King George VI Varieties

Part 46—Small Keyplates—(Leeward Islands continued)
Another three values in the Leeward Islands series discussed by
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Richard Lockyer ose
The 2%d. value

There were six printings in blue and four
in black and purple. The Key Plates were
used in the following order, 1, 3, 2, 2, 2,
and 3 for the blue stamp and 3, 3, 3 and 3
for the bi-coloured one. A point worth
emphasising is that Key Plate 3 was only
used for the second and sixth printings of
the blue stamp. This resulted in a total of
72,360 stamps printed from KP3—12,360
from the second printing despatched from
De La Rue on 4 March 1942 and 60,000
from the sixth printing released in
London on 17 November 1948. Plate
blocks of the 24d. blue from KP3 should
be cherished! In comparison, 263,400 blue
stamps were printed from KP1, first
released on 25 November 1938 and a
further 231,480 from KP2. The third
printing was despatched on 14 October
and 13 November 1942 to the Colony and
most probably issued a little earlier in
London, the fourth was printed by 22 July
1943 and the fifth released in London
during May 1944. The bi-coloured stamp
(KP3) was issued on 1 July 1949 from stock
drawn from the seventh and eighth
printings, the ninth printing was released
in London on 20 March 1950 and the
tenth on 24 October 1951.

Duty Plate Damage on the Blue Stamp
—Left Pane: R7/4, damage to the lower
right corner of the value tablet (Fig I).
Saunders said that it first affected the KP2
printing released in London in May 1944,
it continued on the bi-coloured issue.
R8/4, a most distinctive slice to ithe first L
(Fig 2) was eventually rectified, with the
result that the vertical is shorter and the
entire letter is smaller (Fig 3). R10/6,
Hubbard reported a shortened left base to
the W (Fig 4). It is very easy to spot and
gives the appearance of having received
an upwards knock, surprisingly Hubbard
did not mention the roughened top edge
to the value tablet which is a noticeable
feature on the author’s copy and con-
firmed by Peter Brooks. The repair to the
W is just detectable on a sheet from a late
printing of the blue stamp from KP2 (Fig
5), but in fairness a non-positional copy
could easily pass unnoticed. Saunders
stated that the W had only the slightest
distortion on the May 1944 issue and was
scarcely discernible on the black and
purple.

Duty Plate Damage on the Blue
Stamp—Right Pane: R8/3, Saunders drew
attention to reports that the corner of the
L of LEEWARD was cut away on sheets
from KP1 and 2 (Fig 6). It must, therefore,
have occurrred on the first, small, KP3
printing. Black suggested it may have
lasted until 1942. Saunders confirmed that
it did not occur on the 1944 KP2 release.
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R9/4, the sloping L in LEEWARD is very
easy to see (Fig 7), but sometimes slight
distortions to the base and right vertical
make an appearance (Fig 8), possibly
indicating that the damage was caused by
a downward blow from the left. Black,
Halward and Holmes agreed that the
variety occurred with KP1. This is not
surprising as the defective letter first
appeared on the King George V stamp.
However, Black and Halward said that it
also existed with KP2 and Black added
that it did not occur with KP3. Holmes was
unable to find it on KP2. Halward later
reported that the letter was repaired by
thinning and straightening on the
November 1942 release (i.e. the third
printing). These comments are a touch
confusing and, coming up to date, it has to
be said that the single copies in the
possession of the author did not come
from KP1, and have the characteristics of
KP2, while a block of four is on thin paper
showing a clear watermark. Reference to
the previously quoted order of KP usage
shows that if the Sloping L occurred with
KP2, then the second printing using KP3
must have been affected. Bearing in mind
the very small number of sheets involved,
it is not surprising that Black did not find
an example. This still leaves a perplexing
situation concerning the existence of the
unrepaired state with- KP2. There are a
number of possibilities in the light of
Halward’s evidence about the date of the
repair. It is possible, but unlikely, that the
letter was repaired during the third
printing. On the other hand, it is feasible
that the repair seen by Halward came from
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stamp or the examples owned by the
author all come from the second printing
from KP3. However, it is certain that the L
at R9/4 RP, on a KP2 sheet with the
Strengthened Rosette at R9/3 LP (see Part
43, GSM February 1997) is almost normal.
The vertical is thinner than usual with a
filled-in corner where the it joins the base
of the letter (Fig 9).

