~ KING GEORGE VI VARIETIES

Richard Lockyer os:e

~ Part 29—Newfoundland, The Long Coronation Set

Introduction

_The eleven value set of the Newfoundland

“ Coronation stamps came in for criticism as
soon as it was released on 12 -May 1937.
First, the design and general appearance left
much to be desired. Secondly, collectors
queried why it was necessary to issue so
many stamps as well as the normal three
value set in common with the colonies.
John Easton describing the issue in his
excellent book British Postage Stamp Design
wrote: ‘The Newfoundland private Corona-
tion series shows every sign of haste in
preparation, especially the engraving of the
King’s head.’ Stanley Phillips writing in GSM
in August 1937 noted that the hurriedly
produced and quite unworthy extra Cor-
onation set suggested either Newfoundiand
had taken a half-step back towards the
‘freedom she enjoyed as 2 Dominion, or the
Colonial Office was not exercising so much
restraint in the matter of stamp issues as it
did with other colonies.

On this point there was evidence of a
special approach for Newfoundland stamps
in the 1930s. For example, although the
country had shared the 1935 Silver Jubilee
commemorative issue with other colonies,
a distinction had been made between the
Newfoundiand set and the rest; the former
being the only one printed in monochrome
‘in contrast to the remaining 43 which were
all bi-coloured. H and A Wallace in their
George V state that, ‘This was to afford some
distinction between the issue for New-
foundland which had temporarily reverted
to Crown Colony status, and those of the

“regular Crown Colonies.” In 1937 this
special treatment continued as the name
-on the three value Newfoundland Corona-
tion set was in white whereas the rest were
in colour. Phillips also drew attention in his

~ article to the danger of unnecessary issues

and warned that Newfoundland would find,

as less respectable states had discovered,
that it was possible to kill the golden goose
(i.e. collectors), if the poor bird was
worked too hard. Robson Lowe summed
up the situation in Volume V of his
- Bnoydopaedia: ‘At this time Newfoundiand
'was governed by 2 Commission and wanted
to have their own Coronation stamps,
rather than just one of the omnibus sets
prepared by the Crown Agents. In the event
they had both.’ In 1993 one is left- to
wonder if bureaucratic expediency came
into play, to resolve a battle of wills
between the Commission and Crown
. Agents, leaving both sides with dignity
intact. It is relevant, if perhaps slightly
cynical, to mention that Stamp Collecting (7
August 1937) carried a report extracted
from The Bvening Telegraph published in St
John’s, Newfoundland on 16 June, where it
was anticipated that the total sales of
Coronation stamps would reach half a
million dollars by the time they were

withdrawn from sale on 31 December. A
contemporary statement by Mr G E Fraser,
the Secretary of Posts and Telegraphs,
noted that the actual sales of the long set
by the Trade Commissioner in London
ptior to 15 June had totalled $200,000
and the total sales of both sets had reached
$325,000. Even Tbe Times carried a similar
report in early June and such an item in a
world-famous newspaper illustrates the
newsworthiness of a hobby that had, of
course, enjoyed the Royal Patronage of
King George V.

A

Although remote from the subject of KGVI
varieties, mention of King George V brings
to mind a biography written by Kenneth
Rose where he explains that it was Prince
Alfred, the second son of Queen Victoria’s
four sons later to become the Duke. of
Edinburgh, who laid the foundation of the
Royal Collection. Indeed, his name will be
known to collectors of Tristan da Cunha as
a four value set was issued in 1967 to
commemorate the centenary of the Duke’s
visit to the island (8G 109/112). He had a
distinguished career in the Royal Navy but
in 1893, due to financial difficulties, had to
make a substantial sacrifice to help appease
his English creditors. The Duke sold his
collection of stamps to his brother the
Prince of Wales, who in turn gave it to
the Duke of York, who was later to become
King George V.

On that foundation the Duke of York,
who was already a collector, built up 2 most
comprehensive collection. He did enjoy
unusual advantages. Courtiers were encour-
aged to help and Rose describes how one
wrote to another in 1920: ‘The King is
delighted to hear that you are endeavouring
to pinch as many stamps for him as you can
during your travels.’” Colonial Governors
and High Commissioners also watched on
his behalf for new issues. Rose observes
how on one unfortunate occasion a British
diplomat in the Middle east, hearing about 2
suspected case of smallpox in the local

printing works, feared that the royal tongue
might be contaminated and boiled the 400
stamps he had gathered before sending
them to Buckingham Palace. From 1901
the Duke’s income as heir apparent to the
throne increased to £100,000 a year and he
was able to acquire rarities for his collec-
tion. Indeed, on one occasion a courtier
jocularly asked him, ‘Did your Royal High-
ness hear that some damned fool has just
paid £1450 for 2 sirigle stamp?’. ‘I was that
damned fool’, came the reply.

