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The first Austrian postal cards ς a critical analysis of their types and subtypes 

Part 6 ς Postal cards n° 10, 11 and 12 

Frans Jorissen & Lars-Olof Nilsson 

This article is a continuation of our series of articles treating the first Austrian postal cards. All articles 

are available online on the website of the FIP Postal Stationery Commission 

(https://postalstationery.f-i-p.ch/resources/articles/ ). 

As in our previous articles, we will follow the traditional classification of these cards, which was 

introduced by Ascher (1925), and also used by Frech (1991; 2015).  

In this sixth article, we will treat the bilingual cards n° 10 (German and Italian), 11 (German and 

Polish) and 12 (German and Slovenian). On these cards, the dating line on the backside of the cards is 

positioned on the upper right side. They replace cards 4 (German and Italian), 5 (German and Polish) 

and 7 (German and Slovenian), on which the dating line on the backside was printed on the upper 

left side.   

In our third article, we concluded that the first bilingual cards n° 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 had probably been 

printed together on two plates with 64 clichés each. Consequently, cards with different languages 

were mixed on the plates. We concluded that there were 40 clichés of card n° 3, 32 clichés of card n° 

4, 24 of number 5 and 16 clichés each for cards n° 6 and 7.  

 

In our fifth article, on the German-Bohemian card n° 9, we concluded that when the dating line on the 

backside was changed (from upper left to upper right), a new plate was produced for the front side as 

well. We deduced that a few months later, again a new plate had been produced. It appeared that in 

both cases part of the clichés of the previous plates were used again, and that they were completed 

with newly made clichés. We  suggested that there were 64 clichés for card n° 9 (either on a single plate 

or on two plates of 32 clichés) so that the number of clichés had been considerably increased compared 

to the 40 clichés of card n° 3. 

The question we will address here is whether the shift from the address lines on the back, from the 

upper left (cards n° 3 to 7) to the upper right (cards n° 9 to 12), was also for the other bilingual cards 

the occasion to increase the number of clichés to 32. 

Consequently, in this article, we will systematically compare our observations made on cards 10 to 12 

with those made on their ancestors, cards n° 4, 5 and 7. Like in the previous article, when writing about 

the individual clichés used to print the frontside of the cards, we will distinguish άƻƭŘέ ŀƴŘ άƴŜǿέ ŎƭƛŎƘŞǎΦ 

With άold clichésέ we mean the clichés that we had already observed in cards n° 4, 5 and 7, and that re-

appear in cards n° 10, 11 and 12. With άnew clichésέ we indicate clichés that were not observed in the 

earlier cards and were either not present in our selection of cards n° 4, 5 and 7, or were newly 

produced for cards n° 10, 11 and 12.  

https://postalstationery.f-i-p.ch/resources/articles/
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Recently, our fellow collector Igor Pirc put scans of all his German-Slovenian cards to our disposal. 

This allowed us first to increase the data set of card n° 7 to 74 cards (of which 65 were used). This 

enlarged data set fully confirmed our earlier conclusion that there were only 16 different clichés for 

this card. Of every cliché, we now dispose at least of two cards. Also for card 12, for which our data 

set now counts 88 cards (of which 82 were used) this highly valuable addition will allow us to be 

more affirmative in our conclusions.  

For the description of the various details of the cards, we will use the same system as in the first five 

articles. We will differentiate between: 

1) the inner frame, with its succession of dots (P, point) and diamonds (D),  

2) the middle frame (dotted line) and  

3) the outer frame (succession of ornamental arches).  

 

The position of anomalies will be indicated by referring to the closest diamond and dot positions of the 

inner frame. These are always counted from left to right and from top to bottom. The starting (corner) 

diamond of each horizontal or vertical line is not counted όƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ άȊŜǊƻέΣ ŦƻǊ ƛƴǎǘŀƴŎŜ DA0 for the 

diamond in the upper left corner). We will further indicate the upper (A, above), left (L), right (R) and 

lower (B, below) frames, dots and diamonds by their first letters. For instance, PB37 is the 37th dot from 

the left on the lower inner frame. All positions between two diamonds, where a dot is expected, are 

counted as one dot position, irrespective whether there is a single, double or absent dot. The arches in 

the outer frame will be referred to by their position with respect to the closest diamonds and dots in the 

ƛƴƴŜǊ ŦǊŀƳŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ƻǊƴŀƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŦƻǊƳǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǊƴŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǳǘŜǊ ŦǊŀƳŜ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ άŎƻǊƴŜǊ 

ƻǊƴŀƳŜƴǘǎέΣ ŀōōǊŜǾƛŀǘŜŘ /hΦ Finally, the three address lines will be called AL1, AL2, AL3L (left) and AL3R 

(right), and the dots on these lines are counted from the left to the right. 
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Card n° 10 ς German and Italian  

Earliest recorded postmark (ERP) 22 January 1872 

 

At first sight, the front of card n° 10 is identical to that of card n° 4. It is characterised by: 

¶ A frame consisting of 48 by 31 diamonds (DA00 to DA47, DR00 to DR30, etc.), the size of the 

inner frame is the same as in card n° 4: approximately 104 by 67 mm.  

¶ The first address line (AL1) counts 130 dots, the second one (AL2) 151 dots, whereas the 

third address lines left (AL3L) and right (AL3R) count 69 dots each. In all address lines, the 

first dot may be weak or partial). Unlike the procedure in the previous article, these 

weak/partial dots are included in the dot counts.  

Also card n° 10 exists in a single main type, with the same corner characteristics as card n° 4: 

 

 

 

Card n° 10 has the same constant errors as card n° 4. The most noticeable of these are PL28, which is 

missing its left side, and DL28, which is also slightly reduced at the left: 

 

 

 

 

 

Card n° 10 
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These constant errors show that the same type-set original or master-copy has been used to produce 

the clichés of the frontside of both cards. 

In card n° 4, a subtype b was recognised on the basis of a large number of defective arches in the outer 

frame on the upper left side. In card n° 10, no subtypes can be distinguished. However, also in card n° 

10, the left side is often poorly printed, with many irregularities.  

As indicated above, the earliest reported postmark (ERP) is of 22 January 1872, as noticed on a card 

seen on ebay. In the figure below, the distribution through time of cards n° 4 and 10 is shown, based 

on the 54 and 72 used cards in our collections.  

The earliest reported postmark (ERP) of card n° 4 was of 11 October 1871, slightly more than three 

months before the ERP of card n° 10. This offset of about three and a half months between the cards 

is also visible in the figure below. However, there is a large overlap in the periods of use of cards n° 4 

and 10. Card n° 4 was commonly used until the autumn of 1872, whereas the main period of use of 

card n° 10 was between May 1872 and June 1873. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In our 73 cards: 

¶ 20 clichés were represented by at least two cards: 

o 13 of these 20 clichés corresponded to clichés that had already been recognised in card 

n° 4. Together these 13 clichés counted for 38 cards. 

o The other seven of the 20 clichés represented by at least two cards had not been 

observed before. Together these seven clichés counted for 22 cards. 

