Part B5—Gibraltar

Richard Lockyer ose describes the varieties on the 1938-51 definitives
and the subsequent ‘New Constitution’ overprints

The listings in either Part 1 or the Commonwealth catalogue offer a firm basis for
anyone wishing to study the attractive 1938-52 definitive issue for Gibraltar,
embracing nine different designs on twelve values, all printed by De La Rue. The
descriptions by Potter and Shelton in their book, The Printings of King George VI
Colonial Stamps, also provide an insight into the various shades they had identified.
(Copies of the Bridger and Kay (Guernsey) reprint, released in 1997 are still
available). In addition, long-standing members of the King George VI Collector’s
Society will recall that Frank Saunders published his findings concerning shades,
watermarks, perforations and printings of the %d. to 5d. and £1 values in Geosix
during 1970 (Numbers 61-63). Owen Cock took this further in his article ‘Dates of
Issue of Gibraltar KGVI Definitives’ also published in Geosix in April 1985. In
February 1996 Tom Cussik published a long list matching printings with SG and
Scott catalogue numbers in KGVI Stamps published in the USA. He also included
his personal evaluation of shades. In the light of all this readily available
information, it seems unnecessary to make further comment on these areas of
study, save to say that differences in shade always cause problems and the use of an
ultraviolet lamp can be of help—a remark which applies equally to other colonial
issues. For example, the glorious deep velvet-like colours that show on some
printings of the St Kitts-Nevis are a delight to the eye, while one printing of the
Mauritius 2r.50 almost disappears from view when illuminated by a UV lamp. What
then is left for the variety-hunter when studying the stamps of Gibraltar from the
King George VI era? The name of Bentley Kettle springs to mind and with it the

topic of re-entries.

A chance discovery

Kettle and Saunders joylully shared a fas-
cination for the stamps of King George VI
On 3 February 1951 Kettle wrote a letter,
now in the KGVICS archives, to Saunders
giving a piece of startling news. Quite by
chance he had discovered that since 1945
De La Rue had been re-entering Frame
Plate 1 and also Centre Plate 2 used for the
Gd. value. He gleefully reported that there
were no less than two major and 14 minor
re-entries on a sheet of the recently-issued
6d value overprinted to mark the New
Constitution, while examples also existed
on sheets without the overprint. He went
on to say that he had only positively identi-
fied corrective work on FP1 used for the
6d., 1s. and 2s. but considered that the 5s.
would also be involved and probably the
10s. (At a later date he confirmed the 5s.).
However, he pointed out that, as FP2 had
been used off and on since 1944 for the 1s.
and 2s., it was possible that FP1 would be
scrapped before the next printing of the
10s. and FP2 used instead. Tt was clear that
the re-entries had not been made at the
same time and he went on to describe
- them. His letter finished with a strong plea
to Saunders not to let slip a word about the
discoveries, as he intended to publish his
findings in the near [uture.

Re-entries on FP1 and CP2
(6d. only)

Some examples of re-entry work in a
collection add extra philatelic interest and
give the opportunity to depart from the
strict regime ol collecting by catalogue

numbers. Examples can be found lurking
unappreciated in all kinds of odd places
and generally purchased for no more than
the cost of the normal stamp—that is pro-
viding the searcher has the patience, a
good magnifying-glass and, of course, the
necessary knowledge. It is, therefore, op-
portune to offer a few words of explanation
about how re-entries happen, before de-
scribing those that have come to light on
the Gibraltar issue.

Re-entries are only found on line-
engraved or recess-printed stamps, such as
the Gibraltar definitives. The plates for
such stamps were made in the following
manner. First, a die was produced by en-
graving the reversed image of the design
to be printed on a soft metal plate. This
was very skilful work. The die was then
hardened and the impression transferred
to a soft steel roller. This, in turn, was
hardened. The design on the roller was, of
course, as the stamp or part design would
be seen in normal circamstances. The
printing plate was then made by entering
each individual impression into a soft steel
plate by rocking the roller into each
position. Once again most skilful work.
Sometimes an incomplete transfer would
occur and the plate would be returned to
the transfer press and the relief entered
again at the offending position. This was
usually done without difficulty, thanks to
the skill of the siderographist, and left no
sign. Very occasionally, exact matching did
not occur and some or all of the lines of
the design were doubled and showed on
the resulting stamps. To be very precise,

