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

Part 7 – The German-Illyrian cards n° 13 and 23 

Frans Jorissen & Lars-Olof Nilsson 

 

On 25 January 1872, the Austrian Ministry of Trade announced in the Post-Verordnungsblatt the 

forthcoming issue of bilingual postal cards in German and Illyrian:   

This was an addition to publication n° 18700-1483 of the Ministry of Trade (published on 4 October 

1871), in which the first issuing of bilingual postcards was announced. On the first bilingual postcards 

(see our 3rd article) the text was in German, combined with Bohemian, Italian, Polish, Ruthenian or 

Slovenian.  

The term “Illyrian” is nowadays reserved for a poorly known ancient language, which was mainly 

spoken on the eastern side of the Adriatic Sea and in Southeast Italy. The Illyrian language 

disappeared between the 2nd and 6th century AC. In the 19th century, the term “Illyrian” was also used 

for what we call today Serbo-Croatian, which was the dominant language in the crownland Dalmatia.

  

The bilingual postal cards in German-Illyrian were destined for the Crownland Dalmatia (n° 5 on the 

map below), which largely coincides with the southern part of the present state of Croatia. In the 

post offices, they were sold next to bilingual German-Italian cards.  

  

  

  

  

   

  

  

  

  

  

   

   

 

In 1869, the crownland Dalmatia counted 458,600 inhabitants. Among these, 384,200 persons were 

considered Croatians/Serbians, 55,000 were considered Italians, whereas the remaining 19,400 

persons were supposed to belong to other ethnic groups 

(https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/K%C3%B6nigreich_Dalmatien).  

https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/K%C3%B6nigreich_Dalmatien
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From 1868 onwards, the 81 “Ortsgemeinden” (communities) depended from 13 

“Bezirkshauptmannschaften” (district authorities). In 1872, 83 towns and villages disposed of a post 

office (Klein, 1973). All post offices depended from the postal direction in Zara (Zadar). 

The first German-Illyrian postcards (card n° 13 in most catalogues) appeared in the second half of 

1872. The ERP (earliest recorded postmark) is of 7 October 1872. Card n° 13 is traditionally 

considered as a transitional issue, because it combines the dating line on the back (at the right side, 

like in cards n° 8 to 12) with a language indication on the front (below right, like in cards n° 18 to 23). 

The first German-Illyrian cards are rare. Today, our inventory of existing cards includes only 11 

unused and 13 used cards. All used cards have been cancelled in a one year period, between 7 

October 1872 and 4 October 1873. 

In view of the small number of cards known, what probably reflects a small number of printed and 

sold cards, it is surprising that card n° 13 exists in two main types, with different diamond-dot 

patterns in the four corners of the inner frame. All cards of a single type share a number of small 

plate errors at various places on the cards. This shows that the various clichés have been produced 

with two type-set originals (or master copies of these originals). In the following description of the 

two main types and of the individual clichés, we will use the same terminology as in our first articles. 

We refer to these articles for their explanation.  
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Card n° 13 – Bilingual German and Illyrian  

earliest recorded postmark (ERP) 7 October 1872 

The text on card n° 13 is in German as well as in Illyrian. This card is further characterised by: 

• An inner frame consisting of 48 by 31 diamonds. Following our earlier methodology, these 

diamonds are numbered from DA00 to DA47, DB00 to DB47, DL00 to DL30 and DR00 to DR30. 

The positions between the diamonds, containing either one or two dots (in exceptional cases no 

dot), are numbered in the same way, starting with PA01 to PA47 for the upper frame. 

Card n° 13 appears with two main types, which are distinguished by the following corner characteristics 

of the inner frame: 

 

 

 

 

 

For these two types, we use the numbering as introduced by Ascher (1925) and later also used by Frech 

(1991 and 2015). In all three catalogues, the characteristic diamond/dot pattern of the inner frame is 

wrongly described for type I. The error concerns the double dot DL29, which is not indicated, and the 

uppermost dot on the right side (PR01), which in all these works is described as a single dot, whereas in 

reality it is a double dot, of which the lower dot (PR01b) is often very weak or even absent. The partial 

disappearance of this dot has led to considerable confusion. We will treat this topic in more detail 

further on.  

Both types of card n° 13 occur in the same one year period, in comparable numbers when the used 

cards are considered. In our inventory, 16 cards belong to type I (nine unused and seven used cards), 

whereas six cards belong to type II (one unused and five used cards). For two cards (one used, one 

unused), the quality of the image at our disposal is too poor to determine the type.  

Before starting our description of the two types and of the various clichés, we want to indicate that for 

some of the cards, we dispose only of images of poor (sometimes very poor) quality. For this reason, the 

illustrations of some of the anomalies which define the various clichés are less clear than in our earlier 

publications. 

 

 

    

     

     

  

Card 13, type II 

I  

Card 13, type I 

I  
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  Detailed description of the two main types of card 13 

Card N° 13, type I, ERP 5 December 1872 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

    

The inner frame of card n° 13, type 1 has the following corner characteristics:    

     

  

 

 

 

Additionally, dots PA19 and PB26 are double, whereas PA18 and PB43 are missing. Concerning the 

double dot PR01, the lowest dot of this double dot (PR01b) is only present in some of the cards. Most 

times it is absent or very weak. As we will show later, these differences may partly be due to varying 

amounts of ink applied on the printing plate. There are no open spaces between the arches of the 

outer frame. 

The first address line (AL1) counts 135 to 137 dots, the second one (AL2) 155 to 157 dots (except one 

cliché with 153 dots), whereas the third address lines left (AL3L) and right (AL3R) have a number of dots 

varying from 64 to 72. We will come back on this when we describe the individual clichés.  

  

Card 13, type I, 5 December 1872 

1 (ERP) 

Card 13, type I 

I  
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The nine unused cards in our inventory have all been printed with the same cliché (variety 13-I1). 

This cliché is characterised by: 

• Below PB11 to DB12, there are three irregular arches:  

 

 

 

 

• On address line 1 (AL1), the zone between P30 and P49 is irregular: P33 is always reduced, 

P38 and P48 are reduced on poorly inked cards (figure below), whereas dots P30-P32, P34-

P35, P36-P38, P40-P41 and P48-P49 are connected on more heavily inked cards (image 

above) :   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

• On address line 2 (AL2), P102 is absent or very weak: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

• There are 69 dots on the third address line left (AL3L) and 71 dots on the third address line 

right (AL3R). Often, a much smaller pinpoint is present before the first dot (see examples in 

the two pictures of AL1 above). This pinpoint is not included in the dot counts.   

 

• There is a white dot below left on the a of Karte: 
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• The left and/or right frame of the indicium often look double: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

• Finally, dot PR01b is strongly reduced on most cards. However, on heavily printed cards it 

may be clearly visible, whereas on very lightly printed cards, it may be entirely absent. 

