May 2015 Meeting
The regular monthly meeting of the GHCC will be held on Thursday, May 21st, at
Houston Community College Spring Branch (BW-8 and I-10 West). There will be a
normal business meeting, show & tell, committee reports, and door prize drawings.
The official meeting will begin at 6:30 p.m. An auction of numismatic items will begin
ten minutes after the meeting is adjourned. This time there can be EIGHT lots
maximum. There will be an opportunity to set up a mini-bourse before the meeting.
We are aiming to leave the building by 9:30.
Program this Month

"Guerrilla Coin Collecting”
by Richard Hyde
Gathering Begins About 5:45 p.m.

Calendar Snapshot
May 29-31 Texas Numismatic Assoc. Convention, Arlington, Texas
June 9

Directors meeting at IHOP 5:00 p.m. Money Show Coordinators 7:00 p.m.

June 18

GHCC monthly meeting at HCC, The Eagle Room

……..……………………………………………………………………………………………………
The DOUBLE SHIFT is sent to GHCC members monthly, giving those unable to attend meetings information on the activities
of the club. It is also sent to clubs across the nation on an exchange basis. Information and articles may be taken from this
publication and used in other publications, giving credit to the DOUBLE SHIFT. Further information about the GHCC or the
Houston Money Show may be obtained from the club’s web site at http://www.houstoncoinclub.org.

Announcements:
Our May 21 meeting comes at the last day of the spring term at HCC.
Building security tells us that they plan to lock the doors at 7:00, preventing any
late arrivals from coming in after that time.
Those inside can complete their
meeting on the usual schedule. You need to be on time for this meeting or risk not
getting in.
All meetings except December will be in the Eagle Room. Sodas and water will be
available at the GHCC meeting. Snacks are also welcome, as long as we leave the
place clean.
Please consider volunteering to do a program at an upcoming GHCC meeting. Tell
Bill Watson you will be able to help with a program for June or later.

The GHCC is observing and commemorating the founding of the club in 1955 with
a 60th anniversary medal. The medal was recently produced by Daniel Carr at the
Moonlight Mint. Distribution of one “free” bronze medal to each member of the club
began at our April meeting. If you have not picked up yours, do so at a GHCC meeting
through July. Plans for a second production run of the medal in silver and copper are
being made, but the schedule is not yet firm.
Actual distribution of the medals will be
before the call-to-order of the meeting and during the break after adjournment but
before the auction. See Barbara Prinsen as you come in the door to claim yours.

Future Educational Presentations
May -- “Guerrilla Coin Collecting” by Richard Hyde
June --
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New Applications for Membership
The following applications for membership have been approved by the EC and
need approval by the membership at the next meeting:
Ian Fenn (Regular)

John R. Connolly (Regular)

Jeff Scholz (Regular)

Minutes from the April Meeting
Called to Order – by Alan M. – President at 6:30 PM, April 16, 2015
Welcome of guests and visitors – no visitors this time
Show-N-Tell (Tom S.)
Gene M. – Showed samples of what is distributed at the annual San Jacinto day and
sought additional volunteers from GHCC to man a both on Saturday, April 18
Sebastian F. – Had a mini-exhibit of cast and struck 8 Reales Chihuahua pieces from
1810-12 related to Mexican Revolution; discussed countermarks often seen on them
and stressed that these always appear crudely made
Eve B. – Passed a Series 1896 $1 silver certificate of the Educational Series and
discussed the allegory of History and Youth shown on the face. Martha and George
portraits are on the reverse. Q. David Bowers and others call the Educational Series
“the high water mark of US currency engraving”.
Neil R. – Showed a selection of WWII error coins including high grade zinc ones from
Yugoslavia and Croatia.
Bill W. - Displayed a board with a nice photo of an 1853 half cent he had acquired and
a photo of a large mesquite table he had constructed for his home
Alan M. – Showed no coin, but urged us to get on Facebook and look for U.S. Coins on
I-10 and take advantage of their “Friday Free Coin”.
S-N-T Drawing Winner – Neil R.
Bill W. Introduced club treasurer Claude Mathes for the Program ”GHCC Financials”.
Claude gave a concise perspective of 2014 Actual cash flows vs 2014 Budget and
presented the 2015 Budget for approval by the membership. His discussion was well
received, including the appropriate use of visual tables. The vote reflected unanimous
approval. Claude’s message was our finances are in “robust” shape and the Board is
closely involved in oversight of club income and expenses. Satisfactory Money Show
results reflect the hard work of our volunteers. The success of the Money Show is
permitting expanded support of educational efforts by the club.

