
Redesigned State Seals 
on Series of 1882 

National Bank Note Backs 

Purpose 

The most distinguishable feature on the early national bank notes were the coats-of-arms for the 

states and many territories on their backs. The coats-of-arms are popularly called seals. 

Nine of those seals underwent major revisions in 1896 and 1897, and those changes found their 

way onto the back plates used to print the Series of 1882 brown backs. The purpose of this chapter is to 

explain how the revisions came about and to provide relevant statistical information pertaining to them. 

Coats-of-Arms 

Every assemblage of human beings desires to project an image, be it a nation, corporation or 

motorcycle gang. All eventually attempt to distill their essence on some type of logo or seal. All states and 

many territories adopted coats-of-arms. 

Legislatures typically appointed commissions to design their seals, generally comprised of the most 

learned men of the time, many with classical liberal educations and a smattering of Latin under their belts. 

Typically, these bodies attempted to cram every iconic symbol and allegorical representation that they could 

fit into their seals. The visual references and symbolism on many are so obscure or parochial, residents had 

to take citizenship courses in high school to learn the allegories embodied in their seals! 

The two Maryland seals are good examples. The earlier has at its centerpiece Commerce standing 

before the port of Baltimore holding her scales in one hand and clutching both an olive branch and sword 

in the other, which appear to send 

contradictory messages. To the left of 

her feet is a cornucopia spilling its 

plenty and a fasces—the bundle of 

rods surrounding an axe— used since 

ancient Roman times to represent 

magisterial power and authority. 

As will be revealed, use of the 

first Maryland seal was a mistake. It 

was not the official coat-of-arms. The 

correct seal was framed around Lord 

Baltimore’s family coat of arms thick 

with imagery reaching back into the 

colonial era and probably beyond. 

Unless you are a student of Lord 

Baltimore and his line, you won’t be 

able to fathom the seal. 

Many territorial and state 

seals were created when those lands 

were being opened for settlement by 

promoters. Is it any surprise that the 

seals were used as advertising 

vehicles? Often, they projected the 

virtues and bounty of the land with 
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Figure 1. The first coat-of-arms that philatelist Robert S. Hatcher 

flagged as incorrect was the obsolete Maryland seal on the left. The 

one on the right featuring Lord Baltimore’s family coat-of-arms 

was the current seal. 
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images of wild game, farms, industries, mines—you name it. They 

could convey the early trappings of civilization and societal 

connectedness through symbols representing the most modern means 

of transportation—wagons, trains, boats. They could entice with 

spectacular scenery. 

A common theme on mid-western and western seals were 

spectacular sunrises and mountain ranges. A sunrise is a universal 

metaphor for hope and future prosperity. 

Truth in advertising—well, that goes out the window as in all 

hucksterism. The fabulous mountain ranges forming the skylines on the 

seals of states such as Florida, Indiana, Kansas, Ohio, to name a few 

were largely borrowed for the occasion from the Rocky Mountain west 

or British Columbia! 

Probably the best examples were the seals for Ohio. Campbell 

Hill near Bellefontaine, with an elevation of 1,550 feet, is the highest 

point in Ohio, a state generally perceived as flat as a pancake save for 

some gently rolling hills that break the monotony if you know where to 

look. Despite this reality, the skyline on the first Ohio seal is dominated 

by a prominent mountain, but it didn’t 

match the description in the enabling 

legislation so the seal was reengraved. 

The redesign boasts jagged peaks, the 

most distant probably snowcapped! 

Just get the people to come; 

they’ll bond with their land be it the 

Rocky Mountains, a prairie dog mound 

or a swamp! 

The Texas state seal used on 

nationals is refreshingly direct and 

uncluttered. It is dominated by a bold 

star that lauds the status of the place as 

a former independent republic. The 

truth may be that the seal owes its origin 

to a harried agent of the Republic in 

need of a seal who applied an 

impression from a brass button on his 

coat onto the document. Texas became 

known as the Lone Star State thanks to 

the star on its seal and its flag. Later on, 

they felt compelled to hoke the seal up 

by surrounding the star with a wreath 

consisting of live oak and olive 

branches, respectively symbolizing 

strength and peace. That’s the version 

that appears on nationals. 

Figure 2. The Nevada seal 

advertises the bounty of the 36th 

state. The official seal has 36 stars 

around the frame but a 37th was 

accidentally added to this 

engraving. 