The picture below shows four cards printed with the same cliché with varying inking intensity. The 

card on the left is heavily printed, apparently a lot of ink was applied. PR01b is clearly visible. 

Towards the right, the cards are more and more lightly printed. On the second card, PR01b is strongly 

reduced, but still clearly visible. On the third card it is barely visible. Finally, on card n° 4, PR01b is 

totally absent. 

Since these four cards share all the anomalies outlined above, there is no doubt that they have been 

printed with the same cliché.  

It is interesting to note that the inking intensity also affects the arch above PA47-DA47. On the 

heavily printed first card (from the left, n° 1), it is undamaged, whereas on the more lightly printed 

cards towards the right (n° 2 to 4), this arch is systematically broken on the left side. This constant 

anomaly can be seen on all lightly printed cards produced with this cliché.  

A similar observation can be made for the c of dopisnica. This is (almost) intact on heavily printed 

cards but broken on lightly printed cards:     

   

  

   

  

   

 

A critical reader may ask how it is possible that all nice unused cards have been printed with the 

same cliché, whereas the seven used cards have been printed with five different clichés, as will be 

shown later.  

We think that this can be explained by the way in which the packages of cards sent to the post offices 

were prepared. In fact, when a pile of printed sheets was cut, this resulted in  large piles of cards (as 

many piles as there were different clichés in the printing plate), each of the piles consisting of cards 

printed with the same cliché. These piles (of 50 cards according to some sources) were then sent to 
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the different post offices, with the result that when 10 or 20 cards were bought at the same time at 

the post office, there was a strong chance that these cards had all been printed with the same cliché. 

   

The consequence is that when we see pairs of cards send by the same sender with a couple of days 

interval, these are almost always printed with the same cliché. And also larger lots of the same new 

card, which sometimes appear, have most times been printed with the same cliché. These 

observations suggest that the nine unused cards of type 1, all printed with the same cliché, have in 

the past made part of a bulk lot, that has been bought together at the post office.   

 

In the description of variety 13-I1 and in the description of all other clichés, we will systematically 

address the number of dots in the third address lines, which shows some big differences between the 

clichés. Although it may seem rather basic, counting the number of dots on an address line is not 

easy. The problem is that at the beginning and at the end of the address lines, there is often a first or 

last dot that is much smaller than all regular dots. In the following text we will call these small dots 

‘pinpoints’. These pinpoints, positioned at the far end(s) of the type-set array of dots, were 

apparently slightly less elevated at the type-set original (and therefore a smaller part is inked). When 

a master copy was made from the type-set original, and when individual clichés were produced with 

the master copy, such dots could continue to exist as smaller dots, or disappear. For this reason, 

small differences in the number of dots (1 or 2 dots more or less) may occur between the different 

clichés. But also when cards were printed with a single cliché, in function of the amount of ink 

applied, these very small dots (pinpoints) could disappear on lightly printed cards, but could be 

present on heavily printed cards. 

For these reasons, we do not give too much importance to small differences in the amount of dots in 

address lines 1 and 2. However, in the third address lines, differences in dots between clichés are 

largely superior than what could be expected as a result of the processes described above, and the 

different numbers of dots must have another reason. 

The next table shows an overview of the nine unused and seven used cards of type I in our 

inventory:  

The card sent on 5 December 1872 from Ragusa to Trieste (image at the beginning of this chapter) 

has been printed with the same cliché as the nine unused cards (variety 13-I1). All anomalies typical 

for this cliché can be found. On this rather lightly printed card, PR01b is completely absent, and there 

is a clear break in the arch above PR47-DR47. 

  

Date Origin Destination Remarks

9 unused cards 13-I1

5/12/1872 13-I1 Ragusa Trieste

17/12/1872 13-I2 Lesina Wien

9/2/1873 13-I3 Gelsa Trieste

17/2/1873 13-I4 Cattaro Trieste

2/3/1873 13-I4 Cattaro Trieste Cancelled by Schiffs Postamt Cattaro

25/3/1873 13-I4 Perzagno Constantinople

10/6/1873 13-I5 Ragusa Trieste
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The remaining six used cards have been printed with four other clichés. The card of 17 December 

1872, sent from Lesina to Vienna (variety 13-I2) is characterised by the absence of dot PR17 and the 

near absence of dot PR19.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Furthermore, DB26, PB27 and DB27 are all very fat and merged, PB26 is irregular and DB26 is 

truncated at the left side. AL3L counts 70 dots and AL3R 72 dots, of which the first two are merged 

(compared to 69 dots for AL3L and AL3R in variety 13-I1). On this lightly printed card, PR01b is absent. 

 

     

     

     

     

 

 

  

Collection F. Breitwieser 
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The card of 9 February 1873, sent from Gelsa to Trieste (variety 13-I3) is characterised by DR29, that  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

is strongly truncated on the right side, by the flattened roof (more so than in the other cards) of the 

arch above PA44-DA44 and by the damaged right leg of the K of Karte. AL3L counts 69 or 70 dots (the 

last dot may in reality be two merged dots), AL3R has 70 dots. Dot PR01b is absent on this card, 

whereas DR02 appears to be somewhat truncated above. 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Collection F. Breitwieser 
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The card of 17 February 1873, cancelled at Cattaro, and sent to Trieste (variety 13-I4) stands out by 

the near absence of PR19, by DR21 that is truncated below, and by the break in the corner ornament 

above left (CO AL), on the right side.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The leg between the two arches left of PL21 is smeared. Address line 2 counts only 153 dots (155 to 

157 in all other varieties). There are 68 dots in AL3L (the last two very big) and 72 dots in AL3R. Dot 

PR01b is absent on this card. 
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The card of 2 March 1873, cancelled by the Schiffs Postamt Cattaro, and sent to Trieste (variety 13-I4) 

shows exactly the same anomalies. Again, dot PR01b is absent:  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Also the card sent on 25 March 1873 from Perzagno to Constantinople (variety 13-I4) shows these 

anomalies, and again, dot PR01b is absent.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

There is no doubt that the three cards described above have been printed with the same cliché 

(variety 13-I4).  



12 
 

Because of the very weak PR19 (and the weak PR17), variety 13-I4 is close to variety 13-I2. However, 

the important differences (the fat DB26, PB27 and DB27 in variety 13-I2, the break in CO AL in 13-I4) 

confirm that there were two different clichés. It is possible that these two clichés have been 

produced one after the other so that they share some of the anomalies of the master copy used to 

produce the clichés.    

Finally, the card of 10 June 1873, sent from Ragusa to Trieste (variety 13-I5) is characterised by two 

heavily damaged arches below PB11-DB11-PB12.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Like in the card of Lesina (variety 13-I2), DB26, PB27 and DB27 are all very fat and merged. Most 

peculiarly, with only 64 dots on each, this card has much less dots on address lines AL3L and AL3R 

than all other cards. Also on this card, PR01b is absent and PR19 is reduced.   

