King George VI Varieties

Part 60—Sierra Leone

The 1938-52 definitives provide a happy hunting ground for those
interested in varieties, suggests Richard Lockyer ose

Potter and Shelton, when describing the stamps of Sierra Leone in their book,
The Printings of King George VI Colonial Stamps, published in 1952, judged that
‘This well-printed Waterlow set presents few problems, and has few outstanding
shades to interest the specialist’. In their eyes this may have been so, but it is worth
pointing out that they itemised 104 different issues of the 14 values released on 16
dates between 1 May 1938 and 23 July 1952. In the following years GSM noted a
further 41 issues covering 12 values released on seven dates between 10 March 1953
and 23 November 1955. However, that is not the end of the story.

In late 2000 Frank L Walton completed
an excellent 90-page hardbound book
about the King George VI definitive issues
for Sierra Leone. It has been published by
the West Africa Study Circle and contains
details of the tendering procedures used
by security firms seeking work, as well as
full information about the 220 printings of
the 14 values totalling 611,289 sheets of
60, or 36,677,340 stamps. There is also
comment on sheet format, specimens,
postmarks, postage rates, plate varieties
and characteristics such as gum, paper, per-
foration and ink. (A4 review of this book
appears on page 106. Ed.)

Minor shades abound in stamps of the
issue, as do small perforation differences.
These topics intrigued Saunders, who pub-
lished his opinions in early editions of
Geosix, the quarterly newsletter of the King
George VI Collectors’ Society. As supplies
of single stamps are readily available, at
reasonable prices, there is scope for any-
one looking for a new field of study. An-
other intriguing aspect is to assemble a
collection of the many different postmarks
used at the 119 post offices, ten travelling
post offices and four military post offices,
all listed in Walton’s book. He also provides
72 colour illustrations that show a selection
of the names used. These in themselves are
fascinating, the majority are the local names
for towns and villages, but there is a sprink-
ling of names such as Bradford, Glou-
cester, Hastings, Kent and York to keep the
pot boiling. A selection are illustrated here.
However, for those interested in plate
varieties the prospect is also a happy one.
Indeed, the topic earns mention as a foot-
note in the Stanley Gibbons British Com-
monwealth catalogue. However, before de-
scribing them it will be as well to consider
a slightly contentious matter—sheet size.

Sheet Size

It was noted in GSM in July 1938, under a
by-line ‘Stamps News of the New Reign’,
that the sheet arrangement for Sierra
Leone issues, printed by Waterlow, was 12
horizontal rows of five without plate
numbers.

Ten years later, most of a footnote under
the entries for the 1938 set contained in
the Rex catalogue, compiled, edited and
published by A O Crane, stated ‘Numbers

4 to 8 (i.e. 4d., 1d., 14d., 2d. and 3d.) were
issued on 1 May, the remainder 20 June.
Issued in sheets of sixty (ten rows of six)
with printers’ imprint in the centre of bot-
tom margin. Later printings were in sheets
of sixty (12 rows of five), with, in bottom
margin, printers’ imprint in the centre,
and, in the case of Nos 4 and 8 (%d. and
3d.), frame and vignette plate numbers
under 4th and 5th columns respectively,
and, in the case of Nos 5, 9 and 12 (1d.,
4d. and 1s.) vignette plate number under
the 5th column. Still later printings of No
5 additionally have frame plate number in
bottom margin under 4th column.’

Robson Lowe, in Volume 2 (The Empire
in Africa) of The Encyclopaedia of British
Empire Postage Stamps, published on 1
March 1949, gives the sheet size as 6x10
with a note that “The 1941 and later print-
ings were in sheets of sixty stamps—5x12.
The 1960-61 and 1964-65 editions of the
Commonwealth catalogue make no mention
of sheet size. However, the 14th edition,
published in 1980, included a cryptic note
within the description of the set ‘Sheets
6x10 and 5x12 (1941)’. This was repeated
in following editions and is included in the
current 20th edition.