Gail Brichford led the induction ceremony for 2015-2016 officers.
All officers and directors stood and were recognized. Jack D. – President, Bill W.-- VP,
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Claude M. – Treas., Rick E.-Sec., Barbara P., Mike G., Larry R., John T., John B., Past
Pres Gail B. Photo by Cheryl:

Jack D took over the podium at 7:15 and gave a rousing speech on the outlook for the
club and urged all members to take a share of responsibilities in club leadership and
bettering the club. He is grateful to start with a strong team.
Bill W. presented the “permanent” part of the 2014 Townsend Award to winners Tom
and Lisa Schwartz. Tom and Lisa had input on the custom design of this award:

Business portion of the meeting
1. Eagle room lease is expiring- call for anyone with suggestions.
2. Booth at San Jacinto Day will have 2 members representing GHCC.
3. The Administrator gave an update on Coins for A's, including a letter by a YN.
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4. Request by a member for consideration to ordering more 60th anniversary silver
medals.
5. Question by member as to the actual mintage of silver & copper medals (would
answer next month).
Door Prize – Alan M.

Adjourned.

Club auction to follow, 95 lots, called by Sebastian.

A Perspective on Collecting

. . . Thoughts From the Former President

Reprinted from the current issue of the Tyler Coin Club Newsletter

A Visit to Your Editor’s “Coin Cabinet”
Well o.k. “Currency Closet”

