King George VI Varieties
Part 68—The Last Roundup (Section 3)

Barbados, British Guiana, British Honduras, British occupation of
former Italian colonies, British Somaliland, Brunei and the Falkland
Islands Dependencies all feature in Richard Lockyer’s ‘Roundup’ this

month

‘Customer Care’ is a modern term (that covers a multitude of sins!). However, a
Post Office notice published in 1846 demonstrated the way Victorian officials
made sure their customers knew the correct way to conduct themselves, when faced
with a fresh problem.

The notice was headed ‘Directions for Affixing Postage Labels’ and the text read
as follows. ‘The most effectual plan is to dip the label wholly into water—to shake
off the water immediately—and to press the label upon the letter with a piece of
clean blotting paper. When the gum is dull in appearance it will require rather more
time and moisture to make it stick firmly than when it is glossy. NB. The purpose
of wetting the label wholly is to counteract the tendency it has to curl up from the
letter, when one side only is wetted, a tendency caused by the expansion of that side

as it imbibes the moisture.’

Now back to the stamps of King George VI with much better gum.

Barbados (Part 2, GSM November 1986)

Plate flaws

The ‘Recut Line’ on the %d. at R10/6, the
‘Extra Frame Line’ on the 2d. (R11/9) and
the ‘Cracked Plate’ on the 4d. (R6/10) are
now listed and illustrated in Part I, but
were not included as part of the second
article in this series.

A nice little variety has also been found
on one sheet of the %d. yellow-bistre (SG
248c). It is a mark like a ‘c’ in the border
above the ‘T' of ‘BRITANNOS’ on R10/7
and is mentioned because it is easily seen
and hopefully is not just a chance mark
occurring only once. On the other hand,
most sheets have a mark outside the de-
sign below ‘AD’ of ‘BARBADOS’ on R12/6.
There is also a slight fuzziness to the top
frame line of R1/10; slight doubling occurs
just to the right of the central ornament.
This has led to the suggestion that a re-
touch was responsible. Equally, the left
vertical frame line in the lower corner of
R8/10 shows much clearer doubling. The
shading in the top right corner of R9/2 is
very faint not only on the yellow-bistre, but
also the %d. green. At first glance, it ap-
pears to be a plate flaw, but it exists on
other values at different positions.

Rang, when considering the faint shad-
ing in the top right corner, suggested it was
most probably a defect on the master die,
which was repeated on the ‘60’ or ‘120’ set
plates. It was then corrected by retouching,
with some individual impressions escaping
correction, while some others were only
partially corrected. He examined complete
sheets of all the values and found that
examples of the flaw occurred on the 1d. at
R3/7, the 1%d. on R1/1-2 and 9/3 and the
Is. on R4/6. Partial corrections were de-
tected on the 1d. at R3/2, 4/1, 7/8, 9/2 and
10/10, the 1%d. at R10/10 and the 1s. at
R6/1-4. He did, however, miss the very
clear example on R11/5 of the 1d. blue-

green with both perforations, although in
fairness he may have been looking at a
sheet perforated 14 as an example is
known where the shading is perfect.
The situation reminded Rang of the
retouched dot on the 50c. KUT first
discovered by one of the juniors work-
ing for Stanley Gibbons. Finally, R B
Hill of Plymouth, and a member of the
KGVICS, has pointed out the exist-
ence of very weak, even missing, ver-
tical shading lines under ‘ADOS’ of
‘BARBADOS’ on the 4d. value at R8/10.
He has also discovered a flaw affecting
the top of the ‘D’ of ‘BARBADOS on
R6/2 of the 3d. value (252b), he is un-
able to verify it on 252, but can con-
firm it does not occur on 252c.

It was reported in GSM (January
1946) that the 19 November 1945
release of the 4d. had a fine frame line
added in the left and bottom margins,
17mm and 16mm away from the
stamp design respectively. It was con-
sidered that if this line extended all
around the plate, it might be visible on
sheets with more even margins than
those supplied to Gibbons. Finally, those
interested in marginal marks should
examine lower right corner blocks of
the 1d. blue-green, where those with
the compound perforation will have
dots by R11/1 and 12/1, but on the line
perforated stamps there is only a dot
by R11/1. This dot could be associated
with the ‘Sky’ and ‘TES’ re-entry on
R11/2 listed by Commonwealth. If so, the
marginal dot could occur on the
original 1d. scarlet.

