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REPOKT OF MELTING OF THE EGYPT STUDY CIRCLE

The 120th Meeting of the Circle was held on Saturday, the
10th Feobruary 1968, at thé premises of the hoyal Philatelic Society,
London; when J.H.k. Gilbert took the Chair. IHe was supported by
k.H. Proctor (Hon. Secretary/Treasurer), and C.W. Minett (Keeper of
the Philatelic necord). There were eleven members present, and one
visitor - Mr. £.C. Brown - who applied for membership before leaving.

‘The meeting was informed of the death of George Mee in
November last, and stood in respect to his memory. He had been a
regular attender at the Study Circle meetings, and will be sadly
missed by those who knew him.

After the despatch of the regular business, and hearing
news ol overseas members which is always most welcome, the discuss-
ion of the 1923/24 issue was continued, led by L.H. Proctor.

The scarcity of complete sheets of this issue is due to
the loss by fire of the major stocks held by a dealer in Cairo, the
late k.L. Angeloglou. Nevertheless, those present were able to view
a number of complete panes togestsher with proof sheets and imperforate
examples.

It was noted in the case of the 5 milliemesg that the proof
sheets have the watermark sidewsys and are not uncommon, while the
impertorate Post Office sheets with watermark normal are much
scarcer.

This was the first issue of Egyptian stamps to be printed
by photogravure which at this time was & relatively new process to be
used in the production of stamps. The numbers of flaws and retouches
indicate scmething of the trials and difficulties the printers had to
overcome especially with the lower values. petter results were
obtained with the hisher values, and in one sheet of 25 of the Une
Pound value only three minor flaws heve been detected.

One imperforate sheet ol the 10 milliemes (thought to be
a printer's "pull") has in manuscript "maximum pressure Kuboer and
Felt". Comparison with one mint Post Office pane has only given
negative results so far.

The position of a pane of the gheet can be determined by
the size and position of the control number relative to that of the
stemps. A master list of those known was circulated.

“he process used in the printing of this issue, which
gives the appearance of a spattered screen in comperison with the
vertical or diagonal screens of those to follow, was described by
Cor. Gilders and it is hopev to include further details of this in
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the comnleted study.

After tea, which is alwoys a feature of our meetings ot
the ".oyal'', Charles rinett gave the report of the sub-com:ittee
dealing with the "Government Fostg'.

narly letters of the Posta Furope: bear the deted handstamp
of the ofiice of receipt inscribed 'Fosta Luropea' struck on the face
only, but later ones also received pack-staps.

On the 2nd Januery 1865 the hgyutian Government bought the
Posta Luropea, but cuntinued to use its handstamps and documents for
another three months.

fhe handstamps of the Government Vosts ware introuncedeini
April 186Y% anc inscrived 'soste Vice-sewli wiiziane', they are dated
and include the lown n.me. Letters received the hend-stémp of the
office of receiut on the front and the office of destination on the
reverse. lMany letters of this period weie written in bSyrian or
furidsh ar: bic, and the manuscript date inside could be Syrian,
Luner (&l Hegira), or western Calencer - aboreviations of these
comnlicate matters still ifurther. These Government franks continuew
in use as cancellations after the issue of the 1irst adhesive
postage stamps on the lst Janucry 1866.

Fnown data is being circulated to those members with
materisl of this period with the hope of meiing the completed list
s comprehensive as possible. The keeper of the record mentionea how
important it is to record as much det. il s possible, such as
position and colour oif strikes, as at some time this informetion
may prove to be of some signiticance.

IThe meeting closed about 6.30 p.wi., after thanks had peen
given to the Chairman for his handling of what lLod proved to be
another most successiul afterncon session

ihe next meeting of the Circle was. arrenged to take place
on waturday the 4th ey 1968, again at the premises of the ovel
Philatelic Society, London.

F.w. Benians. (w.0.C. ¥0.123).

-===000==~~

Correspondence which has been addressed to member No. 53,
henry 1. Hardy, 14, lowers svenue, Jesmond, Newcastle-on-Ilyne 2,
has been returned marked "GUNi AwWAY',
Can any member help with his new address so that he may.
receive "g.C.'"s, etc. due to him?
=000 ==



j=)

Vol. VI No.10 The wuarterly Circular March 1963

NOLES FhOM TH kpskbiod OF THE rasCoaw

7)

who is grateful to a number of members for their assistance.

-3

C.W. Minett (LSC No.

1. §§X§ZEAID: Peter Smith has found yet an.ther type cancelling a
4 milliemes adhesive of' the 114 Pictorial Issue. It consists
of the word "PAID" with serif letters over the ATSbiu equivalent
in black and is similar to i1llustration B(c) in ".C." 8/9 but
is surrounded by a frame

2. CUnSTANLINTA,  Lars Alund has sent in a '"news bulletin' which
records this date-stamp (Type VIII-1) on a 5 miliiemes rose

be la ilue dated -.JA.00. Of the later spelling QUSTANTINTIA
(Iype VIII-1.6) (but without "I before the time figures) he has
examples dated from 6. VIT 07 te 18.1.03; and of Type VII1-1.8 he
has an example datpd 16, 09, and two further ones struck in
biue dateu ~-.V.17 and 14,Vi,17,

It is of course the enriier spelling which mey be
mistoken by the Uvro (or the iogue?) for CONLIANTLAOFULT .

3 _ Feter Andrews announces he is "bogged
information - doesn't any son ol an cld sailor
know anything about it7?
Incidentall it was purely by chence that the note
)9 k 04
on this subjeet in "4.C.Y 8/9 wes followed by the reference to
it oBOGMAT
4o ady Jim benians has very kindly presented to the Record

pt" - & profusely illustrateds wartime
booklet eperations for, and the bvresik-through
at, Alam=in Publ shed in 1; 13 it wus Drepared by the bLinistiy
of Inform: tion ior the war Uftice anu sold #t 7d. per copy.

socony battle of iIio

5. nlolaltIa. set in atfter resding the sbove, esnecially when we
“turned up the feollowing "thousht for a Pust-var Tourist" by
“u.ede 'y published in "urm“ the woa.b'. iv gruzine widely reac
the western Lesert in those days

"After the wary; when you hewr fhom.s ook
lalking of tours to iotruh end Tobrus

snd the virious wonderful sishts he his planned -
Jadis - lisc. rpments - the loon on the Sand

And the beauties of Bug-Lug, Sollum and =l Adem -
YOU gu and lock at them, Brother. 1've had 'em."

