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King George VI Varieties
Part 64 - Seychelles

Richard Lockyer, 0BE, reviews the major plate flaws and retouches on
the distinctive photogravure definitives

The Seychelles authorities were late submitting their proposed designs for a set
for the new reign. The three firms in the United Kingdom (De La Rue, Water-
low and Bradbury Wilkinson) capable of undertaking recess printing, were already
heavily committed to the many other colonies. Thus, the Crown Agents offered the
alternative of photogravure with the attraction of early delivery and savings in cost.
Harrison and Sons were selected for the Seychelles issue as the obvious choice. The
firm was already producing photogravure stamps for Great Britain and had print-
ed the 1928 issue for the Gold Coast. Even earlier, it had produced a new series of
stamps for Egypt issued on 16 April 1923. John Easton in his book British Postage
Stamp Design described them as ‘the beginning of Harrison’s reply to the loss of the
contract for printing the typographed issues of Great Britain’.

The new King George VI set (Req
2711/1) for the Seychelles was shipped in
two batches on 25 November 1937 (3c.,
6c., 12c., 20c. and 25c.) and 21 January
1938 (the remaining ten values). Sheets,
in parcels of 50, were interleaved with
blotting paper. The first batch was issued
on 1 January 1938 and the second on 10
February 1938. FEaston praised the
designs, as he did those used for the Vir-
gin Islands, the only other colony to have
a full set printed by photogravure as part
of the spate of issues for the new reign.
Sheet size was 15 x 8 for the vertical
design and 8 x 15 for the horizontal.
There were no plate numbers. In 1939
additional supplies of the 2c., 3c. and 6c.
were despatched.

The third printing (Req 2986/1) for ten
values was shipped on 5 December 1940,
but was lost at sea. The Plate Issue Regis-
ter notes that all Specimens were
destroyed as well as sheets destined for the

Master negative flaw on the 2r.25
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Bureau in London. Nevertheless, it is
noteworthy that the order contained two
new values and other values with changed
colours. Furthermore, the official records
show that this was the first printing pro-
duced in sheets of 60 and that all values
were printed from Plate 1 (each value had
its own plate).

Req 2986/1 was a replacement for the
stamps lost at sea or purposely destroyed.
The stamps were ‘very urgently required’.
Sheets were six rows of ten stamps (hori-
zontal design) or ten by six (vertical). The
30c. was printed from Plates 1 and 2, the
remaining nine values from Plate 1. The
order for the colony was split between two
ships and the stamps went on sale in the
Seychelles on 8 August 1941. A hard les-
son had been heeded and the next two
despatches (1941 and 1943) were also
split.

There were five more printings. The
fifth (Req 3031/1) was restricted to the 2c.
This was the first time the value showed
Plate Number 1. The sixth (Req 3068/1)
was for two values — 2c. and 3c. (Plate 1).
The seventh (Req 3068/2) was destined for
the Bureau and comprised all values from
6c. to 5r. The 9c. and 30c. came from
Plate 2.

The eighth (Req 3224/1) called for 3c.,
6¢., 9c., 15c. and 18c., the 9c. from Plate 2.
The 2c. in the final printing (Req 3536/1)
of nine values also came from Plate 2. All
other values were printed from Plate 1
throughout. During 1951 there were
four separate despatches from Bureau
stocks in London.
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A master negative flaw

The flaw is a tiny uncoloured ‘nick’ in the
edge of the design beneath the left side of
the last S’ in ‘SEYCHELLES’ on the 2r.25.
It is present on every stamp in a sheet of
60 and can be easily missed. It does not
occur on the other four other values with
the same design, thus proving that it was
not on the original design from which the
master negative for the 2r.25 was made.

Retouches
Retouches made by hand on damaged
photogravure plates never seemed to be
completely successful in the 1940s. An
item in GSM (September 1946) explained
the process. Tiny cells arranged in a regu-
lar formation, each with a certain depth,
formed the design and determined the
density of colour. If they were damaged it
was very difficult, if not impossible, to re-
shape the cells to their original appear-
ance. A retouched photogravure plate
was, therefore, usually detected by a break
in the evenness of the dot pattern, in
which faint strokes of colour could some-
times be detected running at angles differ-
ent to the line of dots.

6c. (Plate 1): Retouches on photogra-
vure issues are not usually easy to spot, but
three on the 6¢c. are detectable by the
naked eye. The most distinctive occurs on
R3/1, where a large area between the fig-
ure ‘6’ and the right frame shows a major
example (CW17d). The effect of rough-
ness in an otherwise smooth sky is readily
seen. Under a glass the dot pattern is
obliterated and it is obvious that some
tooling has taken place. A slur of ink in

R3/1
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the margin sometimes accompanies this
retouch and Rang suggested this
appeared to be due to scraping of the
cylinder. The second, on R4/3, shows a
retouch just above the ‘6’ and the last, on
R5/8, can be detected 3mm below ‘ELZ of
‘SEYCHELLES'. All three are illustrated.

45c. (Plate 1): A less obvious retouch
under ‘HEL of ‘SEYCHELLES’ on R5/7
was reported in GSM (September 1946).

Ir. (Plate 1): Mr H F Johnson of Fleet
Street, London, described some retouches
in Stamp Collecting (29 June 1946) on the
then current Ir. black. R3/9—2-3mm
below the ‘LES’ of ‘SEYCHELLES’ there
had been a blot on the plate, this was
retouched very strongly and showed clear-
ly to the naked eye. R4/1—there was a
horizontal scratch on the water to the left
of the word ‘RUPEE’, also from its right
edge two vertical scratches extended
above the horizon, they had been
retouched. The line was easily seen, but
the retouch work needed a glass. R6/3—a
small retouched spot about 5mm below
the ‘LES’. R6/4—three tiny specks had
shown about 2mm below ‘LES’ and had
been retouched. In September 1946 GSM
described the retouch on R3/9, among
others, as an area of about 6 x 7mm below
‘LES’, retouched with a crosshatch of fine
lines at wrong angles apparently produced
by a tool having a number of fine teeth. To
the naked eye only patchiness in the sky
was visible.

