George VI Varieties

Part 45—Small Keyplates
(Leeward Islands continued)

Three more values (the 1d., 1%d. and 2d.) in the Leeward Islands
series are reviewed by Richard Lockyer ose

The 1d. value

Philip Halward made a most valid point
when he wrote about the flaws on the 1d.
Die A (SG 98). He stressed that the signs
of damage to this duty plate varied to
some extent on different sheets. He be-
lieved the cause was many years of wear,
before the plate was eventually replaced
by Die B (SG 99). W M Royale endorsed
this and added that numerous small de-
fects occurred. In his opinion hardly a
single impression from Die A was perfect.
He believed this was because the plate
had been in use since the early 1920s.

The introduction of the unnumbered
Die B duty plate intrigued Saunders. He
suggested that it was left unnumbered be-
cause it was the first 1d. duty plate of the
reign. A new farthing duty plate had
also come into use in 1939 and was again
unnumbered. On the other hand, the re-
placement 2d. and ls. duty plates intro-
duced in 1944 were given the number 2
in the plate plug. This is clearly an area of
philatelic study which deserves attention
as it bridges the reigns of King George V
and King George VI.

Die B was first issued, and used with Key
Plate 2, to satisfy a special printing of the
1d. (Requisition 948/1) for 100 sheets to

- be converted into 25 rolls of 480 stamps.
The coils were despatched on 13 July
1940. The claim in the Commonwealth
Catalogue that used copies with Die B exist
postmarked as early as 1940 is, therefore,
perfectly feasible—surely items to be cher-
ished when discovered. The differences
between Die A and Die B are illustrated in
Part 1, but are included here for the record
(Figs 1 and 2). The Die B duty plate, un-
like Die A, had a jubilee line surrounding
it. This printed outside the key plate line
and resulted in sheets displaying a double
instead of a single jubilee line.

Numbers printed

There were 17 printings of the 1d. value
between 1938 and 9 July 1952 when the
final printing of the green stamp was re-
Jleased. This gives ample scope for vari-
ations of shade. This aspect was thor-
oughly investigated by F R Saunders and
M R Boyle not only for the 1d. value but
all the others, in their excellent and
lengthy study paper published by the
King George VI Collectors Society. How-
ever, when considering duty plate varieties
it is as well to remember that, of the scar-
let, carmine and red stamps, 275,400
stamps were printed from Die A and
1,033,560 from Die B. In addition a fur-
ther 1,935,000 green stamps were printed.

Plate wear, accidental damage and repair
as well as the vagariés of inking all play
their part to create the opportunity to
enjoy a fascinating search for the unusual.

Die A
Moreton Black drew attention to eight
Raws in Stamp Collecting (18 May 1951).
Halward, when writing in Stamp Lover
(October-December 1975) took a leaf
from Royale’s book and described some
60 faults, many of them very small. Only
the more noticeable will be described now.
However, any reader wishing to see the
full list, as well as the other relevant art-
icles published in 1975, should visit the
NPS Library at the British Philatelic
Centre, 107 Charterhouse Street, London.
Left Pane: R1/3—Top of the L of LEE-
WARD sliced away (Fig 3). R2/3—Substan-
tial damage to the W (Fig 4). A major
break in the top horizontal line of the
value tablet on the left has been noted by
Brooks, however this does not occur on a
copy in the possession of the author and
its appearance during a printing run
points to the fragility of the old duty
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plate. R4/6—Damage to the lower half of
the final S (Fig 5). R6/1—First L de-
formed, having lost its angle corner (Fig
6). R10/1—Damage to the foot of the first
E and A of LEEWARD (Fig 7). R10/3—
Damage to the lowest horizontal of the
second E, leaving a red dot, and a chip in
the vertical of the D (Figs 8a-b).

