





scratch across the shield and the die file line from Liberty’s foot to the rock base.
The position of the date on my coin does not match the position of the date
illustrated in the Valentine reference book for the V-1 variety but this discrepancy
can be explained.

We know that the obverse die for the V-1 variety was damaged early in its life as
shown in the illustration in the original Valentine monograph. This picture shows a
strong well struck date that touchesthe base ofthe rock. In the late die state the date
is very weak and the digits are moved away from the rock base. | believe thatheavy
die polishingis the most likely cause forthis apparent changein position ofthe date.
| believe that the loss of metal expanded the gap between the rock base and the
digits in the date. The 1 and 8 are the weakest digits and they are separated from
the rock base in this late die state.

| have beensearchingforexamples ofthe early die state ofthe 1854-0O V-1 halfdime
in recent months but have not been able to find one. However during this same time
period | have located six examples of the late die state of this variety, all with the weak
date that has been separated from the rock base. | would also strongly recommend
purchasing a copy of the original Valentine monograph to anyone who is serious
about attributing half dimes. The quality of the pictures in the original monograph is
vastly superior to the quality of the pictures in the 1984 Valentine reprint.

| wish to thank Tom Mulvaney for the pictures of my 1854-0 half dime that were
presented with this article.
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