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Towards the end of 1911, the Inland Revenue commissioned a third printing of 1½d stamps by 
Somerset House. Although King Edward VII had died quite a while earlier, on the 6th May 1910, 
in common with other Edwardian stamps still being printed, the new King George V 1½d plates 
were still not ready. Consequently, the old Edwardian stamps were reprinted yet again. 
 
The plates used were Head Plate 6 (State c), and Duty Plate 7. Head Plate 6 had already seen 
considerable use, having been used by De La Rue since December 1909 for the later chalky 
paper issues.  
 

For the duty plate, Somerset House had been using Duty Plate 6, which had been in service 
since November 1903, but as it had started to show signs of wear, a new plate (Duty Plate 7) 
was put into service. 

 

From this third printing, there are now seven recorded states of Head Plate 6c, which makes it 
unique in the printing of Edwardian stamps. One of these states was intentional, being the 
strengthening of the plate at a possible point of weakness. 

 

The others were accidental, having been caused either by wear or by the use of a new ink mix 
which turned out to have an extremely corrosive effect on the plate. Before the plate was put to 
press, the old date cuts under the eleventh stamp were filled in, and new cuts were made under 
the twelfth stamp to the left of the figure ‘1’ of ‘1½d’. 

 

In 1964 Beaumont and Easton's book The Postage Stamps of Great Britain, Part Three was 
published. This was to revolutionise the specialised collecting of the stamps of King Edward VII 
by listing (as accurately as possible for the time) the various plates and their usage.  
 
This was the first time that the average collector had the opportunity to understand the 
extremely complicated system which led to the production of Edwardian stamps. 
 
The third Somerset House printing is described in great detail. There were five states according 
to Beaumont and Easton, which they listed as (a) to (e) as follows: 
 
(a) In the printings of February the date cuts showed traces of white dots on each side of and 
between the cuts. These dots were small. There were marked traces of the old cut under the 
8th stamp which now looked like double cuts.  
 
There were also traces of the former date cuts under the 11th stamp, and a white dot in the 
purple rule under the second stamp. The duty plate was in state (a) with the green rule under 
the 12th stamp defective but not splayed at the end. Some of the purple ink of these printings 
fluoresces with a golden emission. 
 
(b)  In the printings of March the white dots around the date cuts and traces of the old cuts 
under the 8th and 11th stamps remained. The white dot in the purple rule under the second 
stamp became larger. The duty plate was in state  (b) with the green rule under the 12th stamp 
splayed at the right end, giving the appearance of having been built up with added metal The 
purple ink of these printings generally fluoresces with a golden emission. 
 
 



 
(c)  Before the printings of late March and early April the head plate was cleaned and the date 
cuts became clearer. The white dot in the purple rule under the second stamp hardly shows. 
There was hardly any trace of the old cuts under the 8th and 11th stamps. The duty plate was 
still in state (b). Most of these printings were in purple ink which fluoresces with a golden 
emission.                                                                          
                                                                                                                                      
(d)  Before the printing of late April the head plate was resurfaced and the rule under the 11th 
and 12th stamps repaired. The date cuts under the 12th stamp were plain and clear. There was 
no trace of the white dot under the 2nd stamp, or of the old cuts under the 8th and 11th stamps. 
The duty plate was still in state (b). 
 
(e)   For the printings of late April and May the head plate remained as before, but the duty plate 
had undergone repair to the rule under the 12th stamp. This was no longer splayed, but thin and 
regular in state (c). In these printings purple ink which fluoresces is rare. 
 
This is the progression of plate wear and repair as seen by Beaumont and Easton. Although 
extremely logical at face value, it poses several serious and inexplicable problems. 
 
First and most important, State (a) describes a plate in quite worn condition with traces of the 
old cuts showing. According to their list of states there is no earlier printing which might have 
caused this state. 
 
Second, in State (c), Beaumont and Easton describe the head plate as having been cleaned. 
How cleaning could cause the old cuts under the 11th stamp to almost vanish is inexplicable. 
They also say that in State (d) the head plate was resurfaced.  
 
This would present immense difficulty from a technical viewpoint, and would constitute a major 
operation involving considerable expense and time. It must also be remembered that they had 
De La Rue Head Plates 4 and 5 in reserve and just waiting to be used should the need arise. It 
would have seemed logical to retire Head Plate 6 at this point. 
 
Third, from their description of the purple inks used, Somerset House alternated between a non-
fluorescent ink and a fluorescent ink on four occasions. It seems very strange that they should 
change the inks so often in such a short period of time. 
 
Fourth, one would expect at least one or two of the states to be linked by progressive wear. 
However, there is no progressive wear to connect any of the five Beaumont and Easton states.  
 
