L1: 1/2d FANTAIL, TYPE L1 (Recess)

This denomination depicts the pied fantail, a very sociable New Zealand Native bird deriving its
name from its beautiful tail of twelve feathers, which broadly expands as the bird flits about. In
the background is one of the best known flowers of the New Zealand bush, the beautiful clematis,

which is particularly appropriate as both the bird and the flower are usually found near the edge
of the forest.

Artist: Mr. James Fitzgerald, Christchurch
Colour: Green beetle
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L1: 2 d Timeline of Issues

L1la:-Original-issue-Registered-Watermark-W.7- . .
LO1b:-Official-overprint-on:L1by

L1b:-Change-to-Multiple-Watermark
W.8q Y-d-withdrawn{]

May-19] Oct-19379
Plate-with-480-impressions-in-two-groups-of-  Third-Plate-with-panels-numbered-1A-and-1B-
240-(10-rows-of-24)-groups-given-Plate-Nos-1A- butthe-figures-and-etters-were-considerably-
&-1B.9] larger-thanthose-on-the-original-plate.q]

March-19369
Second-Plate-used-(unnumbered)to-speed-up-
production.-Thetwo-panels-of-this-plate-can-be-
distinguished-by-the-existence-of-recurring-flaws.q]

The lower values of the 1935 Pictorials were superseded earlier than the remain-
der of the issue, superseded by equivalent values with the portrait of King George
VI.



L1: %2 d Notes from VOL 2

Postage Stamps of New Zealand

Designed by Mr. J. Fitzgerald, of Christchurch,
this value depicted the pied fantail with clema-
tis in the background.

The original plate laid down for this value con-
tained 480 impressions in two groups of 240
(10 rows of 24). The two groups were distin-
guished by the plate markings 1A and 1B. The
sheets were divided before issue and the plate
markings appeared under the second stamp in
the bottom row.

Messrs. De La Rue & Co. used two types of
printing machines for the production of the Pic-
torials. The larger machine would hold two
plates, each containing 480 impressions. The
plates were put in the machine side by side and
were used where a comparatively large printing
was necessary. This machine was so designed
that it could print two values at the one time.

The second machine was smaller and was em-
ployed in cases where large quantities were not
required and where one plate was sufficient.

Supplies of the 1/2d printed from the plate with
markings 1A and 1B and with multiple water-
mark, were placed on sale on March 20, 1936.

In all sheets with the marking 1A a flaw oc-
curred on R8/1, and consisted of a large spot of
colour in the centre of the clematis blossom,
above the back of the bird.

To speed up the production of
this value another plate of

down in 1936. This plate was
unnumbered but the sheets
from the two panels - panels of the plate could
be distinguished by the existence of recurring
flaws.

In sheets from one panel of this plate a dot ap-
peared to the left of figure 1 on R3/8, and there
was a short dash of colour near the top of the
oblique stroke of the N of NEW on R5/15. In
R2/21 of sheets from the other half of the plate

a diagonal coloured line cut through the frame
under the second A of ZEALAND and proceeded
upwards through the right-hand side of this let-
ter and into the left-hand side of the N. In
R6/9, there was a coloured dot just above and
nearly touching the top of the figure 2. Two
short dashes of colour appeared to the left and
near the middle of the fraction bar in R8/3.

Printings from the original plate and from the
unnumbered plate were issued in July. 1936,
with the watermark inverted. During the print-
ings from the origi-
nal plate three
flaws developed on
the panel with
marking 1A and
were found in the
last printings, to-
gether with the
constant flaw on
R8/1.In R1/1 a large diagonal dash of colour
appeared near the top of the fourth and fifth
feathers in the tail, and the solid colour be-
tween the leaves just above the bird's head ex-
tended downwards on to the head. In R10/4, a
spot of colour showed near the middle of the
first stroke of the W of NEW. A fault developed
in the plate on R8/3, and resulted in a promi-
nent dash of colour joining the horizontal
stroke of the 2 to the bottom of the fraction bar.

A flaw also developed in row 9, No. 7, in one
panel of the unnumbered plate. Because of
damage to, or wearing of the plate, at this spot
the shading almost disappeared from the back
and neck of the fantail, and the left claw be-
came a white blob. In row 4, No. 8, of the last
printings from the same panel of this plate a
coloured flaw caused the E of REVENUE to ap-
pear like an F.



L1: %2 d Notes from VOL 2

Postage Stamps of New Zealand Continue

A major variety was to be found in R5/17 from
the same panel of the unnumbered plate. Dash-
es of colour appeared in the value the fraction
bar and over the figure 2. Under magnification
it will be found that these coloured marks rep-
resent the remains of two impressions of the
figure 1 of the value. The only feasible explana-
tion that can be suggested to explain this varie-
ty is that in some way the figure 1 which would
project on the transfer roller, was inadvertently
placed in contact with the surface of the plate
before it was placed in the correct position and
that there was sufficient pressure to transfer
the impression in the soft steel.

