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Dominica to Trinidad – A Potential West Indies Re-attribution  

K. V. Eckardt 

(With collaboration from Ralph C. Gordon) 

Over the years a number of West Indian cut and countermarked coins have 
been re-attributed as new information emerges.  It is now possible to set forth 
a case, based on logical assumptions, to re-attribute a cut and countermarked 
quarter of an 8 Reale from Dominica to Trinidad. 

The subject cut quarters have been countermarked 2.6 in a shaped indent (Fig. 
1).  This countermark is the sole representative of a denomination in Sterling 
associated with the West Indies.  The countermark is randomly placed on the 
obverse of the eleven specimens examined for this article.  The condition of 
the host coin segments and the countermarks exhibit definite circulation wear, 
but not to an excess which suggest a relatively short period of usage.  The 
weight range is 6.08 to 7.04 for the eleven coins which seem about right for 8 
Reale coins with typical circulation wear.  There are three stamps noted all of 
similar appearance.  All are from Bust type 8 Reale coins of Carlos III or IIII. 

      

Fig. 1       Fig. 2a            Fig. 2b 

There is no question that the coins are Caribbean as two ‘double island’ 
examples are known (heavier circulation wear on these two coins):  A 
specimen was first stamped in St. Vincent, September 1797 (SV monogram, 3 
times) and later stamped 2.61.  The other specimen was initially stamped 2.6 
and later stamped with a Tirtila stamp2 (Figs. 2a & b) (Prid. 49, Tortola Type 3 
stamp).  Clearly the ‘half-crown’ denomination associates them to a British 
colonial location.  Howland Wood3, in 1914, put the coins to Montserrat, 
writing, “A Quarter segment of a Spanish dollar counterstamped with a 2.6 is 
given to this island with some show of authority”.  Just who did the giving and 

 
1 Dix Noonan Webb, Auction 87, 28 September 2010, Lot 217 
2 Pridmore, F; The Coins of the British Commonwealth of Nations, Part 3, West Indies, Spink & Son Ltd, 1965 
3 Wood, Howland; The Coinage of the West Indies, American Journal of Numismatics, Vol XLVIII, American 
Numismatic Society, New York, 1914 
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with what authority has not been traced, but Wood’s listing does not seem to 
have been contested for over four decades. 

Maj. Pridmore attributed the 2.6 stamped coins to Dominica, c. 1818 in 19604.  
The essential points of his article were set forth in his 1965 book in a simplified 
form.  His argument was based on a process of elimination.  The Leeward 
Islands, with the exception of Dominica, were excluded as never having used a 
higher value than 9 shillings currency for the dollar, while 2.6 for a cut quarter 
dollar calls for a 10 shilling rating.  The candidates would therefore be those on 
the Windward Island standard:  Grenada, St. Vincent, St. Lucia all of which 
adopted 10 shillings currency to the Dollar.  Dominica used the 10 shilling 
rating for a time.  Grenada was eliminated as too late in going to the 10 shilling 
rate and St. Lucia as using the French monetary system.  This left St. Vincent 
and Dominica, “with the balance in favour of Dominica”.  Pridmore’s reasoning 
as follows: 

1. “The Dominica practice of stamping its cut money with denominational 
values was more extensive than that of St. Vincent.”  This is a little 
difficult to accept as the count is 5 examples to 4 … hardly extensive. 

2. “While Dominica expressed the values on its coins in bits in 1813, an 
Act of 1818, seeking to have special coins minted in England for the 
island, proposed that they be denominated in shillings and pence.”  
This is not surprising, as there were a number of like suggestions in the 
period, such as Antigua in 1803.  Of course, any proposal to Whitehall 
asking for special coins in the outlandish denominations of bitts and 
doggs would have been immediately dismissed without consideration. 
(How St. Vincent got the Royal Mint to produce a pattern Treasury Token 
in 1815 with the denomination of 4 Bitts defies imagination.)  However, 
the matter of shillings and pence is key for the attribution of the 2.6 
coins.  In the West Indies cut and countermarked group we find bitts, 
escalins, reaales, doggs and stuivers marked on coins, but no shillings 
and pence bar this unique instance.  It should be noted that Dominica 
continued its reckoning in Bitts at least until 1862. 

3. “In 1822 we have an official report which under the heading Colonial 
Change does include a ¼ of a Spanish dollar = 2/6.”  In the report5  all 
the cut money of 1813 was listed as ‘piece of silver’ and even the 1798 
pierced dollar of 11 Bitts was designated as ‘cut’ while the ‘1/4 of a 
Spanish Dollar’ was not, nor was the Spanish Milled Dollar or the dogg 
(Cayenne 2 sou).  It must now be presumed that the ‘1/4 of a Spanish 

 
4 Spink Numismatic Circular, February 1960, Vol LXVIII No. 2, Spink & Son Ltd., London 
5 Ibid, Pridmore, 1965, Appendix 21 
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Dollar’ was the whole 2 Reale coin and not a cut quarter of a dollar coin.  
Furthermore the report mentions the circulation of a “coin equal to ¼ of 
a dollar” (Anchor Money, a whole coin).  In this report is the statement 
indicating that at some time previously the whole dollar was revalued 
back to 10 shillings.  The Council Minutes of 7 August 18136 and 21 
August 18137 both discuss the dollar as being valued at 16 Bitts or 12 
shillings and accordingly a cut quarter valued at 2s 6d does not fit. 

