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UIX: THE ‘SEVENTH 'SERIES

According to the executive order G.U.10/1921 (see Document
No.4), first lieutenant Karoly Verd was charged with the
design of a new stamp series for Lajtabansag; actually,
however, the stamps have been designed by three artists:

Karoly Vera - portrait of Prbénay, stamps showing
the castles of Németujvar and Szaldnak,
and the postaqge due stamps;

Gy6zd Martiny - coat-of-arms stamps, and the stamp
showing the castle of Frakno;

Janos Szekeres - the frame of the 100 K stamp.

The stamps were printed by Paulussen & Co., in Vienna, by

a combined engraving and offset process. The postage due stamps
were printed in a two-step process: the green frame was printed
first, followed by printing the black numeral by lithography.
According to Billig, the stamps of this series were printed 1in
sheets of 100 (10x10); however, probably some were also printed
in half sheets of 10x5 (see the discussion of the tete-beche
pairs, below). The series con_sists of eleven reqular and six

nostace due stamps with the following design (see the figures
before the catalogue section):

aq = coat-of-arms of Lajtabansag (10 f and 2,50 K)
ar - portrait of P&l Prdomay (20 f and 10 K)
as = castle of Fraknd (Forchtenstein), numeral in
lower left corner (40 f)
at - castle of Fraknd (Forchtenstein), numeral in
upper right corner (60 f)
au = castle of Németujvar (Gussing) (50 f and 5 K)
av = castle of Szaldnak (Schlaining), 32.8 x 19 mm (1 K)
aw = castle of Szaldnak (Schlaining), 38 x 23.2 mm (50 K)
ax = coat-of-arms of Lajtabansag, in stylized frame
(large) (100 K)
ay = postage due stamps, black numeral (5, 100, 200, 500,

1000 f)
az = red "S0" ogverprint on the 200-f postage due stamp

The stamps were printed on a paper without watermark and have
perforation 12% X 12% (*); in some cases the perforation is

* Pantek states the perforation as 11x1l. This is an obvious

error and anybody who has stamps belonging to this series
can check it.
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fairly poor. All reqgular stamps except the 5 K and 100 K
stamps also exist imperforated. In two cases (#77a and 78a)
the printing started by using an orange color but, due to an
unfavorable effect of this color on the plates, it was soon
switched to brown vioclet. The gray-black 10 f stamp listed

in the catalogue section is not docimented in any publication
known to me but I have an imperforated copy of it. From the

1 K stamp, twelve sheets were printed in blue.

The gum on the stamps prepared at the beginning is light brown,
uneven, and of poor quality. Later it successively improved,
becaming more and more white and perfect.

Weinert states that the 200~f postage due stamp was printed in
a quantity about twice of the 50-f stamp; thus, a number of

the 200-f stamps were overprinted by a large red "50" numeral;
this is #85,

The printing plant of Paulussen & Co. received the order for
printing these stamps on November 4, 1921 signed by Gydrgy Hir,

governing councillor for economy, and Lasz18 Szendey, postmaster

general of Lajtabansag. The stamps were issued on November 9
or 11, 1921, and used immediately in the actual mail; they were

also submitted to the Universal Postal Union, in Berne, Switzer-

land, and letters with these stamps have been mailed to various
countries eq. Italy. Letters bearing these stamps are known
with the cancellations of the towns in the Southern part of
Lajtabansag. According to Billig, the 10 f and 20 f imperfora-
ted stamps were issued on November 11 at the post office of
Nagyszentmihily (Grﬂsspetersdang and on November 12 at the

post office of Felsodr (Oberwart The Michel catalogue states

that only stamps #69, 70, 72, and 75 exist with actual postal

cancellation; the other used stamps supposed to be cancelled-
to-order,

On November 17, 1921, the Austrian authorities confiscated
the rest of the stamps still at the printer in Vienna, and
started a legal suit charging the printer and Jbzsef Kondor,
the commissioner of Lajtabansaq in Vienna, with fraud and
high treason, based on the assumption that at the time of
the order to the printing shop, Western Hungary legally
already belonged to Austria. Since Kondor could prove that
he was officially authorized to order the stamps, the
charges of fraud were dropped soon, and after some debate,
the Austrian State Prosecutot dropped also the charges of
treason because at the time of printing of the stamps, Austria
did not have a de facto sovereignity over these territories.
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It is difficult to establish the number of stamps actually
issued because the data published by various sources are
highly contradictory. The first value listed in the cata-
logue section for each stamp is based on Billig's data
while the numbers in parentheses are from Jaszai's Bélyeg-
viléag. On the other hand, according to Péntek, about

45,000 series have been printed by November 9. Since we
know that a large number of stamps have been delivered

to Budapest for sale on January 31, 1922, after the dis-
missal of the Austrian legal suit, it is possible that

the high numbers (given in parentheses) represent the total
number of stamps printed while the first, smaller numbers
represent the number of stamps delivered to the post offi-
ces of Lajtabansag.

The number of postaqe due stamps issued is given according
to the Bélyeqvilag.

Concerning the imperforated stamps, the only data available
is that 19 sheets (ie.1900 stamps) of the imperforated 20 f
stamp (#70n) have been prepared.