As King, he personally approved all new
designs for stamps of Great Britain and the
Crown Colonies and Rose notes: ‘Only
once did he fail to have his way. It was
when the Inland Revenue determined to
bring the stamp-printing monopoly of De
La Rue to an end and divide it between De
La Rue and Harrison.’ The King considered
Harrison’s first blurred efforts made him
‘look like a stuffed monkey'. The issue
nevertheless went into circulation for a
year before it was replaced by a firmer
engraving. The King’s discerning judgement
ensured that the tradition of graceful design
continued throughout his reign and bey-
ond. Rose comments: “Towards the end of
his life he begged Sir Kenneth (later Lord)
Clark, Surveyor of the King’s Pictures, to
discourage fancy issues of stamps as if Great
Britain was ‘‘some ridiculous place like San
Marino.”’ Clark gave his promise, but
thirty years later he resigned as Chairman
of the postage stamp advisory committee
when the new Postmaster General, An-
thony Wedgwood Benn, decided to make
frequent issues of illustrative stamps. The
comment by Stanley Phillips mentioned
earlier about killing the golden goose
seems well justified in 1993 and if alive
his comments would surely scorch the
pages of GSM!

Gum
F N Hilliard, 2 member of the Canadian
Forces, contributed an article to Stemp
Collecting (11 December 1943) concerning
stamps of Newfoundland. In it he men-
tioned that John Dickinson & Co, the
contractors to the Newfoundland govern-
ment, had from 1929 (with the exception
of one or two individual instances) sub-let
the actual printing to Perkins, Bacon & Co.
When this company went into bankruptcy
in 1938, two well-known dealers ap-
proached the receiver and managed to
make 2 wholesale purchase of everything,
not actually current. This had consisted
mainly of die and plate proofs, although
Hilliard belicved some imperf sheets were
included in the transaction. The firm of
Perkins, Bacon was then reorganised and
the printing of Newfoundland stamps
continued under new management. He
commented that the 1932-41 issues were
printed on watermarked paper supplied by
John Dickinson; the sheets being gummed
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- (by hand after printing. He observed that
~-ghis procedure caused varying thickness of
gum as ‘whenkthe: girl thought.a sheet, did
0ot have: sufficient,: she applied the brush

resyl
3 mens which have the appearance of being
,Lmuchmicketalthoughthcp@erhasvnﬂed

-’ little in texture.’. It does seem, judging

from the’ appearance of many examples

* from the long Coronation set, that double -

gumming was certainly applied to sheets of
that issue..

Perforations

As ecarly as 31 July 1937 Stamp Collecting

-reported a strong rumour that all values
" could be’ found in both line and comb
- perforations. At the same time GSM was far
mor:fonbcomingandmcnﬂoncd two line
mach!nbgangmgl&mdlhmdacomb
machine gauging 13]. ‘Part 1’ now lists the
perforation

: differences in detail—two line
‘machines measuring 13.7 and 14.1 and 2
“comb measuring ' 13.3 X 13.2. Sheets and
large mulfiples’ with selvedge still appear at
zucuonanditisthcnmytodiﬂ'cremhte
““vbetween the petforators. The line perfor-
.- “ators-cut through the margin on all four
_“~sides, whereas the comb perforator cuts
[ “through ‘only onc side, cither top or
" “bottom, leaving the other three sides
. - imperforate. Rang advised collectors to
“:”obtain: blocks of ‘four with margins at-
- tachéd from any one of the corners of the
*' sheet. A glance at the Catalogue quickly
- shows the comparative scarcity of the comb
-perforated stamps. Onc in particular de-
- serves mention: the 14c. comb perf
- (SG 262B) has a £3000-£1500 price tag in
. the 1993 ‘Part 1'. The editor of the Bridger
--and. Kay Commonwealth Catalogue also rates
" ““this stamp highly and includes a footnote
.- advising certification by an expert commit-
: teé. Robson Lowe makes z more general
comiment: ‘There ate disputes about the
Correct- identification’ of the rare - comb
Fperforations, for which reason they are
*- more popular when collected in multiples
or marginal pieces.’

