King George VI Varieties

Part 65—Sudan

‘Richard Lockyer, ose reviews the varieties which may be found on the
stamps of Sudan issued during King George VI's reign

Sudanese stamps have always held an attraction for a dedicated group of British
collectors and in the years during and immediately after the Second World War
several nice varieties, occurring during the King George VI era, were noted in
philatelic magazines. In more recent years The Camel Post, published by the Sudan
Study Circle, has also featured interesting articles contributed by members. In
addition, Richard Stock devoted space to the topic in Part 5 and 6 of his series
entitled ‘The Camel Postman’ published in GSM (December 2000 and March 2001).
Stock described and illustrated the major varieties; however, the opportunity will
now be taken to review comment made by collectors in the 1940s and describe
events and varieties that caught their attention.

The 1940 5m. on 10m. surcharge

Surcharges usually provide varieties, par-
ticularly when the work is done locally. At
the beginning of 1940 there was a severe
shortage of the 5m. stamp used for the in-
land letter rate. As an emergency measure,
240,000 of the 10 milliemes stamps were
surcharged 5m. by McCorquodale (Sudan)
Ltd, of Khartoum. The printed sheet com-
prised 240 stamps in four panes of 60.
Half sheets, i.e. two side-by-side panes were
issued from post offices and were used for
the surcharge. The vignette came from
Plate 3. The ink used was black, but of a
semi-matt appearance.

On 13 May 1944 Stamp Collecting pub-
lished a long and erudite article by W ]
Huggins concerning the 5m. on 10m. sur-
charge. Current catalogues quote 25 Feb-
ruary 1940 as the date of issue. This is also
the date mentioned by T ] Fitikides in
Stamp Collecting (4 December 1943) when
reviewing ‘Sudan’s War-time Stamps’, as
the magazine’s Khartoum correspondent.
Surprisingly, Huggins claimed that the 5m.
on 10m. appeared on sale in the post offices
of Sudan on 1 February 1940. Major H E
Hebbert, Director of Posts and Telegraphs,
who had written an earlier article in Sudan
Star, republished in Stamp Collecting (18
December 1943), had provided Huggins
with official information about the number
of stamps surcharged. This showed that of
the 240,000 stamps overprinted, 48,960
were withdrawn and destroyed. This seemed
a high figure to Huggins, about 20 per

cent, but was in keeping with hurried pro-
duction. This left 191,040 stamps: 72,000
copies went to the London office and the
remaining 119,040 were sold in Sudan.
Fitikides had remarked earlier that ‘A very
considerable number of these overprints
found their way, much sooner than was
expected, into dealers’ stock books in
London’.

Catalogued varieties

Five defects in the overprinting type are
listed in the Part 1 (78a/e) and Common-
wealth catalogues. They will be included
here for the sake of completeness. Fig I
shows the normal overprint of ‘Malime’.
Fig 2 illustrates the ‘Malmime’ variety at
R5/1 on both the right-hand upper and
lower panes; Fig 3, “The two dots omitted’
at R8/6 on both right panes; Fig 4, “The
Short mim’ at R3/1, again on both right
panes and Fig 5, ‘The Broken “lam™ at
R6/2, similarly on the two right panes. The
‘Inserted “5” (Fig 6) occurs at R4/5, but
only on the lower right pane. (It is worth
noting a remark by W E Fyndem (Stamp
Collecting, 25 March 1944) in which he
pointed out how scarce this variety, then
called the ‘Dropped “5™, was in used con-
dition as the majority were removed from
sheets and very few passed through the
post. Neither Part I nor Commonwealth give
a price for a used example, although both
price the other major varieties in this
condition.)
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The author has large multiples as well as
a complete sheet of the Sudan 5m. on
10m., conventionally divided to give two
post office double-panes. All the listed
varieties show clearly. Huggins also identi-
fied them all. He also spotted a few others
and although small and not fully constant
they attracted the attention of collectors in
the mid-1940s. They are worth describing,
even if only to enable avid ‘variety hunters’
to record their position in their collections
should they be fortunate enough to find
examples. It is also worth remembering
that not all surcharge or overprint vari-
eties, although accorded catalogue status,
are constant throughout the entire over-
printing process. An example is the costly
‘COIUMBUS’ variety on the three pictor-
ial stamps in the 1942 Bahamas Landfall
set. Others are the ‘Short “Y” and the
‘Broken “N”s’ on the 1947 Barbados 1d./
2d. surchdrge. They all have one thing in
common—they were overprinted locally.

