King George VI Varieties
Part 44—'Small Keyplates’

(Mauritius and Leeward Islan

ds continued)

Richard Lockyer ose turns his attention to the duty plate flaws of

Mauritius and makes a start on

In Part 43 (GSM February 1997) mention was made of bomb damage to the De
La Rue factories in London in late December 1940 and the consequent transfer

of some work to other security printers.
ing working conditions at the time and

Some interesting observations concern-

the eventual supply of the Mauritius

2¢., 5¢., 10c. and 12c. values perforated 15x14 have come to light in contemporary

correspondence.

On 10 September 1941 Mr L Burge, of
Bradbury, Wilkinson and Co, wrote to Mr
E H R Tennison, the recently appointed
Controller of Finance and Supply in Cey-
lon. He described how his firm had taken
precautions against the possibility of
damage to their New Malden works, by
converting the canteen into a complete
bank-note and stamp factory. He added
that another floor had been built on the
top for the canteen.

Burge went on to say that as soon as De
La Rue had been put out of action Brad-
bury, Wilkinson had offered to help with
their existing contracts until they were
once more underway. This offer was not
accepted. Furthermore, Burge added, De
La Rue had made all kinds of promises of
delivery which were not kept. However,
the Crown Agents had since asked if
Bradbury, wilkinson could undertake the
printing of the De La Rue Ceylon values
and, having agreed that they could do so,
the firm was awaiting a decision from the
Crown Agents. Another small paragraph
is illuminating as it touches on the com-
mercial relations between the two compa-
nies. Burge wrote, ‘All the time that DLR
have been unable to turn out their Colo-
nial contracts they have been competing
with us for foreign business! If they had
told the CA right at the beginning that
they couldn’t carry out their Colonial con-
tracts, we could have done the work for
them and there would have been no delay
at all.” He concluded the letter ‘T think
you will be interested to know that there
will eventually be Mauritius 2, 5, 10 and
12, and Hong Kong 2, 5, 10, 30, and 50,
all from the old blocks, but a B W& Co
effort”’

For the record another letter from
Burge to Tennison dated 22 October
1941 confirmed that Bradbury, Wilkinson
had been given orders to print the Ceylon
3¢. and 5c. from the De La Rue engrav-
ings. However, Burge went on to say that
they would make their own plates from
rolls taken up from the De La Rue dies.
He stressed that his firm would not use
De La Rue rolls or printing plates and
added that they would continue to use
thin paper for the 3c. and 50c. as they
had done for their part of the Ceylon
printing, whereas De La Rue had used
thick. The inference that can be drawn

from these informal letters is that rela-
tions between the two firms could have
been a little strained!

Mauritius Duty Plate varieties
In GSM (December 1947) a short article
dealt briefly with minor flaws on the Mau-
ritius values. It pointed out that the duty
plates had been in use for a good many
years and the opportunity had been taken
to examine sheets of all values. Only five
flaws, all affecting the word ‘MAURI-
TIUS were termed as ‘more noticeable.’
They were: 10c.—R8/4 Right Pane, Top of
‘g’ battered. 12c.—R6/1 Left Pane, Sec-
ond stroke of ‘M’ badly formed. 25¢.—
R3/6 RP, Base of ‘U’ broken. 1r—R6/1 RP,
First stroke of ‘A’ battered. 1r.—R7/6 RP,
Base of ‘I’ broken. The first, third and
fourth are now listed in the Part I cata-
logue. Above the article two small news
items caught the eye and, although totally
irrelevant, are included as a touch of
nostalgia for older readers. The first;
‘Deanna Durbin is reported to be forming
a collection for her eight-months-old
daughter from stamps franking her fan
mail,” and the second, ‘Teddy Brown, the
popular xylophonist, left a collection of
British Colonials worth £1,155.” But
enough of irrelevancy and back to the
study of flaws on the duty plates. In the
lists that follow, the associated key plate
(KP) is listed when the example has been
seen. However, the words in GSM should
be heeded as the flaws could have oc-
curred when the duty plate was used with
an earlier and/or later KP.

