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Introduction
THE Romano-Celtic temple on Hayling Island, Hampshire, was excavated between 1976 and
1982, following extensive investigations at the turn of the century.1 The earliest structure on
the site was a circular timber building, set within a roughly square enclosure, which appears to
be a courtyard. The Iron Age shrine is thought to have stood from the later first century BC
until the second half of the first century AD, when it was levelled to make way for a massive
stone-built replacement. The Roman temple embodied the main elements of its predecessor on
a far larger scale and has close architectural parallels with the large circular shrines of central
and western Gaul. In the early second century AD there were further alterations, and the
temple continued in use throughout the century. Although the building itself then went into
decline, the coin evidence suggests that activity on the site continued until at least the end of
the fourth century.
Coin deposition within the temple
151 Iron Age coins were found during excavations, together with 152 Roman coins. 2 The
majority of these had probably been deliberately deposited, presumably as offerings, together
with many other types of artefacts, at the end of what may well have been a complex sequence
of ritual activities involving the objects in question.3 The accompanying late Iron Age material
includes personal items such as brooches, bracelets, and rings; four speculum mirrors; horse
and vehicle trappings; warrior equipment; and miscellaneous items, including two bronze
tankard handles and several iron 'currency bars'. Other pre-Conquest finds include local Iron
Age pottery, some of it wheel-turned cordoned ware imitating the north Gaulish tradition, and
sherds of imported Italian wine amphorae, as well as quantities of animal bone, mainly sheep
or goat, and pig. The absence of cattle bones is conspicuous, and probably reflects a feature of
the cult practised at the site. Several of these objects, especially pottery and animal bone, and
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to a lesser extent coins and brooches, although no weaponry, continued to be placed in the
temenos of the Roman temple until the early third century AD. The nature of the subsequent
use of the site is uncertain. The post-excavation recovery of Roman coins from topsoil in the
general temple area suggests that activity on the site continued, though there could have been
a shift in the focus of activity in the late Roman period (cf. fig. 4 below).
A number of the coins were probably deposited in small groups rather than singly (e.g. HI
143-148), but the detailed stratigraphic analysis which might permit reconstruction of other
less obvious associations has yet to be undertaken.4 Some of the other metal objects were also
grouped around burnt areas of gravel or mud-stone, which may have been offering points.
Like coins, brooches are frequent finds at other Romano-Celtic temples in Britain and on the
Continent, and presumably fulfilled a similar function as offerings.5 The brooch assemblage
from Hayling is of particular interest since the proportion of true Nauheim types (11%) - as
opposed to derivatives - stands out from other British sites, matching exactly the early
chronological emphasis and Continental affinities of the coins.6
Another important category is the group of broken sword-shaped iron 'currency bars'.
These standardized iron ingots were in widespread use in central-southern England during the
middle Iron Age. Whether or not such objects originally had any monetary significance, a
recent study has shown that in most if not all cases their deposition was motivated by ritual
beliefs.7 Hayling Island would therefore seem to represent a continuation of the tradition,
although it is the first formal temple to yield such a find - most 'currency bars' come from
settlement boundaries, or natural settings such as rivers, caves, or rocks - and lies at the end of
their chronological range.8
Many of the small metal objects on the site were bent or broken before deposition. The
breaking of metal objects deposited for votive reasons is well known on other British and
Continental temple sites. Some of the Iron Age and Roman coins have also been deliberately
damaged, which in this particular context may suggest sacrificial intent (see Table 1). The
great majority of such coins are pre-Claudian in date, suggesting that this practice was at its
height before and immediately after the Roman conquest of Britain. While it is natural to
assume that bent or stabbed plated coins were so treated to test for plating, most of the
deliberately damaged Iron Age coins at Hayling Island were of perfectly good manufacture,
calling into question the usual interpretation of cuts and stabs even with the plated coins on
this site. Where the Roman plated coins are concerned, there is also a conspicuous absence of
the 'bankers' marks' and regular stamps so often employed elsewhere in Britain in the process
of sorting genuine from false denarii, but a prevalence instead of crude cuts and stabs that
would be equally compatible with ritual destruction.
The identity of the cult to which the shrine was dedicated remains unknown. It is, however,
very probable that the temple was part of the development of the Chichester-Fishbourne area
under Verica and Cogidubnus. There was an early temple to Neptune and Minerva at
Chichester, 9 and the composition of the Iron Age finds at Hayling Island might suggest
dedication to another martial deity.
4
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TABLE
Deliberately

damaged coins (*= plated coin):

site phase

coin period

IV
X
IV
II/IV
X
X
III/IV
X
II/IV, some VII
X
X
X
X

B2
B2
B2
B3
B2
B1
B2
B3
G3
G3
G2
G3
G1

X
X
X
X
III/IV
IV
IV/VII
X
X
VII
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X

Rla
Rla
Rla
Rib
Rib
Rib
Rlc
Rib
Rib
Rlc
Rid
R2a
R2a
R3
R8
R13b
R15a
R10-16

Iron Age coins
HI no.
8
12
14
39
71
74
94*
103*
124*
132*
135
151*
152*

edge apparently flattened with a blow
edge bent
holed
edge chisel-cut and coin hammered
cut in half
cut in quarters
edge stabbed
cut roughly in half
edge cut
bent and slashed
cut in half
cut in half
slashed

Roman coins
halved as, stabbed 3 times"
168
175*
stabbed
pricked
179*
185*
cut in half, edge hammered
188*
stabbed
pricked
191*
195
halved as, cut
196*
pricked
198*
cut in half, broken
201*
scratched
211*
slashed, pieces snapped from rim
edge bent
228
235
edge bent
263*
3 pieces snapped off, preserving portrait
293*
piece cut off
362
cut in half
cut in half
436
cut in half
451

The history of the local dynasty in this period is relevant to the evolution of the temple.
About a generation after Caesar's invasion, the rulers of the southern British kingdom appear
to have entered into an alliance with the new Roman authorities across the Channel with
whom they had already developed increasingly close ties. Tincommius (c. 20 BC-AD 5) was
almost certainly entitled Rex et Amicus by Augustus - a client king; this relationship is
reflected in some of his coins (e.g. HI 44-7), whose types are strongly influenced by Roman
engraving techniques. 12 Some of the earliest dies of this phase of Tincommius' coinage may
actually have been engraved in Gaul, perhaps at the mint on the Titelbierg, for the same hand
seems to have been at work on the coinage of the Treveran authority ARDA as on some of

