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Question: Did this stamp originate on this folded wrapper?
Observations: The stamp is correct for the 1856 time period (date 
annotated on folded portion) and the rate to New South Wales is correct. 
The barred oval cancellation is faint but typical of the date involved.

Examination: Check that the barred oval matches on stamp 
and cover.



Home page of retroReveal.org: Click on “Get started” or “Upload” 



Upload Image: Note “Login to upload an image” at lower left of screen text

Login to upload an image



Login page: Choose a username, and note that passwords are case sensitive.

Create new account

User password not repeated, 
so remember to save it



Upload Image page: Enter descriptive information, and browse for the image to be 
uploaded. The scan should be at least 300 dpi and in TIF format.

Give a detailed description

Browse to find the image to 
be examined



Upload gallery shows images to be processed. Click on the image to activate the 
channel inspector.



The channel inspector shows the selected item at top, and about 50 variants below.



Two of the 50 variants, showing how the different channels separate the elements of 
the image.



The selected variant gives options for saturation variants of the same image, and the 
ability to download a TIF image suitable for publication.



Decision: The bars measure 9 degrees apart from parallel, the cancellation is too 
wide to be a single strike, the part on the stamp is one level of bars lower than the 
cover marks, and other indications are that it could not have been lifted and replaced 
inaccurately.



The “Laver Correspondence” of the Maori War period of New Zealand is well 
known. A positive indication of the Province of Auckland/1 mark will help to verify 
that the cover has not been manipulated.



The Channel Inspector with the first choices.



The Channel Inspector choice showing the clear strike (right) and the circular tie (left).



Two views of the Channel Inspector’s rendering of the images.



The earliest known use of the 2d Plate II, which was printed on 18 July 1865. Prior to 
this, no dated copies were known before December 1865.
The cancellation is faint on the stamp, but shows in the image as “Province of 
Auckland/6, JY 2? 65.” The “5” of “65” is clearly different from the “6” in the image. 
This cancellation was used only from 9 March 1865 to 4 April 1867.

Clarifying a critical date



The two stamps at the right show the damage and retouch to the position Row 20, No. 7 
stamp. (Note the guide lines below and to the left margin.) Presence of the beginnings of 
wear to the right of the Queen’s head confirms that the damage occurred in the original 
printing from the plate.

Slight wear to the 
right of the Queen’s 

head.

Worn on either side 
of the Queen’s head.

Heavily retouched in 
the background 

either side.

A bonus: Dating the damage to Plate II



Proof July 1865 Early wear Middle wear Late wear

When did the damage to Plate II occur?

Until the discovery of the July 1865 Plate II stamp, students believed that the damage 
was some time in 1866. Various theories, such as the now totally discredited idea that 
the plate had been overheated and nickel plating scaled off, had many times been 
repeated in print.
The “July” stamp shows that the wear started during the original printing of 620 sheets 
on 18 July. We are most fortunate that this stamp was in the later part of that printing.



Progressive states of the retouched Row 20, No. 7. with the 
final Hausburg reprint in black.

What caused the damage to Plate II?

The plate was sent to New Zealand in April 1865 and arrived in July. The steel of the 
plate was subject to corrosion, so it was encased in a substance, probably beeswax. On 
arrival, the plate was heated to remove the beeswax, but the coating on the lower quarter 
had become too hardened to remove by heating (without warping the plate), so acid was 
used to soften the beeswax. This, however, softened the top layer of the steel, which 
wore and was retouched. Without the “July” stamp, this analysis would not have been 
possible.



And a final question answered.

If the Plate II stamps were printed in July, why are almost none known before 
December?

Large supplies of the much-used 2d stamp had been printed, with 212 sheets from Plate 
I less than a month earlier. With that very worn plate, as shown above, it is very likely 
that the decision was made to use up the “old” stamps before giving the public a much 
more attractive version. The “July” stamp went to a military unit, possibly it was not 
intended to be the new printing.

Conclusion: A cancellation and the presence of slight wear on one stamp answers many 
questions that have puzzled specialists for almost 100 years. 



Thank you!

Questions?