The vast majority of material which is displayed in this brief column every month
comes from your editor’s “Coin Cabinet” (or better “Currency Cabinet.”) In other words;
I very seldom feature or picture items which are not part of my personal collection.
Every now and then, however, something does come along which I feel the need to
share. The encapsulated, graded piece of paper money just above is one such image.
I will say this picture was available in an on line auction, and therefore in the public
domain. For security sake I’m not going to mention that site except to say it begins with
“e” and ends with “bay.” I also feel comfortable saying that the majority of us are
familiar with that particular selling place and even use it regularly.
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But on to the item before . . . It is, as the reader can see, a certified Republic of
Texas Auditor’s Certificate, a form of Treasury Warrant, professionally graded at AU 58
and has what appears to be good paper quality. The seller has an accurate description
of this note in his listing including the biography of the person to whom it is issued
gleaned from the official death certificate housed in the Texas State archive showing
that W. Evans passed away in 1913 at the age of 89. The same document declares
that Mr. Evans was a “Sea Captain,” that he served on the Potomoc, which was a brig
retrofitted by the second Texas Navy in 1838. Records also indicate that, the time of his
passing, Evans resided in Rockport, Texas.
Now all of this is very interesting information which normally would enhance the
value of the Treasury Warrant pictured above. There is, however, one problem. The
hand written additions on this piece are bogus. This was not issued to Captain Evans.
Nor was it signed in 1842 by Charles Mason. Anyone who has been in and around the
Republic of Texas paper hobby for more than a few years has seen a variety of items
with this particular handwriting, of a fairly modern era, in place.
What happened here is simple; Someone, in relatively recent times, acquired a
remainder Republic of Texas Treasury Warrant, the basic printed format which survived
the days of the Republic and “remained” unused. This same person (I have heard
rumors concerning who that person was) researched potential candidates of interest
from the era of the Republic of Texas, and then filled out the information and passed the
“remainder” warrant off as a completed original from the Republic. The form itself is
original, the inscription not so much.
What does this mean? Your editor is thinking it is a mistake, even a crime, to
mislead a trusting public. Any representation of something which is said to be what it
isn’t should be viewed as fraudulent. Unfortunately the certification agency didn’t have
the knowledge they needed in order to make a proper diagnosis. The overall
appearance does warrant (if you’ll pardon the pun here) a rating of AU 58. Sadly,
though, any premium in value comes from the historic content and context, which are
not of the period.
In the process I pose a few questions: To what extent should the grading /
certification agency pay attention to what is on such a document? Is their stated
observation of AU 58 accurate without a disclaimer? Should alterations such as on the
one warrant before us today even be considered in the grading / authentication
process? In my opinion, and that is all it is, all of the above should be considered. If a
coin was sent in for certification, and it had been altered in some way, wouldn’t such a
fact be noted or maybe, as Dr. Coyne shared above, it would have been “body bagged.”
Would such a numismatic submission be passed through with only a grade? Would it in
fact have been rejected? Say a 1922 cent “without” mint mark was submitted to a
grading service and what if that same coin showed signs of an altered, or forcefully
removed “D”, would that coin pass over the desks of the various examiners and do so
with a stated grade and no other comments? When I send in my bucks for certification
and grading I should trust that enough expertise exists within the agency doing the
grading / certification to recognize that the collector’s treasure before them isn’t as it
claims to be and that such would be noted.
In defense of PMG I do observe that their code identifies this as an Austin, Texas
Warrant with a Criswell # 10 listing. (TXCRAW10) which means there was research.
However looking at the image in Criswell’s Confederate and Southern States Currency,
the student can see a vast difference in the handwriting, especially in the signature of
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Charles Mason. I am suggesting here that simple observation is not enough. It isn’t
adequate with coins. Should it be for currency?
I want to be clear here that I am not faulting the seller. I looked at his other
material and realize he is not one who generally travels in numismatic material. This
may be just one item he or she picked up somewhere and offered for sale. The fact that
it was submitted to a professional assessment organization is usually a plus. Sadly, in
your editor’s opinion anyway, the service fell short of their responsibility to the customer.
This listing on eBay ended just a few days ago and did sell to a third bidder who
paid $263.00. Perhaps said bidder knew the story. I hope so. Even if that is the case
my thoughts above stand. In a world where condition, even a slight tick between
grades, makes a vast difference, especially in a collector market where what is on a
document adds to the value and desirability, there must be due diligence and research
in order to guarantee that the results are more than just reasonably accurate.
This is your editor’s “Two Cents Worth.”

(The real deal here. Strangely a PMG graded A.U. 58, but one PMG’s folks got spot on. You might want to do a
compare / contrast with the note above. Details to observe include signature of Charles Mason and overall
presentation of handwriting as the provided blanks are filled out. Also notice that this is dated in February of 1846.
Even though the official annexation date of Texas to the United States was December 29, 1845.

Regards and God Bless . . . Richard
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UPCOMING SHOWS

59th ANNUAL

HOUSTON MONEY SHOW
Thursday December 3, 2015 1 pm – 6:00 pm
Friday December 4 10 am – 6:00 pm
Saturday December 5 10 am - 5:00 pm
GEORGE R. BROWN CONVENTION CENTER
1001 Avenida de Las Americas
Houston, Texas
Gail Brichford, Show Chairman
Claude Mathes, Dealer Relations Chairman

Questions for Dr. Coyne:
1) What is a “broadstrike” and how does it occur?
2) Did the U.S. ever have a coin for circulation with raised stars on the edge?
3) Are there Deep Mirror Proof U.S. coins made before 1858?
4) What is the “Grey Sheet”? Who uses it?
5) Why are there short threads of red and blue embedded in the paper of our
currency?
6) Do the Third Party Grading companies charge a fee if they feel my submission
has been cleaned or has artificial toning??
7)

Is this piece a U.S. coin?
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[ If you feel Dr. Coyne has slipped up on any of the responses, please tell Bill Watson.]

