The first Austrian postal cardsa critical analysis of their types and subtypes
Part6 ¢ Postal cardn®10, 11 and 12

Frans Jorissen & Laf3lof Nilsson

This article is a continuation ofir 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.fi-p.ch/resources/articles).

As in our previous articles, we will follow the traditional classificabibtnese cardswhich was
introduced by Ascher (1925), and also used by Frech (1991; 2015).

In thissixtharticle, we wil treat the bilingualcardsn®10 (German and Italian), 11 (German and

Polish) and 12 (German and Sloveni@n).these cardsthe datingline on the backideof the cards is
positioned on the upperight side They replace cards 4 (German and Italian), 5 (German and Polish)
and 7 (German and Sloveniaa which the dating line on the backside was printetthe upper

left side

In our third article, we concluded th#te first bilingual cards® 3 4, 5, 6 ad 7 had probably been
printed togetheron two plateswith 64 clichés eactConsequentlycardswith different languages
were mixedon the plates We concluded that there were 40 clichés of card n° 3, 8Rédiof card n°
4, 24 of number 5 and 16 clichéaah for cards n° 6 and 7.

Number of
Number of cards . Total number of
Card number Language ) ] clichés in our o,
in our collections . clichés
collections
3-1 German-Bohemian 40 18 20
3-1 German-Bohemian 38 15 20
4 German-ltalian 60 29 32
5 German-Polish 27 16 24
6 German-Ruthenian 33 13 16
7 German-Slovenian 43 16 16
Total 107 128

In our fiftharticle, on the GermasBohemian card n° 9, we concluded that when the dating line on the
backside was changdttom upper left to upper right)a new plate was produced for the front side as
well. We deduced that ew 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 thatrthevere64 clichégor card n° 9either on a single plate

or on two plates of 32 clichés) so that the numberdhthés had been considerably increased compared
to the 40 clichés of card n° 3.

The guestion we withddresshere is whether the shift from the address lines on the h&dm the
upper left (cards n° 3 to 7) to the upper right (cards n° 9 to\da} also for the othebilingualcards
the occasiorio increase the number of clichés to 32.

Consequently, in this article, we will systematically compare our observations made @ri@dodl2

with those made on theiancestorscards n° 45 and 7. Like in the previous article, when writaigput

the individual clichés used to print the frontside of the cands willdistinguishd 2t R¢ YR ay Ségé
With dold clichég we mean tte clichés that we hadlready observed in cagin®4, 5 and 7 andthat re-

appear in cardn®10, 11 and 12With énew clichég we indicate clichés that weneot observed inthe

earlier cardsandwere either not present in our selection of cards n° 4, 5 and Tyene newly

produced for cardn® 10, 11 and 12


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

Recently, our fellow collector Igor Pirc put scans of all his Gefharenian cards to our disposal.
This allowed us first to increase the datet ofcard n°7 to 74 cards (of which 65 were used).idh
enlarged data sefully confirmedour earlier conclusiothat there were onlyl6 different clichédor
this card. Of everyiché, wenow dispose at least of two cards. Also for card 12, for whizhdata
set now counts88 cards (of which 82 were usatijs highly valuable addition will allow us t@b
more affirmative in our conclusions.

For the description of the various details of the cards, we will use the same system as in tieefirst
articles. We will dferentiate 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 afmamentalarches).

The position of anomalies will be indicatedreyerring to the closest diamond and dpositiors of the

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

diamond of each horizontal or vertical line is not counted y RA OF 1 SR I & DADfBIN® ¢ = F 2|
diamond in the upper left corngrWe 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 i tthet 37om

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

counted as one dot position, irrespective whether there is a single, double or absethdoarches in

the outer frame will be referred to by their position with respect to thesestdiamonds and dots in the
AYYSNI FNFYSd ¢KS 2NYyFYSyidltf F2Nya Ay G§KS O2NY SN
2NY I YSy(Gaés FidabyNiehiee ai@dRs lihes will be called AL1, AL2, AL3L (left) and AL3R
(right), and the dots on tese lines a¥ counted from the left to the right.



Card n°10¢ German and lItalian

Earliest recorded postmark (ERRR Januaryl872

3

@@wﬁu@gp@md}@nzeg{a%@ -

carte da corrispondenz,,

Adresse )
Indirizzo |

g
o
:
;J
‘Wt‘\g
R e e e S S e 2 i=

S e o e e e S B e e D o e el R SLIE Sh s o s i i . S S
&1

Card n° 10

At first sight, the front of card nEOis identical to that of card m. It ischaracteised by:

1 A frame consisting of8 by 31 diamond¢$DAO0O to DA47, DROO to DR30, etc.), the size of the
inner frame is the same as in card n° 4: approximately 104 by 67 mm.

9 Thefirst address line (AL19ounts130 dots the second one (AL2) 151 dqotwhereas the
third address lines left (AL3landright (AL3RXount69 dotseach.In all address lines, the
first dot may be weak or partialJnlike the procedure in the previous article, these
weak/partial dots are included in the dot counts

Also cad n°10 existsin asingle main type, with theamecorner characteristicas card n° 4
?o—f———w SRREEEEEETTY )
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Card n° 10 has the same constant errors as card Tihed most noticable of these ard?.28, whichis
missing its left sideandDL28 whichis alsoslightly reduced at the left:




The® constant errors show that the same tyjset originalor mastercopy has been used to produce
the clichés of the frontside of both cards.

In card n® 4, a subtype b was recognised on the basitaofj@ number of defective arches in thater
frame on the upper left siddn 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 Janu@ra&8ibticed on a card
seenon ebay In the figurebelow, the distribution through time of cards #’and10is shown, based
on the54 and 72 used cards in our collections.

The earliest reported postmark (ERP)ard n° 4 was of 11 October 188lightly more tharthree

months before the ERP of card n° 10. Thisetfof about threeand a halinonths 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 wasromonly used until theutumnof 1872, whereas the main period of use of

card n° 10 was between May 1872 ahthel873.

Periods of use of cards 4 and 10
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Distributionthroughtime of cardsn® 4 (in blue) and 10 (in orange)

In our 73 cards

1 20 clichés were represented by lafist two cards
o 13of these 20 clichésorresponded to clichés thatad already beenecognised in card
n° 4. Together these 13 clichés counted for 38 cards.
o The other sven of the20 clichés represented by at least two cards had not been
observed before. Together thesevenclichés counted for 22 cards.
1 Four clichéshat were represented by a single cazduld be linkedo clichés that had earlier
been observed in card n° 4.
1 Finally,nine single carddid notcorrespond to clichés observed in card n°® 4. Of these nine cards,
six presented somelearanomalies, whereas the resining three cards had no distinctive
treats.