)

{ in

)]

bo far as the Lgyptian western Uevert i1s concerned I huove covers
postmarkea L DoLorsy, [0nA, MAURUE and even S1wA, but has anvone

examples from SOLLUM, Ll0l saduusl and Ll Lbsit .l - and did Monty
sell his the other week or was it a cese ol “well I was there

but at the time I wesn't interested.e e vioocos'?
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1927 - King Fuad Issue.

Ibrahim Chaftar (ELC No.42).

\

In the «uarterly Circular Volume VI ho:6/7 (May 1966) Page
63, a comment on the £81 value of the 1927 Issue was published
informing that a purcheser of a block of four with control A/27 found
that all four stamps are perfectly normal and that this block does
not show the veriety Zeheri 117a.

According to seheri 8th Kdition (tage 85) the second
stamp in the bottom row of this block should have a deformed "U"
(giving it the appearance of an O) as a constant variety.

The explanation given by the writer of the guery that this
was the result of an early plate damare and that this block was part
of a sheet first coming off the press before the damage to the plate
occurred has to be corrected.

give below some information giving all that I know about
the 500 milliemes and £E1 values of this issue, worthy of note.

1t will ve noted that the £il vilue wis successively
printed from two different. bo3 plates 4/28 and 4/7 and one of them,
faulty, was discarded in due me. I remember very well having had
in my collection the two control blocks of four #/27, one chowing the
variety ana the other not.

A careful examinetion of the control blocks of the 500
milliemes A/27 will probably show differences in the centre s this
value also was printed that year with two cifferent centre plates
4.1 and 8/28. T

1. Chromium plating resulted in important economies in time and
‘productien costs, many cylinders being utilised for the printing
of postage stamp supplies in successive years. Where cylinders
were so used for several years, the old control numnbers were
progressively cancelled and the cucrent control added so that
three or four cuntrol numbers often appecr on one sheet of
stamps. .

2. Until 1932, & celluloid 175 line screen had been emnloyed in the
photographic processes used in preparing photogravure cylinders
for final etching, but in that year an engraved glass 175 line
screen was obtained from kngland. ‘this resulted in an improve-
ment in the quality of the work, more technicsl certainty and
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effective economies due to the reduction in the time of
exposure required.

5. The screen used for postage stamps produced photo-lithographically
is a normal 150 line half-tone screen. 1his has not been
chenged,

4. Until 1937 the stamp impositions were adapted to suit the cylinder
sizes of the photogravure machines then i use - all low and
intermediate high values being in two panes each of 100 stamps
(10 x 10). <These machine sheets were divided before being
perforated, the post oiffice sheet thus consisting of one pane
of 100 stamps.

5. The 500 milliemes and the £l value stomps were imposed and printed

in sheets of 25 (5 x 5) only.

6. the first issue of the ££l1 and 500 millicmes stamps, Control A/Z?,
were printed in two colours - both by photogravure. As the
machines then in use were not adented for printing to accurate
register the percentage of spoils was unduly high, and it was
decided to print the portrait centres only in photogravure
while the frames were printed lithographically. This last
method continued until new photogravure mechines were installed
in 1448,

T- ‘he stamps reguired for the manufacture of stamp booklets were
lmposed in a special manner to facilitate the make up and
cutting of the books.

8. fhis imposition comprised four panes, each of 60 stamps (6 x 10)
of which in each pane 3 x 10 were upright and the adjucent
5 x 10 were inverted.

9. Normally the line screen is exposed at an sngle of 45 degrees to
the frame of the stamps, but in 1925 and 1926 (following
experiments to improve the appearance of the stamp and to lessen
the degree of wear to the etched cylinder while printing) low
value stamps were produced with the screen at right angles to
the frame.

10. Later, with the improvement in technique and to photo-originals,

it was found possible to revert to the normal angle of 45
uegrees.,

There follows a check list of the control numbers snd
cylinder numbers of the high values - 200 millicmes
500 miliiemes and
£EL.
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VALUE AND COLOUK
200 mills. Mauve

1"
500 millsf

£B].

Borders Chestnut-=brown

Centre: Blue-green

Border: Greenish-slate

Centre: Chestnut-brown

We welcome the fol

CONTROL  CYLINDER TOTAL
No. No. DESPATCHED

TO G4P.0.

Af26 419 130,000

A/27 A4.14 100,000

4/35 A.35 60,000

A/35 A/3T  A.35 125,000

A/27  Border A.2 9,000

Centre A,l

A28

A/20  Border: Litho.plate 10,000
Centres A.22

A/30  Borders Litho.plate 10,000
Centre: A.22

A/%4  Border: Litho-plate 13,000
Centres: A.6

A/35  Border: Litho.plate 25,000
Centre: A.6

A/27  Border: 4.28 32,000
A7
Centres; A,12

A/35  Border: Litho-plate 25,000
Centre: A.20

- . -

NEW MEMBERS

lowing new members, who have joined us since

the publication of the last "Q.C.":

135
136
137

138
139

Carl Jordan,
Miss E.M.D. Herbert,

P.R. Bertram,

K.Cs Brown,

Ed. P, Pritlove,

8, Young Street, GUELPH, Ontario, Canada.

Sunnyside, 9 Springfield Avenue, HARROGATE,

14, Barkston Gardens, Fpricelitit.

