King George VI Varieties
Part 67 The Last Roundup (Section 2)

Richard Lockyer, ose updates his earlier articles on the 1938-52
Bahamas definitives (GSM, February 1989) and the 1942 ‘Landfall’
overprints (February and May 1994)

n the 3d./2%d. surcharge issued in 1940 there is a trace of a nick on the left side

of the frame, adjacent to the value tablet on R8/1 Left Pane (LP). The size
increased and can be confirmed on panes of the 1d., 2d., 2%d., 3d. and l1s.
overprinted for the 1942 Landfall issue (Fig I). It continued, at least, until the 2d.
green was printed, by which time it had reverted to a trace.

Another small frame plate
flaw affected R10/3 RP—the
horizontal frame line above the
‘S’ of ‘BAHAMAS’ is broken.

Judging by the examples avail-
| able, it appears that a trace first
) occurred on the %d. This trace
Fig 1 also shows on the 3d. over-
printed for the Landfall issue in 1942, to
be followed by a clear break ===

(Fig 2). The clear break has S

been seen on the %d., 1d.,

2d., and 2%d. values. It re-

verted to a barely distinguish- Fig 2

able dent by the time the 2d. green was
printed.

However, neither the two flaws just
described, nor the flaws on R7/4, 7/5 and
10/4 (described in Part 11) exist on some,
possibly all, right panes of the 1%d. used
for the 1942 Landfall issue. This points to
panes from the first or a very early print-
ing. (An unusual characteristic concerns
the sheet numbers; they are located on
their sides by R10/6 RP) On the other
hand, the 2%d. and 3d. values have them
all, varying from a trace to the full flaw.
The 1s. may, however, only show one. After
60 years it is almost impossible to work out
when the frame flaws came into being,
except to say that they were in existence
prior to the release of the 3d. on 2%d.
surcharge in 1940.

B

Duty plate flaws

%d.
Phil MacMurdie of Enfield has reported
distinctive damage to the ‘L and ‘F’ of
- ‘HALF’ at R10/1 Left Pane
(LP) on the 1938 printing
(Fig 3). The lower left
corner of the frame,
Fig 3 printed from the common
head plate numbered 1,
shows no sign of the damage. This is
significant as a piece of metal eventually
broke away from the corner. At the start it
became partially detached, but still
printed. A rounded corner and then finally
a repair followed, thus making four
distinct states. (All illustrated in Part 11.)

1%d.
The ‘Broken C’ of ‘PENCE’
on R10/6 RP was described
J in Part 26. The ‘C’ was
i ) similarl damaged on
Fig4 Fig5 Rioo1p (Fig 4), the I of
‘THREE’ was also affected (Fig 5). There
were 12 printings and of these Potter and
Shelton listed five shades. The first
requisition was a huge order for 20,600
sheets.

2%d. ultramarine

There are noticeable shades indicating
more than the single printing suggested by
Potter and Shelton. Rod Vousden, the
Curator of Philatelic Collections at the
British Library, has confirmed that four
were recorded in the official records. It is
worth noting that the Nassau Daily Tribune
for 17 December 1940 reported that when
the postage rate in Nassau (for the foreign
letter rate) was increased from 2%d. to 3d.
the General Post Office had 24,000 2%d.
stamps in stock. In order to use them the
authorities arranged for them to be
surcharged with a large ‘3d.” (at the
premises of the Nassau Guardian). At the
time GSM pointed out that it was the first
Bahamas surcharged provisional since the
4d. on 6d. of 1883 (SG 45).

The 2%d. duty plate had an interesting
working life. It most probably suffered
more harm than any of the plates for the
other denominations, with the large ‘2’, in
particular, suffering damage on the right
pane. As early as 10 February 1945 it was
reported in Stamp Collecting that two
distinct types of the figure 2’ existed. The
editor had been shown a block of four of
the 2%d. blue from the Landfall issue
where two stamps in a vertical row showed
‘the “2” with a narrow, squeezed-up loop’,
while the adjoining stamps had a wide
open figure. They appealed for help to
position the unusual figures. Nothing was
forthcoming. However, after examining
panes it could be that the two stamps in
question were R4/1 and 5/1 from the right
pane, used for the 1940 surcharge, the
Landfall issue and the change of colour to
violet. R5/1 is noticeably ‘squeezed’ on all
three.

