MK: 405.  6.000.000 4.500.000  4.000.000  5.000.000
Black Book: 40.000 pts  40.000 pts

Scott 17.500 USD 15.000 USD 8.000 USD
Yvert 12.000 EUR 10.000 EUR

This is frequently seen in auction and sells for a
price of about 10,000 dollars.

19. THE “NAGYMANYA” 70 FILLER (WITHOUT
THE “HAZATERES 1938” OVERPRINT)

Copies known: 32 unused (25 in the Stamp Mu-
seum), 17 used (1 in the Stamp Museum)

A set of two stamps were issued on the eve of
World War II to commemorate the return of the
first returned territory that was detached by Tri-

anon. The 20 fillér and 70 fillér stamps from the
1938 Saint Stephen set were modified by reprint-
ing in different colours. The 20 fillér stamp re-
ceived a black and the 70 fillér stamp a red over-
print of the text “Hazatérés 1938.” Theoretically,
these stamps could not have existed without the
overprint. Nevertheless, the printers missed the
overprint from one sheet of the 70 fillér stamp.
The sheet was delivered to the post office of the
village of Nagymanya in Upper Hungary. There,
62 copies were sold before the post office discov-
ered the error and recalled the stamps. From the
remaining irregular stamps, the Stamp Museum
received a block of 24 and one single stamp. The
other stamps that went into circulation were used
between April 26™ and May 20", 1939.

Figure 29. Hazatérés1938 70f “Nagymdnya”
without the overprint

error print

Unused Hinged Used On cover
MK: 625.Tny.  4.500.000 3.000.000  7.500.000
Black Book: 30.000 28.000 40.000 70.000
Yvert 2005 9.000 EUR 10.000 EUR

Half of the used copies, including two covers,
can be found in the collection of the late Ferenc
Kostyadl. He wrote a detailed article about this
error in the Philatelica 13/1 issue.
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20. RAILROAD ANNIVERSARY 1945 — 40,000
ADOPENGO MISSING NUMERAL OF VALUE

Copies known: 100

Let the error print from 1946 Railroad anniver-
sary set be the modern candidate in the list of
Hungarian rarities. Hungary’s first railway line
was between Budapest and Vac. The first train
puffed its way on this, Europe’s 11™ line, on July
15, 1846. Among its passengers were Palatine
Jozsef and his family. The post issued a set of 4
stamps to commemorate this momentous anniver-
sary. Since the country was at the apex of the
hyperinflation, the stamps were denominated in
adopengo (tax pengd). The conversion rate of one
adopengd was worth about 1 sextillion (one fol-
lowed by 21 zeros) regular pengo.

During the printing of the highest denomination,
the 40,000 adopeng6 stamp, (that occurred in two
operations: first, the image of the stamp, then the
denomination) one sheet stuck to the bottom of
another and did not receive the denomination.
This error was not discovered either during the
gumming or during the perforating. The sheet
without the denomination was distributed by the
Federation to the stamp collectors’ group of Ath-
letic Club of Terézvaros. It continued to escape
discovery even after a large quantity was distrib-
uted amongst the members. Today it is one of the
most sought-after Hungarian printing errors (per-
haps the 1959 Moon Rocket printing error is in
the same category).
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Figure 30. Marginal copy from a Darabanth auction
MK: 800.000  Black Book: 7.500 pts

+1. THE BALATON STAMPS — THE FIRST HUN-
GARIAN PRIVATE POSTAGE STAMPS

Copies known: 8 green, 7 blue, 2 red

In some instances, private individuals as-
sumed the delivery of letters to the nearest post
office from settlements where the Hungarian Post
did not establish a post office. Special permission
for this activity needed to be given by the Hungar-
ian Royal Post because of its monopoly on mail
delivery. As a result of this, we consider private
posts to be official. These private individuals
collected a fee for their activity. Occasionally,
they issued their own stamps in order to facilitate
accounting, similarly to the state post office. We
call these stamps private postage stamps. The
best known Hungarian private postage stamps are
the ones used in Hohe Rinne (the resort located on
High Mountain in Transylvania) between 1896
and 1918. These, however, were preceded both in
time and rarity by the so-called Balaton stamps.

These stamps were printed in 1875 in a quantity
of 500 by the Zala-Somogy Steamship Company
that operated a ship on the Balaton between
Révfiilop and Boglar. The stamps were in use for



only three months during the second half of the
season in 1875. The ship providing the service
was named Balaton; hence, the stamps got their
name not from the lake but from the ship. The
company operating the ship went bankrupt in the
following year (perhaps they did not print enough
stamps...), and the ship was transferred for ser-
vice on the Danube.

Research indicates that the three stamps printed
in different colours all had the same, 5 krajcar face
value. Unused copies did not survive. We heard of
one unused copy that survived. Fifty percent of all
of the stamps in private hands are in the Czirok
collection; the others are scattered about, mostly in
the large ship-mail collections all over the world.

The source of this information is an article by
Dr. Ferenc Nagy published in the Philatelica 79/1.

Mafitt Philatelica 20/2
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Figure 30. Marginal copy from a Darabanth auction

Black Book: green E10 (= 40.000 pts)
blue RI (= 70.000 pts)
red R2 (= 150.000 pts)
The Magyar Bélyegek Katalogusa does not
price these stamps but notes that they are world
class rarities.
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I would like to express my thanks to Attila Bandi,
Dénes Czirok and Karoly Sziics for the valuable help
provided for the birth of this article.



HUNGARIAN REVENUE STAMP RARITIES

KAROLY SZUCS (BUDAPEST)

One of our revenue stamps has a good reason to
be listed among the greatest philatelic rarities.
This was discussed in the previous article. In the
catalogues, it is listed together with the postage
stamps because it was cancelled on arrival of the
newspapers. The Philatelica’s current issue would
not be complete for me without discussing our
similarly rare revenue stamps that have been in-
cluded in the “Revenues” exhibition class in in-
ternational FIP exhibitions since the 90s courtesy
of the efforts by Gary S. Ryan, who was of Hun-
garian descent.

I would like to emphasize that the demand and
the market value in exclusive international auctions
for the greatest treasures of fiscal philately usually
cannot be compared to that of the star pieces of the
postage stamps shown on the preceding pages. In
every era, interest in this collecting speciality was
limited to a few, well-heeled collectors, who were
familiar with larger collections and knew where
these curiosities could be found. This made it pos-
sible for the few surviving examples to find new
owners directly outside of auctions.

Examples of these, with the exception of the
Military Border District issues, seldom or never
appear in auctions. We should not disregard the
fact that 30 years ago, revenue stamps could not
be exhibited. It is understandable, that it is natural
for interest to increase only slowly in this long-
neglected speciality. Compared to the prices real-
ized for similarly scarce postage stamps, the
hammer prices for revenue rarities, as a rule, are
still an order of magnitude less today.

Because only three decades have elapsed since
fiscal stamps made their appearance in FIP exhibi-
tions, we don’t have the well-entrenched informa-
tion about them as we do about postage stamps.
These have been researched by many more collec-
tors for a much longer period of time. This article
is to fill the gap with examples that I have encoun-
tered in my more than a half century of collecting
experience. I am using this information to base
my estimate of the quantities. The contents of a
number of large collections has come to light in
the past decades as a result of the definite in-
creased collecting and research activity on the
international level. This is probably our best
fountain of knowledge available to us presently.

The catalogues that list the revenue stamps from
the era of the Austrian Fiscal Administration —
abbreviated as AFA as APH is customary in post-
age philately — preceding the appearance of the
independent Hungarian revenue stamps in 1868
show a goodly number of classical rarities. A
couple of such example from 1854 are the in-
verted 2 Gulden and the 16 Gulden with trans-
posed base printing. Also included are three de-
nominations from the 1858 series with inverted
centres, the 8 Gulden on blue paper from 1859,
the 1 kreuzer from 1863 with provisional perfora-
tions as well as several advertising and almanac
stamps from different years. 1 have definite
knowledge of only two that had Hungarian usage.
Since our knowledge in this area can never be all
inclusive, I would be grateful if readers of this
article would share information about other Hun-
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garian usages of the aforementioned AFA stamps
and point it out to me.

1. 10 KRAJCAR DOCUMENTARY REVENUE STAMP
FROM 1858 WITH INVEERTED DENOMINATION

Only one example is known with Hungarian usage:

/}
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Figure 1. Picture from a Hungarian auction catalogue from
around the turn of the millennium. According to a written state-
ment from the auctioneer, the lot sold for one million forints.

