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MEETING REPORT

The Spring meeting of the Lundy Collectors Club UK Chapter, was held at the
British Philatelic Centre, Charterhouse Street, London on 18th March 2000. The
attendance was down slightly on previous meetings but the room was pleasantly full
with approximately 20 members and guests.

The meeting opened with a bourse at 10.30am with two members taking tables.
This was followed at 11.15am with the first of two well-presented displays (which
are fully described on page 5) and took the meeting up to lunch at 1.00pm.

After a short break for lunch, the meeting reassembled at 2.00pm for the viewing of
the auction lots.

In the absence of Stanley Newman who was unable to attend the meeting due to
recently having a hip replacement operation, Mike Thompson made the Secretary's
announcements. After offering Stanley Newman’s apologies for absence, details
were given about the next meeting in July at Iifracombe (for details see back cover).
James Thomas answered questions about the new Lundy Room at the Ilfracombe
Museum (which I am sure many will visit over the weekend of the Summer 2000
meeting) and offered to organise a group booking on the m.s. Oldenburg for
Chapter members wishing to visit Lundy on the Saturday before the Summer 2000
meeting.

At 2.15pm prompt, the auction commenced with much interest especially from
postal bidders (for Auction Report see page 4).

After tea and a very tasty cake kindly baked by Julie Lester to assist club funds, the
meeting closed at 4.00pm.






AUCTION REPORT

Our Chapter Auctioneer Mike Thompson conducted the ninth auction at our Spring
Meeting on 18th March 2000, at the British Philatelic Centre, Charterhouse Street,
London.

Despite the numbers in the room being slightly down on previous meetings, postal
bids were high and bidding at times was brisk. The results surpassed all previous
Auctions with a total realisation of £2707.70, and no less than 48 bidders!

The main interest centred on 3 lots with two items selling for more than twice the
estimates. Lot 111 - /989 R.S.P.B. Sheetlet of 24 stamps, which had an estimate of
£26 sold for £36 and was the lot that received the highest number of bids.

However, lot 85 - /965 Churchill issue 2p IMPERF PROOF in a darker yellow
than issued (N154P Var.) on original "Thomas De La Rue & Co. Ltd. London"
thick printers card, 101x127mm with "74/1" in manuscript below Proof, was
estimated at £90.00 and eventually realised a staggering £185.

Likewise, lot 261 - /1877 "Lundy Island - A Monograph" by  John R Chanter,
hardback complete with large folding map, had an estimate of £65.00 and again
realised £185.00, nearly three times the estimate.

Other items included:-

1929 1P value. N2a with "H" for "L" (Hundy) Variety. FU on small piece with R
Cancel dated 25th May 1967 £23

1939 "1929-1939" issue. 1/2p N21 MM £18.50
1940 Red Cross 6p value N34 UMM £55

1943 Wright Brothers 1/2p & 1p NARROW OVERPRINT N57+58 Var. MM
£10.50

1969 "APPEAL" overprint issue. N161B(a). Value partly exposed £135

1988 First Lundy Stamp Booklet. £1 26 NB246 £27






LETTER T0 THE EDITOR

“Lundy Appeal” receipt cards.

I enclose a copy of a letter received by me some years ago. It is interesting that it
suggests a much lower use of the “Appeal” receipt cards than had been thought, and
may be of interest to our readers.

Jim Mullett.

1t is my intention to do a feature article on the “Appeal” receipt in a future issue
of The New Puffin journal. - Ed.



LETTER TO THE EDITOR

I would refer to your Editorial in the Autumn '99 issue of the JOURNAL', and the subsequent
'Letter to the Editor' in the Spring '00 issue. Whilst I understand the need for the Island to pay
it's way, turning it into a rich mans holiday isle would surely not be in keeping with the aims
of the Landmark Trust (but remember the Dutch Auction for lettings over the Millennium! -
Ed.), - it could even prevent non-rich men visiting. Anything that would disturb the Island’s
priceless peace and tranquillity should be considered very carefully.

Ken Lee, Nottingham.

Ed's comment - It was never our intention to suggest that a limited amount of "upgrading”
should result in Lundy becoming a "Rich Man's paradise”, otherwise the suggestion to
introduce a tractor-drawn trailer to convey day-trippers up to the "Village" would not
have been made. However, we do agree with the correspondent who suggested that
Millcombe House is probably too small to be converted into a Hotel/Restaurant, and that
this would be better sited in the Marisco complex.