Positional block showing corrected b
‘Line over Horse’s Head’ flaw (R4/10)

Watermark errors

Six watermark errors have now been listed
on the 1938 definitive set. The author’s
collection has contained a block of the
2)4d. blue for many years and, noticing the
inclusion of the watermark error in Part I,
the block was turned over to reveal a
perfect example (251ba) and a most
welcome upgrade. The moral of this tale is
very clear. It pays to look at the back of a
stamp! Diligence may well result in the
discovery of a seventh error.

Corrections to a plate

The ‘Line over the Horse’s Head’ on the
3d. is most distinctive. However, a posi-
tional block from the last printing in De-
cember 1947, when the flaw was corrected,
should be included in a collection to com-
plete the story. An example is shown here.
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One of the attractions of philatelic study is
to attempt to determine how flaws were
corrected. As has been said, the plate flaw
disappeared on the last printing of 1240
sheets to satisfy Req 3683/1. However, it is
apparent that R4/10 is then slightly darker
than its neighbours. Furthermore, the top
two lines of horizontal shading just to
the left of the central ornament above
‘REGNANTES’ show a definite weakness,
giving the appearance of a small white
patch. This was not present on any of the
previous printings. These two shreds of
evidence point to the entire impression be-
ing replaced, rather than work to remove
the semi-vertical indentation in the plate
that printed the variety. Bentley Kettle
maintained that the security printers of the
time read philatelic magazines to keep
abreast of plate flaws described by col-
lectors, as corrective action often followed
the reports.

4d. albino

The crisp two-word headline ‘Barbados
Curio’ appeared on the front page of
Stamp Collecting on 5 February 1944. The
short news item read, “We understand that
a sheet of the current 4d. stamp of Bar-
bados has come to light in which the

stamps are twice printed, once in albino
and the second time in colour. Have any
readers come across this curious variety?’
Two other listed albinos come to mind, the
Antigua 1s. (105ab) and the Ascension
25.6d. (45a). The catalogue price for either
stamp should encourage readers to exam-
ine their copies of the Barbados 4d.

Inter island airmail rates

Herbert Bayley explained in a letter to
Stamp Collecting (21 July 1945) that Bar-
bados had not joined the other British
West Indies colonies in giving BWI Airways
Company a monopoly in the carriage of all
airmail between the islands. This meant
that the airmail rate for all the islands to
Barbados was 2/%d., but anyone in Bar-
bados sending a reply had to pay 4d.

Forged postmarks

Madame Joseph produced three wooden
cancellers for the King George VI period.
Two were double ring with ‘G.P.O. BAR-
BADOS REGISTRATION’, both had the
three-line date ‘2PM MY 14 4%’, but one
had a break in the outer ring below ‘T” of
‘REGISTRATION’. The third canceller was
a single-line ‘BARBADOS R.L.O.” with a
single-line date ‘28.APR 47 2-PM.’

British occupation of Italian colonies

A stillborn issue

Stamp Collecting had correspondents in many places in the mid-1940s. Mr C O Plum-
bridge of Cape Town was one of them. In March 1945 he passed on the news that when
the South African Forces entered Mogadishu early in 1941, they seized a considerable
stock of Italian East Africa stamps in the local post office. These they proceeded to
overprint with the words ‘British Occupation’ with new surcharged denominations, mostly
in carmine, although two were in black. Eight values were affected. Unfortunately for the
creators, permission to circulate the stamps was not granted by higher authority. Thus,
their bid to produce the first stamp issue to be made in Somalia under British Military
Administration came to nothing. Indeed, the surcharged stamps had to be turned in for
destruction, which was said to have occurred in Addis Ababa with about 24 sets and a few
odd values retained as souvenirs. Plumbridge confirmed he had seen a set.