Catalogue valuations: Kaptay: RR; Fl: 10,000 points; PF:
RRR; MK: EE (the abbreviations are explained in the list of
the referenced literature).

2. ENGRAVED-NUMERAL TWO KRAJCAR
ADVERTISING STAMP FROM 1859

The history of the stamp is tied to the printer’s
workload being pressed for time due to the slow-
ness of the bureaucracy during the monetary re-
form of 1858. Only a few weeks remained for the
task completion following the finalization of the
decree. New denominations were required be-
cause of the monetary reform of November 1,
1858, so the images of the stamps were provision-
ally altered by excising the numerals and printing
new values typographically in a second operation.
The image of the alteration diverges slightly from
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that printed using engraving. This is most notice-
able on the base of the numeral 2.

2k, 2k

Ankiindigungs- £ g
Stempel. Stempel.

Figure 2. Typographic and engraved printings

The printers dealt with the overload phase of
this work incrementally. During the following
year, they engraved the numerals one at a time
into each position of the master plates denomina-
tion by denomination.

Inasmuch as the 2 krajcar advertising stamp was
practically never used, the supply of typographed
printing lasted a long time. There was virtually
little need to use the printing plate with the en-
graved numeral. After the initial testing of the
plate, it was occasionally put into use during the
remaining few years of the AFA era whenever the
supply needed to be replenished.
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Figure 3. Engraved numeral 2 krajcar advertising stamp on a
Hungarian receipt from 1863, the author’s specimen (detail)

Kaptay: R; Fl: 5,000 points; PF: R; MK: 280,000 Ft

Copies of these stamps soaked off paper may
exist. It could be possible to confirm the Hungar-
ian usage of these based on the handwritten oblit-
eration. Unfortunately, we have not encountered
such examples.
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3. SCARCE VALUES FROM THE MILITARY BOR-
DER DISTRICT 1868 SERIES

The Military Border District was under the fiscal
control of the joint Ministry of Defence. The spe-
cial revenue stamps used there until March 31,
1873 represent a transition from the AFA to the
independent Hungarian issues. Here, versions of
Hungarian stamps overprinted with the imperial
eagle in gold colour were used to collect the reve-
nue that benefitted the Hungarian state treasury.
The 6, 7, 12, and 15 forint values stand out from
the 28 denomination set since barely a dozen ex-
amples survive from each variety.

.,\J-
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Figure 4-7. The scarcest stamps from the Military Border
District revenue series from the author’s collection

Kaptay: RR, FI 2,000-8,000 points

PF: R-RR, MK: 325,000-RR (the 6 forint stamp is underval-
ued by two catalogues)

4. THE 1868 PURCHASE TAX REVENUE STAMPS
OF THE MILITARY BORDER DISTRICT

Every denomination of the revenue stamps, col-
lectively called “purchase duty stamps” (that were
in reality a tax) required to be used on advertise-
ments, almanacs, and newspapers, issued for the
Military Border District is a rarity. Only three
copies of the one krajcar and one each of the two
and six krajcar stamp are known to exist.

i

Figures 8-10. 1, 2, and 6 krajcar values of purchase duty stamps

Kaptay: RR, Floderer: 5,000 points, PF: €650-R, MK: Ikr
50,000, the others 200,000 Ft (the MK valuations are too low)

As can be seen from the illustration the white
margins of the one krajcar stamp are unusual and
much wider than those on the other two because
the spacing on the master plate was wrong. It was
not aligned with the 21x28 mm size of the regular
revenue stamps but rather with the few millime-
tres larger underprinting of the documentary reve-
nue stamps.

The often-mentioned Military Border District
newspaper tax stamp belongs in this group. It is
discussed in detail in the preceding article. To
complement this, I have the opportunity to show
eight stamps from auctions, identifying and
matching them by using the smaller-large irregu-
larities in the cuttings. Furthermore, I’'m showing
five copies of “ferraritas” with faked precancella-
tions - probably made to satisfy Count Ferrary’s,
who was considered a very good customer, high
expectations for authenticity by the Viennese
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stamp dealer Friedl — and also one copy with an
imitation cancellation.'

-‘ H\\

Missing cross on
the crown from
a forgery (detail
from a certified
stamp)

i

124

Figures 11-24. Colour-corrected images from various auc-
tion catalogues; black and white images of copies with fake
precancellations. Example 11 is from the author’s collection.
Floderer: EE; PF: approx. €40/30,000, MK: 13/9 million Ft

! Five additional examples to the ones shown in the number
2016/3 edition of the OKMANYBEYEG newspaper.
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Figure 25. Detail from a stamp featured in a 2011 auction.
The stamp design significantly deviates from the original in
several places: e.g., the cross connecting the two frame lines
is missing, the letter R is narrower, the frame line is doubly
wide, etc.

5. INVERTED % AND 1 KRAJCAR FROM 1868

Two values from our first revenue series issued
in 1868 and printed in Vienna occur with inverted
centres. The half-krajcar stamp that was printed
in great haste using three different paper stocks
can be found with inverted centre on two different
papers. Besides the two shown here, only one
other copy is known. We are aware of the one
krajcar only from the catalogues, for sure.

Y
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Figures 26. Inverted centre half-krajcar stamps on yellowish
and white paper from the author’s collection (the sizes of the
stamps are different due to line perforations)

% kr: Kaptay: R, Floderer: 2,000 points, PF: R, MK: 600,000 Ft

1 kr: Kaptay: RR. Floderer: 3,000 points, PF: R, MK: 800,000 Ft

Mafitt



6. INVERTED 3, 5, AND 10 KRAJCAR 1870

The State Printing Office, on October 1, 1870,
prepared to continue the printing of the revenue
stamps with green underprinting using the original
printing plates that were made initially for Hun-
garian stamp orders. From this printing, three
values turned up with inverted centres.

Because of their great scarcity, I am able to
show only one denomination, three examples, one
of which has rough perforations. We know of one
copy of the 5 krajcar value; and, for now, we are
aware of the 3 krajcar only from the catalogues.

Figure 27. (Reduced image) The known copies of the 1870 10
krajcar value with inverted centre printed on unwatermarked
pelure paper. The first one is an item from the author’s
collection.

Any denomination (3, 5, and 10 kr): Kaptay: RR, Floderer: 2-
3,000 points, PF: R-RR, MK: 800,000 Ft

7. THE ADVERTISING AND ALMANAC STAMPS
FROM THE FORINT-KRAJCAR PERIOD 1873-
1891

The colour of the supplementary duty stamps
that complemented the regular revenue stamps
series in the forint-krajcéar era until the end of the
century changed often. The colour changes did
not necessarily coincide with the use of the differ-
ent paper types to print the stamps or the water-
mark modifications. Consequently, this resulted

in watermark varieties. While today more exam-
ples exist for a few colours; only a few are known
in the case of the newspaper tax stamps made for
the Military Border District.

Our knowledge about their existence is based on
the catalogues that serve as reliable sources. Be-
cause of this, the illustrations below do not show
desirable copies from my collection but show
stamps with correct colours and the possible wa-
termark varieties.

133,

Figure 28. Picture of the rose-coloured 2 krajcar advertising
stamp and the 1873 double-lines rhombus sheet watermark
greatly reduced

Kaptay: RR, FI: 5,000 points, PF: RRR, MK: EE

Possible copies: 3

Figures 29-30. The brown 1 and 2 krajcar values from the
1880 series can occur on the rhombus watermarked paper as
shown previously

1 kr Kaptay: RR, PF: RR, MK: 48,000 Ft

2 kr Kaptay: RR, PF: RR, MK: 60,000 Ft

Possible copies: 5 each

25



Figures 31-32. Last issue of the advertising stamps with
watermark I1I.

1 kr Kaptay: RR, Fl: 5,000 points, PF: R, MK: 45,000 Ft

2 kr Kaptay: RR, Fl: 5,000 points, PF: R, MK: 60,000 Ft
Possible copies: 10 each

Figure 33. According to Kaptay, the almanac stamp from
1891 exists with inverted centre (generated image)

Kaptay: RR, MK: 100,000 Ft

Possible copies: 3

8. THE 15 FORINT VALUE WITH RHOMBUS
WATERMARK

The supply of the 15 forint revenue stamps
printed in Vienna in 1868 with perforation gauge
12 lasted for many years. Printing of this stamp in
Hungary occurred only once, possibly between
1873-76. It was printed on the rhombus water-
marked paper used for the forint value and was
perforated 13. I estimate that the copies remain-
ing number only 8. One of these can be seen here
on a complete document.
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Figure 34. Detail of the document with the scarcest 15 forint
revenue stamp from the author’s collection.

