King George VI Varieties
Part 69—The Last Roundup (Section 4) Hong

Kong

Richard Lockyer, OBE, gives details of some of the more interesting
varieties, discusses consignment letters and sheet numbers and
reviews the Hong Kong content in the philatelic literature of the day

News from the past

An extract from a letter dated 10 March 1891, signed by Alex P Ralli, and shown to the
editor of GSM in 1945 makes equally interesting reading today. ‘Stanley Gibbons opened
their shop in-the Strand yesterday. It was very crowded when I went in. This is the first
time they have sold stamps over the counter. A new man called Phillips has bought their
business, goodwill, stock, etc for £25,000!! And it is he who has started the shop under
the old name.’” (The shop referred to was the original one at 435 Strand. It was not until
1893 that 391, the former premises for a small arms manufacturing company, became the
home of Stanley Gibbons.)

Messrs William Brendon and Sons Ltd of Plymouth, who celebrated their centenary in
1941, were responsible for much of the printing for Stanley Gibbons. Their association
began when the firm printed medicine-bottle labels for the father of the original Stanley
Gibbons some 80 years before. Enemy action, which had destroyed their premises, a very
large stock of albums, the whole of the type and illustrations of the catalogues and many
tons of paper, had forced them to move from Plymouth to St Albans, where the Postal
Retail Departments of Stanley Gibbons had been located since 3 November 1940. Despite

all this, it was, to quote a wartime phrase, ‘business as usual’.

Hong Kong

Collectors interested in the major and
many minor varieties of the attractive King
George VI definitive issue should consult
the study by N Halewood and D Antscherl
published by the Hong Kong Study Circle
in 1992. Those seeking detailed informa-
tion about all the requisitions should
consult Study Paper Number 8 (72 pages)
entitled ‘Hong Kong’, written by Dr W H
Barker, FRPSL and Frank R Saunders and
published in 1976 by the King George VI
Collectors’ Society. Ken Lake reviewed the
Study Paper in Stamp Collecting (18 March
1976). He described it as ‘an absolutely
comprehensive study’, praising its clarity
and the immeasurable value of the
information culled from the Crown Agents
records, not previously consulted.

Eight Cents

The imperforate pair of the 8c. (SG
144a)

This is the most expensive King George VI
item listed in Part 1 and priced at £24,000.
H da Luz of Hong Kong recounted the
story behind this great rarity in Stamp
Collecting (13 September 1947) and after
55 years, it bears retelling. He described
how in ‘Early December 1946 the Com-
pradore at the Hong Kong Head Post
Office while sorting out sheets of stamps
for distribution to the various stamp
counters came across a sheet of the eight
cents whose lower right corner appeared
to him to be rather dirty and creased. He
decided not to sell such “inferior stamps”
at the Head Office, and sent the sheet to
one of the sub-offices’. (The word ‘Com-
pradore’ is not in common use today. The
dictionary says that it was used in China

and Japan to describe an agent employed
in a European bank or commercial office.)
The clerk in the sub-office tried to
separate the stamps into strips for easier
handling. He was upset by the absence of
perforations and returned the stamps to
the Head Office with a message that he
had no experience of handling imperfor-
ate stamps. They were returned straight
away with a message that he was to carry
out the orders given to him. Unfortunately,
he did not have a pair of scissors and did
his best by carefully tearing the sheet into
convenient strips of ten stamps. In a few
hours, they had all been sold. A little later
he was interviewed and unhesitatingly
stated that no blocks of the error existed
and that, at least, three quarters of the
stamps had been sold as singles. This testi-
mony was temporarily undermined at a
later date as a marginal mint block of four
was shown at the 1960 London Inter-
national Stamp Exhibition. However, Hale-
wood and Antscherl state in their hand-
book that the block proved to be a fake.
The account by H da Luz was accom-
panied by a photograph of a vertical strip
of five stamps with the selvedge attached,
the last on rows 1-5 from the left pane (the
original photograph is reproduced here. Ed). It
was the remaining half of a strip of ten
stamps bought by a Chinese merchant in-
tending to use them for postage. He used
five of them before commenting to a friend
about the absence of perforations on Hong
Kong’s latest postage stamps. By chance,
the friend happened to be a stamp col-
lector and quickly offered to buy the strip,
but the offer was high enough to cause the
merchant to hesitate in selling it immedi-

ately. At that point, the story mysteriously
and inconclusively ends and one is left to
ponder about what happened next. Was da
Luz the ‘philatelic friend’? Did he buy the
strip? After all, he supplied a photograph.
The listing of a pair in Part 1 leads to the
conclusion that perhaps someone divided
the strip into a pair and a trio. A footnote
in Commonwealth states this was da Luz. It
also warns about forgeries. Finally, Hale-
wood and Antscherl also mention that a
second strip, roughly torn into a pair and
a single has been recorded.