PHILATELIC QUESTION

Cat. No. 170 in the “new” definitive of the 16 March 1971, the 3% Puffin value in turquoise
and green/grey had produced an extra stone on a sheet I have recently obtained and would like
to if it is a constant error. Due to the rather anemic colours it is difficult to photocopy easily
and likewise is therefore difficult to spot. On my sheet it occurs on stamp 2 of row 7. It is a
green dot/splodge below and to the left of the “L” of Lundy and parallel with the rock shelf on
the left-hand side, near the top. There would appear to be no other dots/splodges on the sheet.
I suspect that this is an ink flaw and may be a “one-off”” but it would be nice to confirm it.

U

Please direct all replies to The Joint Editor at the Editorial Office. Ed.
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GWYNETH WHITE'S TRIP TO LUNDY — PART 2

Due to the pressure on editorial space in the Spring 2000 issue of The New Puffin
Journal, I was forced to split Gwyneth’s most interesting letter over two issues.
This is the second and final part of the story of a most interesting and perhaps
historic journey to Lundy by Gwyneth White, a most respected senior member of
the Lundy Collector’s Club.

What was probably the calmest crossing to come, ever! a delightful run out to the
island it was so nice to be for once, approaching it up on deck, rather than cooped-
up down below, as for I have for all of 70 years, since September 1929, queuing to
ensured a place in first boat! I got a very good full frontal shot of our approach to
the right hand berth, “Oldenburg” already in the left hand one and we made a
perfect berthing in the calmest conditions. (What I’ll be very interested to see is,
what it’s like in an easterly?) I told Paul Roberts, who met my solitary descent of
the gangway — like an Admiral going ashore! — that I hoped the structure would
stand-up to the elements as well as the cute Felix Gade had done during the 52
years on Lundy! Then I set off on foot and at the foot of the real ascent a kindly
old gent offered to take a shot with my own camera which you see has turned out
very well (see Spring 2000 issue, page 12) and I’'m indebted to him for it.
Incidentally, John Brown, who’d joined at ‘Coombe, took a very good shot of my
single disembarkation from the bridge and on 19™ gave me a print. Well on 16% I
was joined at ‘Coombe by Christopher Bruce, keen to see a new plaque in the
graveyard to the memory of an old rugger pal of his Eric Church, who now rest
there. With less than two hours ashore, in contrast to 4 from Swansea, it was at
some cost to our respective blood pressures! but we got there — with a momentary
“breather” at Millcombe and via the Ugly, took photo’s and were last back aboard
and hooted, by Capt. Ted Davies! I was tired on reaching home that night but on
Monday 19% September, another pre-dawn rising to catch “Balmoral’s” 8.00a.m.
departure, a cruise up the Torridge to Bideford, first for “Balmoral” since 1986, and
John Dyke had come down to the quay to meet me during the 1 hour ashore, to see
the rest of my recent snaps and to bestow on me a beautiful 1954 water colour of
South Light and the Cove seen from the Castle. So the seasons last down channel
trip was very memorable.



FORGERIES OF THE TIGHEARNA SHEET DEFINITIVES
"MYSTERY IMPERFORATE STAMPS"

By Roger S. Cichorz

Introduction

I wrote a brief article with the same title as above on page 11 of the Fall 1980
Lundy Collectors Club Philatelic Quarterly (LCCPQ). It summarized what
was then known about the forgeries of the three different stamps in the
Tighearna sheet (1929 '4p, 1930 9p, and 1939 2p definitive stamps/N #1, 4,
and 26, respectively, for the individual stamps, or N #45 for the cutouts from
the Tighearna sheet). The origin and date of production of these forgeries were
unknown and seemingly shrouded with mystery and speculation, but,
unfortunately, after my 1980 article was published, I received no additional
information that could be construed as definitive.

