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A STEYNING

COIN OF

Michael

STEPHEN

Sharp

The output of the Steyning mint has been thought to have ended with the
striking of the last type of William II, type V.
Elmore Jones in his paper
on the coins from nearby Bramber 1 stated that no coin of Henry I or Stephen
was known for Steyning.
However, a coin of Stephen type V I I , which I
believe to be of this mint, has now come to light.
The coin reads +
ERT: 0 —
TEN.
Since there appears room for
only one letter between the space for the N of ON and the T of the mint
reading and with the knowledge that the reading for Steyning in the reign
of William II was usually S T E or S T E N , it is difficult to assign this coin
elsewhere.
The moneyer's name could be Rodbert, a moneyer known for
Bramber from a unique coin of Stephen type VII in Moscow. 2 Type VII coins
bearing the same name are also known for London, Canterbury and Hastings
and were possibly the output of one m a n . 3
Of the thirty-one Stephen coins listed in Moscow four from Sussex mints
are recorded.
This total has been increased by the attribution of No.21 to
Lewes " and perhaps No.38, a Stephen type VII reading A D : O N : S T , might
turn out to be another coin of Steyning.
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AN UNPUBLISHED FARTHING OF EDWARD I

J. J. North

It is exceptional to be able to record a new denomination for a mint in the
intensely
studied
field of Edwardian
coins
and
an illustration of the
vagaries of survival in a coinage so amply represented in our collections.
The farthing of Newcastle illustrated here (Wt.0.33g) cannot be totally unexpected in view of the halfpence struck there, since, prior to its discovery,
it was the only mint in Group III apparently striking halfpence without
farthings.
The obverse inscription E R ANGLIE without inner circle places the coin
in the issue of light farthings at present associated with Group Illg.
However, the discovery of this piece from a mint only striking in Group Ille
calls for a re-examination of this association.
Doubts are re-inforced by
the farthings of the same type struck at York mint, the latest pence of
which are of Group 11 If.
Two forms of hair punches are found on the
farthings under consideration.
It will be seen that those on the Newcastle
coin are 'wire-line' terminating in a row of large separated crescents and
this form has been noted on coins of London, Bristol and York.
The second,
probably later, variety is more bushy with a line of joined curls and is
found on coins of London, Bristol and Lincoln.
However, the key to any
reclassification between Groups 11 Id and g must be the crown, as in the
case of the pence and halfpence.
On most light farthings this has sidefleurs resembling those on the pence of Group 11 Id, although some London
coins have the crown with the spread side-fleurs, which are the criterion
of Group Illg.
Applying this system, farthings of London, Bristol and
Lincoln with the early crown can be assigned to Group Illd, Newcastle and
York to Ille, and coins with the spread crown to Illg.
Of the latter, only
London has been seen by the writer, but Bristol may well exist since both
mints struck halfpence in Illg.
A further point in favour of such reclassification is provided by Lincoln mint for which no heavy farthings are
known, although halfpence of I lie were struck there.
The reverse of the Newcastle farthing reads NO/VIC/AS/TRI as do the
halfpence of that mint, but unlike these it has the normal three pellets in
each angle.
The letter N has a pellet centre, a feature of the halfpence
and many pence of Ille.
The proposed re-attribution of the farthings has
led the writer to examine the halfpence of the period with a view to correlating the two issues as far as possible.
The present designation of Illc
seems somewhat restrictive for a group of coins having both types of drapery
used to differentiate between Groups IIIc and d in the pence.
Further subdivision to accord with these would probably produce unsatisfactory results,
as the distinction is difficult to apply in the case of many pence, to such
a degree that several eminent numismatists have eschewed it in the past.
It is also doubtful whether it has the same chronological significance on the
halfpence, since the hollowed drapery of IIIc is found on the halfpence of
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Newcastle..
In
view . of this it is proposed that these halfpence should
be redesignated Group I I I c , d or c,e depending on the mint.
The following
summary demonstrates how the two denominations accord if the proposed reclassification is applied.
Farthings

Halfpence

Heavy

London
Bristol
York

III c
III c
III c

III
III
III

c,d
c,d
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III

c,d
e
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x 3

London
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III d
III d
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York