It is noteworthy that Frank Saunders,
when describing the shades to be found on
the %d., 1d., 1%4d., 2d., 3d. and 4d. values
in Geosix during the 1960s, stated that the
sheets of 60 were 5x12 throughout the life
of all the stamps. An unnumbered frame
plate with a sheet size of 5x12 is known to
have been used for the 1s. with centre
plates 2 and 3. In addition, an unnum-
bered frame plate was used for the 4d. and
2s. with CP3, both with a sheet size 5x12,
while FP2 and 3 have been seen in use with
CP2 and 3 for other values. These sight-
ings pose a query. If the frame plate used
in 1938 was 6x10 then why was the 5x12
frame plate not given a number? It makes
for a perplexing situation.

The official records in the British Library
give no direct help, beyond stating that the
plates were all ‘60 set’. However, Frank
Walton, having studied the entries in the
official Paper Issue Book, offers convincing
proof in his monograph, that all the plates,
from the outset, were printed in sheets of
60 with 12 rows of five horizontal im-
pressions.

A selection of postmarks
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s~ It is possible that Stanley Phillips, as
‘editor, made a mistake in 1938 when first
rﬁentioning sheet size in GSM. However,
his formidable reputation as a philatelist
makes this very doubtful. Equally, Saunders
was meticulously accurate when recording
philatelic facts, while recent work by
Walton supports both. The problem there-
fore arises, why would Crane go to such
lengths to point out the difference in sheet
size when he compiled his Rex catalogue?
It seems most likely that he was mistaken
and inadvertently published incorrect in-
formation. However, his remarks were en-
dorsed by Robson Lowe and eventually by
the Commonuwealth editor. But, could Lowe
in 1949, and the Commonwealth catalogue
editor, some 20 years ago, have accepted
Crane’s description without challenge? It
seems so, because Crane’s description ap-
peared to be detailed and well researched.
Nevertheless, his - announcement should
surely have aroused comment elsewhere
and invite the question: why did Waterlow
decide to change the plate format for so
many values? So far as is known, this did
not happen.

However, the current Commonwealth cata-
logue editor accepts that the sheet format
was always 12 horizontal rows of five and
will amend the next edition. It may seem
that too many words have been devoted to
this affair. However, they make the point
that once an entry is included in a stamp
catalogue there is a danger that it is ac-
cepted as an irrefutable fact to be passed
on without question. Fortunately, editors
today are willing to change entries pro-
viding they are furnished with proper
evidence.

Bentley Kettle again!
Nearly 50 years have passed since GSM
published an article in April 1952 by
‘ Bentley Kettle, in which he revealed the
results of a close study of a sheet of the 1s.
(5x12) without a frame plate number. The
use of a strong magnifying glass enabled
him to identify 19 stamps with instances of
doubling of the frame design. He pointed
out that it was necessary to remember that
on a heavily-inked plate some examples
could appear as thickened lines because
the small space between the two recessed
lines retained a film of ink. As to the cause,
Kettle suggested that the majority were
-due to a slight shift of the transfer roller
during the rocking-in process.

A list of the stamps identified by Kettle
now follows. Nearly all of them have been
verified by positional examples in the
author’s collection taken from a sheet from
the unnumbered frame plate and CP3.
The illustrations are four times the normal
size and make the plating of individual
stamps possible. Row 1/3—Doubling to the
left of the outer frame line in the lower left
corner for about quarter of its length (Fig
I). There is also very slight thickening of
the upper frame line running towards the
right from the upper point of the dia-
mond. R1/4—Doubling to left outer frame
line at top left and along almost the whole
length of the top horizontal frame line (Fig
2). R1/5—Top left corner shows strong
doubling to the outer horizontal frame
line and slight doubling to the vertical.