Watermarks

The sheets consist of ten rows of ten stamps
recess printed on whitish wove paper with
the ‘Arms of the Colony’ watermark. There

" are no marginal inscriptions, but a pair of
coloured dots appear in the margins strad-
dling each of the four coeners of a sheet.
The catalogues give a detailed listing of the
variety, ‘Pair with and without watermark’,
which can be found on every value in one
or other of the perforations.

It is opportune to include the explanation
offered by Rang in GSM (July 1937): ‘The
paper used for the issue was made for other
Newfoundland issues of smaller size, with
the result that the watermarks do not fit the
stamps. The original sheets of paper
contained two or more panes of 100
watermarks with a wide_ gutter between
panes. When cut for the Coronation stamps
the vertical gutter falls more or less exactly
on the second vertical row of stamps which
is consequently found sometimes com-
pletely unwatermarked. Horizontal pairs
from the second and third rows therefore
provide the variety, one stamp with and
one without watermark. Only stamps
completely devoid of any portion of water-
mark should be collected.” The final
sentence is emphasised in a footnote in
‘Part 1’. In addition to the unwatermarked

ting; in:,doubly-gummed speci- thc -

GSI for; August, 19545rcnonfxom~ PA
d&crﬂ:lngforgeﬁeamenﬁomdfakeimpe:
fomcbetwcmpﬁnofﬂne“c (267)-—

'mmtmpwrl

: Forgadl'm
Mention of faked imperforate pairs brings
tomindatrhlatSuﬂ'ordAMlnl%S
entitled Rex veérsus Harris and Whitchurst.
This-may not ring many bells today, but

Robson Lowe gave: expert evidesice con-

ecmlngtheforglngof(:oromdonﬁmday
’coversorGold Cmst. Nymhnd, Gllbert,
-Scychclles ‘and- Nonﬁcm Rhodsia Hnrrls

wasscmmcedtonlnemomhslmpﬁson-

'jmcnzandWhltehuﬂt‘toeightecnmomln -
'Prior to the trial articlcs in The: Phlatelist had -
 drawn’ aitention to; thé forgeries in’the .
+ course’ of which’ Robson Lowe: had ‘men- °
,donchcwfonndhnd Hchad:noﬂceddm
- the, gennine citcular” cmcellation ‘for
“*AQUAFORTE MY12 NEWFD’ had- ‘clear

and precise lettering but that of thée

- was thick'and woolly. In addition, thé bar -
cancellation used on:both covers gave an
irregular impression on_the genuiné one, .
bnthstoogoodtobetmeontheforgery_*
Finally, when he’'examined the covers on -
12 September 1937 the posunatk on the -

geauine cover was quite dry, but was still

wetandsmndgedonthcother Anumber_ﬂ'
of other colonies were also included in

Lowe’s observations. For those interested,

hisscﬁuofardclumbehgtepubnshed'

with his permission, in Geosix, the quarierly
journal of the King George VI Collectors’

‘Part 1’ does not.list: my shzdcs and"

Commonswealth only lists one—the 25c. slate

(CW $35) and bluish-slate ($35b). Bentley
- Kettle writing in Stamp Collecting (16 October

1953) remarked on the excellent shades
affecting the 7c.—ultramarine and blue; the
24c.—blue and Prussian blue; and the 25c¢.,
which he described as slate and deep blue-
slate. A listing by Messrs Dibens & Son
published in the same magazine on 31 July
1937 had been far more comprechensive,
giving two printings for each value which
resulted in discernible shades for some:
1c.—pearl grey and dark grey; 3c.—dark
orange-red and pale orange-red; 7c.—ultra-
marine and cobalt blue; 8c.—vermilion and
a slightly darker version; 10c.—scpia;
14c.—black; 15c.—rose magenta; 20c.—
green; 24c.—electric blue and deep clectric
blue; 25c.—grey and dccpcr grey; and
48c.—purple.

