King George VI Varieties

Part 47—Small Keyplates
(Leeward Islands continued)

Richard Lockyer ose concludes his study of the 1938-51 Leeward

Islands set

One shilling

There were nine printings of the s. value.
The unnumbered duty plate was in use
until the end of the fifth. A fresh duty
plate numbered ‘2’, over R1/1LP and under
R10/6RP, with its own jubilee line was
issued for the sixth and subsequent print-
ings. KP usage and release dates in Lon-
don (except where noted) were as follows.
First—KP1, 25 November 1938. Second—
KP3, supplies were despatched to the
colony on 4 March 1942. GSM (May 1942)
announced the introduction of KP3 for the
1s., thus March/April seems the most likely
release date. March has proved to be the
popular choice. Third—KP2, August 1942.
Fourth—KP2, November 1942. Fifth—KP2,
despatched to the colony on 12 October
1943, released in London in December
1943. Sixth—KP2 (with DP2), May 1944,
Seventh—KP3, 29 September 1947.
Eighth—KP3, 23 March 1949. Ninth—
KP3, 24 October 1951.

Damage to the Unnumbered Duty
Plate. Royale made a noteworthy remark
about the unnumbered duty plate when he
mentioned that the final S on the last
vertical row of the sheet was inclined to
print very badly. He believed that a lot of
the distortions were not constant and
could be attributed to varying pressure on
the plate, which had been in use during
the previous reign. The following specific
examples of damage all occurred on the
right pane. R1/3, Halward thought it poss-
ible that the L was damaged at this posi-
tion, because the adjoining stamp, in his
pair, had a small D in LEEWARD which
was known to occur on R1/4. He illustrated
a most unusual form of damage (Fig Ia)
and stressed his suggested allocation
to R1/3 was conjecture. Saunders pro-
nounced the suggestion as incorrect and
Fig 1b shows the damage attributed to R1/3
by Saunders. It certainly exists on more
than one printing and is very easy to pick
out when seen. R1/4, Saunders confirmed
and illustrated the small D in LEEWARD
(Fig 2). R1/6, In 1958 Hubbard wrote that
on the KP1 printing the vertical stroke of
the first L was about 1mm short (Fig 3), the
base of the first D was damaged (Fig 4) and
the final S deformed (Fig 5). Halward

concurred and added that on the KP3-

March 1942 issue the damage to the D,
which he described as a small D, was still
present and the S badly aligned. Neither
mentioned the white patches on the se-
cond E, D and S, as illustrated, or the
downward extension to the cross-bar of the

A of ISLANDS (Fig 6). R2/6, the damage to
the value tablet (Fig 7) and the malformed
final S (Fig 8) were attributed by Halward
to the KP3 March 1942 issue with the dam-
age to the latter continuing up to 1944.
Saunders agreed. R3/1, Halward noted a
damaged I and S on KP1 (Fig 9). It is most
distinctive. Brooks suggests that the short I
was apparently retouched by hand with
KP2. R3/6, the shaved leg on the R was
confirmed by Saunders and Holmes (Fig
10). Holmes added that it occurred with
KP1. R4/1, Halward described the damage
to the D of LEEWARD and the L and S of
ISLANDS (with KP1) as very obvious. He
also said that the upward inclination of
ISLANDS was pronounced. The damaged
letters on the author’s copy are present,
but not obvious, and the value tablet has a
slightly damaged top left corner (Figs 11-
14). The inclination described by Halward
is present, but not pronounced. R9/6, the
damage to the DI on the 1938 issue is now
listed in Part I as SG 110a. Black spotted it
way back in 1951. Robson Lowe rates the
flaw as rare in his Encyclopaedia. In fairness,
neither the letter D nor the I is shaved as
much as on the 1d. value. R10/6, anyone
fortunate enough to own a plate block, or
pair, from the 1938 issue will notice
damage to the D of ISLANDS. An even
more fortunate collector will also have a
plate block of the King George V 1s. with
the DI flaw (SG 87a) and thus be in a
position to show the continuity of plate
usage from reign to reign.

"“There are several other unplated ex-
amples of damage which deserve attention
(Figs 15-20). There are probably more, as
the 1s. value does not seem to have
aroused as much comment as some of the
lower values. Indeed, a thick L on R10/
5RP has recently been reported by Brooks
on a grey and black copy with the Serrated
Edge (KP) variety described in Part 43
(GSM February 1997). The left pane of the
unnumbered duty plate and the succeed-
ing plate appear to have been ignored—
perhaps expense blunted enthusiasm in
the past!

