
"STA.MPS OF MAL TA". 
By EDMUND RIZZO 

(C>lentioned in bhe pcececli·ng article) 

"Our td. yellow local stamp was first made use of in 1861. Although 
ad catalogues state the Malta td. yeJ;Jow stamp dates from 1860, yet from 
re:·iable information which I wi·l·l quote later on, I am led to the conGiusion that 
the above-menti-oned stamp was not made use of before the subsequent year. 
Some months ago, a friend of mine acquired from a Ma•:tese merchant his old 
correspondence since 1824. This friend of mine being himseH an ardent col
lector, inv:ited me to help h·im in Glassifying this correspondence. 

"Among the whole lot there was a good number of td. ye·l·low Malta on 
the original cover. 

"We classified these Ma•lta stamps according to date but on going back 
to 1860 we found that in that year no stamps were to be found on the letters 
and that on:y a Post Mark bearing the date was to be seen. 

"At first I thought that the local stamp was first brought i·nto use towards 
the middle or even the end of that year and I continued my researches with 
greater di•l:igence. At last I found a letter bearing the date of 25th Dec. 1860, 
such letter had no stamp on and since by the 25th December letters were 
posted without being stamped, of course we may with certainty conclude that 
this stamp was not used before 1861. 

"The first order sent by the Post Office to the Crown Agents for the 
manufacture of this stamp was of £40. 

"As these stamps were on,ly used local:ly (letters sent abroad were 
stamped with stamps of Great Britain), more than five years had e'l·apsed be
fore this first stock was exhausted. 

"In dassifying the above-menvioned stamp o·f Malta we met with several 
td. yel+ow on bluish ground used in 1861 and '62 and at the same perio-d we 
also met with td. yellow on white. The first stock of these stamps was 
therefore printed on a different kind of paper and the td. ye,:·low on blued 
paper and that on white paper were contemporaneous;ly printed and used. To 
be more correct we may point out that the whi1e paper one, although met 
with obl·iterated in the same year viz:- 1861, yet the post mark bore the 
date of Novembe·r but the circumstance may be attPibuted to the fact that 
the sheets of those o·n bluish were placed above wh:i·le those on white were 
placed among· the lower row of sheets but that was only a mere chance. 

"Calculating the number of stamps on bluish found in the correspondence 
in question and those on white paper I dare say that the differe-nce of price 
between those two stamps is not adequate to the·ir respective rarity. 

"In proportion we found four times on white paper more than on bluish 
whilst the former is catalogue-d as £2 which is a fair and reasonable price. 
The latter ought to be catalogued not more than ± that price." 

(TO BE CONTINUED) 
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