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 Provide collectors the opportunity  to show 
exhibits with  a narrow theme which are 
suitable for a one frame exhibit  due to (i)  
the limited  subject or (ii)  the scarcity of the 
material to develop the theme in one frame 

    One-frame exhibits are also helpful  in encouraging new 
exhibitors at the local and national level 
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×A Postal History One-frame exhibit  can 
be harder to properly develop versus a 
One-frame exhibit  in the Traditional  class 
since many postal history subjects could 
be expanded to more than one frame 

×An extract out of an existing multi -frame 
exhibit  is not allowed, however, it  could 
be acceptable if  the extracted material 
has been properly developed into  a One-
frame exhibit  
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×Be restricted to a narrow scope 
subject appropriate to show as one 
frame (16 pages) 

×Present an interesting subject 

×Show good philatelic  knowledge 
and evidence of personal study 
and/or research 

×Ideally, have at least one significant 
item on every page 

×Present a neat exhibit  with  a good 
balance of material and text within  
a page and within  the frame 

A Good One-frame exhibit  

shouldéé. 
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×Currently in FIP World  Stamp 
Exhibitions, participations in the 
One-frame class are awarded by the 
number of points achieved, a One-
frame Certificate and a participating  
medal which will  be handed out to 
all the exhibitors 

One-frame Postal History  

Awards 
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Total  

100 

Treatment and  

appropriate subject 

30 

Knowledge  

Personal Study 

Research 

35 

Condition  

Rarity 

30 

Presentation 

5 
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×Judging the appearance of the 
exhibit: Presentation ɀ 5 points 

×Judging the material included: 

   Condition and Rarity 30 points 

×Judging what the exhibitor knows 
about the material presented: 
Knowledge and Personal Study 35 
points 

×Judging if there is a balanced 
treatment and if the subject is 
appropriate for a one frame exhibit:  

   Treatment 30 points 

7 
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×The appearance of the exhibit  should 
complement the treatment of the 
exhibit  by its general lay-out and 
clarity  

 

×Judges should evaluate the work put 
into  the appearance of the exhibit  
from the point  of view of how it  
facilitates the accessibility and 
attraction  of the exhibit  to judges 
and viewers alike 

9 
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×Is there a clear connection between 
the philatelic material and the text? 

×Appropriate font size and style of text 
so the exhibit is easy to read? 

×Accessibility ɀ use of tables and short 
paragraphs facilitates to understand 
the exhibit  

×Related non-philatelic material helps 
to make the exhibit more attractive 
and accessible 

1
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×The balance on each page 

×The balance in the frame 

×No wasted space especially in a One-
frame exhibit  ɀ  
ÁEmpty space (except where used for 

rarity  emphasis) 

ÁSpace filled  with  unnecessary text or 
illustrations,  large maps, or other ȰÓÐÁÃÅ 
ÆÉÌÌÅÒȱ techniques.  

×The mounting  is carefully and neatly 
done and not sloppy 

1
1 
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Too much blank space shown here! 



The Judging Criteria for Postal History Exhibits 

1
3 



The Judging Criteria for Postal History Exhibits 

1
4 

These two pages can be combined into one! 
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Example of a not-so-well balanced frame 

Too many one-cover page and apparently not 
enough material for a One-frame exhibit 
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Example of a better balanced frame 

Better frame balance, each one-cover 
page contains a significant item 
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×When assessing rarity  keep in mind  
it  is both an objective and a relative 
term   

 

×A judge needs to assess the 
difference between the rarity  of an 
invitation  envelope with  a 1d. Post 
Office Mauritius  stamp versus a 
cancellation with  an inverted year 
figure, even if  only three of each 
have been so far recorded  

1
9 
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  It is impossible for a judge 
to know all the worldwide 
rare rates, routes and 
markings  

 

 

  The judge needs to assess if 
the exhibitor has done the 
necessary personal study 
to determine how many of 
a particular rarity have 
been recorded 

2
0 
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×Assess if the exhibit explains 
 an item is rare 

 
Á*ÕÓÔ ÔÈÅ ×ÏÒÄ ȰÕÎÉÑÕÅȱ ×ÉÔÈÏÕÔ 

an explanation is not acceptable.   
 