The following Duty Plate flaws have
been detected on the 1940 3d./2%d.
surcharge and the 1942 Landfall issue. It is
highly probable that some, if not all, can
be found on the normal 2%d. ultramarine.
Attention was drawn in Part 11 to the
damaged ‘E’ at R3/5 LP on the 2)%d. pale
violet (1943), it also occurred on the 1938
ultramarine stamp used for the 1940
surcharge (Fig 6). The large ‘2’ at R1/6 RP
is undamaged at first, damage followed
(Fig 7). However, this was repaired for the
violet stamp. The ‘Y’ of ‘PENNY’ on R5/6
Right Pane (RP) is damaged and this
continues to show on the violet stamp (Fig
8). The word ‘PENNY’ tilts down towards
the right on R10/6 and is mentioned
because it tilts upwards to the right on the
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Three positional blocks
of the 3d. ‘Landfall’;
the first showing the
‘RENCE’ flaw at R9/3
with the misaligned
‘COLUMBUS’ on
R10/2-5, the second
showing misaligned
‘COLUMBUS’ (R10/2-4)
but without the

‘RENCE’ flaw on R9/3,
the third showing the
second setting of the
overprint with
‘COLUMBUS’ correctly
aligned and no
‘RENCE’ flaw

estssnsnesens

change of colour. The Landfall stamp has
the following defects: R3/1—the small ‘2’ is
tilted to the right and the bottom of the
second ‘N’ and ‘Y’ are sliced (Fig 9). R3/2—
the base of the large 2’ is damaged, also
the small ‘2’ and ‘PE’ (Fig 10), similarly the
base of the large ‘2’ on R3/5 has suffered in
much the same way (Fig 11). R4/1—the
foot of the Y’ is sliced away (Fig 12).
R5/6—the damaged ‘Y’ as before (Fig §).
R6/1—the second ‘N’ is damaged (Fig 13).
R8/2—the top of the large ‘2’ is sliced away
and on R8/6 similar damage is worse (Fig
14). R10/6—PENNY’ tilts down to the
right.

2%d. violet

Vousden has confirmed that only two
printings were recorded in the Crown
Agents archives. The figure ‘2’ on the right
pane suffered slight damage on, at least,
six impressions, three were described in
Part 11 at R 3/5 (Fig 11), R 8/5 (Fig 15) and
R8/6 (Fig 16). The other three occur on
R2/1 (Fig 17), R3/2 (Fig 10) and R10/4 (Fig
18). The large ‘2" at R10/5 bears some
resemblance to R2/1, but has a curved
rather than a straight side on the left (Fig
19). The letters in ‘PENNY’ are also
damaged to a lesser extent. R3/2—the base
of the letters ‘PENN’ are jagged, R3/5—
the base of the letters ‘ENNY’ are chipped,
R5/6—Y’ (Fig 8), R7/6—PENNY is tilted
up to the right (the top of the ‘P’ is clear of

the frame line above the letters, but the
top of the Y’ touches it), R8/1—the first
‘N’ (Fig 20) and finally on R10/6—
‘PENNY” is also tilted up to the right, but
not as much as R7/6.

3d. the ‘RENCE’ flaw (167a)
This flaw affected R9/3 from the right
pane. It only occurred on sheets used for
the 1942 Landfall issue with the first
setting of the overprint forme where
‘COLUMBUS’ is misaligned on R10/2-5.
However, a positional block exists with this
setting, but without the flaw. It therefore
seems most likely that the last few sheets of
the initial printing in the new colour, ultra-
marine (Part 1) or blue (Commonwealth),
showed the variety. The printers stacked
them on the top of a batch, which was then
sent to the colony in 1942. They were then
used for the Landfall issue released on 12
October 1942. It so happened that the last
batch to be printed in England was
delivered to the Nassau Guardian for over-
printing first. At the top of the pile were
the sheets with the ‘RENCE Flaw’. They
were overprinted with the misaligned
setting to be followed by sheets without the
defect. The second setting then came into
use with normal sheets. The positional
blocks illustrated show the three states.
The unoverprinted 3d. blue (Part I and
CW) was not released until April 1943 (Part
I)or 1 July 1943 (CW).

1s.

The broken ‘NE' of ‘ONE’ conveniently
occurs on R1/2 LP, immediately below
the plate number. The damage must have

occurred before October
1942 as, although the most
noticeable state (Fig 21)
‘3} can be found on over-

printed stamps used for
the Landfall issue, posi-
positional copies with the overprint also
exist without the damage. The printers
must have noticed the flawed letters and
made a repair as by the time the 30
October 1953 release with Head Plate 2
occurred, the letters only show a very slight
crack.