Unlisted varieties

Other defects noted by Huggins included
a ‘Dropped “S” in “MILLS” on R3/6 Left
Upper Pane (LUP). This cannot be con-
firmed. His illustration of ‘The Short
“mim™ (Fig 7) differed from the current
catalogues. The author’s examples are not
so extreme, but show varying length. He
also discovered that on his sheet the figure
‘6" had lost its serif on seven stamps. The
positions were R1/2 (LUP), R8/4 (RUP),
R10/2 (LUP), R1/5 (RLP), R3/6(RLP), R5/5
(RLP) and R10/2 (RLP). They can all be
confirmed except R3/6. However, it is
noteworthy that the serifs on the figure ‘5’
on R10/2 on the left upper and lower
panes have broken away on the author’s
half sheets leaving a distinctive chipped
corner (Fig 8). The disjointed Arabic in-
scription at R10/1 on the right upper and
lower panes (RUP and RLP) also attracted
the attention of Huggins. Fig 9 shows slight
imperfections to the inscription, but Fig 10
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illustrates an extreme example on R10/1
(RUP). He called this variety the “Trun-
cated “I”’. They are both confirmed. It is
noteworthy that the 1980 to 1991 editions
of Commonwealth listed and illustrated the
latter as “The Missing “L”. Huggins also
described a broken ‘S’ in ‘Mills’. He could
offer no firm details of its position as he
had only seen an isolated used specimen.
Nevertheless, his text shows ‘Stamp no
7”—i.e. R1/1 (RUP)—against the variety.
Fig 11 could be an example—it occurs on
R1/1 (RUP). The dent in the lower left of
the figure ‘5’ on RY/1 (both right panes) is
noticeable (Fig 12) and R10/4 (RLP) could
be mistaken for the listed ‘Short “mim”™ on
R3/1, but is a little longer.

‘El Soudan’ (Stamp Collecting, 27 July
1944) responding to Huggins’ findings,
confirmed the now listed varieties as well
as the ‘Dropped “s” in “Mills”, the ‘Short
Tail’ on R10/4 (RLP) and added a similar
variety on the adjacent stamp at R10/5 for
good measure. He also described the ‘Miss-
ing Arabic “L” on R10/1 (RUP) and the
‘Broken “s” in “Mills”” on R1/1 (RUP). He
added another ‘Broken “s” on R4/6 (LUP)
and, while this cannot be confirmed as a
break, a distinct weakness is visible in the
lower curve of the letter (Fig 13). He also
spotted a broken Arabic ‘5’ on R6/1 (RLP).
It appears from the last two examples that
‘El Soudan’ was probably examining a late
state of the overprinting unit.

Fitikides considered five varieties worth
noting. First, R5/1 (RHP) where the last
Arabic character, ‘mim’, was broken. Se-
condly, the broken ‘lam’ on R10/1 (RHP).
Thirdly, he considered that the Arabic
character ‘alif” on R5/1 (LHP) had been
substituted by one of a different type.
Fourthly, the two missing dots under the
Arabic character on R8/6 (RHP), which he
stated were not constant, reminded him of
a similar error on the 1m. stamp of Egypt.
He suggested that Gibbons might list it in
their catalogue; little did he know that

Fig 14

some 50 years would pass before this
happened. Only the second and fourth can
be confirmed. However, his final remark is
worth heeding, ‘Most important of all the
varieties of overprint is one where the
Arabic numeral “5” is omitted, and where
the numeral should have been is a hyphen
with two dots over it. Only four stamps with
the missing “5” are known to exist, two of
which we have been privileged to examine
in a specialised collection of Sudan.” Pre-
sumably, the ‘Inserted “5” then came into
being to earn, eventually, a place in the
catalogues. In fairness the use of the term
‘Arabic numeral 5’ by Fitikides is slightly
ambiguous. It could be said he was refer-
ring to the number in Arabic script. How-
ever, the numerals in ordinary use today
were transmitted from India to Europe
by the Arabs, thereby replacing Latin
numerals. Therefore, it is reasonable to
assume that he was writing in a strictly
accurate and scholarly manner.

