KING GEORGE VI VARIETIES

Part 19—Falkland Islands Dependencies

Collectors of King George VI stamps will have
been pleased to read a recent statement by
Robson Lowe when introducing an auction
catalogue featuring a multitude of major
varicties of the period. He wrote as follows:
‘The postage stamps produced during the
reign of King George VI have long been pop-
ular with collectors and, in particular, the
difficulties of stamp production during war-
time conditions between 1939 and 1945 give
rise to 2 number of scarce printings and other
unusual items. The active co-operation be-
tween the major stamp printers adds to the
fascination of the period. ..having recenty
made a specialist study-of these issues in the
West Indics for the next volume of the Encye-
lopedia, 1 can write from personal experience
of their interest to the philatelist. There is as
much interest to be obtained as there is in
many of the Victorian classics.” Part 19 of this
series concerns stamps produced just after the
end of the war when security printers were
still confronted by production difficultics
such as severe shortages of paper, ink and high
grade steel.

On 1 January 1946 it was announced in the
Croum Agents Bulletin (No 156) that a single
serics common to all the Falkland Island De-
pendencics would replace the overprinted

issues released in 1944. A month later it was-

noted in No 157 that the release date in Lon-
don would be 11 February.

The cight value set, depicting a2 map of the
Falkland Islands and the four Dependencics,
was duly released in London on 11 February
1946 in sheets of 60 (six horizontal rows of
ten) with a sideways watermark. Twelve days
later details of the issue appeared in Stamp
Collecting, including a paragraph about ‘A minor
varicty with a break in front of the 80th degree
of longitude where normaily it should join the
South Polar Circle. This occurs six times in the
sheet on all values, viz the fourth and tenth
stamps in the first, third and fifth rows.’ In the
following edition on 2 March CSN contributed
a short article reporting four more constant
plate varieties. On the same page a report from
KV Leliman, who was the magazine’s corres-
pondent in the Falkland Islands, described
how on 1 February each customer had been
aliowed 12 sets of the new issue, the over-
printed stamps having been withdrawn, then
put back on sale and finally withdrawn during
the previous day. Lellman added that he did
not like the design as it was too much like a
spider’s web and concluded with the com-
ment that the stamps were ‘said to have been
designed by the Governor Sir A W Cardinall’.
Five vears later W ] Foster observed that the
designer was believed to have been John C
Morsop. He further stated that used stamps on
entires were seen in England before they had
been released for sale by the Crown Agents
and long before the time they should have
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arrived if they had been placed on sale locally
on the official dates. Foster was unable to offer
any explanation.

As 2 monthly magazine GSM was not so quick
off the mark, but in April 1946 it forecast that
the stamps offered good possibilities for the

" specialist collector as 2 most unusual feature

was the combination of recess-printing and
lithography, the respective processes for the
frame and centre plates. It went on to say that
variations in shade had aiready been noted as
well as 2 small, but recognisable flaw, consist-
ing of a break in the 80th degree of longitude,
which, occurring six times on every sheet,
proved that the centre lithographic plates had
been built up by transfers of ten. (This flaw
cventually came to be called the ‘Broken Arc’
(Fig 1) and is mentioned in a footnote to SG
G1/8 in Part I). It was also noted that the
frames of all the sheets had come from plate 1A
and the centre from plates numbered 1 to 4, in
positions which were also a novelty—1 and 3
being in the left side margin to R4/1 and 2 and
4 on the right next to R4/10.

It is not surprising that such prompt com-
ment in two popular magazines made so soon
after the initial release of the stamps whetted
contemporary philatelic appetites and many
articles were written during the next five
years by such knowledgeable collectorsasR C
Henry, AW Morley, W J Foster and Mrs M A
Owen. However, it was not until 1973 that a2
comprehensive study appeared, when the
King George VI Collectors’ Society published
rescarch by FR Saunders and PB Harding,
embracing not only the 1946 issue, nick-
named ‘The Thick Map Set’, but the preceding
1944 overprinted series for the four separate
dependencies and the 1948 release which has
carmned the apt name ‘The Thin Map Set’.
(These titles reflect the marked difference be-

tween the thick lines and lettering on stamps
from the 1946 issue and the thinner and much
more precise design printed from a2 new cen-
tre plate for the 1948 set.) R ] B Leppard when
reviewing the work of Saunders and Harding
in Polar Post in October 1973 stated, ‘This pub-
lication is of tremendous value and can be
thoroughly recommended. Student and re-
searchers of the issues will find this work to be
a mine of information and a2 most valuable
reference... The authors are to be congratu-
lated on the service they have performed in
bringing to the attention of collectors the fer-
tile ground there is for study in modern issues.
It has iong been my opinion that even in a
Postal History Society, the study of stamps
should proceed alongside the study of other
aspects of Postal History, for without stamps,
the other studies would :fade’ Dedicated
stamp collectors will heartily endorse and ap-
plaud these sentiments ™~