¶ Four clichés that were represented by a single card could be linked to clichés that had earlier 

been observed in card n° 4. 

¶ Finally, nine single cards did not correspond to clichés observed in card n° 4. Of these nine cards, 

six presented some clear anomalies, whereas the remaining three cards had no distinctive 

treats. 

At first view, it appears therefore that there were at least 17 old clichés and 13 new clichés.  

In our earlier study of card n° 4 we concluded that 32 clichés existed for card n° 4, of which 30 were 

represented in our sample of 60 cards. Also for card n° 10, is seems very probable that 32 clichés have 

existed, of which at least 17 clichés have been taken from the plate used to print card n° 4, and at least 

13 new clichés have been produced.  

Distribution through time of cards n° 4 (in blue) and 10 (in orange) 
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When we look at the periods of use of the cards printed with "old" and "new" clichés (figure above), 

we do not see a conspicuous difference. It appears that a single plate has been constructed, with a 

mixture of old and new clichés, that has served during the entire period of the use of card n° 10. 

Like we could show in our previous article on the German-Bohemian card n° 9, also in card n° 10, the 

recycled clichés of card n° 4 ("old clichés") are not strictly identical to the clichés observed in card 

n° 4. They have preserved the most conspicuous anomalies (which allowed us to attribute them to 

the same cliché), but other irregularities disappeared, whereas some new ones appeared. We refer 

to our earlier article (n° 5) for several examples. We suggested that these differences are the 

consequence of the cleaning of the old clichés before they were mounted in the new plate. 

As indicated before, subtype b of card n° 4, which was characterised by a large number of defective 
arches in the outer frame on the upper left side, was not found in card n° 10. However, one of the 
five clichés of subtype b recognised in card n° 4 (variety 4b3) has been re-used in card n° 10 (variety 
10/4b3). In the three cards n° 10 printed with this cliché, the left outer frame is still poorly printed, 
but the many broken arches on the upper left side are no longer present. However, the other 
distinctive characteristics of this cliché, such as the damaged DB18 and the heavily broken corner 
element below left, are still present. It appears that cleaning of the old cliché has allowed to 
eliminate part of the irregularities.   
  
Finally, it is remarkable that three clichés of card n° 10 are very similar to variety 4a7 of card n° 4. In 

our article on card n° 4, we suggested that the four cards of variety 4a7 in our collections could 

eventually correspond to different clichés produced one after the other, which could have led to a 

repetition of the main anomalies (that were present on the master copy used to produce the clichés). 

The study of six cards n° 10 with similar anomalies allows us to confirm this hypothesis. These six 

cards have been printed with three different clichés, which clearly correspond to three clichés of card 

n° 4 (that were all included in variety 4a7 in our third article). Both in cards n° 4 and 10, these three 

clichés share the main anomalies, but have additional anomalies defining each of them.    

Breitwieser (2018) mentions that in part of the cards the first dot of the first double dot at the left 

side (PL01a) is hardly visible. He considered this as a random printing error (άDruckzufälligkeitέ). On 

only 30 of our 73 cards, both dots PL01a and PL01b are fully developed. On 24 cards dot PL01a is 

strongly reduced, whereas on 19 cards, it is entirely absent. This anomaly concerns many different 

clichés, with some clichés being more affected than others. It seems to be the consequence of the 

overall very low printing quality of the whole left side. In cards printed with the same cliché, dot 

PL01a may be strongly reduced or absent. In our opinion this largely depends on the inking intensity. 

In weakly inked cards it may be absent, whereas in more strongly inked cards printed with the same 

cliché it will be reduced but still visible.     
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In card n° 4, we found no cards with fixing holes (see our fifth article, page 11 for an explanation). In 

card n° 10 we found three cards with a fixing hole below left, about 1.3 cm right of the left border of 

the card. These three cards were printed with the same cliché (variety 10/4a8), of which we had no 

cards without a fixing hole. The cliché is the same as variety 4a8 of card n° 4. In the three cards n° 4 of 

this variety, no such fixing holes were observed. This suggests that this cliché occupied different 

positions on the printing plates of cards n° 4 and 10.   

Ascher (1913) distinguished two types of card n° 10 (his n° 25 and 26).  These two types differed by 

the distance between the brace right of Adresse / Indirizzo and the first dot of the first address line 

(AL1). On his card n° 25 this distance was 1,75 mm, whereas on his card n° 26, it was only 1 mm. 

We checked this treat in all of our cards. In the very large majority of the cards, this distance was 

about 1 mm. In four cards, this distance was about 1.75 mm, whereas in two cards, it was even 2.5 

mm. Closer inspection learned that all cards with 1 mm between the brace and the first dot of A1, 

had 130 dots in total in AL1, whereas cards with a 1.75 mm distance had 129 dots, and cards with a 

2.5 mm distance had only 128 dots. With other words, the difference in length between the brace 

and the first dot was due to the disappearance of the first or the first two dots of the first address 

line. 

The cards with missing P01 corresponded to two clichés : Varieties 10/4a6 (both cards with missing 

P01) and 10/4a7A  (two of the four cards with missing P01), whereas the cards with missing P01 and 

P02 belonged to a third cliché (Variety 10/4a11), of which both cards showed this anomaly. 

Finally, Ascher (1913) mentions a plate error in the upper margin of the indicium. This is again a 

correct observation. In fact, after the 5 Kr error this is probably the most spectacular plate error  

which can be found on the first Austrian cards. We observed this plate error in four cards, which 

were all printed with the same cliché (Variety 10/4a9). 

 

At a first stage, the outer frame of the indicium is heavily broken above left, as shown on the card 

above, cancelled on 11/8/1872. Later, the whole upper part of the frame is detached and becomes 

very fragmentary, as is shown below on cards cancelled 14/10/1872 and 21/11/1872.  
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Card n° 11 ς German and Polish  

Earliest recorded postmark (ERP) 2 February 1872 

 

 

The front of card n° 11 is identical to that of card n° 5. It is characterised by: 

¶ A frame consisting of 48 by 31 diamonds (DA00 to DA47, DR00 to DR30, etc.), the size of the 

inner frame is the same as in card n° 5: approximately 104 by 67 mm.  

¶ The first address line (AL1) counts 132 dots, the second one (AL2) 151 dots, whereas the 

third address lines left (AL3L) and right (AL3R) count 69 and 70 dots, respectively. In all 

address lines, the first dot may be weak or partial). Unlike the procedure in the previous 

article, these weak/partial dots are included in the dot counts.  

