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1.  ISRAPHIL
The ISRAPHIL 85 took place in Tel Aviv from May 14 - 22, 7985.
It was anexcellent exhibition that had been well organized and attracted
a great number of visitors from home and abroad. Herewith we wish to re-
iterate our thanks to the General Post-Office and the organizing committee
for the substantial amount of work accomplished, especially in view of the
fact that the event had to be organized within a few months only.
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Mr. Ch. Herzog, President of

the State of Israel, during his
speech

Prof. A. Rubinstein, Minister of
Communications

S. Lahat, Mayor of Tel Aviv

D.N. Jatia, FIP co-ordinator
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Opening ceremony
of the ISRAPHIL 85

Big winners of the exhibition were:

GRAND PRIX NATIONAL: "MANUELA", italy "Holy Land”

GRAND PRIX INTERNATIOMAL: L. Kapiloff, USA, "US Postal History -
1847 issue"

GRAND PRIX OF HONOUR: J. Heddergott, FRG, "India"

We once again wish to congratulate the Grand Prix winners for their
excellent results.

Special blocks ISRAPHIL 85

The postal administration had issued three very nice special blocks

for this exhibition. 10'000 of these blocks have been imprinted with
the FIP symbol. A1l 10°000 blocks have been sold before the closing

of the exhibition.
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2.1

2.2

VENEZIA ..... le vie della posta

From May 25 to June 5 an exhibition took place in the Villa Pisani near
Stra under the auspices of the FIP. It had been organized by the Lyon's
Club of Stra. This was indeed a very nice example showing how philately
should be presented to non-philatelists. Not only was philatelic material
displayed, but also philately in the context of history of civilization.
Thus thousands of non-philatelists who visited the beautiful Villa Pisani,
were given the opportunity to have a look at the postal history of Venice.
The exhibition had been opened by the Mayor of Venice, Mr. Rigo, the Stra
authorities and the President of the Lyon's Club,

On occasion of the exhibition
a very beautiful art book on
"Venezia ..... le vie della
posta” had been published
containing some interesting
philatelic articles.

VENLCZIA

I F2

BRAPEX VI
From May 18 - 26, 1985, the National Exhibition took place in Belo
Horizonte, Brazil.

HELLAS 84

The Greek federation sent their bulletins 1, 2 and 3 on this big
national exhibition, which took place in Athens from November 24 -
December 2, 7984.



2.3 JUVENIA 85
A national youth exhibition took place in Madrid from April 17 - 21, 85.
A beautifully edited catalogue was available on that occasion.

3. FIP Meeting of the Board
During two days of the ISRAPHIL 85, the FIP Board had a meeting where
the following subjects were treated:

- Preparation of the 54. FIP Congress in Rome

- Evaluation matters (General and Special Regulation of the FIP for
the evaluation of competitive exhibits at FIP exhibitions)

- Public Relations

- Co-ordination of activities of FIP commissions

- Jury matters

from right to left:
President Dvoracek
D.N. Jatia

Th. Dahinden

Koo

James DeVoss

from left to right:
Buttini
Sanchez-Arevalo

G. Gourin

G.B. Lindberg




4. General Regulation of the FIP for the

evaluation of competitive Exhibits at FIP-Exhibitions)

Hereafier we are presenting the definitive proposal of the General Regu-.
lation, as it will be submitted to the Congress in Rome in November 1985.
The English text will be binding; translations are in preparation.

SECRETARY GENERML.  CPNERAL REGULATIONS OF THE FIP

T e evois  FOR THE EVALUATION OF COMPETITIVE

SWITZIERLAKD

e T

Article

EXHIBITS AT FIP-EXHIBITIONS

Zurieh, 8/9 March 1985

1.f Competitive Exhibitions

8 8 §

1.3

1.4

1-5

Article

In accordance with its Statutes (Articles 5 =nd 43-45)
and the General Regulations of the FIP for Exhibitions,
the FIP promoles inlernational philatelic exhibitions.