At first view, it appears therefore that thensere at leastl7 oldclichés and 13 new clichés.

In our earlier study of card n° 4 we concluded tBatclichés existed for card n¢ 4f which 30 were
represented in our sample of 60 cardgso for card n° 10is seems very probable tha® clchés hae
existed of whichat least17 clichés have been takdémom the plate used to print card n° 4, and at least
13 new clichés have been produced.



Periods of use of old and new clichés
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When we look at theperiods of use of the cards printed witlold" and"new" clichés (figure above),
we do not see @onspicuous 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 GerBahemian card n9, also in card n° 10, the
recycled clichés of card n°(@old cliché$) arenot strictly identical to the cichés observed in card

n° 4. They have preserved the most conspicuous anoméhibgh allowed us to attribute them to

the samecliché, butother irregularities disappeared, whereas some new ones appeared. We refer
to our earlier article (n° 5) fageveralexamples. We suggested that these differences are the
conseqguence 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 wasaatterised by darge number of defective
arches in the outer frame on thepper left side was not found in card n° 10. However, one of the
five clichés of subtype b recognised in card (Natiety 4k) has been raised in card n° 1(variety
10/4bg). In the three cards n° 10 printealith 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 remarKkale thatthree clichés of card ntOare very similar tovariety 4aof card n° 4In

our article on card n° 4ve suggested that the four cardd variety 4ain our collections could
eventuallycorrespond tadifferent clichés produced one after the othewhich could have led to a
repetition of the main anomalie@hat were pregnt on the master copy used to produce the clichés)
The study of six cards n° 10 with similar anomalies allows us to confirm this hypothesissiXhese
cards have been printed with three different clichés, which clearly correspond to three clichés of card
n° 4(that wereall included in variety 4an our thirdarticle). Both in cards n° 4 and 10, these three
clichés share the main anomalies, but havelgidnal anomalies defining each of them.

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

side (PL04) is hardly visible. He considered this as a random printing eibsu¢kzufalligke#). On

only 30 of our 73 cards, both dots PLOla and PLO1b are fully developed. On 24 cards dot PLOl1a is
strongly reduced, whereas on 19 cards, it is entigddgent This anomaly concesmany different
clichéswith some clichés beingnore affectedthan othes. It seems to be the consequence of the
overall very low printing quality of the whole left sida.cards printed with the same clichaot
PLOlamay bestrongly reduced or absenin our opinion this largelgepends on the inking intensity.

In weakly mked cards ithaybe absent, whereas in more strongly inked cards printed with the same
cliché itwill bereduced butstill visible.



In card n°® 4we found no cards witlfixing holes(see our fifth article, page 11 for an explanatiolm)
card n° 10 wdound three cards with éixinghole below left, about 1.3 cm right of the left border of
the card. These three cards were printed with the sartehé(variety 10/4a), of which wehad no
cardswithout a fixing hole The cliché is the same as varidtg of card n° 4. In the three cara$ 4of
this vaiety, no suctixing holeswvere observed. This suggests that this cliohéupied dferent
positiors on the printing plates of cards n° 4 and 10.

Ascher (193) distinguishedwo types of card n° 10 (hi®® 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, wheosalsis card n° 26, it was only 1 mm.

We checkedhis 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 ve®ut 1.75 mm, whereas in two cards, it was even 2.5

mm. Closer inspection learned that all cards with 1 mm betweerbthee and the first dot of Al

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 tdhe disappearance of the first or the first two daikthe first address

line.

The cards with missing01 corresponded to twoichés: Varieies 10/4as (both cards with missing
P01) andlO/4a;a (two of the four cards with missing P01), whereas the cavitts missing P01 and
P02 belonged to a thirdliché {ariety 10/4a,), of whichboth cardsshowed this anomaly.

Finally, Ascher (1913) mentioaglate error in theupper margin of the indicium This is again a
correct observationln fact after the 5 Kr errothis is probablythe most spectacular plate error
which can be found on the first Austrian cards. We observed thts prror in four cards, which
wereall printed with the sameliché(Variety 10/4a).

L e e e O -  ae

At a first stage, the outdrame 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 framgeimchedand becomes
very fragnentary, as is shown below on cards cancelldfl0/1872 and21/11/1872



Card n°11¢ German and Polish
Earliest recorded postmark (ERR)Februaryl872
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Card 11, 2 February 1872 (ERP)

The front of card n1is identical to that of card rB. It is charactersed by:

1 A frame consisting of8 by 31 diamond¢$DAOO to DA47, DROO to DR30, etc.), the size of the
inner frame is the same as in cardmapproximately 104 by 67 mm.

1 Thefirst address line (AL19ounts132 dots, the second one (AL2) 151 dqotahereas the
third address lines left (AL3landright (AL3R)count69 and 70dots, respectively In all
address lines, the first dot may be weak or partidhlike the procedure in the previous
article, these weak/partial dots are included in the dabunts

Also cad n°11exists in a single main type, with tsamecorner characteristicas card n° 5

Some of the constant errors observed in card n° 5 are not preserdss well developeth card n°
11:
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9 The vertical offset between PAO1 and DA®&till present, but thdorizontal offset bewveen
the second and third arch of the upper outer frarngenot visible on all cards

1 The upper part of DAO2 fsvisted towards the righin some, but not all of the cards, and this
anomaly is much less conspicuous than in card n° 5

9 The arch above DABAD is no longer broken at the left.

These slight differences betweeards 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, aubtype Sbwasbased orthe presence of a hump on the top part of DRElve

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, treards without a hump on top of DR2Ill be considered asubtype g
whereas thoseavith a humpwill be considered asubtype h

Asshownabove, the earliest reported postmark (ERP) is of 2 February, 88kawo months later
than the ERP of card n° 5 (29 November 18ilthe figurebelow, the distribution thraugh time of
cards n5and11lis shown, based on th&4 and62 used cards in our collections.

Thereplacement ottard n°® Sy card n° 1Bppears to have been much more abruparthin the case
of cardsn® 4 and 10. Card n°viasused until February 187but thereafterit was rapidly replaced by
card n° 11. The period of usé card n° Sappears to be much shorter than for the Gerrrgalian

card n°4, which was regularly usedtil the autumn of 1872

Also the period of use of card n° 11 (Februadugst 1872) was much shorter than that of the
Germanltalian card n° 10 (May 18%®2June 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 righton the front) was issued in August 187Phe correspondin@ermanltalian card(n® 19)
was only issued in March 1873.