 

 

 

 

 

In the following figure the third address lines in variety 13-I5 (card above) are compared with those in 
an unused card of variety 13-I1 (card below). In variety 13-I5 the open space between the two address 
lines is almost twice as broad as in variety 13-I1.   

 



13 
 

Summarising, it appears that the 16 copies of card n° 13, type I, in our inventory have been printed 

with five different clichés, where all nine unused cards have been printed with the same cliché, with 

which also one used card has been printed. In view of the small number of cards in our inventory, it is 

difficult to estimate how many clichés have existed in total, but it seems improbable that there were 

more than eight. 

In the ten cards of variety 13-I1, we found considerable variation in dot PR01b, which could be 

‘normal’ (about half the size of PR01a), very small, slightly visible, or even completely absent. The six 

cards of the other four varieties (13-I2 to 13-I5) all lack dot PR01b. It is possible that in these varieties, 

dot PR01b would be visible on more heavily inked cards. Alternatively, it is also possible that dot 

PR01b has progressively disappeared from the type-set original or master copy during the fabrication 

of the successive clichés, so that this dot is absent on all later produced clichés. Nonetheless, the 

similarity of the characteristics defining type I in the five clichés shows that they have all been 

produced with the same type-set original or master copy, so that cards/clichés with or without 

PR01b can not be considered as different types.     

The large differences in the number of dots in address lines AL3L and AL3R is surprising, and difficult 

to understand. Since we will see something very similar in type II, we will come back on this later in 

this article. 
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Card N° 13, type II, ERP 7 October 1872 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

  

The inner frame of card n° 13, type II has the following corner characteristics:    

     

  

 

 

 

Additionally, dot PL11 is missing. There are open spaces between the arches of the outer frame 

above PA7 and left of PL22. The open spaces are clear on lightly printed cards, but are filled with ink 

on heavily printed cards.   

The first address line (AL1) counts 137 to 138 dots, the second one (AL2) 157 dots, whereas the third 

address lines left (AL3L) and right (AL3R) have a number of dots varying from 62 to 72. We will come 

back on this when we describe the individual clichés.  

  

Card 13, type I, 5 December 1872 

1 (ERP) 

Card 13, type II 

I  

Card 13, type II, 7 October 1872 

1 (ERP) 
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Apparently, the six cards of our inventory (one unused and five used) have been printed with four 

different clichés. 

 

On the unused card (variety 13-II1), the corner diamond DR30 is incised below right, the lower part 

of the corner ornament above right is absent, there are two broken arches under DB01-PB02-DB02, 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

two broken arches under DB13-PB14-DB14 and three broken arches under DB42-PB43-DB43-PB44. 

On the third address line right (AL3R), P30 is almost absent. The third address line left (AL3L) counts 

68 dots, versus 67 dots on AL3R. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Date Origin Destination Remarks

unused card 13-II1

7/10/1872 13-II2 Arbe Fiume

25/3/1873 13-II3 Cattaro Wien

4/7/1873 13-II3 Perasto Trieste Cancelled by Schiffs Postamt Trieste

3/8/1873 13-II4 Benkovacz Sebenice

4/10/1873 13-II4 Benkovacz Sebenice
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The used card sent on 7 October 1872 from Arbe to Fiume (variety 13-II2, see image at the beginning 

of this chapter) has few major anomalies. The a of Karte is broken above right and the arch above 

PA18-DA18 is smeared above right (but this may also be accidental, and not a plate error). On 

address line 1 (AL1), there are several irregular dots between P31 and P41 and between P80 and P92. 

AL3L counts 69 dots followed by a much smaller pinpoint, compared to 70 dots preceded by a small 

pinpoint on AL3R.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

The cards sent on 25 March 1873 from Cattaro and on 4 April 1873 from Perasto have been printed 

with the same cliché (variety 13-II3). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

On both cards, there are two damaged arches in the lower frame, in the zone extending from PB47 

towards the corner ornament below right. Next, the arch below PB9-DB9 is empty and the arch 

below DB9-PB10 is broken. 
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In the card from Cattaro, there are 70 dots on AL3L and 72 dots on AL3R, on the card from Perasto 

(picture above), there are 71 and 69 dots (the large first dot possibly being a double dot), 

respectively. These small differences may be due to usage of the plate during the printing. 

Finally, the two cards sent on 3 August and 4 October 1873 from Bencovacz, which have been printed 

with the same cliché (variety 13-II4) show some points of similarity with variety 13-II1, but also some 

major differences. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Like in variety 13-II1, there are three broken arches in the outer frame below DB42-PB44, and the 

lower part of the corner element above right is partly absent. 

  

Collection F. Breitwieser 
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However, variety 13-II4 does not show broken arches under DB01-DB02 and DB13-DB14. Another 

major difference between the two clichés is found in the number of dots in the third address lines. In 

variety 13-II4, there are 70 dots in AL3L (68 in variety 13-II1) and only 62 dots in AL3R (67 in variety 

13-II1). In the next figure we compare the third address line right of varieties 13-II1 (above) and 13-II4 

(below). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

It can be clearly seen that in variety 13-II1 (above), AL3R starts above DB27, whereas it only starts 

above PB29 in variety 13-II4 (below). A difference of one or two dots (like the cards of variety 13-II3) 

can possibly be explained by progressive wear of the printing plate, but a difference of 5 dots 

(between varieties 13-II1 and 13-II4) can only be explained by two different clichés, especially when 

the dots at the left side of the address lines are very clearly printed.  

Summarising, it appears that the five cards of type II have been printed with four different clichés. 

In all, the 22 cards of our inventory have probably been printed with nine different clichés. For four 

of these nine clichés more than one card has been found. These numbers strongly suggest that more 

clichés have existed. On the basis of a Monte Carlo simulation using only the data of the used cards, a 

total of 12 clichés seems most probable. 
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In this treatment of card n° 13, we did not include two cards (one new, one used) auctioned in 1989 

by Earl P. L. Apfelbaum, Inc. The pictures from the auction catalogue have been copied in the Postal 

Stationery journal of May-June 2024 (n° 456; page 66). Unfortunately, the quality of the image is 

insufficient to determine the type of the cards, but the cancel of the used cards can be read: the used 

card has been cancelled on 7 December 1872 in Castelnuovo in Dalmazia. This means that all 13 used 

cards have been used in a period of less than one year, between 7 October 1872 and 4 October 

1873.  

Card n° 13 has always been considered as a transitional issue, because it combines the date line on 

the back (on the right side) and the language indication below right on the front. Previous 

investigators (e.g. Ascher, 1913) have been intrigued by the language indication, because they 

thought that the other bilingual cards with language indication on the front were issued well after 

the first Illyrian card. The 13 used cards in our inventory suggest that card n° 13 was issued in 

September or October 1872 (more than half a year after it had been announced in the decree of 25 

January 1872), more or less at the same time as the first Bohemian cards with language indication on 

the front (n° 18, ERP 27 September 1872).    

