King George VI Varieties

Part 50—Bermuda
Richard Lockyer, ose studies the 1940 %d. on 1d. provisional

q locally produced surcharge is usu-

lly the source of philatelic enjoy-
ment. The %d. on 1d. value issued in
Bermuda in 1940 (SG122) is no excep-
tion. It was made necessary by the
shortage and eventual exhaustion, by
mid-December, of the stock of %d.
stamps. An event caused by delay to a
Pan American Clipper in the Azores car-
rying supplies to the colony, exacer-
bated by a demand for the }%d. stamp for
Christmas cards sent at the local un-
sealed rate. It was the first surcharged
stamp to be issued by the Bermuda
postal department since the %d. on 1s.
appeared in 1901 (SG30).

The 1d. definitive surcharged ‘HALF
PENNY’ came into use on Friday 20 De-
cember 1940 and was withdrawn at 11 a.m.
on TTuesday 21 January 1941. Robson

Lowe in Volume V of The Encyclopaedia of

British Empive Postage Stamps noted that the
supply of %d. stamps arrived on that day.
The precise time conjures up a picture of
officials dashing to post offices to ensure
the speedy delivery of new supplies and
the prompt withdrawal of the surcharged
stamps. The two covers illustrated above
were both used during the period of
correct usage. The one addressed to St
Davids bearing a c.d.s. ‘28 DEC.40" most
probably contained a Christmas message,
but the other addressed to Mrs A Booker,
although posted on 31 December 1940, is
probably a philatelic item as she was
known to send such items to herself.

The sudden appearance of
surcharged stamp certainly caused a stir in
philatelic circles. A news item in the New
York Times in late December noted the event
and added that there was, of course, a run
on the post office which temporarily
exhausted the available stock. The first
major article to be published appears to
have been on 28 January 1941 when the
Hamilton afternoon newspaper, The Mid-
Ocean, carried a piece by John | Bushell,
MBE, who was the manager. He was also a
printer with 50 years practical experience.
Gibbons Stamp Monthly was not far behind
and the February, March, April and June
editions all contained reports and com-
ment. Since those very early days F Arnold
Bernaud, E D Bowie, "W Carson, D E
Gibbons, Dr John M Lockie, Morris H
Ludington and Frank R Saunders have all
contributed information and comment.
The results of their dedicated research have
been of considerable help to the author.

the

The cover, left, probably contained a
Christmas message but the one below Is
likely to be ‘philatelic’ as Mrs Booker Is
known to have sent such items to herself

A mystery dot
Sheets of the 1d. value were recess printed
and consisted of ten horizontal rows of six
stamps, with the Bradbury Wilkinson
imprint in the bottom margin. The
surcharged ‘HALF PENNY’ was printed in
black ink in two lines of Roman capitals,
with a ‘X’ in each of the lower corners
obliterating the original value. A large
black dot appeared to the right and
slightly .above the left hand ‘X', at a
distance around a norm of 3.75mm, on all
60 stamps. Bernard believed that it was
there to help the printer position the
surcharge. Bushell writing in Stamps (The
American equivalent to GSM) was
bemused and offered no explanation,
despite being a printer. Nevertheless, he
stated in a later article in The Mid-Ocean
‘Stamp Corner’ that the dot served no
useful purpose—not even to make forgery
more difficult. However, GSM (June 1941)
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noted that M D C Graham, of Bermuda,
had reported that the inclusion of a dot
was the idea of one of the local officials and
it was put in to guard against forgery. This
was the general view and Ludington
confirmed it was the official explanation. It
is hard to believe that a printer would
bother to put in a prominent dot, or in his
terms a full point, without reason and the
matter rests there.

Settings of the Surcharge
Ludington told Lockie in 1967 that the
source of his information on the sur-
charged issue was W A Manuel, the
Colonial Postmaster, and John J Bushell.
He added that the latter, in his article in
The Mid-Ocean on 28 January 1941, was
the first to record that the surcharge was
set up by means of slugs rather than loose
type and to identify three settings. In
addition, Bushell had told him later that
the linotype slugs were combined into four
forms each of 15 surcharges to cover a
sheet at a single operation. Ludington went
on to point out that this was obvious in a
horizontal direction where there was
always a wider space than normal between
the third and fourth vertical rows. He had
accepted the information from Bushell
without question, because of his long
experience in printing. For the record,
linotype is defined in the dictionary as a
composing machine producing stereo-
typed lines of words, used especially for
newspapers.