Also card n° 11 exists in a single main type, with the same corner characteristics as card n° 5: 

 

 

 

 
Some of the constant errors observed in card n° 5 are not present, or less well developed in card n° 
11: 

Card 11, 2 February 1872 (ERP) 
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¶ The vertical offset between PA01 and DA01 is still present, but the horizontal offset between 
the second and third arch of the upper outer frame is not visible on all cards, 

¶ The upper part of DA02 is twisted towards the right in some, but not all of the cards, and this 
anomaly is much less conspicuous than in card n° 5, 

¶ The arch above DA9-PA10 is no longer broken at the left. 

These slight differences between cards n° 5 and 11 may again be due to the cleaning of the old clichés 

and of the master copy before new clichés were produced. 

In card n° 5, a subtype 5b was based on the presence of a hump on the top part of DR25. Five 
different clichés belonged to this subtype. In card n° 11, the same error is observed in 20 of the 65 
cards. Also in this article, the cards without a hump on top of DR25 will be considered as subtype a, 
whereas those with a hump will be considered as subtype b.   
 
 

 

 

 

 

As shown above, the earliest reported postmark (ERP) is of 2 February 1872, only two months later 

than the ERP of card n° 5 (29 November 1871). In the figure below, the distribution through time of 

cards n° 5 and 11 is shown, based on the 24 and 62 used cards in our collections.  

The replacement of card n° 5 by card n° 11 appears to have been much more abrupt than in the case 

of cards n° 4 and 10. Card n° 5 was used until February 1872, but thereafter it was rapidly replaced by 

card n° 11. The period of use of card n° 5 appears to be much shorter than for the German-Italian 

card n° 4, which was regularly used until the autumn of 1872.  

Also the period of use of card n° 11 (February ς August 1872) was much shorter than that of the 

German-Italian card n° 10 (May 1872 ς June 1873). Apparently, stocks of card n° 11 were largely 

finished in summer 1872, and consequently a new card (n° 20, with printed language indication 

below right on the front) was issued in August 1872. The corresponding German-Italian card (n° 19) 

was only issued in March 1873.   
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In our 65 cards: 

¶ 17 clichés were represented by at least two cards: 

o 12 of these 17 clichés were of subtype a (counting for 32 cards), whereas five clichés 

were of subtype b (for a total of 15 cards).  

o Three of these 17 clichés had already been recognised in card n° 5 (counting for 8 

cards), whereas 14 clichés were άnewέ (39 cards). Of the three old clichés, two belonged 

to subtype a and one to subtype b. 

¶ 18 cards could not be matched with other cards n° 11: 

o Three cards were printed with old clichés, which were already recognised in card n° 5. 

Two of subtype a, one of subtype b. 

o 15 cards were not recognised in card n° 5. Nine of them belonged to subtype a, 6 to 

subtype b. Of these 15 cards 10 had perspicuous defaults, indicating that they represent 

different clichés, whereas the remaining five cards had no striking anomalies.  

In summary, we recognised 30 clichés represented by 60 cards, and five cards with less distinctive 

treats, which were impossible to attribute to a cliché. Of the 30 clichés, 18 belonged to subtype a and 12 

to subtype b.  

It seems therefore probable, that also for card n° 11, 32 clichés have existed. Part of the clichés are 

άoldέ and have been taken from the plate of card n° 5, whereas another part of the clichés have been 

newly produced.  

In this case, it is difficult to judge precisely how many of the clichés are άoldέ and how many are άnewέ. 

This is mainly due to the fact that for card n° 5, only 16 clichés were recognised, whereas we deduced 

that 24 clichés must have existed. If true, it means that when we studied card n° 5, we missed eight 

clichés (because of the limited size of our sample, only 27 cards). ¦ƴǘƛƭ ƴƻǿΣ ǿŜ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛȊŜŘ ƻƴƭȅ ǎƛȄ άƻƭŘέ 

clichés (four of subtype a, two of subtype b). Additionally, up to eight of the 24 clichés that had not been 

observed before may in reality be άoldέ clichés which we did not find when we studied card n° 5.  

Summarising, of the 30 clichés we observed, between six and 14 are άoldέ clichés that have been 

recycled, and between 16 and 24 clichés are άnewέ.  

For card n° 11, two clichés with a fixing hole were observed. Remarkably, both in varieties 11a1 and 

11a6, the fixing hole is positioned below left, at about 1.3 cm right of the left edge of the card. All five 

cards of these two clichés presented the fixing hole. 

 

The fact that the fixing holes are positioned at the same place in the two clichés is surprising, 

because until now we supposed that on a complete sheet, there should be four cards with a fixing 

hole, positioned above left and right and below left and right. In view of these two clichés with fixing 

hole below left it appears that the fixing holes were not always positioned on different places on the 

cards presenting them. Alternatively, it could be that the two clichés were part of two different 

plates, on which they occupied the same position. For the time being, we have no further indications 

for the latter hypothesis.    

  

Subtype a Subtype b Total

Number of clichés with >2 cards 7 2 9

Number of clichés with 1 card 4 3 7

Cards without clear anomalies

Total number of clichés 11 5 16

Total

old new total old new total 

Number of clichés with >2 cards 2 10 12 1 4 5 17

Number of clichés with 1 card 2 4 6 1 6 7 13

Cards without clear anomalies 4 1 5

Total number of clichés 4 14 18 2 10 12 30

Subtype a Subtype b

Card n° 5

Card n° 11
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Card n° 12 ς German and Slovenian  

Earliest recorded postmark (ERP) 11 January 1872 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

The front of card n° 12 is identical to that of card n° 7. It is characterised by: 

¶ A frame consisting of 48 by 31 diamonds (DA00 to DA47, DR00 to DR30, etc.), the size of the 

inner frame is approximately 104 by 67 mm.  

¶ The first address line (AL1) counts 132 dots, the second one (AL2) 151 dots, whereas the 

third address lines left (AL3L) and right (AL3R) both count 70 dots. In all address lines, the 

first dot may be weak or partial). Unlike the procedure in the previous article, these 

weak/partial dots are included in the dot counts.  

Also card n° 12 exists in a single main type, with the same corner characteristics as card n° 7: 

 

 

 

 

No subtypes could be distinguished, neither in card n° 7, nor in card n° 12. 

As indicated above, the earliest reported postmark (ERP) is of 11 January 1872.  In the figure below, 

the distribution through time of cards n° 7 and 12 is shown, based on the data of 65 and 82 used 

cards, respectively.  

Collection Igor Pirc 

Card 12, 11 January 1872 (ERP) 
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In these German-Slovenian cards, we see a gradual relay of cards 7 and 12, very much like what we 

observed for cards 4 and 10. Card n° 7 remains dominant until May 1872; thereafter card n° 12 

progressively takes over. Card n° 12 has commonly served until August 1873. The German-Slovenian 

card without dating line on the back (card n° 17) arrived in April 1873.    