these are called non-coincident re-entries.
The New Guinea bd. Coronation at Row
5/2 Plate 2A is a good example and
displays the slight lateral movement of the
plate or roller during manufacture where
all the lines of the design show clear lateral
doubling to the right. (I'his variety was
featured in Part 30, GSM November 1993
and listed in Part 1 as SG 210a). A slight
deviation of the impression could lead to
more extensive corrective work. For ex-
ample, should one of the impressions be
out of line sideways, vertically or even
diagonally then it would have to be erased
from the plate, by burnishing, scraping
and even hammering the back of the plate
to procduce a flush polished surface ready
for a fresh impression from the roller.
When all the impressions had been rocked-
in correctly, the plate was hardened and
ready for use. However, if an original in-
correct impression was not removed com-
pletely then any remaining part of the
design would print, when the plate was put
to press, together with the new, fresh and
correct impression. ‘The eflect could be
minute or noticeably extensive and show as
a doubling of part of the design. This is
termed a fresh entry and a superb example
can be found on the Ascension 1s. at R6/4.
It was described in Part 1 of this series way
back in August 1986. It is listed in the Com-
monwealth catalogue (CW 10a and 22a).

A plate could wear during use and start
to give unsatisfactory impressions. This
was because the recesses became shallower
and failed to hold enough ink. Sometimes
this was corrected by re-cutting with the
aid of an engraving tool. Such a repair can
usually be recognised as it reproduced
more intensely when compared to lines not
recut. An example of this can be seen on
the Malta 1d. at R2/9 from Plate 4 in both
colours overprinted for the 1947 Self-
Government issue (Part 7 February 1988).
Another method was to re-enter the plate.
When this was perfectly executed it is very
difficult to pick out, except that the
intensity of the impression makes it appear
to be a different shade when viewed in a
multiple. R5/3 of the %d. Fiji offers a fine
example (Part 3 February 1987). On the
other hand, il it did not match exactly with
the original entry it caused doubling. The
Williams brothers, in their excellent book
Fundamentals of Philately, specify that this is
also called ‘non co-incident re-entry’, but
for simplicity, the generally accepted term
re-entry will be used to distinguish it from
a fresh entry. The date of the repair work
can be established by comparing the
affected stamp with an earlier one from
the same position and plate. Fundamentals
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- of Philately, which took 15 years to write, is
a masterful work and wholeheartedly re-
commended. A two-page article in GSM
(June 1952) entitled “This Re-entry Busi-
ness’” by Tan T Hamilton is another sowce
of information.

Ketlle’s findings

On 24 February 1951 a long article by
Kettle appeared in Stamp Collecting describ-
ing his discoveries concerning FP1 and
CP2 (6d. only). The former had been n
use for all values from 6d. to 10s. since
1938, with FP2 first brought into use for
the 1s. and 5s. in 1944, He reported that
FP1 appeared to have started life with

more or less vague traces of doubling of
¢ ¢

the right-hand vertical frame line on sev-
eral stamps perforated 14 and 13% on all
double-plate values, the most distinct be-
ing R5/1. It was open to question whether
this doubling indicated re-entries right
from the beginning or resulted from some
minor defect in the printer’s equipment
during the entering of the original im-
pression. (It could be that the doubling was
a ‘shift’ when the siderographist did not
ensure that the correct speed or pressure
of the roller was used during rocking-in.)
Another philatelic term explained in full
by the Williams brothers, for those fortun-
ate enough to be able to consult the book.

Kettle summarised his account as follows:
‘States of Frame Plate 1. First State, 1938:

Several stamps showed faint doubling of

right frame, R5/1 being the most obvious.
Second State, 1942/43 (A few months later

he corrected this to 1942): R3/1; races of

re-entry in castle and right-hand frame
line. Slight mark under left end of curved
shading line under castle. This mark also
uppc;u'cd on stamps R4/1 and R5/5. (The
reference to the castle and the others that
follow refer; of course, to the stylised build-
ing in the top right-hand corner of the
frame design). R4/1; castle doubled, also
right frame line. R8/5; doubling in castle,

Editor's Extra

also bottom left and bottom vight base.