Ludington stated that the overprititing
work was carried out at the Bermuda Press
whichi was the printing department of the
newspaper The Royal Gazette (The British
West Indies Study Circleé Bulletin, No 17,
April 1958). Bushell casts doubt on the
quality of work when he wrote in Stamps:
‘Stamp specialists will question whether
this Bermuda half-penny surcharge was
printed with the care and attention to
presswork that should be taken for such
important work’. Lockie, in correspond-
ence with Saunders, said that in June 1959
he had been in touch with F Kahn of New
York. He, in turn, had corresponded with
a former member of the staff of the
Hamilton Gazette in 1940 who could
distinctly remember the furore caused by
variations in the overprint. Furthermore,
this unnamed person could recall the
sloppy and careless handing of everything
within the printing works by the locally
recruited staff working with minimum
supervision. This could well be a relevant
factor when considering the printing of
the surcharge.

Bushell had quickly noticed that there
were variations in the spacing between the
base of ‘PENNY’ and top of the left X'

" These were constant in each of the ten

horizontal rows. The measurements, in
millimetres, for the rows from the top to
the bottom of a sheet were noted by GSM
(March 1941) as 13.5, 14, 13.5, 13.5, 14,
14, 14, 12.5, 14 and 12.5. There were,
therefore, 30 stamps with a 14mm spacing,
18 with 13.5mm and only 12 with 12.5mm.
In later years Ludington and Robson Lowe
were more precise and increased the 14
and 12.5 measurements by a quarter of a
millimetre.

Normally, an extension of the left edge
of the vertical of the ‘E’ of ‘PENNY’ passes
through or just to the left or right of the
centre of the crossbar of the ‘H’ of ‘HALF’,
or to put it another way, the ‘H’ of ‘HALF’
is positioned over and between the ‘E’ and
‘P’ of ‘PENNY’. However, further study
revealed that the position of ‘HALF’ over
‘PENNY’ varied in the eighth row and
there were three different settings. Setting

1 was normal, an extension of the vertical -

of the ‘E’ of ‘PENNY’ passed through the
crossbar of the ‘H’ of ‘HALF’. On Setting
II the ‘H’ was almost directly over the ‘E'
on the fourth, fifth and sixth stamps with
the first three stamps normal, while on
Setting 111 this happened on the first,
second and third stamps with the last three
stamps normal. Ludington judged the
first setting to be the most difficult to find.
The photograph on the facing page shows
an example of Setting II.

Numbers printed

On 20 January 1941 Bowie reported the
existence of two shades, black and rose-red
and black and scarlet, with the former
coming from a pack of 500 sheets left by
chance in reserve from the very first
printing issued in 1938 and sent to the
printers for surcharging. He believed that
between 240,000 and 300,000 stamps had
been overprinted. A little later, LR Selley
informed GSM (March 1941) that 6000
sheets of the 1d. were surcharged, and out
of a tridl of 300 sheets, 182 were destroyed
as having a great many errors. GSM also
noted that two distinctly different shades
had been noticed, but had found them not
so easy to distinguish. Bernard believed
that 5800 sheets were surcharged and as
the public had not been given any advance
warning of the issue there were not many
first day covers. Ludington was more
specific in chapter 17 of his excellent
reference book. The Postal History and
Stamps of Bermuda, published in 1978 by
Quarterman Publications Inc, when he
wrote, ‘Officially, only two printings were
made, the first of which was issued on
December 20th, 1940, and the second
during the second week of January 1941.
The official figures, released by the
Colonial Postmaster state that the first
printing consisted of 4500 sheets and the
second of 1300 sheets, or a total of
358,000 stamps’. These figures were also
quoted by Robson Lowe.

Early prices

Eric L Adlem writing in Stamps (24 March
1941) under the by-line ‘London Com-
mentary’ noted that single copies of the
1940 surcharge had been on offer at 2s.6d.
mint and 3s.6d. used with complete sheets
at £7.10s. D E Gibbons writing in The
Bermudan in June 1945 said that the first
copies to arrive in London carried a ‘Sold
Out’ message. They created a sensation as
dealers and collectors thought they were a
genuine rarity and sheets of sixty stamps
were selling for as much as £6. He added
that prices dropped shortly afterwards
when news of the true quantities printed
reached London. By March 1941 Stanley
Gibbons was charging 4d. for mint singles,

but vertical pairs showing the variations in
spacing commanded a premium and cost
1s.3d. (13.5/14mm) or 1s.6d. (12.5/14.) A
vertical strip of three 12.5/14/12.5mm with
the ‘H’ over ‘E’ on the top stamp was
priced at 3s.6d. An imprint block (2x3)
containing the ‘H’ over ‘E’ cost no less than
7s.6d. This was at a time when the Old Age
Pension in the United Kingdom was 10s a
week—fifty pence in to-day’s money.