Right Pane: The top row is a good ex-
ample of the many imperfections men-
tioned by Royale. R1/1—The first L and
second E (Fig 9). R1/2—The D and first S
show thinning (Fig 10). R1/3—both Es
(Fig 11). R1/4—All the letters in LEE-
WARD, except for the L (Fig 12). R1/6—
Top left-hand side of the R, right-hand
side of the final A and S (Fig I3a, b—).
R3/6—Damage to the last S—this re-
sembles damage to the same letter on
R4/6LP. R7/6—A much shortened and
slightly bent left leg of the N (Fig 14), to-
gether with a break in the upper horizon-
tal of the value tablet. R8/3—Damage to
the top of the W at the right and a slice
from the top of the adjacent A (Fig 15).
R9/6—Damage to the top of the A of
LEEWARD (Fig 16).
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Die B
The DI Flaw—R7/3 Left Pane: This well-
known and most popular variety (Fig 17)
occurred in association with Key Plate 3
and deserves special mention before others
are described. It is now catalogued as SG
99a, 99ca and 100a. R7/3 LP was first ef-
fected by a dent (Fig 18) which appeared in
the centre of the upper horizontal frame
line of the value tablet on the 1 October
1946 release in vermilion-scarlet. The
damaged DI appeared on the 29 Septem-
ber 1947 (paler vermilion-scarlet), 13 Sep-
tember 1948 (paler shade of scarlet) and 17
November 1948 (dull pinkish scarlet) issues
and continued with the dent when the
colour was changed to green and released
on 1 July 1949. (A colour photograph of
the 1d. green, with both flaws showing
clearly), appeared on the front of the No-
vember 1996 edition of GSM). Halward
noted that, ‘when examples of the variety
appeared on the new colour, much interest
was created, since it was generally accepted
that, prior to this release, a repair to the
plate had been carried out. It is true to say
that the greater part of the printing includ-
ing this pronounced flaw, was despatched
to the colony (some panes containing the
variety were released by the Crown Agents)
and owing to insatiable demand copies
were on sale for a very short period indeed.
Thus in the series we have (a) the dent in
the value tablet, (b) both the DI flaw and
the dent in the value tablet, (c) correction
of the DI flaw with the value tablet dent still
present, and (d) both flaws corrected’.
Black considered way back in 1951 and
without any access to official records, that
the DI flaw was corrected half way through
the first printing of the green stamp. The
study paper by Saunders and Boyle, pub-
lished by the KGVICS, shows that the
order for printing the colour changes was
given some time before September 1948.
KP 3 was issued on 22 September and the
1d. duty plate on 12 October to satisfy Req
1117/1 for the green stamp. However, be-
fore printing commenced it became clear
that more of the old colour were needed.
The original order was superseded by Req
1117/2. Five hundred sheets were printed
and a release made in London on 13 Sep-
tember with a token 30 sheets sent to the
colony on 12 August. Req 1117/3 followed
and 250 sheets were printed in the dull
pinkish shade of scarlet with release in
London on 17 November. (As an aside it is
worth noting that this printing is the only
one that exists with an aniline duty plate.)
This left Req 1117/1 still to be satisfied
and, for a lack of official records, it can
only be presumed that the printing went
ahead some time in Jate 1948 because
5516 sheets were despatched on 7 January
1949 with an allocation of 300,000 stamps
to the Crown Agents Bureau for dealers.
Early in 1949 a further 545 sheets in the
new colour were printed to satisfy part of
Req 1148/2 and a despatch was made to
the colony on 23 May 1949. Despite all
these facts, the timing of the repair to the
DI flaw must be a matter of conjecture.
However, it seems reasonable to propose
that the work was carried out between the
two printings of the 1d. green. This would
be in accord with comment by Black and

the remark by Halward that ‘some panes
containing the variety were released by the
Crown Agents’ which infers that some did
not. There is no doubt that the three re-
maining printings released on 20 March
1950 (Req 1170/1). 24 October 1951 (Req
1265/1) and 9 July 1952 (Req 1297/1) were
in the repaired state so far as the DI was
concerned. The dent was corrected on the
20 March 1950 issue. A listing of other de-
fects now follows.