2r.25 (Plate 1): R10/1 — It was noted in
GSM (September 1946) that a small white
dot had been partially obliterated with
faint lines about 5mm below the ‘R’ of
‘RUPEES’.

Marks and damage

H 'V Farmer undertook an exhaustive sur-
vey of plate flaws, marks, damage and
retouches occurring on sheets of 15 values
from a selection of the 194149 printings.
His findings were published in Stamp
Lover (January to May 1952) and in his
book, Seychelles Postage Stamps and Postal
History, published in 1955. One sentence
in the book summed up the situation: ‘It
may not be generally appreciated that
there is a wide field of scope for study of
stamps produced by the photogravure
process’. He listed imperfections at 749
different positions; eight values had 52 or
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more on a sheet. The 6¢. topped the bill
with every stamp listed. Many of those he
described were not necessarily constant
and many were very small. Nevertheless,
his findings revealed that Harrison and
Sons did have minor problems with later
printings of the Seychelles issue. They also
showed his philatelic tenacity.

One flaw on the 20c. has achieved cata-
logue status; There is a mark above the
left oar on R6/2 called either the ‘Hand-
kerchief’ (SG 140ac) or the ‘Fishing Net
Flaw’ (CW21b.) The last printing of the 1r.
(5 April 1949) was notable, as sheets were
released minus the last two vertical
columns. Farmer suggested the very large
retouch on R3/9 was too unsightly or the
plate may have been further damaged,
there or elsewhere.

Inverted watermark

The late John Yorke of Muscotts in
Godalming keenly sought watermark
errors on King George VI stamps and in
the 1960s discovered an unmounted mint
copy of the 9c. with an inverted water-
mark. His mantle has now passed to Don-
ald Farmborough of Didcot. In recent
months Farmborough has discovered,
among previously unknown examples of
watermark errors from other colonies, a
used copy of the 9c. with inverted water-
marks. This is most significant, as it seems
most probable that the sheet was sent to
the colony as part of a normal despatch.
The 6c. greyish-green, 9c. dull blue and
the 1r. 50 ultramarine are all listed in the
catalogues with an inverted watermark,
mint copies of the first and last are priced
but not the 9c., either mint or used. The
message is clear, turn over copies of the
9c., particularly used examples, and hope
that you are lucky.

Victory and Silver Wedding

issues

“The Lamp on the Mast’ at R1/5 of the 9c.
Victory is easy to spot (SG 151a), equally
‘The Line by the Crown’ on the Silver
Wedding 9c. at R1/3 (SG 152a) has caught
the eye of the catalogue editor. Both are
illustrated clearly in Part 1.

The 1952 issue

For the record, Farmer listed only 199
minor defects on the replacement set

R5/8

issued on 3 May 1952. Some years ago a
commentator noted the existence of a
copy of the 18c. with a prominent white
flaw, roughly shaped like the outline of
Australia, in the Indian Ocean to the west
of the star that indicates the position of
the Seychelles. The position was not
known.

An unmounted 1952 set is priced at £42
in Part 1. A possible reason for this low
value is the hunt for watermark errors
which took place in the early 1950s, when
many dealers purchased extra mint sup-
plies of all values in the hope of a lucky
strike. A glance at a catalogue will quickly
show why dealers were so interested; the
10r. is the only value not to have a listed
watermark error. The eventual result was
that mint stamps were overbought and
market forces came into play.

Forged postmarks

Five forged postmarks for the King
George VI period are listed in Madame
Joseph Forged Postmarks. All are c.d.s’s. for
‘VICTORIA with following dates — DE, 12
41, SP 14 42, DE 21 42 and NO 16 43, the
year is placed centrally under the month
and day. The last is ‘11 NOV 48’ in a line.

Postage Dues

The postage due set released on 1 March
1951 is only mentioned as, at the time, it
sparked a remark from Kendalian. He
pointed out that the cult of collecting
postage dues was growing rapidly and
suggested this was because supplies of all
new printings were available from the
Crown Agents, just like postage stamps.
This meant that dealers no longer had to
send to the colonies for stock. Another
forceful reason was that they were listed in
the Commonwealth catalogue. He conclud-
ed by asking why the Seychelles suddenly
needed eight values, but nevertheless
deplored a comment that had appeared in
an American magazine saying the set was
specially prepared for collectors. He coun-
tered by asking what was the purpose of
all the dommemorative stamps issued by
the USA. 50 years on and the wheel has
turned full circle with postage dues fading
into oblivion and commemorative issues
flooding out from too many postal admin-
istrations.

Part 65 (GSM August 2002) will consider
the varieties to be found on the issues of
Sudan during the reign of King George
VI

Readers interested in the stamps of the
KGVI era may wish to join the King
George VI Collectors’ Society. The society
publishes a quarterly newsletter called
Geosix. In addition, at least four meetings
are held each year, three at the British Phi-
latelic Centre in London and another at
Swinpex. (‘Swinpex 2002’, will take place
on Saturday, 8 June.) Annual subscription
rates are: £7—Geosix by surface mail and
£10 using airmail. Further details can be
obtained from the Secretary, KGVICS, 98
Albany, Manor Road, Bournemouth, BH1
3EW.
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