In our 88 cards: 

¶ 25 clichés were represented by at least two cards. For 10 clichés, two cards were found, four 

clichés were represented by three cards, five clichés by four cards, four by five cards and two 

clichés had six cards. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

¶ Four clichés were represented by a single card. If, as we hypothesize, 32 clichés have existed, 

which would mean that three clichés are missing in our collections. 

Eleven of the 16 clichés recognised in card n° 7 were found in card n° 12 as well. This means that 18 of 

the 29 clichés found in card n° 12 are new. If there were indeed 32 clichés, of which we miss three 

clichés, this would mean that these 32 clichés consisted of 11 to 14 άƻƭŘέ ŎƭƛŎƘŞǎ ŀƴŘ м8 to 21 άƴŜǿέ 

clichés. 
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It is striking here that four different clichés show a parasitic bump on top of the left side of DB47 and a 

strongly enlarged dot in the top of the arch right of PR30-DR30.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

These anomalies were earlier observed in a single cliché of card n° 7 (variety 711). But although the 

varieties 1214, 1215 , 1216, and 1217 of card n° 12 share these particularities, they show also some major 

differences with card variety 711, as well as between them. This confirms first that they have indeed 

been printed with four different clichés. But is also suggests that the four varieties of card n° 12 are new 

clichés. If so, the fact that they share the defining characteristics of variety 711 can only be explained if 

we hypothesize that the old cliché 711 has been used to produce four new clichés for card n° 12.  

A similar situation is observed for variety 73 of card n° 7. The defining anomalies of this cliché have been 

found in two different clichés of card n° 12. In this case, one of the clichés, variety 12/73 is rigorously 

similar to variety 73 of card n° 7, and is considered as a re-used old cliché. Conversely, variety 1210 shares 

the main defining anomalies of variety 73 of card n° 7, but differs from this variety and from variety 

12/73 by some additional imperfections. Like in the previous case, we hypothesize that variety 1210 has 

been printed with a new cliché produced with the old cliché of variety 73. 

These observations suggest that some of the new clichés have not been produced with a type-set 

original or with a master copy, but rather by directly reproducing one of the old clichés. 

Ascher (1913) distinguished two types in card n° 12 (his n° 28 and 29) on the basis of a minor difference 

in the size of the frame, and the length of the third address line. In his card n° 28 the third address line 

on the right (AL3R) should be 97,5 mm long, and the end should be aligned with the ends of AL1 and 

AL2. In his card n° 29, AL3R should be 98 mm long, and should stick out farther right compared to AL1 

and AL2.  

We checked all our cards, and found that with a single exception, AL3R stuck out further to the right 

than AL1 and AL2. Only in one cliché (variety 12/77), the three lines were more or less aligned on the 

right side. This was due to the fact that the two dots on the far right of AL3R had been reduced. In one 

card, P69 and P70 were entirely missing, whereas in the second card printed with this cliché, P69 was 

very weak and P70 absent.  

Ascher (1913) also distinguished a variety on the basis of the type-setting of the dating line on the back. 

He noticed that in the majority of the cards, ǘƘŜ ƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘ άƴŀέ ƛǎ ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŜŘ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƭŜŦǘ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ 

ǘƘŜ Ƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘ άŀƳέΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƛƴ ǎƻƳŜ ŎŀǊŘǎ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘ άƴŀέ ƛǎ ǎƘƛŦǘŜŘ ǎƭƛƎƘǘƭȅ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǊƛƎƘǘΣ so that 

ǘƘŜ ƴ ƛǎ ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŜŘ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǊƛƎƘǘ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ƴ ƻŦ άŀƳέΦ  

We observed this particularity in three cards, printed with two different clichés (12/79 and one cliché 

represented by a single card, not described in the appendix). It appears that in these cards, the space 

ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŜŦǘ ōǊŀŎƪŜǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘ άƴŀέύ ƛǎ ǎƭƛƎƘǘƭȅ ƭŀǊƎŜǊΣ ǎƻ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘ άƴŀέ ƛǎ ǎƭƛƎƘǘƭȅ ǎƘƛŦǘŜŘ ǘƻ 

the right.   
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For card n° 12, two clichés with a fixing hole were observed. Cliché 122 was not observed in card n° 

7. The fixing hole is positioned above left, about 1.3 cm right of the left margin. It was found in all 

four cards printed with this cliché. Cliché 124 was not observed in card n° 12 either. In this card, the 

fixing hole is positioned above right, again at about 1.3 cm left of the right border. Also here, the 

fixing hole was observed in all four cards. 

Conclusion 

In this article we treated the bilingual cards 10, 11 and 12, which are the logical continuation of cards 

4,5 and 7. They differ from the earlier cards by the fact that the dating line on the back has been 

shifted from the left to the right. 

In our third paper, we showed that for the earlier German-Italian (n° 4), German-Polish (n° 5) and 

German-Slovenian cards (n° 7), there existed 32, 24 and 16 clichés, respectively. This necessarily 

meant that cards with different languages were mixed on the printing plate(s). 

Here we show, that for each of the corresponding new cards (n° 10, 11 and 12), 32 clichés existed. 

When the plates for the backsides were changed, simultaneously, new plates were produced for the 

frontside. In all three cases, the 32 clichés on the new plates consisted of a mixture of clichés taken 

from the old plate and newly made clichés, in comparable numbers. 

Finally, we found five clichés with fixing holes. In the German-Italian card n° 10, one cliché has a 

fixing hole below left. In the German-Polish card n° 11, two different clichés with a fixing hole were 

observed, surprisingly in both clichés the fixing hole was situated below left. And finally, in the 

German-Slovenian card n° 12, two clichés with fixing holes were observed, above left and above 

right.  

The fact that there are three clichés with a fixing hole below left (one of card n° 10 and two of card n° 

11) suggests that these cards have been printed with three different plates. These may have been 

plates with only 32 clichés. Alternatively, several clichés on the same plate may have had fixing holes 

at a comparable position.   
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Appendix 

Classification of the types, subtypes and varieties of cards n° 10, 11 

and 12 

The following appendix lists all types and subtypes as well as all the varieties of which we have 

observed at least two copies. The numbering of the main types follows the earlier classifications of 

Ascher (1913) and Frech (1991, 2015).  

In our first articles, different subtypes were supposed to correspond to different master copies 

made from the types-set original. Here, we use a slightly less strict concept. As suggested for card n° 

3, the subtypes a and b of card 11 presented in this article are thought to be the consequence of 

damage to the master copy during the preparation of the individual clichés.  

All of the varieties listed below are thought to correspond to individual clichés. The described 

anomalies have all been observed on at least two cards, so that we can be sure that they are indeed 

plate errors and not printing flaws. The descriptions below mention only the most prominent 

anomalies for each variety (which are not all pictured); careful inspection will show other very small 

anomalies, which are identical in the cards printed with the same cliché.  

The anomalies described below, which are thought to be typical for individual clichés, can have 

occurred during two different phases of the printing process:  

1) When the individual clichés were produced with the master copy. These anomalies 

should be present on the cards printed with the concerned cliché during the entire 

period it was used. 