It is worth mentioning that the other
20th century surcharge from Bermuda, the
%d. on ls., started in much the same way
when it first appeared on 11 January 1901.
The value was needed for an inland postal
charge on newspapers at the rate of %d. for
2 ounces, which had come into effect on
New Year’s Day. The first supply of 1000
sheets (240,000 stamps) was snapped up
by speculators withini 24 hours and up to
6d. was being asked for a single copy. The
bubble burst when 486,000 more stamps
reached -Bermuda on 18 March to be
followed by another 488,800 in September
1901.

Shades of the surcha’rged
stamp

Black and red (shades) is the cautious
description for the 1940 surcharge in Part
1. It was changed to this from black and
scarlet during the 1950s. The Common-
wealth Catalogue uses black and rose-scarlet
and black and scarlet. Robson Lowe
prefers black and red for 240,000 stamps
issued on 20 December 1940 and jet-black
and scarlet for 78,000 released in January
1941. However, the colour is omitted for
another batch of 30,000 stamps issued on
20 December. This is presumably the
packet of 500 sheets from the 1938 print-
ing reported by Bowie. Potter arid Shelton
considered that black and red was usually
found, though vermilion-scarlet was also
common. They classified a genuine rose-
red stamp with the overprint as rare.

Other shades of the 1d.
definitive

It is interesting to follow catalogue de-
scriptions over the years. Black and scarlet
was the single choice for the 1d. in Part 1,
way back in 1945. Four years later black
and dull-red was introduced as a second
shade. By 1959 black and rose-red, priced
at 25s. had replaced the black and scarlet
shade. Today, Part 1 uses the single all em-
bracing description of black and red,
having dropped the highly priced black
and rose-red for the 1938 printing, some
years ago. Commonwealth lists five shades,
the first three line perforated 12 and the
other two comb perforated 12x11%. The
first three are the 1938 printing still
faithfully recorded as black and rose-red
(with a price tag of £20), a 1940 printing as
black and rose-scarlet, followed by another
entry classified as black and rose. There is
no mention of black and scarlet with line
perforation, other than for the surcharged
stamp. This confirms that this colour
combination only exists in the surcharged
state. To complete the picture, the other
two entries in comb perforation are black
and scarlet-red (10 July 1950) and black
and dull red (September 1952).
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Rows 8 and 9 of the second setting showing R8/4, 8/5 and 8/6 with the ‘H’ of ‘HALF’ directly over the ‘E’ of ‘PENNY’. R8/3 and 8/4

are also shown on the front cover

Potter and Shelton listed the 1938 issue
as black and rose-red and a 1939/40 issue
as black and red. Ludington endorsed
black and rose-red for 1938 and added
that it was easily affected by dampness, so
that unused and especially used copies
were frequently found in brighter red or
vermilion. He also commented that the
use of an ultra-violet lamp revealed that
stamps from the first printing always
appeared much lighter and brighter than
the shades of all later printings. Another
feature mentioned by Commonwealth is that
this printing is best distinguished by the
(sometimes faint) gum cracking which is
invariably present. Ludington confirmed a
January 1939 printing in black and red,
the vignette and margins being often
slightly tinted in the colour of the frame.
He wrote that there were several inter-
mediate printings, apparently released in
Bermuda, before the 5 March 1943 release
stipulated by Potter and Shelton as the
third. He went on to state that the
most outstanding of these was the jet-black
and scarlet-red used for the final batch
of the %d. on 1d. produced in January
1941.