4. Separately Pridmore notes that The Council, at their meeting in 
September 17988 ordered that cut quarter segments of the dollar would 
circulate at the value of 3 Bitts (=2s 3d currency at the time), however 
these cut segments were not stamped.  Pridmore states cut quarters 
were stamped 2.6 sometime after 1816 although the dollar was 
increased to 10 shillings in 1813.  However, stamping the denomination 
would have been unnecessary as knowing a dollar was valued at 10 
shillings it would be recognised that a cut quarter would be valued at 2s 
6d.  However, the matter is rather more complex than Pridmore states. 

5. Chalmers writes “With the dawn of the nineteenth century … Dominica, 
following the lead of the Windward Islands, adopted for the uncut or 
‘round’ dollar, the enhanced rating of 10s 6d.”9  However, as stated 
above on 7 August 1813 the Privy Council of Dominica increased the 
value of “The Entire Dollar to be worth 16 Bitts or 12/- each. 

6. Therefore in reviewing the existing documentation it would appear that 
c. 1800 or shortly thereafter Dominica revalued the dollar from 9 
shillings to 10 shillings 6 pence.  In August 1813 the value of the dollar 
was again increased to 12 shillings and sometime prior to 1822 the 
dollar was reduced back to 10 shillings. 

Accordingly on close inspection the case for a Dominica attribution of the 
2.6 stamped cut quarters seems weak. Pridmore states that there is no 
mention of a cut quarter dollar valued at 2s 6d in an 1816 report sent to 
London10 and thus the attribution becomes even more difficult to sustain.  

The specimen that was subsequently stamped in Tortola adds further 
weight to the argument against a Dominica attribution in that it is likely 
stamping in Tortola ceased prior to 1816-18 and most likely by 181211. 

 
6 Ibid, Pridmore, 1965, Appendix 18 
7 Ibid, Pridmore, 1965, Appendix 19 
8 Ibid, Pridmore, 1965, Appendix 17 
9 Chalmers, Robert; A History of Currency in the British Colonies, Her Majesty’s Stationery Office, London , 
1893, page 76 
10 Ibid, Pridmore, 1965, page 157 
11 Eckardt, K. V.; unpublished paper to be presented to the BNS in September 2020 



BNS Research Blog        Dec.11th, 2019 Page 4 

The matter then becomes one of finding a suitable home for the 2.6 stamp.  
The answer may lie in considering those British islands which Pridmore did 
not take into account.  If Jamaica and Barbados are eliminated due to a 
differing valuation basis Tobago and Trinidad remain.  Tobago is virtually an 
unknown quantity regarding silver coinage, and consequently can be 
eliminated as a viable possibility.  Trinidad on the other hand seems very 
likely indeed.  Only in Trinidad do we find the ‘bitt’ and the ‘shilling 
currency’ to be equal and thus it is there that a shilling and pence 
denomination fits well.  However, the restraining factor for Trinidad, as for 
Dominica, there is no direct evidence, such as a contemporary report or 
official document supporting this attribution and thus one is left 
hypothesising a ‘reasonable scenario’ to account for the presence of the cut 
¼ 8 Reale segments stamped 2.6. 

The following is proposed as a ‘reasonable scenario’:  At the end of August 
1811 there was confusion in Trinidad with respect to the value of the dollar.  
The pierced dollar (octagonal central hole) which had just been put into use 
was declared to be worth 9 shillings currency and the piece removed and 
stamped incuse T was worth 1 shilling.  At the Council Meeting, 26 August 
181112, it was proposed to raise the legal rate of the whole dollar to 10 
shillings and this increase was enacted by a Proclamation dated 28 August 
1811 according to Chalmers13, to reflect its relative intrinsic value.  However 
at the Council Meeting of 11 September 181114 the Governor decreed that 
both the pierced and whole dollar would be current at 9 shillings currency. 
This would have been ignored by the public resulting in a two tier system.  
The Treasury would have almost certainly received only pierced ones in 
taxes and fees, while merchants and the public rated the whole dollar by 
convention at 10 shillings.  It is suggested that during this time several 
merchants arranged for stamping cut quarters of the dollar 2.6 to make the 
current value clear.  Then in September 1814 a new Proclamation15 was 
enacted fixing the value of the dollar at 10 shillings currency and thus 
negating the need to stamp cut quarters of the dollar. 

Although the argument presents a hypothetical situation, until it can be 
determined otherwise the cut quarter segments of Spanish-American 8 
Reales stamped 2.6 should be considered to be a ‘merchant issue’ from 
Trinidad, c. September 1811 to September 1814. 

 
12 Ibid, Pridmore, 1965, Appendix 39 
13 Ibid, Chalmers, page 118 
14 Ibid, Pridmore, 1965, Appendix 41 
15 Ibid, Chalmers, page 118 
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Ralph Gordon is acknowledged for his great contribution as over the years, 
up to his death in 1992, Ralph and I had numerous discussions on various 
cut and countermarked coins and many ideas and theories were examined. 

All images are from the author’s collection and are not actual size. 

 

 

 

 