In the literature, there has been considerable confusion about the corner characteristic of the two 

types. Part of this confusion is due to the fact that the 2nd dot of the double dot above right (PR01b) 

is absent or strongly reduced on most cards. However, in this article we conclusively show that this 

dot has been present on the type-set original, and has progressively disappeared (or weakened) 

during the fabrication of the various clichés, or during the printing. For that reason, we describe type 

I with a double dot PR01. 

Finally, in this study we have paid little attention to the backside of the cards. It is remarkable that 

this backside is in all aspects identical of that of the German-Bohemian card n° 9: 

 

 

 

This is due to the fact that the word “dne” has the same meaning in the Czech and Serbo-Croatian 

languages. This similarity opens a large array of possibilities for the plate used to print the backside. 

It seems improbable that a new printing plate has been produced specifically for card n° 13, with only 

12 clichés or so. Instead, it can be imagined that on a plate for the front side of card n° 9, some 

German-Bohemian clichés have been replaced by German-Illyrian clichés, in order to obtain card n° 

13, whereas the plate of the back has remained unaltered. 
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Card n° 23 – Bilingual German and Illyrian  

earliest recorded postmark (ERP) 22 April 1875 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Card n° 23 differs from card n° 13 only by the disappearance of the dating line on the back. The 

frontside of the cards is identical. Like card n° 13, card n° 23 is therefore characterised by an inner frame 

consisting of 48 by 31 diamonds.  

As could be expected, the same two types exist as in card n° 13:  

 

 

 

 

 

Unfortunately, in most of the literature, three types are erroneously distinguished, with large confusion 

between the first and third types. Because of these erroneous descriptions, and since the two types that 

exist in reality are exactly the same as those recognised in card n° 13, we prefer to follow the 

nomenclature developed for that card. This is the first time that our numbering differs from the earlier 

classifications of Ascher and Frech. In fact, our type I is a mixture of types 1 and 3 described by Ascher 

(1925, cards 23a and 23c) and Frech (1991, 2015, cards 23-I and 23-III). Since we never saw cards that 

correspond to types 1 and 3 as they are described in these works, and never saw such cards in other 

collections, we are convinced that these cards do not exist. We discuss the nomenclature of the types of 

card n° 23 in more detail at the end of this article.  

In the 41 cards n° 23 in our collections (21 unused and 20 used), 15 cards belong to type I (10 unused, 5 

used) and 26 to type II (11 unused, 15 used). Both types appear in the same, very long, same period, 

which extends from April 1875 to June 1879. We will also discuss the period of use in more detail later.  

 

Card 23, type II 

I  

Card 23, type I 

I  

Card 23, type II, dated 22 April 1875 

NovemberMai 1875 (ERP) 

1 (ERP) 
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Detailed description of the two main types of card 23 

 Card N° 23, type I, ERP 23 June 1875 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

   

  

   

  

   

  

   

   

The inner frame of card n° 23, type I has the following corner characteristics:    

     

  

 

 

 

Similar as in card n° 13, type I, dots PA19 and PB26 are double, whereas PA18 and PB43 are missing. 

Concerning the double dot PR01, the lowest dot of this double dot (PR01b) is often very weak, and is 

sometimes completely missing. As we showed before, these differences do not reflect different 

clichés or subtypes, but are  due to varying amounts of ink applied on the printing plate. There are no 

open spaces between the arches of the outer frame. 

The first address line (AL1) counts a pinpoint plus 136 dots, the second one (AL2) 156 dots plus a 

pinpoint, whereas the third address lines left (AL3L) and right (AL3R) have a number of dots varying 

from 64 to 72. We will come back on this when we describe the individual clichés.  

Our 15 cards of card n° 23, type I appear to have been printed with eight different clichés, of which two 

are “old” clichés,  which were observed in card n° 13: 

A) Old clichés, already observed in card n° 13 

 

1) Variety 23-I/13-I1 

Like in variety 13-I1, the two unused cards printed with this cliché are characterised by: 

Card 13, type I 

I  

Card 23, type I, 23 June 1875 (ERP) 

1 (ERP) 
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• Three irregular arches below PB11 to DB12  

• An irregular zone on address line 1 (AL1), between P30 and P49 

• A damaged P102 on address line 2 (AL2)  

• The arch above PA47-DA47 is broken on the left side ; this is much better visible on a lightly 

printed card than on a heavily printed card. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In our two (unused) cards printed with this cliché, dot PR01b is well developed. There are 70 dots on 

AL3L, the last dot with an extension above right, and 71 dots on AL3R. 

Unlike variety 13-I1, there are no white dots on the a of Karte or on the c of dopisnica, and the left and 

right frames of the indicium do not make the impression to be double.  

2) Variety 23-I/13-I4 

The three unused cards printed with this cliché have the following characteristics in common with 

variety 13-I4 : 

• PR19 is reduced to a variable degree (not absent, as in variety 13-I4 ) 

• DR21 is slightly truncated below 

• The corner ornament above left (CO AL) is broken on the right side 

Dot PR01b is always present, somewhat reduced in one of the three cards. 

Additional characteristics of Variety 23/13-I4 are: 

• The frame of the indicium is broken in the upper right corner 

• The arch left of DL21-PL22 is broken in the top 
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In our three cards, AL3L counts 69 dots whereas AL3R has 72 dots. This is very close to the 68 and 72 

dots observed in the single card of variety 13-I4 . 

B) New clichés, not observed in card n° 13 

The other six clichés can not be linked to clichés previously defined for card n° 13 and appear to be 

“new”. However, in view of the small amount of cards n° 13 studied, it is very well possible that some of 

these clichés were already used to print card n° 13, but no such cards were preserved (or are known to 

us). 

3) Variety 23-I1 

This variety was observed in two unused cards. It is characterised by the following main plate errors: 

• DA02 is damaged at the left side 

• PR01b is reduced to a variable degree 

• PA15 looks somewhat like a double dot 

• DR16 has an extension on the right side, and a parasitic black dot is present on the middle frame 

right of this diamond 

• PR47a is strongly reduced or almost absent 

• In the area between the CO above left and PA02, there are three broken arches 

• On AL1, P30 and P31 are broken 

• On AL3R, P44 to P46 are damaged 

• Finally, between AL3L and AL3R, three somewhat irregular lines appear 

• AL3L counts 65 dots, the last one very fat, AL3R has 64 dots.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4) Variety 23-I2 

This variety is observed in two used cards, cancelled on 8 February 1878 and 14 August 1878. It is 

characterised by the following treats:   

• PA17 is truncated right, DA17 is truncated left 

• DA02-PA03: arch broken right 

• The corner ornament above right is broken above, on the left side 

• DR01-PR02: arch broken above 

• AL3L : P35 is reduced 

• PR01a somewhat reduced 

• AL3L consists of 69 dots, the last one with an extension above right, AL3R has 70 dots. 