% extends its patronage to world exhibitions, its auspices
to international exhibitions, and its support to other
exhibitions.

All exhibitions which receive Lthe patronage, auspices,
or support of the FIP will be conducted primarily as
competitive exhibitions.

The principles established in these General Regulations of
the FIP for the Evaluation of Exhibits are applicable to
such competitions. They are intended to serve the jury as
regulations and to provide the collector with a fundamental
understanding for the development of exhibits.

These Generzl Regulations of the FIP for the Evaluation of
Exhibits apply to all competitive classes at FIP exhibitions.

The special regulations for each competitive class are
developed from these General Regulations. They

may supplement or adapt those principles with respect to
the peculiarities of the individual classes.

23 Competitive Exhibits

2.1

The limit of the frame space allocated at exhibitions on
the basis of Article 6 of the General Regulations of the
FIP for Exhibitions does not normally allow the collector
to display his entire collection. Therefore, he must

ks



2,2

2.3

........................... | I,

select the items that, insuring continuity and understanding
of the subject, will show the most relevant aspects of the
study, as well as the most suitable material.

Only that material presented in the exhibit will be evaluated
for competition. :

Special regulations for each competitive class will define
the characteristics of an exhibit in thati class.

Article 3: Principles of Exhibit Composition

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

35

An exhibit shall consist solely of appropriate philatelic
material.

Appropriale philatelic maberial is that which, for the purpose
of transmitting mail or other postal communications,has been
issued, intended for issue, or produced in the preparatbion
for issue, used, or treated as valid for postage by governmental,
local, or private postal agencies, or by other duly commissioned
or empowered aulhorities. .

\
Fach exhibit shall show a clear concept of the subject treated,
developed according to the characteristics of the appropriate
competitive class, as defined by the special regulations for
that class. It shall show a correct plan of development, as well
as a high degree of personal research. The title and the
exhibition catalogue description must sgree with the content of
the exhibit. The concepht shall be 'laid out in an introductory
statement.

The material exhibited should have full consistency with the
subject chosen. The selection should be made so that the concept
is expressed in the most appropriate manner to show the level

of understanding of the subjeci and the personal research
carried out by the exhibitor.

It should also include the fullest range of relevant philatelic
material and items of the highest quality which are available.

The presentation and the accompanying text of the exhibit

should be simple, tasteful,and well balanced.

Specific philatelic statements are required when the material

is not self explanatory or there is a need to illustrate special
research. The introductory statement must be written in one

of the FIP official languages.

Article 4: Criteria for Evaluating Exhibits

4.1

Evaluation of the exhibit is made by a jury, which will be
constituted and shall perform its dulies in asccordance with
the provisions of Section V of the General Regulations of
the FIP for Exhibitions.

£ (5
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4.2

4.3
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Article

General criteria for the evaluation of competitive .
exhiblits gt FIP-exhibitions will be as follows:

Treatment of the exhibit
Importance of the exhibit

Knowledge and Research
— Condition and Rarity of materieal
Presentation of the exhibit.

The criterion of "Treatment of the Exhibit" requires an
evaluation of the completeness and correctness of the
selection made by the exhibitor to illusitrate his chosen
subject,

The criterion of "Importance of the Exhibit" requires an
evaluation of the general significance of the subject
chosen by the exhibitor, in terms of its scope and the
philetelic interest of the exhibit.

The criteria of "Knowledge and Research" require an
evaluation of - the degrse of knowledge of the exhibitor as
expressed in the exhibit by the items chosen for display and
by the commente on the malerial, and of the personal research
work shown in the exhibit by the way in which the facts re-
lated to the chosen subject are displayed.

The criteria of "Condition and Rarity" require an evaluation
of: the quality of the material being exhibited, taking into
consideration the standard of material which exists for the
chosen subject, the rarity and the relative difficulty of
acquisition of the material selected for display.