ERMIN% EAST, Lincolnshire.
4, Holmwood Grove, iiILL HILL, London, N.W.7.
265 East 13th Street, HaMILTON, Ontario,
Canada.
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BalfIsH FLilD PUSY UFFICLS
Ii BGYPT 1940-1941

Dy

J.A. Firebrace
(msC Wo. 71)

For some years I have been recording the particulars of all
covers which passed through the British I'ield Post Offices in ngypt
from the apparent introduction of the datestamps during the last week
of September 1940 until the end of the Military Postal Concession
period on 30th april 1y4l.

he Postal Concession hsd been granted on lst dovember 1932
and when 1t ended the use of the army Post adhesives ended - or, more
accurately, should have ended. The reason for limiting the dates in
the check list which follows is that all the dates listed, except
three, are those cancelling Egyptian adhesives. The three exceptions
are records from covers which were franked by Great Britain adhegives
(#PU 177) or which travelleu postage free ('No stamps sveilable,
FPO's 244 and 246), and their dates depend on the strong circumstan-
tial evidence, noted in detail later, of the double rectangle censor
mark (FYHS Iyne A 33 HSC Type A5; OFPAL de burca lype 2).

I hope that the dates which follow will be &accepted as a
firm base on to which can be built turther data as it comes to light,
including the study of the period beginning lst May 1941 - which is
the date on which the Lgypt Postage Prevnaid datestamps were first
correctly used.

The 27 FPC's and BAPO 4 cre listed in six chronological
groups. Groups 1, 3 and 5 are static Iv0's listed according to the
dates first recorded. riaterial may well exist which warrants the
transfer of ¥PO's ia Group3 to Group 1. and of ¥rQ's in Group 5 to
Group 1 or 3. this is likely from a glance at the numerical sequences.
FrO's in Group 2 and 4 were probably used by Tth srmoured Division ond
2nd Armoured uvivision respectively. fhe for ation which used Fi0's in
Group 6 may well be known to one of our members.

nVUP 1. btatic #PU's first recorded in beptember 1940,

169 26 sep.l1940 - 27 Apr.1941
170 ? Sep.1940 - 5 Apr.1941
171 25 Sep.1940 - 4 Apr.1941
172 26 Sep.1940 -~ 23 Apr.ly4l
L7195 26 bBep.1940 =~ 22 Apr.ly4l
187 28 5en.1940 - 25 Apr.1941

188 24 Sep.1940 - 23 Apr.l1l941
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GzOUP 2, Probably used by the 7th Armoured Pivision.

242 10 0ct.1940 - 29 Apr.1941
243 12 Oct.1940 10 Mar.1941
244 * 27 Sep.1940 26 Apr.1941
245 25 Sep.1y40 23 Apr.l1941
246 29 Sep.1940 -~ *¥18 Jan.1941

GHUUP 3, Static F.P.0.'s first recordea in October-November 1940,

186 7 0ct.1940 10 fpr.1941
189 2% Nov.1940 25 apr.1941
190 22 0ct.1940 30 spr.1941
191 8 Nov.1940 15 Apr.1941

1

GLOUP 4. Probably used by 2nd Armoured Division on arrival
from britain.

368 14 Jan.1941 - 20 Jan.1941
372 29 Jan.1941 - 3 Mar.1941

GiOUP 5. Static F.P.0.'s first recorded in 1941.

177 * 27 ¥eb.1941 - 27 Apr.1941
197 25 Apr.l94l -~ 30 Apr.l1l941
198 25 Jen.1941 - 5 Apr.1941
199 16 Mar.1941 -~ 6 Apr.1941
201 13 ¥eb.1941 - 10 apr.ly4l

309 20 Apr.l1941 -
B&PO 4 30 Apr.l941 -~

GROUP 6.  r#.P.0.'s previously used in Palestine.

165 25 Apr.1941 - 30 Apr.1941
166 23 Apr.1941 - 25 Apr.1941
168 18 Apr.1941 -~ 27 Apr.1941

Fvidence from Censor Marks. To confirm dates marked * above;

comparison dates &all known to be Loypt.
¥PO 177 dated 27 Feb.l1l941l. Censor A 3 No.47 was used with
PO 188 on 22 Jan. 1941 and with 5PF 25 on 2 Jan. 1942.
FPO 244 dated 27 Sep.l940. Censor A 3 No.70 was used with
MPG ¥60L on 7 Mar. 1940 and with ¥PO 244 on 28 Sep. 1940.
FPO 246 dated 18 Jan.1941. Censor A 3 No. 178 wes used with
¥PO 246 on 16 Jan. 1941 and with ¥PO 172 on 8 Apr. 1941.

Having stated sbove that the earliest and latest dates are
records of cancellations on adhesives, it is advisable to refer to the
possibility of iEgyptian adhesives being 'used abroad'. This may have
happened through ¥PU 199, as L heve three covers endorsed in menuscript
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"Tobruk", dated between 9 March and 6 April 1941; this is mentioned
again later. Another possibility is with the four ¥PO's which are
reported as having been in Greece after being known used in Egypt.
These are FPC's 170, 171, 177, and 190.

The information which we have concerning the locations of
the FPO's in Egypt and the formations and units which used them, with
dates oi use, is very scarce and I do nut want te go into it at this
stage. It should be possible in due course to suggest whal censor
marks were used with which ¥PC's, ana at which dates.

It mey help the progress of this stug, if I set wown
vriefly some notes on the other FFPU!'s nuubered vetween 165 and 201.
this sequence includes all the numbers in the three groups of static
FPO's, except for 309, of which we have only one record, and BAPO 4
which appears only on the last day but one of our period. Hos. 174,
180 and 200 remained in britain.

Possible use in Kgypt.

FPO's 178, 192, 196, 370. Ixamples of use in Lgypt may be found.

181, 182, 184, 185. Probably in reserve at GHG Ceiro
and not used.

Used in the Sudan.

¥FPO 174 27 $ep.1940 - 17 July 1941 is the known period of use
at Khartoum (de burca). The first recorded date is
as for Bgypt, Group 1 above.
Not recorded in Ligypt.

v L

¥FPO 186 The last recorded date for Lgypt, 10 spr.1y4l, is
26 days pbefore the first known date from Port Sudan,
6 May 1941 (de burca).