A worthy type coin?
No. It is a dealer’s store card advertisement

Dr. Coyne responds:
1)

The term “broadstrike” has meaning only for coins of the modern minting era in
which a collar die is intended to surround the planchet in the press as the
obverse and reverse dies are impressing their images. A broadstrike occurs
when the feeder fingers of the press fail to center the incoming planchet in the
coining chamber and the collar die does not surround the planchet. The
planchet is laying atop the collar (which is spring-mounted to avoid damage to
the press) when the obverse and reverse designs are impressed. A broadstrike
coin is thus usually a bit oversize as the edge was not constrained at the
moment of striking, and the designs may show weakness near the edge. The
centers of the designs are likely to look normal.
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2) The most recent U.S. coin to have raised stars on the edge is the gold $20 St.
Gaudens piece of 1933.

3) Regular sales of U.S. proof coins from the Philadelphia mint began in 1858.
Before that there are small, sporadic mintages of mirror-finish, specially prepared
coins which have come down to today’s collectors. Some of these “specimen”
pieces do not fully meet the standards as we know them now for “proof”, but they
are clearly better than run of the mill business strikes. Certain large cents and
half cents are the most available of these.
4) The “Greysheet” is the Coin Dealer Newsletter. It has been published regularly
in Southern California since 1963. It is by far the most popular (some would say
most reliable) measure of wholesale dealer-to-dealer prices for coins in the
most popular U.S. series. It does not show all coins in the Red Book, and the
Greysheet prices on more seldomly traded coins are somewhat speculative.
5) The tiny red and blue fibers in the paper supplied to the Bureau of Printing and
Engraving by Crane Paper Company of Dalton, Massachusetts are an anticounterfeiting measure. This innovation came very early in Crane’s relationship
with the Treasury, as far back as the 1860’s. Counterfeiters could still print tiny
blue and red lines on their bills, but it would require additional steps to do it, and
the questionable results would help distinguish them from the genuine notes.

6) The Third Party Grading companies have long had the policy of keeping the full
fee if they find it necessary to place a submitted coin in a slab, but with
“problems”. Up until around five years ago, they most commonly “body bagged”
and kept the full fee. At that point, the TPG firms began slabbing these and
other minor problems in “details” slabs, usually for cleaning evidence, but noting
the defect on the slab tag. Still, they kept the full fee. The justification seems
to be that the TPG needs to invest the full degree of effort in judging a “details”
coin as they do in a straight-graded one.

7) The illustrated piece is not a federal U.S. coin, nor an official pattern for one. It
is a token issued by Dr. Lewis Feuchtwanger to support his proposal for use in
coinage of his proprietary alloy of “German Silver”. The alloy has nickel, copper,
and zinc. There are several die varieties of these in the one cent size, and a
scarcer three cent token is also available.
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Coins-For-A’s

Program Progress Report

The CFA Program was seasonally busy in April as the mail brought CFA
applications from individual students and teachers acting on behalf of whole
classes. In April, the total of students served reached 85, including mailings to
Lake Jackson and Lynn Lucas Middle School, Willis. The administrator is now in
her eighth year with this program. The CFA inventory is being continuously
restocked. It is now adequate in most areas, but donations are always
appreciated! The administrator continues to receive a stream of “thank you”
notes to GHCC for this program. Students apply for awards individually and
through their teacher at schools.

