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This article is an excellent example of
how an understanding of the basics
behind the printing process can ex-
plain and make sense of the occur-
rence of certain types of error. In this
case missing colours.

However to avoid some of the pitfalls
an understanding of how a genuine
missing colour error may arise is not in
itself always enough.

| have had an interest in GB errors and
varieties for many years, and in the

22 years in which | have also been
dealing in GB philately | have fre-
qguently been asked to give opinions
on “errors” that individuals have opti-
mistically assumed to be genuine. On
many occasions | have to disappoint.

One of the more common requests is
to give an opinion on a missing colour
on a fairly shabby used example of a
GB commemorative. Invariably the
missing colour is “unrecorded” and it
is frequently the case that when com-
pared to a “normal” used example it
can clearly be seen that virtually all
the other colours on the “error”
stamp are altered from the normal
and the only verdict can be that the
colour that appears absent does so
due to the affect of external agents or
environmental factors.
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There are occasions when | am asked to give an opinion on mint items. If a missing colour it is not infre-
quently the case that the suspected missing colour is red or a shade / hue of red.

Twice in the last couple of years | have been asked about the “Missing salmon pink colour” on the 1977
Machin large format £5 salmon & chalky blue. SG 1028.

Illustrated above the suspected “error” missing salmon pink at left with a normal example at right. To the
unsuspecting naked eye this at first appears to be a plausible item.

However two main reasons why one should be alert to all not being as it seems. Firstly this is an as yet un-
recorded error and secondly the suspected missing colour is a shade of red.

A key determining fact in my opinion in this instance can be readily identified by use of an Ultra Violet
lamp, importantly in complete darkness. Under the UV light the white border of the “error” item is notably
and obviously less white than that of the normal. The normal in comparison is a bright white under the UV
light. My interpretation of this is that some agent, likely exposure to sunlight or another bright light source
has “bleached” the Optical Brightening Agent out of the “error” item, hence the paper appearing duller
than normal under UV. This agent has also had the effect of bleaching the salmon pink colour. It is there-
fore not a genuine missing colour.

What is of significant concern to me is the number of examples of the 1968 Paintings 4d value that can be
found on the likes of eBay being offered as SG 771b vermilion omitted. | have seen this supposed error be-
ing offered at a local stamp fair and it failed the UV test for reasons stated above. My advice to all would
be not to purchase this error from ANY source without a certificate of authenticity from a RECOGNISED
and independent authority such as the Royal Philatelic Society London or the British Philatelic Association.
Details of both of these expertising authorities can be found in The Philatelic Register.

lan Lasok-Smith