Periods of use of cards 5 and 11
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Distributionthroughtime of cards5 (in blue) and 11 (in orange




In our65 cards:

9 17clichés were represented by at least two cards:
0 12 of thesel7 clichéswere ofsubtypea (counting for 32 cards), whereéise clichés
were ofsubtypeb (for a total of15 cards).
0 Three of these 17 clichés had already been recognised in cartta@iiing for 8
cards) whereas 14 clichés weoaewg (39 cards) Of the three old clichés, two belonged
to subtype a and one to subtype b.
1 18 cards could not be matched with other cardslt
0 Three cards were printed with old clichés, which were already resedrin card n° 5.
Two of subtype a, one of subtype b.
o 15 cards were not recognised in card nNfe of them belonged to subtype a, 6 to
subtype b.Of these 15 cards 10 had perspicuadafaults indicatingthat they represent
different clichés, wherease remaining five cards had no striking anomalies.

| Cardn° 5
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
| Card n° 11
Subtype a Subtype b 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

In summary, we recognise0 clichés represented by 60 cardand five cards with less distinctive
treats, which were impossible to attribute to a cliché. Of the 30 clich&bgelonged tosubtype aand 12

to subtype b

It seems therefore probable, thatlsofor card n°® 1132 clichés hae existed Part of the clichés are
oolde and have been taken from the plate of card n° 5, whereas another part ofidteéslhave been

newly produced.

In this case, iis difficult to judge precisely how many of the clichésa@ieé and how many arénews.
This is mainly due to the fact thédr card n° 5 only 16 clichés were recognised, whereas we deduced
that 24 clichés must have existedf true, it means that whewe studied card n° 5, we misseijht

clichés (because of the lireil sze of our sample, onlg7 cards)! y G A €

VY2653
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clichés (four of subtype a, two of subtype b). Additionalfyto eight of the 24 clichés that had not been
observed before may in reality eld¢ clichés which we did not find when we studied card n° 5.

Summarising, of the 30 clichés we observed, betwagand 14 areioldé clichés that have been
recycled, and between 16 and 24 clichés arewg.

Forcard n° 11fwo cliché with a fixing hole were observed Remarkably, both in varietidda and
11a, the fixing hole is positioned below left, at about 1.3 ight of the left edge of the card. All five
cards of these two clichés presented the fixirgdeh

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 iitiga f
hole, positioned above left and right and below lefdaright. In view of these two clichés with fixing
hole below left it appears thahe fixing holes were not always pbened on different places on the
cards presenting them. Alternatively, it could be that the two clichésewart of two different

plates, on which they occupied the same positioRor the time being, we have no further indications

for the latter hypothesis.



Card n°12¢ German and Slovenian

Earliest recorded postmark (ERR) Januaryl872
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Card12, 11 January 1872 (ERP)

The front of card n2is identical to that of card r?. It is charactersed by:

Collection Igor Pirc

1 A frame consisting of8 by 31 diamond$DAOQO to DA47, DROO to DR30, etc.), the size of the

inner frame is approximately 104 by 67 mm.

1 Thefirst address line (ALIQounts132 dots, the second one (AL2) 151 dqotahereas the
third address lines left (AL3landright (AL3Rpoth count70dots. 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 a% ¢ard

?... pp—— “,I
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No subtypes could be distinguished, neither in card n° 7, nor in card n° 12.

As indicated above, the earliest reported postmark (ERP) it &driiary 1872 In the figurebelow,
the distribution through time of cards m*and12is shown, based on thdata of65and82 used

cards respectively.
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Periods of use of cards 7 and 12
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In these GermaiSlovenian cards, we see a gradual relay of cards 7 and 12, very much like what we
observed 6r cards 4 and 10. Card n° 7 remains dominant until May 1872; thereafter card n° 12
progressivelyakesover. Card n° 12 has commonly serugdil Augustl873. The GermaBlovenian

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

In our 88 cards:

9 25 clichés were represented by at least two caffelsr 10 clichés, two cards were found, four
clichéswere represented byhree cards, five clichdsy four cards, fouby five cards and two
clichés had six cards.

Number of cards per cliché

12

10

o 1 2 3 4 5 6

1 Fourclichés were represented by a single cdfgdas we hypothesize, 32 clichés have existed,
whichwould mean that three clichés are missing in our collections.

D

N

Elevenof the 16 clichés recognised in card n¥é@re found in card n° 12 as welhis means that8.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 o614 2 f R¢ O f 8k0QKSYAS 4 ¢y R
clichés.
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It is striking herehat four different clichés show parasiticbump on top of the left side ddB47anda
strongly enlarged dot in the top of the arch rightRiR36DR30

These anomalies were earlier observed in a single cliché of card n° 7 (vadidBuialtrough the
varieties1214 12;5, 1216 and 1217 of card n° 1Zhare these particularities, they show also some major
differenceswith card variety 71, as well abetween them Thisconfirms first thatthey have indeed

been printed with four different cliché®8ut 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 varigtar only be explained if

we hypothesize thathe old cliché 7.has benused to produce four new clichés for card n¢ 12

A similar situation is observed for varietyof card n° 7 The defining anomalies of this cliché have been
found in two different clichés of card n° 18.this case, one of thclichés, variety /73 is rigorously
similar tovariety % of card n° 7and is considered as a-vsed old cliché. Conversely, varietyidshares
the main defining anomalies of variety 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 varigiyd 2
been printed with a new cliché proded with the old cliché of varietys.

These observations suggest tisatme of the new clichésave not been producedith a typeset
original o with amaster copy, but rather by directly reproducing one of the old clichés.

Ascher (1913) distinguished two typiescard n° 1Zhis n° 28 and 29) on the basis of a minor difference
in the size of the frame, and the lengthtbk third address line. In his card n8#he third address line

on the right (AL3R3hould be 97,5 mm long, and the end should be aligned with the ends of AL1 and
AL2. In his card n° 29, Atshould be 98 mm long, and should stick out farther right coragdo AL1

and AL2.