Duty Plate Damage on the Bi-coloured
Stamp—Left Pane: R7/4, the damaged
value tablet, mentioned in the previous
paragraph, continued. R8/4, Saunders
reported that the small L already de-
scribed on the blue stamp, also continued.

Right Pane: R1/6, damage to the final S
(Figl10). Black and Saunders believed it
first appeared on the 20 March 1950
release 1.e. the second issue, but the third
printing of the bi-coloured stamp. Rovale
remarked that it was the only bad flaw on
the 2%d. and was repaired. R8/1, a tilted
top to the N (Fig 11), the adjacent D also
shows very slight damage. R8/2, damage
to the tops of the letters ISLAN (Fig 12).
Black again allocated the damage on R
8/1-2 to the March 1950 issue. At some
stage, possibly on the final printing, the
second S suffered a sliced top (Fig 13).
This did not coincide with the previously
described varieties on R 8/1-2.

The 3d. value

There were eleven printings of the 3d.—
seven in orange and four in blue. A very
brief summary of KP usage, issue dates,
shades, paper and gum for the 3d. orange
now follows to give a better idea of the
information available in the KGVICS
study paper by Saunders and Boyle.
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First printing: KP1, 25 November 1938,
orange (only stocks released in London
show the true colour), chalk-surfaced
paper, gum off-white. Second printing:
KP3, probably between February and April
1942 (but could have been as late as
October), yellow-orange, ordinary paper,
transparent gum, prominent watermark.
Third printing: KP2, very late 1942 (Part
I gives November), orange (not as deep as
1938), thin paper, gum less transparent,
watermark not so prominent as second
printing. Fourth printing: KP2, issue date
not known, but the printing was
completed on 15 July 1943, paler orange,
thin white paper, white gum a little more
transparent than November 1942. Fifth
printing: KP2, 10 May 1944, pale orange-
buff, thin paper, very transparent gum
with a waxy appearance. Sixth printing:
KP3, 29 September 1947 in London,
deeper orange-buff, thin paper of better
quality, gum white, rather waxy and much
less transparent. Seventh printing: KP3,
17 November 1948 in London, buff
(deeper and more yellow than previous
printing), thin paper of good quality, gum
white and more opaque making water-
mark less prominent.

There were four printings of the 3d.
blue. However, there were only three
releases, as following the pattern for the
2%d., the first and second printings were
despatched in time for release on 1 July
1949. They were both on chalk-surfaced
paper with a waxy, white opaque gum. The
other two issue dates in London were 20
March 1950 and 24 October 1951. In the
1960s Saunders classified them in Geosix,
the quarterly newsletter of the KGVICS, as
deep blue, dull blue and bright blue.
However, this changed in the study paper
to bright blue (1949), slightly deeper (and
duller) blue for the Key Plate with a lighter
shade of blue for the Duty Plate (1950)
and bright blue (1951). Other charac-
teristics remained unchanged.

Duty Plate Damage—Left Pane: R1/2,
Holmes noted that the RD of LEEWARD
suffered slight topping on the 1 July 1949
issue, with a partial repair on the 1951
release. Halward considered that the
adjacent letters IS were also affected and
repaired. R1/6, the foot of the I of
ISLANDS was cut askew on the change of
colour (Fig 14). R7/6, Royale commented
about a bad dent in the bottom left side of
the value tablet on the 3d. orange (Fig 15).
Black confirmed it on the 1948 issue and
Holmes suggested it also occurred on the
September 1947 issue. Both have been
confirmed by Brooks. The damage was
corrected for the new colour, but Royale
noticed that a trace of the repair remained
as a dot in the bottom left angle. R8/3, the
left central point of the value tablet was
damaged on the 1944 release of the KP2
3d. orange (Fig 16), Michael Steward, in
correspondence with Halward (Stamp
Lover, April-June 1975), noted a break on
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the September 1947 issue (Fig 17)
Saunders confirmed a clean break on the
1948 release and this eventually became a
wide break on the KP3 issue in 1951 (Fig
18). R8/6, Halward drew attention to
damage to NDS known to exist during
1947-48 (Fig 19). He could not position it
exactly, save to say that it was in the eighth
row. Help came from Steward who con-
firmed the position and pane, but said that
the damage on his example from the
September 1947 issue was not as severe as
that shown by Halward which he suggested
came from November 1948. As a further
complication a large multiple of the 1947
issue does not show the damage to NDS.