FPO 192 I have a cover dated 3 Feb.l1l94l endorsed by recipient
"from Baie Uela, Soude's censor mark & 3 No. 146.
Censor mark A 3 No. 158 wasg used with this FPO three
days later, on 6 rFeb.1Y41l, and had been used
previously, 5 Sep.ly40 with MPO K604, which is first
reported in budan on 1 Ieb.l9Y4l at Tessenel.
The recorded span of 192 is 6 Dec.l940 to 6 Ieb.1941.
was it in the Sudan? It is not so recorded by
de Burca.
Later reported in Greece.

Used in Libya.

FPO 178 30 Mar.1941 is the only aate so far recorded for
this ¥PO, and it appeers on & lerge part of a
captured Italian envelope, the crested flap of
which bears the inscription "Prefecture of Benghasi'.
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FPO 199  This is mentioned earlier as & possibility that
Lgyptian adhesives were used in lobruk. I have three
covers inscrived in manuscript "“lobruk", dated snd
franked as follows: '

v} i

Yy March I'nik OaS; 6 April, 6 mills. Egypt definitive:
16 Apr.1y4l, 3d. Great britain registered envelope:
all adaressed to mgypt.

Used in Greece.

¥POs 170, 171, 177, 190, have becn repoited by Stobbs used in
Greece, although all =are recorded above as having
been used in ligypt during spril 1941.

¥POs 175, 192, 193, 194, 195H. ot recorded used in HEgynt.

& dotailed list of the #POs used in the Greek campeaign of 1941
appears to be needed.

Used in Crete.
¥POs 176, 192. not recorded used in igypt.
Used in Palestine.

¥rOs 165, 166, 168. uecorded by Croucl and Hill, not seen by
me.

PG 167. Earliest date inown to me 29 .ec.l1940.
FPO_ latestamps Lost.

¥POs 175, 176, 18%, 193, 194 and 195

+cknowledsements.

1 am :rateful to have been able to vecord information from
the Comber, Gilpert, Hamilton, ilinett, . arker, rotter, icwson
and i.evell collections.

Plesgse see alsos-
british semy rield Post Oftices 1539-1.50, by Col. G.sie Crouch
and N, Hill.
the Postmarks of the sustr:elian :orces from 11 Fronts 1939-53,
compiled bv S. Stobbs.
the Field Post Offices of the bdudan-iritrean Campaign 1939-45
war, by Dc. B. de burca, l..B..u..

iteporting of rurther Information.

If eny of our members have meterial or inform tion that will
enlarge our knowledge of any oif the Fl(s mentioned in these
notes, will they please sead it to me at. "little Chert',
valden woad, Chislehurst, ient, and include the following
details. -
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¥PU number, date, postal rate, with details of adhesives.

Censor mark number, colour and sketch of type.

Location where used - together with information of
formation, unit, and name of censoring officer.

iny other informatioa.

‘he above article is reproduced by kind permiszion of the Lditor of
the korces Postal History Society bulletin, in which it first appeared.
It is hoped that some of our members may be able to add to the
knowledge wo far published. (iditor).

G, W. dMee, w3C No. 12C.

Members of the Circle who knew his, and were not present ¢t
the l.st meeting, will be sorry indeed to hear of the death oi George
Mee vho passed away on the 5th November 1967 at the esrly age of 59.

&

=

George, who joined the (ircle in the esrly '60s wrns a ver;
enthusiastic member, regularly attending the meetings where his
presence will now be sadly missed.

<

o world-famous collecticn to back up his name yet one of
those people who attend the meetings, bringing slong material of great
use to those other members involved in particular studies or relevant
t> the subjects on the meeting Agendei.

Geor:e had the knack of picking up those choice items that
were en envy t. all, especially those interested in postal history.

‘"he (ircle, by his pessing, h s lost enother member 1t can
iil aftord to luse. 1o those who knew him verscnally, they hive los
a friend - a good friend and a convivial companion.

3
&

A.d. nevell., ESC nNo.T78.

CllanGi, OF ADDESOS:

Please note the further ch.nge of address -

126 C.TH.J. Hooghuis, Philips Iberice,
F.0.B. 2065, HADKID, 17,

i

Spain.
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Imperforate and Part-Perforeted

in kgyptian Philately

[eX'S

<

Prof. f.n.b. Smith.
(28C No.T4)

Mhis is an informal attempt to swmarise the information
known to me about Egyptian stamps in imperforate or partly perforated
condition, ia the hope of learning more from other memoers of the
Circle. Plezse responc if you have anything at ¢11 to add, even just
an opinion!

slthough there hive been no distinct issues of iamperforate
stamps in Beypt (barring ministure sheet souvenirs), nearly s&ll
issues have one or more examples in imperforate condition, frum one
provensnce or another. bSome are listed in the ceatalogues, soume are
not. oeveral questions come to mind:

1; How can imperforate or partly pertorsted svamps be safely
distinguished from trimmsad copies that were originally
perforated?

2) Vvhich were true errcrs (i.e. sold over the Post Uffice
counter normally)?

%) which heve the status of proofs, remainders, or printer's
waste?

4) sre any of them clandestine producti- ns; and if so, which?

both the Scott and Gipbons catalogues list imperforate
stamps =s_singles through the 1879 (Le la .ue) issue, but beginaing
with the 1923 king Fuad issuc imperforate stamps are listed in pairs
only. (sctually, Scott lists the 187) iwerfuvrate varieties, but
Givbons does not). On the other hand, in both c: talogues, partly
perforated stawps are listed only in pairs, regerdless of the period.
wWhat is the reason Tor this inconsistbency? One can eacslily uncerstand
that psairs allow the unequivocal identification of an imperforete or
partly-nertorated variety, but it is hard to uaderwtand why the
necessity should be different between stemps deveid of perforations
sn &ll f ur sides on the one hand, and on twu opposite sides on the
sther.

The general reason for the desirability of accepting only
nairs s unequivocal examples of 2 missing row or rows of perforations
is thsu certain sta .ns are peirforated one line ot a time (uften by
hand) in such a wav that there is a considerable varisticn in the
perforetion-to-nerforation width. In extreme cises & steap moy be so
wide (or tall) as to show pertions of adjoining stamps on both
opposite sides. Such & stamp would still show very large margins
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after trimming off the perforitions, and would appear to be & very
convincing perforation error. rhis situation occurs with line-
perforated stamps; comb-perforated staups hove aninvariant distance
between the perforations in one direction. In the direction of
advance of the comb, the distance between the rows of perforatisns

is also usually inveriant, although maladjustment of the machinery
resulting in slipping can in quite excepticnal circumstances leod to
an asbnormally "long" stamp in that direction. Stamns perforated with
& harrow machine show a fixed, invariant distance in both directions.