We checked all our cards, and found that with a single exception, AL3R stucktbeit fo the right

than AL1 and AL2. Only in one cliché (varl&7-), the three lines were more or less aligned on the
right side. This was due todtfact that the two dots on the far right of AL3R had been reduced. In one
card, P69 and P70 were entirely missing, whereas in tbenskecard printed with this cliché, P69 was
very weak and P70 absent.

Ascher (1913) also distinguished a varmtythe basis of the typesetting of the dating line on the back.

He noticed that in the majority of the card$,K S vy 2F GKS g2NR aylé Aa LR2AA
GKS Y 2F (GKS 62NR Gl Yéd |1 26SOSNE Ay &2¥yshatOF NRa 0
GKS y Aa LRaAldA2ySR dzyRSNJ 4KS NRARIKG LI NI 2F GKS
We observed this particularity in three cards, printed with two differelithés (127 andone cliché

represented by a single card, not described in the appgntiappears thatrithese cards, the space
0S06SSy GKS fSTG oNIFO1SG YR GKS g2NR ayl£€0o Aa a
the right.

of am | 5 am |
;I'{“.n.r._r” fefnajl
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For card n° 12wo clichéswith a fixing hole were observed. Clich&2, was not observed in card n°
7. Thefixinghole is positioned above left, about 1.3 cm right of the left margin. It was found in all
four cards printed with this clich€iché 12 wasnot observed in card n° 1&ther. In this cardthe
fixinghole ispositioned above right, again at about 1.3 cm left of the right bordéso here, the
fixinghole was observed in all four cards.

Conclusion

In this artcle wetreated the bilingual cards 10, 11 and 12, which are the logical continuation of cards
4,5 and7. 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 Gerrdgadian (n° 4), GermaRolish (n° 5) and
GermanSlovenian cards (n°,Ahere 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 theplates 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 number

Finally, we foundive clichés withfixingholes. In theGermanltalian card n° 1Qone cliché has a
fixing hole below left Inthe GermanPolish card n° 1iwo different cliché with afixing hole were
observed, surprisingly in both ihés the fixinghole was situated below leftAnd finally, in the
GermansSlovenian card n° 1,2wo clichés withfixing holeswere observedabove left and above
right.

The facthat there are threeclichéwith afixinghole below left(one of card n° 10 and two of cand
11)suggests that thee cards have been printedth three different plates. Theemay have been
plates withonly 32 clichésAlternatively several clichés othe same plate may have had fixing holes
at a comparable position.
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Appendix

Classification of the types, subtypes and varieties of cand 10, 11
and 12

The following appendix lists all types and subtypes as well as all the varieties of which we have
observedat least two copies The numbering of the main types follows the earlier classifications of
Ascher (1913) and Frech (1991, 2015).

In our first artides, different subtypeswere supposed to correspond to differemtaster copies

made from the typesset original.Here, we use a slightly less strict concept. As suggested for card n°
3, thesubtypesa and bof card 11presented in this article are thought be the consequence of
damage to the master copy during the preparation of the individual clichés.

All of thevarietieslisted below are thought to correspond todividual clichés The described
anomalies have all been observed on at least two catha we can be sure that they are indeed
plate errors and not printing flaws. Tliescriptions belowmention only the most prominent
anomaliesfor each variety (which are not all picturedgreful inspection will show other very small
anomalies, whichr 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 weproduced 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 irthe 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 withtaioecliché, whereas other cards

printed with the same cliché do not show this particular anomaly. In such cases, the cliché has known
G2 2NJ Y2NB GadlraSaé¢ oasialié Ay CNBYOKOX gKAOK
Like in the previous article, alsohese d&a G A Yy 3dzA 8K a2f R¢ Of AOKSazs GKI
n°4,5and¥ | y R clichgsStidat werdirst observed in the cards discussed in this article (n° 10

G2 MHO® Ly Y2aid Ol aSsa néwk BradScediof Sakid® 10@f12 HoWeger, KI @S

F
¢

0

Ay a2YS NINB OlasSa AdG Aa LRaaAraotsS 0KFG GKS aySeé

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

Also here, it should be noted thatK S & 2 f &t éard©H0 to QA Sndtalwaysstrictly identical

to their ancestorcardsn®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 byahbethat 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 fis G NBF G GKS 62f Ré¢ Of AOKSAs FyR GKSy (KS

use the same numbering astime ancestor carda®4, 5 and Apresented in our third article),
preceded bythe number of the present cardror examplevariety 12/%isthe cliché of the printing
plate of card n°® 12 that correspds to cliché 7of itsancestor card n° 7.

In the descriptionsall diamonds and dot positions are numbered from left to right and from top to
bottom. In all casethe diamonds in the corners at # beginning of the horizontal and vertical

lines are not countedso that DAO1 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

14



address lines e and right. Missing dots in the address lines are mostly not pictured in the
RSAONALIGA2Yya 0St26d ¢KS F6060NBGALFLGA2Y [/ h adlyRa ¥
whereas above left and right, below left and right are abbreviated as AL, AR, BR arsgictively.
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Card n°10¢ BilingualGermanand Italian

ERPdarliest recorded postmark®2 January 1872

!0--———"- -~**—***~.¢?
;.A‘,g,,,.",___._..,’.a

1 Inner frame:48 by 31 diamond$DAOO to DA47, DLOO to DL30, etc).
9 Address line (AL1t30 dots; AL2: 1% dots, AL3L and AL3R: 69 dots each

In all address lines, the first dot may be weak or partidtjike the procedure in the previous
article, theseweak/partial dots are included in the dot counts

A ¢ a Blaclichés, already observed in card A°

Thirteenof the 20 clichés represented by at least two camisfour clichés represented by a single
cardcorresponded to clichés that had already been recognised in car@&aé 4ur third article for
the numbering of these clichés. Here, we mark tH&sald dichés by placing 10/ before the notation
usedfor these clichés in our study edird n° 4.

Variety 10/ 4a, ¢ PLOlavery weak PA29DA29PA30DA30three archesalmostbroken, PR1I®R18
PR1awo arches smeared, PRI3R19 arch broken above, parasitic dastight of dress€® | Y R
right of first | of Indirizzo9/1/1873 - 10/11/1873 @ card3.

i i3
3 8-
1% <
] 28866987 Pors i /
: t VEMY WEAK S8 e e iizeat, Jon. ) X
SEE) “. B
> ‘.,t

>

~ &

-
*

A dresse \:j' P"“?“"?‘G“ DR19
l(l d l.]" l.z 50 DA29 DA30

Variety 10/ 4a ¢ PA45 smalbarasitic dotaboveright, DBOGPBO1 arch smeared, AL1: P45 reduced
8/8/1872 ¢ 9/5/1873 6 cards.

en®®
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Variety 10/ 4a ¢ PLOlaeducedor absent CO AIDLOO and PLOBLO3 arch emptyAL1: PO1 missing,
AL2: P64 and P65 very large, AL3L:PH® verywide. Although many of the defining characteristics
of variety 4@ have disappeared, the typical damage at address lines AL2 andvAbB&imilar to our

observations of 4aconvinced us that our cards n° 10 have been printed with the same cliché.
19/10/1872¢ 4/1/1873 @ cards.