Two shillings

Expense could have also played its part
when the 2s. value was considered. In the
past only one stamp has attracted atten-
tion—R1/5RP. In 1951 Black reported
damage to the base of the L of ISLANDS
and likened it to the now catalogued
variety on the %d. at R1/2RP (SG 96a).

Royale noted later that the base of the L
had developed a weakness starting as a
small spot on the May 1944 printing until
it was a definite break on the 1949 issue.
The break could be obscured if the plate
was heavily inked, but if not, it also re-
minded him of the damaged %d. Halward
went further and described a broken SL on
the 1947 and 1949 releases (Fig 21) adding
that the broken ISL flaw first appeared on
the KP3 release of March 1942, with the
broken I repaired on the 1947 release. The
SL on the author’s copy (Fig 22) is prob-
ably from the 1947 release as the damage
is not as extensive as that illustrated by
Halward.

The paucity of varieties gives the oppor-
tunity to include additional details con-
cerning shades and printings from the
excellent Saunders/Boyle study paper on
the lines adopted earlier for the 3d. value.
The first of seven printings came from
KPI, released on 25 November 1938. The
KP was a deep purple shade and the DP a
bright blue. The paper was chalk-surfaced
and had a greyish tinge. The gum, clear on
issue, had a tendency to turn brown in the
colony, giving the inks a duller appearance
and making the paper surface a dirty blue.

In May 1942 GSM reported that KP3
had come into use. The official records
show that KP3 was issued to De La Rue by
the Crown Agents on 17 December 1941,
to be followed by the DP on 10 February
1942. It is, therefore, reasonable to accept
Potter and Shelton’s suggested date of
March 1942 for the release date of the
second printing. The paper was chalkless,
but had a glossy appearance. The impres-
sion tended to be blurred. The KP had a
more reddish hue and the DP was a bright
blue. The third printing, from KP2, was
released in London in November 1943.
GSM (February 1944) stated that on ‘the
ordinary blue paper’ the surfacing was
applied in vertical streaks ‘giving a mis-
leading appearance of laid paper, particu-
larly in the margins’. The KP retained the
reddish tinge with the DP in a lighter and
brighter blue. The fourth printing (KP2)
was released in London in May 1944, the
KP lost some of the red and the DP
although bright blue was a little paler than
in 1943.

The fifth printing (KP3), released in
London on 29 September 1947, was on
thicker paper of better quality. It had
received a facing with some element of
chalk with the result that one part of a
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stamp would give a faint chalk reaction,
but there would be no reaction from other
areas. Saunders and Boyle emphasised
that it was not true ‘chalk paper’. The KP
had lost much of the red tinge, con-
sequently the blue was stronger, while the
blue of the DP was deeper and brighter.
Although the sixth printing, also from
KP3, was released in London on 23 March
1949, a batch had been sent to the colony

much in common with the 1947 issue. The
final release, in London, on 24 October
1951 was, according to GSM (December
1951), a deeper purple and brighter blue
than in March 1949.

Five shillings

As there were only four printings the
opportunity will be taken to offer the
varied colour descriptions used in the past
by different observers as well as the normal
details about the printings.

The first printing from KP1, released on
25 November 1938 consisted of 26 sheets.
The colours, in the eyes of Saunders and
Boyle, were a very yellow-green for the KP
and red for the DP. Part 1 and Common-
wealth use green and red, Royale preferred
deep yellow-green and scarlet and Potter
and Shelton favoured yellow-green and
red. The yellow chalk-surfaced paper was
of medium thickness with yellowish gum,
that had a tendency to turn brown. The
watermark was visible.

The second printing of 255 sheets from
KP2, was released in London in December
1943. A thinner, non-chalk-surfaced or
wartime substitute, paper was used. This
type of paper does not react to the silver
test. The heavier impression from KP2 and
the poorer quality of the surface gave it a
blurred appearance and solid portions of
the design were patchy. In addition, there
was often a lined appearance giving the
impression that laid paper had been used.
Royale believed it was part of the artificial
surface of the paper and not the paper
itself that gave this impression. The yellow-
green was duller and the DP colour
changed to scarlet according to Saunders/
Boyle. Commonuwealth sticks to green and
red. Royale and Potter and Shelton saw
dull yellow-green, but a contributor to
Stamp Collecting in 1943 used deep green
and red. The gum was white and more
transparent. The watermark was more
visible.