 

 

 

 



24 
 

5) Variety 23-I3 

Also this variety is observed on two cards, one unused and one cancelled on 2 April 1879. It shows the 

following characteristics: 

• The arch above DA18-PA19 is heavily damaged 

• The corner ornament above right is broken above, on the left side 

• On both cards, PR01b is strongly reduced 

• AL3L counts 65 dots, AL3R shows a pinpoint plus 70 dots 

 

 

 

 

 

6) Variety 23-I4 

This variety appears on two used cards, one cancelled on 29 March 1878, the other on 29 July 1878. The 

distinctive treats are: 

• DA40 is truncated below 

• DB32 is broken right 

• DA13-PA14: arch damaged above 

• PA29-DA29 : arch heavily damaged above 

• The corner ornament above right is heavily damaged above, both on the left and right side 

• AL1: P100 and P103 reduced, P118 and P121 reduced 

• AL2: P140 almost absent 

• AL3R: P01 very big, P54 and P55 reduced 

• PR01b slightly reduced 

• AL3L counts 69 dots, AL3R shows 71 dots, the first one very big. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The last two clichés have each only been observed on a single card, so that we are less certain that the 

observed anomalies are plate errors and not random printing irregularities. 

7) Variety 23-I5 

This variety, that was only observed on one unused card, shows few distinctive anomalies, the most 

conclusive are: 

• PL11-DL11 arch broken 

• AL1 : P73 almost absent 
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• AL3L : P19 almost absent 

• PR01b full size 

• AL3L has 66 dots followed by a high standing pinpoint, AL3R has 70 dots. 

 

 

 

 

8) Variety 23-I6 

Also this variety was only observed on one unused card. The main anomalies: 

• Corner ornament above right broken above in the middle 

• PB01-DB01 arch broken 

• DL21-PL22 arch heavily smeared 

• On this card, AL3L and AL3R both have 69 dots. 

 

 

 

 

 

Summarising, our 15 cards have been printed with eight different clichés. Two of these clichés were 

already observed in card n° 13. 

Besides the corner characteristics, several constant minor anomalies show that these eight clichés have 

been produced with the same master copy of the original, for instance: 

• The left side of the connecting dash between DA01 and PA02 is always inflated at the right, 

giving somewhat the impression of a double dot PA02.  

• The arch above PA44-DA44 is always somewhat smeared in the top 

• The two arches below PB8-PB9 have always a somewhat depressed roof and have a fat top. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Many other constant details show a common origin (same master copy used to produce them) for the 

eight clichés. Remarkably, these minor anomalies are also present on all copies of card n° 13, type I. This 

conclusively shows that all clichés of type I (of cards 13 as well as 23) have been prepared with the 

same type-set original and/or master copy. 

It is therefore all the more remarkable that there are large differences between the clichés concerning 

the number of dots in AL3L and AL3R. In fact the number of dots on these short lines varies from 64 to 

72. Since the clichés have been produced with the same master copy, the number of dots should be the 

same on all cards. But this is not the case. As far as we can see, the number of dots can only have been 

adjusted directly on the individual clichés. The irregular lines between AL3L and AL3R seen in Variety 23-

I1 testify of this. These lines probably appeared when the cliché was retouched, to change the number of 

dots in the third address lines. The reason for these adjustments escapes us. 
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Card N° 23, type II, ERP 22 April 1875 

 

 

 

  

   

  

   

  

   

  

   

   

 

 

The inner frame of card n° 23, type II has the following corner characteristics:    

     

  

 

 

 

Additionally, dot PA11 is missing. There are open spaces between the arches of the outer frame 

above PA7 and left of PL22. 

The first address line (AL1) counts 136 dots and a pinpoint, the second one (AL2) a pinpoint plus 156 

dots, whereas the third address lines left (AL3L) and right (AL3R) have a number of dots varying from 

62 to 71. We will come back on this when we describe the individual clichés.  

Within our 26 cards of card n° 23, type II, two subtypes can be distinguished: 

 

• Subtype a: Six of the 26 cards are similar to variety 13-II1 of card n° 

13. They all show the two heavily broken arches in the outer 

frame below PB43-DB43-PB44. We distinguishes four different 

clichés in this subtype. 

 

 

 

• Subtype b: the other twenty cards are similar to variety 13-II3 of card n° 

13. These cards all show two damaged arches in the lower frame, in the 

zone extending from PB47 towards the corner ornament below right. 

Eight different clichés were recognised in this subtype b. 

  

Card 23, type II 

I  

Card 23, type II, dated 22 April 1875 

NovemberMai 1875 (ERP) 

1 (ERP) 
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Card n° 23, type II, subtype a 

The six cards of this subtype are characterised by two heavily broken arches in the outer frame below 

PB43-DB43-PB44. The same plate error was observed in variety 13-II1 of card n° 13.  

 

 

 

 

We could distinguish four different clichés: 

A) Old clichés, already observed in card n° 13 

 

1) Variety 23/13-II1 

This variety is very close to variety 13-II1 of card n° 13. The two (unused) cards in our collections have 

the following anomalies in common with variety 13-II1: 

• The lower part of the corner ornament above right is absent 

• The corner ornament below right is broken at several places at the right and below 

• There are two broken arches under DB01-PB02-DB02 and two broken arches under DB13-PB14-

DB14 

• The second e of Adresse is broken above 

• On the third address line right, P30 is strongly reduced 

• AL1 counts 136 dots and a pinpoint, AL2 has a pinpoint and 156 dots, AL3L has 68 dots versus 67 

dots in AL3R. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In view of these identical anomalies, there is no doubt that the cards 13 and 23 have been printed with 

the same cliché of card n° 13, that has been re-used for card n° 23.  
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B) New clichés, not observed in card n° 13 

 

2) Variety 23-IIa1 

 

Next to the two broken arches below PB43-DB43-PB44, which define subtype IIa, the two cards of this 

variety (one unused, one used on 14 November 1876) have the following anomalies in common: 

• DL29 is irregular and/or broken below, PL30a is strongly reduced 

• The corner ornament above left is broken left, slightly below the middle 

• The lower part of the corner ornament above right is absent 

• The corner ornament below right is broken below in the middle, and at the right side above 

• AL1 counts 136 dots and a pinpoint, AL2 has a pinpoint and 156 dots. AL3L and AL3R both have 

70 dots, including a possible pinpoint at the left side 

One of the cards (the unused one) has a fixing hole above right, on the upper margin of the card and 

about 1.5 cm left of the right border of the card. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3) Variety 23-IIa2 