After my 1980 article was reprinted in slightly altered form in the British
Private Post Study Group Newsletter No. 24 (January 1983, pages 10-11),
Editor John Holman took exception to my use of the term “forgeries” to
describe these stamps, and he suggested that the term “wartime printings” may
more accurately reflect their nature since the best guess of their origin prior to
1981 had been Brian Rigby-Hall, manager of the Lundy Philatelic Bureau which
existed during the WWII years in Kettering, Northamptonshire. However,
Barry N. D. Chinchen, who also attributed the forgeries to Rigby-Hall in his
initial studies of them during the mid-1960s, subsequently reversed his earlier
conjecture in a Letter to the Editor appearing in the Spring 1981 LCCPQ
(pages 1-2):
The definitive forgeries once thought to be from Tighearna
sheets are still a mystery, but more information exists as yet
unpublished. | do not think now that they were anything to do
with the Philatelic Bureau — the printing is too poor. In my
collection now in the British Library there is an uncut sheet of
one of the values (it was the sheet | numbered 349). My memory
is not good. It may have been the 2p and | think the sheet size
(stamp arrangement) was five by five. [See the Postscript at
end of this article for how you can help. —RSC]



Information by Varro Tyler Published in 1995

Dr. Varro E. Tyler, an authority on counterfeit stamps of the world and a
columnist for Linn’s Stamp News with his illustrated “Focus on Forgeries”
feature appearing there regularly, published three articles in 1995 that described
the differences between these forgeries and the stamps cut out from genuine
Tighearna sheets (References: “Focus on Forgeries, Lundy Island,” Linn’s
Stamp News: October 30, 1995, page 6; November 13, 1995, page 6; and
November 27, 1995, page 6). Tyler indicated that the forgeries were crudely
typographed (letterpress printed) while the genuine Tighearna sheet stamps
were finely printed by lithography. The fact that the forgeries were letterpress
printed is a key point in understanding the forgeries. As a consequence, he
ruled out the speculation of others that the stone for the Tighearna sheet, which
was reputed to have fallen into private hands, was the source of these stamps.
Actually, Chinchen conducted a plate study of all three of these stamps in 1967
and concluded that they were probably printed in sheet form from plates with a
24- or 25-subject setting though Chinchen did not indicate the forgeries were

printed by typography.

I found Tyler’s information about the printing mechanics of the forgeries
interesting and his descriptions of the distinguishing characteristics between the
forgeries and Tighearna sheet cutouts useful, though anyone possessing a
genuine Tighearna sheet should have no trouble distinguishing between them.
Furthermore, a rank amateur in printing techniques could easily distinguish the
2p forgery from the 1939 stamp as the latter is recess-printed (engraved) and
has the characteristics of an intaglio stamp.

Tyler’s information was not previously published in the LCCPQ, so it is
reprinted here by the kind permission of Editor/Publisher Michael Lawrence of
Linn’s Stamp News. The three Tyler columns, appearing exactly as they did in
Linn’s Stamp News, are interspersed as boxed text on the next three pages.
Unfortunately, my correspondence to Tyler during early 1996, which requested
the sources of some of his information [e.g., the names of the writers who
asserted that the stone used to print Tighearna sheet is in private hands and
how he determined the forgeries were printed by letterpress (typographed)
rather than lithographed], went unanswered, so I cannot present any additional
insights about these issues. Tyler indicated that “their producer remains
unidentified”! 1 agree with this contention and present my arguments against a
Rigby-Hall origin later in the article.
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“Free Gift”

The Yp and 9p forgeries are always imperforate. By contrast, the 2p forgery
is generally encountered perforated 11; imperforates exist but are scarcer
than the perforated examples. I am providing a “free gift” — a set of the
three forgeries (one in this issue and one in each of the following two issues
of this Journal). These should supplement the Tyler data and serve as better
illustrations to differentiate them from cutouts from the genuine Tighearna
sheet.

Synopsis of the 1980 Article and Additional Author’s Comments

Because the Fall 1980 LCCPQ and two cited issues of The Puffin, Newsletter
of the Lundy Specialists’ Society are out of print and probably not readily
available to readers wanting more information about the forgeries, the rest of
this article presents the information given in my 1980 article. Additionally, I
included comments to elaborate on the original information whenever
additional information has surfaced since the 1980 article, and then state the
reasons why I do not attribute the forgeries to Rigby-Hall and the wartime
Lundy Philatelic Bureau.