10
For the significance of site phases and coin periods, see
notes to figs. 1 - 4 below.
11
Halved republican and early imperial asses (HI 166-70,
192, 195, 262) are a separate p h e n o m e n o n (p. 54 below),

although two of them (HI 168, 195) were also hacked at as
well, HI 168 with 3 conspicuous blows.
12
M. H e n i g , ' T h e origin of s o m e ancient British coin
types', Britannia 3 (1972), 209-223.
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Tincommius' dies. 13 This might even be connected with Augustus' tour of Gaul in 16 BC, an
appropriate opportunity to underscore the alliance at a time when the administrative
organization of Gaul was being put on a new footing.
During his long reign, Verica (c. AD 10-41/43) also maintained a close alliance with Rome.
His coin types mirror ongoing changes in Roman coinage, current in Gaul: types of Augustus,
Tiberius, and Gaius are imitated.' 4 There is, however, little evidence for the presence of
significant quantities of Roman coinage in Britain at this time, and none at all for its use as
currency in the island. Familiarity with the form and types of contemporary Roman coinage
went hand in hand with other aspects of ongoing contact with the Romans in Gaul. A
comparison can be made with second- to first-century BC Noricum, where the local client
kings had a similar relationship with Rome, and imitated types of Roman denarii on their
otherwise entirely native coinage. 15
Although the first shrine on Hayling Island may prove to have been in existence earlier,
coins seem only to have been deposited with any regularity during the later first century BC at
the earliest. The custom of using coins as ritual offerings probably reflects adaptation to a
Gallo-Roman style of religious observance that was by then typical of Roman Gaul, but still
foreign to Britain, during the generation immediately before the conquest of Britain, in a local
climate that was exceptionally dependent upon Roman support, and openly proclaimed it.
In AD 40 Gaius attempted invading Britain, but was thwarted by a mutiny at Boulogne;
soon after, perhaps ousted by Epaticcus or Caratacus, Verica fled to Claudius, who did
successfully initiate the conquest in AD 43. 1 6 Although Verica now disappears from the
record, he was apparently succeeded as ruler by Cogidubnus, a notable Roman ally who was
still alive in Tacitus' time (Agricola 14). The kingdom furnished an important supply-centre at
Fishbourne harbour for the Roman armies during the early years of the invasion, as well as an
initial base for Vespasian's conquest of the Durotriges, and its ruler was richly rewarded for
his support. Cogidubnus was made a privileged ally, left legally free, and given defeated tribes
to administer. He was awarded Roman citizenship by Claudius (Tiberius Claudius C.) and
styled himself Rex Magnus.17 Presumably in AD 69 he espoused Vespasian's cause, bringing
still further rewards. His dedication to Roman ways is manifest in the quite exceptional
monuments for their date in Britain that he had constructed at Chichester and Fishbourne. It
was probably under Cogidubnus, towards the end of his reign, that the earlier wooden shrine
at Hayling Island began to be replaced with a new stone temple, employing a masonry
technique also used at Fishbourne and Chichester.
Could Hayling Island temple have played some part in reinforcing the peculiar status of the
client kings of the southern dynasty? The coinage found at the site has a number of features
that would be compatible with its interpretation as a cult centre connected with the exceptional

13
D. Nash, Coinage in the Celtic World (London, 1987), p.
129, cf. D . E Allen (ed. D. Nash), The Coins of the Ancient
Celts (Edinburgh, 1980), p. 80.
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S. S c h e e r s , ' L e s i m i t a t i o n s c e l t i q u e s des m o n n a i e s
romaines en Angleterre et leur signification historique', Actes

du 9e Congres International

de Numismatique

1982, pp.

619-23. See now also her article, 'Celtic coin types in Britain
and their Mediterranean origins', in Celtic coinage:
Britain
and Beyond, edited by M. Mays (B.A.R. 222, Oxford, 1992),
pp. 33—4-6.
15
Allen/Nash, op. cit., n. 13 above, p. 51; Nash, op. cit., n.
13 above, p. 63.
16
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presumably after Claudius became Emperor. Perhaps the most
likely candidate to have displaced him is Epaticcus. Although
Epaticcus styles himself the son of Tasciovanus (Tincommius'

contemporary north of the Thames), his relatively rare coinage
is struck in gold and silver units and fractions only, following
the s o u t h e r n t r a d i t i o n . M o s t of its findspots are within
s o u t h e r n territory, i n c l u d i n g C h i c h e s t e r , w h e r e i s s u e s of
Epaticcus account for 20 per cent of the Iron Age finds (cf.
notes on HI 1 0 5 - 6 ) . A l t e r n a t i v e l y , Verica was e j e c t e d by
C u n o b e l i n u s ' son Caratacus, who by A D 43 had evidently
succeeded Epaticcus, whose silver types he borrowed for his
own very limited coinage.
17
Bogaers, op. cit., n. 11 above. Bogaers's reading Re[gis
MJagni Brit[anniae] of the dedication inscription of the temple of
Neptune and Minerva at Chichester replaces the previous rendition
Leg Aug Brit, an honour which has always been difficult to
explain. It is conceivable that Cogidubnus' title recalls the paramount status earlier enjoyed by the eastern ruler, Cunobelinus,
whom Suetonius called King of the Britons (Caligula 44, 2).
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position of a British dynasty that had been dependent upon Roman support even before the
Conquest. In a much earlier era, we hear of a temple of Minerva in Cisalpine Gaul where
'immovable' military standards were kept 1 8 - this seems to have represented or even
guaranteed cohesion among allied but otherwise independent tribal units. The temple of divus
Claudius founded in Britain at Colchester19 on the model of the altar and temple of Rome and
Augustus at Lugdunum in Gaul performed analogous functions within provincial territory. In
an allied kingdom, an explicit cult of Rome and Augustus would have been inappropriate, but
Cogidubnus seems to have paid meticulous homage to the Roman dynasty for his own
reasons, and some form of ceremonial expression of his allegiance - this temple, for instance
- would make sense.
Cogidubnus struck no known coinage of his own, but his kingdom did not become Roman
territory, using exclusively Roman currency as its own, until after his death at some point in
the late first century AD. As a free ally surrounded by conquered lands, Cogidubnus' territory
was crucial to the organization and economy of early provincial southern Britain without
being an integral part of it. His own independent need for coinage was largely met from local
Iron Age coinage still in circulation, although some Roman coinage, especially silver, also
presumably started to come into use, as happened in the territory of his fellow client ruler,
Prasutagus, in East Anglia. 20 This complicates the interpretation of the Iron Age coins on the
site, although it will be argued below that a tentative distinction can be drawn between preand post-Conquest coin finds. There are similar difficulties with the Roman coins. Firstcentury AD Roman coinage is found at Hayling Island in quantities unusual in Britain outside
military sites, and most of it probably derives from the post-Conquest period, reflecting
Cogidubnus' hospitality to the invading forces as well as interaction with conquered areas of
Britain. There is, however, a small amount of Roman coinage in late pre-Conquest contexts on
the site, together with the British and Continental Iron Age coins that constitute the majority
of the coins recovered. Roman and Gaulish coins may well have entered Britain together
during the early first century AD, reflecting the southern dynasty's early involvement with the
Romans in Gaul.
The Iron Age and Roman coins from the Hayling Island temple comprise one of the largest
and most unusual mixed groups of site finds in Britain, including many rare or hitherto
unrecorded British types and an unusually high proportion of Gaulish imports. The early
Roman coin assemblage also has many atypical features. The opportunity has therefore been
taken to publish a preliminary account of the coins here, although full assessment of their
significance must await the main excavation report, on which work is still proceeding.21 The
catalogue is followed by a discussion of the nature and sequence of coin deposition at the
temple, where both the Iron Age and Roman finds will be set in their wider British and
Gaulish context.