The single unused card printed with this cliché is, besides the two broken arches below PB43-DB43-

PB44, characterised by:  

• The broken top of the corner ornament above right 

• Three broken arches right of DR29-PR30-DR30-CO BL 

• The corner ornament below right is pointed, and broken below in the middle, right in the upper 

part, and close to the top  

• A broken arch below PB02-DB02 

• Two broken arches left of PL25-DL25-PL26 

• AL1 counts 137 dots, AL2 has a pinpoint and 156 dots. AL3L shows a pinpoint and 69 dots, AL3R 

70 dots.  
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4) Variety 23-IIa3 

Also the single unused card printed with this last cliché shows the two broken arches below PB43-DB43-

PB44. It stands out by: 

• A damaged arch right of PR17-DR17 

• A strongly reduced PL11 

• On address line 1, P55 to P57 are reduced above 

• AL1 counts 136 dots and a pinpoint, AL2 has a pinpoint and 156 dots. AL3L shows 69 dots and a 

pinpoint, whereas AL3R has only 62 dots. 
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Card n° 23, type II, subtype b 

The 20 cards of subtype b are characterised by two damaged arches in the lower 

frame, in the zone extending from PB47 towards the corner ornament below 

right.  

The same plate error was observed in variety 13-II3 of card n° 13. Eight different 

clichés have been recognised. 

A) Old clichés, already observed in card n° 13 

 

1) Variety 23/13-II3 

This variety is very close to variety 13-II3 of card n° 13. The two used cards in our collections (from 22 

April and 4 May 1875) have the following anomalies in common with variety 13-II3: 

• Two damaged arches below the zone from PB47 to the corner ornament below right 

• DL19 is shortened on the left side 

• The arch below PB9-DB9 is empty, the arch below DB9-PB10 is broken 

• The first and second e of Adresse are both broken above 

• There are 136 dots and a pinpoint on AL1 and a pinpoint plus 156 dots on AL2.  

• AL3L has 71 dots (or a pinpoint and 70 dots, AL3R has 69 dots. This is similar to card n° 13 of 

Perasto.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

However, there are also some treats that have not been observed in variety 13-II3: 

• The corner ornament above right has a reduced size 

• The arch right of DR18-PR19 is almost empty 

• The corner ornament below right is broken right above and below at the right side 

• The separation between the last arch on the right and the corner ornament below right is 

smeared 

 

 

 

 

 

In view of the many identical anomalies, we hypothesize that the two cards 23 have been printed with 

cliché 13-II3 of card n° 13, that has been re-used in card n° 23. The new anomalies may be due to 

manipulation and cleaning of the cliché when it was inserted in the printing plate for card n° 23. 
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B) New clichés, not observed in card n° 13 

 

The seven other clichés all show some major differences with cliché 13-II3 of card n° 13, although they 

share the defining characteristic, the two damaged arches below the zone between PB47 and the 

corner ornament below right. 

 

2) Variety 23-IIb1 

The two unused cards printed with this cliché are characterised by: 

• The lower part of the corner ornament above right is absent 

• DA35 is incised below right 

• PA47b is reduced 

• DB43 is incised above left 

• The arches right of PR02-DR02, PR6-DR6 and PR15-DR15 are broken 

• The arch below PB9-DB9 is empty 

• The frame of the indicium is broken below left, between T00 and T01 

• The second e of Adresse is broken above 

• P111 of AL2 is missing 

• AL1 counts 136 dots and a pinpoint, AL2 has a pinpoint and 156 dots 

• On AL3L there is a pinpoint followed by 67 dots, AL3R has a pinpoint and 69 dots 
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3) Variety 23-IIb2 

This cliché is found on a single unused card which shows the following anomalies: 

• DB26 is truncated below 

• Two arches broken right of DR16-PR17-DR17  

• The frame of the indicium is broken on the left side, below, between T16 and T17 

• The second e of Adresse is broken above 

• The arch below PB9-DB9 is empty 

• AL1 consists of 136 dots and a pinpoint, AL2 has a pinpoint and 156 dots, P03 is weak 

• AL3L counts 66 dots and a pinpoint, AL3R has 67 dots, P01 and P02 are broken 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4) Variety 23-IIb3 

Three unused cards have been printed with this cliché. The defining anomalies are: 

• PL11 is absent 

• The arch below PB9-DB9 is empty 

• The arch under PB11-DB11 is irregular 

• The corner ornament below left is irregular below 

• The arch left of PL8-DL8 is smeared in the upper part 

• AL1 consists of 136 dots and a pinpoint, AL2 has a pinpoint and 156 dots 

• AL3L counts 71 dots, AL3R consists of 69 dots. 
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The next four varieties have only been found on used cards, cancelled between 13 December 1876 

and 5 June 1879. They have many anomalies in common, but differ by some other major plate errors 

and in the number of dots in AL3L and AL3R. As all cards of subtype II-b, they show the two damaged 

arches below the zone between PB47 and the corner ornament below right. Next, in all four varieties 

the following plate errors are present: 

• DR7, DR21, DR23 and DR29 are all truncated at the right side 

• DB45 is truncated at the right side 

• DB01 is truncated at the right side 

• The a of Karte is damaged to a variable degree: in some clichés the a is incised above left and 

right, in others there is a curved white line, which separated the upper part of the A from the 

lower part 

• AL1 counts 136 dots and a pinpoint (which may look like 137 dots), AL2 counts has a pinpoint 

and 156 dots. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 23-IIb4 

Four used cards in our collections belong to this variety, the cards 

are cancelled between 10 July 1877 and 1 April 1879. This variety 

is characterised by: 

• The corner ornament below left and all the arches on the 

left side are damaged on the left side 

• AL3L is composed of a pinpoint plus only 65 dots, P32 is 

weak. AL3R counts 68 dots. 
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Variety 23-IIb5 

Also for this variety, there are four used cards in our collections, cancelled between 2 November 1877 

and 5 June 1879. This variety is characterised by: 

• The arch above PA17-DA17 has a depressed roof and is smeared above 

• The corner ornament above left is broken left below 

• AL3L is composed of 68 dots, AL3R of 69 dots. 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 23-II6 

This cliché is represented by a single used card, cancelled on 24 may 1878. It is defined by: 

• The corner ornament above left and the first seven arches above are heavily damaged 

• AL3L is composed of only 65 dots, AL3R of 67 dots. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Variety 23-II7 

This last variety is represented by three used cards in our collections, cancelled between 13 December 

1876 and 2 March 1879. These cards are characterised by: 

• Four arches above PA24-PA26 are shaven or have a broken roof  

• The lower part of the y of Illyr is absent. 