2) When the cliché was already in use, due to progressive wear. In such cases, the anomaly 

was not present in the first cards printed with the concerned cliché, and only appears on 

cards printed later.  

The fact that additional anomalies may occur in the course of the usage period of a cliché explains 

why some anomalies are present on some cards printed with a certain cliché, whereas other cards 

printed with the same cliché do not show this particular anomaly. In such cases, the cliché has known 

ǘǿƻ ƻǊ ƳƻǊŜ άǎǘŀǘŜǎέ όάŞǘŀǘέ ƛƴ CǊŜƴŎƘύΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ŧƻƭƭƻǿ ŜŀŎƘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƛƳŜΦ  

Like in the previous article, also here we diǎǘƛƴƎǳƛǎƘ άƻƭŘέ ŎƭƛŎƘŞǎΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜǊŜ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ƛƴ ŎŀǊŘs 

n° 4, 5 and 7Σ ŀƴŘ άƴŜǿέ clichés, that were first observed in the cards discussed in this article (n° 10 

ǘƻ мнύΦ Lƴ Ƴƻǎǘ ŎŀǎŜǎ ǘƘŜǎŜ άƴŜǿέ ŎƭƛŎƘŞǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ newly produced for cards n° 10 to 12. However, 

ƛƴ ǎƻƳŜ ǊŀǊŜ ŎŀǎŜǎ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ άƴŜǿέ ŎƭƛŎƘŞ ƛǎ ƛƴ ǊŜŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴ άƻƭŘέ ŎƭƛŎƘŞ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ 

observed during our study of cards 4,5 and 7. 

Also here, it should be noted that ǘƘŜ άƻƭŘέ ŎƭƛŎƘŞǎ of cards 10 to 12 are not always strictly identical 

to their ancestor cards n° 4, 5 and 7. Although the main anomalies, allowing to recognise the clichés 

are observed, some minor anomalies have sometimes disappeared, whereas new anomalies may 

appear. We think that these changes are caused by the fact that the old clichés have been cleaned 

before being assembled in the new plate. The cleaning may have caused the disappearance of some 

minor anomalies, while the handling of the clichés may have caused new ones. For all types and 

subtypes, we will firsǘ ǘǊŜŀǘ ǘƘŜ άƻƭŘέ ŎƭƛŎƘŞǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ άƴŜǿέ ƻƴŜǎΦ CƻǊ ǘƘŜ άƻƭŘέ ŎƭƛŎƘŞǎΣ ǿŜ ǿƛƭƭ 

use the same numbering as in the ancestor cards n° 4, 5 and 7 (presented in our third article), 

preceded by the number of the present card. For example, variety 12/74 is the cliché of the printing 

plate of card n° 12 that corresponds to cliché 74 of its ancestor card n° 7.  

In the descriptions, all diamonds and dot positions are numbered from left to right and from top to 

bottom. In all cases the diamonds in the corners at the beginning of the horizontal and vertical 

lines are not counted, so that DA01 is the first diamond above, right of the diamond in the corner 

above left. AL1 and AL2 stand for address lines 1 and 2, whereas AL3L and AL3R indicate the third 
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address lines left and right. Missing dots in the address lines are mostly not pictured in the 

ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴǎ ōŜƭƻǿΦ ¢ƘŜ ŀōōǊŜǾƛŀǘƛƻƴ /h ǎǘŀƴŘǎ ŦƻǊ ά/ƻǊƴŜǊ hǊƴŀƳŜƴǘέ όƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǳǘŜǊ ŦǊŀƳŜύΣ 

whereas above left and right, below left and right are abbreviated as AL, AR, BL and BR, respectively. 
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Card n° 10 ς Bilingual German and Italian 

ERP (earliest recorded postmark) 22 January 1872 

 

 

 

¶ Inner frame: 48 by 31 diamonds (DA00 to DA47, DL00 to DL30, etc). 

¶ Address line (AL1): 130 dots; AL2: 151 dots, AL3L and AL3R: 69 dots each 

In all address lines, the first dot may be weak or partial). Unlike the procedure in the previous 

article, these weak/partial dots are included in the dot counts.  

A ς άƻldά clichés, already observed in card n° 4 

Thirteen of the 20 clichés represented by at least two cards and four clichés represented by a single 

card corresponded to clichés that had already been recognised in card n° 4. See our third article for 

the numbering of these clichés. Here, we mark these 17 old clichés by placing 10/ before the notation 

used for these clichés in our study of card n° 4.  

Variety 10/ 4a4 ς PL01a very weak, PA29-DA29-PA30-DA30 three arches almost broken, PR18-DR18-

PR19 two arches smeared, PR19-DR19 arch broken above, parasitic dashes right of ΨAdresseΩ ŀƴŘ 

right of first I of Indirizzo. 9/1/1873 - 10/11/1873 (2 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 10/ 4a5 ς PA45 small parasitic dot above right, DB00-PB01 arch smeared, AL1: P45 reduced. 

8/8/1872 ς 9/5/1873 (5 cards). 
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Variety 10/ 4a6 ς PL01a reduced or absent, CO AL-DL00 and PL03-DL03 arch empty, AL1: P01 missing, 

AL2: P64 and P65 very large, AL3L: P16-P18 very wide. Although many of the defining characteristics 

of variety 4a6 have disappeared, the typical damage at address lines AL2 and AL3L, very similar to our 

observations of 4a6 convinced us that our cards n° 10 have been printed with the same cliché. 

19/10/1872 ς 4/1/1873 (2 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In our description of variety 4a7 (our third article) we suggested that this variety could include four 

clichés produced successively, so that the same anomaly of the master copy (the broken arches left of 

PL28 and PL29) is found in all four clichés. This hypothesis is confirmed by this study. The next three 

varieties all correspond to cards that were grouped in variety 4a7 of our earlier study. However, next 

to the broken arches left of PL28 and PL29, which they have in common, they also show large 

differences, which correspond to those found in card n° 4, confirming that these cards have been 

printed with at least three different clichés.  

Variety 10/ 4a7A ς Broken arches left of PL28 and PL29, PL01a absent, DA13 white spot right, PA42-

DA42 arch smeared, shaven, PR5-DR5 and DR7-PR8 arches broken, AL3R: P01-02 strongly reduced. 

