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Significance of Plate Dates
on

National Bank Notes
i t THE PAPER COLUMN
`141 ' 	by Peter Huntoon

PRIMARY CONVENTIONS
Table 1 lists the dates that appear on most national bank

notes. It is clear from this table that the plate dating conventions
changed over a period of time. It was not until 1882 that the
plate dates could be tied directly to an event related to the banks.

Table 1. Primary plate dating conventions used for National Bank
notes.

Date on Plate 	 Most likely Significance

NEW BANKS

Nov 2, 1863—Feb 15, 1871 	 Batch date that follows date
of charter.

Feb 15, 1871—Oct 15, 1881 	 Batch date—usually a
multiple of 5 days—that
closely follows date when
plate ordered.

Oct 15, 1881—Dec 	 1881
	

Transition period.

Jan	 1882—Jan 29, 1898
	

Date of charter.

Feb 7, 1898— 	 1929
	

Date of organization.

EXTENDED BANKS

Jul 12, 1882 — Mar 2, 1913
	

Date of extension
computed as date of
expiration of charter plus 1
day.'

Mar 4, 1913— 	 1929 	 Date of extension
computed as date of
expiration of charter. b

TITLE CHANGES (change from territory to state is a title change)

Batch date that follows date
of title change.

Batch date—usually a
multiple of 5 days—that
follows date of title change.

Date of title change.

Most recent of: date of
organization, date of
extension, b or date of
statehood.

a. The date of organization can be computed from the plate date by
subtracting 1 day and either 20 or 40 years if the bank was organized
after June 3, 1864.

b. The date of organization can be computed from the plate date by
subtracting either 20 or 40 years if the bank was organized after June
3, 1864.

PURPOSE
This article will present the most recent research
available on the conventions used to engrave dates
on national bank note face plates.

The extension of charters for banks, provided for by the Act of
July 12, 1882, forced the comptroller to seriously consider the
dates associated with the corporate existence of a bank. The
crucial date turned out to be the date of organization because
that was the day when the corporate clock began running for a
bank. The date of organization is defined as the date when the
last of the signatures of the incorporators was applied to a docu-
ment called an organization certificate. The organization certifi-
cate was a standard form filed with the comptroller along with
the articles of association during the process of applying for a
charter. The other key date, the date of charter, was important
to the comptroller because that was the day he awarded the
bank its certificate of authority to commence business, com-
monly known as its charter.

It appears that late in 1881, the comptroller weighed these
dates and decided his charter was the more important for new
banks, so this was the date engraved on their plates. After
rethinking the issue, the date of organization was adopted as the
plate date for new banks beginning in 1898. The last bank to
utilize a charter date (January 29, 1898) was the Blue Ridge
National Bank of Asheville, NC (5110). The American National
Bank of Chicago, IL (5111) sported the first date of organization
(December 31, 1897). Both were issuing brown backs at
the time.

By the time the change from charter to organization dates
took place in 1898, dates of extension had been appearing on
plates for extended banks for 16 years. Notice that the date of
extension for a bank organized after June 4, 1864, was itself
related to the date of organization, not the date of charter. The
dual philosophies in use between 1882 and 1898 appeared in-
consistent. Apparently the comptroller agreed and unified the
system.

DATES ON ORIGINAL, 1875, AND
EARLY 1882 NOTES

The dating conventions used on the early national bank notes
have been confusing to collectors searching for patterns. The
significance of these dates is not fully resolved but three patterns
have emerged.

The earliest pattern involves batch dates that were progres-
sively assigned to groups of sequential charter numbers. A
specific batch date follows the dates of charter for banks as-
signed to it. Periods ranging up to a few months separate batch
dates. In most cases if a plate was made for a bank some lengthy
time after the others in its group, it would carry the same batch
date as found on the others. Although there are many excep-
tions, such attention to the batch dates reveals that there was a
rudimentary scheme and that it was tied most closely to the
charter dates.

1863—Feb 15, 1871

Feb 15, 1871— 1881

1882—Feb 21, 1919

Apr 12, 1919— 1929
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The same batch dates were generally used on all the plate

combinations issued by the banks in a given group. For ex-
ample, you can find November 2, 1863 — the first date
used — on a variety of denominations. If a bank issued notes
from several combinations, it follows that its plates generally car-
ried the same batch date. The most common exceptions in-
volved the early 1-1-1-2 plates, which were not produced until
1865. The earliest date on these was January 2, 1865.