§Ei::; 0 irﬂ\;’.\; ‘ z Ime s v BB oW AR O &

s PAGT weak

Rl / wea II
230 P64 P65

L AL3L
‘cs::: <” % oW e O RYG e
T8 e
L 2

1]

P16 P18

In our description of variety 4éour 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 folichés This hypothesis is confirmed by thigdy. The next three

varieties all correspond to cards that were grouped in varieppflaur earlier study. However, next

to the broken arches left of PL28 and PL29, which they have in common, they al$arghow

differences, which correspond to thoseifid in card n° 4, confirming that these cards have been
printed with at least three different clichés.

Variety 10/ 4aza ¢ Broken archegeft of PL28 and PL2PL01a absent, DA13 white spight, PA42

DA42 arch smeared, shaven, R85 and DRPR8archesbroken AL3R: PG02 strongly reduced
22/4/1872¢ 30/4/1873 @ cards)

e B
. 1
ﬁg :. ¢ PL28 g\s,\é'j’;{ 4 o} --“-;
&_ : : / PAOT weak
Sot PL29 )‘“‘ ‘é FoEe
—t - & G
% g { t‘h PLOla absent
il e P LG
-
Ae
: @-'J:)
Lt x9S
> M;~ .
i e
ER i
ol
> .9..14—

Variety 10/ 4a7s¢ Broken archeteft of PL28 and PL2P01a absent, PAADA4GPA41two arches
broken, CO BR broken in top, AL3R: P02 nearly alds#ai/1872 (L card.

b < P28

—#i ¢ ¢— PL29

’\ . P TR L L L AL L e -
PLO1a

eabsent ’ ’ -

’ J IDA40
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Variety 10/ 4a;,c¢ DL27PL28DL28two arches brokenDB6 incised aboveft, DA41DA47 all arches
shaven, AL3L: P64 to P68 all elongated, AL3R: P01 to P05 all r&fie&B72 (L carg.

111111111111 |
H ;’Y f"b IR RERS T’V"W

L ‘lc’.q."ao sta _goe Ll AT LE P L N

Variety 10/ 4as¢ DB31PB32DB32two arches heavily damagefixing hole below left 11/2/1872¢
5/9/1874 3 card$. The fixing hole, present in all our three cards, was not obseowethrd n° 5.

LAl L A L o oo"o.'\o

b 5t

Variety 10/ 4a9¢ DRS5 incised below R, white dot on DB42, CO AR brak#nparasiticdot, upper

frame heavily damagedhe damaged upper frame of the indicium is new, it was not observed in
card n° 4In 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 isno off. 11/8/1872¢ 26/2/1873 @ cards.

CO AR 5 /

Be e

DB421

S e aof* g a9 g
2

& 5. {
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State 1: upper frame indicium torn open at the left

Seatiger o ¥ a9 _ %o »
- Ee "N »e e ,,t',..--..i-"-\..'!,‘\o_.o-,..o..'a....‘..,.......,’._.‘

R iy P
0\ ‘{:(:@&;\ ?

State 2. upper frame indicium entirely detached

Variety 10/ 4a;1¢ DB13 truncated above LB1 until D03 all very weak, PRA2R14arch broken DB6
PB7 arch smeared, PBR#B28 arch brokefeft, DB34PB35 arch damagetyht, AL1: PO1 and P02
absent, AL3R: P27 almost abseBR/6/1872¢ 27/1/1873 @ cards.

IDBG 10813 T ol e s
\ - 4= PLO1
Q

:. *

g €= DLO3
“ 4

DR14

.3

b4

Variety 10/ 4a1,¢ PA4GDA40PA41DA41three arches brokenAL3LP64P65, P6667, P68269 all
elongated and merge®8/5/1873¢ 21/10/1873 @3 cards.

site

B Y

DA40 ] I DA41



Variety 10/ 4a13¢ DA25PA26 arch smeared, DAPA36 arch smeared, DACO AR arch roofless,

DB28PB29 mid frame smearebbft side: many arches without rooAL2: P68 almost absent
5/3/1872¢ 11/9/1873 @ card3.

iy

—_— B
S §<—DL10
i B e S AL L AP TP Lt - *
TDAzs IDASS ¥ % 1
5 3: $ «—oLi3
- L4
o 2
L0 1
T 4
R il
LA
?;" # <«—Douis
DS e

[
i.

Variety 10/ 4bs ¢ PLO1a reduced, DB18 damaged below L, CO BL Hedfket®/7/1872¢ 11/1/1873
(3 cards.

Traeel |
Cossletrna L, Bae “M‘

» ¥ PLO1a absent AET \’}\‘)ﬁ\:“
‘?& :

7

’ A‘
b '*'3'?‘

i B e

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

reason, they were not describéahd numberedin our third article For these cards, we continue the
numbering of card n° 4 (varietidai4 to 4ais).

Variety 10/ 4a14¢ POlaabsent DB25 white doteft, AL2: P6366 widened, AL3L: PRA.7, P1819,
P2GP21 all merged, higl23/5/1873 (L card)

Y POL TS L PP AP LS

SDUNE!
SO0
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Variety 10/ 4a1s¢ DA20 heavily damaged below, DiRéhcated below AL3R: P3P38 merged, P39
P40 absent20/11/1872 (1card).

DA20 - 4
# -

ﬁ -

AN

Variety 10/ 4a16¢ DB25 incised aboveft, PB32DB33, PB3®B35and DB36PB37 three arches
broken left,AL3L: P6BP64 and P6®67 mergedl1/2/1873 ¢ 30/5/1873 @ cards)

DB25 DB33 DB35 PB37

Joail
N :

W*“q LT A L T S TR L PP A e

iRk

'.. .“..'””..'.