Figure 3. In a letter dated March 11, 1897, Bureau Chief Johnson 

advised Comptroller Eckels that the engraving of the Ohio seal “is 

not considered satisfactory, and it is, therefore, desirable to have 

a first-class engraving of it.” Thus, the change was the result of a 

decision made at the BEP based on their interpretation of the legal 

description of the seal. 
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Revised State Seals 

A major event in the history of state seals on national bank notes was the flood of state admissions 

between November 2, 1889 and January 6, 1896. Seven new states were formed including North and South 

Dakota, Montana, Washington, Idaho, Wyoming and Utah. They represented the 39th through 45th to join 

the Union. With the exception of Utah all had been admitted within eight months of each other during 1889-

1890. BEP engravers had to prepare new seals for each, a job that concluded with the Utah seal in April 

1897. 

Figure 4. The shield used on the backs of the 2 percent consoles of 1930, which were used to secure national 

bank note issues, featured all the seals in a dazzling display printed in either green or brown warms the cockles 

of all national bank note collectors who get to see it. 
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The seals for eight other states and the District of Columbia 

were either replaced or revised. We expected to find this work sprinkled 

randomly throughout the Series of 1882 brown back era, likely the 

result of various secretaries of state agitating for corrections or 

improvements to their seals. This is not what occurred. 

Much to our surprise, all nine of these seals were replaced or 

revised during the brief period October 1896 through June 1897. Table 

1 is a list of them. 

Not only were the seals replaced or revised, it is very telling 

that the certification dates for the first plate with each new seal advance 

in almost perfect alphabetical order down the list. Clearly the revision 

of the state seals was a systematic undertaking during a short period. 

With the exception of Utah, the timing of the changes followed 

completion of the seals for the six newly admitted states, so it appeared 

that once the employees at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 

finished with those seals, they simply went on to revise existing state 

seals that were in need. This supposition turned out to be too simplistic 

and convenient. The reality is far more interesting. 

The truth is that a philatelist named Robert Stockwell Hatcher 

set the program of revisions in motion on February 12, 1893 by writing 

to Comptroller of the Currency A. Barton Hepburn inquiring why the coat-of-arms for Maryland on the 

backs of nationals was not the seal adopted by the state. The Comptroller bounced Hatcher’s letter down to 

the Chief of the BEP who responded as follows. 
March 2, 1893 

Hon. A. B. Hepburn 

Comptroller of the Currency 

Sir: 

I have the honor to return herewith a letter addressed to you, under date of February 12th last, by Mr. 

R. S. Hatcher, of Chicago, calling attention to the fact that the coat-of-arms of the State of Maryland is 

represented on the backs of all notes issued by the national banks of that state by a female figure of Justice 

standing holding a pair of scales in one hand and a sword and an olive branch in the other, and asking why 

the federal Government has used a device upon the currency other than that adopted by the state as its 

official seal, and forwarding by you under date of the 15th ultimo with the request that I give you the 

necessary information on this point.

The coat-of-arms of Maryland, with that of other states, was engraved for the national currency in 

1863 or 1864 by the American Bank Note Co. of New York, and was turned over to this Bureau in 1875 

when the printing of the national currency was transferred here by that company. This Bureau has continued 

the use of the coat-of-arms described by Mr. Hatcher without its being observed that it did not conform to 

the official seal of the state. I have asked the American Bank Note Company to explain how it occurred 

that this design was engraved instead of the correct one, and they answer that their records contain nothing 

that will throw any light on the subject. The Secretary of State of Maryland has, upon my inquiry, furnished 

me with the enclosed newspaper clipping relative to the origin and history of the great seal of that state. 

From this it will be seen that the design engraved by the bank note company was the design on the obverse 

of the seal adopted by the state in 1794. The seal of the state was subsequently changed in 1817, and in 

1854 when the original seal of Lord Baltimore was again adopted, although modified without authority. It 

would appear that, even at this time, the ancient arms of Lord Baltimore were the arms of the state. The 

unauthorized modifications appear to have been eliminated in 1876, and since that time there can be no 

question as to what are the seal and arms of the state. It is perfectly clear that in 1863 and 1864 there was 

no authority for selecting the design which was engraved. 