The existence of the KGVICS study paper
could lead to the suggestion that there is no
need to devote a section in this series to the
varieties to be found on the general issue. On
the other hand, to omit deliberately the phi-
latelic attractions of these stamps would lcave
2 noticeable gap. Furthermore, 17 years have
passed since publication and new collectors
may not be aware of the fun, as well as satisfac-
tion, to be gained from searching for and iden-
tifying the multitude of varietics that occur-
red. However, rather than describe all of them,
onty those judged to be of philatelic merit or
very prominent will be mentioned. Anyone
who wishes to venture further should not hes-
itate to join the KGVICS and obtain 2 copy of
their study paper—after all it is possible to
plate at least 212 of the 240 impressions from
the four centre plates used for the 1946 issue
and in 1991 that presents a fair, but not insur-
mountable challenge.

Mention has already been made of the exist-
ence of ‘The Broken Arc’ varicty which led
directly to the conclusion in G that the
plates had been built up from six groups of ten
transfers. In the 1990s this may secem a strange
technique, and although collectors of South
American stamps of the 19th century will be
familiar with lithography it will be as weil to
explain the process so that the cause of the
varicties can be understood.

In 1947/8 Dr J L Grumbridge wrote an ex-
cellent series of articles in GSM about different
aspects of philately, one of them was entitled
'The Elements of Stamp Printing’ and the short
section about lithography is worth repeating.
Grumbridge explained that, ‘Originally
lithography depended on the qualities of a
particular type of limestone and it is only in
very recent times that the “stone” has been
replaced in many cases by specially treated
zinc or aluminium plates. The principle in this
case is the drawing of the design on the stone
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or metal in a special greasy ink and the treat-
ment of the remainder of the surface so that
the printing ink only adheres to the drawn
design and not to the rest. Obviously the de-
sign will then print on paper. It is normal in
lithography for the design to be drawn in re-
verse on a small stone—this is the master—
and transferred to the printing stone by a
transfer composed of a thin sheet of paper
coated with a gelatine-like film. As many im-
pressions of the stamp as are required in the
sheet are “laid down” in this way until the
complete printing stone or plate is built up.’
The use of lithography by De La Rue in 1946
was most unusual, as the firm could have been
fairly judged the protagonist of letterpress
printing (typography) bearing in mind the
thousands of sheets of small and large key-
plates printed in the previous decades. As an
aside, Marcus Faux, former Chief Inspector of
Colonial Stamps at the Crown Agents, said at a
recent meeting of the King George VI Collec-
tors’ Society that De La Rue owed much of this
work to a serious misjudgement of Perkins,
Bacon and Petch. Until 1863 that company
had all the contracts from the Crown Agents
for the supply of postage stamps. A few years
before, watermarked paper had been intro-
duced to act as a safeguard just in case a skilled
engraver, and there were many about, decided
to go into production on his own account. The
hand-made paper with a Small Star watermark
cost 15 shillings (75p) a ream (500 sheets)
and was intended for Crown Agent contracts
and no one else. At the time the Agent-General
was Penrose Julyan who had moved to the
Crown Agents from the War Office, where he
had served as an officer on the supply staff. It
so happened that he was very interested in
stamps and found that the CA watermarked
paper was being used by the printers for all
and sundry. He promptly issued orders for the
mass transfer of all printing plates for some 25
colonies to De La Rue and for many years that
firm enjoyed a near monopoly. But that is
enough of history and it is time to return to the
more recent past. Faux also explained why De
La Rue had used lithography for the 1946 FID
issue. First, there was a pressing need to re-
place the 1944 overprinted sets and this, at a
time when everyone concerned with security
printing was working under great pressure,
not only printing stamps, but also much
needed currency notes and other printed

material. Secondly, it was realised that to en--

* grave another plate would take more time and
incur additional expense and, lastly, De La Rue
happened to have a lithograph machine not in
use. Fortunately, the design, featuring 2 map,
was suitable for this type of printing and it was
decided to go ahead using lithography.