The criterion of "Presentation"™ requires an evaluation of
the clarity of Lhe display and the text, and also the overall
estetic balance of the exhibit.

5: Judging of Exhibits

5.1

5.2

The judging of an exhibit will be carried out in general
accordance with Section V (articles 31-47) of the General
Regulations of the FIP for Exhibitions.

The judgemenl of Lhe exhibits is based on the criteria laid
out in Article 4 above. The following relative terms are
presented to lead the Jury to a balanced*evaluation:

Treatment and Importance of exhibit 30/35
Knowledge and Research 35
Condition and rarity 25/30
Presentation 5
Total not to exceed ' 100
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5.3

5.4

5.5

5.6

5.7

5.8

5.9.

FIP

The final weight to be given for 'Treatment and Importance'

and 'Condition and Rarity' will be deslt with in the .
special regulations, and will reflect the desired characteristics
of each class.

Prizes will be awarded according to Article 7 of the
General Regulations of the FIP for Exhibitions.

Medals will be awarded in accordance with the following table
based on the total of the relative terms achieved by the
exhibit (ref: Article 7.4 of the General Regulations of the
FIP for Exhibitions).

For Large Gold 95
Gold 90
Large Vermeil 85
Vermeil 80
Large Silver 75
Silver : 70
Silver Bronze 65
Bronze : 60

Only those exhibits which clearly exceed the requirements

for an award of a large gold medal will be eligible for

the Grand Prizes.(ref: Article 7.3 of the General Regulations
of the FIP for Exhibitions).

Special prizes may be placed at the disposal of the jury

in accordance with Article 7.5 of the General Regulations

of the FIP for Exhibitions and shall be awarded at the
discretion of the Jury. "These are awarded to exhibits which
have received at least a large vermeil medal and which
distinguish themselves from the remainder of the same medal
class".

For exhibits distinguishing themselves by philatelic regearch,
exceptional material or originality the Jury may express special
felicitations in addition to the recognized awards. Felici-
tations must not be given to the same exhibit twice. (ref:
Article 7.6 of the General Regulations of the FIP for Ex-
hibitions).

The owner of an exhibit which has been downgraded by a jury
because it contains counterfeit or forged material not pro-
perly identified will be duly notified-through the national
federation and the commissioner. This information should also
be paszed to the FIP:Commission for Expertizing and the S
Prevenltion of Forgeries.

The provisions of Article 5 may be modified as necessary for
the Literature and Youth Classes because of their nature.
These variations will be shown in the special regulations of
the classes concerned.
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Article 6: Concluding Provisions

6.1 In the event of discrepancies in the text arising
from translation, the English text shall prevail.

6.2 These General Regulations for the Evaluation of
Competitive Exhibits at FIP Exhibitions have been
approved by the ...cieseses . FIP CONgress on cveeevanes
T e e e P G v G They take' effect ol s e eaenss

5. Personal statement bx_;h9“§gcpgf§fy_ggnera].with regard to
the actual situation of the regulations for evaJuation

Collectors, exhibitors as well as FIP officials are getting somewhat ner-
vous by the time and would 1ike to be informed on these new regulations
now. Critical comments could already be heard without the critics having
read them yet; some others have tried to interpret the regulations to
their proper advantage. Some voices have talked of a2 "socialization" of
philatelic exhibitions, others have defined it as a mere system of points,
etc. etc, - The fact is that the working group under the direction of

FIP president L. Dvoracek has tried to create a system for evaluation
matters so that when exhibits are judged, a just and balanced result may
be obtained. With this in mind, a certain weight has been given to the
different criteria, e.g. 2 collection should express a definite signifi-
cance, it should contain some good and rare items, it should be of best
possible quality, etc. etc., and show an overall aesthetic balance. - Even
if these General Regulations and the respective special regulations of the
various exhibition classes will be disposed of by the Congress in Rome, it
will no doubt Tast another few years until exhibitors and jurors have come
to understand these regulations and are capable of applying them correctly.
Above all, jurers will have to be trained adequately. However, in the course
of the years, even if certain supplements or amendments will become neces-
sary, such a system is bound to be successful eventually. - I am convinced
though that a lot of instructional work will have to be done by the FIP.