Téte-Beche Pairs.,

In five cases, certain stamps in a sheet were printed inver-
ted thus creating horizontal and vertical tete-beche pairs.,
According to Weinert, the following stamps (perforated and

imperforated) are known to have been printed inverted, at
the positions listed:

60 f stamps no.80 and 87.

5K it was printed in two adjacent and connected half
sheets which were inverted relative to each other
resulting in five tete-béche pairs in the midcle
of the sheet; besides these, stamps nos. 5, 14, 25
and 30 were also printed inverted relative to the

adjacent stamps.(see note below).,
10 K st amps noe. by 15 gnd Z1.
50 K _stamp no.40 (see note below).
100 K stamps no. 27 and 38.

There are some discrepancies in the data given by Weilnert,
notably concerning the 5 K and 50 K stamps.
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b K Stamp. As given above, Weinert states that these stamps
were prepared in two adjacent and connected half shests

which were printed inverted relative to each other, "re-
sulting in five t8te-béche pairs in the middle of the sheet",

As was already mentioned, Billig stated that the Lajtabanség
stamps were printed in sheets of 10x10 stamps. In this case,
however, there would be ten and not five t8te-b8che pairs?
On the other hand, if we assume sheets of 50 stamps, then

the position of the inverted stamps can be explained accord-
ing to Pigure 7.

16 4 |17+ 164 [19 4 [20F
(204022123424 4 (25 (|
31¢32¢33¢_§4¢ 35 |
36 4 [37 y [38) 39 |40 |
41 y (42 4 (43} a4y |45y
46 | |47 | |48y 49y |50 || Figure 7

The problem with this explanation is that there was no reason
to have stamps no. 25 and 30 in inverted position because even
i1f they would be in a position similar to the adjacent stamps

in the same horizontal row, they would have created a téte-
bEChE pair.

The problem of the 5 K téte-bfche pairs can be solved only by
investigating a whole or a partial sheet of the stamp, Unfor-

tunately, I could until now find none where this problem could
be checked,

50 K Stamp. Assuming sheets of 10x10 stamps, the 40.stamp in
the sheet would be the 1last stamp in the fourth horizontal

row; assuming half sheets of 5x10 stamps (similar to Figure 7),

then the 40. stamp would be the last stamp in the eighth hori-
zontal row. In either case, a block-of=four containing this
téte-b&che stamp must look like either Figure 8a or Figure 8b.,.

On the other hand, I have a block of four of the 50 K stamp
containing one tete-bBche stamp looking like Figure 8c and
this does not correspond to either Figure 8a or 8b. The photo
of the block is shown in Figure 10. This means that either
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there must have been another stamp in inverted position in
the sheet not located in the rightmost vertical column, or

that the number of stamps in a horizontal row is neither 5
or 1045

It should be mentioned that I have a block of four of the

60 f stamp with an inverted stamps having a margin piece

on the right-=hand side (Fiqure 11
This clearly indicates that the in=-
verted stamp must be in position #80,

what one would expect according to ¢ !
Weinsrt (see Figure 9). ; ;
tError Print.

Fiqure 9

One error print is known 1in connec-
tionwith theseventh series: in the
23rd stamp of each sheet of the 5 K
stamp, the letters A and N are missing
in the word LAJTABANSAG.

Vill, EIGHTH SERIES

This series consists of harvester - parliament stamps with
the overprint "Soproni / népszavazas / 1921 / dec.l4.™
(Plebiscite of Sopron, December 14, 1921).

There is almost no information available on this series.
According to Weinert, the overprinting was supposed to be
ordered by Gyorgy Hir, governing councillor for economy, and
Lasz1ld Szendey, postmaster general of Lajtabansig, but the
issue of the stamps at the post offices was forbidden by the
entente powers. I know of an envelope having seven stamps

of the series (#86-91 and 96) and cancelled on November 22,
1921 in Nagyszentmihaly (Grosspetersdorf) but I do not believe
that this is a genuine cancellation; after all the area of
Western Hungary - except the Sopron area - was evacuated by
the insurgents by November 13 and Nagyszentmihily is located
in the Southern half of the area to which the plebiscite did
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cure 4

these stamps is usually brown but proofs with black over-
print on the back also exist. Proofs (essays) are indica-

ted by Roman numeral in the catalogue-part of this mono-
graphe

trror Prints,

A number of error prints exist, due both to hasty work and
to deliberate production of "unusual items"., The stamps
exist with double as well as inverted overprints; sometimes
the second overprint is inverted or diaqonal. There are also
stamps with diagonal or.even vertical "Lajtabansag Posta
overprint. In some casesd, the overprint is misplaced.. lhere
are also stamps on which the surcharqge text is printed not
on the back‘but” on the frent of the stamp, and 'l have also
seen stamps with a double-printed surcharge text on the
front. IE is impossible to 1ist all these variatiohsi thereo=

fore in the catalogue section, only the basic error prints
are indicated,

Proofs with error prints (eq., inverted or misplaced over-
print or having the strcharge text printed on the front
also exist bul, since enough data are not available, these
are not indicated in the catalogue section.