A number of inconsistencies appear in the records. Some
dates are utterly unique to one plate or a very small number of
plates, and have the appearance of being mistakes. Occasion-
ally a charter number will be batched among a group having an
otherwise entirely different charter number range, making it ap-
pear that it was misplaced in that batch. The strangest occur-
rence that I found involved the 10-10-10-20 plate for The First
National Bank of Galesburg, IL (241). The records show that it
was dated November 2, 1863; however, the bank was char-
tered in 1864. This is either a mistake on the plate or in the
records.

The second pattern is the 5-day convention, which was in use
between 1871 and 1881. Here again the dates are batch dates
but they characteristically consist of multiples of 5 days. Most
common is the 15th day of the month; next in frequency is the
25th. The 5-day convention dominated until charter dates be-
gan to be used at the end of 1881. However, like the first bat-
ching pattern, inconsistencies occur. For example, September
18, 1872 was used on several plates, and other out-of-
character dates are sprinkled through the record.

The significance of the 5-day dates is different than the earlier
batch dates. The 5-day dates more closely reflect when the
plates were ordered than any other factor. The evidence for this
is a pattern in the records wherein the plate date closely pre-
cedes the first delivery of notes from the plate. In cases where a
bank used more than one combination, the dates on the plates
were not always the same. For example the 10-10-10-20 and
50-100 plates for Little Falls, NY (2400) were dated November
15, 1878. The 5-5-5-5 plate was dated December 20, 1878,
and was made later than the other two.

The third pattern appears in late 1881. Here we see the first
use of charter dates on plates, a practice that was followed for
new banks until 1898, but not without exceptions. Beginning
late in 1881, the first Series of 1875 or 1882 plate engraved for
a new bank invariably carried the charter date. However, if the
bank decided to use a different combination at a later time, the
new plate commonly ended up with a date that closely reflected
when the plate was made, a throwback to the previous batching
system. This practice appears to have died out in the mid-
1890s. After that time great care was exercised to follow the
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conventions in Table 1 for all plates regardless of when they
were made.

Incidentally, the mixed use of dates is also fairly common on
brown backs for banks that had their charters extended before
the mid-1890s. Three plates for the Farmers and Merchants Na-
tional Bank of Poughkeepsie, NY (1312) nicely illustrate the oc-
currence of mixed dates before the mid-1890s, and develop-
ment of a consistent pattern afterward. The first was a 10- 10-
10-20 carrying the date of extension June 4. 1885, and hand-
written approval date of July 8, 1885. Next came the 50-100
that was dated February 14, 1893, which was approved Feb-
ruary 28, 1893. Last was a 5-5-5-5 dated June 4, 1885 (date
of extension) and approved August 12, 1903. Notice from the
approval dates that the 50-100 was dated close to when the
plate was ordered consistent with practices at that time. In con-
trast, when the 5-5-5-5 was made, care was then being taken
to follow the convention that extension dates were to be used
regardless of date of manufacture so its date reverted to the
1885 extension date.

I have seen no evidence that a date was ever changed, re-
gardless of reason, once it was engraved on a plate. Conse-
quently, no attempt was made to alter a plate such as the
50-100 Poughkeepsie to bring it into alignment with new
policies after it was made.

DATES ON CONVERTED SERIES OF
1875 PLATES

Original Series plates were eventually converted into Series of
1875 plates for active banks. The most important features modi-
fied were the treasury signatures, which were changed to reflect
the officers current at the time the plates were altered. The
alteration of a particular plate could have taken place any time
after the series began in 1875 because there was no concerted
effort to modify the plate until existing stocks of Original Series
notes from it were exhausted.

Important to this discussion is the fact that the dates on the
altered plates were left untouched. They are therefore the only
plates in the history of national bank note issues where the plate
does not conform to the terms of the treasury officers engraved
on the same plate. This topic is treated in more detail in Hun-
toon , Hickman and Raymond (1984).

DUPLICATE PLATES AND SERIES OF
1882 REDESIGNS

In all cases, regardless of conventions in effect, duplicate
plates carried the same signatures and date as the plates they
replaced. The key word here is duplicate — duplicate title, series
and combination.