• AL3L has 69 dots, AL3R has 70 dots. 
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In view of the many common anomalies (see lists above), the clichés used to print varieties 23-II4 to 23-

II7 must have been produced with the same original, which also possessed these anomalies. Because of 

the broken arches below PB47 and below the corner ornament below right, they can be traced back to 

card n° 13, type 2, variety 13-II3. As indicated before, it appears that this cliché has been re-used to print 

card n° 23, type 2. 

We hypothesize that this cliché has been copied, and that this copy has been used to produce all 

subsequent clichés of card n° 23, type II.  

When we take the clichés of type I and type II together, we come to a total of 20 clichés for card n° 23. 

Four of the 20 clichés (two of type I and two of type II) appear to be old clichés, which were used again 

when a new plate was assembled for card n° 23. It is very probable that more clichés have existed, but 

because of the limited number of cards in our collections it is impossible to estimate how much. 

Furthermore, it is not evident that all clichés have been used at the same time. It is possible that more 

than one plate has existed during the long period of use of card n° 23. We will come back on this in the 

last chapter.  
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The history of classification of cards n° 13 and 23 

It was Kropf (1902; 1908), who laid the foundation for the classification of the first Austrian cards. For 

card n° 13, he proposed a single type: 

 

His n° 8a clearly corresponds to our card n° 13, type I. Kropf correctly showed the double dot PR01 

PA19, and described the missing dots PA18 and PB43, but did not mention the double dots PL29 and 

PB26. Unfortunately, he gave an erroneous description of the diamond-dot pattern in the lower right 

corner, where dot PB47 is double, and not single, as in his figure. This imperfect description has led to 

much confusion in the following works. 

Ascher (1913) distinguished three different types for card N° 13: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

His n° 30 corresponds to the erroneous description of card n° 13 type I by Kropf (1902; 1908). The wrong 

diamond-dot pattern of the lower right corner has been copied, but the absent dot PB43 is no longer 

mentioned. The description also mentions a missing dot PR26, what we never observed. 

Because the description of card n° 30 does not fit any existing card, it is quite understandable that 

Ascher (1913) described our card n° 13 type I again as his card n° 32. In his drawing, the lower right 

corner is now correct and also the double dot PL29 is adequately indicated. Ascher also correctly 

describes double dots DA19 and DB26 and missing dots PA18 and PB43. Unfortunately, Ascher also 

changed the upper right corner, drawing a single dot PR01. As we saw earlier, PR01 was originally 

double (on the type-set original and on the master copy used to produce the individual clichés), but 

PR01b is often very small or absent on lightly printed cards, and appears to be totally absent on some of 

the clichés. But since this double dot was there originally, type I should in our opinion be described with 

a double dot PR01. 

As n° 31, Ascher (1913) gave a 100% correct description of card n° 13, type II, which also mentions the 

missing dot PL11. 

In conclusion, both n° 30 and n° 32 correspond to our card n° 13, type I, but unfortunately both 

descriptions are imperfect. 

In 1925, Ascher had evidently understood that his former cards n° 30 and 32 describe the same card 

(our type I), where card n° 30 does not exist. Consequently, he deleted his former card n° 30 and 

described his former card n° 32 now as card n° 13, type I:   
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Unfortunately, in type I, PR01 is still erroneously described as a single dot.  

This wrong description of type I (single dot PR01 instead of double dot PR01) has been copied by Frech 

(1991, 2015) and also by Breitwieser (2018), who unfortunately, for practical reasons, inversed the 

numbering of types I and II. 

As we will see now, the confusion about the single or double dot PR01 has also affected the 

classification of card n° 23. Basically, the two types of card n° 23 are identical to the two types of card n° 

13, and therefore, it would have been logical to keep the same numbering of types I and II. 

Unfortunately, in card n° 23, the two types have been inversed in most studies, so that card type I of 

card n° 23 is the continuation of type II of card n° 13 and vice versa. 

The story starts again with Kropf (1902, 1908) who described the two types of card n° 23 as his cards 8b 

and 8b1: 

Number 8b correctly describes a diamond-dot pattern identical to that of card 13, type 2, as recognised 

in Ascher (1925) and all subsequent studies, where this card is listed as n° 23, type 2. Number 8b1 

correctly describes the diamond-dot pattern of card 13 (and 23), type 1, with the lower right corner 

correctly drawn. Note that also the double dot PR01 is correctly drawn. 

In 1914, Ascher describes two types: his number 109 correctly describes type II, but in the description of 

type I (his number 108) again an error slipped in in the description of the lower right corner. Instead of a 

single PR30 and a double PB47, Ascher describes exactly the opposite, thereby again creating a non-

existing card. 

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

In 1925, Ascher seems to have understood that there was a problem with his description of type I 

(his n° 108): 
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He still lists his former card n° 108, as n° 23a, still with the erroneous lower right corner, but has 

corrected this in his new card n° 23c. Unfortunately, now he forgot to indicate the double dot PL29 in 

his drawing, as is indicated in his card n° 23a. 

Later studies, such as Frech (1991, 2015) and Breitwieser (2018) have copied this classification with 

three types, including the non-existing card n° 23a, and the absence of the double dot PL29 in type III 

(n° 23c of Ascher). Again, for practical reasons, Breitwieser changed the generally accepted 

numbering of Ascher (1925), so that his types I and II are inversed compared to most other studies. 

Breitwieser also indicated that he never saw his type II (n° 23a of Ascher, 1925, type I of other 

authors). 

To conclude, there has been much confusion in the classification of cards n° 13 and 23. This 

confusion is due to two reasons: 1) erroneous first descriptions, which have not been corrected 

adequately afterwards and 2) dot PR01, which is originally double, but where the second dot (PR01b) 

is strongly reduced or even absent on many cards. 

We think that we clearly show that both for card n° 13 and card n° 23, two types exist, with the same 

diamond-dot patterns in the inner frame in both cards. Since these two types are historically 

determined as types I and II in card n° 13, we think that it is most logical to do likewise in card n° 23, 

in view of the fact that type I as described by Ascher in 1925 does not exist. We propose therefore in 

this study to classify the card that until recently was in most catalogues determined as card n° 23, 

type III as card n° 23, type I.      
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The periods of use of cards n° 13 and 23 

To delimit the periods of use of the German-Illyrian cards n° 13 and 23, we use the cancellations on the 

used cards, meaning 13 cards for n° 13 (our inventory of all cards known to us) and 20 cards for n° 23 

(all cards of our own collections). 

It is remarkable that all 13 cards n° 13 have been used between 7 October 1872 and 4 October 1873, a 

period of almost exactly one year. This is even more remarkable when we take into account that the 

earliest reported cancel of card n° 23 is only of 22 April 1875.This means that there is a gap of more 

than a year and half between the last use of card n° 13 and the first use of card n° 23. 

Both cards n° 13 and 23 have exclusively been used in post offices in the crownland Dalmatia. In 1876 

there were 83 post offices in Dalmatia (Klein, 1973).  