I find, on comparing the seals of the several states appearing on the notes with published 

representations and descriptions of them, that there is a variation in the coat-of-arms of Iowa. The Secretary 

of State of Iowa informs me that there has been no change in the seal of that state since 1863, except the 

correction of a slight mistake made by the engraver who executed the original work. The design on the 

official seal of the state consists of a man holding a flag, with a sheaf of grain and a steamboat in the back-

Figure 5. Texas: strength comes 

with simplicity and boldness. 
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ground; the design on the note consists of an eagle with an arrow in its beak. There is also a variation 

between the official seal of the state of Alabama and the design appearing upon its currency, but the present 

seal was adopted in 1868, and this may account for the variation. 

I shall be glad to have, at your earliest convenience, your instructions as to what action, if any, this 

Bureau shall take with reference to the coats-of-arms of these three states. 

Very respectfully, 

William M. Meredith 

Chief of Bureau 

Important in Meredith’s letter is that the 

work on the coats-of-arms prior to 1875 was 

contracted out to the American Bank Note 

Company, and ABNC was given responsibility for 

all aspects of obtaining the seals from the various 

states and getting them right. It is apparent that the 

work of the ABNC was accepted without vetting for 

accuracy by anyone in the Treasury Department. 

Hatcher turned out to be a very interesting 

fellow. Once we had his name, we searched the 

letters sent by the Chiefs of the BEP and came up 

with evidence of a lively correspondence between 

him and various Comptrollers and Chiefs. Google 

produced additional interesting information on him. 

He was born February 15, 1865 at Lafayette, 

Indiana. 

Hatcher was a philatelist. Based on the type 

of inquiries he made, he was what is today called a 

back-of-the-book guy, a person who collects 

material found in the back of the Scott=s Specialized 

Catalogue of U. S. Stamps including revenue 

stamps and other exotic stamp-like items such as 

lock seals. He was an early member of the American 

Philatelic Association, having joined shortly after it 

was organized in 1886 as member 308. He actively 

sponsored several other members so his name 

appears in several of the earliest issues of The 

American Philatelist. 

The earliest letter we found to him from the 

BEP was the following response to a letter he sent 

when he was 23 years old. 
March 3, 1888 

Mr. Robert S. Hatcher 

Laher House 

Lafayette, Ind. 

Sir: 

In reply to your letter of the 29th ultimo in which you ask me if the first plates engraved of the five 

dollar silver certificate had not the word Atrust@ on the reverse of one of the dollars spelled “trast”; and also 

if this was an error or intentional, and if subsequent issues have been altered, I have to say that on the plates 

from which the first five dollar silver certificates were printed the “u” in the word “trust” on the reverse of 

the dollar to the right of the center was slightly blurred so as to have had somewhat the appearance of an 

“a.” As soon as the defect was discovered it was corrected. 

Respectfully yours, 

E. O. Graves 

Chief of Bureau 

Figure 6. Robert S. Hatcher, the philatelist whose 

letter to Comptroller of the Currency Hepburn set in 

motion the revisions to several coats-of-arms used on 

the backs of national bank notes, was reading clerk of 

the Indiana State Senate when this photo was taken in 

1895. Photo from the Indiana State Library. 
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Figure 8. A. Barton Hepburn was the Comptroller 

of the Currency in 1893 when Robert Hatcher 

wrote to him pointing out that the Maryland seal in 

use on the backs of national bank notes was not the 

current coat-of-arms for Maryland. Photo from 

Kane (1922). 

Figure 7. District of Columbia: the first plate with the 

second seal was certified October 24, 1896. 

Figure 9. BEP Chief William Meredith determined that the 

American Bank Note Company had incorrectly modeled the 

Maryland seal on an obsolete coat-of-arms adopted in 1794. 

Photo from BEP (2004). 
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Figure 11. Once Hatcher alerted the BEP to the problem with the Maryland seals, BEP Chief Meredith became 

aware that the seals used for Alabama and Iowa also didn’t conform to the legal descriptions of those state seals. 

It turned out that the seals in use (left) were territorial seals. See Ehrhardt, 2012 for a discussion of the Iowa 

territorial seal. 

Figure 10. Hatcher’s first letter to the BEP, written in 1888 when he was 23 years old, inquired 

about the “u” in the word “trust” on the reverse of the dollar to the right of the center that had 

the appearance of an “a.” BEP Chief Meredith advised that the problem affected the first of 

the $5 Series of 1886 back plates and that they already had noticed and repaired the defect. 