Kaptay: 50, Fl: 4,000 points, PF: R, MK: 180,000 Ft

9. THE ¥2 KRAJCAR WITH HUNGARIAN WA-
TERMARK 1876

The order placed for the half-krajcar revenue
stamp when it was first issued in 1868 was too
large. As a result, a large quantity was still
around when it was invalidated at the time the
colour was changed to brown in 1880. Many
sheets, no longer usable, remained. A small part
of these escaped destruction as confirmed by the
existence of strips of 9.

At the time that ten presentation albums were
prepared for the 1878 Paris World’s Fair — possi-
bly to try out the plate that has not been used in a
long time — the green half-krajcar was reprinted
on cheaper stamp paper rather than using carton
paper. Given its extreme scarcity, probably only
one sheet was printed. Since the paper and print-
ing needed to be strictly accounted for, the
gummed sheet was sent to the securities stores and
mixed in with the stock of the other, 1868 issue
half-krajcar stamps. Based on the invalidations



found on known copies, the sheet was later used
in the Sopron environs.

In his 1966 edition of the catalogue, Kaptay
mentions five examples. Unfortunately, the stock
of classical revenue stamps is ever diminishing.
Most of the estates end up in uninitiated hands
where they languish for decades because the heirs
don’t know what to do with them. The eventual
fate of these collections is annihilation because
instead of releasing them into auctions, they are
stored under inadequate conditions. They are
ruined after being exposed to poor ventilation; or,
when changing residence, it’s possible that they
are thrown out with other junk.

It is easy to imagine that this could have been
the fate of two of the five stamps mentioned by
Kaptay since we know of only three remaining
copies located in well-known collections.

Figure 35. The % krajcar stamp with the 1873 watermark
from the author’s collection

Kaptay: RR, FI: 10,000 points, PF: RRR, MK: R

10. THE BROWN 50 KRAJCAR WITH INCOR-
RECT WATERMARK 1880

The green colour of the leaf veins on the reve-
nue stamps was changed to brown in 1880 be-
cause of counterfeiting discovered in the late
1870s. The measure proved ineffective because
the old plates were reused and the counterfeiters

easily changed the colour. The easiest way to
detect the counterfeits is by the lack of a water-
mark. In case a stamp is on a document and can-
not be removed, counterfeits can be detected by
the colour, the perforation, and the differences in
the design. Still, counterfeits are scarce on docu-
ments. However, there is a truly scarce water-
mark variety associated with this stamp.

At the start of the printing of the brown stamps,
there was on hand a large quantity of the 1873
rhombus watermarked paper available along with
the KRAJCZAR watermarked variety that was
introduced in 1873. Because of an obvious eco-
nomic advantage, the remaining paper stock was
not destroyed but was used up during the early
printing of the brown stamps — with official per-
mission (Figure 36). The paper supply must have
been exhausted as the printing of the 50 krajcar
stamp started; and thus, a rare variety came to be.

In my estimation, no more than 7 copies survive.
999 A JAAFAR
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Figure 36. An 1880 50 krajcar stamp (unfortunately, not a rare
variety but only an illustration) and the rhombus watermark.

Kaptay: RR, Fl: 4,000 points, PF €300, MK: 80,000 Ft

11. THE 24 KORONA VALUE WITH V1. WATER-
MARK 1909

The 24 korona value corresponded to the scarc-
est value from the forint-krajcar era, the 12 forint
revenue stamp. During the last seven-year period
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of use of this series, three different watermarks
were used. This stamp, however, exists with only
one watermark, and only 6 copies survive.

Figure 37. The scarcest watermark of the 24 K value (the
picture is simply an illustration)

According to Kaptay’s manuscript the original valuation was
20 Ft, FI: 10,000 points, PF: RRR, MK: 400,000 Ft

12. THE LAST ISSUE OF THE SECURITIES SALES
TAX STAMP 1947

From 1900 to the end of 1948, a tax on the sales
of securities was collected replacing the previous
sales stamp duty.

In the atmosphere of political
threats and forced nationaliza-
tion, the 20 forint value, issued
one-and one-half year earlier,
saw very limited use before the
tax category was abolished. At
the most, 10 copies have sur-
vived.

Figure 38. For sake of completeness, a perforated colour
trial print, still missing the blue 20 Ft denomination. The
author’s copy.

Kaptay: 30 Ft, Fl: 1.000 points, PF: R, MK: R
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13. LUXURY SALES TAX 1949

This last issue with the Rakosi
coat-of-arms following the Kos-
suth-crest series; scarce because
the tax category was abolished.

Figure 39. Used copy
Kaptay: 30f Fl: R, PF: R, MK: **RR, *R
Known copies: 2, possible: 10 altogether

14. THE 50 FILLER WITH KOSSUTH CREST
1957

The displays of the Rékosi coat-of-arms repre-
sented the oppression. It became one of the targets
of the 1956 uprising against Soviet occupation.
During the fighting, the symbol was even excised
from the Hungarian flag. The Kossuth-crest be-
came the country’s coat-of-arms symbolizing
national independence. The production got under
way of a 50 fillér stamp carmine stamp with blue
underprinting incorporating this crest. Following
the consolidation of control, a new coat-of-arms
was introduced. Consequently, the entire printed
quantity was destroyed.

A few copies were
“rescued” by the printers
and these found their way
to collectors in the subse-
quent decades. Incorrect
storage caused a majority
of them to acquire rust
stains.  Pristine copies
suitable for exhibiting are
fairly hard to find.
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Figure  40.  Unissued
stamp with Kossuth-crest
(author’s collection)
Kaptay: R, Floderer: 1,500 points, PF: RR (with stains R),
MK: 80,000 Ft



REVENUE STAMPS WITH LOCAL VALIDITY

In separating the seemingly greatest rarities
from the others, the boundaries of the selection
are, naturally, self-imposed. [ omitted several
stamp issues of state institutions that are consid-
ered modern because not enough time had passed
since their inclusion in the catalogues for the pos-
sibility that other, latent stocks would turn up
before the collectors’ eyes.

Of the more than eighty issues of various scar-
city, I chose only the ones that exist in numbers
similar to those of the one-krajcar blue newspaper
tax stamp from the Military Border District. Also,
I sought to make this selection supportable from
the perspective of catalogue pricing as well as
from collecting experience despite the fact that
oftentimes the pricing is significantly lower.

It’s important to note that given the limited re-
gional validity, the stamps of the Military Border
District are considered /local issues. Nevertheless,
they were issued by a central government author-
ity, the monarchy’s joint Ministry of Defence, for
the purpose of supporting the military administra-
tion in the area. Similar situations have occurred
many times and were not limited to military occu-
pations or territorial changes. The stamp below is
one such item that came about many years prior to
the issue of the first consular and visa stamps. It
is a stamp with special wording, and we hardly
know of any others in existence.

15. 25 KORONA COUNTERSIGNING FEE STAMP
FROM THE GRAZ PASSPORT OFFICE 1921

A provisional stamp used by a government
agency that is a rare example of a transitional
revenue stamp between a central and local re-
leases. Currently, the whereabouts of only two

copies are known; based on the data from the
catalogues, a total of 5 probably survived.

Maghr Wev N e
25 korons:
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Figure 41. Special wording stamp authenticated with the
official cancellation from the author’s collection

Kaptay: R, Floderer: 2,000 points, PF: R, MK: 20,000 Ft
(the valuation is in error for this rarity)

Also, there are a lot of rarities amongst the lo-
cally issued revenue stamps. The vast majority of
them were prepared by local printing places; and
because of the limited control of the condition
required for stamp production, varieties were cre-
ated frequently. Despite the low demand for
these, the existence of latent supplies cannot be
excluded. The valuation of these supposed “rari-
ties” is not reliable.

I would like to call attention to the fact that de-
spite what my Hungarian fiscal collection com-
piled after many decades is construed to be as
complete as possible, it still lacks dozens of local
revenue stamps. At the same time, they are not
known in otherwise significant collections as well.
These may not have been printed or used in the
first place or all of them were destroyed. Fur-
thermore, even though the production of the local
issues was tied to permits from the Ministry of
Interior, in many cases, their existence has phila-
telic overtones (for example, Sarkad, Szentes).

Given the uncertainties mentioned above, every
age had philatelists who considered the collecting
of local revenue stamps to be insignificant and not
worthwhile. They were not correct. To refute
this, here stands the mate to the singularly famous

29



5,000 korona postage stamp, the “Inverted
Madonna.” Who would not welcome such an
addition to his collection?