22/4/1872 ς 30/4/1873 (4 cards.) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 10/ 4a7B ς Broken arches left of PL28 and PL29, P01a absent, PA40-DA40-PA41 two arches 

broken, CO BR broken in top, AL3R: P02 nearly absent. 18/11/1872 (1 card). 
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Variety 10/ 4a7C ς DL27-PL28-DL28 two arches broken, DB6 incised above left, DA41-DA47 all arches 

shaven, AL3L: P64 to P68 all elongated, AL3R: P01 to P05 all reduced. 27/7/1872 (1 card). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 10/ 4a8 ς DB31-PB32-DB32 two arches heavily damaged, fixing hole below left. 11/2/1872 ς 

5/9/1874 (3 cards). The fixing hole, present in all our three cards, was not observed on card n° 5. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 10/ 4a9 ς DR5 incised below R, white dot on DB42, CO AR broken right, parasitic dot, upper 

frame heavily damaged. The damaged upper frame of the indicium is new, it was not observed in 

card n° 4. In state 1, the upper frame of the indicium is torn open on the left side, whereas in state 2, 

the entire upper frame of the indicium is torn off. 11/8/1872 ς 26/2/1873 (4 cards). 
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Variety 10/ 4a11 ς DB13 truncated above, PL01 until DL03 all very weak, PR14-DR14 arch broken, DB6-

PB7 arch smeared, PB28-DB28 arch broken left, DB34-PB35 arch damaged right, AL1: P01 and P02 

absent, AL3R: P27 almost absent. 22/6/1872 ς 27/1/1873 (2 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 10/ 4a12 ς PA40-DA40-PA41-DA41 three arches broken, AL3L: P64-P65, P66-P67, P68-P69 all 

elongated and merged. 28/5/1873 ς 21/10/1873 (3 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

State 1 : upper frame indicium torn open at the left 

State 2 : upper frame indicium entirely detached 
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 Variety 10/ 4a13 ς DA25-PA26 arch smeared, DA35-PA36 arch smeared, DA47-CO AR arch roofless, 

DB28-PB29 mid frame smeared, left side: many arches without roof, AL2: P68 almost absent. 

5/3/1872 ς 11/9/1873 (3 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 10/ 4b3 ς PL01a reduced, DB18 damaged below L, CO BL broken left. 19/7/1872 ς 11/1/1873 

(3 cards). 

 

The following five clichés were earlier observed in card n° 4, but each only on a single card. For that 

reason, they were not described (and numbered) in our third article. For these cards, we continue the 

numbering of card n° 4 (varieties 4a14 to 4a18).  

Variety 10/ 4a14 ς P01a absent, DB25 white dot left, AL2: P63-P66 widened, AL3L: P16-P17, P18-P19, 

P20-P21 all merged, high. 23/5/1873 (1 card.) 
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Variety 10/ 4a15 ς DA20 heavily damaged below, DR4 truncated below, AL3R: P37-P38 merged, P39-

P40 absent. 20/11/1872 (1 card). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 10/ 4a16 ς DB25 incised above left, PB33-DB33, PB35-DB35 and DB36-PB37: three arches 

broken left, AL3L: P63-P64 and P66-P67 merged. 1/2/1873 ς 30/5/1873 (3 cards.) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 10/ 4a17 ς white dot on DA28, AL3R: P49 reduced. 17/4/1872 ς 10/8/1872 (2 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 10/ 4a18 ς PA41 very large, irregular, PL01a reduced, DR14-PR15 arch broken,  PB32-DB32 

arch with irregular roof. 11/2/1873 ς 6/3/1873 (2 cards). 
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B ς άnewά clichés, not observed in card n° 4 

Here, we present the descriptions of the seven clichés that were not yet observed in card n° 4, and for 

which we have at least two cards.  

Variety 101 ς DA13 white spot at the left, DL20 damaged above, DB00-PB01 arch smeared right, CO 

AL smeared at the right, DL02-PL03 and DL8-PL9 arches smeared. 21/8/1872 ς 8/11/1873 (5 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 102 ς DA6 shortened above, DA15-PA16-DA16 2 arches shaven, PL21-DL21 arch roofless, 

parasitic dot in second a of Carta, AL3L: P25 absent. 4/4/1872 ς 2/4/1873 (3 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 103 ς DR27-PR28 arch broken, DB22-PB23 fat in top, DB10-PB11 and DB11-PB12 fat in top, 

CO BL fat in top. 23/11/1872 ς 1/8/1873 (2 cards). 
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Variety 104 ς DL19 reduced, PA47-DA47 arch shaven, DB14-PB15 and DB22-PB23 arch smeared, CO 

AL smeared on left side below, AL2: P63 and P66 reduced, white dot on t of Karte. 29/6/1872 ς 

13/6/1873 (3 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 105 ς PL15-DL15 and PL16-DL16 arches without roof, PL30-DL30 and DL30-CO arches without  

roof, CO BL broken left above. 23/7/1872 ς 31/8/1872 (2 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 106 ς DB29 truncated left, DR24-PR25-DR25-PR26 3 arches damaged, CO BL smeared above, 

AL2: P132, P141 and P146 weak. 25/4/1872 ς 22/3/1873 (5 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 107 ς DL7 truncated below, PB15-DB15 roof lowered or broken, DL24-PL25 smeared right of 

arch, DB8-PB9-DB9 big hole in mid frame. 12/10/1872 ς 5/1/1873 (2 cards). 
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Card n° 11 ς Bilingual German and Polish 

ERP (earliest recorded postmark) 2 February 1872 

 

 

 

 

¶ Inner frame: 48 by 31 diamonds (DA00 to DA47, DL00 to DL30, etc). 

¶ Address line (AL1): 132 dots; AL2: 151 dots, AL3L and AL3R: 69 and 70 dots, respectively. 

In all address lines, the first dot may be weak or partial. Unlike the procedure in the previous article, 

these weak/partial dots are included in the dot counts.  

A ς άƻldά clichés, already observed in card n° 5 

Four of the 17 clichés represented by at least two cards and two single cards corresponded to clichés 

that had already been recognised in card n° 5. CƻǳǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ άƻƭŘέ ŎƭƛŎƘŞǎ ŀǊŜ ƻŦ ǎǳōǘȅǇŜ ŀ ŀƴŘ ǘǿƻ ƻŦ 

subtype b. See our third article for the numbering of these clichés. Here, we mark these old clichés by 

placing 11/ before the notation used for these clichés in our study of card n° 5.  

A1 ς subtype a, no bump on DR25 

Variety 11/5a2 ς DR14 truncated above, connecting line with PR14 oblique, PA13-DA13 arch broken 

roof, DB37-PB38 arch broken, white dot on left side of e of Correspondenz. 1/5/1872 (1 card). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The following three clichés were earlier observed in card n° 5, but each only on a single card. For that 

reason, they were not described (and numbered) in our third article. For these cards, we continue the 

numbering of card n° 5 (varieties 5a7 to 5a9).  

Variety 11/5a7 ς PA11 to PA14 arches heavily damaged, apparently retouched, PA16-DA16 roof 

broken. 22/5/1872 ς 21/7/1872 (3 cards). 
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Variety 11/5a8 ς DB45 truncated left, DR01-PR02 damaged roof, AL1: P69 reduced, AL2: P149 lacking. 