9¢. All occur with KP2. The first two
varieties occur on both perforations. R3/6
left pane (LP)—Value tablet damaged (Fig
). R8/6 right pane (RP)—Top of ‘S’
chipped, this is most noticeable on perf
15x14 (Fig 2), but not so obvious on perf
14 (Fig 3). Rl/1 RP—Damage to the left
side of ‘A (Fig 4), but not on the perf 15x14
stamp. R3/1 LP—The frame of the value
tablet on the lower left side shows a bulge
from the very first (perf 15x14) printing
with KP2, indicating a probable repair (Fig
5). R3/2 LP—On the perf 15x14 printing
there is a trace of damage to the foot of the
‘S’, this develops on later printings (Fig 6).
The ‘M’ is also damaged on these print-
ings at R3/1 LP (Fig 7), R6/1 LP (Fig 8) and
R7/1 LP (Fig 9).

those of the Leeward Islands

3c. R2/2 and 3/2 RP. It was noted in
GSM (January 1948) that Messrs Field
had reported a ‘sliced S” on R2/2 and 3/2
printed from KP 1, the former being
slightly more prominent (Fig 10), than the
latter (Fig 11). Both are now listed as SG
953a, and described as. ‘The Sliced S at
Right'. The ‘S’ on R5/2, 7/2 (Fig 12), 9/2
(Fig 13) and 10/2 (Fig 14) was similarly
affected, but to a lesser degree, ‘and are
illustrated to avoid confusion. On 2 July
1950 a photograph of the ‘curious variety’
on R2/2 was published in Stamp Mirror.
The accompanying text suggested that
the final ‘S’ had either been damaged in
the printing or had been accidentally
rimmed off when the plate was ‘finished.”
It seems more likely that the latter ex-
planation was correct, bearing in mind
the existence of the other examples in the
same vertical row. At the time of writing
(September 1996) it does appear prob-
able that the damaged duty plate, having
been used just once with KP1, continued
in use with KP2 as happened with the 4c.
DP. To support this contention a posi-
tional example from R3/2, in a different
shade and with some damage to the adja-
cent jubilee line, shows “The Sliced S at
Right'. Single examples in another dis-
tinet shade have also been seen. All have
the characteristics of KP2. As additional
support for this hypothesis Saunders and
Baker noted a clear break in the value
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tablet on R10/3 LP. KP1 and it is most
relevant that a break in the value tablet
also occurred on the same stamp printed
from KP2 (Fig 15). Baker also reported a
break in the horizontal and at the base of
the right semi-vertical of the ‘A" at R9/2
LP and damage to the spandrels to the
left of the value tablet on R10/2 LP. Both
with KP2.

4c. One of the best known varieties is
“The Open C.” an apt name used to de-
scribe the chipped prongs of the ‘C’ of 4c.
on R9/6 RP. This gives the impression of
a wider mouth to the G (Fig 16), than nor-
mal (Fig 17). It occurred with KP1, 2 and
3. Peter Ibbotson, writing in Stamp Collect-
ing on 2 June 1979 explained that ‘The
Open C’ affected the King George V 4c.
green, Die 1 with the Multiple Script
watermark and the King George V 4c.
sage-green and carmine, Die II with the
same watermark from FP16. He stressed
that it did not appear on KP17 of the
sage-green and carmine stamp. This ap-
parent anomaly was because KP17 was
issued and used 12 months before KP16.
There can be no doubt that, providing
the King George V and King George VI
material is available, there is scope for re-
search into the use of duty plates during
both reigns. The blunt left nose on the
value tablet on R2/2 LP occurred with
both KP2 (Fig 18) and 3 (Fig 19). The dif-
ference in appearance could be the result
of repair work. The top of the frame sur-
rounding the value on R2/2 LP also suf-
fered very slight damage at an early stage
as the downwards slope in the north-west
corner can be found on stamps from KP1,
2 and 3. Fig 20 illustrates this with KP1,
but, of course, without the later damage
to the left nose of the value tablet. The
slight downwards slope could, of course,
occur on the King George V series.