16. THE INVERTED CENTRE MUNICIPAL STAMP
FROM PECS 1908

The State Printing Office was entrusted to pre-
pare the municipal stamps for Pécs. The stamp
was printed in sheets of 40 using two operations
for the different colours. On one sheet, the blue
centre was printed inverted, something that hap-
pened on one occasion with regular stamps 15
years later. Of the copies that may have survived,
one is known to exist on a municipal document
from the city of Pécs.

Figure 42. Known copy from a document
PF: RR, MK: RRR
In this collecting area that is cultivated by only a
few but now undergoing increased attention, the
best estimate for copies remaining: 5.

Finally, concerning the valuations: hopefully no-
body has been led astray by the order of magnitude
lower pricing for fiscal stamps in the catalogues
despite the effort to truly reflect demand. In each
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case, naturally, these values are far below the post-
age stamps with the same relative scarcity for
which there is more demand. The trend indicates
that since the implementation of the opportunity to
exhibit at the FIP level, the world is changing; and,
in the long run, it would turn out to be an excellent
investment to acquire these in a timely manner.

LIST OF LITERATURE AND EXPLANATION OF
ABBREVIATIONS:

1. Kaptay = Antal Kaptay, Magyar okmanybé-
lyegek katalogusa, MABEOSZ, 1966 Budapest,
2020 digital variant without the unwarranted
critiques. It can be reached amongst the files of
the closed facebook group “Okmdnybélyeg
barati kor.”

2. FI: = Dr. Istvan Floderer: Magyar okmanybé-
lyegek katalogusa, Confide Global, 1991
Ziirich.

3. PF: = Karoly Sziics: Pénziigyi filatélia — ké-
zikdnyv és bélyegkatalogus, author’s edition
2017, Budapest, digital version under continu-

ous expansion and revision, Vv5.25
(2020.08.20)

4. MK = A magyar bélyegek katalogusa 2018/1II.
Philatelia Hungarica Kft. 2018. Budapest.

Naturally, it was not possible to show all exam-
ples from the author’s possession for such an
article. I would like to express my gratitude to
Attila Bandi, Ralph Ebner, the late Zoltan Farkas,
and Andor Hoboday for giving permission for me
to use the illustrations of some of the rarities.



INTERESTING THINGS ABOUT THE 1945 PROVISIONAL STAMPS

DR. FERENC NAGY (VIENNA)

1. THE USE OF THE INVERTED OVERPRINT 10
FILL./4 FILL. JANOS HUNYADI STAMP

Whoever wants to present something new in this
area really has to get his act together. Even
though a lot has been presented in the past 75
years, I will try to continue our gleanings in this
post-war period.

At that time, every small and large company had
an assigned person who was responsible for the mail
and handled all of incoming and outgoing letters.
This task involved, among other things, making sure
that the outgoing mailings were properly franked,
ready to go into the mail, so that the courier taking
them to post office simply had to hand them over
unless they were registered. At that time, mail col-
lection from a letter box did not exist!

Naturally, this activity required that supply of
stamps be procured beforehand with the knowl-
edge of the existing postal tariffs. This was the
situation at the Hungaria Guttapercha and Rubber
Factory’s office located in the Vth District where
stamps were needed for mailing out printed matter
at the 40 fillér tariff rate. On August 18, 1945, a
large quantity of printed matter was posted at this
rate to their customers. The sheets of stamps were
procured from the post office; in this case, a 40
fillér stamp was not available, so sheets of 30 and
10 fillér values were purchased. The fact that the
new value overprint on the 4 fillér was “standing
on its head” seemed “funny” to the office staff,
who, nevertheless, thought that everything was in

order since the post office distributed these. The
staff at post office No. 53 had other problems than
to try to ferret out how the overprint was posi-
tioned on the newfangled stamps. When the
Hungaria company’s familiar messenger came
with the bundle, the postal staff quickly cancelled
the mail since a holiday weekend /August 20!)
awaited them.
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Figure 1. Printed matter cancelled at the No. 53 post office
on Friday, August 18, 1945 franked with an inverted over-
print 10 fillér stamp

Unfortunately, the staff at the company did not
finish addressing all of the mailings on that day,
so they continued the work on Monday, August
21%. The rubber factory’s messenger may have
had some other errands on that day because he did
not take the day’s mail to the No. 53 office (where
the company’s post office box was located) but
took it to the No. 62. Monday was always a busy
day at that office, so the staff did not notice the
inverted overprints of the stamps. And even if
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they did, what would they have done? Nothing!
The people working in the office had other things
to worry about than inverted overprints!
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Figure 2. Printed matter posted at the No. 62 post office on Monday,
August 21, 1945 franked with an inverted overprint 10 fillér stamp.

The postal use of stamps with inverted over-
prints from this provisional series is seldom seen.
One or two other letters with similar dates may
exist. My understanding is that all of such printed
matter mailings originated from the Hungaria
Company on the same dates.

2. THE PECEL POST OFFICE’S PROBLEMS
WITH THE 80 FILLER FIRST PHASE PRINTING

Despite the conditions at the time, the quality con-
trol of the 1945 overprinted stamps was very consci-
entious. Not much faulty product came out of the
printers. Naturally, shifted overprints occurred, but
these were not considered as rejects at the time.

The situation was different if the overprint was
missing and the stamp showed only the tinting
colour. Namely, the overprinting of the stamps
was a two-phase operation. First, the blue or yel-
low tinting was applied to the surface of the
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stamps, then, in the second operation, the black or
red overprint. What probably happened to our
ominous stamp was that following the first phase
printing, two sheets, having already received the
tinting, became stuck together when going into the
press for the second overprint. Thus, the red 1
peng6 overprint was left off the sheet that was hid-
den away with the stamps delivered to Pécel in
mid-1945.

By the time it was discovered, the receipt ac-
knowledging the delivery was signed and on its
way back to Budapest. The sitting postmaster
must have been annoyed since he received a sheet
of 80 fillér stamps with blue surface tinting from
which the 1 P overprint was missing. His office
was debited for the full value of the sheet as 100
pengls instead of 80 peng0s as if the new value
had been printed on the sheet. (Most likely, he
grumbled about the sloppy work of the bureau-
crats, but the loss was already there. Not much,
but still a loss.)

The loss was not high enough to make the effort
in conducting a time-consuming exchange of let-
ters with his superiors worthwhile. He decided to
replace the missing overprint by drawing it on the
stamps by hand. Thus, he could transform them
to 1 pengd stamps.

When a person employed by the village of Pécel
came in to mail a letter to Budapest, he decided to
pass-off one of these “over-written” stamps since
official letters were not inspected carefully.

The postal tariff in August 1945 for a second
weight class letter was 4 pengd. He applied a
manuscript-altered “1P” stamp next to the five 60
fillér provisional Rakoczi stamps, thus creating
this remarkable item of the time.
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Figure 3. 2" weight class letter sent from Pécel on August
27, 1945 to Budapest franked with the missing overprint 80
fillér stamp over-written to “1P”
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Figure 4. A “normal” stamp (left), stamp without an over-
print (centre), Pécel “provisional” marked “1P” in ink-
pencil (right)

I know, Dear Reader, that this is not a monu-
mental rarity, but these “discoveries” that delight
the eye make the life of a philatelist more pleas-
ant. And, knowing that the postmaster of Pécel
slept well that night.

3. THE FATE OF THE 10 PENGO STAMP FROM
THE FIRST PORIVISIONAL ISSUE

In closely observing the first stamp issue fol-
lowing the war, the Liberation set, we can observe
the following: the 13 basic stamps, tinted with two
colours (blue and yellow), were overprinted using
stamps from the War Leaders series. In this series

alongside the war leader personalities are stamps
depicting the Holy Crown (20, 50, 80 fill. and 1 P)
and Patrona Hungariae (18 and 24 fill.). These six
stamps were no longer acceptable according to the
new ideology, yet they were issued.

I wonder why? I think that it was because no
other stamps were available.

The problem was not any smaller one month
later when the Provisional 1. /IV./ series was is-
sued. In this series, even saints were pictured on
the basic stamps: Saint Margit (twice!), Saint
Erzsébet and (horrible to say!) King Saint Laszlo.
While the stamps depicting women (baris-
nya=Russian word for noble lady) even one hold-
ing a lily symbolizing innocence can be argued
away somehow, but the orange-red coloured
overprinted King Saint Laszl6 10 P. stamp show-
ing a crown adorning the king’s head was too
much. The stamp even showed a small format
equestrian image of the king in which the crown
was surrounded by an aura referring to his saint-
hood. This was too much for the Soviet “advi-
sors” (“tadd” using the slang expression at that
time) who supervised the stamp issue. They pro-
hibited the release of the 1,500,000 overprinted
stamps into circulation.