Lowe stated that the 1938 rose-red
printing totalled 1,292,400 stamps,
whereas there were only 300,000 of the jet-
black and scarlet stamp on thick white
paper printed in July 1940, confirmed
later by Ludington as 10 July 1940.
Between these two entries is another listed
as black and red, which Lowe combined as
18 printings totalling 6,166,380 stamps
issued between 1938 and 1950. That is not
the end of the tale. His Encyclopaedia shows
another 13 issues between 1944 and 1953
and two more shades—black and dull red
and black and deep red. It is pertinent that
Lowe used black and rose-red for the 10
October 1950 release as Potter and Shelton
stated that the colour was almost identical
in shade with the 1938 1d. Fortunately, the
former is comb perforated 12x11.75 and
not line perforated 12 as used for all the
low values from 1938 until July 1950.
There was a heavy demand for the 1d,;

Lowe listed 33 printings for a total of
16,542,480 stamps, but even then it was
beaten at the post as 23 printings of the
1%d. value resulted in 17,381,220 stamps
—but that must be another story!

The mechanics of overprinting
F R Saunders undertook an intensive
examination of the ways the surcharge
could have been printed. ‘The results filled
eleven pages ol Geosix, the quarterly
magazine of the King George VI
Collectors’ Society, published in May 1976.
He accepted that linotype had been
used, because the overall consistency of the
surcharge argued against the use of single
or loose type. He concluded that the
surcharge unit for each stamp was not a
single cliche because the distance from the
bottom of the letters of ‘'PENNY’ to the top
the left ‘X’ was not constant. 'The different
spacing also indicated, in his view, that the
compositor built-up the surcharge sheet
unit by eye, as it would not have been
difficult to choose a standard distance and
keep to it. The variations of spacing
between ‘PENNY’ and the ‘X, together
with shifts in the eighth row showed that
individual slugs had been used for
‘PENNY’, ‘HALF’ and the ‘X’s. Further
measurement revealed a constant pattern
between the three horizontally adjacent
stamips on the left and right sides of a sheet
(16.5mm between ‘HALF’, 14.5 between
PENNY" and 4.5mm between pairs of
‘X’s) and a slightly longer distance (18.5,
16 and 5.5mm) between the third and
fourth vertical rows. This indicated that
the slugs were triplets and not singles, this
made easier work for the compositor.
Saunders accepted that the suggested
method of build-up of the surcharging
sheet unit by Bushell was feasible.
However, although it was not possible to
prove it was incorrect, such a method
would have been verv difficult and time-
consuming to implement. The compositor
would have had to produce two entirely
different pairs of 15 surcharge forms and
then make an identical twin for each of

them. This would not have been
impossible, but it was most unlikely that it
could have been done without some slight
indication that four separately made forms
existed. This has not happened, despite
the close examination of many sheets over
many years. Saunders proposed that to
avoid the time-consuming, tedious, careful
and most accurate measuring needed to
construct forms of 15, it seemed far more
likely that the compositor used triplet slugs
to build-up the sheet unit line by line
across the form.

Lockie listed 11 instances of damage to
letters on Setting 1, a further 14 on what
Ludington described as a late setting of
Setting 1, 17 on setting II and 19 on Set-
ting II1. Saunders found that none was to
be found on more than one setting. The
only common factor was the well-reported
varied spacing on the surcharge. He then
suggested a method of surcharging which
would have retained the common spacing
pattern and allowed for the many differ-
ences in slight damage to the letters with-
out recourse to the replacement of the
slugs, which almost certainly would have
brought about more than the few mis-
placements that have been reported.

Saunders considered that it was most
likely that the original slugs consisted of
permanent type and from them triplet
slugs were cast in moulds. He proposed
that the form was then built up to sheet
size and locked. It was then impressed into
a flong—a thick piece of cardboard. This
would create a mould into which molten
type-metal could be poured, resulting in
an unhardened plate, capable of printing a
limited number of impressions. This could
be used, eventually discarded and replaced
by another ‘working plate’. The pressure
when impressing the flongs, or if the form
had to be retightened, or if extra packing
had to be inserted, could have caused slugs
to move slightly. Thus producing the
major shifts in the eighth row and a few
other minor ones that have been noticed.

Casting into a mould in this way does
create weaknesses in certain letters where
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junctions of thin limbs occur e.g. A, F, H,
I, N and Y used in the surcharge. The
‘working plates’ would not have been
hardened, thus the weaknesses developed
into breaks and when they were sufliciently
noticeable the plate was discarded and a
new one introduced. This would explain
why there was no continuity of broken
letters, from setting to setting, listed by
Lockie.