The last item concerning the 5m. on
10m. was described by A T Betteridge of
Romsey, Hampshire, in a short letter to
Stamp Collecting (27 May 1944). He referred
to the ‘5’ on his two copies of R8/6 with
‘The Missing Dots’. Both figures had a
chamfered end at the top.

This cannot be confirmed.

The surcharging unit

The existence of the major catalogued
varieties affecting the Arabic inscription at
identical positions on upper and lower
panes, together with the two defects to the
figure ‘5’ leads to the conclusion that the
surcharging unit was ‘120 set’. However,
the ‘Inserted “5” only occurs on some
lower right panes. This supports a theory
propounded by Huggins that the ‘5’
suffered damage that was too serious to be
ignored and to remedy the defect a simple
forme was made using a fresh figure fitted
into a frame to fit a half sheet of stamps.
This was then applied, he suggested, to
those half sheets needing attention. On
the other hand, this seems a fairly complic-
ated way to cure the defect; perhaps a
more simple solution was arrived at—by
applying a hand stamp. Either method
accounts first, for the slight difference in
the appearance of the figure ‘5’. Secondly,
it offers an explanation for the small varia-
tion in position of the figure from pane to
pane as it would have been difhcult to
place half sheets accurately using a frame
or to place a hand stamp accurately by eye.
As an example, Fig 14 shows a most notice-
able variation of the ‘Inserted 5’ in the
author’s collection. Finally, it is noteworthy
that the impression shows on the back of
the stamp, indicating extra pressure on the
single figure as it was applied. Other minor
defects described may be attributed to
general wear and tear during production.

The 1940 4%p. on 8p.
surcharge

A severe shortage of several denomina-
tions used to make up the airmail rate for
the use of army personnel necessitated
another locally-produced surcharge. This
was the 4%p. on 8p., issued on 12 Decem-
ber 1940. Major H E Hebbert, Director of
Posts and Telegraphs, writing in the Sudan
Star (20 November 1943) stated that
119,700 8p. stamps were overprinted in
one operation, with the type set on a
Monotype machine so that there were no
major varieties, but there were a few inking
variations. Robson Lowe noted in his
encyclopaedia that they are nearly all
found cancelled with FPO datestamps. For
some days the stamp was only available at
army post offices, but was later put on sale
for civilian use. An early report from T |
Fitikides in Khartoum (Stamp Collecting,
4 December 1943) stated that ‘A unique
method in the sale of these stamps was
employed, heretofore unknown in Sudan.
The stamps were torn off the sheet and
sold over the counter one by one for postal
use only. Blocks of four could be obtained
by collectors only by written application to
the Postmaster.” These restrictions were
probably imposed to prolong the currency
of the stamp, if so, they were not particu-
larly successful as the issue lasted barely
two months. Indeed, non-collectors buying
the stamps, in the hope of making a quick
profit, may have increased sales above the
normal rate. Robson Lowe rated blocks as
scarce in his encyclopaedia.

Fitikides believed three varieties deserved
attention, but could not position them or
comment on their constancy because of
the way the stamps had been sold. The first
was where the figure ‘1’ had no serif, the
second where two dots replaced the frac-
tion bar and lastly the absence of a fraction
bar. Fortunately, on 13 May 1944 three
varieties were illustrated in Stamp Collecting
by courtesy of F C Graham of Effingham,
Surrey, and C S Butcher of Barnes, Lon-
don; two for the 4%p. on 8p. and the third
for the 4%ps on 5m. An accompanying
comment stated that as complete sheets
were not available to the public it was not
possible to establish their position on either
stamp. Nevertheless, the illustrations used
at the time are reproduced here (Figs 15 to
18). Fig 15 shows the normal and the
others the varieties that were eventually
called ‘Broken Bar’, ‘Flat “2” and ‘Bar
broken into two dots’, respectively. The last
was, of course, on the 4%p. on 5m. stamp.