Third State, 1945, R1/3; frame extensively

doubled, the top frame line being almost
completely doubled. R1/4; as stamp no 3
but rather less extensive. R2/3; doubling in
castle and lower vight frame. R2/4; doub-
ling in castle and top left frame. R3/3;
doubling in castle, RH/1; faint mark in top
right corner.

‘States of Vignette Plate No 2 6dl. value.
First State. 1938. No information. Second
State, 1943, R8/6; upper right background
lines doubled. R10/Y; left background lines
doubled. Third state, 1950, R2/2; hori-
zontal shading lines in sky at left doubled.
RY/6; hovizontal sky and ground shading
lines doubled at extreme left. R5/1; as for
R2/2. RE/6; horizontal shading lines in sky
at top right faitly doubled. R0/ the

horizontal lines of the level ground and of

the sky at the left of the stamp are strongly
doubled.” This, Kettle stressed, was quite
the best of the vignette re-entries

‘Thie Battle of the George Vi
re-entries’

Thus read the headline above an editorial
piece in Stanp Collecting on 21 December
1951 that collated a lively correspondence
about the topic. Older readers will recall

the Commonwealth Stamp Company ol

Liverpool, their first-class new issue service,
informative monthly newsletters about
King George VI issues and, lastly, their
catalogue devoted to stamps off the reign.
At the end of 1951 the Gibraltar re-entries
described by Kettle were listed and priced
in the catalogue, together with some more
on Ascension and re-touches on KU'T
stamps. This drew a tart response from W
- Iyndem on 9 November, who considered
the re-entries were too highly priced and
were too slight to be of great interest to the
majority of King George VI collectors.
Furthermore, he considered that price was
governed by supply and demand and it the
demand was limited so must the price. A

I always look forward to reading Richard Lockyer’s articles in GSA since they
invariably suggest new varieties to look for and sometimes allow me make previously-
unrecognised ‘finds’ amongst my duplicates. On the other hand, there are occasional
cases where 1 have what looks like a good variety which he does not mention at all.

With his permission, therefore, I illustrate two items from the ‘Jelferies’ collection
which are not featured in this montly’s article; both on the perf 14 2d. grey, which

was printed from plate 1.

Left: The Ape on Rock variety, R1/5 from FP1. Right: The ‘Rock Buzzard’
flaw in the Editor’s collection—not currently positioned
T'he first is the ‘Ape on Rock’ variety which ocaurs on R1/5 and can, therefore, be
found in a marginal piece (unfortunately, mine aren’t!). The second is one I have
found while looking for the ‘Ape on Rock’. It is very close to the position of the ‘Ape’
but not, T think, associated with it. 1 call it “The Rock Buzzard’, since it looks like a
hovering bird of prey (it’s probably planning to have the ‘Seagull’ flaw for breakfast—
sorry!). I don't know its position but T have two examples so it must be constant.
Needless to say, it any GSM reader can position this one 1 would be most grateful.

Editor.

formight later he admited that a reader
had taken him to task for his remarks
about prices. e now agreed that fancy
prices might have to be paid but sull held
to the view that this kind of variety was of
little interest. Furthermore, he noted that a
well-known King George Vi collector using
the pen-name "Sapere Aude’ had endorsed
his comments.