Other used imperforate singles may exist.
Eight cents was the postage rate to China.
A few could have survived. Indeed, a
Bridger and Kay advertisement in Decem-
ber 1969 offered a used single for £250.

Original
photograph of a
vertical strip of five
imperforate 8c.
definitives
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‘Dot after
CENTS’ variety
on the 8c. value
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The ‘Dot after CENTS’

There is a very old saying that ‘After the
Lord Mayor’s Show comes the dung-cart’
(That was before the motor-car age!) The
‘Dot after CENTS’ on the 8c. at R4/2 left
pane (Fig 1) pales into insignificance after
the glamour of the imperforate pair. Never-
theless, Commonwealth lists the variety
(CWbaa). It apparently only appeared on
some sheets from Req B (1941) and is
priced at a mere £125. An example is
illustrated. For good measure, there is also
a small bulge within the frame surround-
ing the King’s head on the left side, level
with the top of the head (Fig 2), as well as
a small dot between the bottom frame line
and the lower line of the bottom right-
hand ornament (Fig 3). Although small,
they are all visible to the naked eye. The
sharp eyes of Mr G H Dickinson of Ashing-
ton (Northumberland) spotted both the
dots, but not the bulge, and his report was
included in Stamp Collecting on 6 February
1943.

Fifteen Cents
In February 1939, Rang noticed a flaw on

the 15c. value, but it was not until March
1959 that he discovered that it had been
most skilfully retouched. The flaw is a
damaging vertical gash through the three
lower Chinese characters in the left-hand
panel of R6/6 left pane. There is a slight
variation, as presumably tiny pieces of metal
dropped away as the plate was used (Figs 4
and 5). Only the first three (‘V’, ‘W’ and
‘X’) of seven requisitions were affected,
before the damage was repaired (Fig 6). It
has to be said that it is not easy to spot the
repair work even when scrutinising a
positional example as will be seen when
comparing it with the normal (Fig 7).

One Dollar

Several Hong Kong varieties attracted the
attention of C P Rang in GSM, one as early
as 1939. But it was not until August 1950
that he recorded the existence of the ‘Short
R’ on the $1, which is now listed in the
catalogues (155a and CW 13b). As a help
to identify single copies, the accompany-
ing illustrations show the difference be-
tween the normal (Fig §) and the ‘Short R’
on R3/1 LP (Fig 9) and R7/3 RP (Fig 10) on
155a. In March 1952, he confirmed that
the ‘Short R’ also occurred at the same
positions on what was then termed the
1941 release and is now 155b. (The back-
ground to this change is given later) In
addition, he reported that on some sheets
of the orange and green stamp the ‘Short
R’ existed in the same positions. However,
on others it only occurred on the left pane

The clerk in the sub-office returned the
stamps with a message that he had no
experience of handling imperforate
stamps. They were returned straight
away with a message that he was to
carry out the orders given to him

while on the right pane the ‘R’ had a tail of
normal length, but slightly thicker, which
could have been the result of a repair.

In November 1951, Rang commented
on the fragility of the plates used to print
smaller parts of typographed stamps
printed in two operations and mentioned
those from Bahamas, Leeward Islands and
Mauritius as examples. K H Tang had
brought to his notice the two stamps im-
mediately below the ‘Short R’ at R3/1 on
the left pane of the dollar stamp and, as
positional blocks are about, details are
given here. Rang suggested that all three
were damaged in the same incident. Fig 11
illustrates the normal upper character in
the right-hand panel. On R4/1, the cross-
over point of the upper character in the
right-hand panel is thicker than usual,
while the downward stroke to the lower
right has a broadened end; the general
impression of the character is of thickness
(Fig 12). The neighbouring character in
the left panel of R4/2 could have suffered
more damage as, not only has the top
vertical stroke moved to the right, but also
the overall height is shorter (Fig 13) than
the normal (Fig 14). The three stamps all
have the damage described on a pane
numbered Z 10499. It would have been
issued in 1940. It is a sobering thought
that this requisition alone numbered
10,334 sheets. However, many were looted
when Hong Kong was occupied and on 9
April 1946 colour changes for the dollar
values were put on sale in the Colony. At
the same time, the Government Gazette an-
nounced that all old King George VI dollar
values were invalid. It also advised that all
persons owning them could, within six
months, hand them to the Postmaster
General, who would exchange them for
current stamps if he was satisfied that they
had been lawfully obtained.