This fact is underscored by the way the Mono-
graph describes the 10 P. stamp (Monograph V,
pp. 40-41) as opposed to the way it devotes 80
pages in going out of its way to describe all of the
technical aspects of this issue in great detail:

“Stamps from the series with the exception of
the 10 P/ 2f H. value were sold in post offices, by
vendors of stamps as well as by the stamp sales
office established by the post office on August 1,
1945.  In accordance with the directive no.
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190.476 /A/ 4. (P.R.T. 1945, no. 12) the stamp
sales office is not selling the 10 P /2f. H value
“temporarily”. A large portion of the supply was
purchased by the general public as the currency
lost it purchasing power, and these were later
marketed commercially.”

Later on, the description continues on page 118
under the heading “Frankings™: “We can note now
that the post office did not sell the 10 P/ 2f. de-
nomination. Thus, it was seldom used for frank-
ing by collectors or the public. A genuine,
postally used letter with this value is not known.
Cancelled examples in collectors’ circles are ex-
amples of favour cancellations made afterwards.”

The oracle is wisely quiet on the reason why the
stamps were not placed on sale. We know that the
Monograph was published in 1966 when truth was
relative, but I will not fault my fellow editors be-
cause the times were like that, then.

The Handbook, published in 1986, writes the
following: “The stamp was on sale by the Stamp
Sales Office for a few days, then the sales were
suspended... Its postal use on letters is theoreti-
cally possible using the stamps purchased during
the first few days of sale.”

Moreover, it was strictly forbidden to use them
on letters.

The stamp collectors’ and dealers’ community
did not constitute large numbers at that time. It’s
beyond comparison to the quantity of letters that
could have been sent if the use of the stamp had
been permitted. This way, “hiding” the stamp
from the public proved successful.

So much for the situation back then, something
that’s impossible to reconstruct exactly today.
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Figure 5. The discussed stamp with upright and inverted overprint

Since these stamps with inverted overprint are
counterfeited with great enthusiasm today, it is
advisable to seek expert opinion.

Leitold Laszlo, 8200 Veszprém
Magyar Bélyegvizsgald Szakcsoport

Egyszer(isitett Tandisitvany
Magyarorszag MPIK sz. 844

A bélyeg kilon nyomasi fazisban készilt
fellinyomata forditott allasu.

A vizsgalt darab eredeti
Postatiszta
Hibatlan

Détum: 19.03.2019  #412019  Aldiras A“'«ﬁ{/f )

Figure 6. MBSZ attest for the genuineness of a stamp with
inverted overprint

Ferenc Bacsd, a ministerial counsellor, was a
modest, yet knowledgeable philatelist back in those
days. While 99% of stamp collectors were occu-
pied with the accumulation of unused sets (cer-
tainly I was one of them!), he realized that the use
of commemorative stamps on letters was uncom-
mon. Practically all of the Peace sets used on cover
were the result of his handiwork. It happened that
he bought the 10 peng6 stamps during the first,
brief opportunity, but he did not place them with
his other album treasures. He had the premonition
to “use” them. He didn’t simply use them, but paid
attention to franking his letters correctly!



Let me show one of these “nonexistent” items
that turned up in the last 55 years. It’s a genuine,
postally used, and correctly franked with 26 pengd
including the 10 pengd stamp. The rate paid was
for a local registered letter. We can see the 2 /
+2/P and the 4 / +4/P values from the Martyrs set
1ssued on October 6, 1945. Their use on a letter
represents a fantastic rarity. A few envelopes
with complete sets may exist, but individual val-
ues on correctly franked mailings exist solely
from letter posted by Bacso (as far as I know).
Since the set’s face value had a surcharge (100 +
100 P), the then current stamp collecting concepts
considered it madness to break a set to use on a
letter. Only people with large resources could
afford this luxury, and ones with keen insight.
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Figure 7. Local registered letter mailed on October 17, 1945
from the Budapest No. 28 post office correctly franked with
26 pengd franking including the invalid 10 pengd stamp and
two on envelope very scarce stamps from the Martyrs set
The No. 28 post office was near the residence of
the councellor, and the clerks knew him well. His
letter bearing the prohibited 10 pengd stamp was
accepted without question. Who would have

dared to refuse an employee of the Ministry of
Justice such a simple request? He who casts the
first stone, ...

The reverse side of the envelope has the arrival
cancellation of the Budapest No. 2 post office
from the next day. To prove that this was not a
“favour” cancellation but an authentic postally
used letter, I’'m showing the original receipt of
posting.
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Figure 8. Original receipt of posting for the letter

What happened to the countless stamps that was
kept from being absorbed by the philatelic mar-
ketplace that knew no limits? Let’s remember:
the Monograph stated a quantity of 1 million
480,000 for the stamp while 25 years later, the
Handbook talks about 162,000 copies! We can
conclude, therefore, that between 1945 and 1986
approximately 1 million 300,000 copies of the
already printed and ready-for-use stamp was de-
stroyed!

When listing the quantities for the other stamp,
the Monograph notes the following: “Printed
quantity! Reassuring data about destroyed quan-
tity does not exist with the exception of the 10
pengé stamp!”
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We know about a similar case of insanity re-
garding the Any. 2, Cs. 5-2, and Cs. 10-2 over-
printed stamps, in which case similar quantities of
stamps were destroyed.

Since the Stamp Sales Office sold these stamps
individually, larger multiples are hardly known.
Because of this, I was thrilled to acquire in 1990
with some luck a complete sheet. For good meas-
ure, I am showing it below. I had not seen an-
other one since then and assume that there can’t
be too many of them.

With this, I could have closed the subject of the
10 pengé stamp except that I found two other
cover fronts that are unique. With these, we have
stretched the “extreme limits” of the inflation
issues. The first one slumbered away the time in a
large collection for 50 years; the second was sold
in the fall of 2019 by a leading auction house in
Budapest. I acquired this one relatively cheaply.
The 10 peng6 stamp is on both pieces, so I have to
show them here:
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Figure 9. Complete sheet of the 10 pengd overprinted stamp
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Figure 10. Registered local letter from Kiskunhalas with
registry etiquette no. 540.
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Figure 11. Registered local letter from Kiskunhalas with
registry etiquette no. 541
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What transpired? The best experts of the infla-
tion independently arrived at this explanation: a
person employed at the Atheneum Printing Office
who was interested in stamps but was not well
known as a collector at the time (his name was
Istvan Imre) retrieved a few stamps from the
printer’s waste that were destined for destruction.
He hid his treasures for several months and took
them with him when he was allowed leave to visit
Kiskunhalas. The postmaster, who was a friend of
his, turned a blind eye to the motley arrangement
that his friend from Pest stuck on the envelopes.
He must have known that this stamp was “authen-
tic” only when used postally. When mailing the
envelopes, he may have stated that the grouping
of stamps was “discarded junk” that still could be
used for franking.

On January 15, 1946, the 6" rate period of the
inflation was in effect. According to it, rate for a
local registered letter was 1600 pengd. But, if we
consider that the letter with the registry number
540 that was mailed one day after the rate increase
during the “grace period,” the rate would have
been 320 pengd in accordance with the previous,
5" rate period. This letter, however is franked
with 312 pengo; therefore, short paid by 8 pengd.

On the other letter that has the label number
541, the franking is 353.30 pengd, more than
making up for the missing 8 pengd on the first
letter. Thus, the sender may have commented that
the post was “not shorted.”

Let us examine the specialty stamps on these
envelopes!

1. On the first one, the 10 pengd stamp with in-
verted overprint catches the eye right away. It
was not permitted to use the 10 pengd, much
less one with an inverted overprint, on any
kind of mailing. In my opinion, only this piece
is in existence with an inverted overprint.

2. The cover has another 10 pengd stamp with a
partially inked overprint.

3. There is a block of four 3 peng6 stamps in the
lower right corner of the envelope. We also
observe that the upper left stamp of the block
has a partial printing flaw in addition to the in-
complete overprint. This flaw on the basic
stamp can be found on other 3 pengd stamps.

4. The second cover has a 3 pengd stamp with
inverted overprint. Such a stamp on cover has
not been known prior to this.

5. I discussed the imperforate 30 fillér War Lead-
ers stamp in my previous article. There is a
copy of it on the cover.

6. A unique pair of 10 pengd stamps: the left
stamp has an original printing flaw but a com-
plete overprint. The other stamp in the pair is
faultless. Another such example on cover does
not exist.