It was interesting to note that lot 613 in the Harmers sale on 22 October 2002 was
described as ‘1941 “BRITISH OCCUPATION/POSTAGE” overprints on Italian Fiscal
10c. to 501, the complete set of eleven values, u.m., fine. One of the rarest British
Colonial sets. Sassone Cat 35,625 euros. With E Diena certificate (1978)’. The estimate
was £7500. Of the four values illustrated, 10c., 201, 40l and 50l., only the 40l. was
overprinted in red. ‘BRITISH’ was overprinted vertically on the left side and
‘OCCUPATION’ on the right, with ‘POSTAGE’ (not mentioned by Plumbridge) located
horizontally below the value. The hammer price on the day was £8500.

In sad contrast, the authenticity of the 1931 airmail stamps of Ethiopia for 8 guerche
and 1 thaler, bearing a hand-stamped overprint reading (in English and Ambharic):
‘BRITISH FORCE’, and the date 1941 was considered in Stamp Collecting published on 31
July 1964. The conclusion was that an Italian resident in Ethiopia had produced the
stamps (about 2000 of them) in the hope of a handsome profit. They were bogus.

Middie East Forces

As can be seen on the blocks illustrated, the top of the middle bar and the vertical

the ‘Sliced M’ (Fig 1) at R6/10 on the 2
March 1942 issue of the 1d., 2d. and 5d.
values with the ‘M1’ overprint (M1a, M2a.
and Mb5a) is easy to pick out, but the dark
background of the 2%d. (M3a) makes
casual identification difficult. Other minor
defects occur on these values with the same
overprint such as damage to the underside
of the short bar of ‘F’ at R5/7 (Fig 2), a split
dot between the ‘E’ and ‘F’ on R5/8 (Fig 3)
and a nick in the outside lower left leg of
the ‘M’ at R10/7 (Fig 4). A damaged ‘F’ at
R10/9 (Fig 5) affects the 2d., 2%d. and 5d.
values, while on the 5d. the split dot at
R5/8 has been seen in combination with
pollution filling in the corner formed by

of the ‘E’ (Fig 6). Finally, the right end of
the lower bar of the ‘E’ on R6/11 shows
signs of deterioration, probably through
metal fatigue, on the 24d. (Fig 7). The lack
of damage to the ‘M.E.F’ on the 3d. at
R6/10 and elsewhere points to this value
being the first to be overprinted. The
‘M.E.F. on the 1d. can be found well to the
right, with the dot after ‘F’ in the white
margin of the stamp or partially removed
by a perforation hole. The strip of six
illustrated offers a good example. Col-
lectors spotted most of the defects in the
type shortly after issue, but at the time
were very preoccupied trying to work out
the significance and printing order of the

The ‘Sliced M’ at R6/10 on blocks of 1d.,
2d., 2%d. and 5d. stamps

Overprint misplaced to the right on a
strip of 1d. stamps
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differing overprints that had appeared.
Nevertheless, the ‘Split Dot’ and ‘Sliced M’
rated special comment; indeed, the former
was described as a hyphen, showing that
the eventual damage was more pronounced
than illustrated in Fig 3.

A double overprint

A contributor to Stamp Collecting, signing
himself ] W A, wrote in the 26 June 1943
edition that a curious variety occurred on
some sheets of the 3d. value. He noted that
two different types of gum had been used.
Sheets with one lay quite flat, but the other
resulted in the sheets curling badly in a
latitudinal direction in a warm atmosphere.
He suggested that this had happened in
the heat of Cairo, where the stamps were
overprinted. Thus, when an impression
had been applied, the type had touched
the centre of the stamps which had been
raised highest, and in flattening the sheet
had given the faint almost ‘double im-
pression’ to the left of each letter. Some
three months later ‘D B A’ reported slight
double impressions of type to the left on
the 3d. value only and added that printers
knew this as a ‘flap back’. The current Com-
monwealth catalogue lists and prices a used
copy of the 3d. violet with a double over-
print (CW9a) and a footnote states ‘We
have been shown an example with true
double overprint, with a BPA Certificate.’
Once again, the dark colour of the stamp
impedes casual identification, but it would
certainly be rewarding to find another
example to show the BPA.