Duty Plate Damage—Right Pane: R1/6,
a Shortened R occurs on the 3d. orange
(Fig 20), Halward also noticed it on the
July 1949 issue and reported that the
letter had a flat top on the 1951 release.
R7/4, Saunders noted a small deformity to
the lower right side of the value tablet (Fig
21) and said it was present from 1944 to
1951. He made no mention of the most
noticeable damage to the lower horizontal
(Fig 22), that occurred on the 3d. orange
when the small deformity was a slightly
different shape. R10/6, the bent upper
frame line of the value tablet occurred on
every printing (Fig 23). However, there is
confusion about the presence of a nick in
the lower curve of the final S of ISLANDS.
Black maintained it was clear on KP1 and
2 and was sometimes obscured by thicken-
ing on the KP3, which might have been a
retouch. Halward originally stated that the
damage to the S, which he illustrated as a
heavily thickened lower curve, affected all
printings (Fig 24). He changed his view
after receiving comment from Michael
Steward and agreed that the nick was
obscured on KP3, whereas it was clear on
KP1l and 2. The reference to KP3 most
probably referred to the new colour.
Halward could, of course, have included
the last two orange printings from KP3,
but hardly the second one in 1942.
Saunders favoured the thickened S on all
printings and the material at the disposal
of the author supports this. In particular, it
should be noted that on a KP1 plate block,
it is possible to see where a nick or slice has
affected the lower curve of the S (Fig 25).
However, this area is filled-in by a slightly
lighter shade to form the enlarged curve.
This is the same shape as the obviously
thickened letter found on the new colour
printed over a decade later. It should be
possible to resolve this matter.

More Hand Painting. Stuart Stokes,
writing in The Keyplate Exchange during
1989, mentioned how the top of the letter
L and the top horizontal bars of each of
the letters E in LEEWARD on R4/3LP of
the September 1947 printing had been
completed by hand, with considerable
variation. He also noted that several sheets
of the November 1942 release were
despatched with the letters WAR of
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LEEWARD almost omitted on R1/2 and
2/2. These defects were, perhaps, con-
sidered too large for hand correction or
not noticed and despatched at what was a
very difficult time for everyone in London.

The 6d. value

There were twelve printings: KP1, issued
25 November 1938. KP3, March/April
1942 (GSM, May 1942 announced the
introduction of KP3). KP2, August 1942 in
London. KP2, despatched from De La Rue
to the colony on 29 October 1942
(Commentators, in the past, believed it
was released in November 1942). KP2, 3
December 1943. The remaining release
dates occurred in London. KP2, Mav
1944. KP3, 29 September 1947. KP3, 23
March 1949. KP3, 13 June 1949. KP3, 20
March 1950 (but despatched to the Colony
on 6 December 1949). KP3, 24 October
1951. KP3, 18 February 1953.

The Broken E: The seriously damaged
second E of LEEWARD on R4/1 RP, where
the top bar of the second E of LEEWARD
is absent, is now listed as SG109ab and ba.
Black noted that about a quarter of the top
bar remained (Fig 26). This was presum-
ably an early state. Royale noted that the
top bar of the letter was missing, but
added the qualification that in the early
stage there was a slight projection from the
vertical (Fig 27), whereas just before the
repair the edge of the vertical was near
perfect. However, Halward noted that, at
some stage, part of the vertical was missing
(Fig 28). Royale confirmed that the flaw
did not occur on the 1938 release and
believed that the first issue to be affected
was December 1943. He possessed exam-
ples from all printings up to March 1949,
when, in company with other damage, it
was corrected appearing in the repaired
state in June 1949. He stated that the
corrected version of the E was not quite
like others, as the vertical appeared to
have been bent back a little while the new
cross bar was longer than usual and came
nearer to the W. This extra length was
corrected on the next release in 1950.
Black noted the top-heavy appearance of
the repaxred state. Commentators, with
one exception, agreed with the list of
affected printings.