Chinchen discussed the forgeries in detail in his article titled “Mystery
Imperforate Stamps” in The Puffin, Newsletter of the Lundy Specialists’
Society, Number 15, May 1966, pages 25-31. The bulleted text sections that
follow were excerpted from the Chinchen article and reprinted in my Fall
1980 LCCPQ article without the comments:

o William Rowcroft expressed his opinion of the forgeries:

For several years, a lot of 5000 to 10,000 sets was offered at
auction in Great Britain, and these ... sent (me) seem to be a
part of this lot. The dies they were printed from are genuine, but
colors and blurry printing make them seem to be reprints.
However, it is possible they may be waste copies of the original
printing that was stolen from the printers during the over-printing
of various 1942-1943 issues. To this day, no one can explain
how this happened or where the actual printing plates went.
They were never returned to Lundy or destroyed, and it is my
belief that someone still has possession of them.

14



Author’s comments: Rowcroft’s explanation that “the dies they were printed
from are genuine” is erroneous as the stamps from the Tighearna sheet were
printed by lithography from four different plates and the 1929-1930 stamps
were printed by lithography from four plates of 30 subjects each. The forgeries
possess completely different printing characteristics resulting from a
typographic printing from different plates, so they are not reprints. I am
confused to which dies/printing plates Rowcroft was referring to as missing
from the printers. I believe the original dies used for the lithographic first
definitives remained with the printers Bradbury Wilkinson and were not made
available to Rigby-Hall and/or Dalkeith Press during the WWII years for
printing additional definitives for overprinting. Stamps used for the Bureau
overprints were supplied from stocks of the definitives already printed by
Bradbury Wilkinson in 1929 and 1930. If Rowcroft’s reference to the dies
meant the plates used to print the Tighearna sheets, he is also incorrect because
it was established that the forgeries could not have been printed from these
plates (see next paragraph).

e Chinchen (correctly) concluded:

These imperforate stamps are not from miniature sheets or
miniature sheet plates, or from original 1929 plates. The
varieties and number of different varieties rule these sources
out. They are not even made from photographs of the original
sheets.

Author’s comments: Chinchen ascertained unique characteristics of the stamps
in his plating study (see next paragraph), which showed that they could not
have originated from the original plates as they lacked the various lithographic
plate characteristics of the originals. However, he did not specify that the
forgeries were printed by typography as Tyler contended.

e Chinchen reported 19 types (“kinds” according to plate blemishes—i.e.,
constant plate flaw flaws) of the Y2p, 24 types of the 2p, and 22 types of the 9p
stamps (plus one type of each of the three stamps repeated) based on his
examination of 1035 of the forgeries. In The Puffin, Number 16, January 1967,
page 28, Bo Ollson reported one additional type of the 9p forgery. Chinchen
believed that all the forgeries were printed in sheet format because some of the
stamps he examined had parts of adjoining stamps above or below them.

15



Author’s comments: The fact that Chinchen identified 24 types plus one
repeated type of the 2p seems to indicate that the plate contained 25 subjects as
he contended, not 24 as indicated by Rigby-Hall (see next paragraph).

e Chinchen concluded in his 1966 article that the forgeries were prepared by
the Lundy Philatelic Bureau but never used. He reported at the time that Brian
Rigby-Hall said of these stamps: “The three samples that you enclose appear to
be from the Tighearna sheets. I seem to vaguely remember that these were
printed in large sheets of many panes per sheet. They were then reissued in, I
think, individual sheets of 24 identical stamps per sheet, although, as I say, all
this is only from vague memory.” Chinchen added: “It is worth noting that as
far as Mr. Rigby-Hall knows, no printing plates of any sort now exist and he
can remember no details of them.”

Author’s comments: Rigby-Hall’s two-part recollection requires examining.
First of all, the Tighearna miniature sheets appear as four distinct types, and
Chinchen indicated in his 1969 4 Catalogue of Lundy Stamps that they were
printed as four blocks (miniature sheets) per pane. (Is it possible that two or
more multiples of the four blocks were repeated in the sheet arrangement
before being cut down to the panes of four blocks?) Secondly, Rigby-Hall
referring to the forgeries as reissues printed as 24 subjects per sheet is
somewhat consistent with the findings of Chinchen’s plating studies although
Chinchen recalled his 2p sheet as existing in a five-by-five format. If Rigby-
Hall’s second recollection is true, the forgeries appear to be the product of the
Lundy Philatelic Bureau.

