Richard Lockyer ose reviews the interesting definitives of 1938-50

and 1951

renada must come to the forefront whenever collectors discuss the number of
stamps issued by an individual country. In Part I, only 41 main catalogue
numbers are used to list the stamps of King George VI (SG 149/90). Issues
proliferated in the years following 1952 and by the end of 1999 SG 3891 had been
listed. Fortunately, there are some interesting philatelic offerings between 1937 and

1952.
The 193850 Issue
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%d. In August 1946 there was comment
in GSM concerning a noticeable retouch
found on the farthing value at Row 7/8 on
the 10 June 1946 release from Plate 3 (Fig
I). This plate had come into use in No-
vember 1942. The retouch is easy to pick
out between the legs of the second ‘A" of
‘GRENADA . Nevertheless, it is as well to
remember that the odds stand at 120 to 1
when looking at single copies, as sheets
were printed in ten horizontal rows of 12
stamps. A smaller retouch can be found
just to the left of the ‘D’ on the R9/7. This
is probably easier to find, as it falls within a
conventional imprint block. Various states
exist, ranging from two dark dots to the
more noticeable feature illustrated by Fig
2. A strong glass is needed to spot another
small dot and slightly ‘bruised’ area be-
tween the legs of the second ‘A’ on R4/8, in
almost the same position as the major re-
touch reported in GSM in 1946 (Fig 3). This
is mentioned, as there is a risk that single
copies could be misidentified as R7/8.

There are other small defects affecting
the background surrounding ‘GRENADA’
on farthing stamps printed from Plate 3.
They are: R1/3—a tiny dark dot under the
‘G’. R1/7—a vertical line from the base of
the right foot of the ‘A’. R6/6—a very small
dot over the second ‘A’. R7/3—a dark spot
just to the left of the ‘G’. R 7/6—a tiny dot
under the vertical of the ‘R’. R8/2—a dark
spot under the left leg of the second ‘A’
Both R1/1 and 1/12 show ‘moles’ on the
left cheek of the King. The former is on a
line with the nostril, the latter; a little
higher.

1%d. ‘Meliora’ contributed to Stamp
Mirror in the late 1940s and on 6 July 1947
commented on four minor varieties affect-
ing the 1%d. value. The first was a distinct
oblique red line cutting the scroll sur-
rounding the central design, south-east of
the ‘E’ of ‘GRENADA, the second, a series
of red hair-lines through the upper part of
the ‘R’, the third, a red line from the
bottom centre of the King’s collar, cutting
through the upper two lines of the nearby
frame and, lastly, a vertical black line be-

tween the ‘D’ and ‘E’ of ‘GRANDE ETANG'.
Unfortunately, none was positioned and
perforations were not mentioned. For
good measure, another red scratch can be
added. It occurs across the bridge of the
King’s nose on a copy perforated 12}, while
on other single copies (perf 12%x13%) a
dot, high on the King’s forehead, has been
seen. The black, thin, vertical, wavy line
between the ‘D’ and ‘E’ of ‘GRAND
ETANG’, spotted by ‘Meliora’, occurs on
stamps with both perforations.

3d. The ‘Colon Flaw’ is a listed variety
(SG 158ba and CW 17¢). It is an elongated
white patch, 1.25mm in length, below the
dot of ‘3d.” in the top value tablet. Fig 4
shows the flaw, which only occurred on
R5/6 of the eighth printing (16 August
1950). Poor cleaning of the plate was prob-
ably the cause, dried ink or a foreign body
having become lodged in the recess be-
tween the figure 3 and the frame of the
value tablet. Whatever it was must have
projected slightly above the surface of the
plate, as it has been noted in the past that
some specimens of the variety show an in-
dentation in the paper. The flaw vanished

before the next, and final, release on 31-

October 1950 suggesting that either clean-
ing or perhaps re-chroming had cured the
problem. A frame plate guide-line occurs
between R5/6 and 6/6 on the right side
and, depending on the placement of the
perforation holes, this can help to identify
single copies from other printings without
the variety. Wide marginal copies of R5/6

Fig 4
The ‘Colon Flaw’

{

may show a printer’s ‘bullseye’ as another
identifying feature.