In November 1956, Rang also described
a very large flaw on the dollar value that
affected three sheets from part of a supply
obtained from the Colony soon after lib-
eration. They were from Plate 1 and printed
on the wartime chalky substitute paper.
Rang called them 149a. The contempor-
ary catalogue description was ‘Pale reddish
purple and blue (O) 1941’. This is now
155b with the same colour, but 28 Septem-
ber 1945 as the issue date. The change in
date stems from the effect of bomb and fire
damage to the De La Rue works in
December 1940 that led to Williams, Lea &
Co satisfying Req 9247/3 for the fourth
printing. The order was released in
London in November 1941, but not in
Hong Kong until 28 September 1945.

The very large flaw that caught Rang’s
attention was on ‘the second stamp up
from the bottom left corner’ on the King’s
cheek close to the ear. (Unfortunately, he
did not state which pane.) The horizontal
lines of shading were absent and replaced
by an almost circular patch, about 1%4mm
in diameter, of solid colour in a more
bluish shade of purple and paler than the
ink used for the stamp. The flaw was
identical on the three sheets. It seemed
probable to Rang that hand painting was
the explanation for the variety. However,
some doubt remained as the shape of the
area of solid colour was the same on all
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three examples, whereas if hand painting
had been carried out slight differences in
brushwork should have been detectable. In
his view, whatever the cause, the flaw was
worth collecting. Where are they now? (One
of them is still in the SG catalogue reference
collection—and it is illustrated on the front
cover! Ed.)

The 1941 Centenary issue

Mr G Kinsky of Bangkok reported a variety
on the 15c. value (Stamp Collecting 17
August 1946). It consisted of a red dot in
front of the ‘H’ of ‘HARBOUR'. He had
found several copies.

The 5c. fiscal used for postage

In January 1938, there was an unusual run
on the current King George V 5c. stamp
and stocks were exhausted. As fresh sup-
plies were not expected until the end of
the month, it was necessary to issue a
provisional stamp. It was decided that the
5c. Revenue stamps could be used as a
postage stamp from 11 January. On 20
January a supply of 5c. postage stamps
arrived and were immediately put on sale.
The fiscal stamp was invalidated for postal
use from 21 January 1938. The period of
authorised use was, therefore, from 11 to
20 January. It was reported in GSM (June
1938) that the Hong Kong Postmaster
General had stated that 170,709 copies of
the fiscal stamp had been sold in January.
Commonwealth says that many were used for
fiscal purposes.

T-marks

These setting marks crop up once again.
This time on the 10c. UPU stamp printed
by Waterlow. A single example was noted
by Rang in GSM (March 1951). The
sideways T-mark is located to the right of
the funnel of the stylistic ship forming part
of the design (Fig 15). Within two months,
the mark had been positioned as the last
stamp in the second row (i.e. R2/5) on a
block that had the top and right-hand
margins imperforate. Rang presumed it

came from a right-hand pane. (Sheet size
was 60, 12 rows of 5) He also examined a
few sheets with the top and left-hand
margins imperforate and the bottom and
right-hand perforated and suggested these
were left-hand panes. On these, a faint T
mark was found on R12/5 in almost the
same position as the mark on R2/5. Faint
traces, amounting to little more than dots
marking the ends of the sideways T, also
occurred on, R2/3, 3/5 and 6/5. The official
records show that 17,907 sheets of 60 were
despatched on 1 September 1949, this in-
cluded 6000 sheets sent to the Crown
Agents Bureau. Details for the other three
values are: 20c.—16,950 sheets (Bureau
4000), despatched 29 April and 12 May
1949; 30c.—23,075 sheets (Bureau 4000),
29 April and 12 May 1949 and 80c.—9000
sheets (Bureau 4000), 1 September 1949.
There can be no doubt that the 80c. is the
key value, justifying the rating given to it in
the catalogues. The set was released on 10
October 1949 and invalidated, together
with the 1946 Victory and 1948 Silver
Wedding issues, on 1 September 1956.