Left Pane: R1/1—The tops of IS-
LANDS showed damage for a time (Fig 19)
together with a dent in the top of the value
tablet above the d. of 1d. R1/2—The tops
of EWARD and IS were scalped on print-
ings after the carmine shade (Fig 20). They
were eventually corrected after a fashion
on the colour change to green released on
1 July 1949. Holmes reported that signs of
damage were still evident on supplies to
the colony, but Halward could not confirm
this from the London release. R1/3—On a
very late printing of the green stamp the
foot of the D of LEEWARD shows damage
with very slight damage to the bottom of
the adjacent IS (Fig 21). This is at the stage
when only the damaged L at R6/5 and
blunt value tablet at R7/4 remain uncor-
rected. R6/5 —The base of the first L has a
rounded corner on the 1944 release (Fig
22), rather than the clear cut-off that ap-
peared later. It is obvious on the green
stamp (Fig 23). R7/4—TFor most of its life
the left point of the value tablet was blunt
(Fig 24). This is readily apparent on the
late printing previously mentioned when
very few defects remain uncorrected.
R9/2—Upper right corner of the value
tablet rounded on later printings (Fig 25).
R10/1—Beginning with the 10 May 1944
printing the lower left-hand corner of the
value tablet suffered progressive deteriora-
tion (Fig 26). Holmes maintained that
partial repair work was carried out on
the 29 September 1947 release and was
completed on the 17 November 1948 issue
with the characteristics of the complete re-
pair remaining the same on the dark green
1 July 1949 release. Halward could still
detect signs of the damage on the later
green printing. It is not detectable on the
Jast. R 10/3—Holmes noted that the L of
LEEWARD showed damage on the 29 Sep-
tember 1947 release (Fig 27), but was not
present on the next release on 13 Septem-
ber 1948. It was most probably pollution
rather than damage.

Right Pane: R1/5—Value tablet dam-
aged (Figs 28-9) and repaired (Fig 30) on
the green stamp. R1/6—Blunt left corner
of the value tablet on the green stamp (Fig
31). R4/2—Joined A and N (Fig 32). Hal-
ward stated that this only occurred on the
Plate 2 carmine printing of August 1942
and was most probably pollution. R4/6—
The damage to the value tablet is present
on the scarlet printing and Halward noted
that it became more obvious on the
carmine (Fig 33). It does not appear on the
green issue::'R10/4—Holmes reported
damage to the DS of ISLANDS on the Sep-
tember 1947 release and suggested that it
occurred before this. It was still unrepaired
by 1 July 1949. Halward agreed but in all
fairness it is barely noticeable, perhaps be-
cause of inking.
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The 1%d. value

After the excitement of the 1d. value the
1%d. duty plate offers very little. There
were eight printings and the order of KP
usagewas 1, 3, 2,2, 3, 3, 3 and 3. The most
significant item can be found at R1/1 on
some brown left panes from KP3 where the
L of LEEWARD is defective. Black had
spotted the flawed letter on KP3 during
1951. Halward confirmed this and went on
to say that close examination revealed that
the upright of the L of LEEWARD was
bent, but to conform to its proper shape a
true vertical in shadow form existed in the
background. He suggested that the upper
surface of the type of the L became dis-
torted and that the undamaged metal base
of the vertical took up some ink creating a
shadow upright. On the other hand, Black
believed the L had been retouched by
hand and suggested that it appeared the
upright had failed to print, or to have been
curved, with the printers adding a stroke of
brown ink to straighten it up.

Collectors fortunate enough to have a
plate block showing the variety on R1/1
will see at first glance what appears to be
a poorly formed letter L with the vertical
leaning towards the left. However a
strong glass reveals on the author’s copy,
the darker shape of a badly damaged let-
ter with the stem of the vertical broken
(Fig 34) Halward’s description matches an
earlier state. The broken vertical is
masked by a lighter brown shadow, de-
scribed by Halward. However another
piece of evidence appears when the
stamp is viewed obliquely in a strong
light, as the area of fuzziness or shadow
shows disturbance on an otherwise
smooth surface. Halward made no men-
tion of this. (This is a recommended tech-
nique to discover if the surface of any
stamp has been adversely affected). It is a
matter of conjecture, whether the result
was as Halward described or led to addi-
tional hand-painting suggested by Black.
The disturbance of the surface of the
paper brings hand erasure to mind, but it
is difficult to see the circumstances lead-
ing to such work. Suffice it to say that the
fuzzy area is a slightly different shade of
brown. Whatever happened and hand
painting seems the most likely repair, it
can only have occurred on the second or
fifth printing as the last three printings
using KP3 were for the colour change,
first released in 1949.