The foregoing considerations lead to the conclusion that
only line-pertorated stemps are especially susceptible to creation of
feked imperforates by trimming, end thet it is these stemps whose
imperfurate varieties should best pbe accepted only in pairs. .mong
Bgyptian stamps, it is the issues beiure 1379 that were line-
perforateds thereafter. comb perforation was generally used (the
1884-88 postage dues are an exception). ‘he citalogues, however, have
chosen exactly the oppusite course of action, and list only the line-
verforated stamps as impertorate singles! & comb-parforated stam»
which cennot be converted by trimsing into an imperforate variety
with prcper dimensions should give us no worry acout the possibility
of fake imperforate singles, yet it is precisely these issues that
the catalogues require to be in imr-rforate pairs! In view of this
confused and illogical state of affeirs, 1t is worth while to examine
the sctual spacing of the perforations of the early issues of .gypt,
those that were perforated on line machines.

A line machine nesd not necessarily produce stam:s of
widely varying dimensions. 4 mechanical system of advencing the
sheet exactly one row a2t & time can lecd to ver; even dimensions, as
can the careful hand of & good coperator. ihe iirst Issue of dgypt
shows moderately constant distances vetween lines of perioraticns,
although there is some easily visible varietion. ‘The Second Issue
shows even more coastant dimensi ns. 1The fhird lssue, however, was &as
miserably perforated as it wes printed, and very large differences in
dimensions can be found (the stamp with lirge dimensicns tend: to

disappears they re so temnpting to the trimmer! ). ‘‘he postage due
stamps, which were also line-perforated through 1888, have fairly
constont dimensions. 4n iaportant question is: len eny dimensional

limits be set that will allow an imperfor te (or partly perforsted)
single stamp to be recognised with & high degree of certainty” I
think the answer is "yes" for the First and second Issues; but
“doubtful for the Third Issue. Let us look at the aveilable
evidence.

xamination of the stamps in my collection (& few hundreds)
discluses these limits in normally perforated stamps (from bese to
vise of the perforation holes):-

First Issue:. 19 to 20 mm. wide oty 22 to 24 mm. tall
(nearly sil under 23 mm.).
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Second Issue. 214 mm. to 255 mm. wide by 20 mm. to 20% mm. tall.

‘hird lssue. up to 28 mm. wide by 22 mm. tall.

ithese dimensicns at there upper limit are in every case as large or
larger than the distance from the edge of une stemp to the correspond-
ing edge of the next stamp, so that in no case can & stamp with
margins exactly half the width between stamps be accepted with
absolute certainty as impertforate. »stamps exceeding the maximum limits
listed above would seem to be properly acceptable as legitimate
examples of imperforate (or part-perforated) varieties. LtHowever, the
limits in the case of the Third lssue are suv large «s to exclude
virtually all imperforate singles that I heve ever seen, and cculd
allow ¢ portion of the adjoining stamps to be seen on &ll four sides.
Une farcs better with the First Issue, and the noyal Philatelic
wociety has issued certitficates for staups of slightly smaller
dimensicns then the maximum limits awove. That is all right, because
the "tat' stamps are really very uncommon (I would estim:te much less
then 19.), end even then are usually "t&t” in only one dirsction. The
cecond lssue 1s even better, for the distance between perforations
rarely varies much (usually on the short side) and = stamp with
margins of half the width ¢f the unprinted space between the stamps
can fairly safely be taken as & true imperforete variety (even though
certainty is not absclute).

I'o summerize, for my perscnal purncses, I accept for my
collection the following minimum limitso of dimensions:-

First issue: over 20 mn. wides; over 23 mm. tell.
Second Issue: over 25 mm. wide; over 21 mm. tall.

dhird fssue:  over 27 mm. wide; over 22 mm. tall.

fhese limits I apply equally to imperforate and partly perforated
varieties. 1 realise that it is possible in certain extreme ceses fir
an itei accepted by these criteria to have been m de by trime.ing, but
1 think that the requisite starting materisl would ve 8o rare &z to
make the risk negligibly smell. The purnose of these notes, ho ever,
is to record my own views so as to elicit the views end exveriences of
others ~ I would be delighted to heer of their o inions.

betore going on to the later issues, it might be interesting
to record soume information about exectly what sort of material is
known. [ stell describe what I heve in my collection, what I have
seen, and what I heve seen reliably recorded, such «s in auction
catalogues.

rirst Issue: Multiples (pairs or larger) exist for all values,
although I know of nothing larger than an imperforate strip of three
of the 5 prastre, and an imperforate pair of the 10 pi.stre. Lxamples
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of such multiples are rere, of course, but sume are illustrated in the
catalogue of the Byam ssle and in that of the sale of the Pwlace
Collecticns. Peartly perforated varieties acre known in pairs, strips,
and blocks; several are illustrated in the sale catalogues mentioned.
In addition to these, I h:ve a b para perforated horizontally and
imperforate vertically on both sides: the width is 21§-mm0, guite
enough to identify the stamp as a legitimate variety. I have the

10 nara in & similar state, width 21 mm. (well over the boruerline of
full legitimacy)a the 2 piastre and the 10 piastre imperforate
vertically with widths of 20% mm. alsc qualify. &part from several
other imperforate varieties it is interesting tc record that my

10 piastre imperforate has dimensions 20% mm. x 235 mm., and my error
10 piastre surcharge on 5 piastre imperforate has the same dimensionsg
both have ioyal rhilatelic Scociety certitficates. It would thus seem
that the ioyal Philetelic Society Hx ert Committee accepts limits
gimilar to those suggested here.

horizontally imnerforate stamps of the First lssue seenm to
be much rarerthan vertically imperforete, and I do not recall seeing a
single example of any value. 1s this experience general?