ÁExplanations to viewers must 

include exactly what is rare 
about the item 
¶ i.e. only recorded cover taking 

this route or with this rate or 
marking 

2
1 
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Example of a poorly-explained rarity 

*ÕÓÔ ÔÈÅ ÐÈÒÁÓÅ Ȱ5ÎÉÑÕÅȱ ÉÓ ÉÎÁÄÅÑÕÁÔÅȡ 
Is it the only 1 Pi/10kr Levant postcard on this shipping line? 
Or is this the only item bearing the ship postmark? 
This is a lettercard and not a cover! 
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Example of a better-explained rarity 

Note the improvement in description:  
Short information explaining why the cancel is struck on card  
This is the only lettercard with footnote mentioning another cover  
4ÈÅ ȰÒÁÒÉÔÙȱ ÃÏÎÃÅÒÎÓ ÔÈÅ ÃÁÎÃÅÌ ÒÅÌÁÔÅÄ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÓÈÉÐÐÉÎÇ ÌÉÎÅ 
Additional information about the Trieste -Shanghai Line given 



The Judging Criteria for Postal History Exhibits 

2
4 

Example of a well-explained rarity 

Reason is explained in the story-line at top. 
Rarity claim based on a published survey 
quoted at the baseline 
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×Under rarity the judge should consider 
 what the exhibit contains. 

ÁAn exhibit with only ordinary material 
cannot get high rarity points  

ÁAn exhibit with many rare items should get 
maximum points  a few rarities are 
missing.   

×Missing items will be evaluated under 
treatment 

×If an exhibit has many rare items and is 
getting 29-30 points for rarity and 
condition, adding more rare items may 
generate more points in Treatment if 
they improve the development  

2
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×While  rarity  is still  in our minds, the 
judge should realize that an item in 
remarkable condition  may be truly  
exceptional even though a large 
number of examples exist.  

 

×On the other hand, rare material in 
poor condition  will  not score as high 
if  this material does exist in better 
condition . 

2
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×When assessing condition the shown 
items should be in the best possible 
condition considering what is 
available to secure full points 
 

×Exceptions: 
ÁDisaster Mail 

ÁDisinfected Mail  

ÁLetters written to soldiers, etc;  
 

   Judges should consider the circumstances 
and not expect this type of item to be in 
perfect condition  

2
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)ÔÅÍÓ ÉÎ ÂÁÄ ÓÈÁÐÅ ȣȢȢ 
ÁRipped 

ÁDirty  

ÁMissing parts of the envelope or letter 

ÁStamps franking the covers badly cut 
into  

 

will  get full points for condition 
even if many of the items are rare 
but are known to exist in better 
condition .    

2
8 
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Example of a poor condition cover 

Subject is about treatment of 

damaged mail. Only 3 examples 

recorded of the marking 
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Example of a poor condition cover 

Although a rarity, this cover may lose marks 

on condition as there are similar covers in 

better condition. 
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×Assess readability: 
ÁHand-written (manuscript) markings  

ÁHandstamps 

ÁMachine cancels 

 

×Full points for condition cannot be 
given if these strikes are not readable 
but are known to exist in better 
condition .  

 

ɀ Marcophily  

3
1 
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×Implicit  Knowledge 

ÁMaterial selected is appropriate  

×Explicit  Knowledge 

ÁExplanations and analysis in write -ups 

ÁOrganization and balance of sections 

×Research & Personal Study 

ÁStating researched and new Information  

in such a way that the viewers can learn 

something 

3
3 
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×Assess the material included or 
excluded from the exhibit  

  
    

 this will indicate a strong or weak grasp 
of the chosen topic 

 

ÁDetermine if  the exhibit  is just an 
accumulation of mostly rare covers 
without  any connection to each other this 
could make the development of the 
chosen subject choppy and show a lack of 
philatelic  knowledge   

 

ÁThe judge would assess high rarity points 
but low knowledge and treatment points 

3
4 



The Judging Criteria for Postal History Exhibits 

3
5 
3
5 

ÅDetermine if  the exhibit  consists of 
mostly common covers showing 
common rates, routes or markings; 
such exhibits will  not score well in 
treatment, knowledge or in rarity  
 

Å If  difficult  to find  rates, routes or 
markings are missing and common 
material has been duplicated such 
exhibits will  not score well in 
treatment, knowledge or in rarity  
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×Determine if the items shown are 
properly and accurately described  
 

×The judge should determine if  all 
relevant markings and rates are 
noted with  emphasis on the aspect 
for which the item is included  
ÁIf  the write -up only states the origin  and 

destination of the cover, the total  amount 
of the franking without  explaining the 
rate, the visible postmarks and nothing  
else it  will  not score well for knowledge 
points 

3
6 



The Judging Criteria for Postal History Exhibits 

3
7 
3
7 

ÁAssess if  the write -up filters the  
important  and relevant facts of 
each item shown and avoids 
lengthy write -ups of secondary 
and tertiary  information  or what  
obviously can be seen 
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×Assess how well the organization 
reflects the primary focus of the 
exhibit  