Joseph ] Ades (Stamp Collecting, 29
December 1945), at the time a prominent
stamp dealer in Khartoum, judged that
the Indian Army used the majority of the
surcharged stamps. He estimated that, out
of the 120,000 stamps overprinted, 70—
80,000 of them either went to India, were

Fig 15 Fig 16
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used on parcels to the interior of Sudan or
destroyed. (He offered no explanation for
holding this view.) Ades agreed about the
sales restrictions and quoted a reply he had
received from the Postmaster dated 18
February 1941: ‘With reference to your
letter dated February 15th, I regret that
owing to a serious shortage of stamps, the
overprinted stamps can only be sold singly
for postal purposes and cannot be sold to
dealers.” However, Ades went on to say that
prior to writing to the Postmaster he had
obtained a sheet showing the different
varieties. He noted four varieties and illus-
trated two of them. Copies of his illus-
trations are shown as Figs 19 and 20.

Ades positioned the variety at Fig 19 as
R2/2 and described it as two dots in place
of a fraction bar. In fairness, his illustration
very closely resembled ‘The Broken Bar’
previously illustrated in Stamp Collecting
(13 May 1944). The second variety, again
featured in 1944, occurred on R2/10 where
the 2’ of %4’ had a flat top (Fig 20). He
described the third, affecting R4/2, as a
fraction bar in the shape of a horizontal
bracket. (The original text shows |-|.)
Finally, the fourth affected R5/3 where the
‘I’ in the fraction did not show a serif. Ades
stated that not more than 2000 copies were
known. He added that dealers all over the
world, particularly in Egypt, prized the last
variety, adding that its supposed value was
about $50. He noted there were several
other minor defects, but went no further. A
reduced illustration of a surcharged sheet
from Plate 4 appeared in the magazine, by
courtesy of J F R Martin of Bishopscourt,
Co Down. Sheet size was five rows of 12
stamps.

The minor defects mentioned, but not
described by Ades, may well have included
some of those recorded by W H Morley
when writing to a philatelic magazine from
Oxford on 4 September 1942. Unfortun-
ately, he was unable to position any of
them as he had collected the stamps as
singles. It is worth noting that he reported
a split fraction bar with a small ‘1’ where
the lower portion of the vertical was miss-
ing, this could well have been an example
of the ‘Broken Bar’ as the description of
the small ‘1’ matches Figs 16 and 19. Of the
remainder, the more noticeable were the
‘1" in the fraction much to the right, almost

“at the end of the bar, several different
breaks in the Arabic 4, which resembles the
capital letter ‘W’ on its right side, and
lastly no tail to the English ‘4.

Postal rates

Fitikides provided a contemporary account
(Stamp Collecting, 25 March 1944) of the
purposes for which the several denomina-
tions of Sudanese stamps were provided.
Details follow: 1m.—Out of stock at the
time, used for newspapers published and

despatched within Sudan. In the absence
of stock only a postmark was applied and
the publishers paid the amount due in
cash. 2m.—Rate for printed matter, com-
mercial papers, visiting cards and samples
in Sudan. 3m.—Inland post card rate.
4m.—Foreign rate for newspapers, com-
mercial papers and samples. 5m.—Inland
letter rate. 10m.—Letter rate to Egypt,
postcards to the UK, Dominions, Colonies
and Possessions. 15m.—Ordinary letter rate
to GB and Ireland, all British Colonies,
Possessions and Protectorates and Inland
Air Mail rate. 2pi.—Ordinary letter rate to
foreign countries. 3pi.—Airgraph rate to
UK, Australia and New Zealand. 4pi.—
Parcels. 5pi.—Parcels, airmail rate to for-
eign countries. 6pi.—Parcels, airmail rate
to China. 8pi.—Parcels. 10pi.—Parcels,
airmail rate to the Americas via Trans-
Atlantic route. 20pi.—Parcels. He pointed
out that no permanent 4% piastres stamp
had yet been issued for the airmail rate to
the UK. A stamp with this value eventually
appeared on 1 July 1950 (SG 120).