Sccond_Issue: The b para I heve seen imperforate horizontally, with «
sufficiently wide margin at top as to indicate an inperfcrate shse
mergin. I know of no fully imperforate multiple, and have not seen am
imperforate single of legitimete dimensions. The 10 para lilac I have
seen &s an apparently imperforate single only. The 1 pilastre, on the
other hand, cen be found in imperforate blocks. The few that I have
scen are on paper bearing the proper impressed "watermark", but the
impressicn 1s weaker than that seen on most pertforated stamps. This
mey only mean that but one sheet wes issued in iupertorate coundition,
and 1t happed to be one with a weaker than usucl "watermark' impression.
Ihese imperforates should be distinguished from unwatermna-ked proofs in
the issued colour, and frem printer's waste printed on both sides.

The 2 piastre I have in a merginal imperforate block of four,
and & tull sheet is known. 1 also have a horizontal peir imperforete
verticelly, cancelled at lante with vpe 11T date stamp. Pertly
perforated examples of this stamp without "wetermark' are also knowng
they are presumably of proof status

I have & single 20 para yellow-green impert-rete at top and
bottom, 224 mm. tall - far more than sufficient to establish
legitimicy .

Third Issue: slthough imperforate singles of all values of this
issue are listed in the major cotalogues with rather modest prices,
and zlthough examples of them are no more than scarce, I have never
even heara of a fully imperforate pair! I1 any reader can report one,
it would be most interesting news. One might ve tempted to conclude
that there were no legitimate imperforates, and that the many existing
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examples are all the result of the trimmer's hand. I believe this is
not so for the following reasons:
Pairs imperforate between (and thus perforated otherwise all
round) are known of the 20 para (1872 snd 1874) and the
1 piastre (1875); and the 5 para (1875) is known in a
vertical pair imperforate horizontally. If cne or more
parallel rows of perforations could be omitted, then several
peruendicular rows might also have been omitted in some cases,
producing &t least a few imperforate stamps.
itore convincingly, I have examples of imperforate singles of the
1 piastre (1875) used on wiece or cover, in such a way that it
is virtually certain that the orizinel user had to cut the
stamps from the sheet with scissors or & knife. One of these
hes dimensions 26 mm. x 21 mm., another 265 mm. x 21 mm..
¥inally, I have some very large useda singles with dimengions
274 mm. x 25 mm., 28 mm. x 21 mm., and 27 mm. x 23 am.; the
ink of the cancellation appears to run over the imperforate
edge.

There sre in addition examples of Third Issue stamps with
one row of perforations missing, leaving the stamp imperforate at the
sheet margin. fhe 5 para (1375) and the 2% piestre (1874) are known
in this condition. slthough such stemps would mc ke very convincing
imperforates ii trimmed, they are valuable varicties in their own
right.

The 1879 provisional surcharges are occasiuvnally seen
imperforate; I have examples measuring 28 mm. x 20 mm., &nd 263 mm.
p:s 20% mm., as well &s a single perforated horizontally imperfoerate
vertically 26%—mm, wide. They may be legitimate, but one cannot be
sure.

Let us now turn to the first thiee issues of postage due
stamps; which were also perforated on a line michine. The dimensions
of perforated copies (measured, as ususl, from base of hole tu base of
hole) ere 24-25 mm. wide by 20-22 mm. tall (the width of an imperforate
stampwith mergins exactly helf the svace between stamps would be 25 mi.
the height 21z mm.). Gibbons lists only the 2 milliemes of 1888 fulily
imperforate and prices it mint and used (as peirs); the Scott
catalogue lists none. Zeheri lists only the 10 pera of 1884. A three-
way discrepancy of this sort is hardly satisfacuory!

I can confirm the Zeheri listing in that I heve a horizontal
imperforate pair of the 10 para on paper with the proper iupressed
watermark'". Uhe 2 milliemes I have in & corner block of six,
imperforate; and the Byam collection contained an imperforate single
of dimensions 25 mm. x 21 mm., used. I also have & horizontal
imperforate pair used (genuine postal cancellstion). It thus seems
that both stamps should be listed in all catalogues. However, there
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are also imperforate proot's in the issued colours of the 1888 issue.
the shades are & little aifferent from those usually seen on the
perferated stemps, but so little that it might not be nossible to
make &n unequivocal distinction. Iknow of the 5 milliemes; and the
1 and 2 piastres in this state, but not the 5 piastres (proofs are
also known in other colours, but thet is ancther subject).

Several values of the postage dues are listed imperfcorate in
one direction. Scott lists the 10 para and 2 picstres of 1884, the
10 and 20 para of 1886, and the 5 piastres 1 1888. Gibbons is more
censervative, and lists only two: the 1 piastre of 1886 and the
2 milliemes of 1888, neither of which is listed by Scott! Zeheri
iists the 10 para of 1884, all values of the 1886 issue, and the
2 milliemes, 1 and 5 piastres of 1888. Once again we have chacs
among three highly reputed sources. I can contirm the 1 piastre of
1886 which I h ve in horizontal pairs, one mint, one postally used at
Wasta. In each case only the row of perforations between the stamps
1s missing, the outer vertical perforations are present. 1 can also
confirm the 1 piastre of 1888, which I have in a horizontal peir
imperforate vertically (all rows), used at Port Said. In view of this
evidence supporting zeheri I am inclined tu accept the entire Zeheri
listing rather than wibbcns or Scott. Can anyone confirm the cother
controversial eaxamples?

The 1879 Issue, printed by Thomws Le la Rue snd Ccmpeny, is
ligted by Scott and seheri with imperf.rate verieties for the criginal
seven values. (actually, the original six values, but the twe colours
mauve cnd lilac-rose of the 10 pera are included). They are steted to
he proofs by Zeheri and priced only as a set, but Scott gives them
issued status as '"a'" numbers. Gibbons does not list them at &ll.
these varieties do exist, and their orisin is disclosed by the De la
rue records, which state that "an impression from each of the six
printing =lates" were sent to Egypt on Jenucry 2nd, 1879. It has
elsewhere been stated that there were actuwlly only thirty examples of
the imperforates prepered. Perhaps this is su, but the fact that the
printing plates were for 240 stemps (four penes of sixty) argues
ageinst 1t. In any event, these imperforates are extraordinarily
scarce. 1 have not seen, or heard of, multiples, but the Byam
collection contained a set with sheet mirgins. Since these stamps
were perforated with a comb machine, the spacing between iines of
nerforations igs exact and constent, and an imperforate single can be
accepted with confidence it the margins are halil the width petween
stamns.