Details of a few more varieties on the left
pane now follow: R1/1 KP3—This position
but in the new colours (SG 102) features
again on the 1 July 1949 release. Halward
stated that the topping of the name tablet
was obvious and, although constant, posi-

-tional blocks (including those released in

1%d. value flaws
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October 1951) did not all display the char-
acteristics. Holmes explained this appar-
ent anomaly with a comment that, whereas
sheets sent to the colony for release on 1
July had topped letters of WARD, those
sheets released in London on the same
date showed WARD repaired along the top
of the letters. The repair gives the effect of
a dip along the top of the name (Fig 35).

Neither Halward nor Holmes had ac-
cess to official” records. Their reports
based only on sightings are understand-
able when the records are consulted. Al-
though Req 1117/1 and 1148/2 were
orders for sheets in the new colour, the
printings were- separated by several
months. The plates were issued on 2 Sep-
tember 1948 (KP3) and 1 October (DP) to
satisfy Req 1117/1. This was the sixth
printing of the value. 2262 sheets were de-
livered with 2000 allocated to the Crown
Agents Bureau and 262 sent to the colony
on 7 January 1949. The seventh printing
(Req 1148/2) followed, with the plates
issued on 25 February 1949 (KP3) and 4
March (DP), 1,022 sheets were delivered
and from the records it appears that they
were all sent to the colony on 25 May. The
bi-coloured 1%d. was released on 1 July.
The two printings must have been alike as
no one commented on shade variations at
the time. A further 500 sheets were with-
drawn from the Bureau and despatched to
the colony on 14 October. This was re-
peated on 1 February 1951. The eighth
and final printing in a ‘slightly deeper
orange’, according to GSM, was released
in London on 24 October 1951, but sup-
plies were not sent to the colony until 6
November. The unfortunate, inevitable
and unsatisfactory conclusion from all this
is that it is not possible to judge accurately
when the damage and repair to R1/1 oc-
curred, but demonstrates the difficulties
that can arise! Two other minor varieties
on the left pane have been reported in the
past. They are—R2/2 unknown KP—A
break in a corner of the value tablet was
reported by Royale. R3/6 KP1 and 3—A
wavy frame line at the top right of the
value tablet on the chestnut stamp from
Royale.

Only four DP flaws have been reported
on the right pane. R2/6 unknown KP—A
retouch to the value tablet from below the
d. of 1%d. thickened the line. R3/6 un-
known KP—Black noted a retouch to the
whole bottom right corner of the value
tablet. R6/3 KP3 (SG 102)—Damage to the
A and R (Fig 36). R10/3—Holmes noted
that a break in lower horizontal of the
value tablet first appeared on the KP2 re-
lease of 3 December 1943. He added that
this showed as a repair on the 1 July 1949
and colonial release of 24 October 1951.

Fig36

The 2d. value

Over the years a fair number of defects af-
fecting the unnumbered duty plate, which
continued in use from the reign of King
George V, have been reported in phil-
atelic magazines Black, Halward, Holmes
and Royale all contributed information.
The opportunity will be taken to sum-
marise their findings and include addi-
tional comment from other sources.

Printings with the Unnumbered Duty
Plate: The first printing (KP1) was re-
leased on 25 November 1938. It consisted
of 92,720 stamps—20,000 were allocated
for sale to dealers and the rest went to the
Colony. The second printing (KP3) con-
sisted of 12,120 stamps. They were sent to
the Colony (14 October and 13 November
1942). The sixth and last printing
(KP2) from the unnumbered duty plate
consisted of 515 sheets with 100 for the
Bureau and the remainder for the Colony
(19 August and 9 December 1943).