Baker gave written descriptions of
some other constant varieties on the 4c.
duty plate used with KP1.They are in-
cluded to help collectors who may find
examples. Those on the left pane are:
R3/6—Broken value tablet at top left.
R7/1—Deformed value tablet on the left
side. R10/1—Top of the left vertical of
‘M’ sliced diagonally. R10/3—Deformed
value tablet on the right side. R10/4—
Broken value tablet above the figure 4’.
R10/5—Deformed value tablet at lower
Jeft and a broken nose to the ‘4’. On the
right pane, still from KP 1, Baker re-
ported: R1/6—Right vertical of “U’ much
taller than the left one. R3/4—Damage to
right side of value tablet. R4/3—Small
break at the top of the value tablet.
R4/4—S sliced diagonally at the top. It
seems probable that most of these con-
tinued to show with KP2 and 3. Baker
noted that on the left pane from KP2, the
base of the vertical of the ‘R’ was sliced
diagonally on R1/2 and 2/2, with the ‘U’
next to the ‘R’ on R2/2 also sliced at its
base. He also wrote that the damage al-
ready described on R2/2, R3/4, R4/4 with
KP1, also occurred with KP3. )

5c¢. Saunders described the following
duty plate varieties with KP1. R1/1 LP—
Damage to the top of the first vertical of
‘M’. Rl/1 RP—Sliced ‘M’. R1/6 RP—
Horizontal bar of the ‘T" broken in the

centre. R9/4 RP—Damage to the first ver-
tical of the ‘M’. He noted three others
with KP2 R1/1 LP—The top of the ‘M’
missing. R9/5 RP—The base of the ‘U’
straight, not rounded. R10/6 RP—Value
tablet slightly damaged. On the later
printings on thin paper he added a fur-
ther four from the right pane. R1/6—5'
damaged at the top and bottom. R9/4—
Badly damaged first vertical of the ‘M’.
R10/4—Damaged ‘M’, ‘R’ and ‘S’. R10/5
—Inside of first vertical of ‘M’ damaged.

10c. Pride of place goes to R8/4 RP
where the ‘S’ was sliced horizontally at the
top (Fig2I). It is now listed as SG 256 a
and b. Baker and Saunders positioned
it on panes from KP1 and 2. They also
identified five other signs of duty plate
damage on the right pane with KPI:
R1/4—Broken value tablet. R3/6—Short
‘T’ and ‘T. R4/3—Damaged ‘S’. R4/6—
Damaged ‘S’. R8/3—Damaged value
tablet. Three more caught their eye with
KP2, again on the right pane: R1/1—M’
and ‘R’ damaged plus the figure ‘O’ in the
value. R9/6—S’ broken at centre. R10/1—
Break through outer frame to the name
tablet frame and top of the ‘U’.

12¢. Baker noted with KP2 on the left
pane: R2/1—MAR’ damaged. R2/2—R’
and ‘S’ damaged. It has to be said that top
left plate blocks exist without any sign of
damage to either stamp. In the December
1995 edition of Geosix, the quarterly
newsletter of the King George VI Col-
lectors’ Society, Dickon Pollard of Murray
Payne Ltd, described and illustrated some
flaws affecting six left panes from KP2.
The first, in two states, effected the ‘1’ of
12¢. on R5/1 (Figs 22-23). The second, in
two broadly similar states, effected R5/2
(Fig 24). He also drew attention to major
damage to the letters ‘M’, first ‘', “T" and
second ‘U’ of Mauritius on R6/1 as well as
a nice diagonal cut into the figure 2" on
R10/3. It is interesting to note that GSM
reported, as long ago as December 1947,
that the second stroke of the ‘M’ was badly
formed on R6/1 LP (Fig 25). At some
stage, not necessarily in association with
the damage to the ‘1’ of 12c., the first ‘T
became shorter and the second ‘T, T
and ‘S’ showed what appears to be pro-
gressive metal deterioration, rather than
accidental damage. It is believed that Fig
26 illustrates an advanced state as the ‘I’
of 12¢c. shows no sign of any damage or
repair. This most probably indicates that
the whole figure was replaced, after un-
successful repair work. This ties in with
the appearance of the two states reported
by Pollard.