III
III

III

London
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III g

III g
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This note seems an appropriate place to correct the reference in the
Supplement to Brooke to a York halfpenny with a single pellet in each
angle.1
Such a coin would neatly complement the similar Group Ille halfpenny of Newcastle, the only other royal mint striking in that northern
group.
Indeed, in his study of the halfpence and farthings of Edward I
and II, Mr Woodhead remarked of the Newcastle coins 'no corresponding halfpence are known of any other mint although it might be expected that a
similar coin of York would turn u p ' , implying that he did not accept the
entry in Brooke. 2
In an attempt to trace the coin, the writer approached
Mr Blunt, who kindly provided details of the source of the entry.
The coin
cited was in the collection of Sir John Evans and is illustrated as Lot 2121
in the plates for the proposed sale of this, which did not take place as the
entire collection was purchased by J.P.Morgan.
Although the British Museum
bought heavily from the collection, it is not in their trays of genuine coins
or forgeries, indicating that it was probably suspect at that time.
In the
absence of the coin itself, one must fall back on the illustration for an
assessment of its genuineness.
Although the obverse appears to be of
regular style, the vital single pellets in each angle of the reverse cross
are suspect both in their size and positioning.
Those on the Newcastle halfpence are large and centrally placed in each quarter, whereas the York
pellets are small and in the angles of the central cross, where one of the
pellets of the normal triangle is usually found.
This is exactly what they
are and both Mr Blunt and Miss Archibald are also of the opinion that the
additional pellets have been erased on a genuine York halfpenny, slight
traces of these being visible even in the photograph, especially in the TAS
quarter.
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A CHESTER MINT MARK CORRECTED

H.R.Jessop

In the troubled times of Charles I's reign the city of Chester suffered a
prolonged siege at the hands of the Parliamentarians, and on 31 January
1645 the defenders ordered that old plate to the value of £100 was to be
made into coin to pay for the defence of the city and other outstanding
debts.
It would appear that the rare Chester half-crowns bearing the three
garb mint mark resulted from this warrant, and the choice of this mint mark
obviously derived from the old city arms which were three garbs (sometimes
called gerbs) surmounted by a sword of state in pale.
The coat of arms
which had been used for many years is shown in Fig.l, which is taken from
a map of the city made about 1600.
The citizens of Chester were proud of
their sword, for one was said to have been given to them by Richard II in
1394 and the existing one was carried before Henry VII when he visited the
city a hundred years later.
Until now no mention has been made of the
sword when the mint mark is described.
This may not have been noticed
because the coins are usually struck on somewhat irregular flans, the edge
of which often cuts across the mark, and they are seldom well struck up
at this place.
When a specimen occurs without these defects, the sword can
be seen and Fig.2 shows this quite clearly.
In the last quarter of the
seventeenth century a system of hall marking was introduced for silver made
in Chester and examples of these hall marks are shown (by courtesy of
Mrs G . E . P . H o w ) in Fig.3.
The mark on the left is the beribboned sword,
which is also the city's crest, the mark in the centre is the town mark, and
the mark on the right is the date letter for 1686-90.
Now attention has been drawn to the
mark will be correctly described in future.
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SOME ADDITIONAL NOTES ON THE CIVIL WAR COINAGE OF CHESTER

Michael

Sharp

Further to Mr Jessop's discovery regarding the three garbs mint mark of
Chester, it is worthy of mention that records, albeit for later dates, show
that plume and single garb punches were also used to mark Chester plate. 1
Use of the former may account for the presence of plumes on the unite and
two types of halfcrowns which are indisputably attributable to Chester.
The
use of the latter mark, the single garb, would seem to support the attribution of the halfcrowns and threepences with mint mark prostrate garb to
Chester and with them the halfcrowns and shillings clearly of the same
series but with other mint marks. 2
Mr Lyall is of the opinion that Chester coins were produced by a press.
I agree and feel there can be no doubt since, apart from the usual 'bowing'
and 'pinching' features which are particularly evident on the halfcrowns,
there are halfcrowns of Lyall types a/i and b/ii which have been struck
from clashed dies, a feature one is not inclined to associate with use of the
hammer.
On such pieces traces of the impression of the arms on the reverse
die are evident below the body of the horse (Illustration n o . l ) .
It seems appropriate to record here the discovery of a third example
of a Chester shilling of Lyall type d/vi (Illustration no.2).
Although
broken, this coin (said to have been found in an old house in Chester)
shows a less worn portrait than the other specimens (Farquhar Lot 156 and
Ryan Lot 1329).
The unusually high relief of the portrait may have contributed to the severe breaks in the die.
The other two shillings, Lyall types
for comparison (Illustration nos.3 and 4)
British Museum for making these available
debted to those numismatists who have so
available for study.

e/vii and e/viii, are illustrated
and I thank the Trustees of the
for photography.
I am also inkindly made their Chester coins
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