Change of Duty Plate: The unnum-
bered duty plate, which had been in use
during the previous reign, was replaced by
a new one, numbered ‘2’ over R1/LP and
under R10/6 RP, for Req 984/1, the sev-
enth printing of the 2d. value. The new
plate had a jubilee line, whereas the old
one did not, GSM (July 1944) reported
that supplies with the new plate combina-
tion (2-2) had reached the firm. It is most
probable that the release date in London
was 10 May 1944. This date was quoted by
‘Aniline’ in Stamp Mirror (13 May 1950).
Despatches to the colony were not made
until 7 June and 12 August.

Shades: Colour descriptions are a mat-
ter of opinion and the allocation of shades
is an even more difficult topic. The follow-
ing descriptions of the six printings of
the 2d. from the unnumbered duty plate
have been given by commentators in
the past. First printing—slate-grey or grey.
Second—slate. Third—deeper slate grey.
Fourth—deeper grey, slate or deep grey.
Fifth—very pale grey or pale grey. Sixth—
a shade mid-way between the two earlier
KP2 printings or grey.

Damage to the Value Tablet: It was the
damage to the unnumbered duty plate
that attracted attention, particularly the
damage to the top frame line of the value
tablet. Royale said it was impossible to de-
scribe the numerous wavy lines in suffi-
cient detail to differentiate one from
another and listed them in general terms.
Left Pane: R3/3 dent. R3/4 gap (Fig 37).
R7/1 wavy. Right Pane: R2/1 small dent.
R4/1 and 6—wavy. R6/1 dent, but Halward
described it as a gap (Fig 38). R9/1 wavy
(Royale noted that the wavy line was worse
on the King George V issue). R9/4 wavy.
R10/1 and 4 dents. R10/6 dent (Fig 39).

2d. value flaws
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2d. value flaws
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Black reported that R10/6 was sometimes
corrected by hand-painting and later by a
stroke on the plate which was still obvious.

More Hand Painting: GSM (February
1944) reported that on supplies received
in 1942 (most probably November) R10/6
RP showed a prominent indentation of
the value tablet frame line above the 2 of
2d. (Fig 39). However, on a supply in late
1943 (most probably 3 December) the
dent was hardly visible as a dash of grey
colour had been applied to fill the gap on
the two sheets available for inspection.
The two strokes differed in shape and this
pointed to an instance of hand-painting.
R9/6 RP also showed a stroke of the same
colour at the top of the I of ISLANDS. It
was the first time the editor could recall
such touching-up on typographed
stamps. Holmes, writing in Stamp Collect-
ing (23 May 1958) also commented on ex-
amples of hand painting on Rows 9 and
10 from the right pane of the KP2 release
of 3 December 1943, where repairs had
been made with black or grey-black ink
on the grey stamp. In addition, the lines
of the repairs were irregular and showed
little or no coincidence.

Damage to the Letters: Besides the
twelve instances of plate damage to the
value tablet mentioned by Royale, there
were others affecting the letters in LEE-
WARD ISLANDS which have attracted at-
tention in the past. Left Pane: R2/1—The
right stroke of N sliced at the top (Fig 40).
R3/4—Damage to the upright of the L
(Fig 41). Michael Steward mentioned in
correspondence with Halward that the
damage to the L occurred with KP1, but
without the sign of wear to the value
tablet (Fig 37). R4/2—Defective base to
the IS. R4/4—The I is longer than usual
(Fig 42). R4/6—Damage to the bottom