Paper Money Whole No. 122
A special class of plates deserves attention—Series of 1882

plates which were replaced by new plates that had been totally
redesigned. The most familiar are the 5-5-5-5s with stacked
treasury signatures to the left of the bank titles. This style was
discontinued in 1886, and those in use slowly began to be re-
placed by the new variety where the treasury signatures were on
line with each other. The new plates were treated as duplicates;
they specifically carried the identical dates and signatures as the
old designs that they replaced. The plate letters on the new
plates were advanced as was normal for duplicates.

The early Series of 1882 10-10-10-10, 10-10-10-20 and
50-100 were altered Series of 1875 American Bank Notes
Company plates. These were systematically replaced by Bureau
of Engraving and Printing plates beginning in the late 1880s. In
some cases, the title layouts were dramatically changed. The
new plates were treated as duplicates so the signatures and
dates remained the same as on the plates that they replaced. As
with the redesigned 5-5-5-5s, the plate letters were incre-
mented.

DATES ON EXTENDED BANK PLATES
Dates of extension were used on at least the first plate made

for all extended banks. The dates of organization can be com-
puted easily from these dates as explained in the footnotes for
Table 1 if the banks were organized after June 3, 1864.

Little known to collectors is the fact that banks organized
under the Act of February 25, 1863, had initial corporate suc-
cessions that had to expire before February 25, 1883. In other
words their charters ran for a period of less than 20 years from
their dates of organization. Because of this, the formulas on
Table 1 do not work for banks organized before June 3, 1864.

The method for computing the date of extension changed in
1913 as shown in Table 1 and occurred between two banks or-
ganized on March 2, 1893. The date of extension for The First
National Bank of Hempstead, NY (4880) was computed using
the old formula to yield a Series of 1902 plate date of March 3.
1913. In contrast, the date of extension for The Lincoln Nation-
al Bank of Pittsburgh, PA (4883) was computed using the new
formula to yield a Series of 1902 plate date of March 2, 1913.
The break is clean and is based on the date of organization, not
the date of charter. Two other extended banks have March 2,
1913 plate dates, Noblesville, IN (4882) and Girard, OH
(4884). Both were organized on March 1, 1893, so they fall in
the old formula class.

1921-1922 EXTENSION PLATE DATES
Banks that had been issuing the Series of 1902 notes since

1902 had charters that were about to expire for either a first,
second or third time. The Act of July 1, 1922 provided for auto-
matic 99-year extensions for all banks. However, the charters
for 263 banks whose charters were expiring for the first or sec-
ond time, and which were already issuing Series of 1902 notes,
were forced to undergo the process of formally extending their
charters for another 20 years. The extensions were required be-
cause their charters expired before passage of the Act of July 1,
1922.

A totally new group of Series of 1902 plates were prepared
and used for 161 of these banks. These are the so-called "4th
charter" and "1922" plates. They are every bit as distinctive in
the eyes of the law and policy as the differences between Series
of 1875 and 1882 or Series of 1882 and 1902 issues. The plates
involved can be distinguished because they carry plate dates of
1921 or 1922, and have charter numbers in the ranges 2-66,
2657-2749, and 6100-6649. If you have a 1921 or 1922
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dated note in these ranges, it is also possible to find a Series of
1902 note from the same bank with a 1901 or 1902 plate date.

The date on the 1921-1922 plates is the date of extension
computed as the date of expiration. To confuse things, if you
have pairs of notes from the banks representing the 1901-1902
and 1921-1922 types, the days match on those with charters
above 6100 unless there was a title change. The reason for the
match is that the banks in the 6100-6649 range were chartered
in 1902 so their early 1902 plates carry the date of organization.
In contrast, those in the 2-66 and 2657-2749 ranges were ex-
tending for the first time in 1902 and their early 1902 plates
carry their dates of extension computed as the date of expiration
plus one day. Therefore the dates on their 1901-1902 vintage
plates are one day greater than on the 1921-1922 plates. The
dates on the early 1902 notes for charters 2 and 3 are excep-
tions, a topic that will be treated in the next section.

You may well ask how charters 11 through 66 fall into this
group. These numbers were awarded in 1863, and therefore
these banks should have been coming up for their third exten-
sions in 1922. I state previously that they were coming up for
their second extension which seems like a blatant error. The
next section will explain this paradox as well.

A complete list of the 161 banks involved in the 1921-1922
extensions treated in this section and their plate dates appears in
Huntoon (1986).