A third plate was made in 1937. The panels
were numbered 1A and 1B respectively but the
figure and letters were considerably larger than
those in the original plate. Printings from this
plate were issued in October 1937, and some
sheets had the watermark inverted.

In the 1B panel of the plate of 1937, one im-
pression was not strong in the bottom corner
and, before the plate was hardened, this im-
pression was touched up. The variety occurred
in R4 /2, and showed as a recutting of the outer
frame-lines in the right-hand bottom corner.

One sheet was issued at Ashburton with uncol-
oured or albino impression of the design in ad-
dition to the normal print. The albino impres-
sion showed most clearly on the selvedge of the
sheet.

In some sheets issued at Methven the comb
perforating machine did not "step" correctly for
the row of perforations on the right-hand mar-
gin of the sheet, consequently the last vertical

row of stamps had double perforations for
about a third of the distance along the top and
bottom. All printings of the 2 d. were perf. 14 x
13 Ya.

Considerable shade variations are to be found.
The first printings were in deep bright green but
later printings were in bright green and pale
bright green. Some of the variation was due to
the improper functioning of the mechanical ink-
er, and sheets are to be found with pale patches
in portions of the sheet only. In some instances,
the mechanical wiper did not remove all the ink
from the surface of the plate, with the result
that copies are found with the face of the stamp
with a distinct greenish tint.

Plate wear, combined with insufficient inking,
resulted in uncoloured flaws showing on the
stamps, particularly in the form of white hori-
zontal patches near the top of the stamp. This
was also the cause of what is known as the
"hooded" fantail variety. In some sheets the
space between the leaves just over the head of
the bird, which was normally a solid patch of
colour, appeared uncoloured, thus giving the
bird a "hooded" appearance and when this hap-
pened there was usually a prominent white
patch in a triangle formed by the right-hand
side of the tail and the wing.

Printings from the 1937 plate were, as a rule,
less heavily shaded, and this was most noticea-
ble in the sprays of clematis and in the shading
of the bird.

All unsold sheets of the 2 d were withdrawn
from sale on February 28, 1938, and remain-
ders were destroyed.



L1: Campbell Paterson’s Notes 2 d

Here begins a series of Notes that I hope will be instructive. They are concerned with the
accumulation of knowledge that I have built up over the years; not to do with printers or
dates but with how to recognize certain difficult stamps, how to sort at speed, what to look
for in varieties and perhaps occasionally an anecdote or two. I start with the 1935 Pictori-
als as a particularly large field for the student -- and for the picking up of unconsidered

trifles of great value.

From the CP NZ Bulletin - August 1964, NZ STAMPS AS I HAVE COME TO KNOW THEM, by Campbell Paterson.

¥=d Fantail. First to deal with identification. The sequence of plates and their numbers is

There are only two major headings, Single and
Multiple Watermarks, and there is an infallible
method of telling one from the other in a twin-
kling, that is, by the recognition of the mesh of
the paper.

The Single Wmk issue (L1a) is always with ver-
tical mesh, the Multiple (L1b) always with hori-
zontal mesh. The papers look quite different
when one gets used to seeing the mesh, but
that is by the way; the mesh is the thing and to
anyone with normal eyesight, either with or
without glasses, it is easy to see. The looking for
the watermarks, with or without a detector, is
unreliable in these cases and withal a waste of
time.

Some good Plate varieties (by which I always
mean re-entries or retouches as well as flaws)
exist in both Fantail issues. The three best are
illustrated in the CP Catalogue. One of them,
the “Clematis” flaw, is much scarcer in the Sin-
gle than in the Multiple. Inverted watermarks
are relatively common in both issues. A real
rarity exists in the form of a double print, one
print being albino, i.e., colourless; however, it is
so excessively rare that no one is likely to find
it.

interesting -- we list them in the CP.

As a side comment here I may say that terms
such as “mesh”, re-entry, retouch, “albino”
and hordes of others are all explained in the
CP Catalogue. To explain them each time is
impracticable so please excuse the omission --
and perhaps consider getting our Catalogue!
Still, I will explain “albino” as far as is possi-
ble. “Albino” is a loose term for a stamp from a
sheet that has been twice through the printing
press, the first time with another sheet that
has prevented the “albino” from getting any of
the ink. It has however received a clear im-
pression off the plate and when used again, if
it is, it will receive another, normal, inked im-
pression. Provided that the two impressions do
not exactly coincide it is usually possible to
see the early impression; the whole stamp is
classed as a “double print, one print albino”. I
recall one client writing to say that he had
hunted in vain for a then-current albino of the
2/- Capt. Cook. He wanted to know what to
look for: “Should Capt. Cook have pink eyes?”

Extract: Campbell Paterson Newsletter, Vol 66 No 1 August 2014



L1 Notes from NZ Stamp Images

The “2d was first issued on 1 May 1935 per-
forated 14x13%. There was a double plate
with two panes numbered 1A and 1B each
with 240 stamps. Stamps on multiple water-
marked paper from the same plate was is-
sued on 20 March 1936. The sheets were in
10 rows of 24.