  

×Assess if the sections are sized 
according to the subject matter  
ÁSections that have too much or not enough 

material to properly explain the subject 
should lose points 

ÁRedundant rare items should lose points for 
knowledge 

 

3
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Example of good philatelic knowledge 
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 Assess the level of personal study and research 
contained in the exhibit  

 
× If  the subject is relatively an untrodden aspect of 

postal history the judge would expect to find  a 
good deal of personal study and the exhibit  
should be given credit for this or lose points if  
not present 

× If  the subject is well-trodden assess the amount 
of personal study by the ÅØÈÉÂÉÔÏÒȭÓ grasp of the 
literature  in their  chosen subject and the analysis 
of this research  

× Also if the exhibit of a well trodden subject 
provides an appropriate fresh approach this 
deserves points for knowledge and personal 
study 

ÁSuch an exhibit  showing new research and results should 
be rewarded especially 

4
1 
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×Covers with  
Áenhanced or altered postal marks 

Á stamps added 

ÁRepairs 

which are not well noted in the exhibit  

show a and 
the exhibit has to lose points.   

 

4
2 

Doubtful items should be 
assessed by the expert team.  
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Example of a rare cover with a repaired stamp 
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×Is this a proper One-frame exhibit  
based on the set definition?  

×Focus - Assess which postal history 
aspect (rates, routes, markings or 
usage) is the theme of the exhibit   

×Scope ɀ Assess how clearly and 
logically the ÅØÈÉÂÉÔȭÓ scope is defined 

×Subject Development ɀ assess if  this 
matches the set scope 

4
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 Appropriate subject  



The Judging Criteria for Postal History Exhibits 

4
6 

 

×Judges will  consider whether the 
exhibit  subject is an appropriate One- 
frame subject 

×At the FIP level, up to 10 points from 
the treatment score could be deducted 
if  the judges consider that the exhibit  
subject is not an appropriate one frame 
subject  

Appropriate subject  
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×Focus - Postal History aspects** 
assessed by the judges: rates, routes, 
markings and usage.  
ÁJudges should assess how well the exhibit 

develops one of these aspects as the 

in the story 

ÁThe judges also need to make sure the 
secondary aspects are discussed when it is 
appropriate 

ÁJudges should deduct points if the focus 
flip -flops from one aspect to another. 

 

** SubClass 2C ɀ the unifying factor can be social or historical 

4
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×Assess if the exhibit focus, 
organization and balance is truly 
ÐÏÓÔÁÌ ÈÉÓÔÏÒÙ ÁÎÄ ÎÏÔ ÊÕÓÔ ÔÈÅ ȰÕÓÁÇÅȱ 
section of an exhibit that would better 
fit in the Traditional Class 
ÁFor example: Usage of the KG VI Issues of 

GB 

 

4
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×Any of the following can set the scope 
of the exhibit (or a combination of 
more than one)  
ÁJudges should assess how well the exhibit 

sets the of the 
exhibit if this is significant  
ÁThe of the exhibit needs 

to be well defined if this is significant  
ÁThe  has to be set, 

government postal system, private 
enterprise postal system or military postal 
system if this is significant 

scopes such as a railway or 
waterway or seaports for transatlantic mail 
or specific postal conventions if this is 
significant 

4
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×Subject significance ɀ overall 
development within own field  

×Subject significance ɀ world postal 
system development  

5
0 

Philatelic Importance has been 

replaced by ñappropriate 

subjectò. 

(FIP Congress in Lisbon 2010) 
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×Section Balance 
ÁLogically based on the exhibit subject 

ÁSize appropriate to the exhibit subject 

×Sequence  
ÁClearly defined if not chronological 

ÁNo unexplained gaps 

 

×Material selected 
Á Adequate to explain the subject  

ÁFew or no redundant examples (padding)   

ÁHere is where points should be deducted if 
important items are not present 

5
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Example of Introduction Page 

FP of OF (marcophily) exhibit, but title is 
not so clear; the map may not be needed; 
ÓÐÁÃÅ ×ÁÓÔÅÄ ÂÙ ÄÅÓÃÒÉÂÉÎÇ ×ÈÁÔȭÓ ÏÎ ÅÁÃÈ 
page instead of rarity; no reference quoted 
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Example of Introduction Page 

FP of OF PH exhibit. Only a brief plan is 
shown; the intro-page has an important cover 
instead of a map; extensive reference 