Postal rates

The 5d. defrayed the postage on letters
sent overseas. The 2%d. was used for in-
ternal postag. with the 3d. for foreign
postcards and the 2d. for inland postcards.
The 1d. served only to make up odd
amounts on overweight letters.

Eritrea and Somalia
The ‘Misplaced Stop’ (10a) on the 2s.6d.
surcharged for use in Eritrea and Somalia
is well known, but the stop itself does vary
in outline and tends towards a semi-
circular shape rather than a true circular
dot. The illustration in Part 1 illustrates this.
Douglas Armstrong writing in Stamp
Collecting (5 August 1952) noted that in the

initial supply of sheets of the 25.6d. ‘E.A.F."

R5/3 showed a minor variety. It took the
form of a prolonged downward stroke,
resembling an inverted exclamation mark,
instead of the stop after the ‘F’ in the over-
print. Similarly, on the first printing of the
10s. a variety like a ‘colon’ replaced the stop
after the ‘E’ on R1/2. Both varieties were
rectified on later printings and he judged
the varieties to be scarce. He also described
and showed a photograph of severe dis-
placement of the overprint (‘(BMA ERIT-
REA and value) to the right hand margin
of sheets of the 1d., 2d., 2%d., and 9d.

Misplaced
surcharge on
3l. on 1%d. and
4l. on 2d.

Tripolitania

The misplaced surcharge on the 1948 3l.
on 1%d. and 41. on 2d. at R8/8 and 18/8 on
the BMA (T3a and T4a) issue demon-
strates that the surcharge was applied
using a plate of 240 units consisting of two
half plates of 120, one being a duplicate of
the other. Furthermore, the existence of
the variety at the same positions on the
1950 BA release (T16a and 17a), show the
same plates were used, the ‘M’ having been
removed. The two marginal and positional
blocks shown illustrate this. Rang noticed
that occasionally the ‘A’ of ‘BA’ was cut or
battered, which suggested that the ‘M’ had
been cut away from the plate with some
damage to the adjacent letters.

British Somaliland

On 31 July 1937 Stamp Collecting reported
that the foliate ornament on the 2a.
Coronation stamp had only four leaves at
R9/6. This has not been identified and
must surely have been corrected very
quickly, providing the information was
accurate in the first place.

The 1938 set of stamps is an expensive
item, particularly used. An interesting
glimpse of conditions in the Protectorate
in the early 1940s appeared in Stamp Col-

Fig 2 Fig3 Fig 4

lecting (1 April 1944). A correspondent of
the Philatelic Journal of Great Britain offered
his opinion that it was extremely improb-
able that looted supplies seized by the local
population after the British evacuation
would come on to the market. The reason
was straightforward; the stamps were
carried about in the natives’ clothing for so
long as to make them valueless from the
philatelic point of view.

Forged postmarks

Not even British Somaliland escaped the
attention of Madame Joseph. There was a
single-ring c.d.s. for ‘BERBERA BRITISH
SOMALILAND’ dated ‘15 AU’ with ‘38’
underneath. Two other double-ring can-
cels, for ' HARGEISA, with straight parallel
lines containing the date 27 APR 42’
complete the list, one had the outer ring
broken between ‘R’ and ‘G’. To add a touch
of spice, the APS reference collection has a
device that could print a single-ring c.d.s.
containing ‘BERBERA SOMALILAND
PROTECTORATE’ and a three line date
“* 2 JU 47, Perhaps some of those stamps
looted and mistreated during the war
finished up bearing these cancellations.
After all it was one way to use them!

Fig 5 Fig 6 Fig 7
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Falkland Islands
Dependencies (Parts 19 and
20, February and May 1991)

1948 Issue

Vignette plate

The quality of the lithographic printing
for the 1948 ‘Thin Map’ issue was a con-
siderable improvement on its 1946 pre-
decessor. A W Morley writing in GSM
(February 1952) considered that an inter-
mediate plate of 12 impressions, two wide
and six deep, was made from the master
plate. This was repeated five times across
the sheet (to make a printing plate ‘60 set’).
Confirmation of this was the existence in
the fifth row of a dot in the right arm of the
‘T’ of ‘SOUTH POLE’ on R5/2, 4, 6,8 and
10. Further evidence to support the sug-
gestion was the wobble in the line of longi-
tude to the left of ‘COATS’ that occurred
on R2/1, 3, 5, 7 and 9. (The ‘wobble’ is
more like a thickening of the line immedi-
ately above the final ‘L ‘of ‘WEDDELL..)
Morley considered that this could have
been due to a slight crease or, alternatively,
a break that was corrected by hand. In any
event, it was useful in confirming that the
secondary transfer was a block of 12. He
could not find any other variations.