The third printing, again from KP2, was
released in London in May 1944, 591
sheets were despatched. There was, and is,
general agreement that it is very difficult
to distinguish between the second and
third printings. Royale described the KP as
a paler shade of green, but would not offer
this as a reliable guarantee. Potter and
Shelton used deep yellow-green against
dull yellow-green, Halward found a
brighter appearance without the obvious
lined effect. A writer in Stamp Collecting in
1944 used pale green and red. Royale
summed up matters by saying that the
shades of green and red were erratic and
he could find no reliable means of
distinguishing between the second and
third printings. GSM maintained a discrete
silence!

on 7 January 1949. It appears to have had

The Ist printing, from KP3, resulted in
the despatch of 262 sheets. The London
release was on 24 October 1951 and GSM
(December 1951) described it as lighter
green and brighter red. Potter and Shelton
used yellow-green and deep red. Saunders
and Boyle found the KP colour less of a
yellow-green and little change in the red.
However, they pointed out that the better
quality thin paper combined with a very
firm impression and transparent gum
made identification reasonably easy. Part I
uses bright green and red, with Common-
wealth preferring bright green and deep
red.

The descriptions of colour in the pre-
ceding paragraphs may have seemed tedi-
ous to read, but they do demonstrate the
difficulties facing a catalogue editor and
anyone who, in 1998, is trying to assemble
a general King George VI collection based
on printings and associated shades. Unless
of course, Hong Kong is chosen when the
existence of changing requisition letters
with sheet numbers positively identifies
the despatch date which is a great help.
Collectors interested in Hong Kong will no
doubt be familiar with The Postal History of
Hong Kong and the Treaty Ports of China and
Japan by F W Webb, published in 1961.
However, they may not have seen 4 Study of
the Hong Kong Definitive Adhesives of King
George VI by Nick Halewood and David
Antscherl, published in 1992 by the Hong
Kong Study Circle. This monograph con-
tains much detailed research about King
George VI issues, much of it not men-
tioned by Webb. Now to return to Leeward
Islands and the 5s. value.

Duty Plate Damage. Before consider-
ing the few flaws noticed on the 5s. value it
is worth heeding a remark by Royale made
in Stamp Mirror in 1951, prior to the re-
lease of the fourth printing. He com-
mented, when writing about the 5s. value,
that the Crown Agents appeared to send
only right panes to dealers. In these
circumstances it is significant that he did
not record any flaws from the right pane—
the inference being that they were absent,
at least, on issues available at the time. The
few others reported have resulted in much
comment, some of it conflicting.

The Damaged Value Tablet. C P Rang
(GSM July 1948) was the first to draw
public attention to the major damage
affecting the E of FIVE and the frame of

r \ E Fig 23 (far left)
GS ) GS Fig 24 (left)

the value tablet on a 5s. printed on thick
chalk paper. Mr C P Coats had sent him a
photograph which also showed slight
damage to the G and S of SHILLINGS (Fig
23). Rang was unable to find the defect on
sheets he examined. However, soon after-
wards Mrs Barnes sent him another ex-
ample of a variety on the 5s. positioned at
R3/5LP. It showed repair work to the areas
damaged on the first example (Fig 24) and
was printed on thin war-time paper that
had first appeared in December 1943.
Rang was able to confirm this information
and said that there was no doubt whatever,
that the first showed damage to the plate
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and the second showed the same damage
repaired. He pleaded for someone to come
forward with the damaged state in a
positional block to prove he was correct. It
is not known if this happened, suffice it
to say that his opinion has not been
questioned. Indeed, in 1951 Black alloc-
ated the damage to R3/5LP and noted that
there was a later correction. Royale con-
curred, at about the same time, and added
that the repair was a ‘rough looking job’.
Halward agreed that the damage only
affected the 1938 release. However, he
could not have known about Rang’s report
as, in 1973, he described the repaired
state, but said that its position was not
known. The 1991 Commonuwealth catalogue,
published by Bridger and Kay, put a cat
among the pigeons as it listed the damage
from 1938 to 1951 (CW 1laa, cc and ee)
describing the defect as “The damaged E'.
Fortunately, this was corrected in the 1997
edition, published by Murray Payne Ltd
(PO Box 1135, Axbridge, Somerset) and
the Damaged Tablet is confined to the
1938 issue, with the retouch on the 1943
release (CW 11a and ac).

There is a most interesting twist to the
account. Stuart Stokes writing in The
Keyplate Exchange during 1989, described
instances of hand-painting to correct the
damage on the 1938 issue of the 5s. He
stated that the two lower arms of the E of
FIVE sloped downwards on many copies,
the letters G and S were invariably com-
pleted by crude brush strokes and the top
right frame of the value tablet was of
varying thickness. He confirmed that when
the next printing took place in December
1943 the damage was corrected leaving
both bars of the E somewhat defective and
the lower bar ending with a blob. He
added that the letters G and S were also
defective and corrective work caused some
doubling on the top right frame of the
value tablet.