18
Polybius, Histories II. 32. In Celtic territories, the armed
g o d d e s s R o m a could perhaps readily be assimilated to the
native w a r r i o r deity called M i n e r v a or A t h e n a by
M e d i t e r r a n e a n o b s e r v e r s . In this c o n n e c t i o n , the m a r k e d
preference for the Minerva type of Claudian as when local
copies were made in Britain and Gaul is perhaps significant.
19
Tacitus Annals 14, 31.
20
As is clear from the presence of Roman denarii in several
post-Conquest Icenian silver hoards. See J. Creighton, 'The
decline and fall of the Icenian monetary system', in M. Mays
(ed.) op. cit.. n. 14 above, pp. 8 3 - 9 2 . The two recent post-

Conquest silver finds in southern territory, at Waltham St
L a w r e n c e , Berkshire, and at W a n b o r o u g h , Surrey, both
contained small numbers of Roman denarii alongside many
more Iron Age issues. For Waltham St Lawrence, see now A.
Burnett, ' C e l t i c c o i n a g e in Britain III: the Waltham St
Lawrence treasure trove', BNJ 60 (1990), 13-28.
21
We are indebted lo Anthony King and Graham Soffe,
who together with the late Robert D o w n e y directed the
1976-82 excavations, for their permission to publish the coins
in advance of the main report, and for providing much helpful
information.
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CATALOGUE OF COINS FROM THE HAYLING ISLAND TEMPLE
Daphne Briggs and Colin Haselgrove
1. BRITISH COINS
A. CENTRAL-SOUTHERN BRITAIN
Thin Silver Coins
Hampshire
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Type22

AR 0.49g SF 572. Paper-thin silver unit, cf. M.321, VA 1280-1 (ascribed to Durotriges), Allen p. 82, cf. pi.
v fig. 30. Rev. ring and 2 chains below horse, centre-dotted ring, chain, and pellets above.
AR 0.45g SF 1087. Another, cf. Allen fig. 30. Rev. ring (?) below horse, 4 centre-dotted rings above.
AR 0.48g SF 448. Another, as VA 1280-1 and Allen fig. 30. Rev. lyre ornament above horse, 2 rings and
chains below.
AR 0.28g SF 423. Another, broken.
AR 0.58g SF 335. Another.
AR 0.20g SF 417. Another, uncertain variety.

These coins have often been ascribed to the Durotriges, most recently by Van Arsdell (p. 301). Derek Allen's
reasons for preferring an east Hampshire origin are, however, still valid. Apart from the six at Hayling Island and
the similar coins listed below (HI 7 - 8 , 9 - 1 4 ) , the following findspots are known: one in a find from 'near
Portsmouth', 1830; six from excavations in 1911-12 at Hengistbury Head; four in the Le Catillon hoard; one each
from excavations at Winchester in 1964 and Owslebury in 1970; and another from an unknown location in
Hampshire. Nothing in the type or distribution of the series really suggests a Durotrigan origin; somewhere to the
east of the Solent is much more likely, where they evidently constitute the earliest stratum of indigenous silver
coinage.
Allen noted Continental parallels for the types of the Hampshire thin silver series, which is unusual in being
virtually flat. The potential Continental prototypes are perhaps later than Allen thought; none are incontestably
earlier than the 60s BC. Then, for what was probably a short period around the middle of the first century BC,
probably extending into the 40s or even 30s BC, a number of communities in areas of Gaul close to the Channel, in
central-southern Britain, and perhaps on some of the Channel Islands, struck thin silver coins, usually distinctly
scyphate, and often with very elaborate zoomorphic designs. These include several silver types from north-western
Gaul between the lower Seine and Picardy (S. 51-3), the latest Armorican billon coinages in small denominations
(e.g. LT XXI 6455-6480, and many on pis. XXV-XXVII), and still largely unclassified coinages presumably of
British or Channel Islands origin such as those that follow from Hayling Island. In 1985-6 an example of S. 52
was excavated at Silchester, 2 3 demonstrating that the supposed Continental prototypes did sometimes reach
southern England. Provisionally, all these coinages may be ascribed to points within the same chronological
horizon, from c. 70/60-c. 40/30 BC. The origins of the Hampshire series itself could fall on either side of Caesar's
invasion of Britain.

Fractions similar to Hampshire

Type

7.

AR pi. 0.16g SF 294. Thin base silver fraction, VA-, M-. Obv. thunderbolt pattern with centre-dotted ring in
centre; Rev. horse 1., 2 rings below, several pellets above. Perhaps a fraction of the larger Hampshire type
above.

8.

AR 0.13g SF 1663. Thin silver fraction, VA-, M-. Obv. similar to last, with large wheel ornaments either
side and centre-dotted rings; Rev. similar to last, with various centre-dotted rings in the field. Edge
apparently hammered, deleting the design.

22
D.F. Allen, ' L e s pieces d ' a r g e n t minces du c o m t e de
Hampshire: nouveau lien entre la Gaule celtique et le Grande
Bretagne', RN (Ser. 6), 7 (1965), 7 9 - 9 3 .

23

Information M. Fulford.
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Other types
9.

AR 0.52g SF 389. Silvered base alloy unit, VA-, M-. Obv. Abstract design based on head, neck, and forelegs of 2
horses back to back; Rev. horse 1., with rope curling forward from chin; dolphin above, flower ornament below.
Akin to S.53 (fig. 337: probably from Picardy), but types on both sides reversed. See also Delestree fig. 21.

10.

AR 0.27g SF 3005. Another, Obv. type clearly equine.

11.

AR 0.28g SF 99. Fragile thin silver coin. Obv. pattern of paired animals, poorly preserved, somewhat as
last; Rev. horse r., 3 dots below, otherwise as last.

12.

AR pi. 0.69g SF 3483. Thin silver coin, bent, VA-, M-. Obv. Abstract, possibly zoomorphic pattern
(damaged); Rev. horse r. with various poorly preserved ornaments. See, remotely, M321a.

13.

AR 0.37g SF 706. Very thin base silver coin, much corroded, VA-, M-. Obv. uncertain type employing many
dots; Rev. pattern of a ring or stylized face and dots; cf. paired eyes on Obv. of Hampshire type, or
Durotriges potin motifs, VA pis. 35-7. For possible Continental parallels see Belgic potins S. 198 or AV of
Treveri (S. 22), both of which were issued in the first half of the first century BC.

14.