This led me to believe that there had to be at least one missing link in their descriptions, and 
after much painstaking research, two missing links connecting three of the five states turned up, 
but instead of the plate wear increasing from the earlier state, the plate wear actually lessened, 
which was illogical. 
 
The conclusion was that Beaumont and Easton had the order of the states totally wrong, and on 
careful examination the correct order turned out to be the exact opposite of what Beaumont and 
Easton had stated, with their State (e) being the first, original state, and State (a) the final and 
last. 
 
It is not entirely surprising that Beaumont and Easton made this error. Without all seven states it 
would be extremely difficult if not impossible to ascertain the correct order of the states.  
 
Their comments regarding the cleaning and resurfacing of the plates, and the various dates of 
issue of the states, are now seen to be totally incorrect, as is their supposedly rare State (e) in 
fluorescent ink, which of course does not exist.  
 
The seven recognised states of date cut pairs of the third Somerset House printing are 
described as follows: 



 
 

State 1 
 

State 1. The rules of both the duty plate and the head plate were regular and even, with no 
visible sign of wear on either.  
 

Beaumont and Easton State (e). Non-fluorescent ink. 
 

≈≈≈≈≈≈≈≈ 
 
 

 
 

State 2 
 

State 2. As state 1, but the head plate rule has been strengthened on the right side under the 
12th stamp, and the green rule of the duty plate also under the 12th is splayed at the right end.  
 

This was the only time that the plates were retouched, almost certainly as a precautionary 
measure against wear. However the following states are all caused by progressive wear. 
 

Unlisted by Beaumont and Easton. Non-fluorescent ink. 
 

≈≈≈≈≈≈≈≈ 
 

 
 

State 3 
 

State 3. The purple rule under the 11th stamp is starting to wear at left, with the old cuts under 
11th still not noticeable. However, a faint horizontal crack is just starting to appear to the right of 
where the 1911 cuts have been filled.  
 
Three small white dots have also started to appear between and to both sides of the cuts under 
12th. Both the crack and the dots become larger with every successive state.  
 

Beaumont and Easton State (d). Fluorescent ink. 
 

≈≈≈≈≈≈≈≈ 



 

 
 

State 4 
 
State 4. As State 3 but the old 1911 cuts under 11th are just starting to reappear, and the dots 
under the 12th stamp have grown to resemble a short line running through the cuts.  
 

Beaumont and Easton State (c). Fluorescent ink. 
 

≈≈≈≈≈≈≈≈ 
 

  
 

State 5 
 
State 5. The purple rule under the 11th stamp has started to taper at the left end, and the 1911 
cuts under 11th are now very obvious. The bottom frame line of the 11th stamp and to a lesser 
extent the 12th stamp are thinner and uneven due to corrosion. 
 

Beaumont and Easton State (b). Fluorescent ink. 
 

≈≈≈≈≈≈≈≈ 
 

 
 

State 6 
 
State 6. The purple rule under the 12th stamp has become uneven due to corrosion under the 
right side of the rule, and the purple rule under the 11th stamp has become extremely thin in the 
centre.  
 

Unlisted by Beaumont and Easton. Fluorescent ink. 
 

≈≈≈≈≈≈≈≈ 



 
 

 
 

State 7 
 
State 7. The purple rule under the 12th stamp has worn and now tapers away to the right. In 
addition the right side of the green rule also under the 12th stamp has worn to the extent that 
not only is it no longer splayed, but is now actually narrower than the left side. 
 

Beaumont and Easton State (a). Fluorescent ink. 
 

≈≈≈≈≈≈≈≈ 
 
 
We now know that only States 1 and 2 only exist with non-fluorescent ink. The fluorescence in 
the purple ink is due to the addition of eosin dye.  
 
However, the addition of this dye alone to the purple ink could not have been the sole cause of 
the heavy corrosion undergone by Head Plate 6, as the fluorescent purple ink used for the 
fourth Somerset House printing of the 1½d, as well as fluorescent inks used for other values, 
also included eosin dye without causing any plate damage. 
 
It is now evident that for the 1½d value there is only one period of fluorescent ink, commencing 
just after the start of the third Somerset House printing and ending just after the beginning of the 
fourth, after which there was a small printing with golden brown fluorescence.  
 
The non-fluorescent purple ink, as well as the green ink used at the end of the Somerset 
House’s second printing are virtually identical to those of State 1 of the third printing, but very 
different from those used for Beaumont and Easton's State (a).  
 
Additionally, it is no co-incidence that the fluorescent ink of State 7 of the third printing is almost 
identical to that used at the start of the fourth printing. 
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