===============================================================================

Publisher’s Editorial Page
(Views here may not reflect the views of the GHCC or its officers)
A recent email question to your editor from a friend in the GHCC who was helping to
evaluate an old estate prompted this response to a question he had about what could
be done about PVC residue contamination on coins in flips and albums:

Green Slime
Thanks for your question; glad to help.....
I've almost always had success in getting the green slime from PVC residue off by
immersion in acetone (also known as dimethyl ketone) or by immersion in methyl ethyl
ketone (also known as lacquer thinner). The dip takes only a few seconds. Air dry,
don't rub with anything. In a few cases the PVC has been on there so long that it has
pitted the underlying metal, and that damage remains and is visible. Most of the time it
does a perfect job. There is little downside. Toning, as with silver sulfide thin films,
remains unaffected by either of the ketones.
Also, Alvin Stern sells little bottles of a proprietary cleaner he has developed, and I
saw him demonstrate it at the HMS last December. It did a swell job on some PVC on
Mercury Dimes. It did not do as well at my home on some wartime Jefferson Nickels,
but did very well on a Barber Quarter. He sells it under the name “Conserv, safe coin
solvent”.
The acetone or MEK solvents can be purchased at Home Depot, Lowes, or Sears
Paint and Hardware stores. They are not expensive. Watch out for the flammable
vapors, and don't breathe too much of them.
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My Own Experience with Green Slime
This poor Jefferson nickel has been in your editor’s custody since it was new in
1963. In fact, it has been in this same low-quality PVC flip all that time. Note how
the ‘green slime’ (the plasticizer from the vinyl) has come out of the now-crispy flip
and formed a green ooze on the coin’s surface. There is a reaction between the
copper in the coin and the plasticizer. The slimy, oily product can cause pits on the
coin’s surface if allowed to remain. An alcohol or acetone bath would remove the
green slime on this poor nickel, but I bet we would then discover pits or at least
impaired luster. It is likely a goner. Keeping coins in mylar (polyethylene
terephthalate) prevents this scenario.
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Lately the Third Party Grading firms have been offering “conservation” services
as part of new submissions for grading. They promise to “professionally” prepare
coins for a trip to the grading room by “removing surface contaminants”. They
hold it as a close secret exactly how they do it. Your editor bought the nice
1924-D dime shown below at a meeting of another local club. I was thinking “MS63” or so, paid accordingly, and I liked the color. The strike on the bands is also
good. The coin went in to ANACS shortly thereafter and I got an unpleasant
shock. I had ticked the box for “conserve all coins in this submission for a fixed
price of $12 total”. Amazing: they “conserved” this coin and returned it looking
much lighter and in an AU-58 holder. Financial disaster! I guess this goes to
show that some attractive color can be removed during “professional
conservation”. I am left wondering if I had not checked the box, would I have
got “No Grade, environmental contamination”. I doubt it; it goes to show that
most coins don’t need to be cleaned.

While PVC flips have been with us for decades (and threatening the wellbeing of our coins the whole time), there have also been flips on the market that
are not made from PVC. These “good” flips are made from polyethylene
terephthalate. This is the same plastic that is made into soda bottles and other
food-grade containers. There is no plasticizer to leach out. They form archival
storage for coins. True, they are somewhat stiff, and care is needed when
inserting the coin. I like the “Saflip” brand.
They are priced around 14 cents

13

each and usually sold in packages of 50 or 100.

John Barber

Meeting Reminders





Arrive early to socialize with other members.
Bring an item and a MAXIMUM 3-minute story for Show and Tell.
Consider volunteering to bring snacks for a meeting.
Bring a guest to the next meeting.

GHCC EXECUTIVE COUNCIL

2015-2016

President
Vice President
Secretary
Treasurer

Jack Domurat
Bill Watson
Rick Ewing
Claude Mathes

jackurat@sbcglobal.net
swatson@wrwatson.com
rfe01@AOL.com
shsu021@hotmail.com

Director
Director
Director
Director
Director

Barbara Prinsen
John Barber
Mike Greenspan
John Trout
Larry Reitsema

prinsenba@hotmail.com
numis32@AOL.com
tokenMG@AOL.com
jbtrouts@sbcglobal.net
lareitsema@gmail.com

Past President

Gail Brichford

gbrichford@AOL.com

General Counsel
Newsletter Publisher

Jeff Hirt
John Barber

numis32@AOL.com

These terms end April, 2016
==================================================================================
=======
The

HOUSTON MONEY SHOW
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