DATES ON 1902 PLATES FOR
REORGANIZED BANKS

A serious circumstance developed in early 1882 when the
first of the banks organized under the National Bank Act of
February 25, 1863, faced the expiration of their charters.
Remember that all banks organized under this act had to expire
before February 25, 1883. A large number of banks selected in-
itial corporate lives of 19 years to comply, and these were the
banks facing extinction in early 1882.

The fact is they could not be saved. The Act of July 12, 1882,
allowing for a 20-year extension, was not passed in time. The
only option for these unfortunate banks was to liquidate, and
reorganize as brand new banks. Commonly the new banks had
the same title as the old, but they lost their low charter numbers
in the process and ended up with new ones in the 2400 to 2800
range. Extremely important for the student of dates is the fact
that the banks now had entirely new organization dates as well
that ranged between 1880 and 1882.

Twenty-one banks had their charters expire out from under
them. Of these, 17 reorganized under new charters. Another 60
banks facing extinction voluntarily liquidated and reorganized
successor banks before passage of the Act of July 12, 1882.

The first six of the reorganized banks received Series of 1875
notes. The rest were given Series of 1882 notes, and two char-
ters — 2662 an 2730 —received both. All these notes were
issued from plates carrying the date of charter for the new banks
in conformity with the conventions on Table 1. All dates as-
sociated with the expired 1863 banks were forever relegated to
history.

The reorganized banks lost their low charter numbers, which
were prestige items in an industry that prides itself on a long
history of stability. Clearly the impacted banks lobbied for re-
covery of their old numbers because the comptroller established
a process in 1902 whereby they could reclaim the old numbers.
Twenty-nine banks (listed in Huntoon, 1986) took advantage of
the process, two in 1902, and the rest between 1909 and 1913.
All they retrieved were their old charter numbers. The organiza-
tion and charter dates attached to those old numbers were the
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1882 dates associated with the reorganized bank, not the 1863
dates for the predecessor. This fact is of great importance to this
discussion.

All the impacted banks were issuing Series of 1902 notes
when the old charter numbers were reassigned to them. The
question is obviously what date ended up on those plates! The
answer is one of three possibilities, one of which is a genuine ex-
otic.

The most common was the date of extension for the re-
organized bank (date of organization plus 20 years plus 1 day).
Extension dates were used on plates for 26 of the 29 banks
when the new low charter number plates were prepared. Series
of 1902 plates for charters 1, 3, 5, 7 and 8 are but five examples
from this group. Notice the quirk. Each plate carried 1863 charter
numbers but a date based on an 1882 date of organization.

The reassignment date was engraved on the new low charter
numbered Series of 1902 plates for two banks, charters 2 and
59, respectively March 19, 1909, and April 30, 1909.

The exotic was the resurrection of charter number 20 on
March 5, 1913. Charter 20 was originally assigned to the Third
National Bank of Cincinnati in 1863. This bank was liquidated
in 1882, and reorganized with the same title under charter
2730. The intrigue began when 2730 was liquidated on
June 18, 1908, as it consolidated into 2798, The Fifth National
Bank of Cincinnati. As a result of the merger, the title of 2798
was changed to the Fifth-Third National Bank on June 2, 1908.
In 1913, the Fifth-Third National Bank (2798)-wanted to retake
charter 20 based on historic linkage through 2730. The comp-
troller acquiesced and 2798 won the right to use charter number
20. The actual date that ended up on the Series of 1902 plate
for the Fifth-Third National Bank bearing charter 20 was
June 2, 1908. This is the day that 2798 changed its title from
the Fifth National Bank to the Fifth-Third National Bank. If you
carefully examine the dating conventions on Table 1, you will
find that this is logical but it must have taken three Philadelphia
lawyers to figure it out in 1913!

DATES FOR TITLE CHANGES
The plate dates that resulted from title changes typically fol-

lowed the pattern shown on Table 1, but don't be surprised if
you find exceptions, particularly in the Series of 1875 and early
Series of 1882 issues. Remember that the conversion from terri-
tory to state was considered a title change by the comptroller for
the purposes of dating plates.