Arguments Against Lundy Philatelic Bureau Provenance for the Forgeries

I remain skeptical that Rigby-Hall or the Lundy Philatelic Bureau was
responsible for production of the forgeries for the following reasons:

(1) The misinformation presented by Rigby-Hall about the Lundy Philatelic
Bureau’s wartime overprint issues in the contemporary philatelic literature of
the early 1940s branded him as a relatively unreliable and inaccurate source.

(2) The forgeries were not mentioned in the philatelic literature and dealers’
price lists prior to the 1960s, so if they were indeed produced by the Bureau,
why did they remain dormant and only came to light two decades afterward?
(3) There was no reason for Rigby-Hall to print these stamps because ample
stocks were available in the 1940s.

(4) No examples were present in Rigby-Hall’s Lundy remainder stock that I
obtained three years after his death in 1981—albeit this may indicate only that
any stock of the forgeries was dispersed in its entirety earlier on.

16



Postscript: Terminology/Definitions and More Information Sought

Chinchen reported in 1981 that he no longer believed that Rigby-Hall/Lundy
Philatelic Bureau was responsible for the production of the Tighearna sheet
forgeries for the reason that the printing was “too poor”! He indicated that
more unpublished information exists, but to date nothing definitive about these
forgeries has come to light. Chinchen ended his 1966 article by asking: “Has
anyone any concrete facts about the source or sheet layout of these stamps?”
Apparently not, because nothing else about these forgeries appeared in
subsequent issues of The Puffin, in Chinchen’s 1969 A Catalogue of Lundy
Stamps, or in any other philatelic literature up to 1980. I, too, asked readers
for more information at the end of my 1980 article, but this also generated little
response, so [ will conclude here by repeating the questions I asked of readers
in 1980 in the hope that now someone can provide answers about the origin of
these “mystery imperforate stamps.”

Do any readers have these forgeries in a sheet format or as multiples?
Alternatively, since Chinchen indicated a complete sheet exists in the Chinchen
Lundy Collection in the British Library, could a reader in Britain who is
accessible to the facility or visits London periodically make arrangements with
the British Library curators (see inset on page 10 for details) to view the sheet
to determine and report its stamp arrangement (i.e., five-by-five as Chinchen
recalled, 24 subjects as Rigby-Hall thought, or some other configuration)?

Can any reader provide further information about the origin of these forgeries?
If the Lundy Philatelic Bureau did not produce them, they must be outright
forgeries (unless information comes to light that Martin Coles Harman
authorized their printing at a later date). If they were produced by the Lundy
Philatelic Bureau, certainly Holman’s “wartime printing” designation would be
an appropriate description and designation. But, even if the Lundy Philatelic
Bureau produced them, what are they? For what purpose were they printed
and how can they be technically defined? Would the term “reissues” be a more
accurate designation than “forgeries”? Certainly, there is no evidence that they
were distributed from the Island or by the Lundy Philatelic Bureau from
Kettering. Nor were they used for postage franking to or from Lundy as none
are recorded on any covers from the “correct” period of issue!

17



[To digress: The forgeries are known to frank philatelically inspired covers
from the 1970s to the present, but generally these are covers posted from
destinations other than Lundy that went through the mail streams of the
countries in which they had been posted. Many were caught, assessed postage
due, and delivered, but some got through unscathed, much like some covers
franked only with a Christmas seal get through.] However, even if the forgeries
were contemporarily produced by the Lundy Philatelic Bureau, they still would
be of “unissued” status (hence, trials or essays).

The term “reprint” is not suitable for these forgeries because a reprint, as
defined by philatelists for decades, is a stamp printed from original plates after
the issue has ceased to be postally valid, and it had been established the
forgeries were not printed from original plates. A reissue, on the other hand, is
an official new printing of an obsolete or discontinued stamp and is valid as
postage. Consequently, the forgeries would not qualify as reissues either.
Examples of legitimate Lundy reissues include the second printing of the March
16, 1971 first decimal 1p and 2p definitives (issued October 12, 1972) and the
new printing of the April 1, 1974 puffin-head 2p definitive (issued June 1,
1976). Technically, even if the forgeries were produced by Rigby-Hall/Lundy
Philatelic Bureau and intended for postal use, they still would not qualify as
reissues if there was no authorization by Harman to produce them.

In conclusion, I will continue to term these items forgeries unless additional
evidence about their origin comes to hand. Readers are invited to submit
rebuttals and suggest some alternative terminology, particularly if you can
provide documentation to support your arguments.