Imperforates do not appesr on the scene agein until the
1514 Issue, all values of which are known imperforate on unwatermarked
«nd on wavermarked paper. ‘The former are unquestionably proofs, and
are so listed by Zeheri. the watermarked imperfirates, which are
considerably scarcer, <re probebly also proufs, but Zeheri lists them
with the issued varieties. Scott and uibbons merely note the



Vol. VI No.10 The Quarterly Circular March 1968 Page 114

existence of the imperforates by means of a footnote.

The 1921-22 Harrison printings on multinle crescent and
star paper are also known imperforate (2 milliemes green, 3 milliemes,
5 milliemes carmine, 10 milliemes blue. 15 milliemes (both), 20 and
50 milliemes), but they are far scarcer than the relatively common
1914 issue. Zeheri lists them with the ordinsry stamps but, strangely,
Gibbons and Scott do not even afford ther a fcotnote. (ibbons,
however, lists two values as '"imperforate between (pair)™ (2 milliemes
green sznd 5 milliemes lake), although neither Scott nor Zeheri lists
such varieties. Their existence would be surprising, in view of the
fact that these issues were perforated on & comb machine.
(But see note at end of this article, sditor).
It would behove the Circle to inquire with Messrs. Gibbons about the
origin of their listing. I have never he:rd of examples.

The 1923 King Fuad series carries on the discrencncies
among the catalogues. Gibbons lists only the 5 millieme imperforate
and prices it as a pair, notwithstand.ng the fect that this issue too
was perforated on a comb machine, which should &llow imperforate
singles to be recogniscd with certainty. Scoutt lists four values
(5, 15 #nd 200 milliemes and £F1). Zeheri lists the 3%, 5 =nd 200
milliemes and «&1, but omits the 15 milliemes. What is the poor
collectuor to think? I have actually seen all the ab:ve except the
3 milliemes but suspect that all of them are of proof status.

Zeheri distinguishes between imperforcte proofs of the 5 millieme
having the watermark upright or inverted, and issued stemps having
the watermark sidewsys (as heve the perfeorated stzmps), but I do not
know the authority on which this distinctiorn is made.

The 5 and 10 milliemes of the 1925 Gecgraphicel Congress
set are listed in imperforate condition Ly Zeheri as issued stamps,
but Gibbons <nd Scott ignere these varieties. The. are quite likely
of procf status. =4 similer situation exists with the 1926 sgricul-
tural and Industrial wxhibition set, all values of which with the
exception of the 10 miliiemes =re known imjerforate.

(At this point it is proper to ianterject that I am
concernedin this srticle with imperforate stamps on ordinary napsr,
end my remarks «re not meent to apply to the "woyal' imperforate
proofs on light card be ring the legend "cuncelled'". These, of course,
exist for all issues from the aforementioned to the end of the Farouk
regime, and are clearly proofs).

From 1925 on neither Gibbons nor Scott lists any imperforate
varieties (barring the imperforate souvenir sheets), although such
verieties exist. JZeheri lists a considerable nwaver of the iarouk
definitives in imp rforate condition, on normal watermarked paper.
They sre by no means rare and turn up on the market regularly they
are presumsbly rejected by the general catalogues becsuse of the
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probability, if not the certainty, that they are proofs. However, the
"brown centre" varieties of the 1929 Prince's Birthday set cre also
proofs; but Scott nevertheless lists them with the notation '"Nos. 155a
to 158a are trial color proot's"; and Gibbons lists them with the
statement that they zre from 'special printings". It is not
completely consistent, therefore, to omit iumperforate stamps just
because they are proofs, although there may be other justification.

on into the Unlted Arﬁb‘%epubllo perlou can be found 1m,erfer
only “4eheri lists them. Some of them may heve originated from the
Paslace collection. I have been told that the more recent issues in
imperforate condition ere clendestine preductions: it is perhaps
significant that no prices are given in Zeheri for these later
varieties. ‘The watermarked paser for stimps is, of course, subject to
strict accounting, but it is said that a small leeway is alloweu
becsuse of small variations in the cut size of the sheets. when paperx
igs supplied in large rolls it is, therefore, possible for a dishonest
wurker to accwiulazte slowly, a millimeter per printed sheet; enough
leeway to allow an extra sheet or part sheet tov be run off free of
accounting. Tthat this might be the cise is, of course, speculatives
out in any event these imperforates have besn appesring on the market
quietly =and uninnounced and there is no repcrt thet any of them was a
true discevery in stocks available for s:le over a Post Cffice counter.
some of the ordinary United £rab republic issues #lso appesr
imperforate under the same conditions.

3te9 again

p

Finallys there are a few part-perforated modern issues. ‘The
large »ing Fuad Birthday stamp 50 pi«stres, and its subsequent issue
with surcherge, is known imperiorate ac one merginal end. Most, if not
#11l, of the examples are used. It should be noted thet the unusucal
size of these stemps caused & special peiforating problem, as shown by
the verieties with two different gauges on the swme side. These part-

perforated varieties must sucely be acceptew as true errors, regularly
issuea.

eheri lists the 10 milliemes of 195% as imperforate

vertically, ancu the 1 nnd 2 milliemes of 1955 imperforate at right side
only, while the 3 and 4 milliemes of 1958 are listed imperforate at
left only. these varieties presumably come from the outer rows of
sheets which h#sd been placed incorrectly in the perforating mechine, so

that the final cut of the comb to proauce the outermost line of
nerforations (anu the cross rows in the sheet margln) did not tike
place. They are presumably quite proper verieties, rather than proofs,
but I have not heara the story of their discovery. 1t would ve most
interesting to see the pair "imperforate between vertically" so as to
know it all vertical rows of perforations are missing, or just the
center one. Hhas enyone seen an example of this variety?
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ADDil DUM 2

BDLIOK' § NOTE:

At the 23rd Januery 1968 sale by Hobson Lowe, London,
lot 23 consisted of:
11866, 2 piastre orange-yellow, imperforate vertically,
fine, very slight trace of foxing.
With "BPA" Certificate 1956."