I am taking the liberty to imprint hereafter an article published by Dr.
Marcel Kottelat in the philatelic magazine of Berne No. 5/6 85. It deals
with the subjects "rarity" and "importance” of an exhibit. I am of the

opinion that these two criteria are often misinterpreted by collectors :



Dr. Marcel Kottelat

RARE, VERY RARE, EXCEPTIONALLY RARE:
OR: A KIND OF PHILATELIC "THEORY OF RELATIVITY"

I

It may seem strange that the definition of what is rare may be the reason for
a long story. We know that rare is simply what is scarce, not usual, and very
rare is something that can hardly be obtained. The absolute maximum of rarity
-is the definition of "unique"”, signifying that a particular item of a kind
exists only in one copy, or at least this should be the case.

A stamp collector does not take long to come upon such designations as "rarity",
"scarcity” (or its ideogram "RRR"), “unique item" or others. Auction catalogues
or all kinds of offers sent to households every day, make use of these words.

However, this phenomenon either does not need any profound explanation. To col-
lect means, as everybody knows, to gather as many varieties of a species as
possible and what makes out the fascination of collecting is lastly the acqui-
sition and accumulation of unusual and thus rare pieces, samples, types, etc.,
contrary to everyday, ordinary. common items, or as philatelists usually say
disrespectfully to: mass production.

He who has to offer something, will always praise the characteristics of the
item (such as quality, beauty, historical signification, popularity, etc., etc.)
to make it desirable and above all its RARITY will be decisive and will induce
the collector to acquire it as a "must™ for his collection.This makes us easily
understand why nowadays an increased commercialization in practically all fields
of collecting precipitates a regular flood of "rarities" on the poor collector,
which unfortunately and contrary to the biblical manna has to be paid with hard
cash.

The definition of "rarity" in regular linguistic usage merely means QUANTITY, i.e.
that of one and the same kind exists only a small or very small quantity. It is
therefore quite justified to define something as rare if it corresponds to this
criteria of gquantity.

The definition of "rarity", on the other hand, contains another element in the
context of the collector's activity, namely it is related to the idea of VALUE.
Thus, he who speaks of rarity among collectors will always evoke, be it inten-
tionally or not, the notion of quantity together with value: “This item is rare -
thus it must be valuable:l™

The idea of rarity = value is indeed widely spread and the best way to underline
this thesis is to refer to the "edition creed” of many a collector and specula-
tor. Time and again the following remark is made: "This stamp (or set) is clear-
1y underrated with regard to its limited edition." Here the simple fact is not
taken into account that the edition or rarity constitutes only one eiement of
the offer and that price and value of an object are dictated by the law of
supply and demand. This leads us to the conclusion that an object, as rare as

it may be, may only be of value if there is a demand for it. Consequently, a
rare object is by no means a valuable one. It may be valuable if there is demand
for it and it is paid for accordingly; it is however absolutely worthless if
nobody wants it.



Therefore, such showy expressions as "scarcity", "rarity", “super-rarity",
"unique item" and others must be reduced to their proper meaning. They may
be quite correct as far as they are used in connection with quantity, inas-
much as they are related to the conception of value though, they may lead

to some false conclusions which sooner or later will end in some regrettable
disappointments. To prevent this was the first concern of these reflections.

II
In philately there exists another domain in which it is often talked of
rarity. I am hinting at the evaluation of collections at exhibitions.

It is a fact that the evaluation of collections by jurors is gquite a diffi-
cult undertaking. The most important reason, evenif it is not the only one,
is the incommensurability of collections, which leaves so much room for in-
dividual considerations and judgements - at times leading to rather strange
and undesirable caprioles in medal ranks.