Figure 12. Incoming BEP Chief Claude Johnson actively took advantage of 

Hatcher’s expertise and request that he send legal descriptions and samples 

of coats-of-arms that required replacement or revision. In return, Johnson 

provided Hatcher with proofs of the new seals. Incidentally, the title Chief 

was changed to Director during Johnson’s tenure at his urging. Photo from 

BEP (2004). 
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Table 1.  Statistics pertaining to Series of 1882 back plates from jurisdictions
that received redesigned coast of arms.  The certification dates for the first
plates with new seals generally advanced in alphabetical order by jurisdiction.

Plate Serial Number
Certification Date of First with Last Number of Plates

State Combination First with New Seal New Seal Made 1st Seal 2nd Seal

Alabama
5-5-5-5 Oct 31, 1896 5 6 4 2
10-10-10-20 Oct 31, 1896 6 9 5 4
50-100 Oct 31, 1896 3 5 2 3

District of Columbia
5-5-5-5 Oct 31, 1896 4 6 3 3
10-10-10-20 Oct 24, 1896 6 9 5 4
50-100 Oct 24, 1896 2 4 1 3

Iowa
5-5-5-5 Oct 31, 1896 12 20 11 9
10-10-10-10 Nov 18, 1907a 1 1 -- 1
10-10-10-20 Oct 31, 1896 8 16 7 9
50-100 Oct 24, 1896 3 5 2 3

Maryland
5-5-5-5 Nov  7, 1896 8 13 7 6
10-10-10-20 Nov  7, 1896 9 14 8 6
50-100 Oct 31, 1896 4 6 3 3

New York
5-5-5-5 Dec 11, 1896 80 153 79 74
10-10-10-10 Aug  7, 1906a 1 1 -- 1
10-10-10-20 Jan  2, 1897 41 94 40 54
50-100 Dec 19, 1896 7 10 6 4

North Carolina
5-5-5-5 Nov  7, 1896 6 8 5 3
10-10-10-20 Nov 28, 1896 3 6 2 4
50-100 Oct 31, 1896 2 3 1 2

Ohio
5-5-5-5 Jun 26, 1897 24 34 23 11
10-10-10-20 Jun  4, 1897 19 44 18 26
50-100 Jun 26, 1897 4 5 3 2

Vermont
5-5-5-5 Jul 29, 1897 12 18 11 7
10-10-10-20 Jun 25, 1897 8 12 7 5
50-100 Jun 25, 1897 2 2 1 1

Wisconsin
5-5-5-5 Jul 29, 1897 13 15 12 3
10-10-10-20 Jun 26, 1897 8 14 7 7
50-100 Jun 26, 1897 2 3 1 2

a.  Use of the Series of 1882 10-10-10-10 combination began in 1906. 
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Clearly Hatcher was 

scrutinizing BEP engravings of all 

types, and bringing to bear a 

philatelist=s eye for variety. In the 

ensuing couple of years, he became 

something of a persistent pest by 

requesting samples of exotic items 

such as formal invitations and 

inaugurations that had been engraved 

at the BEP and seeking information 

about exotic varieties on revenue 

stamps and the like. 

Hatcher was drawn to the 

seals on the backs of nationals, so the 

new seals that began to appear on 

notes from the recently admitted states 

caught his fancy. On November 29, 

1891, he wrote BEP Chief William 

Meredith requesting copies of the new 

state seals for Montana, North and 

South Dakota, Washington and 

Wyoming. As with previous requests, 

this too was gracefully declined. 

Hatcher was a lawyer who 

began his career in Lafayette, Indiana, 

but had moved to Chicago in 1891 at 

the time he requested the new state 

seals. His wife Georgia, whom he 

married in 1889, was prominent in 

social circles and her poodle was the 

Bench Show winner of the American 

Kennel Club in 1891. At the time they 

resided at 443 Dearborn Avenue. 

However, the Hatchers returned home to Lafayette, Indiana, at the end of November 1893. 

Claude M. Johnson succeeded BEP Chief Meredith in 1893 before the Hatchers returned to 

Lafayette, and he aggressively tapped into Hatcher’s knowledge of the coats-of-arms for the various states. 

Johnson wrote in November asking if Hatcher would provide descriptions and samples of the state seals for 

Alabama, Iowa and Wyoming. This was followed by a similar request in December for information on the 

Maryland seal. 

