


feasibility of using a five-unit transfer roller, such
as subsequently was used in laying down plates W1
and W2. In that case, one might go on to ask, why
a plate of three horizontal rows only, not five, and
why lay down the central column inverted in
relation to the others? | can guess at no persuasive
nor sensible answer to either of these questions.
However, with the single exception of one block of
4 (plated to the position indicated by the thicker
outline in the diagram), all recorded items are
horizontal strips, or part strips, made up of Types A
with central impression Type D inverted, or Types
B with Type C inverted, or Types C with Type B
inverted, so there is certainly no evidence to date

to suggest that the plate was any larger than fifteen impressions. On the contrary, individual pieces
have been recorded with the appropriate selvedge at left right or bottom wide enough to preclude
the existence of additional impressions on these sides. I'm not aware of any such ‘proving piece’
from the top row, however, although other evidence (in the form of guide dots) indicates that this
was the outermost extent of the impressions in that direction.

As an aside, the late Michael Burberry, who studied these things in considerable depth for many
years, once commented to me that he had some evidence to lead him to conclude that the central
column of impressions might in fact be the upright one, and that the other four columns were
therefore all inverted. |I'm not altogether sure to this day whether Michael’s tongue was in or out
of his cheek when he suggested this, but | suspect he was absolutely serious — not that, if it were
fact, it would help much in unravelling the mystery of this plate !

These intriguing proofs are found in several colours — black, green (shades), and red — and on two
quite distinctive papers, one relatively thick, the other very thin. Another interesting aspect is
that they exist in two easily identifiable states — (i) pre-retouched and (ii) crudely and extensively
retouched (particularly evident in the left hand side of the design in the central, inverted unit). In
fact only the black prints on the thick paper do not have this retouching.

4d First Sideface. Subsequent to my report of the discovery of an example with true mixed
perforations (June N.Z. Bulletin), Dr. Robin Gwynn has written from New Zealand to confirm
that he has another copy, which was originally found by Dr. K.J. McNaught away back in 1947.
His too is perf. 12% all round, but with the (misplaced) row of perf. 10 inside the 12%s at the
base of the stamp (in mine, the misaligned perf. 10 row was at the top).

Dr. Gwynn also made some interesting observations on the extreme rarity of these particular perf.
varieties in this and other values of the First Sideface issue. He states:
“The present tally stands at only:
1d — one unused (the only unused example of any value recorded), and one used.
3d — one used.
4d — now two used.
6d — perhaps six or eight used.

“If anyone knows of any copies of any of these stamps, | would be most interested
to have details, including place and date of use where this can be ascertained and if
possible, a photocopy.”

Any information may be sent to me, and | will pass it on — | would emphasise, however, that the
details required are of copies with true mixed perfs., not those with irregular compound perfs.





