In the aim of finding a solution in this matter, some countries (among them
Switzerland and the Federal Republic of Germany) have created a system of
points based on so-called "criteria”. In Switzerland there are seven criteria
for traditional and modern collections, namely:

1. Presentation, title, general impression
2. Condition of pieces

3. Degree of advancement, spread of theme
Real rarity

Philatelic knowledge evident

Degree of difficulty

Personal study

i B L I L )

IL cannot be the aim of this article, to judge the value or non-value of such
a system of points. The only criteria we are interested in is that of the
“real rarity".

Contrary to all other criteria that may be a question of taste or that may be
evaluated with more or less difficulty, the point dealing with the rarity of an
item tends to be regarded as the one clear, unquestionable criteria open to no
problems. Speaking in terms of quantity, this is surely correct.

However, by precisely stating "real rarity”, the Swiss requlations probably in-
tend to clarify the definition of quantity. The German regulations are even more
precise. They stipulate "“rarity, NOT CATALOGUE VALUE".

The actual president of the FIP, Ladislav Dvoracek, in the aim of facilitating
and improving the work of the jury has elaborated a scale of rarity, laid down
in an article of the exhibition catalogue of the PRAGA 1978*) that presents it-
self as follows:



Rarity Number of
(stamp, postal stationery, copies Rarity
cancellation, stationery items) - known
1 unique item 1 unique
2 vorld rarity 2 - 10 of exceptional rarity
3 international rarity 11 = 30 extremely rare
4 great rarity 31 - 100 very rare

5 medium rarity 101 = 300 rare
6 1ittle rarity 301 - 1000 less rare
- 3000 valuable material

7 valuable material 1001

Dvoracek has even extended this scale. In a second step and "as a possible
variant" medal ranks depend on the rarity of pieces shown in an exhibit.
This lTooks as follows:

o~ ——

Medals of the FIP Existence of rarities

Degree 1 2 el hid 5*1.2 6 7
Bronze medal

Silver-bronze medal

Silver medal

Silver-gilt medal

Cold medal 0
Great gold medal 0 0
Grand Prix 0 0 0

O OO0
OOoOOCoO
oOooooa
OO OO QO

*) "Proposal of principles for the Evaluation of Exhibits at World Exhibitions
and International Exhibitions organized under the patronage or the auspices
of the FIP".

To determine the points regarding rarity, the jury merely has to count the exis-
ting rarities and to grade them according to the scale and their real degree of
rarity. This seemingly should guarantee an cobjective evaluation of rarities in
philatelic exhibits.

Unfortunately, these very considerations do neglect one particular criteria in
the development of philately during the past few decades, namely the phenomenon
of an increased specialization. One quick look into an exhibition catalogue of
the last few years proves how fast specialized collections have increased and
gained importance, thus imposing a new dimension on the definition of rarity.
As a matter of fact, a more specialized collection, which leaves former collec-
ting of basic stamps more and more behind, is bound to contain more rarities.

I wish to give you an example. I have been collecting cancellations of the canton
of Freiburg for more than 40 years now. I have not only tried to collect every
local cancellation, but to obtain all kinds of cancellation variations, diffe-
rent cancellation colours, secondary cancellations if existing (PP, PD, CHARGE,
etc.), as well as Service, Military and Free of Charge cancellations.



Whenever possible, I have collected the various cancellations on Tetters
with or without stamps. Such an extreme specialization has inevitably led
to the fact that my collection today contains some hundred “rarities",
which in the quantity scale of Mr. Dvoracek would figure between degree 1
(unique) and degree 4 (great rarity). I dare say that this collection as
far as its rarity is concerned (merely from the gquantity point of view),
easily pushes any 01d-Switzerland-collection despite the Double Geneva,
Zurich 4 and 6, Basel Dove, Vaud 4 and 5, etc., into the background. Con-
sidering that the object is nicely presented, its spread with almost 400
sheets above the average, I believe to have a definite philatelic know-
ledge, etc., etc., there can be no doubt about my being a candidate for
the "Grand Prix" on occasion of the next exhibition.