Slight doubling also appears in the lower
left corner (Fig 3). R2/3—Slight vertical
doubling at top and bottom left (Fig 4a-b).
R2/4—Kettle noted scratches outside the
left vertical frame, marks within the dia-
mond frame holding the King’s head and
duplication of the ‘S’ of ‘SIERRA’ and the
‘O’ of ‘LEONE’. Only slight duplication to
the top of the ‘S’ can be confirmed. R5/1—
Left vertical inner and outer frame lines
doubled to the left in the lower left corner
and right outer frame line doubled to the
left i the lower right corner (Fig 5a-b).
The horizontal lines of shading at the top
of the right panel are also doubled. R5/2—
This is almost the same as R5/1, but with-
out the doubling to the lines of shading
(Fig 6a-b). R5/3—The right vertical frame
line is doubled to the right at the top, but
to the left at the bottom (Fig 7a-b). There
is also a minute trace in the lower left
corner and to the lines of shading in the
top right corner. R5/5—Doubling to the
lines of shading at top right. (This was not
detectable on copies examined). R6/2—
Strong doubling to the left outer vertical
frame line in the lower left corner (Fig §).
R7/3—Top horizontal frame line doubled
at the right (Fig 9). R7/4—Kettle noted
slight doubling behind the upper right
leaf, this remains undetected by the author.
However, the extremely thin outer right
frame line is a distinguishing feature of
this stamp. R8/2—Left vertical frame line
is slightly doubled in the lower left corner
(Fig 10). R8/4—An interesting stamp, as
the left vertical frame is doubled to the left
in the top left and bottom left corners and
the right vertical frame is doubled to the
right (Figs 11a, b—). R8/5—Both the inner
and outer left vertical frames show doub-
ling in the top left corner (Fig 12). R9/2—
Right outer vertical frame line doubled to
the right in the top right corner and lines
of shading at top right (Fig 13). R9/4—Left
outer vertical frame doubled to the left in
the bottom left corner, slight traces also
affect the right frame line in the bottom
right. The top frame is doubled at the left
end. Surprisingly, Kettle did not notice the
clear doubling to the foot of vignette frame
at the left or the doubling of the left end of
the value tablet (Fig 14a, b—). R10/3—
Kettle reported a faint trace of doubling to
the ‘S’ of ‘SIERRA’. R11/12—Left vertical
frame line is doubled in bottom left corner
(Fig 15). The leaves and lines of shading in
the top right corner also show signs of
doubling. Finally, on R2/5 a slight trace of
doubling can be detected in the top left
corner, affecting the top horizontal frame
line (Fig 16). Kettle did not mention this,
perhaps because an ink film filled the
small gap. In the eyes of the Commonwealth
catalogue editor in 1980, 1983 and 1991
those on R1/4, 8/4 and 9/4 deserved men-
tion in a footnote (and quoted at five times
normal).

At the conclusion of his study, Kettle
remarked that some impressions showed
vertical doubling, others horizontal and a
few diagonal. The last made him doubt
that all the doublings’ were due to the
transfer roller touching down accidentally
on the plate. He considered that they
could have been caused when the transfer
roller was rocked-in to strengthen a weak
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impression. Finally, he had to admit to
defeat when looking at R8/4, where the
left-hand vertical frame was doubled to the
left and the right-hand one doubled to the
right. He appealed for help and it echoes
now!

H A Maguire of Toronto purchased the
Sierra Leone material when Kettle’s collec-
tion was sold. His comments, confirming
Kettle’s original findings about the 1s.,
appeared in Geosix (September 1961). In
Maguire’s view the examples of doubling
must have been present from the very be-
ginning, for many of the items were from
the first printing. He had suggested to
Saunders in a letter dated 21 February 1961
that the cause could be either a shifted
transfer, or fresh entries, or a ‘new boy’
siderographist preparing his first plate.
The last suggestion, although a ‘catch all’
solution, could well be the answer.

Further research by

Maguire

Geosix (November 1966) contained observa-
tions by Maguire about examples of doub-
ling he had found on FP1, used for every
printing of the 4d. value. He listed eight:
R1/1—Vertical duplication of the outer
and inner frame lines at top right (Fig 17)
and a trace in the spray of leaves nearby.
R2/2—Doubling of the outer horizontal
frame line in the lower left corner (Fig 18).
R3/1—Vertical doubling of the outer frame
line at top right (Fig 19) R7/1—Doubling
of the outer vertical frame in the lower
right corner (not detected). R10/4—Very
slight horizontal doubling of the lines of
shading in the top right corner. R12/1—
Similar to R10/4 but the doubling extends
right across the panel on both sides of the
palm frond and shows clearly adjacent to
the corner. R12/4—Both the outer and
inner frames lines doubled in the lower left
corner (Fig 20). R12/5—Similar to R12/4
but more extensive (Fig 21). Maguire also

- noted horizontal doubling to the frame

lines at the top left. It has to be said that
some of these are very difficult to spot,
even with a strong magnifying glass. It is
likely that Maguire was examining lightly-
inked copies.