The 1946 Issue

The general principles of lithography have
“been outlined. However, an unusual method
was used for the 1946 issue. This can be de-
duced from written information in the con-
temporary records of the Crown Agents and
the occurrence and frequency of flaws. Re-
quisition 1915/1 entitled ‘Various (Falkland
Island Dependencies ) has an underlined note
stating, ‘Utmost importance that stamps
should be ready for delivery by mid-
September 1945°’. This reinforces the com-
ment by Faux about the need to replace the
1944 overprinted sets—as a minor digression
the Plate and Die Register notes that the cost
of the four overprint formes as ‘say £40’. The
entry in the Plate Issue Book concerned with
Requisition 1915/1 records that a CP (centre
plate) litho plate, 240 set, was issued on 5

October and returned on 26 October 1945,
The Paper Issue Book shows that on 15 Octo-
ber 11,065 mill sheets of paper, measuring
21Y2 X 24 inches were issued, including 1730
for waste. The number of sheets allocated for
each of the eight values was recorded indi-
vidually, but all show the annotation ‘240 sets’.

After 45 years it is a matter of conjecture
how the 240 set plate was built up. However,
the existence of secondary flaws exemplified
by the ‘Broken Arc’ points the way. Instead of a
master stone being used 60 times to produce a
plate as described by Grumbridge, it was used
to produce a secondary group of ten subjects
(two rows of five). Transfers were then made
of this group and arranged in left and right
columns of three to form a group of 60. In
producing the ten transfers used to build the
group, some became slightly defective and
these imperfections were reproduced six
times in the group of 60. It has been suggested
that once the first group of 60 had been
made transfers of it would have been taken to
make the other three groups — a technique
apparently used by Waterlow in the 19th cen-
tury. However, not one of the three groups or
plates (2, 3 and 4) carry any of the unique
flaws that exist on the first group (plate 1)—
indeed, the only flaws the plates have in com-
mon are the primary and secondary flaws,
which are described later in this article. Fur-
thermore, the handling of a 60 subject transfer
may have been too much of a challenge for the
De La Rue staff. It does seem, therefore, that
the Waterlow method was not used. The
alternative, which is more likely, is that all four
plates were laboriously built up using the
small ten subject secondary groups. This
would account for the territory flaws unique
to each of the four plates and the constant
primary and secondary flaws that occur on all
of them. Available research into the issue has
not mentioned the use of a 240 set plate, prob-
ably because collectors in the 1940s and
1950s or even Saunders and Harding in 1973
did not have access to the records of the
Crown Agents. Fortunately, they are now
available for study in the British Library. One
further point of detail confirmed by Faux is
that a zinc plate was used.

Faux has also confirmed that the large 240
set sheets were guillotined into four 60 set
sheets for use with the eight frame plates. The
guillotines were used to cut sheets of currency
notes as well as stamps and the blades, which
were three feet long, could slice through a
thousand sheets at a time. This was in sharp
contrast to the perforators that could only
manage six. Faux is, not surprisingly, unable to
recall in what order the 60 set sheets were
stacked and used. He has said, however, that so
far as the printers were concerned the sheets
bearing the centre plate design would have
been regarded as identical. It seems most
probable, therefore, that they were stacked
without too much thought abeut keeping
them in plate order. This is readily apparent
when the following details of plate usage are

-considered: V2d. plates 1, 2 and 3, 1d. 1 and 2,

2d.1,3and 4, 3d. 1 and 4, 4d. 2and 4, 6d. 1 and
2,9d. 2 and 4, 1s. plate 2 only. The numbers in
the side margins are roughly drawn in com-
parison to the engraved frame plate numbers.
Close examination of the figure ‘2" will show
that it is superimposed on what appears tobe a
figure ‘1’ or the vertical stroke of a ‘4". It is
more likely to be a ‘1’, bearing in mind that,
whoever added the centre plate numbers to
the zinc plate, could have put it alongside the
top left group of GO forgetting that the entire
240 set plate was in reverse and the figure 1

should have been to the right of the top right
plate. This minor example of the ‘human
touch’, if correct, adds a little more weight to
the evidence that points to the unfamiliarity of
the De La Rue staff with lithography in 1945.
The individual frame plates were all identi-
fied 1A and 60 set in the Plate Issue Book. The
plates for the first five values were released by
the Crown Agents staff to De La Rue on 26
October and the three higher values on 30
October. The Y2d. plate was returned on 2
November, followed by the 1d. and 2d. ¢gn 12
November, the 3d. and 4d. on the following