I can suggest two places to start: (1) Go to the British Library and view the
sheet in the Chinchen Collection he numbered 349 and report on its stamp
arrangement. (2) Do a search of the Lundy philatelic literature to determine
when these forgeries were first mentioned or reported.

I have not found any references to them before Chinchen’s 1966 article in The
Puffin, but a 1940s reference may indicate a Lundy Philatelic Bureau
provenance, and a 1950s reference may indicate Harman had some
responsibility for their production. [Do not forget the posthumous black-
overprint on the Tighearna sheet was considered “bogus” until Jon Aitchison
unearthed evidence that it was authorized by Harman in 1953!] This may be
your opportunity to report a significant finding and help solve the enigma of
these “mystery imperforate stamps”! Readers?!

18



Viewing The British Library’s Philatelic Collections

The British Library, Philatelic Collections, 96 Euston Road, London, NW1
2DB, England. Telephone: 0171 412 7635/6. Fax: 0171 412 77780. E-
mail: philatelic@bl.uk

The British Library’s information leaflet, describing the collections and
services, may be obtained on request as above or viewed on The British
Library website http://www.bl.uk/

Seeing the Philatelic Collections: The Philatelic Exhibition is situated at
96 Euston Road, London, NW1 2DB, England, and is open free of charge,
during the following times: Monday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday —
09:30 to 18:00; Tuesday — 09:30 to 20:00; Saturday 09:30 to 17:00; and
Sunday and Bank Holidays — 11:00 to 17:00. The Library’s public
facilities will be closed on December 25, 1999 to January 4, 2000.

Researchers may view, by appointment, material not on display (such as
the Chinchen Lundy Collection). A British Library Reader’s Pass is
required. The Researcher’s Room is available on Monday — 10:00 to 16:00
and on Tuesday to Friday — 09:30 to 16:00.

NEXT [SSUE. . . .

The 1969 Appeal
The history of the Appeal and new information regarding the Appeal stamps.

Another 1960’s Gade canceller

More research into this much-studied subject.

For this and much more, don’t miss the Autumn 2000

issue of the New Puffin Journal.
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MEDIA MILESTONES

Nostalgic moments of the Media Century

e 1896 Daily Mail launches.

e 1900 Daily Express launches and the first national daily to put news on
the front page.

e 1903 Daily Mirror launches.

e 1922 BBC is founded.

e 1923 The first outside broadcast.

e 1929 The first BBC transmission of John Logie Baird’s 30-line
experimental television.

e 1931 Audit Bureau of Circulations is formed.

o 1947 Lundy Field Society first Annual Report.

e 1955 ITV begins transmissions.

e 1957 The Puffin Journal launches.

e 1957 Lundy Review launches.

e 1961 Lundy Review ceases production.

e 1962 Launch of Sunday Times magazine as Colour Supplement.

e 1969 Rupert Murdoch aquires The Sun Newspaper.

e 1970 [lustrated Lundy News launches.

e 1973 Commercial Radio arrives in the UK.

e 1975 [lustrated Lundy News ceases production.

e 1979 Lundy Collectors Club Philatelic Quarterly launches.

e 1982 First transmission of Channel 4 TV.

e 1983 Lundy Island Chronicle launches.

e 1986 Launch of the Independent and Today.
Today is the first national colour newspaper.

e 1986 The Puffin Journal ceases production.

e 1988 Lundy Island Chronicle ceases production.

e 1989 Rupert Murdoch re-launches Sky TV.

e 1994 Telegraph first newspaper to be published on the Internet as
Electronic Telegraph.

e 1997 The New Puffin Journal launches.

e 1999 Over 25% of British adults now on Internet.

2000 The New Puffin Journal aquires E-mail address.
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AN LARLY REGISTERED COVER

By Lars Liwendahl

Which is the earliest Registered cover sent from Lundy with Lundy stamps on?
This question has been asked from time to time. I take the liberty and enclose a
photograph of my oldest one. Although franked with both the 1/2p & 1p values, it
is a commercial cover sent to Colombia. The date of the Lundy cancel is My 15
1930, and the Instow one is dated My 22. It has on the reverse a Bogota registered
arrival postmark dated June 2nd.