There was a quick response from Kettle
who claimed that he wanted copies of the
ye-entries, as did 'R B Summers and
Moreton Black. e offered a public chal-
lenge o yndem to supply his want list of
Gibraltar re-entries at full Commonzoealth
prices. 1f Fyndem was successiul  then
Kettle would contribute five guineas to a
hospital. However, it unsuccesstul, then
Iyndem would donate five guineas. Kettle
added thacif the stamps were overpriced
then Fyndem would have no difticulty
finding his quota. yndem’s disdainful
reply was that to accept the challenge
would establish a precedent and he could
be challenged several times a week by
other collectors with pet theories, besides
which he could not spare the time. A long
letter from Kettle on 18 January reiterated
his standpoint and made the telling point
that, in a philaelic sense, the King George
VI Gibraltar re-entries were just as interest-
ing as those from older and better-known
issues. On 15 February another corves-
pondent who remained hidden behind the
pseadonym, ‘Wyestow', otltered further
support for Fyndem, but ruined his case by
concluding that the discussion was only
about some scratches on a current stamp
from a minor Mediterranean colony. On
98 March Kettle robustly returned to the
fray, ably supported by Eric Bloch and
Summers, with Fyndem weakly countering
that he had not said the re-entries were off
no interest, but were of no interest to the
majority of King George VI collectors. The
cditor declared, “Everybody seems to have
had a good slog at something, or some-
body, now, so let’s call it a day.’ (Could this
have been the last wordy and, at times,
emotional battle conducted through the
correspondence of columms of a stamp
magaziner)

By 1961 Commonwealth had dropped any
mention of Gibraltar re-entries in their
catalogue. However, they were listed and
priced again in the enlarged version pub-
lished by Bridger and Kay in 1980 and
there they have stayed in the current 1997
edition from Murray Payne.

Judgement to-day

It is possible to have a modicum of
sympathy for Fyndem. Some ol the in-
stances of doubling wre only just discern-
able using a powerful glass. On the other
hand, his dismissive attitude overlooked
some excellent examples of corrective
work by De La Rue. One is also left to
ponder about his reaction, as a philatelic

journalist, i he had been the discoverer

and not Kettle. At the risk of starting a
skirmish, but not a batle, the following
from FP1 in its third state are judged
worthy of notice: R1/3; the doubling to the .
top frame line is easy to spot. There is
generally aweakness in the extra line just
to the left of the medallion (Fig 1). The
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lines forming the castle in the top right
corner and the horizontal lines of shading
surrounding the kev are strongly doubled.
They give an overall impression ol fuzzi-
ness, a characteristic that applies to all in-

stances where the castle shows signs of

doubling. R1/4: the doubling to the top
frame line is also distinctive and there is
usually a weakness to the extra line over
the 'L'TA" of ‘GIBRALTAR' (lig 2). 'The
doubling to the castle and lines by the key
are barely noticeable. The next two ex-
amples are included because marginal
blocks of four with the guide cross over
R1/3—1 have been deliberately extracted
tfrom sheets in the past and are available.
R2/3; slight doubling to the horizontal
shading lines in the right frame in the
south-east corner. R2/4: slight doubling to
the outer top frame in the upper left
corner. R4/1 and R8/5; the doubling to the
castle is reasonably strong. The minute
mark under the curved shading line be-
neath the castle is best seen on R3/1,
rather than the other two locations men-
tioned by Kettle. They are tiny and only
included because Kettle mentioned them.

Turning to CP2 used only for the 6d.
value, four examples of re-enty can be
picked out quite easily, particularly in
multiples, as the sky and ground area on
the left side are much darker than the rest
of the stamp. With experience this can be
detected on single copies and confirmed
with a glass as the lines of shading are
doubled, creating the darkened effect.
They are: R2/2, R2/6, RH/1 and R1O/3. The
others aflecting CP2 are examples ol
strengthening, scemingly executed by very
accurate work. lo study a positional
multiple is a great help, but even then it is
a challenge to pick them out!

Fig 1

IBIPALI'TATR
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Fig 2

The 1%d. Value

Kettle noted in Stampy Mirror that re-entries
could be found on Plates 1A and 1B in the
first, fifth and sixth vertical columns. He
went no further. However, the author has
examined complete sheets of the carmine
value perforated 14 (SG 123) and the
violet stamp perforated 13 (SG 123b), both
printed from Plate 1B, The detailed find-
ings can be found in Geosix (April 1986).
Sulfice it to say that R7/1 offers the most
noticeable instance of doubling, particu-
larly on the violet stamp. The castle and
right-hand side of the surrounding frame
line are allected (Fg 3). R2/1 has the same
characteristics to a lesser degree. 'The
other examples of doubling are all slight.
They aflect the right-hand vertical frame
line on R2/6, 3/1, 3/6, 5/3, 5/5, 8/1=5H, 9/6
and 10/6 on both colours and R2/2, 3/5
and /5 on the violet stamp (they may be
hidden by the density of the ink on car-