White flaws are not nearly as common as
coloured flaws on recess-printed stamps.
Any accident may cause a cut, dent or
scratch in the surface of the plate. This
then retains ink and prints as a coloured
flaw. On the other hand, white flaws, apart
from confetti flaws, depend on the filling-
up of a recess and this is an infrequent
happening. However, mention of confetti
flaws brings to mind a spectacular printing
flaw affecting a horizontal strip of three of
the 1%d. value (155) from the top of a
sheet. It was sold at Harmers on 24 August
1995 for £1229. The white patch was very
large. Indeed, the use of the term confetti
flaw in the accepted, albeit narrow and
proper sense, could be described as a
misnomer. The white area affecting the
three stamps was caused by piece of
extraneous paper lying across their centre.
This extra piece, some 60mm long and
I14mm at its widest, complete with the
missing design and perforated through,
was included in the lot. Together they
formed a unique philatelic item in every
sense of the word.

A most elusive perforation
(157a)

Kendalian, writing in Stamp Magazine dur-
ing the late summer of 1950, brought the
surprising news that the 2%d. value had
been discovered with compound rather
than the normal line perforation. With the
advantage of hindsight, Kendalian’s con-
cluding wdrds have a hollow ring, but in
fairness at the time they offered practical
advice. He warned his readers not to fall
for any opening fancy prices for this item
—offers showing more energy than judge-
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ment will no doubt be made, but don’t
overlook that the printing should be fairly
substantial’. Circumstances proved other-
wise and he had to write later that despite
the efforts of dealers very few copies of the
perf 12%x13% had turned up, while the
2%d. released on 31 October showed no
change in perforation or shade from the
release on 16 August, line perforated 124
A report in Stamp Collecting (2 September
1950) noted the existence of a pair of the
2%d. value in the compound perforation
12%x13% belonging to Mr R Crawford. It
pointed out that this had not been recorded
previously and so should be catalogued.
GSM (October 1950) also confirmed sight
of the Crawford pair and suggested this
latest surprise maintained the reputation
of Grenada for being a fascinating country
for KGVI issues. It also suggested that the
pair might have been part of the 20 March
1950 release, despatched direct to the col-
ony and not placed on sale in London (sur-
prisingly, this was the only occasion that
contemporary comment appeared in
GSM). A further report in Stamp Collecting
(11 May 1951) carried the news that, at least
11, possibly 13, used copies had come to
light. They all had light postmarks, but
one seemed to read 17 July 1950, which
tied in nicely with a copy owned by Mr
Aguilar, dated 14 April 1950. Another news
item stated that, after a very careful search,
14 mint copies had been found in Gre-
nada. It also noted that a ‘part sheet’ from
Holland was now in Britain. This ties in
well with a report in Stamp Mirror (28 May
1951) which, while admitting that very
little was known about the ‘mystery per-
foration’ that had appeared on odd copies
of commercial mail from an unidentifiable
sub-post office in Grenada, did mention
that Mr Muscott of Godalming had secured
a mint block of six from the bottom right
corner and three singles. In the autumn,
E F Aguilar, the editor of the West Indian
Philatelist, reported in Stamp Collecting (12
October 1951) that he had conducted a
survey amongst collectors in the West
Indies and could account for less than 60
copies in used condition. He added that
each year Trinidad and Jamaica had large
sweepstakes and it was through this medium
that most of the Grenada 2%d. with the
compound perforation had been found.
Contemporary descriptions of shades are
always useful, especially when given by a
knowledgeable collector. Editorial com-
ment, included within an excellent series
by S G Balley about the 1938-50 issue,
published in Stamp Collecting (7 December
1951 to 7 March 1952), provided informa-
tion from F R B Summers. Balley had re-
marked that stock of the 2%d. seemed to
get very low at St George’s GPO in 1950.
He suggested that perhaps stamps with the
unusual perforation had been unearthed
from old stock from the July 1947 release
rather than the one made in March 1950.
Summers responded: ‘T am one of the for-
~ tunate few who possess a clean mint copy
of this rarity and have carefully compared
it with specimens of both the July 1947
and March 1950 releases in the normal
perforation and, whereas it differs dis-
tinctly in shade from the former; it matches
exactly the shade, paper and gum of the