Being the oldest registered cover or not, it is for one "an early Lundy gem"!
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FRED ALLDAY -
NAVAL SIGNALMAN 18§73 T0 1§96

By Tom Baker

This article was first presented as the notes to Tom Baker’s display at The Lundy
Collectors Club Autumn 1999 Meeting (see Meeting Report on page 2 of the
Spring 2000 “Journal”). As it logs Frederick Allday's Naval life before starting
work on Lundy, I thought it worthy of reproduction for the benefit of those
members unable to attend last Autumns Meeting. Ed.

These were the years before Frederick W Allday was posted to Lundy to become
the well-known Signalman / Postmaster and Lay Reader at St. Helena’s Church .

Fred was born on 28" January 1858 in the Parish of Lee, Kent and he resided in
Lewisham, until he joined the Royal Navy.

After school Fred was an errand boy and was brought up in a strict Church of
England religion.

He actually joined (volunteered) on 11" February 1873 at the age of 15. On entry
Fred was 5° 0'%” tall, with a fair complexion, light brown hair and brown eyes. On
28™ January 1876, Fred joined up for a period of 10 years and his official number
was 80.361. Fred’s stature rose to 5’ 5%2” before he was 28 years old.

Fred Allday served on the following 15 ships:- (the dates are listed to show the time
spent on each)

e Fisgard - 11® February 1873 — 13" February 1873
e Boscawen - 14" February 1873 — 6™ June 1874

e Victor Emanuel - 7" June 1874 — 30™ November 1874

e Thistle - 1 December 1874 — 15" September 1876
e Audacious - 16" September 1876 — 6™ December 1876
e Victor Emanuel - 7" December 1876 — 31% January 1877

e Audacious - 15T February 1877 ~ 22™ February 1879

e RN Barrack - 23" February 1879 — 13™ September 1880



e Rambler - 14" September 1880 — 15" March 1884

e Duncan - 16" March 1884 — 26™ May 1886

e Valorous - 27" May 1886 — 7™ September 1886
¢  Triumph - g™ September 1886 — 4™ December 1888
e Duncan - 5" December 1888 — 31% March 1889
e Northampton - 1% April 1889 — 31" May 1889

e  Wildfire - 1 June 1889 — 31 September 1890

e Northampton - 1* October 1890 — 1™ June 1891

o Wildfire - 2™ June 1891 — 31% July 1891

e  Pembroke - 1 August 1891 — 14™ October 1891

e Ruby - 15™ October 1891 — 4™ October 1894
e Pembroke - 5" October 1894 — 18" February 1895
e Scylla - 19" February 1895 — 7 June 1895

e Pembroke - 8% June 1895 — 11™ February 1896

Fred was pensioned off on 12" February 1896, and was awarded the Perak Medal
(Indian general service) on 3™ June 1881.

During his Naval career, Fred received the following Good Conduct badges /
stripes:-

e 28" January 1879  First

e 6" October 1883 Deprived
e 6" April 1884 Restored
e 6™ April 1886 Second
e 28" January 1889  Third

It is unknown what his conduct was to lose his good conduct badge / stripe in 1883,
but throughout his Naval career his conduct was very good to excellent. This
helped his progression through the ranks from Boy 2™ Class to Signalman and
finally on to Yeoman.

He used his signal knowledge when he took the job on Lundy with Lloyd’s
telegraph station.

Fred arrived on 1 October 1896, with his wife and five year old daughter; his
duties to report shipping movements 3 times a day. When the GPO telegraph cable
broke down, the signals were sent by Morse code and semaphore methods, in which
Fred was very well trained.
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Fred Allday in Royal Navy uniform
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ROMANCE IS IN THE AIR

This is a transcript of a ships letter dated 1649, which was written on board the
Triumph off Lundy. The JOURNAL'’s Shipping Correspondent, Tom Baker,
considers this to be the oldest mention of Lundy from on the sea. If you can prove
this fact to be incorrect, please send your evidence to the Editorial Office. (xxxx
denotes that a word in the original transcript has been unreadable).

My dearest Heart,

I sent thee a paquett of Letters yesterday dated from Milford Haven, but this going
by the post I hope may come as soon to thee as that. If it do prithee send away
those enclosed with speed. They may do some good through the Lord's mercy to
quicken them in the business for I fear thou findest them slow enough. But I am
sure I have secured a favour from them, what I shall find I know not. O my love
the time went never more so tediously away in all my life, I think every hour a year
till I may have my sweet Nancy in my arms again. But let us improve it much with
the good God that when we meet again we may have the answers of prayers
imprinted on everything that concerns us, making us more happy in each other than
ever though I am confident that two never were better suited or more happy in
each other than our two.