AR(?) 0.64g SF 1735. Broken and corroded; illegible thin British type. Rev. might depict animal to right
looking over its own back. There seems to be a deliberately punched hole in the flan, confused with
subsequent breakage.

Silver units and fractions
Types with Belgic affinities
15.

AR 1.14g SF 2905. Unit of uncertain Continental/British origin. Obv. two stylized confronted horses with
foal, vegetal motif, and sun motif below (cf. S. 53, fig. 337, probably from Picardy); Rev. horse r., wheel
and sun ornament above, small animal or fish looking over its back below (cf. severed horse-head motif on
British silver, nos 4 1 - 3 below).

See WSL 16 (Obv). Burnett ad loc. notes another with similar obverse in the Le Catillon hoard, and another
'roughly similar' found in 1989 near Kingsclere, Hants.
16.

AR 1.02g SF 668. Unit of uncertain Continental/British origin. Obv. schematic hd. r. with flamboyant hair
(die apparently much altered); Rev. triple-tailed horse r. with severed head above and Armorican boar below.

The Obv. type probably copies Conquest-period central-western Gaulish silver inscribed ANDECOMBO (HI 151).
The reverse design, with severed head, is inspired by central Gaulish silver issues of the first half of the first
century BC, still in use in the mid century (Nash SC, figs. 656-64), but the horse is derived from late gold issues of
the Aulerci Eburovices (Scheers, Seine-Maritime, pi. XIV, 284-93 and op cit. (1980), n. 44 below, pi. Ill), also still
in use in the mid first century BC. Late Armorican or Channel Islands silver billon coins also copied a wide range
of the Gaulish coin types that were in general circulation during the decades immediately following the Roman
conquest of Gaul (e.g. LT XXV J16 - XXVI 10392). The Hayling Island coin, though certainly of different
geographical origin from the coins in LT, seems to be doing something similar in choice of types, and if it is indeed
imitating ANDECOMBO, is unlikely to be earlier than the 40s BC.
These coins may come from the Hampshire area, or at least from central-southern Britain. Another was found at
Alciston, Sussex, in 1989 (1.35g, CCI 90/55, BNJ Coin Register 1990 no. 4). A third (CCI 90/837, 1.27g),
probably from the same reverse die but in an earlier state, and with its obverse die also in better condition, was
found '3 km from Chichester'. Burnett (WSL on no. 15) mentions another example from the same place 'near
Chichester'. A fourth, a variant in cruder style, was in the Waltham St Lawrence hoard (WSL 15, 1.16g).
17.

AR 0.87g SF 2862. Silver unit of Continental/British type, VA-, M-. Obv. hd. r.; Rev. horse r. with lyre below, wheel
above, and pseudo-legend. Obv. cf. S. 63, fig. 360 (Belgic bronzes of uncertain origin, perhaps from Picardy).

Again, an origin in central-southern Britain or in the Channel Islands seems likely. Other examples are recorded
from 'the Isle of Wight', shown to the British Museum (CCI 92/48, 1.14g); one from Petersfield, Hants, or else
Harting, Sussex, now in The Museum, St Helier, Jersey (CCI no number, n.w.); one from the Le Catillon hoard,
Jersey (Allen, Origins, p. 298); one from Bognor, Sussex (illust. Allen, Origins, pi. xiii no. 20).
For the types in general compare the post-Conquest silver of Picardy (Delestree), with which the British coinage
is probably contemporary.
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Types with Armorican affinities
18.

AR 2.07g SF 615. Base silver unit, perhaps not British. Obv. hd. r., rather Armorican in style, with heavy locks
of hair; Rev. horse r., with Armorican boar below, as on LT XXI 6455 (Andecavi; post-Conquest period).

Both types, especially the obverse, bear some resemblance to HI 17. On the reverse, the motif of boar beneath
horse is a familiar one on mid-first century BC Armorican coinage, e.g. Coriosolites (see HI 133) or Baiocasses
(see HI 136). Stylistically, this coin has most in common with coins of the Baiocasses. Cf. also, remotely, LT XLI,
Ev. Pl. G 1, M87 (Le Catillon) or the Channel Islands (?) billon coins of the period after the Caesarian war (HI
138-9). HI 18 may prove not be an insular issue when more provenanced examples come to light.
19.

AR 0.35g SF 130. Base silver fraction, VA-, M-. Obv. pattern of lyre (or possibly two connected by linear
design), wreath, and rings; Rev. boar to left with ring and lyre ornaments.

For the reverse type, see J.P. Bushe-Fox, Hengistbury Head, Pl xxxii, 27; the obverse of this coin also has some
similarities. Another possible obverse parallel is the AR unit VA 1185-1, unattributed, though classified with
'Irregular Dobunnic' coins (p. 284), and perhaps contemporary with them (see HI 95). Compare also AR unit M
446d (fd. Rowlands Castle, Hants., 1948), classified by Allen as a south of the Thames type, British LZ10. 2 4
20.

AR pl. 0.72g SF 447. Base silver plated fraction, VA-, M-. Obv. two boars arranged around centre-dotted
ring, ring-dot ornaments in field; Rev. horse 1. with ring-dot ornaments, and rayed motif in front. Some
affinities with the coin from Hengistbury Head compared with HI 19.

21.

Silvered billon 0.59g SF 326. Fraction of uncertain Continental/British origin. Obv. hd. r., hair incised in
straight lines; Rev. Armorican human-headed horse r., uncertain trailing ornament in front, wheel below.

See style of the latest Armorican billon issues, e.g. LT XXI 6455 (Andecavi) or XXIII 6794 (Redones).
As already indicated, the chronology of these thin silver coinages as a whole is uncertain, and their relationship
with standard British silver issues is undetermined. The many points of similarity with non-quinarius type
Continental silver issues of the period c. 70/60 BC^10/30 BC is suggestive, and they might tentatively be regarded
as parts of the same phenomenon. There are other examples of coin design shared by communities inside and
outside a Roman province: a relevant example is the silver monnaies a la croix of the first century BC, struck both
within the Roman province of Gallia Narbonensis, and by independent communities in south-western Gaul. Coins
of this general type in Britain seem to derive primarily from areas close to the Channel coastline, and the dolphin
employed as a subsidary element in the design of HI 9 may be an explicit reference to maritime concerns; dolphins
are still occasionally sighted off the south-western coast of Britain. In this connection, the poorly preserved coin
HI 12 seems, on the reverse, to include a subsidiary motif very like the ship motif (or key-like derivative) held
aloft by the horseman on the much earlier coinage of Normandy (LT XX 6949, 6927-8; Scheers, Seine-Maritime,
pl. XIII 270, with bibliography p. 71; third/second century BC).

Other Early Uninscribed Issues 2 5
22.

AV pl. 4.60g SF 332. British QA = VA 214-1, M 58 var.