latter release’. The editor concluded with
the remark that ‘Mr Summers considers
there is no doubt that the rare stamp is
from the 1950 printing’.

On 15 July 1955 Stamp Collecting pub-
lished a long letter from F Earle Hall of
Winchendon, Mass, USA. Hall disclosed
that, having received excellent co-operation
from several collectors, he was in a position
to summarise his findings concerning SG
157a, even though they were limited by
the scarcity of material, and the fact that
the majority of copies in philatelic hands
showed very light and incomplete cancel-
lations. However, it seemed improbable
that much more material would turn up
and a summary based on what he had seen
would be useful. He had found that copies
had been cancelled at four post offices:
Grand Roy, St Paul’s, Grenville and the
GPO at St George’s. He emphasised the
point that the stamps had been cancelled,
not necessarily issued, at these post offices.
It was, after all, possible that the stamps
could have been carried about prior to use,
particularly as St George’s and St Paul’s,
for example, were not far apart. The earl-
iest date of usage was 5 May 1950 can-
celled at the GPO. The other cancellations
clearly identified the post offices, but posit-
ive dates could not be established. The
GPO cancels ranged from May to August
1950. In sum, he had traced the where-
abouts of 37 mint copies and under 100
used. He concluded by thanking Mrs P W
Ring and Mr J Turton of Jamaica, Mr
Herbert Bayley of Barbados and Messrs
E F Aguilar and Anduze for their ready
help. It is intriguing to note that no men-
tion was made of the 14 April 1950 can-
cellation mentioned in Stamp Collecting in
1950.

Reference to a catalogue will quickly
show that the stamp is very highly rated. It
is, therefore, opportune to draw attention
to a warning published in Stamp Collecting
under the banner headline, ‘GRENADA—
RARE PERF FAKED'. The news item went
on to say that copies of Grenada SG 157a
(perf 12%x13%) offered at prices below the
normal had proved to be the common perf
12% all round trimmed on the vertical
sides and reperforated. The overall width
of the normal stamp was 27%mm, but the
faked copies were only 26mm. Graham
Cooper, in a short article in Geosix (July
1982) about KGVI forgeries, described a
mint copy of the rare perforation which
was, in fact, an excellent reperforating of
an ordinary line perforated stamp. Once
again, caveat emptor.

Finally, a suggestion based on pure con-
jecture is offered to help assess the number
of sheets that could have been printed with
the unusual perforation. In normal cir-
cumstances batches of six or seven sheets
were perforated at a time. On this basis it
is feasible that such a batch, totalling 360
or 420 stamps, was mistakenly perforated
12%x13Y% before, or after; the main supply
was line perforated 12% for the 20 March
1950 release. It is emphasised that this is
only a suggestion, but bearing in mind the
remarks by Aguilar about the use of the
stamps at sweepstake time, it is likely that a
significant number could have been dis-
carded before their rarity was appreciated.

Whatever happened, the small number
found makes this one of the rarest KGVI
perforation varieties. Nevertheless, there is
always the hope that other used copies will
come to light. One may even be attached
to that cheap album page from a schoolboy
collection offered for sale at a local stamp
fair!