HTQ

DA28

Variety 10/ 4as¢ PA41very large, irregularPLOla reduced, DRPR15arch broken PB32DB32
archwith irregularroof. 11/2/1873¢ 6/3/1873 @ card3.

o....-,.‘ AL ke e L R
t‘*‘ 0532
\ PLO1a w

2, i
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B ¢ énewdclichés,not observed in card n4

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

which we have agag two cards.

Variety 10, ¢ DA13 white spoat the left, DL20 damaged above, DBRBO01 arch smeareaight, CO
AL smearedat the right DLO2PL03 and DI-BL9 arches smeared1/8/1872¢ 8/11/1873 & card$.

;

o
=
o
N

3
X S
_ DL20 3
sdzs ; é. g i

Variety 10,¢ DA6 shortened above, DAPAL16DAL6 2 arches shaven, PH2121 arch roofless,
parasitic dot irseconda of Carta, AL3L: P25 absefid/1872 ¢ 2/4/1873 @3 card).

TR

Thnte RALT LASURES S ¢ Ton e Wogp 2t BT a®P 000 (0@ OB  vr 00 .0
e s o S
IDAG \ TDAIS
Y
a3 §
Carfa &
—_— -t DL21
’N‘i P—
4 =8
o

Variety 10s¢ DR27PR28arch broken DB22PB23 fat in top, DB1BB11 and DB1RB12 fat in top,
CO BL fat in tai23/11/1872¢ 1/8/1873 @ card3.

DBIOl lDBll lDBZZ
oo PP oPo-P

B e T e 2
.

s P £
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Variety 10,¢ DL19 reduced, PA4JA47 arch shaven, DBRB15 and DB2RB23 arch smeared, CO
AL smearedn left sidebelow, AL2: P63 and P66 reducedhite dot on t of Karte29/6/1872¢
13/6/1873 @ card$

5, 4 08141 loszz

2900990

AL 4 "?{

Variety 10s¢ PL15DL15 and PL1BL16arches withoutroof, PL36DL30 and DL3GOarches without
roof, CO BL brokedeft above 23/7/1872¢ 31/8/1872 @ cards.

PN
e oy o
e e
: DL15 8
Q 3— _, T e
— e # . ' ?
E — <
A ¢ S w
??’ ¢ DL16 fr ;} k

COBL

Variety 10s¢ DB29 truncatedeft, DR24PR25DR25PR26 3 arches damaged, CO BL smeared above,
AL2: P132, P141 and P146 we24/1872¢ 22/3/1873 6 cards.

o ZeR g

¢ D+P

(2 5ol S B P AR R

=t By
DR25

Variety 10;,¢ DL7 truncated below, PBABB15 roof lowered or broken, DL-P4 25smearedright of
arch, DB&B9DB9 big hole in mid framé&2/10/1872¢ 5/1/1873 @ card3.

lDBS : l DB15

.-,.-.\A -/-‘.A e Lt T et e L LT e nd ™ ]

- ¥ 4 &

I
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Card n°11 ¢ BilingualGermanand Polish
ERPdarliest recorded postmark® Februaryl872

1 Inner frame:48 by 31 diamond¢DAO0O to DA47, DLOO to DL30, etc).
9 Address line (AL1t32 dots; AL2: 1% dots, AL3L and AL3R: @8d 70dots, respectively

In all address lines, the first dot may be weak or partialike the procedure in the previous article,
theseweak/partial dots areincluded in the dot counts

A ¢ a Blaclichés, already observed in card B°

Fourof the 17 clichés represented by at least two caatsl two single cardsorresponded to clichés
that had already been recognisedincardnc®2 dzNJ 2 ¥ (G KSaS a2t Ré¢ Of AOKSa
subtype bSee our third article for the numbering of these diclHere, we mark these old clichés by
placing 1/ before the notation used fahese clichés in our study of cardan®

Al subtype a, no bump on DR25

Variety 11/5a,¢ DR14 truncated abovepnnecting linevith PR14obliqgue, PA13DA13 arch broken
roof, DB37#PB38 arch brokenvhite dot onleft side ofe of Corrspondenz1/5/1872 (1 card.

' - -
3 S
3 5 7
Connecting y l DA37
line oblique
. '; i < ol W
- e S
b 80 00 S x, Sy S St
DR14 A BP0, 5T 6 7 4 o3 Vee Mot
—_— R

By 00 60qa00 00, , 8
o &% 2

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) irtlacot article. For these cards, we continue the
numbering of card n° 5 (varieties8a 5ay).

Variety 11/5a;¢ PA11 toPAl4arches heavily damagedpparently retouchedPA16DA16 roof
broken 22/5/1872¢ 21/7/1872 @ cards.

AL

ARV R YOS
Ry CEeoad 3084 G

2B Ve VPR B
'U‘.—U 8P & 0800 9,69 0000 0ym D00 g 69, 9 %800 03,
Gy G <ty oo B EPPt P

DAlli IDA13 TDA13
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Variety 11/5as¢ DB45truncated left, DRO4PR02 damaged roof, AL1: P69 reduced, AL2: P149 lacking
12/6/1872¢ 17/7/1872 @ cards.

’o."‘b‘la'Y'.!90"09"u€"00’°b“-‘Q’0“"‘06“

o &MML—Q

DA32 I l DA35

In varietyl1/5a, the damage to DA32 and PA33 is identasgh card n° 5. Howevgthe truncated
aspect of DA3%see figure abova} not present in our single copy of card n° 5. Since we have only
one card n° 11 printed with this cliché, we can nosire that all cards printed with thdiché show
this anomaly
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A2 ¢ subtypeb, bump on DR25

Variety 11/5b; ¢ DR25 hump on top of diamond, DAd@ntents ofarchweak PL11DL11without
roof, PA32DA32PA33two arches shaver23/6/1872 (L card).

DL11

LI L PO L 2

$

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 (varigt5hs).

Variety 11/5%3¢ DR25 hump on top of diamonBA04PA5 arch shavemB9PB9 arch heavily
AYSEFNBRZI wiKS® ofS$ BakénKghtyAE10 P60 absent, AL2: P28 weak, AL3L: P65
reducedleft. 2/3/1870 ¢ 30/6/1872 @ cards).

lDBS : @
1099 0083 99,59 40204, 0%00 :

¢".~pﬂ a,,aw»..ﬂ\‘

26



B ¢ énewdclichés,not observedin 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 a#last two cards. Of these 14 clichés, ten were of subtype a and four of subtype b.