I am glad that I can show these to the Dear
Readers. Don’t frown on these as being “mod-
ern.” These are a part of our postal history from
75 years ago; they are an integral part of it. And,
put your hand over your heart; who would say to a
75-year old man that he is “too young”?
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NEWS

IN MEMORIAM FERENC KOSTYAL

Only a few months ago Ferenc Kostyal, a
member of Mafitt, decided to donate a 12-page part
of his 1944-45 Nyiregyhaza local issue collection
containing great rarities to the Stamp Museum. His
illness that took a turn for the worse prevented him
from making the donation in person. His heirs
fulfilled his wishes.

The placement of his portrait on the Wall of
Donors took place of June 17, 2020 at 10 o’clock in
the morning. On this occasion, the president of
Mafitt eulogized Ferenc Kostyal’s philatelic
legacy. Following this, Istvan Glatz conducted a
presentation using color slides and discussed the
highlights of the donated collection. The slides can
be viewed on the home page of MABEOSZ.

Dr. Géza Homonnay and the sons of Ferenc Kostydl in front
of their father’s portrait in the Stamp Museum

We are grateful to Ferenc Kostyal, an expert
author who wrote about the known copies of the
Nagymanya stamp in the Philatelica 2013/1 issue.
We say goodbye to him with this photograph
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depicting our philatelic relationships that transcend
national boundaries. The picture was snapped
during our conversation about his exhibit in China
by a sharp-eyed photographer unknown to us
where our dear friend won his third FIP gold
medal, an award that brought him great joy.

In the name of all Hungarian stamp collectors,
Mafitt and MABEOSZ jointly placed a wreath on
his bier on the following afternoon of the memorial
event in the museum..

L ESH

China 2019 World Stamp Show, June 27, 2019. Ferenc
Kostyal, Karoly Sziics, and Eli Weber, the president of the
Israeli philatelic federation

A muzeumi megemlékezés délutdnjan a magyar
bélyeggyiijtok nevében ravatalan a Mafitt és a
MABEOSZ koz6s koszorit helyezett el.

NOTICE

The Presidency decided that the Mafitt general
meeting for 2020 will not be conducted due to the
vis-major event caused by the corona virus. Details
can be found on our home page.
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	A Serbian Village in Hungary. Postal History of Bavaniste-Homokbálványos 1868-1920.
	1. The History of the Village
	Figure 1. A 5 kr 1867 stamp with the thimble handstamp of  Bavaniste, on a cutout. Gudlin: this handstamp has been used between 1868 and 1887
	Figure 2. Letter card to Fehértemplom, with arrival postmark of 23 December 1895 on the back
	Figure 3. Two further “peers”: a block of four 3 krajcar stamps, plus a rare 24 krajcar stamp from a money order. Both seen rarely.
	Figure 4. Card to Westphalia, to the city of Hemer on 6 May 1896
	Figure 5. Registered cover to Pancsova with a 35f (25+10f) single franking. The cyrillic text: Lekárnica kod Szveta Duha.
	Figure 6. A short-lived handstamp with crown, still with the Serbian name, Bavaniste, 31 December 1908, once again to Pancsova.
	Figures 7 and 8. Front and back sides of the 1911 picture postcard

	2. Outbreak of the World War
	Figure 9. Number postmark as “masking postmark” on a cover from Homokbálványos to Budapest in the autumn of 1914
	Figure 10. Registered cover to the already mentioned Karl Meyer company to Pancsova on 9 August 1915
	Figure 11. Correspondence card from Temesvar with imprinted 8 filler and 2 filler postage due stamp
	Figure 12. Portrait of the Emperors from Pancsova, with 4*5 filler Harvester postage due stamps
	Figure 13. The card of Dárika Todorov from Szeged, stampless, therefore with a postage due of 2x10 fillér
	Figure 14. Unfranked letter from Komárom, overprinted there with a “P”. (Both the “P” and the “T” letters have been allowed.) Unique mixed postage due franking: 30 filler red-numbered green postage due and 5 filler provisional.

	3.  The Postage Due ProvisionalS of Homokbálványos
	Figure 15. Letter from Vinkovci to Homokbálványos. The sender of the letter did not speak Hungarian, he writes both Bavaniste and HOMOKBÁBÁHOM, the last syllable already in Serbian. Seemingly the village has been rechristened to Bavaniste by this date.
	Figure 15A. Printed matter from Versecz from September 1919, with the Serbian Occupation of Temesvar I. local overprinted issue 10 filler stamp, overprinted in Homokbálványos yet again, with: PORTO.
	Figure 16. Field-post card addressed to dr. Groó with Hungarian text from Szabadka on 13 Oct. to Homokbálványos. Correspondence card: 30 fillér, postage due: 60 fillér
	Figure 17. Field post card sent from Pancsova to Homokbálványos on 2 October
	Figure 18. Correspondence card from Brcko wtih a 10 vinar chain-breaker stamp to Bavaniste, where a 10 filler postage due stamp has been fixed on it. The postal route of the card lasted 11 days.
	Figure 19. Unfranked cover from Törökbecse to Bavaniste. 100 filler postage due stamp overprinted in red.
	Figure 20. Unfranked letter from the city of Prilip, Macedonia to Bavaniste, from 4 January 1920
	Figure 21. Stampless letter from Kevevára to Homokos, with an overprinted 100/3 filler postage due stamp.
	Figure 22. The post office of Homokos on a 1917 picture postcard sent to Vienna
	Figure 23. Map showing the southern part of county Temes
	Figure 24. Letter from Bavaniste to Kevevára on 12 January 1920 with provisional postage due stamps.
	Figure 25. Last day of usage of the Homokbálványos provisional postage due stamps, 31 January 1920

	4. Summary

	New Currency Issues of Hungary 1926-33 (Stationery 1936)  Future Gems of Hungarian Philately
	1. Postage Due
	2. Postal Stationery
	4. Mixed Franking
	5. The collection

	New discoveries about the red pentagrams from Vác. February –April 1945
	Figure 1. A letter sent to Vác on the 2nd. December, 1944 from Szentkirályszabad (from the collection of Mr. István Dobák)
	Figure 2. A letter sent to Vác on the 4th of December, 1944 from Felsőgödör (from the collection of Mr. István Dobák)
	Figures 3-5. The magnified image of red pentagram censor cancels from the two letters and the imprint of the reconstructed handstamp
	Figures 6-7. The magnified image of Type 2 red pentagram censor cancel and the imprint of the reconstructed handstamp
	Figure 8. Inscription of the Type 3 censor handstamp from Vác

	The 1953 Commemorative Postage Due Stamps
	1. Introduction
	Figure 1.  1903 and 1953 stamps.

	2. Varieties
	Figure 2.  Normal (left) and small (right) 2 Forint.
	Figure 3.  Wide (left) and narrow (right) spacing.
	Figure 4.  Inverted 8 error.
	Figure 5.  Missing denomination.
	Figure 6.  Shifted numerals.
	Figure 7.  Double printed numeral.
	Figure 8.  Pressed-in 6 variety.
	Figure 9.  Chipped 4 with enlargement.

	3. Usage
	Figure 13.  Customs fee.
	Figure 14.  Mandatory registration.
	Figure 14.  Mandatory registration.
	Figure 15.  Use of a 4 fillér due.
	Figure 15.  Use of a 4 fillér due.
	Figure 16.  Imperforate use.
	Figure 16.  Imperforate use.