New Constitution 6d. in block of four showing the R1/3 and

R1/4 re-entries
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A pair of the 6d. showing, on the left stamp, the darker
impression which resulted from an accurate re-entry
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mine copies). For the record, there is a
scratch on the carmine stamp at R7/5 from
the rear of the King's head across the oval
frame to the middle lower scroll leaf and
another short one on R8/6, just above the
snout of the left-hand fish. R8/6 on the
violet stamp has a blob of colour (a rowing-
boat?) just to the right of the bows of the
warship. The great majority of the traces of
doubling are slight and could indicate
shilts rather than re-entries.

The 3d. value

In 1952 Kettle turned his attention to the
3d. printed from Plate 1A and found some
more re-entries (Stamp Mivvor 19 May 1951
and Stamp Collecting 29 August 1952). He
admitted that he had never managed to
obtain enough material to establish when
they were put into the plate, but his
estimate was 1947. The following list gives
the main features of each instance of
doubling as he described them. R1/2;
lower right corner—vertical frame. R1/3;
bottom inner frame lines, also castle shows
traces. R1/L; castle clearly doubled, hori-
zontal frame lines at bottom and over
castle also show some doubling. R1/5; the
castle frame lines show doubling as do the
horizontal frame lines in the lower right
corner and the horizontal line under ‘R’ of
‘GIBRALTAR'. R2/3; the doubling affects
the castle and the right-hand vertical
frame line. R2/4; Kettle regarded the ap-
pearance of this stamp as a most unusual
re-entry. The main feature being an
apparent ink-smeared bottom frame line
from the lower left corner to the left-hand
foliate ornament. (This could well be an
example of recutting which he did not
mention). The castle, right-hand vertical
frame lines and top horizontal frame over
GIBR also show some evidence of correct-
ive work. R2/5: almost the whole of the
upper left corner shows doubling, the top
frame line being very prominent. Kettle
rated this as the most easily recognised.
R3/3: similar to R2/3 but practically no
horizontal doubling. R3/4; castle doubled
vertically. R4/4; slight vertical doubling to
the castle. Finally, Kettle drew attention to
R2/9, where no doubling occurred, but the
colour of the stamp appeared to be much
deeper and stronger than those around it.
‘This might be an example of an almost
perfect re-entry in line with the %d. Fiji
mentioned earlier.
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The 5d. value

Minute traces ol doubling can be idenu-
fied, affecting the castle on RTI0/3— and 5
from Plate TA. Blocks from these positions
are reasonably casy 1o find as they either
carry the imprint or the plate number.

Plate damage
Rang (GSM June 1952) noted a small flaw
on the final 'R of "GIBRALTAR on the 1s,,
2s. and 3s. using frame plae 2. Te was ap-
parently caused by some surface damage to
the plate at RO The variety is now listed
and named “Broken R in Part 1 and in-
cludes the 10s. Fig + illustrates the normal
letter and various states exist. Figs 5 and 0
are examples. It is worth noting that the
damage on the Is. overprinted for the New
Constitution issuie may not be so extensive
(Fig 7). However, the coloured line within
the leg of the "R' is constant and useful
evidence when considering single copies.
“I'he Crane on the Lighthouse’ i1s an-
other example of a delightful name used
to describe a mark affecting R10/73 of the
3d. from Plate 1A on printings from 1945
onwards (Fig 8).

An almost vertical line by the °S" of

SOUTHPORT occurs on the Is. at R7/5 on
printings between 1944 and 1948 (Fig 9).

Five small dots, in the shape of a
pyramid within the lower half of the ver-
tical shalt of the final 'R’ of "GIBRALTAR’
can be found on some sheets of the over-
printed Is. at R6H FP2 (Fg 10). The
Scagull Flaw’ is a most apt name for a
small scratch, just above the Elote mem-
orial, on CP1at RY/3 used for the 2s. value
on printings between 1945 and 1947 (Mg
1. The mark continued when CP1 was
used with FP2. Moreton Black called it a
bird or feather when he reported the flaw
n January 1950 (Stamp Collecting). General
Sir George Augustus Eliott was the de-
fender of Gibraltar during the Great Siege
ol 1779-82, during which the two cannons
in the foreground were used to fire red-hot
balls of ivon and stone. Seagulls frequently
appear in the gardens surrounding the
memorial and on the day when one sat on
the General’s head the writer did not have
his camera with him!