The types on both sides of this coin are derived from Suessiones gold staters, S. 26 figs. 174-6, c. 60/50 BC (see
HI 123), but the designs have been reinterpreted in British style: note especially the horse's head. "British" QA
coins are not uncommon in northern France, suggesting that the earliest issues of the type (on a 5.9g standard, and
in yellow gold) were actually struck there, subsequent development of the series later taking place in Britain. The
British variety was ancestral to the earliest inscribed gold staters of the central-southern area in the name of
COMMIOS (VA 3.50-1), and may be dated to 50/40 BC.
23.

AR pl. 0.88g SF 416. Silver unit, VA-, M-. Obv. hd. 1., somewhat Armorican in style, surrounded by crescent
ornaments; Rev. Atrebatic horse 1., surrounded by rings and pellets, sun ornament above, circular motif below.
Dies of HI 24.

24.

AR pl. 0.79g SF 2780. Another. Dies of HI 23.

24
T h e type is a s c r i b e d by Van Arsdell ( 1 6 6 2 - 1 ) to
Dubnovelleunus in Essex, without argument.
25
A fuller understanding of these coinages, some of which

are little known and u n p u b l i s h e d , will b e c o m e possible on
completion of Simon Bean's Ph.D. thesis for the University of
Nottingham on the coinage of this area of Iron Age Britain.
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25.

AR pi. 0.67g SF 3457. Another. Rev. die of HI 23-4; Obv. die too poorly preserved for secure comparison.

26.

AR pi. 0.65g SF 2925. Another.

27.

AR pi. 0.86g SF 6 0 9 2 . 2 6 Another, variant.

At present, this is the largest number of coins of this unpublished type from a single site, and while that does not
necessarily indicate origin in the immediate locality, the presence of three die-linked specimens would be
compatible with manufacture nearby. 27 The style and module of these coins are comparable with other early
standard silver units of the central-southern area, notably those that follow on below. While there do not seem at
present to be any other recorded finds of this exact type, a gold fraction with identical types was found 'in Sussex'
in 1990 (CCI 90/842, 0.77g). A very similar but not identical silver coin, with Obv. a ring before the forehead and
Rev. a double ring on the horse's shoulder and haunch and a rayed star above was found at Sheering, Essex (CCI
90/721, n.w., illust. BNJ Coin Register 1990, no. 146). The Waltham St Lawrence hoard contained two coins with
similar reverse, but obverse to right (WSL 17-18, 0.97, 0.8 lg).
28.

AR pi. 1.09g SF 2079. Plated base silver unit, perhaps early Atrebatic, M-, VA cf. 280-1. Obv. stylized head
1. with circular ornament on chin, double row of dots before mouth; Rev. horse r. with sun ornament above
and ring below.

Three other coins of precisely the same type are recorded in CCI. One is well preserved and shows the types more
clearly: Obv. hd. 1. with several straight ropes of hair swept back, prominent round chin, and double ring in front of
the throat; Rev. horse r. with double-ring ornament on shoulder and haunches, double nostrils, ring and dot
ornaments in field, and spiral sun ornament above (0.87g, CCI 92/52, probably ex Wanborough hoard). A second
coin, (0.72g, CCI 88/71) is said to have come from Essex, but a manuscript note by Mr Van Arsdell suggests it was
found at Danebury (Hants.), 1984. A third (15.2 grains = 0.99g, CCI 86/192) is recorded as having been found at
'"Haslemere 1985", poss. = Wanborough = Mossop'.
29.

AR pi. 0 . 5 l g SF 6088. Similar type: Obv. illegible, ? hd. 1.; Rev. horse 1., wheel ornament above, ring or
rings in front.

30.

AV pi. 0.82g SF 1767. Core of plated quarter-stater, VA-, M-. Obv. diademed hd. 1.; Rev. horse r. with two
prominent nostrils, surrounded by wheel, ring, and dot ornaments. Cf. Atrebatic types VA pi. 9, M pi. V
(Allen British QC) or VA 234-1, M76 (Allen LX4).

Another with identical types (AV 0.93g, CCI 90/812, BNJ Coin Register 1990 no. 127) was found at Robin Wood,
Compton, West Sussex, in 1989. Cf. WSL 10, 14. Burnett notes another similar to WSL 14 was found at Farley
Heath (coin in BM).
31.

AR 0.98g SF 664. Silver unit, VA-, M-. Obv. horse 1. looking back, with large nostrils; Rev. horse r. with the
same large nostrils, sun ornaments above and below.

This coin is Atrebatic in style: cf. VA pi. 9, 250-1, 280-1 (Rev.). Cf. also BNJ Coin Register 1990 no. 145, found
at Tilbury, Essex, but with Obv. reversed, and different motifs in field on the reverse, perhaps a Trinovantian issue.
32.

AR pi. 0.87g SF 473. As last, but Rev. type reversed.

33.

AV pi. 0.79g SF 1675. Quarter-stater, VA-, M-. Obv. abstract cruciform pattern; Rev. Atrebatic horse 1., oval
or circular ornament in front with at least 2 central dots; 2 rings below. Cf 'Atrebatic Abstract' type, VA
242-1, M 73 (British QC).

Another, in silver, with almost identical types but no provenance is recorded in CCI (91/598, 0.40g). A second
silver coin, very similar but with sketchier obverse was allegedly found at Waltham St Lawrence, Berks, in 1990,
(CCI 90/822, 0.49g = N.Circ October 1990, 268, no. 8).
34.

AV pi. 0.83g SF 595. Core of plated quarter-stater; Obv. as VA 244-3 ('Atrebatic'), Rev. illegible.

26
SF numbers from 5001 onwards have been assigned by us
to coins collected as surface finds from the temple area after
the excavations had finished.

27
HI 23 and 24 were found in levels II and VII of the site
respectively,
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Another similar coin is recorded in CCI (84/645, n.w., Van Arsdell collection, no provenance): same Obv., but Rev.
has horse r. with star ornament above (British QC).
35.

AV pi. 0.58g SF 1683. Very corroded bronze core of uncertain type, probably a quarter-stater. Obv.
cruciform ornament: Rev. horse r. with ring above and uncertain ornament below. See 'Atrebatic Abstract'
types, VA 244-1, 246-1, M 73, 74 (British QC), but different in detail.

36.

AR 1.25g SF 647. Silver unit, VA-, M-. Obv. hd. r. with hair in heavy crescents; Rev. horse r., centre-dotted
ring above, ring and three pellets in front, ring ornament with double linear superstructure below.

37.

AR 1.02g SF 2169. Another.

38.

AR 1.30g SF 3064. Another.

39.

AR 1.02g SF 1385. Base silver unit that seems to have been hammered, splitting the flan. VA-. M-. Obv. as
last; Rev. similar, but radial spikes behind horse's rump.

A similar coin to no. 39 was found 'near Portsmouth' in 1830 (information from Paul Robinson). It is possible
that nos 36-9, otherwise unrecorded, were struck locally, and to judge from the damaged state of some of the
dies, it may originally have been a substantial coinage which has since largely disappeared, perhaps recalled
soon after issue. All four coins listed here were found in different places on the site, three of which were in
clearly pre-Flavian contexts. They are also unusual among coins found on this site in that none seems to be
plated.