3d.: a new shade or a fake?
Shades have often provoked comment, no
more so than when a stop press item
appeared in Stamp Mirror (9 September
1950) entitled ‘Grenada 3d. Error of
Colour’. It gave the news that supplies of
the Grenada 3d. released on 16 August
received by Mr P W Madden had con-
tained one sheet in a sage-green shade,
nearly the colour of the New Zealand 1947
1%d. Health Stamp. A fortnight later
‘Aniline’, having seen the sheet, described
it as a very distinctive shade of sage-green
and intense grey-black, which for all prac-
tical purposes could be considered a new
colour, matching the frame of the obsolete
Gold Coast 1s. (SG 128). Kendalian, refer-
ring to the news in Stamp Magazine (31
October 1950), stated bluntly: ‘Now not
only are these stamps a fake (at least the
two copies I was shown) but I know quite
well how the faking was done, so collectors
are hereby warned. What a pity, that such a
fine hobby should be the prey of certain
gentry. The Commonwealth catalogue has a
most pertinent footnote referring to CW 7
(3d. olive-green perforated 12% line)
saying ‘No.7 with frames of bright green or
orange are fakes with chemically-altered
colours, and may be found with the words
“colour fake” handstamped on reverse.’
The colour photograph of a single copy of
a 3d. shown here (Fig 5) may or may not be
an example of the work of ‘certain gentry’
—it is certainly different!

Fig 5

5s.: the leaping fish

This flaw (Fig 6) on a single copy of the 5s.
(162) is included because the mark by the
side of the ship closely resembles a gold-
fish. It is most probably a ‘one-oft’, if not,
it has the makings of a collectable variety.

10s.: hand-painted

C P Rang reported an instance of hand-
painting on the 10s. value in GSM (Febru-
ary 1954). He commented that the touching-
up of individual stamps by the means
of hand-painting seemed to have been
prompted by economy. He suggested that
it was probably cheaper to dab a little
discreet colour on a few specimens in an
occasional sheet than to scrap entire sheets
when paper was scarce. Hence, it was dur-
ing war-time that the practice came into
use. He quoted the ‘Admirals’ of Rhodesia
and the much later Leeward Islands 6d.
(Part 46, GSM November 1997) and Tonga
2%d. (Part 40, May 1996) as examples, the
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Fig 9

Fig 10

Brunei 10 cents also comes to mind (Part
16, GSM May 1990). So far as the Grenada
10s. was concerned, H B Sumner had
shown Rang a vertical pair from the lower
left corner of a sheet with margins intact.
The upper stamp was fully inked, but the
lower one showed an ink deficiency indic-
ated by breaks in the fine lines and ink
stripping in the thick parts of the design.
White patches occurred in the shading of
‘GRENADA’ and towards the bottom of
the stamp where the tablet frame lines
and ‘POSTAGE’ were very broken. The
printers, evidently wishing to remove the
worst blemishes, had painted over the
value tablet frame lines and the thick
shading of the figures using an ink that was
more red than carmine and showed in
places where it overflowed. There may still
be those who doubt that such a labour-
intensive method was adopted by De La
Rue. If this is so, then there is an eye-
witness to support Rang’s hypothesis. In
recent years the author has discussed this
topic with a collector who was an appren-
tice with the firm during the late 1930s.
He recalled seeing staft doing the work by
hand using very delicate paintbrushes.
Finally, it is as well to remember Rang’s
concluding comment—Hand-painted vari-
eties are among the most interesting but
the greatest care is needed to ascertain
their pedigree’.

In 1992 Dickon Pollard drew attention
(Geosix 164) to a couple of clear marks,
resembling a comet, in the colour of the
frame plate, just south-east of the ‘R’ of
‘GR’ in the top left corner on a copy of CW
24 and two copies of CW 25.