The ‘Extra Rock’ occurs on R3/1 of a
printing of the 2d. (8G 124b) from Plate
2B. It looks as though a small indentation
in the plate retained ink and printed (Fig
12). “I'he Stone on the Path’ on the same
value is a similar example of slight damage
and affects RY/2 (Fig 13).

A ‘Mirror Offset” on the 2d. carmine was
olfered for sale by Muscotts of Godalming

in January 1963, One stamp in a strip of

four had a partial mirror offset and was
classified by the dealer as “a very fine
example of this type of variety rarely seen
on a Crown Agents release’.

Forgeries
Stamps. A {oomote in Commonwealth has
always mentioned that photo-lithographic
forgeries exist of the expensive 2d. grey
(SG 124ab or CW 14a). The 1997 edition
also adds that most of the forgeries are re-
perforated ordinary stamps.

Coils. David Addey (GSM 1963), in his
series of articles about stamyp coils, noted

that the right margin of the sheets was
used for joining. Commonwealth adds that
copices usually have clipped pertorations at
the top or bottom of the stamp.
Postmarks. Stamp Collecting (23 March
1962) mentioned that among items seized
by the Australian police was a forged date
stamip for Gibraltar with the date *6pm Oct
10th 1949°. There are only four ‘Madame

Joseplt’ forged postmarks relating to the

King George VI period and they are all
oval registered cancellations from wooden
devices timed for 4.30pm, on 6 OC 43, 17
OC 43, 3 MR 44 and 4 AU 44. None is
listed for Gibraltar in the short article
entitled ‘British Empire Fake Alert’ by Ken
Lawrence in The American Philatelist (24

January 1996). He rveported that about 45

devices had come to light. Fortunately,
they are now in the care of the APS and will
not circulate. In 1996 a complete set of the
impressions in black ink could be obtained
for $10 from the American Philatelic
Expertizing Service, PO Box 8000, State
College, Pennsylvania, 16803 USA.

The New Constitution
overprint

The double overprint on the 6d. is well-
known and examples have regularly
appeared at auction over the years. It is
possible that the Targest multiple offered
for sale was a lower left corner part imprint
block of 15 (3x5) advertised in Stamp
Collecting (February 1958) for £950. Five
years later Muscotts were offering a very
fine used copy for £18-10s. A glance at the
arrent catalogue will show that the buyers
have done reasonably well. Hugh Jefferies
made the point that two sheets were
affected when writing in GSM (June 1992).
Owen Cock supports this view as he has
also seen two marginal blocks with ident-
ical markings in the selvedge. Indeed,
Cock suspects that there could have been a
third sheet involved.

A corner strip of the 2d. Plate 2B
showing, on R3/1, the extra rock flaw,
also shown in Fig 12

—
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R1/3 from Frame Plate 1 before the re-
entry which gave rise to the doubling
shown in Figs 1 and 2. Note the lightly-

scratched ‘D’ in the colour of the
vignette in the margin

At a more mundane level, a few in-
stances of pollution of the overprint have

been recorded. It appears that none of

them has the degree of constaney exhib-
ited by similar instances affecting the 1942
Bahamas Landfall set described in Parts
26-28 (GSM November 1992, February
and May 1993). In the Philatelic Magazine
(April 1977) ] € Symes, a member of the
Gibraltar Study Circle, noted a full stop
after the final ‘"N of *CONSTTTUTION" at
R2/6 of the 2d. value, a flawed final ‘N” on
the 6. at R10/6 and a = sign in red above
the ‘I" and "O" at RY/5 of the ls. printed
from FP2/CPL. In addition, the following
can also be found, but it is most unlikely

that they have any significant degree of
constancy. 2d: A black dot within the ‘N" ol

‘NEW’ (Fig 14) and signs ol weakening to
the right vertical of the final ‘N* on R5/6
(Fig 15) and another dot affecting the final
‘N on R7/6 (Fig 16). 3d.: A dash in the ‘¢
on R1/2 (Fig 17). A black dot in the second
‘N ol *CONSTTTUTION on RY/1 (Fig 18)
6d.: An irregularly-shaped  black mark
within the final ‘N" on R10/6 (Fig 19).
There are most probably others, but it
must be stressed that the ones described,
and those yet to be reported, could only
affect a few sheets. The illustrations pro-
vided will enable, at least, some of them to
be plated if found.