A plate with unnumbered panes was pro-
duced in 1936. A further plate was pro-
duced in 1937. Again the panes were num-
bered 1A and 1B, but the numbers were
much larger.

sesscane

The example plate blocks have small num-
bers. The plate 1B block above is on single
watermarked paper and the perforations are
from right to left as the holes extend into the
left margin. The plate 1A block is on multiple
watermarked paper and the perforation is
from left to right [1].

Clematis Flaw

In R 8/1 on plate with small 1A, there is the
flaw known as the Clematis flaw and can be
seen in the above block. It is in the centre of
the clematis above the back of the bird. Most
printings on single watermarked paper did not
have this flaw. Stamps with multiple water-
mark overprinted Official were issued in July
1937. They were printed from the unnum-
bered plates.

The '2d was withdrawn on 28 February 1938
and the remaining stamps destroyed



: 1935 (May 1) Original issue with
"Single" watermark (W.7

14 x 13 '~ Fine VM (1) Green 5.00 1.50 2.50
(2) Deep green 5.00 1.50 2.50
Lla Variety Mint Used
(Z) Watermark Inverted (W.7c) (Feb 1936) 10.00 20.00
(Y) No watermark (printed on selvedge 65.00 50.00
(X) Letter watermark (printed on selvedge) 40.00 15.00
(W) (6) Incl. ‘plate numbffr and R8/ 1 of Plate 1A; $200
early print not showing any flaws.
(V) [9) As above, in a corner block of nine, no flaw. $500
[6) As (W) with Clematis flaw; RB/1: a late
(U) printing on the W.7 paper $3,000 31,750
[4) Plate Nos. 1A, 1B each 40.00

Attention is drawn to the fact that all stamps of this set having the "Single" watermark (W.7)
have vertical mesh; i.e. The mesh is vertical in relation to the watermark. Since all but one
later papers with Multiple watermark (W.8) had horizontal mesh, it follows that the mesh pro-
vides a useful means of distinguishing the W.7" stamps from the W.8" stamps - without any
necessity to decipher the watermarks.

The single exception to the rule is the 1941 9d L11e, which had the W.8 watermark and verti-
cal mesh. L11le was on chalk-surfaced paper which was never used for any other value in the
present set.



L1b: 1936 (March 20) Change to
"Multiple™ watermark (W.8)

14 x 13 % Fine HM (1) Green 5.00 1.50 1.20
(2) Deep green 5.00 1.50 1.20
L1b Variety Mint Used
(Z) Double perforations (pair) $ 750
(Y) Double print (one albino) $ 900
(X) Watermark inverted (W.8c) (July 1936) 20.00 20.00
(W) [9) Plate 1A small, Clematis flaw R8/1, no flaw on R8/3 $ 100 10.00
(V) [9] Plate 1A small, Clematis flaw R8/1, flaw on value tablet $ 110 10.00
on R8/3
(U) [4) R5/17 re-entry from one of the two unnumbered plates $ 210 25.00
[4) unnumbered plates, various flaws: R3/ 18 dot by 1 in
value tablet; R5/15 mark on N of NEW; R2/21 line through
T AN of LAND; R6/9 dot above 2; R9/7 loss of shading on 55.00 10.00
g
fantail and claw; R4/8 RFVENUE flaw .......c.c.cccooeviiienen..
each
[4) Plate 1A small, various f laws: R1/1 marks on top of tail
(S) and head; R10/4 dot on W of NEW........ccocvvivininnnnn.. each 45.00 10.00
(R) [4) Plate 1B large, flaw: R4/2 retouched corner by D of 65.00 15.00
LAND
[4] Plate Nos. 1A, 1B (small letters) ............. each 40.00
[4] Plate Nos. 1A, 1B (large letters) (Oct 1937) $ 100
[9] Un-numbered Plate block, with flaw , RB/3 $ 110
[9] Un-numbered Plate block, without flaw $ 110

The presence of a minor flaw (two marks on the fraction bar) on one of the un-numbered
plates is the accepted way of differentiating between these two plates. As it occurs on R8/3 a
block of nine stamps with bottom and side selvedge is necessary to ensure that its positional
place on the plate is unmistakable. This R8/3 flaw must not be confused with the much
more noticeable flaw on R8/3 of plate No. 1A small letters. The fact that "R8/3" is a "flawed"
stamp on two different plates is purely coincidental.

The Y2 d was withdrawn on 28 February, 1938.



LO1b: 1937 (July) 1/2d Fan-
tail, Type L1, Watermark W.8

14x 13 Fine HM Green 20.00 8.00 9.00
LO1b Variety Mint Used
(Z) [4] Re-entry, unnumbered plate, R5/17... $ 180 $ 125
[4] unnumbered plates, various flaws: R4/8 RFVENUE
(Y) flaw; R9/4 top of tail malformed ....each $125 60.00
[9] Unnumbered plate block, with flaw R8/3 $ 275
[9] Unnumbered plate block, without flaw $ 275

The 2 d was withdrawn on 28 February, 1938.