F
The 18th edition of the Commonwealth
catalogue, published by Murray Payne Ltd,
to coincide with The Stamp Show 2000,
contains information to sort out the
complexities facing a collector unfamiliar
with the differences between the nine
listed stamps. A flow chart concerning
those perforated 14 is helpful, but be
warned, as two of the descriptions do not
match the listing on the previous page in
the catalogue. This ‘was mentioned in
‘Updates and Corrections’ in Issue No 28
of Sixth Sense, the house magazine for
Murray Payne Ltd. (Bermuda collectors
should note that there are eight pages of
similar flow charts for the large keyplates.)
In the 1940s and 1950s the Grenada 10s.
was probably the most popular KGVI
stamp to be issued. Comment about it
filled many columns in the philatelic
magazines of the period—R E Darnton
(Stamp Collecting, 2 July 1949), W J Potter
(Stamp Collecting, 18 January 1952), S G
Balley (Stamp Collecting, 7 December 1952)
and Philip Halward (The Stamp Magazine,
May 1962). In recent years Eric Yendall has
published his detailed research, based on
the official records, which were not avail-
able to earlier collectors, in the April and
July 1983 editions of Geosix, the quarterly
Jjournal of the King George VI Collectors
Society. Finally, Tom Cussick produced a
useful summary in the February 1996 edi-
tion of KGVI Stamps, published in the USA.
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This easily seen variety was probably
caused by a scratch to the common centre
plate used for seven values (Fig 7). The line
continues well outside and to the right of
the main sail. An unusual characteristic is
that the left part of the scratch is at a
slightly different angle to the longer mark
to the right. It can be found on R1/1 and
has been seen on positional copies of
the 1d., 2d. and 3d. values perforated
13%x12)%. A much shortened line has been
seen on the same low values, plus the 6d.
and 5s. (Fig 8). It is possible that an at-
tempt was made to erase the mark. If so,
then it is curious that the small portion was
left to print, unless it was not visible to the
eye of the printer and was still deep enough
to retain ink. On the other hand, a more
acceptable explanation is that the scratch
was very shallow and wore away as the
plate was used, with the deeper left portion
left to print. In support of this contention
it is pertinent that copies exist with signs of
the long line showing as faint dashes
through the sail to the right of the short
line, thus indicating an intermediate state
(Fig 9). The slight change of direction of
the mark mentioned previously could have
been caused by the extraneous object drop-
ping into the recess in the plate, to print
the edge of the sail, and then jumping out
to continue making the scratch at a slightly
different angle. Finally, it should be noted
that a vertical row of five tiny black (the
colour of the vignette) marks can be found
outside the upper frame line above the top
left stylised or acanthus leaf. The distance
from the frame line depends on the cent-
ring of the vignette. Occasionally, some of
them can be ‘lost’ in a perforation hole. So
far as is known, these tiny marks only exist
in conjunction with the three states of the
‘Line Though the Sail’. Unfortunately, it is
not possible, at the moment, to confirm
the plate number, although Centre Plate 3
is the frontrunner.

A minor die defect

In Part 2(GSM, November 1986) mention
was made of die defects affecting the Bar-
bados definitive issue. It appears that an-
other very small example can be found on
all seven Grenada values with the King’s
head and the badge of the colony design
(in both perforations). The lines of shading
depicting the sky are horizontal, but just to
the right of the fluttering pennant two tiny
diagonal lines appear on every stamp (Fig
10).

The 1951 issue

Corrective work by De La Rue resulted in
some collectable varieties. Three can be
found on the 25c. The first, reported in
Stamp Mirror (23 September 1950), con-
cerned R1/1, where the top frame line
continued to the right. The commentator
considered it could be a guide-line, but was
reminiscent of the re-entries on the 1898
New Zealand 1d., where the top frame line
often ran away to the right. The positional
copy in the author’s collection shows a line,
but it is minute. The second and third
occur conveniently within a plate block.
The horizontal lines of shading from the
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frame plate show strengthening in the top
left-hand corner of R4/9 and down the left
side of R5/9 (sheets were printed in five
rows of ten). When seen in a plate block (1-
1), the darker areas stand out when com-
pared with R4/10 and 5/10. The corrective
work is just visible (Fig 1/) and calls to
mind the re-entries on the centre plate of
the Gibraltar 6d. (Part 55, GSM February
2000).