Plate Varleties
1 Cent. The well-known ‘Fish-hook’ variety
can be found on two stamps. The first on
R1/7 is really only 2 horizontal line with a
trace of a vertical forming the left half of a
plus sign in the mouth of the fish (Fig 7). The
second, on R3/3 is a complete plus sign and
is set a little higher and a little more to the
right (Fig 2). For the purist this is the true
‘Fish-hook’. The variety is listed in the
Commonwealth catalogue. There was a little
confusion in the early 1950s as it was
suggested by E D Farr, while offering very

.. strong cvldcnce about the cause of the

‘be” no’ doub: that the varicty .on
numbets 7 and,za (l.c R1/7 and 3/3) on the
samcshectwerednetothcgtﬂdemarkon
thediczspmposcdbyFm However, there
remained some uncertainty about position
‘15 given by Farr and based on the book
Postage Stamps and Postal History of Newfoundiand
by Winthrop S Boggs, because on Rang’s
part sheet that stamp was normal. It
followed, therefore, that if Boggs was
right there must have been another plate.
The saga concluded in June, when Rang
wrote that he:had heard from Daniel
Meyerson that Boggs had agreed in con-

" 'versation with him that his book was
"incorrect and that he had probably written
jtmdert,hc:lmpmsslgmthattbcshcctvimsGo
- (6% 10) instead of 100. Rang was satisfied
- that only R1/7 and 3/3 had the ‘Fish-hook’
varicty Unfortunately, -a footnotc:in the

,Wamlognesdnrefcrsto two

: .plaxeswhlchinthelightofthcforcgoingis
- 'most unlikely to be correct. A slight re-
. entry, consisting of a doubling to the left of
. ; the right inner frame line shows on R2/1 (Fg
"33),while R5/6 has recut inner and outer
_frame lines at the top left corner reminis-
“cent of the 1d. Malta described in Part 7
I,(Gﬂll’ebmry 1988). Other minor traces of
: doubling can be found, but these are most

probably ‘flap-backs’ and are, therefore, not
constant, but similar to the same feature
aﬂectingthczd.nahzmasdacribcdinlﬁart

"11. (GSM February 1989).

3 Cents. The differences between Dies 1

.andzaredescﬂbcdlnmecamloguu

However, a report in Stamp Collecting on 31

.jnty 1937 noted the following - re-touches
., and re-entries. First,: ‘on sheets. from Die 1:
~- - R1/2;/1/3 and llihadthcqut.mmc recut.
- J.:RIIG showed doubling of the top frame at

" . the left and on R1/7 the ‘DLA’ of ‘NEW-
" FOUNDLAND'’ showed recutting, which
- differed from the deepened lines in ‘LA on
. all impressions. R3/6 had a re-entry to the

top frame line and to the left of ‘POSTAGE'.
R4/5 showed a complete re-entry to the
right portion of the stamp with doubling in
the upper and lower frame lines, the figures
and the word ‘POSTAGE’. A further re-
entry affected the top and right frame lines
on R4/9. Other minor re-entries were
reported on R2/1, 2/2, 3/1 and the tenth
stamps in the fourth to tenth rows. Die 2
showed 2 recut ‘LA’ on R1/7 and a recut
frame line on R1/6 and R4/3 were note-
worthy among minor examples.

7 Cents. The outer frame line in the upper
right corner of R1/10 is very slightly
doubled on sheets from the first printing
(Fig 4), but not on the second. This apparent
anomaly could have occurred through wear
on the edge of the plate removing the
offending mark. A similar minor re-entry
can be found on R3/1 where the outer right
frame line is doubled adjacent to the tree
(Mg 5). An example of recutting is easily
spotted on R2/3 as the top horizontal frame
line over ‘AN’ of ‘'NEWFOUNDLAND’ was
strengthened (Fig 6). Another re-entry
affected R3/3 with the result that the oval
enclosing the head of the King was doubled
on the right side as well as the top right
frame line and letter ‘D’ (Fig 7). On R3/9 the
right frame also shows doubling (Fig 8). An
extensive re-entry, similar to R3/3 but far
more pronounced, affected R4/8. The pine
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tree 1o the right of the portrait shows
doubling as well as the right side of the
oval, the letter ‘D’ and figure ‘7’ (Fig 9). This
has now been listed in ‘Part 1’ as ‘The re-
entry at right’ (SG 259b) and should not be
confused with R3/3. Finally, on R6/9 the
inner right frame line, the pine tree, the ‘D’
and ‘7’ show doubling to the left (Fig 10).
Other very small defects reported during
late 1937 included a dot under the ‘A’ of
‘MAY” and ‘1’ and ‘2’ of ‘12 MAY' joined
together. They were not positioned.