A letter now would be grately welcome to me from thee for methinks it is an age
since | received one, which is the greatest injury these storms have done me and
almost as great a one they would do me in banishing me so long from thy letters
such are the greatest recreations now of my life. But when I mention a storm I
must still desire that to praise the gracious God for his greatest mercy in preserving
me at Kinsale when all the shipps came very near destruction; but (blessed be the
Lord) will came off with least hurt of anything but cables and anchors. And I was
never more sensible of the Lord's presence than at that time in the greatest danger
quieting my spirit in giving me the greatest assurance (out of the latter end of the
Eighth chapter of Romans) that ever I had in all my life; which I hope will live upon
my spirit as long I live upon earth. Yet my sweet love, let not this put any trouble
on thy spirit to think we are now restorming to Kinsale, for it was only of too much
security and unquaintedness with that place which did endanger us, but now the
Lord has shown us such a Lecture as will make us more cautious, and I am
confident we shall be as secure both from the danger xxxx of endemics or seas, as if
we didride in the Downs.
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I hope in thy next letter I shall receive new arguments of rejoicing and praising my
good God for his kindness to thee, for I cannot have better news that his presence
and smiles have cheered thy heart, and kept away the enemy (Maloncholy) now in
my absence. [ pray lett me hear as soon as may be how thou art, and what money
you have received since my departure; and how the business thrives. I bless the
Lord I have had my heart well ever since my being on shipboard, only being so
bound in my body for 12 days at my first coming to sea to sea sickness. I took
some physick at Milford and found much good by it. Thou canst not imagine what
a great lover of my xxxx I am growned since I came out for thy sake. If I could but
hear that thou were as great a lover and maintainer of cheerfullness for my sake till
my return, my heart would be much at ease in the mean time. Prithee present my
duty service and love whose each is due, especially to my Grace Lady, my sweet
sister xxxx, my sister Ellen, my aunt Crisp and my uncle Goodwin. But thou shalt
ever entirely have the heart of W Robinson.

From aboard the Triumph near the Isle of Lundy June 6 1649.

THE 600D 0’ DAYS
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LUNDY ISLAND HASH HOUSE HARRIERS

For those who do not know what Hashing is, Hashing could be broadly described as
a group of like minded, easy going, pub loving athletes (this term is used loosely)
who mix physical exercise with socialising. They are all given a nickname that is
referred as their Hash name.

The Lundy Island Hash House Harriers was formed in 1987 by Paul “Fat
Controller” Mountford and Mark “Tablewhine” Young of the Bristol, England,
chapter of this international running club. Each year a Summer run is organised on
Lundy. This year is the 14t to take place and will happen over the weekend of the
8th July 2000.

The itinerary and timetable is as follows:-

Limited edition collectors T-shirt

Camping at Ilfracombe on Friday and Saturday nights

Ferry crossing to Lundy on the luxurious m.v. Oldenburg (bar on board)
Run on Lundy Island

(bring your own) picnic in spectacular surroundings (or pub grub)

get legless in the world-renowned Marisco Tavern

Saturday night disco

Sunday breakfast

Sunday morning run in North Devon

All this and I am sure much more for just £40.00. If you are interested, more details
can be found on the Hash Web site at www.bristolhash.fsnet.co.uk/lih3body.html

FURTHER COMMENT

It is quite some time since we passed on Readers comments on the JOURNAL, but
the welcome reception that has been received on Jim Thomas’ first “solo” effort
(Spring 2000) merits a few words:-

“Many thanks for a wonderful newsletter — the content of the JOURNAL never
seems to fade and I just don’t know where all the information comes from” — K.L
Nottingham.

“Many thanks for the Spring 2000 edition of the JOURNAL — well up to standard —
P.M.H. — Highbridge, Somerset.

30












	OFCppocr
	IFCxocrx
	p01
	p02
	p03
	p04
	p05
	p06x
	p07x
	p08
	p09-19x
	p20
	p21
	p22x
	p23
	p24x
	p25
	p26
	p27x
	p28-29x
	p30
	p31
	IBCocrx
	OBCxocrx