One date that I have never been able to figure out is the
February 1, 1890 date on the Series of 1875 black charter
5-5-5-5 plate for the First National Bank of Central City, Col-
orado (2129). This date has no relationship to anything. The
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bank was chartered in 1873, Colorado became a state in 1876,
and the 5-5-5-5 plate was altered to carry the 1890 date in
1893, and approved for use January 13, 1893. I once specu-
lated that the February 1 date was the day authorization was
given to alter the plate from a territorial to a state plate (Hun-
toon, 1984). This remains purely speculative and doubt-
ful — the date looks like a phantom. The conversion from terri-
torial to state plates for both Nebraska and Colorado appears to
have resulted in most cases in new batch dates on the plates that
were more indicative of when the plates were modified than any
other factor. Even that doesn't work for the Central City case.

From 1882 until 1919, title changes dominantly resulted in
the title change dates being engraved on the new plates. This
system was abruptly phased out early in 1919. The last plate to
bear the date of a title change was made for The National Bank
of Commerce of Kansas City, MO (10231), which had changed
its title on February 21, 1919, from The Southwest National
Bank of Commerce. The next title change occurred on April 12,
when The Peoples National Bank (10597) and The Union Na-
tional Bank (9687), Columbia, SC, consolidated under the title
The Liberty National Bank of South Carolina (9687). The new
Liberty National Bank Series of 1902 plates were dated Febru-
ary 10, 1910, the date of organization for 9687.

The earliest title change that I have been able to find involved
the change from The Second National Bank to The Vilas Na-
tional Bank of Plattsburg, NY (321). The change took place on
March 1, 1869. The respective old and new 10-10-10-20
plates for these titles were dated April 2, 1864, and July 2,
1869. Both are batch dates as expected from Table 1. Notice
that the 1869 batch date closely follows the date of the title
change.

The most interesting violation of the dating conventions I
have found involved a title change from the National Bank of
Arizona to First National Bank of Arizona at Phoenix, Arizona
(3728), which took place on July 17, 1926. The new Series of
1902 plate should have been dated February 14, 1912 — state-
hood day—using the conventions listed in Table 1. Instead it
carried the date of extension, June 4, 1907. Notice that the
error resulted in a territorial date, and treasury signatures con-
form to the territorial period. This great plate is treated in detail
in Huntoon (1981).

CONCLUSIONS
Table 1 and the other information in this article can be used to

explain 99 percent of the dates on national bank notes. In all of
these cases the dates mean something, the least useful from the
perspective of bank historians being the batch dates on the
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Original Series, Series of 1882, and some early Series of
1882 plates.

Careful examination of hundreds of notes or proofs, especial-
ly if all the prints for one bank are laid out together, reveals in-
consistencies and occasional errors such as the Phoenix ex-
ample previously cited. The inconsistencies usually involve what
appear to be wrong days. These are the most frequent in the
early Series of 1882 brown backs when dates of extension were
first being used. Three examples illustrate the problem. The Sec-
ond National Bank of Utica, NY (185) Series of 1882 plate is
dated November 6, 1882, whereas the 1902 plate is November
5 — the 1882 should be November 5, The First National Bank of
Bangor, MA (112) 1882 is September 14, 1882, whereas the
1902 is September 15, 1902 — the 1882 should be September
15, 1882. Similarly The First National Bank of Erie, PA (12)
1882) is dated February 27, 1883, the 1902 is February 26,
1903 — the 1883 should be February 26, 1883.
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It could be argued that being off a day resulted from an at-
tempt to avoid Sundays or holidays when the extension was
granted. Unfortunately this does not bear out in most cases.
More simply, the incorrect dates probably reflect clerical errors
made when the plates were ordered. The fact is that no regard
seems to have been given Sundays and holidays when it came
to dating plates. If the formula required that the extension date
fall on Christmas, so be it, as happened in 1906 for The Albany
County National Bank of Laramie City, WY (3615). December
25, 1906 appears on the Laramie notes. Likewise if the bank
was to expire on December 31, use of the pre-1913 extension
formula forced the new plate to be dated January 1 of the fol-
lowing year. The First National Bank of Houlton, ME (2749) is a
case in point. Its charter expired December 31, 1901. Its series
of 1902 plates are dated New Years Day, 1902, the date of ex-
tension. Equally interesting is the organization day for The First
National Bank of Clifton, KS (7178) on leap year day, 1904:
February 29, 1904 appears on its 1902 plates.

December 25, 1906. is the date of

extension computed as the date of
expiration plus one day. The bank
was organized on December 24,

1886.
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