1948 definitive issue

G Seymour Thompson (Stamp Collecting,
13 November 1948) drew attention to a
variety on the new small Camel stamps
(96/102) where an extra white dot occurred
on R2/3. The extra dot or apostrophe
could be found above the Arabic ‘nun’, that
is the extreme left Arabic character in the
tablet below the camel. D A Humphriss
(Stamp Collecting, 14 March 1949) con-
firmed this and provided an illustration
(Fig 21, below right). On a historic note,
Gisburn (GSM, March 1950) when writing
about modern Sudanese stamps men-
tioned that the oppor-
tunity had been taken to
provide all the new
stamps for the 1948
issue with one type of

script. This was the work of Halim Effendi
Abdel Messiah of the Sudan Post Office
Audit Section.

Richard Stock (GSM, December 2000)
agreed that the variety occurred on the
seven millieme values, although it was not
constant on the 2m. and 5m. He also made
the most interesting point that the ‘nun’
flaw, as it is now called, is not known on
these two values overprinted ‘S.G.” (i.e.
Sudan Government). He also reported a
short foot to ‘G’ of the overprint on all the
small format stamps at R2/3. Gisburn had
described a broken stop after the letter ‘G’
on R2/10 on some sheets.

‘Inverted Frame’ (101a)

Stamp Collecting carried the news on 13 July
1962 that it a single used copy of the 1948
10m. with the frame inverted was on the
London market. The watermark was nor-
mal in relation to the central vignette. The
stamp had a portion of the everyday
‘SUDAN AIR MAIL/WADI HALFA' can-
cellation used in November 1951. It had
been given a BPA certificate of genuine-
ness and, on the assumption that a com-
plete sheet must have been printed in this
way, the possibility of further copies com-
ing to light could not be overlooked.
Nevertheless, although nearly 40 years
have passed, the footnote in Part 1 under
the listing for the 1948 camel set still states
that ‘A single used copy is known of No
101a.. Commonwealth concurs and adds
that the copy is slightly damaged. Neither
catalogue offers a value. From the photo-
graph in Stamp Collecting it is possible to
detect what could be a small tear under the
first ‘E’ of the inverted ‘MILLIEMES’. But
where are the other copies? At a guess
either destroyed after postal use in Sudan
or perhaps hinged to some album sheet
from a school-boy collection offered for
sale at a stamp fair near you!

The 1941 4%p. on 5m. surcharge

In his article Major Hebbert explained that in February 1941 a continuing shortage of
any suitable denomination for the 4%p. airmail rate’necessitated the unusual action of
upvaluing stamps by overprinting. 60,000 of the current 5m. stamps were overprinted

4%p. He pointed out that ‘the risk of
irregularities in connection with this stamp

is obvious and it was made invalid for -

postage in May.’” (The actual date was 15
May 1941.) He added that, although he
could place stamps on the market through
his own authority (as Director of Posts and
Telegraphs), an Order in Council was re-
quired to make them invalid. Hebbert con-
cluded with the remark that both the 4%
piastres overprints were for use in Sudan
and none was supplied to philatelic
dealers, adding that no inverted or similar
variations were possible.

It is, therefore, worth noting that the
lower right stamp in the nearby block of
four, bearing a c.d.s. reading ‘Port Sudan
Quays, 7 Oct. 41’, carries a clear broken
fraction bar, however, the break is not as
large as that illustrated way back in 1944.
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A second showing
The next item to be mentioned, mostly for reasons of nostalgia, is a top marginal block of the five
milliemes (41). A photograph of this block appeared in Stamp Magazine in May 1964 as part of a
general dissertation by the late Philip Halward about varieties. The four stamps show a badly out-
of-register centre plate. Mr H P Gibson of Basingstoke purchased them in Khartoum during 1946.
The other marginal blocks with similar mis-registration most probably came fro

m the same source.
.