20c. With KP 2 on the left pane at

' R9/1—Break in the lower line of the value

tablet and on ‘R’ 9/6 RP—Break in the
right leg of ‘R’.

25c. The very large break in the first
‘U’ of MAURITIUS with KP1 and 2 on
R3/6 RP (SG 259a and ba) is most notice-
able and aptly named the ‘I’ Flaw (Fig
27). However, the damage to the foot of
the first ‘I is less so (Fig 28). The ‘U’ ap-
pears to have been corrected when KP3
was used, but the damaged ‘T’ remained.
Baker noted with KP1, that on the right
pane there was a break in the value tablet
on R10/2 and the letter ‘T’ was sliced
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diagonally on R10/3. Some positioned
flaws, probably with KP2, follow. R10/1
LP—The bottom line of the value tablet
appears to have been strengthened as it is
far thicker than normal. This could have
been the result of a repair to major dam-
age. R10/4 LP—Slight damage to the first
U (Fig 29). R2/4 RP—The left hand tip of
the value tablet is cracked and blunt (Fig
30) and the top left of the ‘M’ is chipped
(Fig 31). There are many, many other in-
stances of damage to be found on this
value, but their existence on single copies
precludes positioning them.

1r. The battered ‘A on R6/1 RP was
picked out in GSM in 1947 and is now
listed as SG 260a, ¢ and ca. It occurred
with KP1 and 2 (Fig 32). Stamp Mirror (16
September 1950) drew attention to the
Broken ‘I’ on R7/6 RP with KP3 (Fig 33).
Baker had noticed it with KP1.

Hand painting

Remedial action by touching-up defects
with a fine paint brush has been men-
tioned before during this series. It ap-
pears again. In March 1948 C P Rang
commented in GSM about one of a pair of
925c¢. values, provided by Messrs W Simp-
son, in response to earlier discussion
about hand-painting on stamps printed
by De La Rue and Waterlow. In his view
the crudeness of the strengthening of the
letters forming MAURITIUS made it
questionable whether or not it was an im-
provement and raised some doubts about
its authenticity. However, in this instance
the defect was a very faint, almost colour-
less, impression of MAURITIUS on the
left-hand stamp, a weakness that could be
seen in the ‘M’ on the adjacent stamp.
The ink or paint used for the retouching
was the same colour as that of the printed
word and was not a water colour. The
strokes were rough and the work obvious
enough when attention was drawn to it,
but was good enough to disguise the weak
printing and, therefore, from the print-
ers’ point of view, worth doing. In conclu-
sion Rang stressed that, if such varieties
were to be authenticated then they must
come either in supplies direct from a
Government Department or, if isolated
specimens, from such sources as to dis-
count the chances of tampering. It is rel-
evant that in November 1956 Rang
described how three sheets of the Hong
Kong $1. value, had been found in their
stock with a large flaw on the cheek of
KGVI that had apparently been painted
in by hand.

Leeward Islands Duty Plate

varieties

%d. The following have come to notice
over the years. R4/1 LP, KP3—Damage to
the bottom right corner of the ‘W’ of
LEEWARD. RG/1 LP—Damage to the
upper left hand corner of the value tablet
(Fig 34). R9/5 LP, KP2—Break in the
value tablet frame (Fig 35). R10/3 LP,
KP2—Broken ‘4’ in ¥%d. (Fig 36). Black
(Stamp Collecting, 18 May 1951) described
a very thin ‘'L in LEEWARDS on R7/5 RP,
KP3 and added that it had been corrected
for the June 1949 release. However,

Halward (Stamp Lover, January-March
1975) reported an easily detectable thin
‘I’ on R85 RP, KP3 and noted it was
absent from the June 1949 printing. It
seems that Halward was correct, as
Holmes, when writing about repairs to
the issue (Stamp Collecting, 23 May 1958),
drew attention to the 13 June 1949 re-
lease where the ‘L’ and ‘R’ of LEEWARD
had been repaired on R8/5 RP, KP3. He
added that the flaws first appeared on the
KP3 release during June to September
1941. Finally, an unplated single from
KP3 deserves mention as it shows damage
to the tops of the letters ‘R’, ‘D', ‘T’ and
‘S