The Broken E. Although bearing the
same name in the catalogue as the variety
on the 6d. (SG 109ab and ba.) the flaw on
the 5s. (SG 112ab) has different character-
istics and occurred on @ D) It appears
from close examination that a round object
struck or even cut into the top bar of the
second E and the W of LEEWARD. Unlike
the 6d. the top stroke of the E has a very
thin line at its base, which is so thin that it
can be missed (Fig 25). It can just be seen
projecting from the E.

LEEW

There have been conflicting opinions
about the printings with the Broken E.
Halward confirmed that the damage had
been noted on KP2 printings, but did not
comment about any repair. Saunders said
that it was possibly repaired on the 1944
printing. Robson Lowe allocated the
variety to the 1938 and 1943 printings in
his Encyclopaedia and rated it as scarce. The
entry in Part I lists the Broken E as SG
112ab, thus restricting it to the KP2 print-
ings. On the other hand, Stokes stated in
The Keyplate Exchange that the flaw oc-
curred on all four printings. The 1991

Fig 25
Broken E

Commonwealth catalogue also listed the
Broken E on all four printings, with the
1943 and 1944 printings combined as one
entry (CW 1la, ¢, €). There was also men-
tion of a retouched E (CW 11f) on the 1951
issue. The 1997 edition makes no mention
of any retouch, continues to combine the
1943 and 1944 printings as one entry and
lists the entries for the Broken E as in
1991.

The Swan Neck. The obvious damage
to the final S (Fig 26) is easy to see. It was
spotted by Black (1951), Hubbard (1958)
and Halward (1975). They all allocated it
to KP2. Its exact position has yet to be
established. However, Tony Farmer, a

member of the KGVICS, has managed, by-

S NDS Fig 26 (far

left)

Fig 27 (left)
a process of elimination, to establish that it
is either R1/3 or 4 from the left pane or
R1/3 from the right. The author has a top
marginal copy, another used in St Kitts
Nevis and a third copy used in Barbuda on
90 May 1945. They all appear to be from
KP2. A very thin line bridges the beak of
the swan (Fig 26) on the first and third, but
this is absent on the second (Fig 27). This
suggests that the thin piece of metal
disappeared, thus possibly giving a dis-
tinguishing feature to identify the difficult
1943 (Fig 26) and 1944 printings (Fig 27).
However, a complicating factor is that the
second stamp has a very heavily lined
appearance pointing to the 1943 printing,
while the other two do not, thus suggesting
the 1944 release. On the other hand per-
haps the reverse is true and a tiny piece of
metal curled over to create the bridge on
the 1944 printing ... Such imponderables
make it clear why Stanley Gibbons main-
tained a discrete silence about trying to dif-
ferentiate between the two KP2 printings
and Royale gave up!

The Deformed A. The A of Leeward
suffered serious damage on R6/4LP (Fig
28). Brooks reports the damage on a copy
from KP2 on laid paper. Halward, who was
unable to allocate a position, said the
damage also occurred with KP1. He added
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that examples could be found where the
break-up of the A was not so advanced—
the shortened right leg was present, but
the centre bar was only partially broken.
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Epilogue

There is no doubt that over the years many
collectors have derived much enjoyment
from the study of King George VI small
keyplates, particularly those printed for
the Leeward Islands. It is hoped that the
last five parts in this series have given them
a little more food for thought, and for
those who are new to this area of philately
a glimpse of the fun that lies just around
the corner. Any collector wishing to study
the two large keyplates (10s. and £1) that
complete the set, can do no better than
consult a superb book, published in 1985,
entitled King George VI Laige Key Type
Stamps of Bermuda, Leeward Islands and
Nyasaland, by the late Robert W Dick-
giesser and Eric P Yendall. Equally, those
who wish to study other large keyplates
should refer to the excellent research by -
Myles Glazer in his book, The King George
V High-Value Stamps of Bermuda 191 7-1938,
published in 1994. The three authors have
all contributed articles to Geosix, the
journal of the KGIVCS.

Fig 28
Deformed A

Puart 48 (GSM May 1998) will be devoted to
varieties on South African commemorative
stamps of the 193752 period mot yet described
in this series.

Collectors interested in the study of KGVI
issues are invited to join The King George
VI Collectors’ Society. Three meetings are
held each year at The British Philatelic
Centre in London with a fourth at a venue
outside the capital. Geosix, the quarterly
journal contains articles from members. The
subscription is £7 p.a. (Surface mail) and
£10 p.a. (Airmail). Further details can be
obtained from: The Secretary, KGVICS, 98
Albany, Manor Road, Bournemouth, BH1
3EW.
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