‘The 1980, 1983 and 1991 Commonwealth
specifically mentioned R1/1, 1/4, 2/2, 3/1
and’7/2 on the 4d. They were rated at five
times the normal value. The doubling to
the top frame line in the right corner of
R1/4 is not easy to detect and was not listed
by Maguire. This is not surprising as, al-
though it was mentioned in the catalogue,
the doubling is generally filled by ink. R7/2
also escaped Maguire’s notice, which, again,
is not surprising as the doubling to the
outer vertical top right frame line usually
merges into a thick line.

Commonwealth also mentioned frame
varieties on the ld., presumably from FP1
at R5/2, 6/2 and 7/2. Lack of material pre-
cludes comment. Nevertheless, judging
from the examples of doubling already
identified on the 4d. and Is. it is a fair
guess that whoever, prepared Frame Plate 1
for the %d., 1d., 3d. and 2s. values left

similar instances of doubling on then.
awaiting discovery by anyone fortunate
enough to own sheets or large blocks. >

Centre Plate varieties
The marginal pieces illustrated, clearly show
that WP 41004 was used to print the vign-
ette featuring ‘Freetown from the Harbour'.
The numbers in the upper margin were
usually cut away before despatch by the
printer. If seen, they should be cherished!
There is a clear instance of a re-entry on
later sheets printed from Centre Plate 2. It
can be found on Row 11/5, where the sky
below and to the right of the value on
some sheets shows horizontal doubling,
best described as a general fuzziness when
compared with the normal. An even more
distinctive example can be found at R11/2,
on later sheets printed from CP3, where
doubling of the masts of the ship at the left
of the design is easily detected (Fig 22).
The author can confirm this from posi-
tional pieces in his own collection for the
%d., 1d., 3d., 4d., 1s. and 2s. values. Closer
examination reveals doubling to the build-
ings on the shore and elsewhere, reminis-
cent of similar re-entries by Waterlow to
the Malta 2d. Earlier investigations by
Saunders and Maguire were hampered by
insufficient material and Saunders incor-
rectly deduced that the re-entry affected
CP2. A footnote in the 1997 and 2000
Commonuwealth catalogues also allocates it to
CP2. However, this will be amended in the
next edition to show CP3.

A major perforation variety
Stamp Magazine (July 1942) reported that
J Lawford of Reading, when examining a
mixed lot, had found a vertical pair, im-
perforate between, of the 1d. value. The ac-
companying photograph showed a blurred
postmark stated in the report to read ‘April
18th 1939". Walton provides an illustration
in his book. It is believed that this pair sold
at Harmers (25 May 1957) for £150.

Crane drew attention, in a footnote in
his 1948 catalogue, to the existence of ver-
tical pairs of the 1d. imperforate between.
He noted that at least one pair was known
postally tised and added that it fetched £87
10s. when auctioned in November 1942.
In August 1954 GSM published details of
forgeries and fakes that had come before
the Expert Committee in recent months.
These included a faked imperforate be-
tween pair of the Sierra Leone 1d., by then
listed as SG 189a. Editions of the Common-
wealth catalogue (1980 to 2000) noted that
only one pair was reported to exist in used
condition, cancelled Freetown, 18 April
1940, and warned about the existence of
forged pairs in mint condition.

It seems highly likely that Stamp Maga-
zine and Commonwealth were describing the
same pair, with a poor postmark leading to
misinterpretation of the year date. On the
other hand, perhaps they were not; after
all, there should have been five pairs in the
original sheet. It is worth noting that 1991
was the last time a used pair was priced in
Commonwealth, the value stood at £4500.

Part 61 (GSM, August 2001) entitled ‘Odds and Ends’ will comment on King George VI
varieties for Northern Rhodesia, Pitcairn Islands, St Lucia, St Vincent and Tristan da Cunha.
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Readers interested in the stamps issued during the reign of King George VI may wish to join the King George VI Collectors’
Society. Further information can be obtained from The Secretary, 98 Albany, Manor Road, Bournemouth, BH1 3EW.
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