Early Inscribed silver units
40.

AR pi. 0.87g SF 3487. VA Atrebatic C unit, see 355-1/3/5, M446b. Garbled inscription on Obv., EC on Rev.
Horse akin to HI 41-3.
Van Arsdell attributes this coinage to Commius (NCirc December 1986, 330; March 1987, 42; May 1989, 115;
November 1989, 289; see also D. Symons, ibid., May 1991, 112, no. 2). Van Arsdell links inscribed and
uninscribed varieties together by the E symbol on the reverse in its various forms, and these in turn are connected
with a similar symbol on some gold staters also attributed to Commius (M 92 var., VA 352-1). One silver unit of
this series (CCI 91/36=90/840, 0.268g, found near Chichester) does appear to have CO under the chin on the
obverse.
This is evidently a complex series of coin types with many varieties, mostly uninscribed or illiterate, and it
seems premature to ascribe the series as a whole to Commius himself, although it is apparent that at least some
of the coins may have originated in the central-southern area, and they may well belong to the same
chronological horizon. Another exactly as HI 40 was found at Hurstbourne Tarrant, Hants. (CCI 92/316, n.w.).
Van Arsdell (NCirc Nov. 1989, 289) records two minims of the series (cf. VA 3 5 5 - 5 ) found by metal detector
near Danebury, Wilts. Another crude variant with fallen E symbol was found near Woodstock, Oxon. (CCI
90/92, n.w.). In connection with the latter is is worth noting the similarity in style between these coins and
Dobunnic silver issues (M pi. XXIII, VA pis. 29-31): it is perhaps unlikely that this is a single unified series
with a single point of issue.
41.

AR pi. 0 . 8 5 g S F 3315. Unit inscribed NMRVR, VA 473-1, M 131b.

42.

AR (?pl.) 1.03g SF 2328. Another.

43.

AR pi. 0.85g SF 2960. Another.

A specimen of this coinage, published in SCMB October 1979, appeared to read TINCOM in upside-down letters
standing on the rim of the design, starting behind the head at the right. Something similar can be discerned on
M 131b. Van Arsdell classifies this type as Verica's first coinage, suggesting that the inscription, poorly preserved
on the specimen he illustrates, might read VERICA. The Hayling Island specimens have a garbled and probably
illiterate inscription that cannot confidently be derived from the name of any known dynast. The style of the
engraving suggests contemporaneity with Tasciovanus (e.g. VA 1750-1, M 171), and therefore also with
Tincommius. This is probably a central-southern coinage, perhaps from the north of the region. The coin published
in SCMB in October 1979 was found at Silchester, and the Waltham St Lawrence hoard contained what seems to be
a fraction (WSL 23, 0.40g): Rev. exactly the same, but Obv. has another horse to r., surrounded by ring and wheel
ornaments. All the Hayling Island examples come from different dies.
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Later Atrebates/Regni and associates
Tincommius
44.

AV pi. 0.69g SF 1355. Tincommius quarter-stater, VA 378-1, M 97.

45.

AV pi. 3.89g SF 1835. Tincommius stater, VA 385-1, M 100.

46.

AV pi. 2.82g SF 2338. Another.

47.

AV pi. 0.89g SF 2952. Tincommius quarter-stater, VA 390-1, M 104.

48.

AR pi. 1.02g SF 3327. Tincommius unit, VA 396-1, M 106.

49.

AR pi. 0.75g SF 533. Another.

50.

AR pi. 0.98g SF 3008. Tincommius unit, VA-, M-. Obv. hd. r. (cf. VA 396-1); Rev. bull r„ TIN above, CO
below.

51.

AR pi. 0.29g SF 100. Tincommius minim, VA 383-1, M 118. Broken.

Uncertain
52.

author

AR 0.25g SF 708. Southern dynasty minim. VA 1286-1, M 372. Obv. garbled letters on a tablet; Rev. star
ornament, centre-dotted ring, and pellets.

This rare type is probably another local southern issue. Only one other provenanced example is known, from Hod
Hill, Dorset. A solitary example of the corresponding silver unit is in the British Museum, but Robinson rejects the
'near Portsmouth' provenance which is sometimes given for this coin. 2 8 Evans (p. 213) read the inscription on
these other coins as CRAB - if correct this presumably refers to an otherwise unknown southern ruler stylistically
most likely to be contemporary with Tincommius' successor Verica.
Verica
53.

AV pi. 4.87g SF 2080. Verica stater, VA 500-1, M 121.

54.

AR pi. 0.60g SF 6086. Verica unit, VA 505-1, M 123.

55.

AV pi. 3.75g SF 2311. Verica stater, VA 520-1, M 125.

56.

AR pi. 0.77g SF 3098. Verica unit, VA 530-1, M 128.

57.

AR pi. 1.21 g SF 2777. Verica unit, VA 531-1. M 129.

58.

AR pi. 1.02g SF 2187. Verica unit, VA 533-1, M 131.

59.

AR pi. 1,37g SF 2603. Another.

60. AR pi. 0.87g SF 678. Another.
Nos 5 8 - 6 0 clearly imitate the types of Roman asses struck under Gaius in the name of M. Agrippa (R1C I 2 Gaius
58). The prototype would not have been available in Britain before AD 36 or 37, so the silver coinage inspired by
it must belong to the closing years of Verica's reign. In AD 39 or 40 Gaius was at Mainz, where Amminus, son of
Cunobelinus, put himself under imperial protection (Suetonius Cal. 44. 2; see HI 67). Gaius was ostentatiously
contemplating conquest of Britain at that time, and Verica's imitation of a contemporary coin type that
commemorated Gams' illustrious military grandfather may reflect the old man's ongoing concern to maintain
friendly relations with the Roman authorities in Gaul. Ten of these coins were included in the Waltham St
Lawrence hoard (WSL 87-96).

28

BNJ 50 (1980), 5 - 2 0 .
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61. ARpl. 1.16gSF 1379. Verica unit, VA 506-1, M-.
Six of these were included in the Waltham St Lawrence hoard (WSL 9 7 - 1 0 2 ) , and many more came from
Wanborough. Finds from outside the region include a plated copy from Bagendon, Glos. {Bull Inst Arch Loncl 26
(1990), 31).
62.

AR 0 . 2 6 g S F 286. Verica minim, VA 564-1, M 117.

63. AR 0.33g SF 762. Verica minim. VA-, M-. Obv. Cruciform pattern: Rev. boar r., VIR.
A minim with a similar design but with Rev. lion r. was found at Chichester (0.30g; R.A.G. Carson, 'The Early
British Coins', in A. Down, Chichester Excavations III (Chichester, 1978), pp. 330-1, no. 2).
64. AR 0.22g SF 2785. Verica minim, VA-, M-. Obv. Augustan head r„ COMMI F; Rev. sphinx r„ VER1.
Another weighing 0.23g from the same dies was found 'near Reading' (CCI 88/119). Three minims of similar
description were found at Wanborough.
65.