British Guiana
Watermark errors

The ‘Dot on the T of SOUTH’ is well
known and has earned a footnote in the
catalogues. However, Morley drew atten-
tion to a late state of the plate when this
had been corrected and the dot removed.
Whatever happened, it resulted in the
disappearance of the crossbar of the ‘T’;
the remains resembled an inverted and
reversed ‘L. He had only seen this state on
the 4d. value and judged it to be very
scarce.

In April (1952), GSM published a long
response to Morley’s article from A G
Carpenter. A brief summary of the ex-
change of views between them was given in
Part 20. A fuller version is now offered in
the hope that it will inspire a reader, who
has plenty of material, to help resolve the
query about when and how the ‘Dot on the
T’ came into being.

The first point Carpenter made was not
contentious. He reported the existence of
a third intermediate flaw. It occurred on
the five impressions that already had the
‘wobble in the line of longitude’ noted by
Morley. It was a black dot in the white gap
between the right-hand frame-line of the
map and the inside recess frame-line, just
above a horizontal line drawn through the
top of ‘SHETLAND IS'. Although minute,
it can be seen with the naked eye.

The number of King George VI watermark errors listed in the catalogues has
increased over the years. Only one, as yet, appears for British Guiana—the ‘Crown
Missing’ on the 3c. (200aa, CW G38a). Commonuwealth states the variety, unpriced
mint or used, came from a booklet pane. Part I prices it used. An undated cutting
from Stamp Collecting confirms the Commonwealth view and describes how the
watermark error was discovered on a pane of four stamps found in a booklet
together with four of each of the 1c. and 2c. King George VI stamps. It was
perforated 12}, which, although first issued in 1934, reappeared in August 1950
after two changes of perforation had succeeded the original printing. It also pointed
out that this discovery, by A N Saxton of Blackpool, opened up the interesting
possibility that further examples of the ‘Missing Crown’ could be found, as well as
examples of the ‘St Edward’s Crown’, which resulted from the replacement of the
missing watermark ‘bit’.

Bogus stamps

F R Saunders commented in Geosix (November 1972) that the 1c., 2c., 8c., 6c., 12c.,
36c. and $1 stamps were known overprinted ‘MARINE DETACHMENT’ and were
said to have been used by US marines based in the colony. It was officially stated that
these stamps were not authorised or overprinted by the colonial postal authorities,
nor was sanction given to the US forces to do so. The overprint was applied by
machine and not by hand. From this it appears that a military or civilian speculator
carried out the work, possibly overprinting whole sheets or large blocks, hoping to
‘make a quick buck’!

Perforations

The $1 perforated 14x13 (317a) first came to public attention when D J Row of
Colchester sent an example to the editor of GSM for comment in late 1968. The rest
as they say is history; nevertheless, the lesson is clear, check perforations on stamps
as well as watermarks.

British Honduras

J R Bucklee of London advised Stamp Collecting (26 February 1944) that he had
received some sheets of the dollar value where the second stamp from the right in
the bottom row had a distinct hyphen before the word ‘DOLLAR’.