The exception was Michael Steward,
who added even more information about
this prominent variety. He explained, in
correspondence with Halward, that he was
probably the first person to have a copy of
the flaw, which had come into his posses-
sion (as a normal) in January 1943. He
considered that the stamp had come from
the August 1942 printing, because it had a
very blurred impression, rather than the
less blurred appearance of the November
1942 and December 1943 releases or the
clear impression of the May 1944 issue.
Halward'’s response was to say how difficult
it was to support a firm opinion and he
had always considered that December
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1943 marked the start of this substantial
flaw. However, as Steward possessed a copy
in January 1943 the least that could be
accepted was that the flaw originated from
the November 1942 printing, with the
possibility that it first occurred in the
preceding August.

The 1991 edition of the Commonwealth
King George VI catalogue, published by
Bridger and Kay, although listing the
August 1942 release as a separate shade,
pale and bright purple with a blurred
impression, allocated the Broken E
variety to the dull and red-purple
November issue. The 1997 edition,
published by Murray Payne Ltd, (P O Box
1135, Axbridge, Somerset), who have
acquired the rights to do so, eliminates
the entry for the November shade and
lists the variety as first occuring on the
pale and bright purple stamp from
August 1942. This matches the date
quoted in the Stanley Gibbons Part I
catalogue.

Hand-painting or not?—
That is the question

The appearance of the 6d. value from
R3/5 RP has been the cause of much
discussion. A review of past comment
follows. C P Rang writing in ‘Through the
Magnifying Glass’ (GSM, February 1948)
described how one of the juniors spotted a
small flaw on the 6d. in a retouched and
unretouched state. It was particularly
interesting, as a further piece of evidence
that printers occasionally resorted to a
little hand-painting to cover up flaws,
rather than destroy a perfectly good sheet
of stamps. The defect occurred on R3/5RP
and in 1ts unretouched state the first E of
LEEWARD had a curved and broken foot
(Fig 29). In the retouched state the flaw
was no longer visible to the naked eye, but
under a magnifying-glass strokes of
crimson colour, differing from the stamp
ink, could be seen. The strokes varied on
the two examples available. Judging by
their shades the unretouched state
belonged to the September 1942 release
and September 1947 releases and the
retouch to the May 1944 issue.

In 1950 ‘Aniline’ confined comment to a
statement that the damage to the E was
first noticed on the 1942 issue and in some
cases there was evidence that it was
painted-in by hand, the colour of the ink

" being more red than the rest of the word.

In 1951 Black drew attention to the
damaged E and stated that it had been
retouched by the printers to correct the
flaw by hand-painting. He noted that the
colour used was red, which contrasted with
the normal purple. He considered the flaw
probably dated from 1942, with the
correction to the letter in about 1948.
Royale said that the flaw was not on the
1938 printing. However, other evidence
he possessed confirmed it on the 1944 and
March 1949 printings, with a correction
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apparently made before June 1949, as the
damage did not occur then and the repair
was just about impossible to detect. Stokes
(TKE, December 1988) listed the hand-
painted retouch to the base of the first E
on the 1943 and 1944 printings as an
outstanding example of this type of work.
Finally, it is worth noting the chipped base
to the adjacent L. This damage was most
probably caused by an upward blow that
also damaged the bottom of the E.