The arguments put forward by Saunders
are most persuasive. In sum, the use of
unhardened ‘working plates’ of sheet size
to print the surcharge would have been a
reasonably quick, economic and simple
method to employ in a newspaper printing
works.

Defective letters

It has to be said that there are innumerable
instances of defective letters, many caused
by the usual problem associated with an
overprint on a recess printed stamp.
Others stem from straight-forward poor
printing, for example through insufficient
pressure, insufficient ink or even too much
ink. Ludington was dismissive and wrote
‘none are constant except for a few minor
ones and, in my opinion, their occurrence
is too erratic for them to be of any
significance’. Nevertheless, a fair number
were listed by Saunders, based on research
by Lockie, and readers interested are
referred to Geosix for detailed information.

A unique flaw

On 8 February 1941 the New York Sun
carried a photograph of a ‘Bermuda
Stamp Rarity’—the missing Y’ in ‘PENNY’
discovered by Donald E Gibbons, a stamp
dealer in Bermuda. He had purchased the
sheet on 20 January and noticed that R3/1
had the distinctive error. Bushell also
mentioned the matter in Stamps on 15
February, but surprisingly Gibbons had
only shown him an enlarged photograph
of the part of the sheet with the affected
stamp. From this Bushell bravely judged
that first, the ‘Y’ was completely missing,
secondly, its disappearance occurred at the
time of printing and finally the letter was
not erased or otherwise removed after the
sheet was (over)printed. He also added
that the Y’ was showing an increasing
weakness in several sheets which were
probably printed in sequence to the sheet
with the missing ‘Y’. Ludington writing
much later in The West End Philatelist (May-
June 1960) claimed that the missing Y’
must simply be a later state of the
damaged ‘Y’ on his sheets.

Time moved on. ‘Faulty Specimen Made
Philatelic History’ was the headline in the
Sunday Royal Gazette published in Bermuda
on 19 August 1951. The lengthy article
disclosed that George H Ulrich, Ji of
New Jersey, had acquired from Donald

Gibbons, the stamp rarity known as the
Bermuda ‘PENN’ stamp. Ulrich, an ardent
collector of Bermuda issues, said he had
been urying to buy the stamp since its
picture appeared in the New York Sun in
1941 and was highly gratified to have
made the purchase.

On 26-28 June 1989, the George Ulrich
Collection, comprising 1367 lots, was sold
in Guernsey by Temple Bar Auctions, Lot
1012 contained eight sheets of the 1940
surcharge and a few blocks. The ‘rare Y
omitted, Row 3/1' was included. The
estimate was £300/350—the price paid was
£650. The 1991 Commonwealth Catalogue
listed the error. However, it was arbitrarily
deleted in the 1997 edition published by
Murray Payne on the grounds that, ‘one
sheet is known with “Y” omitted on R3/1,
due to a confetti flaw: not a constant
variety, so no longer listed’. A sad anti-
climax after 57 years! However, it would be
most interesting to learn on what grounds
the new Commonwealth Catalogue editor
reached this decision, after all no
commentator in the past has even hinted
at such a proposal. It is as well to
remember Ludington’s letter to the editor
of the West-End Philatelist (May—June 1960)
when he remarked that the ‘missing Y’ was
simply a later state of the damaged ‘Y’ on
sheets in his possession.

What will the future bring?

Whatever happens, one thing is certain,
local surcharges are not only a source of
enjoyment, but provide an element of
mystery. Those in the reign of King
George VI for Fiji, Barbados and Bermuda
were printed, in some haste, by those
primarily concerned with newspaper
production. It is most unlikely that written
records were kept describing how the
surcharging was done. If they were, then
their existence has never come to light. On
the other hand, those who did the work
could still be alive. Is it too much to hope
that a reader will know one of them and
obtain an eye-witness account to help set
the record straight?

Part 51 (GSM February 1999) in this series
will be devoted to an examination of some of
the varieties to be found on King George VI
stamps of Aden and the Protectorate States and
Antigua.

Readers interested in the study of the stamps of King George VI may like to join
the King George VI Collectors’ Society. Three meetings are held each year in the
British Philatelic Centre at 107 Charterhouse Street, London and another outside
the capital. Geosix, the quarterly journal, is sent to members. Annual subscription
rates are £7 (Geosix by surface mail) and £10 (airmail). Further details from: The
Secretary, KGVICS, 98 Albany, Manor Road, Bournemouth, BH3 1EW.
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