Bs.

This value offers a good variety. It occurs
on R10/2 on both panes and could date
back to the King George V era. Not only is
the ‘V’ of ‘FIVE’ enlarged or shaped like a
badly formed ‘Y’, but the T and ‘E’ also
show signs of damage (Fig 22). When
viewing single copies the length of the V’
stands out, after that confirmation comes
with the slight bulge or sliver on the lower
left of the ‘T, followed by the slight dent to

“FIVE

Fig 21

G.S.M. February 2003

29



H . . o Blocks of the
g : H 1s. ‘Landfall’
: 2 1 S . showing
: 1‘3 A 6 : : damaged
S - ‘OF’ and
+ ‘US’ of
: ‘COLUMBUS’
e

the left lower side of the ‘E’. MacMurdie
reports that the damage occurred on all
printings, with a gradual and progressive
deterioration in letter quality, including
the London release on 1 February 1952
using Head Plate 2.

Landfall overprint
In recent years the discovery of the ‘Accent
Flaw’ on blocks of the %d. Landfall stamp
at R1/5 (Right Pane) show that remains of
1938 stock were used to supplement the
1942 printing for the Landfall issue. For
good measure the ‘Bulge behind the King’s
head’ at R2/6 was also present on the blocks.
Frank Saunders, who founded the King
George VI Collectors’ Society in 1960,
drew attention to major damage to the ‘O’
and ‘F’ of ‘OF’ in the overprint on R2/6
and suggested that it originated from a
very late, if not the last overprinting run.
The two blocks of the 1s. value illustrated
show not only the severe damage to ‘OF’,
but equally severe damage to the “US’ of
‘COLUMBUS, as well as slight deteriora-
tion to the tops of the ‘UM’ It is note-
worthy that none of the four stamps in the
two blocks shows any sign of pollution.
This could mean that the damage, rather
than happening at a late stage, as pro-
pounded by Saunders, occurred at a very

LANDFALL
oF
COLUMBUS

Fig 23
early stage, before signs of pollution began
to appear, and was so noticeable that
rectification work was speedily undertaken.
" The signs of damage are undoubtedly the
most severe of any affecting the overprint
for any value in the Landfall set. Fig 23
provides a clear illustration without the
distraction of the stamp’s design.

The 2%d. value pops up again; this time
in connection with the severe damage to
the overprint at R2/6. By good fortune the
author had the opportunity to examine a
batch of ten panes of each value up to 1s.
They were in pristine condition and all
bore sheet numbers as would be expected.
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Unfortunately, one marginal stamp had
been removed from every pane of the 2%4d.
and that was R2/6. It is possible that a
dealer spotted the badly damaged over-
print and removed the ten stamps. An un-
likely action as this would be detrimental
to the sale of complete panes of the set to
1s. Furthermore, rather than taking just
one stamp, an astute dealer would have
extracted R1/6 and 2/6 to give a positional
pair, providing, of course, this action was
financially beneficial. A far more probable
happening was that the damage already
described on the ls. worsened to the extent
that the stamps were removed officially
prior to sale at a post office. It has been
reported in the past that the authorities
took such action with some panes when the
‘Dot after COLUMBUS’ at R2/12 on the
3s. value was noticed.

The ‘COIUMBUS’ variety

It appears that the first mention of this
popular and highly rated variety appeared
in Stamp Collecting on 22 March 1944 when
Mr H L Baker of Thornton Heath reported
its existence on a block of the 6d. value.

Forged postmarks

Six forged postmarks with dates during the
King George VI period are illustrated in
the Madame Joseph book. They are all
c.d.s’s with a single ring, ‘NASSAU’ at the
top and ‘BAHAMAS’ at the bottom. The
dates are ‘2FEB42’, ‘150CT42’ (the outer
frame broken between the ‘A and ‘S),
‘150CT42 (short ‘T in ‘OCT"), “2FEB43’
(several minor breaks in the outer ring),
‘9FEB43’ (clear break in outer ring be-
tween ‘AH’) and ‘15AUG43’. The APS
reference collection has a small single-ring
cancel for Nassau dated -“4MAR41’ and
another dated ‘15SEP53’.

Part 68 (GSM May 2003) will consider some
more King George VI varieties on the stamps of
Barbados, Brilish Guiana, British Honduras,
BOIC, British Somaliland, Brunei and the
Falkland Islands Dependencies.

Readers interested-in the stamps of KGVI are
invited 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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