
PHILATELISTS AND STAMP COLLECTORS. 
Where-in lies the difference betwee.n a phi,latel:ist and a stamp coHector? 

To many people the names are synonymous. If we had been asked to define 
the terms we should have suggested that "a stamp collector" be·longs to that 
great body of people who are actuated by the acquis:inive instinct, wh·i,Je "a 
phHate:,ist" is he who possesses a·lso the inquisitive instinct. In other wo.rds, 
we imagine that the "stamp co!:lector" is concerned more with the actua.l 
cc<·iecting than with the study of matters pertaining to the production, :issue 
and use of stamps. 

"The Australian Stamp Monthly" offers another definition. In comment­
ing upon the recent Sydney Phi·!ate•:·ic Exhibitio·n our contemporary rema~ks: 
"A stamp co!lector is not necessarHy a phil·ate·l·ist and, apparently, acco.rdi.ng 
to some standards, a "ph·i~ate:ist" ·is one who pl·aces se1lf-.interest before the 
welfare of philate·ly." 

Though we are not fu~:i.y cognisant of the reasons for the strictures pass­
ed upo·n the ph•i,iatelists of New South Wa•les, it seems to us that this state­
ment is rather too sweeping to be appl:ied generalily. 

it is unfortunately true that in the ranks of phi•latel·y there are many -
whether we ca'\1 them phil·ate.';ists or stamp co:\,lectors does not matter -
who either through diffidence or se-l·fishness a•re adverse to assisting others 
who are interested in our hobby. 

Some years ago that exce!.\ent and regrettably short~hi·ved publ,ication, 
"The Stamp Collector's Monthly Circu.J:ar", attributed the partia·l fa\ure of 
philately to the canker of commeroia!ism, and the condemnation that was then 
passed is applicable equai,Jy to-day. 

Equally obnoxious and harmful, 1i:s the supe•rior +ndv·i.dua:\1 whose reai 
knowledge may be redimentary, but who views with thinly-vei·led contempt 
and condescension the enthusiasm of the young or the inexperienced memb­
ers. When the opportunity is offered to him to ass·ist by readi·ng a paper, 
by contributing a display or by the loan of materia,! that might be useful in 
research, he is too busy to participate. And yet it is th,is same individual 
who is loudest in his criticism of errors that he might have obvia·ted. 

PhilateHc societies invariably incorporate amnng their objects one relat­
·ing to the genera·! advancement and encouragemem of phi'l·ate,ly by the mutua·! 
exchange of ideas, and it is to be assumed that when a new member is 
admitted he is subscribing to this commendable ideal. The conduct of reguJ.ar 
meetings and the institution of an exchange branch are too ofte·n co.ns.idered 
the sole duties of a soc-iety, and such projects as the puhl:ication of hand­
books and the organisation of exhibitions, which entail combined effort and 
a possible inroad into· the accumulated funds, are evaded. 

Fortunately, in most philatelk hives there are workers who refuse to 
be discouraged by the loud buzzing of the drones! 

- (Reprinted from ~ew Zea.land s.t'lmp Collecto:-) 
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