Consignment letters

Sheet numbers in the selvedge from any
Colony are collectable, if only to indicate
that the piece in question was sent there.
Those for Hong Kong have a special
interest as the numbers are preceded by a
capital letter indicating a consignment. The
system was brought into use in 1894 when
it was decided to number all sheets con-
secutively in each shipment, preceded by a
letter indicating the consignment. The
letter ‘A’ was used for 1894 and the scheme
continued, reusing letters, through the
following reigns. The reign of King George

. VI began with ‘S’ for the 1937 Coronation

issue. It ended with ‘Y’ as the last letter
used for the despatch, by air, of 4170
sheets of the 5c. in December 1953. GSM
(June 1954) noted that this printing was
ordered in anticipation of a heavy run on
the 5c. for the Christmas card rate. It
became obsolete when the new Queen

Forgers at work

A selection of stamps showing
Consignment letters in the margins

Nature abhors a vacuum, but forgers can also move in quickly! In November 1939 GSM
revealed, thanks to T G Stokes, that the 5c. postal fiscal of 1938 had been faked by a gang
who unearthed and removed copies of the stamp from old revenue documents, washed
and placed them on envelopes and then had them postmarked with a genuine post office
cancellation stamp, obtained surreptitiously. The washed-out colour of the green stamp
was a clue to the fakes, while, since the ‘Hong Kong’ handstamp was used on them, any
postmarks from outlying districts such as Kowloon, Kowloon City or Yaumati were a guide
to whether the stamps were genuine. The gang and the clerks who had provided the
handstamp were arrested.

In the following April GSM quoted the South China Morning Post for 15 December 1939
which contained a long and ‘helpful article on the forged postmarks which were applied
by the local sharpers to supplies of cleaned 5c. Revenue stamps’. In summary, the writer
. concluded, ‘any cover with a stamp that is washed, or a postmark without blocks (that is,
the solid bars in the double circle containing the words “VICTORIA” and of “HONG
KONG?”), is definitely a forgery. Postmarks dated 11 January or 12 January should be
examined and compared with genuine ones, in regard to the ink (which differs from that
used in the Post Office) and the shape of the letters.” The news item finished with the
editorial comment that it was good to know that several of the people responsible for this
fraud had been convicted and sentenced.

A few years later, another much better known forger was mentioned in Stamp Collecting
(15 August 1952). A news item reported that on 25 July the Paris Court of Appeal had
rejected the appeal of Jean de Sperati against the suspended sentence of the Seine Tribunal
of two years imprisonment, a fine of 12,000 francs, and the award of 500,000 francs
damages to the Chambre Syndicate des Negociants en Timbres-Poste. Reporting this, LEcho
de la Timbrologie hoped that the sentence would serve as a warning to all forgers and fakers.
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Elizabeth stamps were put on sale on 5
January 1954. It should be noted by
anyone wishing to collect the series of
different letters, that “T” and ‘U’ were used
for the last two printings of the stamps of
King George V, the letter ‘T’ was not used
and the post-war commemorative issues
.were not lettered.

Requisition letters are not always found
in the conventional top right corners.
They can be found in other positions on
half or quarter sheets saved from those
damaged during printing. A selection is
shown here. Their philatelic value is that
the letter and number in the margin can
assign it accurately to the correct consign-
ment. The official records or reference
books will then give the relevant details.

Christmas Day 1941

A poignant reminder of the surrender of
the Colony to the Japanese may appear in
a cover box at a stamp fair; local covers
were seen just after the war bearing the
date 25-12-41, the day of surrender. The
issue of all Hong Kong stamps ceased on
the following day.

Mr W E Jones, of the Public Works
Department, was the Stanley Gibbons
correspondent in Hong Kong. He con-
firmed, on his release from the Stanley
internment camp at the end of the war,
that the Japanese had reopened the post
office on 22 January 1942 using Japanese
stamps. Jones while a prisoner had, at
considerable personal risk, designed a
Victory stamp for the Colony. The original
sketches by Jones were shown at Stamp
Show 2000 as part of the magnificent dis-
play drawn from The Royal Collection.
(The full story behind the use of this unique
design as part of the Victory issue was told
in Part 12, May 1989.)

Cover sent after the end of hostilities in
1945. The ‘Postage Paid’ handstamp was
in use from 28 August until 27
September 1945

3tokes,

Bullaln 1st floor,
HON: KONG.

Resumption of normal service
On 1 May 1946, GSM featured on its front
page a most interesting account of events
affecting Hong Kong postal services fol-
lowing the end of hostilities in 1945. On
18 August a few of the Hong Kong
Government officials who had been in-
terned at the Stanley Camp and who were
fit returned to their former posts. These
included a number of Post Office officials.
The first few days were spent cleaning up
the filthy post office and on 28 August it
was decided to resume local deliveries. At
the time, no stamps had been found and
free deliveries started until some became
available. Four wooden cancelling stamps
were made bearing the inscription ' HONG
KONG 1945—POSTAGE PAID’ and these
were used from 28 August until 27 Sep-
tember (see illustration), despite the word-
ing, no payment was made.