1948 Opening of Legislative
Assembly issue

The stamps were issued on 23 December
1948 and in less than two months T R
Hughes had found three constant varieties
(Stamp Collecting, 19 February 1949). They
all concerned the vignette of the 10m.
from Plate 1. (Sheet size 5 horizontal rows
of 10 stamps.) The first, at R1/6, affected
the bottom right character. It had a small
white ‘tail’ under its lowest loop just above
the frame. Hughes compared it with an
inverted acute accent. The second was a
broken red frame on the right side of R3/6,
just below the tail of the camel. Lastly, R5/2
had a red smear at the bottom right of the
right-hand Arabic value tablet extending
into the margin of the stamp.

A forged postmark

There is only one forged postmark for the
KGVI period noted in Madame Joseph Forged
Postmarks. It is an oval registered postmark
from Khartoum dated ‘29 AU 41".

A touch of history

New collectors may not know the events
that led up to the adoption of the famous
and long-lived Camel design used for the
stamps of Sudan. Part I and the old Com-
monwealth Five Reigns catalogue give the
first hint by listing the designer for the first
issue in 1898 as E A Stanton. He was a
colonel and former Governor of Khar-
toum. Fortunately, a letter he wrote to a
colleague describing how the design came
into being came to the notice of ‘A Special
Correspondent’ for Stamp Collecting (2
October 1948). Stanton said in his letter
that after the reoccupation of Dongola,
General Kitchener wanted a new stamp
and asked a British artist, who happened
to be travelling on the Nile, to produce a
design. An attractive picture of the temple
of Abu Simbel was submitted, together
with a note that if it were accepted the fee
would be 25 guineas. This offer was re-
fused by Kitchener who called for Colonel
Stanton.

Stanton wrote, ‘He told me to design a
stamp and go on designing until I pro-
duced something he liked. He gave me a
week in which to produce the first design,
which was to be ready on his return to

Korti. Four days passed and I had not hit
on the subject, when the mail arrived at
Korti on a camel instead of the usual
steamer, which had broken down at Don-
gola.” He explained that an idea came to
him and he asked a local Sheik if he would
mount one of his camels and ride past a
couple of times. ‘T could only find a sheet
of white office paper to write on’ he con-
tinued, ‘and I only had one largish paint
brush. I did the drawing in sepia and to
brighten it up a bit I painted in as small as
my large brush would allow a row of com-
binations of suitably coloured stamps be-
neath it. To my surprise Kitchener took it
straight away and said I need to do no
more as he thought it would do. Some six
months later, when we were at Berber
before the Battle of Atbara, the stamps
appeared; about the size of the coloured
stamp I had put in the large drawing.’
Except for a short break during the
Second World War, by 1948 the ‘Camel
Postman’ design had remained on Sudan
stamps for 50 years and on 1 October 1948
a stamp celebrating the Golden Jubilee of
the design was released. Even the short
break when the ‘Palm Tree’ stamps (81/95)
were issued as an emergency measure in
1941 was not without a touch of drama. A
postal notice heralding the issue made it

quite plain that the departure from the
‘Camel Postman’ design was only a tem-
porary measure. ‘These stamps’, said the
notice, ‘are a definite war-time provisional
issue and do not affect the perennial con-
troversy as to whether the camel design
should be abandoned.’

The full story can best be told by quoting
the postal notice published in the Sudan
Daily Herald of 27 February 1941. It ran as
follows: ‘These difficulties (of delivery)
have recently been aggravated by damage
to Messrs De La Rue’s factory and an
urgent supplementary order was necessary
from some other source. Time was ex-
tremely limited, and enquiries were made
with a view to overprinting some existing
stamps for the more urgent requirements
and for the more leisurely consideration of
a design for the remainder. For the latter a
reproduction of the camel design was
proposed and examples submitted. As an
alternative, and in case the reproduction
from such a small original was difficult, the
cover of one of the new stamp booklets was
included. A wire was subsequently received
ignoring the gverprinting proposal, saying
that a design’based on the stamp booklet
cover was :in hand and offering
surprisingly early delivery if this design
was accepted. In the circumstances there
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