The vertical margins were emple and the maximum width
appeared to be 21 mm. (measuring the photographic illus-
tration in the cuatalogue). +This stamp realised £14.10s.
against an estimated &£9.

These facts establish two importent poants: There is
a strong merket for part-perforated singles,; and
certificates can be oovtained for them

These points should be quite sufficient to warrant
catalogue listing as singles.
(Peter 4.S5. Smith,
19 Feby. 1968).

With reference to Peter Smith's suggestion (under
the 1921-22 issues page 114) that it would be surprising to
find the variety imnerforate between pair in & sheet of
stamps perforated on & comb machine, the following is
relevant although not strictly "Ggypt'".

in “imperforate between" in the middle of a sheet
of stamps, comb perforated, does exist: but I would suggest
is probably a unique item. The 2d. dark brown «Ell Great
britain is listed under "aa" (Gibbons) "imperf. between pair"
on the strength of a quarter-sheet I showed teo the catalogue
mditor some years ago, before selling same to a British
collector interested in such varieties.

mis extraordinary (and one would have thought
imrossible) variety presumably occurred as & result of two
feultss

l) Due apparently to a stoppage of machinery the perforator
struck twice on three rows of stamps. (This is not too
uncommon judging from the number of "double" and
"misplaced" perfs. one sees.

2) Two of the stamps in the centre of the sheet became
separated from the remainder (as a result of the "double"
perforation) on three sides. Ihese two stamps then
together beceme folded backwards (or forwards?) in such
a manner as to miss the next strike of the perforator
(comb), between them and the row avove. Hesult:
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vertical pair imperforate between, in the middle
of the sheet!

This particular item should be classified, in my opinion,
as an "oddity" rather tham a variety in the true
philatelic sense. WNevertheless, of extreme interest, and
especially in relation to Peter Smith's article.

(Bditor: Feby. 1968).

MARKEL NOTES

by P.E. Whetter (us3C No. 133).

It has been suggested that we should re-introduce the
rticles "Market Notes" that were a popular feature some years ago.

We might be able to increase their usefulness by including particulars
of forihcoming auctions of Egyptian material both in this country and
abroad and also give a resum& of the ruling prices in the main
international centres. If members will keep me advised of forth-
coming sales, prices realised, etc., particulars will be given where
appropriate in later articles.

'he most important recent sale was Robson Lowe's Afrc-Asian
sale on the 23rd January 1968 in which 309 lots of Egypt fetched a
total of £7251.15s.0d.. FYrom such a wealth of material it is only
possible to select a small fraction for special mention.

In the first issue a used strip of four of the 10 para
realised £18.10s., and an unused copy perforated 124 x 15 - £35. A
fine mint marginal block of four of the 1 piastre went for £40, and
a mint pair imperforatz beiween and at left fetched £30. A mint strip
of three of the 2 piastres perforated 124 x 13 compound realised &£44.
A bisect of the 2 piastres on cover from Cairc £77.10s.-d.

Spirited bidding for a block of four of the 1867 5 para
with th2 usual keyhole Suez/Cassa postmark rather surprisingly took
the price up to £32 against a valuation of £8. A used copy of the
20 pare with "cartwheel" flaw fetched £8, and the broken obelisk on the
1 piastre (mint) went for £15.

No less than £46 was paid for the 1874-75 1 piastre pair
imperforate between (used), and £52 for a mint block of four of the
2t piastres value with one clich€ inverted.

There was keen competition for the 1879 10 para on
2 piastres mint t&te-béche pair which finally found a home at £165.
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Among the 1922 Crown overprint errors offered the 1 millieme
inverted overprint in e mint block of four reached the modest figure
of =22, a similar block of the 20 milliemes £26, and a single copy of
the 50 milliemes £40. A used example of the 50 millieme error only
gained #£28.

The highlight of the 1923% issue was a complete mint sheet of
the £E1 value which fetched £270. A fine mint marginal pair of the
200 milliemes imperforate fetched £65.

Three Port Fouad sets, with slight faults, fetched £75 mint
(2 lots, same price) and £70 used. The 1929 Prince's Birthday set in
"wrong" colours was sold for £26, and the same in mint marginal blocks
£125,

Complete sheets of the 1932 surcharges went for £25 (50
millieras) and £400 (100 milliemes). The 1934 U.P.U. set in mint
cortrcl blocks of four secured the comparatively modest price of
£135, snd a control block of the £K1 Birthday stamp £44. The Scout
Jamboree miniature sheets perforated and imperforate secured £57.10s.
the pair.

Among the officials a mint copy of the 1922-23 5 milliemes
with double overprint fetched £18, presumably a bargain as a similar
copy ofrered a week later at Harmer's reached £28.

A recert letter from Peter Smith includes some comments on
the prices realised in the above sale which are worthy of note. He
wonders (as indeed did many of us who were at the sale) if the prices
atbained reflect a resurgence in market value of good Egypt, or
whether it was *the result of fortuitous competiticn between ....

... Itelians. 4%t any rate, he suggests, after that we should all
consider increasing our Insurance cover on our collections!
(#ditor).

Back Nunbers of "L.0.P.": P.£. Whetter (ESC No.133).

s

I am anxious to obtain the following back numbers of
"'Orient Philatelique''s-

1 to 24 inclusive, 29, 31, 32, 4y and 94.

T have wuplicai2s of the following for disposal:-
27, 44, 46, 47, 51 to 56, 58 to 61, 76, 79, 81 to 93.

If any members have any other duplicates for disposal, or particular
wants, and care to let me know (or the Secretary) I will try to put
the 'buvers' and 'sellers' in touch with each other.

3
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