AR 0.35g SF 2730. Verica minim. VA 550-1, M-, WSL 110.

66.

AR pi. 0.27g SF 6088. Core of plated minim. Obv. double-star ornament, cf. VA 383-1/5 (Tincommius),
560-1 (Verica), 561-1 ("A").

'A' Minim
67. AR 0.3 lg SF 269. 'A' minim, VA 561-1, M 316.
Van Arsdell ascribes this coinage to Verica, with which it is probably contemporary, but whose initial it does not
bear. It has also been ascribed to Amminus, struck within Verica's sphere of influence in the mid 30s AD.- 9 It is, of
course, possible that these minims were issued earlier in Verica's reign by an otherwise unknown authority, or even
under Tincommius (Simon Bean, pers. comm.: cf. Obv. VA 383-1, 383-5), although the style of detailed engraving
is perhaps most compatible with some of Verica's minims (e.g. VA 550-1, 556-1, HI 64).

Uninscribed
68.

minim

AR pi. 0.38g SF 640. Uninscribed southern kingdom minim, cf. Verica (VA 512-1). Obv. bull to r.; Rev.
bird to left in profile, wings raised.

B. SOUTH COAST: BRITISH O
69.

AV 1.38g SF 407. British O quarter-stater, VA 143-1, M 40.

70.

AV 1.05g SF 412. Another.

71.

AV I.OOg SF 1714. Another, deliberately cut almost in half. Shares Obv. die with HI 72.

72.

AV 1,40g SF 3346. Another. Shares Obv. die with HI 71.

73. AV 0.66g SF 1187. Base gold quarter-stater, VA 1225-1, M 44.
These coins, together with HI 36-9, 74-6, 113-14, and the thin silver coins (which could arguably not be plated
anyway) are unusual on this site in that they are not plated. They are also all among the earliest coins deposited at
the temple, and HI 69 and 70 were found in the same unambiguously pre-Flavian context from which HI 114 was
also recovered. Gallo-Belgic D quarter-staters such as HI 113-14 were the prototype for British O quarter-staters,
and some, including the die-linked pair found on this site, may have been struck in a coastal area of southern
Britain rather than in Gaul: see commentary ad loc. below. It is possible that HI 113-14 and 6 9 - 7 3 reflect deposits
spanning the entire history of both coinages in Britain. The type gave rise to an extensive series in base gold and
then silver, which can be attributed to the Durotriges, of which HI 92 represents the final stages of degradation.
These Durotrigan derivatives circulated alongside the stater coinage that is listed next.

39
D. Nash, 'Amminus did strike coins', Oxford J Archaeol
kingdom of Verica', Oxford J Archaeol 1 (1982), 243-6.; and
] <1982}, 111-14,; M. Henig and D. Nash., 'Amminus and the
Nash, op. cit. (1987), n. 13 above, p. 135.
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C. SOUTH-WESTERN AREA: DUROTRIGES AND NEIGHBOURS
British B gold stater
74.

AV 1.06g SF 2763. Quarter segment of a deliberately cut British B stater, VA 1205, M 32.

Durotriges

staters

75.

AR 5.68g SF 1766. Early Durotriges stater, VA 1235-1, M 317.

76.

AR 5.48g SF 1526. Another.

77.

AR pl. 3.46g SF 1513. Durotriges stater, VA 1252/1254, M 317/318.

78.

A R 4 . 9 1 g S F 803. Another.

79.

AR 5.56g SF 386. Durotriges billon stater with silver wash, VA 1254-1, M 317.

80.

AR 3.17g SF 1105. Another.

81.

AR pl. 3.59g SF 1669. Another.

82.

Billon 4.01g SF 1726. Another.

83.

Billon 4 . 1 1 g S F 1787. Another, VA 1254/1255.

84.

Billon 4.06g SF 3103. Another.

85.

Silvered billon 3.48g SF 1693. Another.

86.

Billon 4.46g SF 243. Another, severely corroded.

87.

AE/billon 4.37g SF 2957. Another, severely corroded, see M 318.

88.

AE 3.93g SF 632. Durotriges struck bronze, VA 1254/1290, M 318.

89.

AE 3 . 6 1 g S F 2155. Another, VA 1290, M 318.

90.

AE 2.14g SF 6082. Another.

91. A E 3 . 8 3 g S F 3174. Another.
In recent years it has become clear that this series evolved through various stages of weight and fineness,
starting in base gold and ending in bronze. Due to the condition of these coins, it is rarely possible to attribute them
to a particular stage in the sequence without metallurgical analysis. This has yet to be undertaken for the Hayling
Island issues, but it is hoped this can be done in time for the final report. The very earliest types of base gold which are absent at Hayling - are present in the Le Catillon hoard 30 in absolutely fresh condition, suggesting a
starting date for the series some time in the mid first century BC.
The number of Durotrigan coins on this site is impressive. Only one (HI 76) was found in a pre-Flavian context.
HI 78, 81, and 82 (also among the earlier issues in the sequence) were found in contexts approximately
contemporary with the construction of the stone temple, and the rest were found in later contexts, mostly associated
with the stone-built temple. Outside their territory of origin, Durotrigan coins are also frequent finds on Roman
military sites, suggesting significant post-Conquest displacement. Since the southern kingdom provided a supply
base for Vespasian's conquest of the south-west, the concentration of Durotrigan coins here and on other southern
temples such as Farley Heath, Waltham St Lawrence, and Wanborough could well be a legacy of these events;
alternatively, it might reflect an earlier dependency upon the southern kingdom. In this connection it is worth noting
the relative scarcity of coins from areas of Britain that were certainly not in any way dependent politically upon the
Atrebates/Regni (HI 102-4, 107-9): some of these, too, are probably post-Conquest arrivals (e.g. HI 104, 107, 109).

30
Allen, Origins, 2 9 7 - 8 . For the stepwise decline in the
metal content of Durotrigan coinage, see for example M.R.

Cowell. W.A. Oddy, and A.M. Burnett, 'Celtic coinage in
Britain 1', UNJ 57 (1987), 7 - 1 2 .

14

IRON AGE AND ROMAN COINS FROM HAYLING ISLAND TEMPLE

Silver fraction,

'Starfish'

group

92. AR 0.65g SF2679. Base silver fraction, Durotrigan tradition, cf. VA 1270/1278, M 320, but more stylized.
These coins appear to be ultimately derived from HI 69-73, via the intermediate Durotriges quarter-staters.

D. CENTRE-WEST: DOBUNNI AND NEIGHBOURS
Prototype
93.

'Dobunnic'

silver units

AR pi. 0.41g SF 2868. Core of damaged uninscribed plated unit, VA 1020-1, M 376, Allen 'Dobunnic A .