Do not worry, dear reader, I am not the victim of an acute crisis of mega-
lomania or presumptuousness (otherwise I would rather be a candidate for

a psychiatric ¢linic). I simply could not resist the temptation to carica-
ture and to ridicule to a slightly exaggerated degree. All the more so as

I have my own home-made object of demonstration, namely my Freiburg cancel-
lations, on hand, thus making me the target of my own gloss.

What [ want to prove is that the criteria "rarity" as a mere definition of
quantity is quite unsuitable when evaluating collections. The green rue of
Romont is more rare than the Basel Dove and the official railway cancel-
Tation of Vaulruz in italics a real rarity compared to the Double Geneva.

And yet, nobody would seriously attempt to rank these two stamps of relative
rarity on the same level or even higher than the two basic stamps mentioned
before. Here again the definition of "rarity" has to be reduced to its proper
meaning. Otherwise we shall run the risk that within a few years exhibitions
will only show "Freiburg cancellations®™, “Postal stationery of Montenegro",
Postal history of the Antarctic" or similar secondary domains.

Being a philately enthusiast myself, I have no objection whatsoever against
any such collections, on the contrary. From proper experience I know how
much pleasure such collections can give. However, I do not overrate the re-

- lative value and the relative significance of such an object and it was the

second concern of my reflections to draw your attention to the possible danger
inherent to such an over-estimation in respect to "rarities” in philatelic
collections.

-

INFORMATION DESTINED TO EXHIBITORS

Time and again we have to state that exhibitors do not i1l in entry forms
correctly. They are noting false, mostly higher medal ranks, which they
have obtained on occasion of former exhibitions. This is deception, even
more so 2 silly deception because the FIP has at disposal computer lists
which ciearly show all medals that have been attributed at FIP exhibitions. -
We are looking for a possibility to punish such exhibitors in due form.




7. NEWS FROM THE COMMISSIONS

7.1 Commission for Postal History

This commission publishes a bulletin twice a year. No. 1 dates back to

March 1985. These bulletins are sent to all members of the commission
as well as to national federations.

Persons interested are kindly asked to contact the following address:

Mr. Leo DE CLERCQ
Zamanstr, 2
B 2700 SINT-NIKLAAS (Belgium)

7.2 The Commission for Youth Philately has sent us their circular letter 2/1985.

Kommission fur Jugendphilatelie
Commission de Philatélie pour 1a Jeunesse
Commission for Youth Philately

Comisidn de Philatelia para la Juventud

Prasidani:

Heanrich Mannhart
Steinhsulenweg 13
CH - 3645 Gwatt Thun
Schweiz

Tessfonprivat  (033) 362694 © 3s4s5Gwatt, [Ludenscheid, March 1985
Geschalt [036) 47 14 14

CIRCULAR 2/1985

Gentlemen, dear friends,

The working committee of the commission has been in session on February 23rd
and 24th, 1985, in the offices of the French federation in Paris. We do not
want to fail to thank the French federation most sincerely for the Kind hospi-
tality extended to us. The meeting of the working committee has indeed been
very successful.

Within the FIP-Board, Mr. Gabriel Gourin is now responsible for the youth
conmission. We have been very pleased that Mr. Gourin could be with us durlng
the entire meeting. We are most grateful that Mr. Gourin could be of assistance
to us and for the useful remarks he made.

In the course of the meeting of the working committee it was noted that the
Corean delegation was not mentioned on the attendance 1ist of the 19. Conference.
We herewith wish to correct .this omission. In future, we shall pay greatest

attention to the fact that all persons present are 1nscr1bed 1n the attendance
list.