	Modern Postal History
	Figure 1. II grade long distance recommended express letter, June 1953
	Figure 2. Recommended philatelic letter with the right postage rate sent to Indonesia (130 Ck -26 stamps)

	NEWS
	Seminars at  the Stamp Museum
	New Book
	Mafipédia
	Philatelica 2016/1
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	SUPPLEMENT TO THE LITERATURE OF THE NEWSPAPER STAMPS  ISSUED IN 1871 (LITHOGRAPHED AND TYPOGRAPHED)
	1. THE LITHOGRAPHED NEWSPAPER STAMP
	sheet margin: 10 mm

	2. TYPOGRAPHED STAMPS
	Grayish paper:


	CENSORSHIP INSIDE AND OUTSIDE OF HUNGARY’S BORDERS FOLLOWING WORLD WAR I
	1. HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE
	Map 1.  Source: www.wikipedia.de, article about Austria-Hungary
	Map 2. Source: Aniko Kovacs-Bertrand, A magyar revisionizmus as elso vilaghaboru utan (Munchen, 1997) p. 41

	2. Cenzorship in Hungary
	Figure 1. Picture postcard sent from Beregszasz on 26 November 1918 to Eperjes.  Afterwards, both towns were occupied by the Czechoslovak army.
	Figure 2. Commercial letter without censorship sent from Upice on 21 January 1919 to Budapest.
	Figure 3. Letter without censorship sent from Budapest on 22 January 1919 to Ljubljana.  Dr. Dereani was a noted philatelist at that time.
	Figure 4. Commercial letter without censorship mailed from Budapest on 19 March 1919 to Switzerland.
	Figure 5. Picture postcard sent from Szombathely on 9 June 1919 to Szaszvar with red “engedelyezzuk = we permit it” handstamp.
	Figure 6. Picture postcard send from Cegled on 10 June 1919 to Budapest with reddish-brown “Felulvizsgala. Tovabbithato = Inspected. May be forwarded” censor stamp.
	Figure 7. Fieldpost card sent to Kecskemet on 9 June 1919 rubber stamped with unit and manuscript censor marking.
	Figure 8. Picture postcard send via fieldpost mailed from Szolnok on 24 June 1919 sent to Budapest with rubber stamped unit and manuscript censor marking.
	Figure 9. Picture postcard sent via fieldpost from Muraszombat on 1 July 1919 to Eger.  The Slovenian forces occupied the Mura region in early August with the blessing of the entente powers.
	Figure 10. Picture postcard sent from Tata on 1 April 1919 to Klagenfurt.  The card shows the censor marking from Klagenfurt (red, dual circle stamping with the text: Briefzensurstelle Klagenfurt) but no Hungarian markings.
	Figure 11. Letter sent from Tata to Budapest with “Tatai Posta/CenZor=Tata Post /Censor” local censorship stamping.
	Figure 12. Letter mailed in Veszprem on 20 November 1919 with blue “CENZURA” stamp.  Example of an early Horthy-era censorship.
	Figure 13. Picture postcard mailed to Budapest on 25 September 1920 with brownish-red “CENZURA | BALASSAGYARMAT” inspection stamp.
	Figure 14. Picture postcard mailed from Szerencs on 30 August 1921 with boxed “ELLENORIZVE | SZERENCS” stamp.
	Figure 15. Registered letter sent from Satoraljaujhely on 19 January 1920 to Budapest with a boxed, black “SAUJHELY | CENZURA” stamp.
	Figure 16. Picture postcard mailed in Gyula on 16 February 1921 with circular, violet “MAGY. KIR. KATONAI LEVEL CENZURA | BEKESCSABA” stamp.
	Figure 17. Registered letter mailed from Szeged on 15 March 1921 to Vienna franked on the reverse side.  Violet “CENZURAZVA” stamp is on the front side and the envelope is sealed with locally used tape “Cenzura altal felbontva.”
	Figure 18.  Letter mailed from Szekesfehervar on 12 October 1921 stamped with violet “Ellenorizve Szekesfehervar” local censor marking.
	Figure 19. Picture postcard sent from Venice stamped with a circular “KATONAI CENZURA SZOMBATHELY” marking.
	Figure 20. Letter sent from Abazzia on 16 February 1922 to Budapest with manuscript marking and sealing tape (“Az 1912-63. t.-c. alapjan felbontva.”)
	Figure 21. Letter mailed from Tardosked on 2 December 1922 to Szombathely.  Marked with a violet “C” in an oval frame.  A late piece.

	3. CENSORSHIP IN THE CAPTURED TERRITORIES
	Figure 22. Propaganda map – Hungary torn apart
	Figure 23. Letter sent from Vienna on 20 March 1920 to Pelsocz, manuscript endorsed “Tartalmaz egy levelet Magyarorszagrol.  Nem tovabbithato! = Contains a letter from Hungary.  May not be forwarded!” with censorship stamps “censurovano” and “Vojneska...
	Figure 24. Express letter mailed from Budapest on 2 February 1921 to Brno with red “Cenzurovano” stamp.
	Figure 25. Letter mailed from Kiralyfitarcsa on 28 June 1922 to Budapest with “Censurovano” stamp.
	Figure 26. Registered letter mailed on 8 April 1921 for Debrecen sent to Prague.  Stamped with Hungarian “CENZURAZVA” and Czechoslovakian “CENSUROVANE” stamps.
	Figure 27. Picture postcard mailed from Tecso on 1 July 1919 sent to Debrecen, censored locally with “RUMANIA COMENDUARA PIETEI [garrison]” local Romania censor stamp.
	Figure 28. Unfranked letter mailed from Feketeardo on 11 November 1919 sent to the United States.  It is stamped with the Romanian “Censura romana | Satu Mare” and was assessed 10 cents postage due. From the collection of Andrew Cronin.
	Figure 29. Picture postcard mailed in Debrecen on 29 August 1919 sent to Kisujszallas stamped with the Romanian military unit number and over Romania censor “Censura Romana/Debretin.”
	Figure 30. Envelope sent from Medgyes on 13 April 1920 to Kolozsvar stamped with the Romanian censor mark “Censura Sighisoara.”
	Figure 31. Hungarian fieldpost card overprinted as a 10 Bani Romanian postcard sent on 21 April 1920 to Kovaszna with violet circular stamp “Censura Romana | Cluj.”
	Figure 32. Registered letter sent from Csak on 13 February 1919 with manuscript marking and red censor stamp from Temesvar.
	Figure 33. Internal postal correspondence mailed from Torokbecse on 3 December 1918 to Budapest with the local Serbian censor stamp.
	Figure 34. Picture postcard send from Tiszakalmanfalva on 12 February 1919 to Lipotujvar stamped with the oval Serbian military censor mark (Katy) and the civilian censor stamp of Ujvidek.
	Figure 35.  Postcard with supplemental postage mailed on 5 August 1921 from Czechoslovakia to the well-known stamp dealer in Pecs, Julius Miertl.  Shows an oval Serbian military censor stamp.  Censored shortly before the return of the area to Hungary.
	Figure 36. Picture postcard mailed from Arad on 3 July 1919 sent to Szeged with triple censorship: circular stamp of the French authorities “CENSURE FRANCAISE | ARAD”; Romanian stamp “CENZURAT ARAD”; and the Serbian military censor stamp of Temesvar.


	HISTORY OF THE BUDAPEST, LATER PEST ENVIRONS PROVISIONAL POSTAL TARIFFS.  2 MARCH 1945 – 1 MAY 1945.  PART 2
	Figure 1.  Postcard with Balassagyarmat cancel dated 21 February 1945 sent to Budapest and delivered after the restart of the postal service on March 2nd.
	2. LOCAL MAILINGS POSTED IN BUDAPEST AFTER MARCH 2ND
	Figure 2. Local postcard mailed in Budapest on 17 April 1945 franked with 30 filler according to the increased tariff returned to sender.
	Figure 3. Mr. Henczik’s petition to the trade organization on this scenic card sent on 20 April 1945.  Cards with commercial heading from that time are rare.
	Figure 3a.  Reverse side of the card annotated with business dispositions.
	REGISTERED LETTERS FROM BUDAPEST
	Figure 4.  Local registered letter with 1,44P franking cancelled at the Budapest 71 post office.
	Figure 5.  Registered letter regarding a personnel matter sent from post office no. 10 on 3 April 1945 to the not-so-distant Jaszberenyi Street.  The company was re-organizing; production had not started.
	Figure 6. Postal card sent to Romand and forwarded to Gic.  40 filler correct franking.


	4.  MAILINGS FROM THE PROVINCES SENT TO BUDAPEST
	Figure 7.  Letter sent from Tinnye on 6 March 1945 franked with 30 filler in lieu of the 60 filler Budapest tariff.  The missing 30 filler assessed 2 x 30 filler postage due that was collected with an affixed pair and a single 20 filler postage due st...
	Figure 8. The postcard from Satoraljaujhely relating the dramatic events from Kassa with the return address of the Elisabeth Hospital in Ujhely sent on 10 April 1945.  It was franked 18 filler in accordance with the old postal tariff.  In Budapest, it...
	Figure 9. An 18 filler, printed indicium postcard sent from Kunhegyes to Budapest.
	Figure 10. Letter addressed to the Red Cross from Sarszentlorinc mailed in Nagydorog, Tolna County.  Offices of the aid service operated at several sites in Budapest.  The letter was forwarded several times until the correct office was located.
	Figure 11.  The reverse side of the envelope with the oval Nagydorog, auxiliary cancellation.  The date is hand-written: 1945 IV. 2.
	Figure 12.  Postcard sent from Irsa to Kispest on 26 February 1945 cancelled with an auxiliary oval device.
	Figure 13.  Letter cancelled ASZOD P.U. device sent to the National Archives in Budapest.
	Figure 14.  Bank letter from Ujpest to Papa, sent on 45. IV. 29, franked with 30 x 4f Janos Hunyadi stamps.
	Figure 15. Letter sent for Ujpest to Mezobereny on 45. IV. 27. franked insufficiently with 50 filler.  The black “T” marking was applied at the time of mailing but postage due was not collected in Mezobereny.
	LAST DAY POSTCARDS FROM JASZ COUNTRY
	Figure 16.  Postcard cancelled with JASZSZENTLASZLO P.U. LEVELSZEKRENYBOL 45 IV. 30. sent to Budapest.
	Figure 17. Card mailed to Pestszentlorinc. The 18 filler indicium is supplemented with stamps to make up the 40 filler Budapest tariff rate.