12/6/1872 ς 17/7/1872 (3 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 11/5a9 ς DA32 damaged right, PA33 damaged L, DL30-CO BL arch broken, AL3L: P011 absent 

or damaged. 8/5/1872 (1 card).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

In variety 11/5a9, the damage to DA32 and PA33 is identical as in card n° 5. However, the truncated 

aspect of DA35 (see figure above) is not present in our single copy of card n° 5. Since we have only 

one card n° 11 printed with this cliché, we can not be sure that all cards printed with this cliché show 

this anomaly. 
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A2 ς subtype b, bump on DR25 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 11/5b1 ς DR25 hump on top of diamond, DA40 contents of arch weak, PL11-DL11 without 

roof, PA32-DA32-PA33 two arches shaven. 23/6/1872 (1 card). 

 

 

 

 

 

The following cliché was earlier observed in card n° 5, but only on a single card. For that reason, it 

was not described (and numbered) in our third article. For this card, we continue the numbering of 

card n° 5 (variety 5b3). 

Variety 11/5b3 ς DR25 hump on top of diamond, DA04-PA5 arch shaven, DB9-PB9 arch heavily 

ǎƳŜŀǊŜŘΣ ǘƘŜ ƭŜǘǘŜǊ άwέ όōŜƭƻǿ άƛƴέύ broken right, AL1: P60 absent, AL2: P28 weak, AL3L: P65 

reduced left. 2/3/1870 ς 30/6/1872 (2 cards). 
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B ς άnewά clichés, not observed in card n° 5 

Here, we present the descriptions of the 14 clichés that were not yet observed in card n° 5, and for 

which we have at least two cards. Of these 14 clichés, ten were of subtype a and four of subtype b.  

B1 ς subtype a, no bump on DR25 

Variety 11a1 ς DA24 damaged right, corner ornament BL broken below right, PL6-DL6 hole in middle 

frame, AL1: P129 and P130 irregular, merged, fixing hole below left. 29/2/1872 ς 28/3/1872 (3 

cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 11a2 ς DA24 damaged right, corner ornament BL shaven below right, corner ornament AL 

broken in top, all arches left side shaven, DA21 space between middle and outer frame smeared, 

AL1: P129 and P130 merged, no fixing hole BL. 14/6/1872 ς 23/8/1872 (2 cards).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Varieties 11a1 and 11a2 have several conspicuous characteristics in common (the damaged DA24, the 

broken in CO BL, P129 and P130 on AL1 merged). But they also differ by some constant differences, 

notably by all broken arches on the left side (only partly shown). Therefore, we consider them as two 

clichés produced one after the other, rather than two subsequent states of a single cliché. 

Variety 11a3 ς Brace broken in middle, clear holes in middle frame above DA01-PA02 and DA38-

PA39. 4/3/1872 ς 16/4/1872 (3 cards). 
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Variety 11a4 ς white dot on right side of first a ƻŦ άKartaέ, PA12-DA12-PA13 two arches damaged, 

DA13-PA14 arch broken, DB35-PB36 arch broken right, PB13-DB13 arch broken right. 2/2/1872 ς 

7/8/1872 (5 cards). 

 

 

 

 

Variety 11a5 ς DR23 damaged below, DR16-PR17 arch broken , PB24-DB24-PB25 two arches broken, 

AL1: P99 absent. 14/5/1872 ς 9/8/1872 (2 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 11a6 ς DR20 truncated L, DB7, DB12 and DB14 truncated above, AL1: P57/58 almost absent, 

AL2: P71/72, P75, P80/81 reduced, fixing hole below left. 21/6/1872 ς 19/8/1872 (2 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 11a7 ς PB14-DB14 CL very fat, PA02-DA02-PA03-DA03-PA04: three very large arches instead 

of four normal arches, DB15-PB16-DB16 two arches broken, DB18-PB19-DB19-PB20-DB20 four 

arches broken roof. 10/7/1872 ς 2/10/1872 (2 cards).  
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Variety 11a8 ς CO BR broken in top, PL04-DL04-PL5 two arches shaven, AL3R: P42 weak below. 

4/4/1872 ς 25/11/1872 (3 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 11a9 ς DL29 truncated below, PL30 almost absent, DA12-PA12 and DA16-PA17 arches 

truncated right, PR7-DR7 and DR7-PR8 arches broken, AL1: P01 and P02 strongly reduced, P77 

absent. 19/2/1872 ς 6/5/1872 (2 cards).  

  

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 11a10 ς PA11-DA11-PA12-DA12 weird arches, PA12-DA12 arch broken, CO BR broken in top, 

DL00/DA00 truncated above. 6/3/1872 ς 7/5/1872 (2 cards). In one of our two cards, most arches on 

the left side are strongly damaged. Since all other defining anomalies are similar in the two cards, we 

consider these two cards as two successive states of the same cliché. 
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B2 ς subtype b, bump on DR25 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 11b1 ς bump on top of DR25, DR17 and DR18 incised above right, DB8-PB9 arch smeared. 

26/3/1872 ς 10/5/1872 (4 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 11b2 ς bump on top of DR25, DR01-PR02-DR02 two arches broken, PL22-DL22 arch broken, 

AL1: P64 damaged left, AL3R: P44 damaged, holes in mid frame right of DR01 and left of PL8-DL8. 

15/3/1872 ς 5/9/1872 (4 cards). 

 

 

 

Variety 11b3 ς bump on top of DR25, frame of indicium broken below right, PL17-DL17-PL18 two 

arches damaged and smeared. 24/2/1872 ς 14/5/1872 (3 cards). 

  

 

 

 

 

Variety 11b4 ς PB37 white dot below R, DL5-PL6-DL6 two arches heavily damaged, AL1: P63 absent. 

15/4/1872 ς 8/6/1872 (2 cards).  
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Card n° 12 ς Bilingual German and Slovenian 

ERP (earliest recorded postmark) 11 January 1872 

 

 

 

 

¶ Inner frame: 48 by 31 diamonds (DA00 to DA47, DL00 to DL30, etc). 

¶ Address line (AL1): 132 dots; AL2: 151 dots, AL3L and AL3R: 70 dots 

In all address lines, the first dot may be weak or partial). Unlike the procedure in the previous 

article, these weak/partial dots are included in the dot counts.  

A ς άƻldά clichés, already observed in card n° 7 

Eleven of the 16 clichés recognised in card n° 7 were found in card n° 12 as well. See our third article for 

the numbering of the old clichés. Here, we mark these old clichés by placing 12/ before the notation used 

for these clichés in our study of card n° 7.  

Variety 12/ 71 ς DR27 large white dot above, DL10 deformed, PL11 very fat, white dot on DL11, PR19-

DR19 roof broken, CO BL-DB00 arch broken, stamp frame broken above L, between T2 and T3. 