On card n° 13, we find cancels of Arbe, Benkovacz (twice), Castelnuovo in Dalmazia, Cattaro (twice), 

Gelsa, Lesina, Perzagno and Ragusa (twice). Two cards, sent from Cattaro and Perasto, have been 

cancelled by naval post offices of Cattaro and Trieste. Ten post offices in total. 

On our cards n° 23, we find cancels of Arbe, Büdua, Castelnuovo in Dalmazia, Cattaro, Cittavecchia, 

Curzola, Imoschi, Perzagno, Ragusa, Sebenico, Selza, Spalato, Trpanj and Zara. Or, 14 post offices, of 

which five were also found on card n° 13. This means that in total, we have cards n° 13 and 23 sent from 

19 different post offices. We did not find a single card used outside Dalmatia. 

But according to the decree of 25 January 1872, next to the German-Illyrian cards, also German-Italian 

cards should be sold in the Dalmatian post offices. In fact, in our collections we found 22 German-Italian 

cards (all card n° 19) sent from post offices in Dalmatia between May 1873 and November 1876. These 

cards were sent from Cattaro, Curzola, Knin, Lesina, Lissa, Obrovazzo, Perasto, Ragusa, Ragusavecchia, 

Sebenico, Sign, Spalato, Verlicca and Zara. This list confirms that German-Italian cards were indeed 

available in most Dalmatian offices.  

It is interesting that we find also five German cards (n° 14) used in Dalmatia, in Lissa, Postire, Ragusa, 

Spalato and Zara, between January 1874 and May 1875. Although German cards were officially not sold 

in Dalmatia, they were valid, and a traveling business man may have introduced them. 

A highly interesting pattern shows up when we look at the periods of use in all Dalmatian post offices 

taken together of the three types of cards (German-Illyrian cards n° 13 and 23, German-Italian cards n° 

19 and German cards n° 14): 

In the diagram above, the periods of use are presented in periods of six months.  At the left, we see (in 

dark green) the 13 German-Illyrian cards n° 13 of our inventory, used between 7 October 1872 and 4 

October 1873. We see that in this period, in our collections, we have only two German-Italian cards (in 

blue) used in Dalmatia, one cancelled on 13 May 1873 in Ragusa (in the middle of the one year period of 

use of card n° 13, a second one cancelled on 28 November 1873 in Cattaro, immediately after the period 

of use of the German-Illyrian cards.  
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Periods of use German-Illyrian cards  (n° 13 dark green, n° 23 light green), 
German-Italian cards (blue) and German cards (yellow)

Illyrian cards n° 13 Italian cards German cards Illyrian cards n° 23
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Although the German-Illyrian cards represent all cards known to us, whereas the German-Italian cards 

are only those present in our collections, it appears nevertheless that in this period, the German-Illyrian 

cards were at least as popular as the German-Italian cards. A German-Illyrian card sent on 29 March 

1879 from Selza, on which all German text has been erased confirms the nationalistic feelings of the 

local population:  

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In our graph above, we see in the period between the use of cards n° 13 (last recorded use 4 October 

1873) and card n° 23 (first recorded use 22 April 1875) seven German-Italian cards and five German 

cards used in Dalmatia.  

The only reasonable explanation for these observations is that between November 1873 and April 

1875, there were no German-Illyrian cards available in the Dalmatian post offices, because the stock of 

cards n° 13 was entirely sold out. This also explains the rarity of card n° 13. 

In our collections, the first two German-Illyrian cards n° 23 are cancelled on 22 April 1875 (Spalato) and 

4 May 1875 (Imoschi), both of type II. Above, we also show the oldest card of type I we encountered, 

used on 25 June 1875. These dates are corroborated by Ascher (1914), who gives an earliest date of 10 

May 1875 for type I, and of 24 April 1875 for type II.  

The first two cards cited above have been printed with the same cliché (23/13-II3) already observed in 
card n° 13 card, whereas the card of type I has been printed with a cliché not observed elsewhere. It is 
therefore not impossible that these three cards have been printed with the old plate of card n° 13.  

After this short period, from April to June 1875 (please send scans if you have cards n° 23 used in this 

period!), we don’t find other cards n° 23 until 14 November 1876. In the intermediate period, from July 

1875 to October 1876, we observe the systematic use of German-Italian cards in the Dalmatian post 

offices. Again, this strongly suggests an absence of German-Illyrian cards between July 1875 and 

October 1876. 

In November 1876, the German-Illyrian card reappeared, to remain in use until June 1879. The German-

Illyrian card with brown indicium (card n° 31) appeared only in September 1880. This timing is very 

surprising, because it is very different from what we see for all other bilingual cards. In fact, the German 

card (n° 14) and all bilingual cards with yellow 2 kreuzer indicium rapidly disappeared after September 

1876, whereas the German card with brown indicium already appeared in May 1876 (German card n° 

25) and most bilingual cards with brown indicium appeared in the second half of 1876. Only the 

German-Ruthenian card (n° 29) appeared in 1877, whereas the new German-Romanian card n° 32 (that 

did not exist before) appeared only in 1881, somewhat later than the 5 Kr UPU card with red indicium 

(n° 33) that was issued in the last months of 1880. This means that when card n° 23 was still used in 
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Dalmatia, new cards, with brown indicium, were used almost everywhere else in Austria. The end of 

validity of the cards with yellow indicium was on 31 October 1884. 

When we consider only the second period of use of the German-Illyrian cards n° 23, from November 

1876 to June 1879, we dispose of 18 used cards in our collections, five of type I and 13 of type II. For 

type I, the five used cards have been printed with three different clichés (Varieties 23-I2 to Variety 23-

I4), which were all ‘new’ (not observed in card n° 13).  

The 13 used cards of type II have been printed with five different clichés, which were all ‘new’, without 

exception. One of these clichés was of subtype I (Variety 23-IIa1) and four of subtype b (Varieties 23-IIb4 

to 23-IIb7). In these newly produced clichés, subtype a shows a main plate error earlier observed in 

Variety 13-II1 of card 13 (two broken arches below PB43-DB43-PB44) while the clichés of subtype b show 

a main plate error earlier observed in Variety 13-II3 of card 13 (two damaged arches in the lower frame, 

between PB47 and the corner ornament below right).  

On the basis of these observations, we hypothesise that in the second half of 1876, a new plate was 

produced for the front of card n° 23. Whereby two clichés of the earlier plate of card n° 13 were used to 

prepare the clichés for this plate of card n° 23.  

Summarising, we hypothesise the following history of cards n° 13 and 23: 
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Request to all readers 

In view of the uncertainty of many aspects of the history of these German-Illyrian cards, we would be 

very happy if you could send us 600 dpi scans of your German-Illyrian cards, not only of n° 13, but also of 

n° 23! 
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