About 12 September a stock of the 5c.
Centenary issue and King George VI de-
finitive stamps of all denominations below
two dollars were found in the post office
vault. The Chubb locks having defied all
attempts by the Japanese to open the vault
door. The discovery of these stamps led to
the decision to re-institute the 1941 local
postage rates and on 28 September the
stamps of Hong Kong reappeared on mail,
cancelled by the original datestamps,
recovered from the Japanese. The 750,000
5¢c. Centennial stamps were used first, thus
most first day covers bear this stamp. No
other values of the Centenary set were
found as supplies had been exhausted
before the attack on Pearl Harbour on 7
December 1941. Members of the Hong
Kong Planning Unit, London, had arrived
in the Colony on 8 September. They
brought limited supplies of stamps, which
had been ready for shipment in 1941, and
on 19 October further stocks, mainly of the
lower values, were discovered in one of the
vaults of the Hong Kong and Shanghai
Bank, still in the original packing cases
sent by the Crown Agents.
It was, therefore, unneces-
sary to overprint and use
any of the large stock of
Japanese stamps found
in the Colony.

The former stock of
the dollar values had dis-
appeared, apart from a
few of the $1 stamps.
However, it was known
that looting had occurred
and that the stolen stock
was still in Hong Kong.
In the meantime, postal
services by air had re-
sumed and to protect
revenue it was forbid-

den to use any dollar
stamps with the excep-
tion of the $1. Even this
value could only be
used if bought at the
post office and immedi-

ately handed in on a postal packet. Prior to
the Japanese surrender, large orders had
been placed in London for stamps in the
old colours. It was planned to overprint
them in the same way as pre-war Straits
Settlements stamps were overprinted
‘BMA MALAYA, but the sudden collapse
of Japan in early August meant that
overprinting had not started. Thus, when
it was discovered that the high value
stamps had disappeared, telegrams were
sent to London to change the colours of
such denominations. These stamps went
on sale on 9 April 1946.

Cachets

Contemporary reports in Stamp Collecting
include extra information about the
immediate post-war period. On 6 October
1945 it was reported that the first letters to
reach the United Kingdom from released
Prisoners of War in Hong Kong were
handstamped in red capitals ‘POST
OFFICE—SURFACE MARINE MAIL and
took 19 days in transit. Others, despatched
on 3 September, took 21 days and were
impressed with the octagonal handstamp
previously described. A slightly later report
(27 October) noted that only local mails
and mails to Canton were in operation at
the beginning of October and for this
purpose the 2c. and 8c., plus the Cen-
tenary 5c., were used. Another item (10
November) described the arrival of a cover
despatched originally on 3 December 1941
with four $1 Centenary stamps, addressed
to a London firm. It carried an oblong
cachet, struck in violet reading ‘DETAINED
IN HONG-KONG BY JAPANESE FROM
DECEMBER 1941, TO SEPTEMBER 1945’,
News cuttings from The Weekly China
Mail provided some more facts about
‘Detained Mail’ (1 December). Seven bags
of mail posted on 23, 24 and 25 December
1941 for overseas had been recovered
from the General Post Office. The mail was
re-sorted and the cachet applied. It was
then despatched by the Empress of India on
10 September 1945. The cuttings also
contained Athe news that the last convoy
with mail Left the Colony on 6 December
1941; most of it was surface mail to the
USA. Airmail letters were on board the
Clipper at the time Kai Tak airfield was
bombed and the plane was destroyed.

Hong Hong

Any reader who has a cover cancelled 28
September 1945 (the first day of reopen-
ing the post office) with ‘HONG HONG’
will like to know that it is one of about 50
cancelled before the offending postmark
was withdrawn. (Stamp Collecting, 8 June
1946.)

Part 70 (GSM November 2003) will consider
some more varieties that have come to light
during publication of this series on the stamps
of Jamaica, KUT, Malta, Mauritius,
Montserrat, North Borneo, Northern
Rhodesia, Nyasaland and South Africa.

Collectors interested in the study of stamps issued in the
Commonwealth during the reign of King George VI should join the
KGVI Collectors’ Society. Further details can be obtained from
The Secretary, 98 Albany, Manor Road, Bournemouth, BH1 3EW.
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