14 Cents. Re-entries affected the last or
tenth stamps in the second to fifth rows. On
R2/10 ‘12TH MAY' shows doubling (Fg 11),
while ‘12TH MAY’ and the left of the oval
are similarly affected on R3/10 (Fg 12). The
re-entry on R4/10 attracted much attention
when it was discovered in 1937-as the
almost complete doubling of ‘NEW-
FOUNDLAND DOG’ was so noticeable (Fig
13). In addition, signs of re-entry affected
the ‘W’ of ‘NEWFOUNDLAND' in the main
name tablet (Fig I14). Lastly, on R5/10
‘DLAND’ in ‘NEWFOUNDLAND DOG’
shows doubling (Fig 15). It is worth noting
that Rang reported in GSM (January 1938)
that he had been shown a corner block of
ten in which the re-entry on R4/10 had
been partly corrected. The lines duplicating

the letters ‘NEWFOUNDLAND DOG’ were
no longer present, but there were still
traces of a re-entry affecting ‘ND' in that
inscription plus traces in the ‘W' in the top
or main name tablet. He noted that the re-
entries on R2/10, 3/10 and 5/10 remained.
Bentley Kettle once wrote that he was
convinced that plate varieties reported in
the philatelic magazines attracted the atten-
tion of the security printers and this
sometimes resulted in corrective action—
perhaps this example mentioned by Rang
was an instance of his. Other minor
varicties noted in Stamp Collecting (16 Octo-
ber 1937) included 2 dot over the ‘L’ of
‘NEWFOUNDLAND', another dot under the
‘U’ and a white left leg on the dog.

20 Cents. The top frame line seems to
have been recut on every impression and
the variation in thickness and shape of the
line was described in GSM as early as July
1937. R7/1 and 8/1 offer the best examples
of uncven recutting, both top frames
undulate considerably. However, of more
interest, a mark on the plate occurred in a
fortunate position for those who like

naming varieties. It consists of an extra .

smudged vertical line running upwards
from the crest of the hill to the left of the
lighthouse on R6/S and has been called the

Figi4

NEWFOUNDLAND

DOG
FigI5

‘Smoking Chimney’ (Fig 16). It is also
illustrated in colour on the front cover. A
report in ‘Through the Magnifying Glass' in
GSM (September 1937) stated that sheets
from an early supply did not have the
variety and Rang judged that the damage to
the plate therefore occurred during print-
ing. In October another report in GSM
revealed the existence of a half-sheet,
from the Melhuish collection of Corona-
tion stamps, without the variety and the top
lines all weak and devoid of retouching or
recutting. The colour was yellow-green
instead of the normal green and the
perforation was 13}. It was suggested that
there was 2 possibility that it was from 2
proof sheet printed before the plate was put
to press and afterwards circulated with
others, but the probability was that the
recutting took place after printing had
started and a certain number of such sheets
should therefore exist.

24 Cents. Many years ago Muscotts of
Godalming advertised a copy of the 24c.
doubly printed. They said: ‘It is believed
that only sixteen copies of this spectacular
rarity exist.” At 2 more mundane level R7/1
shows doubling of the inner and outer right
frame lines. This was described in Siamp
Collecting on 31 July 1937. Three weeks later
it was reported that 2 stamp had been found
with the date reading ‘12TH MAY 1927'.

25 Cents. Two re-entrics can be found on
adjoining stamps from the bottom row.
R10/6 has the left frame doubled (Fig 17) and
R10/7 has similar doubling plus partial
duplication to the letters ‘NE' and the
figure ‘2’. A most curious feature of this
re-entry is that at the foot the duplication is
downwards (Fg 18), whereas in the upper.
part of the stamp it is to the lefe (Fig 19).
Rang considered that it did not appear
possible that the duplication in both
corners could have been done at one strike
of the roller die. This would have necessit-
ated the dic or the plate being turned
sideways, which could not have happened
accidentally. Furthermore, he. noted that
the distance apart of the duplicated corners
was greater than in the normal impression.
In his view these facts pointed to this stamp
being unlike most other re-catries in that
the roller-dic made two strikes in the wrong
position before the correct impression was
laid down. It was described in Stamp
Collecting (31 July 1937) as an excellent

»mmple of a twisted transfer.

Part 30 (November 1993) wil examine the 1937 .
Coronation issues for Naurs, New Guinea '
Papua. : ;

Further details about the King George -
VI Collectors’ Society can be obtained -
from The General Secretary, KGVICS, .
24 Stourwood Road, -Southbourne, .
Bournemouth BH6 3QP. .-, ', i
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