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Agalog b, k ypothesized that there was a mint
de la vy n the Philippines before 1763 that
Francige,, ] ook care of the minting of copper
ed in 1605 That hypothesis is not
e | frect  according to  archival
eniente ang dayinga,, locuments. However, manuscripts
i Ang c Pangao, nang reveale there was 3 “minting
eucunding man"", pRuthority"' alright, the
. revelation, p, Ay atamiento de Manila (Cabildo)

whom the Governor Creneral
cgranted authority to mimt COpper
SN coins on the condition that these
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Swere 1o be used only for local trade
: in the provinces of Manila. Tondo
‘and Cavite.
There is so much confusion as 1o
i what the monogram * ﬁ, n
PSignified. This author has a full
dissertation on the metamor phoses
ol the said monogram that will
directly link the diface barrillas of
BTY73 and 1743 to the 1766
Barrilla, thus documenting them as
early barrifla coins.
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Fig. 3B — Reverse of 1766 Barriila

The 1766 Barrilla had an exchange
value of 12 barrillas to 1/2 Real

with an intrinsic value of 1 adarme
as approved by the Royal
Audiencia. Was the 1766 Barrilla
minted in 1765 as claimed by Blair
and Robertson on account of the
Royal Fiscal's approval of '..hL!
Ayuntamiento s request for minting

on February 16, 1765 as noted

down by Viana in his Respuestas®

The very minutes of the Cabildo's
proceedings are presented in the
book of this author to clear up this
mystery.

Lon Octaviano Gil Farres in his

Dr. Perez has claimed that the

book “Historia de la Moneda
Espafiola” mentioned that these
1766 Barrillas were minted in a

taller in Cavite. Like Perez, this one
1S a historical error by Sr. Farres
because as prescribed ]-.,3- the
Ayuntamiento and documented in
the proceedings. the 1766 Barrillas
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‘ Jreamen | 1766 Barrilla (Fig. 3) has an Antonio Var la y deylas, to prevent
Leounterie penchange value of one centavo counterfeiting. Fact is as
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Ly ﬂ{m made by Chinese die

sinke ila.
._.;-Hﬂwever, Lhis
EESSRIChes showed that the dies of
gthe  Sastre  Countermark
P epared by Sengr Maestro
fundidor v Grabador Francisco
AD 2g0) de los Reyes, whose office
. was located in Quiapo, Extramuros
L Ahat as per contract by the Real
ienda with Don Francisco de los
B8, for a fee he was to
8 Counterstamp coins with the
B dies by means of the

martillo” (Fig. 1 1),

were

d |"| Oove

“Bolpe de

Fig. 11A — Peru 1927 Crown, the
Known specimen of ovaloid countermark

Fig. 11B — Reverse of Peru crow

crude thick 4. MEDALLAE:_

In the Golden Jubilee and 6th

author's National Numismatic Convention,
the PNAS auctioned a Gold Medal
Commemorating
St. Teresa, October 15, 1882 (Fig.

the Centennary
12). This medal was one of the 4
gold medals minted for this event
by the Casa de Moneda de Manila
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