Forged postmarks 1

Three more wooden cancellers fashioned by Madame Joseph produced single ring
circular postmarks with ‘BELIZE’ at the top, ‘BRITISH HONDURAS' at the bottom
and three-line dates reading ‘11.— AM 1 MR 41, 11.—AM 21 MR 42 and 1I—AM
31 JA 44",
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‘Tear Drop’ frame plate flaw "~

Carpenter then mentioned that he had
bought a complete sheet of the %d. value
on 19 March 1948, about a month after its
release by the Crown Agents. On this sheet
the “T” on R5/2, 4, 6, 8 and 10 resembled
an inverted and reversed ‘L. Furthermore,
there were the following tertiary flaws.
R1/5—a black dot beyond the upper left
corner of the frame of the map. R2/6—a
heavy blob of ink on the 120th meridian of
longitude. R3/2—a faint blob of ink under
‘SOUTH GEORGIA'. R4/4—a blob of ink
on the 20th meridian (boundary line) near
‘SOUTH POLE’. R4/6—a blob of ink on
the King’s left cheek. R5/5—two dots
above the top frame of the map. R5/8—
faint marks above ‘COATS LAND’. R6/9—
a blob of ink to the right of ‘SOUTH
GEORGIA.

In January 1952 he purchased another
sheet of the %d. which had been bought
from the Crown Agents on 30 August
1950. The ‘Dot on the T of SOUTH’ now
appeared on R5/2, etc, but not one of the
eight flaws previously mentioned was
evident. It was his view that the printers,
when trying to add a right-hand side to the
bar of the “T" produced the ‘Dot’ and this
disfigurement was left uncorrected on the
plate. At the same time the whole of the
plate was cleaned up and the eight flaws
removedy He agreed that the ‘Reversed L
was verysscarce in comparison with ‘The
Dot on T" and this, together with the dates
of his purchases and the removal of the
eight unsightly flaws, led him to the belief
that the latter was a retouch which had not
improved matters! .

The correspondence columns of the
GSM were most active in the early 1950s,
possibly because there were not nearly as
many specialist societies as there are today.
In May 1952 Morley explained why he and
R W Bagshawe had decided that the ‘Dot
on T’ was the first state and the ‘Reversed
and Inverted L the second. They con-
sidered that a spot appeared on the inter-
mediate plate, possibly caused by a splash
of ink, and by the method of reproduction
it showed on R5/2, 4, etc (on the ‘60 set’
plate). Somewhere towards the end of the
printing run the dots were noticed. In
correcting them, the printers scratched out
not only the dots but removed most of the
right arms of the ‘T’s. Furthermore, they
did not make a perfect job, as no two
corrected ‘T’s were alike. The correction
made late in the printing run accounted
for its scarcity.

60
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In their view it seemed too improbable
that events happened in the reverse order.
This would have meant that the printers,
seeing the “I” was malformed with a miss-
ing right arm, would have corrected it by
adding to the horizontal, but in doing so
they would have had to make a dot in each
“T” as well. This could occur on one stamp,
but not on all five. Furthermore, the dots
appeared too consistent to be drawn
individually and looked like mechanical
reproductions. Morley went on to say that,
as there was only one printing from plate
1, both the sheets Carpenter bought were
from this release. It was, therefore, a co-
incidence that the first showed the ‘Re-
versed L. He was inclined to think that
because the plate did not suffer from wear
and tear the eight flaws cleaned away were
non-recurring dots. Morley concluded by
expressing his thanks for the additional
information concerning the dot on R2/1,
etc, confirming the make up of plate 1.

18 months went by before GSM
(November 1953) announced that a new
printing of the /4d. value had been released
by the Crown Agents on 24 September.
The frame was slightly ‘yellower green’. Of
far more consequence was the comment
‘The centre-plate appears to have the
same construction as in the previous print-
ing, the dot on the “T” of “SOUTH
POLE” occurs on stamps 42, 44, 46 and 48
as before.” (Presumably, 50 was accidentally
omitted.) Surprisingly, there was no reac-
tion from Carpenter in the columns of
GSM and Morley kept his powder dry!

Two other small constant imperfections
are worth recording. The first affects
R2/10, where the short 140-degree line of
longitude above the ‘W’ of ‘WEST is
thicker than normal (Fig 9). It is confirmed
on the 2d., 3d., 4d., 6d., 9d. and 1s. It is
most probable that this is another small
variation stemming from the intermediate
plate, but shortage of material prevents
confirmation. The second occurs in the
sixth row and is another variation confirm-
ing the way the plate was made up. The
50-degree line of latitude shows strength-
ening or an extra tiny crescent shaped
mark. It is situated to the immediate left of
the figure and above the ‘S’ of ‘STANLEY’
(Fig 10) on R6/2, 6/4, 6/6, 6/8 and 6/10.
Neither, of course, can occur on the 2%d. It
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Brunei (Parts 15-16, February and May 1990)
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A small but clear retouch to two short horizontal lines
shaping the clouds at the extreme left of the design
has been seen on four copies of the 2c. comb
perforated 14%x13% (Fig 8). Unfortunately, it remains
unplated. For the record, the 1947 definitive set was
invalidated on 28 February 1957.