On occasion of the 19, Conference in Pleven a number of delegates arrived with
some delay, which was not due though to any negligence of the organizers or the
defegates. Mr. Pierre Gobillot from France only managed to arrive when the con-
ference was closed,

The minutes of the 19, Conference contain a paragraph concerning India, which
could be misinterpreted. The Indian federation has a permanent delegate in the
FIP-Commission for youth philately, the member present, however, was not entitled
to vote due to the fact that the Indian federatIOn had not granted him a power

of attorney.



Circular 2/1985 - page 2

At the 19. Conference, it was decided to prepare a Tist on philatelic literature

for young philatelists. Mr. Christo Nikoltschev from Bulgaria has taken over this
charge. He will proceed to establishing a catalogue of titles that will be completed
by short tables of contents. In a next step, the rights for transiations will be
discussed and the necessary translations be effected eventually. The working com-
mittee agrees on the fact that catalogues and so-called manuals may not be added

to this kind of literature,

Federations and delegates are kindly requested to send appropriate literature
directly and with a table of contents to Mr. Nikoltschev. If a dispatch is not
feasible, a respective indication as to the literature to Mr. Nikoltschev would
be helpful. It is our opinion that this should be possible, Please also bear in
mind that all new publications are equally interesting to Mr. Nikoltschev.

The organizing committee of the STOCKHOLMIA 86 has informed the youth commission
that there will be no special exhibition for young philatelists on that occasion.
On the other hand, the number of frames put at disposal of youth collections will
be definitely increased. During the STOCKHOLMIA a modern class will exhibit and
a "NOBEL" contest for young philatelists will take place. i

We wish to thank the organizing committee for its obligingness. Please be so kind
as to draw the attention of everybody interested to the possibilities offered to
young people. :

We are taking advantage of this letter to recall to you the documentation on youth .
philately (see circular 1/85). It would be a pleasure. for us to note that a great ~
number of federations is represented. The delay given is April 15th. Until that

date all documents have to be submitted to the President of the youth commission.

The 20. Conference of the FIP-Commission for Youth Philately is to take place on
November 1 and 2, 1985, on occasion of the Italia 85 in Rome. An invitation will -
be forwarded in due course.

The Bulgarian federation plans to organize in 1986 a seminar for jurors following
the seminars of Bad Saarow, Brussels, and Ringe. Participants are to be jurors
trained for an international activity or who are foreseen to act on an internatio-
nal level on behalf of their federations.

The next meeting of the working committee will take place on Juﬁe 21 - 23, 1985
in Prague.

We remain,

With kindest regards, '
; gi @ Yours sincerely, e

(ifﬂeinz-Otto Vervoort, Secretary Heinrich Mannhart, President
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7.3 MAXIMAPHILY
The Norwegian working group for Maximaphily has edited a booklet on
Norwegian Maximaphily cards., Available at the following address:

T. Osten
Vidarsgt. 9a
N 0452 0slo 4

8. NEWS FROM MEMBER FEDERATIONS

8.1 The Belgian federation has elected the following members into commissions:

- Literature commission: Mr. Havrenne
Rue Stévin 218
B 1040 Brussels

- Postal Stationery: Mr. R. Marler
Av. Paul Deschanel 85
B 1030 Brussels

8.2 The Italian federation has elected a new board of directors on
March 31st:

Presidente Ermentini Beppe
Segretario Dal Negro Francesco
Consiglieri: Aquila Nino
Bugatti Luigi
Franchi Adolfo
Malvestio Andrea
Riviello Eugenio
Rungg Max
Strapazzon Guido
Probiviri: Bernardi Gianfranco
Ferrucci Bruno
Garibaldi Francesco
Revisori: Bonanate Bruno
Norfini Paolo
Zois Fulvio

8.3 Th. Dahinden, Public Relations Manager, reports on a visit paid by FIP
president L. Dvoracek to the philatelic society of Egg (Canton Zurich).
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FORTHCOMING EXHIBITIONS

ARGENTINA 85, July 5 - 14, 1985
Bulletin No. 2 on this world thematic exhibition has been published.