Over the next several months into 1894 Hatcher eagerly responded with loans of legal descriptions 

and prints for the various state seals. He even submitted Colonial notes and a wax impression bearing the 

Maryland state seal. Clearly Johnson was finding him to be a more reliable and convenient source for this 

information than the various secretaries of state. By then Johnson had promised to send Hatcher proofs of 

all the seals under revision. 

The list of states seals under scrutiny grew as both Hatcher and Johnson discovered additional 

discrepancies. For example, by September 1894, both knew that the New York seal required revision. 

Hatcher’s career was maturing nicely to the point that he was elected Reading Clerk of the Senate 

of the Fifty-Ninth General Assembly of the State of Indiana, which commenced January 10, 1895. His 

interest in and knowledge of state seals gained official recognition when the Indiana Senate passed Senate 

Concurrent Resolution No. 20 appointing him Commissioner to “Investigate the Origin and History of the 

Seal of the State of Indiana, and Whether Said State has any Legally Authorized Coat-of-arms or Seal.” 

Figure 13. New York: the first plate with the second seal was 

certified December 11, 1896. 
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His report was submitted March 8, 1895. He concluded that 

“There is no provision in the [Indiana] Constitution and none existing 

by statute as to what the State arms or seal shall be.” 

Next, he was appointed Reading Clerk of the U. S. House of 

Representatives at the beginning of the First Session of the Fifty-Fourth 

United States Congress in 1895. 

There is a human dimension to this story that can serve as a 

lesson to all of us. This revolves around how the different BEP Chiefs 

engaged Mr. Hatcher. Hatcher was correct in his assessment that the 

Maryland seal used on the backs of nationals was not the official state 

coat-of-arms. Chief Meredith acknowledged this with graciousness, but 

the tone of his correspondence with Hatcher was that of the insiders 

versus the outsider. Hatcher was a nuisance who was causing costly 

work for the government. Even though correct, and even while the 

instance he raised was causing Bureau employees to scrambled to 

determine if there were problems with other state seals, he was being 

held at arm’s length. Once the can of worms was exposed, the Bureau 

insiders pursued independent confirmation of discrepancies with the 

various secretaries of state bypassing Hatcher even though he probably 

had all the information they needed at his fingertips. 

In contrast, as soon as Claude Johnson assumed office, he took 

the position that maybe this fellow Hatcher might possess expertise that 

could benefit the Bureau, so why not engage him? Listen to the cordial 

tone of his first letter to Hatcher. 

November 21, 1893 

Mr. R. S. Hatcher 

443 Dearborn Ave. 

Chicago, ILL. 

Sir: 

Learning of the great interest you have taken in the subject of the seals and coats of arms of the various 

states and the service you have rendered the Government in the correction of unnoticed errors in this regard, 

I write to ask if you have in your possession descriptions of the designs of the seals adopted by the states 

of Iowa, Alabama and Wyoming which you can furnish me, or if you can refer me to a source from which 

I can obtain such descriptions. 

Very Respectfully, 

Claude M. Johnson 

Chief of Bureau 

After several exchanges, Johnson sent the following. 
February 12, 1894 

Mr. R. S. Hatcher 

Lafayette, Ind. 

Dear Sir: 

Your favor of the 8th instant, enclosing copies of the seal of Iowa and quoting description of the same 

from the act authorizing it, is received. The preparation of the new bonds and other urgent work have 

retarded progress on the new seals somewhat, but it is expected that work on them will be resumed at an 

early day, and unless again interrupted by something more urgent, will soon be completed. The seal of 

Maryland has not yet been taken up for execution, and I am unable to give you any definite information as 

to how soon it will appear on the currency for that state. 

I will return to you the copies of the seal of Iowa, as requested, when the engraving is completed. I 

will also take pleasure in having prepared for you impressions of all the newly prepared seals when the 

Figure 14. Hatcher was charged 

by the Indiana Senate in 1895 

with the task of determining if 

Indiana had an official coat-of-

arms. He concluded that it did 

not. The seal used on national 

bank notes featured a buffalo that 

could be confused with a charging 

wild boar! 
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work on them is completed. 

Permit me to again thank you for the assistance you have rendered this Bureau in connection with its 

work on the new seals. 

