N E W L I G H T ON T H E O R D E R OF T H E
E A R L Y ISSUES OF
EDWARD THE CONFESSOR
By R. H. M. DOLLEY
T H E R E has always been considerable controversy concerning the exact se-

quence of the first four substantive issues of Edward the Confessor, and the
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following table attempts to summarize the position both as regards the principal works of reference and the papers of more recent protagonists. For a full
discussion, with bibliographical notes, the reader is referred to Mr. P. J.
Seaby's study in the 1955 British Numismatic Journal.
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It will be seen at a glance that there is now a measure of agreement that
Radiate/Small Cross is the second of Edward's substantive types, but no
agreement at all as to which type immediately followed it. Seaby's discussion
is b y f a r t h e m o s t e x h a u s t i v e , b u t in t h e 1956 British
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Mr. H. H. King very properly declared himself still unconvinced, and it was
only after much heart-searching that the Seaby order of types was adopted
by those responsible for the new British Academy Sylloge and for the publication of the Swedish coin hoards. It is a matter for deep satisfaction, then,
that it should now be possible to point to a piece of evidence which seems
conclusively to establish that Trefoil-Quadrilateral is to be placed after
Radiate/Small Cross, and almost certainly that it comes immediately after it.
In his far-ranging paper Seaby employed almost every numismatic argument that can be advanced, but he was unable to resort to that which is perhaps the least unequivocal and most immediately convincing of all, an overstrike. Quite by chance, however, I have noticed that a Trefoil-Quadrilateral
penny in the Systematic collection at Stockholm is overstruck, obverse on
reverse, on a Radiate/Small Cross penny. The coin in question (Hild. 235) is
one of the not unprolific Hereford moneyer Earnwig, and is here illustrated
(Figs, a and b) by direct photographs which have been supplied by the kind-
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ness of the authorities of the Royal Swedish Coin Cabinet. At once will be
apparent (Fig. a) the cross pattee of the reverse of the undertype which is
scarcely affected—let alone obliterated—by the superimposition of the king's
face, and only less obvious are the traces of an inner circle, a detail not found
in the case of the obverse of the overtype.
It could be argued, however, that the undertype is one common to more
than one issue in the late Saxon series, and the possibility must not automatically be excluded that the Small Cross coin of the undertype might in
fact be one of yEthelrsed II. The great City hoard of 1872, for example, is
supposed to have contained a small number of pence of ^Ethelrsed II along
with coins of William I, though numismatists perhaps have not attached
sufficient importance to the possibility that both the earliest and the latest
coins in the hoard might very well derive from small parcels concealed on
other occasions in the same vicinity. Fortunately, however, sufficient can be
seen of the undertype of the reverse of the coin under discussion for one to be
certain that the coin is one of the Confessor's (Fig. b). To facilitate recognition
the photograph of this reverse has been mounted according to the undertype,
and I would draw attention to the clear traces of the bust in the left hand of
the field, and especially to the very finely engraved hair which is particularly
conspicuous in the first heraldic quarter as mounted—the second heraldic
quarter of the overtype. This fine treatment of the hair is not found on Small
Cross coins of /Ethelrad but is quite characteristic of those of the Confessor.
Moreover it should further be noted that the mean diameter of Last Small
Cross coins is quite other than that of those of the Radiate/Small Cross issue,
and that the flan of the undertype in fact is consistent only with an attribution
to the latter.
The vital importance of the overstrike, then, is that for the first time there
is a telling and immediately tangible argument which can be adduced against
two pieces of circumstantial evidence provided by the coins of York and of
Steyning. The late Mr. H. A. Parsons noticed that only one type of Edward the
Confessor normally omits to include one or sometimes two annulets as an
addition to the reverse field. This type is Trefoil-Quadrilateral, and for this
reason Parsons suggested that it should be considered the first of the substantive issues of the reign. The argument is not strictly valid—for one thing,
the purpose of the annulet is not explained—but its superficial attraction is
obvious. In the case of Steyning, King has drawn attention to the fact that
a certain Frithewine, who appears to be the only moneyer for the mint under
Harold I and Harthacnut and for Trefoil-Quadrilateral and Radiate/Small
Cross of the Confessor and is known for Pacx, is followed by a certain Wulfric
for Pacx, Long Cross, Expanding Cross, Helmet and Sovereign. On this evidence it has been postulated that Wulfric succeeded Frithewine during the
currency of Pacx, and that the latter type was followed immediately by Long
Cross, in other words, that Trefoil-Quadrilateral and Radiate/Small Cross
are either the first and second or second and first issues of the reign. King
in fact was inclined to accept faute de mieux the Parsons and Brooke sequence
which the new overstrike condemns, but it is only fair to say that this was
in any case immaterial to his main argument which was that Pacx is the third
type of the reign, and not the fourth nor yet the first.
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Even with the new evidence, therefore, it would still just be possible to
postulate the sequence Radiate/Small Cross, Trefoil-Quadrilateral, Pacx, and
Long Cross, a permutation which until now does not seem to have commended
itself to any student, and it may be as well here briefly to adduce a new argument, not available to Seaby at the time when he was writing, which seems to
clinch the hoard-evidence that Pacx was the first of the types of Edward the
Confessor. The argument is provided by the 1880 hoard from Espinge in
Skane which contained something like 3,000 English coins. Of these some
1,200 were of Cnut. The Jewel Cross issue provided more than 350 coins with
the name of Harold and Harthacnut, and the Fleur-de-lis type of the former
well over 700. Arm-and-sceptre coins of the latter, more than three-fifths with
the legend ' C n u t ' , totalled just over 300 coins, and it is quite clear that the
Espinge find also is the source of a very high proportion of the Confessor
coins recorded for the first time in the 1881 edition of Anglosachsiska Mynt.
Of Edward the Confessor there seem to have been 166 coins, and they are
divided between three substantive types as follows:
Pacx
Radiate/Small Cross
Trefoil-Quadrilateral

.
.

.
.

152
13
1

By itself the argument is not perhaps absolute, but the natural inference must
surely be that the sequence of types is Pacx, Radiate/Small Cross, and TrefoilQuadrilateral, and it would be interesting to learn how any who may still
wish to adhere to the 'pre-Seaby' arrangements would propose to explain
away such evidence as is provided by the hoards, and notably the English
find from Wedmore and the Swedish find from Espinge.
As regards the argument that Steyning was a ' one-moneyer' mint, it must
again be pointed out that the period c. 1040-50 is not the only one when an
embarrassing interloper appears on the scene. Moreover, I feel that there is a
real danger in arguing back to the provisions of the Grateley decrees. The
main characteristic of Anglo-Saxon administration was its flexibility, and I am
reluctant to believe that the needs of the eleventh century would have been
allowed for long to be shackled by an instrument of the early tenth century
which certainly was local in its application and apparently provisional as well.
Concerning the 'evidence' of the annulet at York, it is necessary to remark
only that it runs counter to both the new arguments that have been advanced
in this note. Even if the Espinge hoard be disregarded—and that is not easy—
the fact remains that Hild. 235 of Edward the Confessor is an overstrike of
Trefoil-Quadrilateral over Radiate/Small Cross, and it is my belief that the
decision of the editors of the British Academy's new Sylloge to adopt Seaby's
ordering of the types of the Confessor will prove to have been more than justified. It only remains for me once again to extend to the authorities of the
Royal Swedish Coin Cabinet the thanks of all serious students of English
numismatics for the facilities which we have received in the course of researches which may be said already to have revolutionized our understanding
of the coinage of the late tenth and early eleventh centuries.