The most intriguing ol those mentioned
is the red = sign reported by Symes on the
Is., which is, after all, present on a black
and green stamp with a red overprint.
Owen Cock considers it highly probable
that it was a ‘one-ofl” as, alter many years,
he has vet to find another example to add
to the original copy described by Symes,
which is now in his possession. It could
have been a red mark somehow printed on
a single blank sheet of paper or more
probably connected in some way with the
overprinting forme. But were more sheets
altected? Readers are asked to check their
copies and write to the author should fur-
ther examples come to light. Tan McQueen,
a contributor to GSAL, frequently uses the
term ‘Philately for Fun’ and the search for
items such as the red mark may be of little
consequence, but it is fun!

Marginal marks
Further enjoyment can be had by scarching
for unusual marginal marks and letters

appearing in the selvedge ol some sheets off

King George VI stamps printed for the
Crown Colonies. Examples have been
mentioned previously in this series. The

146 Victory issue is a particularly happy
hunting-ground  for those seeking such
items. However, of immediate relevance is a
capital letter ‘D" in the colour of the centre
plate, that appears in the margin above
R1/3 of a perf 13 copy of the 6Gd. value
issued for Gibraltar. The stamp does not
show the major re-entry to the top frame
line discovered by Kettle, see illustration.

A tip for frame plate recognition
In August 1951 it was noted in Stampp Mirror
that FP2 had a characteristic on nearly
every stamp which readily distinguished it
from FPL. In the top right corner, on a
level with the castle and to the right of it,
were two weaknesses in the outer frame
line amounting to breaks in the line. If the
outer line was complete then the stamp
came from FP1, but if the two signs of
damage were present then it came from
FP2. This applied, of course, to all values
using the same frame plates. Fig 20 illus-
trates the leature; in practice, the breaks
are not so distinct.

Erroneous advice from the past
In 1952 Kendalian, when reviewing the
18 March release of the bs. and 10s. in
Stamp Magazine, drew attention to how the
Crown Agents had become  thoroughly
philatelically-minded, as they had taken
pains to inform subscribers of the Stamp
Budletin that a new plate had been used for
the vignette of the 10s. value. He pointed
out that the difference was noticeable, as
the outline of the rock was more strongly
defined and the detail in the foreground
clearer and deeper. However, nearly half a
century later, research by Cock has es-
tablished that the notification in 1952 by
the Crown Agents was erroneous as only
one centre (vignette) plate, numbered 1,
was used for the 10s. value for the four
printings totalling some 1000 sheets. It
may be that whoever composed the news
item for the Stamp Bulletin intended to
reler to the use of Frame Plate 2, and
Kendalian, having read the text, ‘saw’ the
differences in his own eve, whereas in
reality they were most probably caused by
heavier inking.

In Part 56 (GSM May 2000) Richard
Lockyer OBE commences a study of the
1938-52 defmitive issue for Jamaica.

The King George VI Collectors Society was
founded in 1960 and has some 370 members
spread all over the world, with the majority
living in the United Kingdom. Geosix, the
quarterly newsletter, contains articles
contributed by members. Three meetings are
held each year at the British Philatelic Centre,
London and a fourth at Swinpex. An auction
is held each year. It is open to postal bidding.
15 study papers have been published. The
last, consisting of 170 pages, was published
in 1999 and deals with Jamaica. It was
awarded a Vermeil Medal at the APS Stamp
Show 99 held in Cleveland, Ohio, USA. The
annual subscription to the KGVICS is either £7
(Geosix by surface mail) or £10 (airmail).
Collectors wishing to join the society should
write to the Secretary, KGVICS, 98 Albany
Manor Road, Bournemouth, BH1 3EW.
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