	MAILINGS POSTED IN THE PROVINCES AND SENT TO ANOTHER PROVINCIAL ADDRESS FRANKED ACCORDING TO THE BUDAPEST TARIFFS
	Figure 18. The front half of a reply card supplemented with stamps sent to Nogradveroce on 14 April 1945.
	Figure 19. Letter from Dunakeszi to Kisigmand franked with 60 filler from March 1945.

	CORRESPONDENCE WITH THE RETURNED AND THEN SEPARATED TERRITORIES (UPPER HUNGARY, SUBCARPATHIA, TRANSYLVANIA)
	Figure 20. Postcard sent from Rozsnyo to Ujpest on 45. III. 6. franked 18 filler with the two value of the local issue.  It was not assessed postage due upon arrival in Ujpest even though it would have totaled 44 filler!
	Figure 21.  The reverse side of the card with return instructions.
	Figure 23. Postal card (Otkritka) revalued to 40 filler sent to Budapest with additional 60 filler postage.
	Figure 24.  Locally prepared postcard with red OTKPbITKA overprint sent from Munkacs to Budapest.  This is a single know example.
	Figure 25.  Letter bundle wrapper made from the military newspaper from the post office in Cegled subsequently to the end of the fighting on 18 December 1944.  It is an especially valuable but unappreciated piece of postal history.
	Figure 26.  Letter from Budapest mailed in Ujpest on 30 March 1945 sent to Kemer in he recently detached part of Transylvania franked with 60 filler in accordance with the Budapest tariff distance letter rate.
	Figure 27. Registered letter sent to Budapest from Nagyvarad on 21 February 1945 addressed to the technical director.  It was franked with 3,30 P in accordance with the local tariff effective in Nagyvarad.
	Figure 28. Postcard sent to Budapest from Nagykaroly franked with 1,18 P in accordance with the Nagyvarad tariff.  Stamps were cancelled upon transit through Kolozsvar on 15 March 1945.  Card shows a bi-lingual censor handstamp.
	Figure 29.  Second weight class letter with intra-company correspondence sent from Nagyvarad on 15 March 1945 to Budapest.  The envelope was franked with an extra 4 filler stamp.  (Total franking: 3,64 P in lieu of the required 3,60 P.)
	Figure 30. Letter from Nagyszalonta franked correctly in accordance with the local tariff with 1,30 Pengo.  The letter most likely was mailed in Budapest where it was cancelled on 19 March 1945.  There is a manuscript processing annotation on the enve...
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	Artist or Forger? Tracing the impact of  Jean de Sperati for the Hungarian Philately
	3 kr Green
	15 kr Brown

	1928 New Currency issues  Future Gems of Hungarian Philately − Part 2
	Printing Irregularities on Hungarian Stamps
	The General Use of Postage Stamps Issued for Slovenia as a Result of Serbian Distribution  in Southern Hungary in 1919-1921
	1. Serbian-Romanian mini-war in the Banat
	2. The overprinting of Hungarian stamps in Southern Hungary
	3. Postage stamps issued for Slovenia
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	News
	International philatelic Symposium in Sopron
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	A bout O ur Author
	P atr iot Fra nkings
	Bisects in Hungary from 1850 to 1867
	The last of the Mohicans
	The story of the Rebuilding issue of 1945-46
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	Pecularities About the Operation  Of the Meczenzef Post Office
	Franco-letter with METZENSEIFFEN cancellation  from 1841 (Dr. H.K. collection.)
	Postage-due letter from 1847with the double-circle type MECZENZEF cancellation (Dr. J.R. collection)
	Postage due letter with double-circle type MECZENZEF  cancellation, with handwritten date (ex.Dirnberger)
	Registered letter (front side registration!) from 7 June 1850,  with hand-written date (2007 Dunafila auction)
	The content of the letter clearly shows the postage day of 14 July 1850 and the postage place of Meczenzef.
	Long-distance letter from Meczenzef on 14 July 1850
	Long-distance cover sent on 28 August 1850, cancelled by the oval stamp used in the pre-stamp period
	Long-distance cover sent on 30 October 1850,  yet again with handwritten date
	Postage due letter with double-circle type MECZENZEF  cancellation, with handwritten date (ex.Dirnberger)
	Letter sent on 25 April 1868 with „stair-type” franking  (ex. Wittenberg)
	Long-distance cover sent on 4 October 1853  with „stair-type” franking (ex.Capellaro)
	Registered cover in the 8th weight-class  with „stair-type” franking (ex.Jerger)
	Letter sent on 25 August 1857 franked „stair-type”  with 9 pieces of 1 kr stamps
	Letter sent once again on 25 August 1857 franked „stair-type” with 9 pieces of 1 kr stamps (A.B. collection)
	Cover with „stair-type” franking from Meczenzef (Dr.U.F.coll.)
	Long-distance cover with „stair-type” franking  sent on 24 May 1865

	Hungary’s Newspaper Tax Stamps  (1868–1898)
	The 1 krajcar value
	The 2 krajcar value
	The 1888 issue
	The 1898 issue

	A Supplement to the Article About the Pengo-Filler Issue
	Currency and tariffs
	Mixed frankings

	/Stamp Booklets Issued for the 75th Anniversary  of the Universal Postal Union (UPU)
	Figure 1.  1Ft perforated & imperforate UPU stamps.
	Figure 2.  Imperforate on one or  three sides
	Figure 3. 10 x 1Ft stamps from the left corner of the top two rows of the specially perforated sheets.
	Figure 4.  A schematic of the specially perforated sheets.  The continuous lines indicate imperforate rows or columns.
	Figure 5.  The fronts cover of the type A and B booklets.
	Figure 6. Left: block of 6 stamp imperforate on two sides from the A variety booklet.  Right: block of 6 imperforate in the middle from the B variety booklet.
	Figure 7.  Pair of stamps perforated on one side only from the top row of the special sheet.
	Figure 8.  Pair of stamps imperforate on two sides.
	Figure 9.  Block of 4 imperforate on two sides.
	Figure 10. Pair of stamps imperforate in the middle.
	Figure 11.  The year and numbers from the cover of the 1950 booklets. I don’t have any information about the significance of the numbers.
	Figure 12. The front cover of the type C and D booklets.
	Figure 13.  Block of 6 stamps imperforate  on two sides from the C variety booklet.
	Figure 14.  Block of 6 stamps imperforate  in the middle from the D variety booklet.
	Figure 15.  The front cover of the type E and F booklets.
	Figure 17.  Left: F variety pane imperforate in the middle.  Right: E variety pane imperforate on the two sides.
	17. abra.  3Ft-os UPU belyeg 1874-1949 es 1874-1950 evszammal.
	Figure 18.  Halasz’s letter offering UPU stamps to the General Stamp Company from 1949.
	Figure 19.  First day of issue cover with perforated and imperforate stamps.  The addressee Earl F. Blinn was a stamp dealer and a long-time member of the Society for Hungarian Philately.
	Figure 20.  First day cover using stamps imperforate  on the right side.
	Figure 21.  Pair of stamps perforated only on one side  from the top row of the special sheets used on cover.

	/Introduction to Hungary's Promotional FDCs with Imperforate Stamps
	Forerunner FDC. Scott B130. January 5. 1941. Special green First Day commemorative cancellation. The souvenir sheet was valid for postage only as an undivided whole sheet.
	Rhomboid Type First Day marking. November 1, 1949. Scott 859-60, C63. Note on the Registry label the blacked out ‘Kir ’ (Royal) word
	Rhomboid Type First Day marking December 10, 1950. Scott C80.
	Rhomboid (with post horn) Type First Day marking.  February 22, 1958. Scott 1181.
	March 5. 1947 – August 14, 1949 August 20, 1949 – October 7,1956 January 31, 1957 – September 16, 1966
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	Stamps of The First Temesvar Issue Used on Mailings During the Serbian Occupation.
	Other Mailings From the Serbian Zone
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