26/4/1872 ς 27/7/1873 (6 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 12/ 73 ς PR01 and DR01 reduced, PA34-DA34 arch damaged, DR18-DR20 incised below L, 

DR20 truncated below, CO BL-D00-P01 two arches broken, CO BL heavily broken. 29/5/1872 ς 

14/8/1873 (4 cards). 
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Variety 12/ 76 ς AL2: P65-P66 absent, P145 reduced. 12/5/1872 ς 30/6/1872 (2 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 12/ 77 ς DR12 to DR19 all severely damaged left, DR26-DR30 all arches heavily damaged. AL3 

shortened right, P69 diminished, P70 absent. 31/7/1872 ς 12/11/1872 (2 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 12/ 78 ς DL9 damaged below, AL1: P43 missing, P81-P82 merged, AL3L: P04 and P05 reduced. 

22/12/1872 ς 6/3/1873 (2 cards). 

 

 

 

 

Variety 12/ 79 ς CO BR broken above right, CO AL broken above right, CO AL-DA00 arch broken, PA9-

DA9 arch broken, PA11-DA11 arch broken, DR8-PR9 arch broken. 14/5/1872 ς 21/8/1873 (2 cards). 
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Variety 12/ 710 ς PA46-DA46 arch broken, PB45-DB45 arch truncated L, AL1: P22 and P25 reduced,  

AL2: P43 absent. 22/1/1872 ς 1/8/1873 (5 cards). 

 

 

 

 

Variety 12/ 712 ς DL25 damaged right, PR03-DR03 and PR6-DR6 arches broken. 17/4/1872 ς 
24/1/1873 (5 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 12/ 713 ς DR14 damaged below, PA14-DA14-PA15 two arches heavily damaged, DR01-PR02-
DR02 two arches broken. 3/3/1872 ς 5/8/1873 (5 cards). 

 

 

 

 

Variety 12/ 714 ς DA40 slightly shortened above, PA04-DA04 roof of arch shaven, DR23-PR24 
truncated below, DL24-PL25 arch broken, stamp frame broken below, between T4, T5 and T6. 
9/3/1873 (2 cards). 
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Variety 12/ 715 ς PA02-DA02 arch flattened, DA15-PA16-DA16 2 arches roofs broken, DB21-PB22 arch 
broken,  AL3L: P46 absent, C of Listnica smeared. 11/1/1872 ς 11/3/1873 (6 cards). 
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B ς άnewά clichés, not observed in card n° 7 

Fourteen clichés present with at least two cards were not observed in card n° 7 and are considered as 

new clichés. 

Variety 121 ς DL9-PL10 arch broken, DL21-PL22 arch with broken roof, DL23-PL24 arch smeared. 

18/6/1872 ς 28/3/1873 (3 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 122 ς DB00/DL30 incised below L, DL4 truncated above, PR13-DR13-PR14-DR14 three arches 

damaged, DR15-PR16 arch broken, fixing hole above left, stamp: missing pearl(s) left of neck. 

3/8/1872 ς 14/6/1874 (4 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 123 ς DR29-PR30-DR30 arches heavily damaged, CO BR almost absent, DL19-PL20 AB, stamp 

frame broken between T9-T10, stamp inner frame broken right below. 27/2/1873 ς 29/7/1873 (2 

cards). 
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Variety 124 ς DA29 damaged below right, CO AL broken above right, CO AL-DA00 arch broken, CO BL 

broken left above, fixing hole above right, AL2: P77 and P78 strongly reduced. 28/10/1872 ς 

27/8/1873 (4 cards). 

Variety 125 ς PA20-DA20 arch broken, PB45-DB45 arch truncated left, PL01-DL01, PL17-DL17, PL22-

DL22 and PL30-DL30 arches truncated above. 21/3/1872- 10/9/1874 (3 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 126 ς DB26-PB27-DB27 two arches flattened/broken, stamp frame broken above T5-T6 and 

left, T7-T8 and T15-T16. 2/8/1872 ς 8/7/1873 (2 cards). 
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Variety 127 ς PB5-DB5 and PB6-DB6 arches broken left, AL2: P130 reduced left. 6/8/1872 ς 

5/10/1872 (2 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 128 ς PB45-DB45 arch broken left, stamp frame broken right, T2-T3. 4/10/1872 ς 30/1/1873 

(2 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 129 ς DA28 truncated left, DA31 broken left, PR26 irregular, DR26 strongly reduced, DR27 
reduced right, DR30/DB47 reduced above and left, AL2: P149 absent. 16/1/1872 ς 15/9/1875 (2 
cards). 
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The next five clichés are close to varieties 7a3 (variety 1210) and 7a11 (varieties 711 to 714) of card n° 7. 
They share some of the anomalies that allowed us to define these two varieties in card n° 7. However, 
they are different due to some other anomalies. Consequently, we hypothesize that the two clichés of 
card n° 7 have been used to produce some new clichés, that are described hereafter.  

Variety 1210 (close to 7a3 and 12/ 7a3) ς PR01 and DR01 reduced, DR18-DR21 damaged below left, 

DA31-PA32-DA32 two arches broken/damaged, Corner ornament BL and arches CO BL-DB00 and 

DB00-PB01 all broken below. 14/1/1872 ς 20/8/1872 (5 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This variety is similar to variety 12/7a3 because of the reduced PR01 and DR01, the damaged 

diamonds DR18 to DR21 and the defectives CO BL and first two arches below. However, it differs from 

this variety by the two broken arches above DA31-DA32 and the lack of a broken arch above PA34-

DA34. 

The next four varieties are all close to variety 7a11 of card n° 7, with which they have in common the 

parasitic bump above left on DB47 and the large parasitic dot in the arch right of PB30-DB30. 

However, these four varieties differ from card 7a11 and from each other by other anomalies. We 

hypothesize that these clichés have been newly produced, by making copies of the old cliché of variety 

7a11. 

Variety 1211 (close to 7a11) ς parasitic dot on DB47, PR30-DR30 arch with parasitic spot, PA19-DA19 

arch broken, PA22-DA22-PA23-DA23 three roofs broken, AL2: P116 missing. 22/8/1872 ς 24/3/1875 

(3 cards). 
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Variety 1212 (close to 7a11)  ς parasitic dot on DB47, PA03-DA03 small break, PR30-DR30 arch 
parasitic dot, DL12-PL13 AB, DL19-PL20 AB, AL1: P27 reduced below. 9/2/1872 - 16/2/1873 (3 cards). 

  

 

 

 

 

Variety 1213 (close to 7a11) ς parasitic dot on DB47, PR30-DR30 arch parasitic dot, DL19-PL20, DL24-

PL25, DL25-PL26 and DL26-PL27 arches broken, AL3R: P66 reduced. 17/11/1872 ς 30/6/1875 (4 

cards). 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 1214 (close to 7a11) ς parasitic dot on DB47, PR30-DR30 arch parasitic dot, CO BR broken 

below, holes in middle frame at DR6, DR10-DR11, DR14 and DR16. 20/4/1872 ς 5/8/1876 (4 cards). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