Fig52
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horizontal of the second E (Fig 43).
R6/4—Bottom bar of the first E shorter
than normal (Fig 44). R7/4—Thin and
sloping first L. R7/5—Broken top loop to
the S. R8/4—Thinning to the base of the
letters EE (Fig 45) R10/4—Distorted bot-
tom horizontal to the second E (Fig 46)
Right Pane: R1/1 A break in the top bar
of the second E (Fig 47) eventually de-
veloped into a short bar. R1/3—A strange
shaped L and E (Fig 48). R1/6—Thick-
ened tops to the D and S (Fig 49). R2/3
and 4—Final S shaved at the right (Fig 50)
it is worth noting that this letter suffered

similar, but less extensive damage else-
where on the sheet. R3/1—A coloured
flaw between the L and E (Fig 51). R5/6—
S shaved on the top. R9/1—Damage to
the first S of ISLANDS R9/2—Shortened
1 (Fig 52 as seen by Black and Fig 53 by
Halward), Black stated that this was some-
times corrected by hand-painting. ‘Ani-
line’ writing in Stamp Mirror (13 May
1950) confirmed this and added that
there was a stroke of the same grey colour
at the top of the I. R9/3—Cut into the
base of the first E and a small D in LEE-
WARD R9/4 —Thickened and shortened
din 1d.

Duty Plate 2: Dr ] M Holmes drew at-
tention to what he described as re-entries
or repairs to LEEWARD ISLANDS on
R1/2-3LP from the 29 September 1947
release printed from KP3DP2. In re-
sponse Halward disagreed, stating that
the shadow effects on these stamps sel-
dom proved of philatelic significance. He
went on to say that so-called doubled im-
pressions or re-entries frequently encoun-
tered on these issues could be fairly
attributed to either plate wear, over-
inking or to the movement or flap of
paper in the press. He ended by noting
that this effect was encountered on
stamps from either the top or bottom of a
sheet or pane and quoted the Bahamas
definitive issue as a good example. This
printing feature was mentioned in Part 11
of this series (GSM February 1989) when
describing varieties on the Bahamas 2d.
value.

Part 46 (GSM November 1997) will examine
the 2%d., 3d. and 6d. values of the Leeward
Islands.

Collectors interested in the stamps of the
KGV! era are invited to join the King
George VI Collector’s Society. Further
details can be obtained from the Secretary,
KGVICS, 98 Albany, Manor Road,
Bournemouth, BH1 3EW.

Update to Parts 43 and 44

Peter Brooks has made some helpful and most welcome comments about the con-
tents of Parts 43 and 44 (GSM February and May 1997). Firstly, he rightly points
out that the lozenge-shaped flaw (Fig 3 in Part 43) on Key Plate 1 occurs on R2/1
Left Pane and not R2/2. (The author can only blame the computer gremlin that
strikes now and again!) Secondly, he states that the Serrated Edge Flaw on Lee-
ward Islands stamps (Figs 9-10, Part 43) is only found on the printings of August
1942 (1d., 2d., 6d., and 1s.) and November 1942 (4d., %d., 1d., 2d., 2%d., 3d., 6d.
and 1s). He emphasises that it does not appear on any later printings and is there-
fore absent from the 1%d., 2s. and 5s. From this it appears that Hubbard (Stamp
Collecting 18 July 1958) and Halward (Stamp Lover January-March 1975) were mis-
taken when they listed the flaw on the 1%d. Thirdly, Brooks confirms that the
illustrated varieties from the %d. Duty Plate, Left Pane (Figs 37-8, 39, 40-1 and
42-3 in Part 44) appeared on printings from all three plates and on both colours,
although the ‘S’ at R4/1 may have been corrected after the first grey printing. He
adds that it should be noted the flaws at R4/1, 6/2 and 7/1 are on the right pane
of the %d. green printed from KP1 in 1938. It seems that a section of the Duty
Plate ‘moved’ from the right to the left. Fourthly, Brooks confirms that the
Scratched Plate on R8/4LP illustrated as Fig 20 does occur on the Leeward Islands
2s. Finally, he reports that the KP1 flaw, ‘Dent under REVENUE’ (Fig 5 in Part 43)
does not occur on the %d. or 14d. and presumably not on the 1d. He considers it
may or may not be on the 2d. He adds, however, that at this position the damaged
frame line above LEEW shows on all values, as do nearly all the other twenty-two
(at the latest count) KP1 flaws. For good measure he concludes by stating that the
flaw could be on the %d. and 1d. from the 1943 coil printing frot KP1.
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