Bl ¢ subtype a, no bump on DR25

Variety 11a; ¢ DA24 damaged right, cornernamentBL broken below righBL6DL6 hole in middle
frame,AL1: P129 and P130 irregular, mergedng holebelow left. 29/2/1872¢ 28/3/1872 @
cards.

Fixing f‘
— \
hole

ALl
2% > 8 F & b B

P129] ] P130

Variety 11a,¢ DA24 damaged right, cornernamentBLshavenbelow right,corner ornament AL
broken in topall arches leftsideshaven DA21 space between middle and outer frame smeared,
AL1: P129 and P130 merged,fixing hole BL14/6/1872¢ 23/8/1872 @ cards.

;@c. X DL24 \ P NP
S} SRR R

a it L S

-3 :

s CO AL ’§ - -

g{ gl-'. l"ht"’w"%o"n°'m’ 209,000 o080,
iy o & i,' il ;‘;: /
—— -;iy- o &'.'

® —_— et

gz:ﬂ‘ }’b ? DAZI] IDAZAI

gae ¢ o255

e b jL 5

TR, =%t

£
"&M, P B S % e e
i Pt AL
";’;,, @, 00,000 - —f )8 t‘ P129 P130
STHE Y &
/ AN i, DL7
COBL \ S, S
£ 3520

Varieties 14; and 11, 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). Thereforengidexthem as two

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

Variety 11as¢ Bracebroken in middle, clear hotgn middle frameaboveDAOXPAO02and DA38
PA394/3/1872¢ 16/4/1872 @ cards.

Adresse )

erwnm

Adl’t’»é‘ / € DAO1 1DA38
E i AT N
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Variety 11a¢ white dot onright side of fist a2 TKarte, PA12DA12PA13wo arches damaged,
DA13PA1l4arch brokenpPB35PB36arch brokerright, PB13DB13arch brokerright. 2/2/1872 ¢

7/8/1872  cards. l \ 1033.5 4

€DVt e Ty ¥y e, @

K&{ta‘ W lg ‘.g.I" ﬁv@ b.t“..i'..”.‘:ﬁ;&:.ﬁ
\ AT e R

Variety 11a¢ DR23 damaged below, DRB&17archbroken, PB24DB24PB25wo arches broken,
AL1: P99 absent4/5/1872¢ 9/8/1872 2 cards.

=7

DR16 o
o
:é 10324

Pgo 0t p¥ s B8, o800 9%,

11

Variety 11a¢ DR20 truncated L, DBDB12and DB14 truncated above, AL1: P57/58 almost absent,
AL2: P71/72, P75, P80/81 redugéging holebelow left. 21/6/1872c 19/8/1872 @ card$

A»w«+ oo

5
P AR o T o T

DB7 DB12 DB14

Variety 11a¢ PB14DB14 CL very fat, PAOAO2PA03DAO3PAO4three very large archemstead
of four normal archesDB15PB16DB16 two arches broke®B18PB19DB19PB20GDB20four

arches broken roofl0/7/1872¢ 2/10/1872 @ card3.

RAaCGSARRRD

ﬂeggﬂb‘c“’n g FTET TG ATy q Y, 86 006, c0

PO s Oy 1 ® S0 P08 Vg Ui g B30 By g, 200 P 4 Phgn By o Dhge v

WY R sfafafe adata s faf s fads)

SoiE

Y roe?C . 8" pp e, .
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Variety 11a¢ CO BR broken in top, PLD404PL5two arches shaven, AL3R: P42 weak below
4/4/1872 ¢ 25/11/1872 @ cards.

PR ey |

DLO4

Variety 11a¢ DL29 truncated below, PL30 almost abs@A12PA12 andA16PA17 archs

truncatedright, PRDR7 and DRIPR8arches brokenAL1: PO1 and P02 strongly reduced, P77
absent 19/2/1872¢ 6/5/1872 (2cards.

*-‘-M—‘—o-‘-‘

§ kg IDAll IDAIG
DR e

3 HEL B

g r O(

Variety 11ao¢ PA1XDA11PA12DA12 weird arches, PATI2A12arch broken CO BR broken in top,
DLOO/DAO0O truncatedbove 6/3/1872 ¢ 7/5/1872 @ card$. In one of our two cardsnost arcles 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.

DA00/DLOO
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B2¢ subtypeb, bump on DR25

hump

oa

Variety 11k ¢ bump ontop of DR25DR17and DR18 incised abowéght, DB8PB9 arch smeared
26/3/1872¢ 10/5/1872 @ cards3.

- g e -

T oS )
)

Variety 11 ¢ bump ontop of DR25DR0OIPR02DR02wo arches broken, PL2RL22arch broken
AL1: P64 damagddft, AL3R: P44 damaged, holes in mid fraight of DROland left of PL8DL8
15/3/1872¢ 5/9/1872 (4 cards.

1

arches damaged and smear&#l/2/1872 ¢ 14/5/1872 @ cards.

T s ® i

DL17
Pra—

o B Dgg ® B,

Variety 11 ¢ PB37 white dot below R, DIEL.6DL6two arches heavily damaged, AL1: P63 absent
15/4/1872¢ 8/6/1872 (2 cards.




Card n°12 ¢ Bilingual German and Slovenian

ERP (arliest recorded postmark}ll January 1872

1 Inner frame:48 by 31 diamond¢DAO0O to DA47, DLOO to DL30, etc).
9 Address line (AL1t32 dots; AL2: 1% dots, AL3L and AL3RO dots

In all address lines, the first dot may be weak or partidtiike the piocedure in the previous
article, theseweak/partial dots are included in the dot counts

A ¢ a Blaclichés, already observed in card i°

Eleverof the 16 clichés recognised in card n° 7 were found in card n° 12 aSeeatiur third article for
the numbering of theold clichés. Here, we mark these old clichés by pla@hgefore the notation used
for these clichés in our study of card/n®

Variety 12/ 7, ¢ DR27 large white dot above, DL10 deformied11 veryat, white dot on DL11PR19
DR19 roof broken, COBIB0OO0 arch broken, stamp frame broken abovedtweenT2and T3
26/4/1872¢ 27/7/1873 6 cards.
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Variety 12/ 7; ¢ PRO1 andR01reduced PA34DA34 arch damaged, DRDRD incised below L,
DR20 truncated belowzO BiDO0-PO1two arches broken, CO BL heavily brokea/5/1872¢
14/8/1873 @ card3.
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Variety 12/ 75 ¢ AL2: P68°66 absent, P145 reduce?/5/1872¢ 30/6/1872 (2 cards).

e es &

AL2 PGSI 1P66 V4
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Variety 12/ 7; ¢ DR12 to DR19 all severely damaged left, BBRR8Call arches heavily damage#@lL3
shortened right, P69 diminished, P70 abs&it/[7/1872¢ 12/11/1872(2 card3.
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Variety 12/ 75 ¢ DL9 damaged below, AL1: P43 missing;P&1 merged, AL3L: P04 and P05 reduced

22/12/1872¢ 6/3/1873 2 card3.