. day and the last three on 14 November. The

original requisition shows ‘120 set’ against the
Yad., 1d. and 2d. values—presumably, in the
event, someone realised that to make three
double sized engraved plates would take extra
time and money and only 6O set plates were
used. It could also be a possible explanation
for the use of 1A, which generally indicated
the existence of a companion plate 1B.

It has not been possible to identify the
sheets lost through wastage during printing,
suffice it to say that 260 mill sheets were lost
over and above the 1730 originally allowed,
making a wastage rate of 17.7 per cent. This
was much higher than normal and leads to the
thought that lithographic printing did present
problems to the De La Rue staff in 1945. Read-
ers, who as children, may have transferred
pretty coloured pictures from a book of trans-
fers to a blank page will sympathise, when they
recall how often little pices of the design
stayed on the transfer rather than move cor-
rectly on to the paper.

On 11 November 1945 the following quant-
ities of sheets of 60 stamps were despatched
from De La Rue: V2d. 6236; 1d. 6485; 2d. 6389;
3d. 3988; 4d. 4396; 6d. 3000; 9d. 2924 and 1s.
3000 against an original requisition (1915/1)
of 6668; 6668; 6668; 4167;:4167; 3000; 3000
and 3000 respectively. Before leaving the
written records for an examination of centre
plate flaws mention should be made that Re-
quisition 1915/1 was filed under Pitcairn Is-
lands in the Plate Issue Book, perhaps the
word Dependencies pointed towards the Paci-
fic in the mind of whoever madec the entry!

Centre Plate Flaws

Any imperfection on the master stone will
appear on every stamp, while any flaw on the
secondary group will appear on one stamp in
ten, i.e. six times on each sheet printed from
any of the four plates. However, any flaw
affecting the third stage when the 240 set plate
was being built up, such as a drop of litho ink
or partial rubbing out of the design on one
subject, will only occur once on an issued
sheet printed from that plate. It is most impor-
tant to remember this sequence as it estab-
lishes the frequency of a flaw. For the sake of
simplicity they will be classified as primary,
secondary or tertiary flaws.

Primary Flaws

Part 2 of this series (GSM November 1986)
mentioned master die defects occurring on
the 1938 recess-printed Barbados definitive
issue. The ‘master stone’ used for the FID 1946
issue had three minor faults that occur on
every stamp from all four plates. Although they
are certainly not prominent, they are of phil-
atelic interest. First, the 20° East meridian
shows breaks or faintness (Fig 2). Secondly,
there is a kink in the left frame line above the
70° West meridian (Fig 3) and lastly, to the left
and in line with ‘SOUTH’ of ‘SOUTH GEOR-
GIA’, there are usually three small dots—these
did, however, transfer irregularly and some-
times only two or even one shows (Fig 4).
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Secondary Flaws

SIX secondary flaws have been identiticd on
the group of ten transfers. They are. of coursc.
common to all four plates and although some
are small. they all combine together to verify
the way each of the 60 subject groups was
built up. First, the 70° parallel does not quite
reach the bottom frame on R1/2, 1/7. 3/2. 3.~
5/2 and 5/7 (Fig 5). Secondly, the 50° line of
longitude. which runs into the upper left cor-
ner. has a small dot beyond its end in the space
between the frame of the map and the inside of
the engraved frame on R1/3, 1/8, 3/3, 3/8. 5/3
and 5/8 (Fig 6). The third, is the well known
‘Broken Arc’, noted within a few days of re-
lease of the issue in London. An accident must
have happened to the fourth transfer in the
upper row of the group of ten, as part of the
80° line of latitude was rubbed away. This
occurs on R1/4, 1/9, 3/4, 3/9, 5/4 and 5/9 (Fig
7). The fourth flaw is as noticeable as the
‘Broken Arc’, it takes the form of a black dot
over the ‘A’ of ‘EAST below the bottom map
frame line (fig 7) and can be found on R2/2,
2/7, 4/2, 4/7, 6/2-and 6/7. The fifth is a small
dash between the.60° and 70° parallels, close
to the 20° meridian (Fig 8) on R2/4, 2/9, 4/4,
4/9, 6/4 and 6/9. Finally, a small gap, always
visible with a good glass occurs in the 60°
meridian before it reaches the 80° parallel (Fig
9) on R2/5, 2/10, 4/5, 4/10, 6/5 and 6/10. To
demonstrate the enjoyment and satisfaction to
be gained from studying this issue it is worth
mentioning that very recently, what appears
to be a seventh flaw has ben discovered by a
member of the King George VI Collectors’
Society. It is a break and minute dash on the
30° West meridian at about 73° South on R1/5,
1/10, 3/5, 3/10, 5/5 and 5/10 (Fig 10).