The ‘5c¢. retouch’ at R1/8 on the 25 September 1950
. release was first noticed by Allan Leverton of Bridger
- and Kay. The paleness of the figure ‘5’ in the top left
corner caught his eye. The stamp illustrated is a good
example. The variety now goes right back to the
orange 5c. issued in 1916 (49a), when the colours
changed from black and orange to orange. A used

copy of the orange stamp showing very heavy wear to the top left ‘5’ has been
discovered. It is also illustrated. There was initial hope that this could have been the
cause of the distinctive retouch. However, against this proposition is the fact that the
‘c’ for cents is the normal shape, in contrast to the ‘c’ on the variety, where it is
noticeably thinner. It therefore still seems most probable that the complete value was
omitted when the plate was made. The ‘5’ and ‘c’ were then engraved by hand, thus
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is surprising that Morley did not spot
them. For the record, he was unable to find
any constant flaws on the 2%d. value and
noted that the printers appeared to have
taken even more care with its production.

Morley drew particular attention to the
July 1949 printing of the 3d., which al-
though generally paler in shade than the
1948 printing, grey rather than black, was
not distinguishable unless the second or
fifth row was available. He noted that on
the second printing the wobble on the line
of longitude and the dot on the ‘“T” were
absent because it was printed from Centre
Plate 4.

3d. frame flaw

The frame plate flaw on the 3d. at R6/7,
known as ‘The Tear Drop’, can be seen
easily on the 1946 stamp. A positional pair
is shown. It continued on the 1948 ‘Thin
Map’ release and A G Belfield, a member
of the KGVICS, is the proud owner of the
fifth and sixth rows taken from different
sheets. One shows a perfect “Tear Drop’ on
R6/7, the other is completely clear of the
defect. The author has a positional ex-
ample showing a very strong trace of the
mark forming the “Tear Drop’. Morley
said, many years ago, that it did not occur
on the “Thin Maps’, but he must have been

avoiding the need to set up the.pantographing machine
again. This would account for the slight difference in their
shape, as well as the clearly defined straight interior lines
within the figure ‘5’. In modern parlance, this was a ‘Friday
% / § afternoon job’!

Far left: 5¢c. retouch
Left: Used example with heavy
wear to the upper left ‘5’

viewing sheets printed late in the run when
the defect was either repaired or wore away
through use, more probably the latter.
Several ‘False Tears’ have been seen on
both issues and seem more likely to be tiny
spots of ink, rather than damage to the
plate.

Forged postmarks

The single Madame Joseph South Georgia
c.d.s. had asthree-line date reading South
Georgia ‘3) MR 49" surrounded by
‘FALKLAND ISLANDS DEPENDENCY.
The device in the APS reference collection
is similar except the two-line date reads 28
AU 48'.

The end of the line .

GSM (December 1957) noted that the
Crown Agents had announced that the
Falkland Islands and Dependencies Vic-
tory stamps and the 1944 Dependencies
overprinted issue would be invalidated
from 31 March 1958.

Part 69 (GSM August 2003) will take a look
at a few of the many varieties occurring on the
definitive issue of Hong Kong and offer some
comments about the philatelic happenings of
the time.

Readers who collect the stamps of the reign of King George VI may wish to join some
400 other collectors who are members of the King George VI Collectors’ Society,
founded by the late Frank Saunders in 1960. At least four meetings are held each year,
including an annual auction, and the quarterly journal, Geosix, contains articles
contributed by members. Further details can be obtained from The Secretary, KGVICS,
98 Albany, Manor Road, Bournemouth, BH1 3EW.

G.S.M. May 2003
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