Variety 12/ 7 ¢ CO BR broken above rigltQ AL broken abovight, CO AIDAQO arch broken, PA9
DA9 arch broken, PATDA11 arch broken, DRBR9 arch brokeri4/5/1872¢ 21/8/1873 @ card3.
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Variety 12/ 7,0 ¢ PA46DA46 arch broken, PB43B45 archiruncated L, AL1: P22 and P25 reduced,

lDB45'
0-0‘-04

AL2: P43 absen?22/1/1872¢ 1/8/1873 {6 cards.

Variety 12/ 71, ¢ DL25 damaged right, PRO®R03and PR6DR6arches brokenl7/4/1872¢

24/1/1873 6 cards.
{ S8 ]
DRO3 i :g .

Variety 12/ 7,3 ¢ DR14 damaged below, PADA14PA15two arches heavily damage®R01PR02
DRO02 two arches brokeB/3/1872 ¢ 5/8/1873 6 cards.

Variety 12/ 714 ¢ DA40slightlyshortened above, PAGBAO4 roofof archshaven, DR2BPR24

truncated below, DL2#L25arch boken, stamp frame broken belowbetweenT4, TSand T6.
9/3/1873 (2 cards.
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Variety 12/ 7,5 ¢ PAO2DAO02 arch flattened, DAIBA16DA16 2 arches roofs broken, DERB22 arch
broken, AL3L: P46 absent, C of Listnica smeafgtl/1872¢ 11/3/1873 6 cards.
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B ¢ énewdclichés,not observedin card n°7

Fourteenclichéspresent with at least two cardsere not observed in card andare considered as
new clichés.

Variety 12, ¢ DL9PL10 arch broken, DL-PL22arch with brokerroof, DL23PL24 arch smeared
18/6/1872¢ 28/3/1873 @ card3.
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Variety 12¢ DB0O0/DL30 incised below L, DM]catedabove PRlB)RlSPR14DR14three arches

damagedDR15PR16 arch brokefiixing hole above left stamp:missingpearls) left of neck
3/8/1872 ¢ 14/6/1874 @ cards.
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Variety 12¢ DR29PR36GDR30 arches heavily damaged, CO BR almost absentPDRAAB, stamp
frame broken beveen T9T10, stamp inner frame brokeight below. 27/2/1873¢ 29/7/1873 @
cards.
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Variety 12.¢ DA29 damaged belovight, CO AL broken abovight, CO AIDAOO arch broken, CO BL
brokenleft above,fixing hole above rightAL2: P77 and P78 strongly reduc28/10/1872¢
27/8/1873 @ cards.
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Variety 12 ¢ PA26DA20arch broken PB45DB45 archiruncatedleft, PLO1DLO1, PL1DL17, PL22
DL22 and PL3DL30archestruncated above21/3/1872- 10/9/1874 @ cards.
Dt L\
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Variety 12¢ DB26PB27DB27two arches flattened/broken, stamp frame broken aboveTiband
left, TZ2T8 and T15716 2/8/1872¢ 8/7/1873 @ cards.
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Variety 12 ¢ PB5DB5 and PBBB6 arckesbrokenleft, AL2: P130 reducddft. 6/8/1872 ¢
5/10/1872 @ cards.

Variety 12 ¢ PB45DB45archbrokenleft, stamp frame brokenight, T2T3 4/10/1872¢ 30/1/1873
(2 cards.

Variety 12 ¢ DA28 truncatedeft, DA31 broketeft, PR26 irregular, DR26 strongly reduced, DR27
reducedright, DR30/DB47 reduced above deét, AL2: P149 abserit6/1/1872¢ 15/9/1875 @
cards.
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The nextikre clichés are close to varies 7as (variety 13o) and 7a1: (varieties 71 to 7.14) of card n° 7.
Theyshare some of the anomalies that allowed us to defirsé¢htwovarietiesin card n° 7. However,
they are different due to some other anomalies. Consequently, we hypothesize thaottichés of
card n° Thave been used to produce some new clichés, that are described hereafter.

Variety 12¢(close to7a; and 12/ 7a;) ¢ PROland DROIreduced, DRB-DR21 damagebelow left,
DA31PA32DA32two arches broken/damaged;orner ornament BL and arché® B{DBO00 and
DBOGPBOL1 all broken below4/1/1872 ¢ 20/8/1872 & cards.

This variety is similar to variety 12/ylecause of the reduced PR0O1 and DRO1, the damaged
diamonds DR18 to DR21 and the defest CO BL and first two arches below. However, it differs from
this variety by the two broken arches above DAZY32 and the lack of a broken arch above PA34
DA34.

Thenextfour varieties are all close to varieTay; of card n° 7with which they haven common the

parasitic bump above left on DB47 and the large parasitic dot in the arch right ofHERD

However, these four varieties differ fravard 7a; and from each other by oth@nomalies We

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

Variety 12 (close to7a1) ¢ parasitic dot on DB4PR30DR30 arch with parasitic spe®A19DA19
arch broken PA22DA22PA23DA23three roofs broken, AL2: P116 missi2@/8/1872¢ 24/3/1875
(3 cards.
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Variety 12;>(close to7a1) ¢ parasitic dot on DB47, PATBAO3 small break, PRBIR30 arch
parasitic dot, DL1-PL13 AB, DLABL20 AB, AL1: P2duced below9/2/1872-16/2/1873 @ card3.

Variety 123(close to7as1) ¢ parasitic dot on DB47, PRBIR30 arch parasitic dot, DL-P220, DL24
PL25, DL2BPL26 and DL2BL27arches brokenAL3R: P66 reducetl7/11/1872¢ 30/6/1875 @
cards.

Variety 124 (close to7an) ¢ parasitic dot on DB47, PRBIR30 arch parasitic dot, CO BR broken
below, holes inmiddle frame at DR6, DR1IDR11, DR14 and DR26/4/1872¢ 5/8/1876 (4 cards.
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