%d. (Left Pane). R2/2 KP1, 2 and 3. A
shortened top to the first vertical of the
‘N’ is easy to pick out, particularly as it is
located in a conventional plate block (Fig
37). It is still obvious on the colour
change of July 1949, perhaps to a lesser
degree. Holmes considered that a partial
repair was detectable on the March 1950
release. Examination does show that the
previously slanted top has changed to
horizontal, but remains shorter than nor-
mal (Fig 38). R3/1 KP2—A short ‘L in
LEEWARD was reported by Black. In ad-
dition, Holmes (of Cleveland, Ohio)
noted a small dent at’the lower right of
the value tablet on KP1 and 2, which Hal-
ward considered very difficult to detect.
R3/6 KP1, KP2 and possibly KP3—Dam-
age to the top of ‘L (Fig 39). R4/1 KP1
and 2—The damage to the second ‘'S’ is
most distinctive as a sliver protrudes
above the damaged top surface. On KP1
it can touch the frame line above (Fig 40),
but on KP 2 this is not so pronounced (Fig
41). The sliver presumably wore away and
shortened during use. R6/2 KP2—The
top of the ‘L shows a split on the green
stamp (Fig 42). It seems highly probable
that the left hand sliver would have
broken away at some later state. R7/1 KP2
and 3—The ‘L has a club-foot on both
colours (Fig 43).

%d. (Right Pane). R1/2 KP2—The dam-
age to the ‘L of ISLANDS converts it into
an ‘I’ with a large full stop (Fig 44). On
later printings of the green stamp it is
even more pronounced (Fig 45). It is now
listed in Part 1 as SG 96a. Halward stated
that it first occurred on the KP2 Novem-
ber 1942 release and was present on the
May 1944 issue, but did not continue
when the colour changed from green to
grey in July 1949. Black concurred. R2/6
KP1 and 2—The top of the ‘S’ was dam-
aged (Fig 46). R3/6 RP, KP1 and 2—The
dent in the south west side of the value
tablet is clearly visible (Fig 47). R6/4 KP2
—The upper right corner of the value
tablet bends downwards (Fig 48). It was
corrected for the colour change. R7/1
KP2 and 3—According to Halward the
break in the shading was first recorded on
the November 1942 printing from KP2. It
can be found on the grey stamp (Fig 49),
but was corrected eventually. R10/5-6
KP2—Initially the foot of the second ‘S’
on R10/5 was sliced away (Fig 50). On
later issues the foot is rounded, but is still
of abnormal appearance, even on the
grey stamp. For the record the letter is
perfectly formed on KP1. The side of the

a2 a3 4s
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second ‘S’ on R10/6 was sliced vertically
(Fig 51). This was repaired, after a fash-
ion, with a small hazy green patch ap-
pearing by the damaged curve (Fig 52).
Signs of the hazy patch are still visible on
the grey stamp, but the outline of the
curve is near normal. Holmes noted the
repair and stated that the original flaw
first appeared on the November 1942 re-
lease. Finally, John Hubbard (Stamp Col-
lecting 18 July 1958) attributed a light
entry to the first ‘L, on the first stamp of
the second to tenth rows, giving the ap-
pearance of a doubling of the upright
stroke on both the green and grey stamp.

An apology

I would like to apologise for an error in
Part 43 of this series in which I referred to
the discoverer of a variety illustrated on
the front cover of the February issue as Sir
Edourad Nairoc.

My thanks are due to Gerard Noyau for
pointing out that his name was, in fact, Sir
Edouard Nairac, a Mauritian of French
descent who received his knighthood
for contributions to the development of
Mauritius.

Parts 45 and 46 (GSM August and
November 1997) will describe a selection of
some of the duty plate varieties on the
Leeward Islands 1d. to 5s. values.

Collectors interested in the study of
the King George VI philatelic era
are invited to join the King George
VI Collectors' Society. Three or four
meetings are held each year and
the quarterly journal, Geosix,
contains specialist articles about
stamps of the period. Further
details can be obtained from:

The Secretary, KGVICS, 98 Albany,
Manor Road, Bournemouth,

BH1 3EW.
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