Tertiary Flaws

The selection of prominent varieties depends
on personal judgement, based on the size and
character of tae flaw and the number of times
itoccurred. These factors rule out the primary
and secondarv flaws lcaving the tertiary,
which only occur on one plate. Pride of place
goes to the four that occurred on plate 1, two
of which are now listed in Part 1. The missing ‘I’
in ‘SHETLAND IS’ on R1/2 is most noticeable
(Fig 11), equally the ‘Extra Island’ on R3/9 can-
not be missed (Fig 12); it must have been a
fairly large drop cf litho ink to make such a
mark. The third on R4/6 is another large spot,
probably caused in the same way. It is located
to the bottom left of the King's head at 64°
South and 10° West Fig 13), because the flaw
occurs in the middle of the sheet it is, perhaps,
not so well known 1s the first two. Furth-
ermore, it can be missed, because if the vign-
ctte is offset in an upward direction the spot
abuts or can be lost in the colour of the en-
graved medallion surrounding the King's
head. Lastly, at R5/9 there is a large break in the
100° meridian as it reached the 80° paraliel
(Fig 14). Plate 2 provides four prominent
varicties. At R3/10 the R’ of ‘ORKNEY is
broken (fig I5). On the stamp immediately
below at R4/10 the ‘W in “WEST has suffered a
similar fate (Fig 16). A conveational lower right
corner block from plate 2 can be readily iden-
tified as on R5/9 the island of ‘South Georgia' is
much enlarged at its eastern end through the
probable presence of some extra litho ink—it
has been described as a half-licked toffee apple
onits side (Fig 7). As abonus the ‘T of 'SOUTH
POLE’ has lost some of its left cross bar and is
typical of the less prominent varieties that
exist on the four plates. The fifth flaw is a
popular one and affects R6/8 where an extra
stroke bisects the angle of the letter 'L’ in
‘POLE’ to make it read ‘POKE’ (Fig 18). Plate 3
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has two significant varieties. on R3/2 another
Spot appears outside the right frame line of the
map near 90° (Fig 19), but more serious dam-
age shows on R6/4 where part of the design
has been rubbed away around the beginning of
‘ALEXANDER'’ s0 that only the second stroke
of the ‘A’ is left (Fig 20)—part of the adjacent
line of longitude and the Dependencies’
boundary line are also missing. On plate 4
there are three noticeable flaws. The first two
occur conveniently on neighbouring stamps
and can be confused. The name ‘COATS’ has
suffered some rubbing on both stamps, so that
on R2/8 it reads ‘CJATS’ and on R2/9 ‘CUATS'.
Finally, on R6/6 the top frame line is broken to
the left of 20° above ‘SANDWICH ISLANDS’
(Fig2r).
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Frame Plates

The frame plates, one for cach value, were
numbered ‘1A’ under R6/9. In normal cir-
cumstances this meant that De La Rue had
made a companion Plate 1B, but the records
show only 1A and it appears that this apparent
anomaly joins those which follow in the Vic-
tory series in 1946 (GSY May, August and
November 1989). It is curious why the apex of
the ‘A’ on sheets of the 1s. value comes to a
sharp point rather than the deliberately
blunted tip on all the other seven plates. The
only frame plate variety occurs on the 3d.
where a coloured spot resembling a tear
occurs below the right eve of the King on
RG6/7.

Part 20 will appear in the May 1991 edition of GSM
and feature the 1948 ‘Thin Map Set".
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