Very Respectfully, 

Claude M. Johnson 

Chief of Bureau 

Of course, Hatcher fell all 

over himself with this stroking and 

provided everything he had at his 

disposal in order to assist. Through 

simple courtesy, Johnson 

enfranchised and acknowledgment 

that he possessed special expertise. 

Hatcher undoubtedly felt that he had 

been drawn into the inner circle. The 

material that he provided cut to the 

chase saving the Bureau months of 

laborious correspondence with the 

various secretaries of state. 

Notice the small touch where 

Johnson explained that work on the 

seals was delayed because of more 

pressing bond work. That fact didn’t 

need to be revealed, but if you are 

talking across the fence to a friend, it 

is just what would be said. 

Conclusion 

Our findings reveal that the 

reason the nine seals listed on Table 1 

were revised had nothing to do with 

the affected secretaries of state 

requesting changes. The changes were 

brought about through the evolving 

collaboration between Hatcher and 

the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 

personnel to scrutinize the legal 

descriptions of all the existing seals, 

and for the BEP to render new 

engravings for those where problems 

were found. Much if not all of this work corrected problems introduced by the American Bank Note 

Company, which had been contracted to make the original seals prior to 1875, before the BEP assumed 

responsibility for printing national bank notes. 

In terms of the fidelity of the renditions of the seals used on nationals, the BEP used the following 

yardstick to judge their seals (Johnson to Eckels, Mar 11, 1897). 
An authority on coats of arms, in the employ of Massrs Tiffany & Co., who have given considerable 

attention to this subject, states that where the engraving conforms to the official description of the coat of 

arms, it should not be condemned as wrong, although it may vary slightly in the drawing, or in the position 

of the figures forming part thereof. 

We have illustrated the first and second seals for the eight states and the District of Columbia that 

are listed on Table 1. All the scans are from Series of 1882 brown back proofs. Prather (1986) does a good 

job explaining the symbolism embodied in the various seals. 

Figure 15. North Carolina: the first plate with the second seal was 

certified October 31, 1896. 
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Series of 1875 Usage 

The seals listed on Table 1 

were not used on Series of 1875 back 

plates even though dwindling 

numbers of sheets continued to be 

printed for that series until it ceased in 

1902. It was recognized in 1897 that 

only five years remained for the 

Series of 1875 to run, and for the most 

part existing stocks of preprinted 

backs with the first seals were 

sufficient to see the series to its end 

for the affected states. 

Relative Rarity 

We have listed on Table 1 the 

numbers of Series of 1882 plates 

made with each of the major varieties 

for the states and District of Columbia 

that used different seals during the 

note issuing period. These numbers 

serve as a rough proxy for the 

availability of each. 

Although there usually were 

fewer plates of the second variety, this 

doesn’t necessarily mean they are 

scarcer. The second varieties were the 

most recently printed, so the survival 

rate for notes carrying them is far 

greater than for the earlier notes with 

the first seals. 

Our Surprise and Collaboration 

We thought that the subject of state seals was cut and dried. There didn’t appear to be anything in 

terms of varieties other than the new seals that had been adopted for eight states and the District of 

Columbia, which everyone knew about. DeWitt Prather’s book on them seemed definitive. 

However, Huntoon was jolted from complacency when he found a ledger at the National Archives 

showing the dates when various national bank note dies were logged into the plate vault at the Bureau of 

Engraving and Printing. 

The first odd thing he saw was that all the dies for the redesigned seals were made during the brief 

1896-7 period. Second, mixed in were entries for dies for other states long after the original seals for those 

states had been made. This implied that there should be varieties in existing seals that had not been 

recognized. Third, there was more than one entry for Utah territory and Idaho state, but only one seal was 

known to Prather from each. 

One of Shiva’s specialties is these seals, so Huntoon contacted him with a proposal that they 

collaborate on sorting things out. We immersed ourselves in the proofs at the Smithsonian as quickly as we 

could arrange a trip to Washington, DC. The entries in the die ledger quickly led us to previously 

undocumented varieties, which will be treated in other chapters. 

Then we started to identify varieties that were not listed in the ledger. We were amazed to find that 

most represented entirely new engravings. 

It was clear that the seals on the backs of early national bank notes were every bit as dynamic as 

Figure 16. Vermont: the first plate with the second seal was certified 

June 25, 1897. 
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other design elements! They are 

loaded with interesting very 

collectable varieties. 
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