CAPEX 87

Please notg that the date indicated in FLASH No. 12, namely June 6 -
14, 1987, is wrong. The correct date is June 13 - 21, 1987.

JUVALUX 88
c/o Direction des P. et T.
L 2020 Luxemburg

The below-mentioned information has reached us:

JUVALUX 88 it
p.a. Direction des P, et T,
. L-2020 Luxembourg

Messieurs, QMNV\

Nousz avons honneur de vous informer qu'en éroite collaboration avec
IAdmirsiration des Postes et Télécommunications, el sous ke Patronage de b FIP, I
Fédération des Suciétés Philatéliques du Grand Duché de Luxembourg (FSPL) organzera
dé@ Piques 1988, dans 12 Ville de Luxembuourg, une Exposition Mondiale de la Jeunesse,

nomnmée

JUVALUX ‘88

L'exposition sera régie per kes réglerments de & FIP ainsi qu'un réglement particulier,
qui serond pubbés dans Iy brochure de propagande 3 paraitre vers 12 fin de lannée 1985. Le
Comité d'Organization de JUVALUX "838 est constilué comme suit:

Présidant dHonneur:  HEINEN Joseph
Directeur de 'Administration des P. et T.

Président: DEMUTI René
Président de ba FSPL
Vice Prézident: WIETOR Marcel

Inspecteur de Direction des P, et T.
Commisseize Géndral  WOLFF Joseph
Vice-Présdent el Secrélaire oénéral de la FSPL

Conseiller: KAYSER Joseph

Inspecteur de Direction ler en rang hon. des P. et T.
Secrétaive:

Trésorier; SCHWACHTGEN Roger
. Trésorer de la FSPL

Assesseurs: STEINMETZ Jean
Président dHonneur de la Commission Jeunesse FSPL
MULLER Emile
Président de la Commission Jeunesse FSPL.
SCHOCKMEL Robert
Commis Princpal des P. el T.

D'ores et déjd nous prions votre Fédération de bien vouloir désigner un
z COMMISSAIRE NATIONAL

gui se chargera d'assurer Ia baison enlre Vo2 membres intéressés 3 participer AJUVALUX'
8B el notre Commissaire général

WOLFF Joseph

JUVALUX '88

p.a. Direction des P. et T.

L-2020 Luxembourg

Dans Pagréable altente de voir vos jeunes collectionneurs parliciper nombreux
acette nouvelle maniestation mondiale de jeames philatélistes, nous vous prions. d'agréer,
Messieurs, nos salulabions trés cordiales.

% Pour le Comilé d'Organisation,
WOLFF Joseph WIETOR Marcel DEMUTH René

Commissare général Vice Président Président
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UE JEUNES PHATILSIES

Gentleman,

As Commissary General of Juvalux "88 | have the pleasure to inform you
that an International Youth Stamp Exhibition will be organized in Luxembourg
under the patronage of the FIP around Easter 1988. You will be advised of the
exact date later. To facilitate the preparatory arrangements | would be pleased
if you could let me know as soon as possible the approximative amount of
provisional application or inscription forms you may need. The exhibition will
comprise some 2.000 frames and will take place in the halls of the International
Fair Center in Luxembourg/Kirchberg.

With my anticipated thanks.

WOLFF Joseph
The Commissary General
Changes of addresses:
- Iceland: Icelandic Philatelic Federation
P.0. Box 8753
108 Reykjavik
Iceland
- Rep. of Corea: The Philatelic Federation of Corea
C.P.0. Box 6006
Seoul
Rep. of Corea
With kindest regards,
Sincerely yours, .
19 (y‘,,-&t-c-r — g J

2#
Paolo Vollmeier
Secretary general
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