In 1975 Halward said the damage to the
E was first known during 1943 and existed
in two different states. Early copies showed
no obvious break in the typeface and, in
the position where a clean break later
developed, traces of a far darker ink
appeared. He pointed out that many col-
lectors accepted this as ‘painting-in’ by the
printers, but he maintained this was far
from practicable and confidently asserted
that the partly broken face of the type acted
as a reservoir for the surplus ink, which
quite naturally appeared far darker than
that present on the typeface. He concluded
by saying that the September 1947 release
showed a complete break in the E without
any sign of the presence of darker ink (Fig
30). This was substantial support for his
opinion. Saunders, surprisingly, re-stricted
his recorded comments in Geosix, to the
opinions already outlined by others.
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In recent years Charles Baker told the
author that it could be proved that the
damaged E did not occur on the March
1942 issue from KP3, but was present on
the KP3 September 1947 release. This
could be confirmed, even on single copies,
by the existence of a KP3 plate flaw in the
form of a slight distortion to the frame
below the D of ISLANDS (Fig 31). The
1942 release showed the flaw without the
damaged E, while the 1947 issue had both.
However, on the March 1949 stamp the KP
flaw lost the thin bridging line and became
a clear break. The absence of the KP flaw
combined with the presence of the
damaged E pointed to the intervening
printings from KP2.

The author has several examples of the
Damaged E. First, a block of four from
KP2, used in St John’s, Antigua on 19
October 1946, with the damaged E
described by Rang, but no break in the
vertical (Fig 32). Secondly, a KP3 copy
from September 1947 with a break in the
vertical of the E just appearing, but no
extra ink to hide the damage to the
bottom bar. The appearance of the
damage differs markedly from Halward’s
example illustrated at (Fig 30), perhaps his
copy was an example of a very late state of
the damage. Finally, two further copies
with small patches of extra ink of differing
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shape that hide the defect. This ink is a
different colour from that used for
LEEWARD ISLANDS. It is exceedingly
difficult to illustrate the retouch in black
and white, but the general and variable
shape does show (Figs 33 and 34). Brooks
has other examples and confirms that they
all differ in shape combined with very
obvious changes of colour at the base of
the E.

In philatelic affairs it is often inadvisable
to be categorical when expressing an
opinion on past events. Nevertheless, in
this instance the weight of evidence and
opinion point to ‘hand-painting’ as the
popular choice, with Halward filing a
minority report!

Duty Plate Damage—Left Pane: R1/1,
Holmes noted that the L of LEEWARD was
shaved and left-sloping on the 1947
release (Fig 35) and showed as a repair in -
1950 and 1951 (Fig 36). Saunders de-
scribed the damage as a thin L showing a
slight lean to the left.

Duty Plate Damage—Right Pane: R2/1,
Royale said that the top of the L of
LEEWARD was shaved off on the 1947 and
1949 printings (Fig 37) and seemed to
have been corrected prior to June 1949.
R3/1, Holmes mentioned a break in the
bottom of the value tablet on the 1943 and
1944 issues. He suggested the break could
have occurred on the 1938 KP1 release.
Black confirmed that the flaw continued
on KP3 sheets, but was corrected in 1949.
However, conflicting evidence came from
Halward who stated the break was repaired
on the 1947 release. R4/5, Halward said
the L joined to the E was first noticed
during 1944 (Fig 38). Holmes confirmed
its existence, but had no evidence to prove
constancy. R4/6, the right side of the value
tablet was damaged on a KP2 release.
R10/6, a break in the upper horizontal of
the value tablet occurred on the 1938 issue
(Fig 39). It was eventually repaired for the
March 1950 issue. At some time, probably
late in the period, the right hand point of
the value tablet suffered very slight
damage. A severe dent to the frame of the
value tablet, above and just to the right of
the d of 6d., has not been positioned.

Part 47 (GSM February 1998) will conclude
the examination of Small Keyplates when the
Is., 2s. and 5s. values from the Leeward islands
will be considered.

Collectors interested in the stamps of the
KGVI era may wish to join the King
George VI Collectors’ Society. The next
meeting of the society will be held in
Abingdon on Saturday, 1 November 1997
with the following meeting at the British
Philatelic Centre, London on 28 February
1998. Further details from:

The Secretary, KGVICS, 98 Albany,
Manor Road, Bournemouth, BH1 3EW.
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