The $2.50

Printing details seem to have been neg-
lected in the past. There were two requisi-
tions of the $2.50 value. The first, Req
5126/2, called for 800 sheets, ‘50-set’. In
the event, 920 sheets were delivered by De
La Rue on 6 November 1950 and of these
30,000 stamps (600 sheets) were des-
patched to the Bureau. Both plates were
numbered 1 and were issued on 30 August
1950. The return dates are not recorded in
the Plate Issue Register. The second order,
Req 5393/2, was for 400 sheets, DLR de-
livered 500 on 4 March 1952 and 20,300
stamps went to the Bureau. There are no
details about the issue or return of the
plates. Two release dates were recorded in
the philatelic press of the time. The first
was 8 January 1951 (slate-blue and deep
carmine) and the second, 11 March 1952
(slate-blue and carmine and grey-blue and
rose-carmine). As just over a third of the
first printing and under a fifth of the
second was despatched by DLR to Gre-
nada, it is very clear that there was a
limited demand for the $2.50 value in the
colony. Nevertheless, both used and mint
stamps are priced the same in Part 1, with
a small premium for used copies in the
Commonwealth catalogue. These are intri-
guing financial assessments, bearing in
mind the official distribution figures. A
highly unlikely reason could be that enter-
prising dealers in the UK took a gamble
and sent out very large stocks to be can-
celled to order, thus significantly increas-
ing the number of used copies available.
However, this suggestion stretches the

bounds of credulity, bearing in mind the
amount of capital that would have been
tied up at a time when a ten shilling note
($2.50) could buy eight pints of beer or
four tots of whisky in a public house! It
does look, therefore, as though fine used
copies of the $2.50 are ‘sleepers’ which
should appreciate in value. For the record,
there cannot be any Madame Joseph forged
postmarks to confuse matters, as the latest
date from a wood cancel is 9 November
1943.

For many years the Commonwealth cata-
logue has included mention of re-entries
affecting the first, fourth and sixth stamps
in the bottom row of the $2.50. The second
stamp in the row also deserves mention.
Sheet size, reported in GSM (February
1951), was 10x5, i.e. five horizontal rows of
ten stamps. Most of the signs of corrective
work are not too difficult to spot with a
good glass. The easiest to recognise is
R5/1, where two of the four thick hori-
zontal lines between the value tablets show
doubling, as well as the lowest lines of the
two value tablets (Figs 12 and 13). The
upper frame line of the right tablet also
shows slight signs of doubling, as do the
figures. The signs of doubling on R5/4 are
just discernible. The top frame line of the
right value tablet is slightly doubled and
the lines of pecked horizontal shading
adjacent to the nearby vertical frame line
show evidence of strengthening. R5/6 is
easier to identify in that, while the top
frame lines of both tablets show slight doub-
ling (Figs 14 and 15), the give-away is clear
but short doubling to the horizontal frame
line to the immediate right of the left
tablet. Very small traces of doubling also
affect both sets of figures. Finally, a trace of
doubling in the top left corner of the right-
hand tablet of R5/2 is mentioned because
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Fig 11 Plate block 1-1 of the 25c.
showing strengthened horizontal
shading lines on R4/9 (top left-hand
corner) and R5/9 (left side)

it is unlike other impressions in the bottom
row (Fig 16). It should also be noted that
minute traces of doubling to the horizontal
lines of broken shading immediately above
the value tablets can be detected on R5/1
and 5/4.

The plate varieties and marginal markings
on the 1946 pair were described in Part 14
(GSM, November 1989).

Part 60 (GSM, May 2001) will describe plate
varieties on the 1938-51 Sierra Leone
definitive set.

Readers interested in the issues of KGVI may wish to join the King George VI
Collectors’ Society. Further details can be obtained from The Secretary, KGVICS, 98
Albany Manor Road, Bournemouth, BH1 3EW.
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Fig 15

Fig 16
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