94. AR pi. 1.18g SF 116. Another. One edge stabbed.
While normally ascribed to the Dobunni, these coins may well be of a more southerly origin. They have a wide
distribution throughout south and south-west England, while only two examples have actually been found in core
Dobunnic territory (at Naunton and North Cerney). Three of the remaining six finds are from the Channel coast:
from Hayling Island, Mount Batten, and Bois L'Abbe, Eu, in Normandy. 'Dobunnic A' certainly inspired the
subsequent unquestionably Dobunnic uninscribed silver issues, which are headed by Dobunnic B (HI 97), and the
entire Dobunnic sequence should probably be regarded as a separate entity. 31 'Dobunnic A' may also be ancestral
to the 'Imitative Dobunnic' series (HI 95), with which its distribution overlaps.

'Imitative Dobunnic'

silver

95. AR pi. 0.74g SF 410. Bronze core of plated silver unit, VA 1170-1 ('Irregular Dobunnic'), M 377, Allen 'Dobunnic L'.
These were almost certainly not struck by the Dobunni. but derive from central or eastern Wiltshire, 32 perhaps
contemporary with the early uninscribed silver of the Dobunni. See comments on HI 94.

Dobunnic

types

96.

AV pi. 3.30g SF 551. Bronze core of Dobunni BODVOC stater, VA 1052-1, M 395.

97.

AR pi. 0.92g SF 3440. Dobunni uninscribed unit, VA 1042-1, M 378, Allen Class B.

98.

AR pi. 0.92g SF 114. Another, VA 1045-1/1049-1. Allen Class C/D.

99.

AR pi. l . l l g SF 621. Another, VA 1049-1, Allen Class D.

100.

AR pi. 1.09g SF 2869. Another, VA 1074-1 (?), M 380 (?), Allen Class E (?).

101.

AV pi. 4.5 lg SF 3201. Bronze core of Dobunni plated stater; garbled inscription, perhaps INAM, VA 1140-3.

E. NORTH OF THAMES
Whaddon Chase types, British L
102. AV pi. 3.20g SF 2812. Plated uninscribed stater, Whaddon Chase type, VA 1487-1, M 137.
British L has a number of close typological affinities with British QA (HI 22), which may be adopted from that
series or from its prototype S. 26, although it also borrows from other British and Continental types. It belongs to
the same general period as British QA, the late 50s or 40s BC. An example was found at Maiden Castle, Dorset.
103.

AVpl. 0 . 9 7 g S F 3344. About half of a plated stater fraction, Whaddon Chase type, VA 1493-1, M 138.

RVE
104.

AE 2.55g SF 1699. Bronze unit inscribed RVE, VA 1890-3, cf. M 189.

31
C. H a s e l g r o v e , ' T h e Iron A g e c o i n s ' , in S. Trow,
'Excavations at The Ditches, North Cerney, 1 9 8 2 - 4 ' , Trans

Bristol and Glos Arch Soc, forthcoming.
32

P. Robinson, 'A local Iron Age coinage in silver and

perhaps gold in Wiltshire', BNJ 47 (1977), 13. We have used
the term ' I m i t a t i v e ' in preference to ' I r r e g u l a r ' or A l l e n ' s
'Dobunnic L' to distinguish it more clearly from the Dobunnic
series proper.
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Epaticcus
105.

AR pi. 1.06g SF 565. Plated unit of Epaticcus, VA 580-1, M 263.

106. AR pi. l.OOg SF 155. Another.
The relative scarcity of coins of Epaticcus on this site is interesting, since at Chichester his coins account for 20
per cent of the excavated Iron Age finds (c. 15 coins in all). While late types would be expected to predominate at
Chichester anyway, as significant occupation did not start there until the Conquest period, the virtual absence of
Epaticcus coins from Hayling Island may not be coincidental, but a damnatio memoriae reflecting his role in
ousting Cogidubnus' predecessor, Verica (see p. 4 above).

F. EAST ANGLIA
107.

AR pi. 1.08g SF 3305. Boar/horse Icenian unit, VA 659, cf. M 409.

G. EAST MIDLANDS
108.

AV pi. 3.93g SF 290. Corroded core of plated early Corieltauvian stater, cf. VA 800/805.

109.

AV pi. 5.04g SF 231. Plated Corieltauvian stater inscribed VEP CORF, VA 940-1, cf. M 459.

H. UNCERTAIN BRITISH COINS
110.

AE/AV pi. 2.12g SF 6083. Bronze core of plated stater or bronze coin, uncertain British/Gaulish, VA-, M-.
Obv. stylized horse 1. with wheel above; Rev. horse r., uncertain ornaments above and below.

111.

AE (AV pi.) 2.41g SF 774. Probably core of a plated stater imitating types of Belgic CRICIRV staters (40s
BC, cf. HI 124), but in British idiom: for the horse, whose ears are particularly characteristic of early
Atrebatic engraving, cf. for instance VA 228-1 or 288-1.

112.

AE? AR pi. 2.04g SF 6091. Barely legible British plated coin. Perhaps Verica, VA 530-1 (horseman with
shield riding r. on both sides), but if so, it is heavy for the type. See also S. 80, fig. 396 (Ambiani postconquest bronze), but on HI 112 the horse seems to face to r.

2. CONTINENTAL IRON AGE COINS
A. BELGIC GAUL
Gallo-Belgic

D

quarter-staters

113.

AV 1.46g SF 336. Gallo-Belgic D quarter-stater, S. 13, fig. 116-17, VA 69-1. Rev. die of HI 114.

114.

AV 1.54g SF 415. Another; Obv. design more fragmented; Rev. die of HI 113.

115.

AV pi. 0.83g SF 3374. Heavily corroded quarter-stater core, probably Gallo-Belgic D.

116.

AE core of AV pi. or basest AV billon, 0.84g SF 1765. Almost illegible, perhaps core of plated GalloBelgic D.
Gallo-Belgic D first appears on the Continent during the currency of Gallo-Belgic C (c. 100-70/60 BC),
although the latest issues probably date to the 50s BC. The presence of British imitations in the finds from
Snettisham, Norfolk, shows that they were reaching Britain by the 70s or 60s BC at latest, and coins such as HI
69-73 may well be pre-Caesarian. The distinction between the parent series (S. 13) and its insular derivatives
(British O) is a fine one. A number of coins previously classed as imports are certainly British, 33 and the possibility
must be considered that die-linked examples like HI 113-14 are also of insular manufacture. The whole question of
the relationship between the Continental and British series is clearly in need of review.

33

S. Scheers Traite, p. 360, nos. 521, 522.
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Gallo-Belgic

E

117. AV pi. 2.86g SF 516. Ambiani stater, Gallo-Belgic E, S. 24, fig. 153, VA 52-1, M 27.
118. AV pi. 3.5lg SF 1938a. Another, core only.
119. AV pi. 3.80g SF 356. Another, but crude, with heavy die engraving and a crescent beneath the horse.
HI 119 may be an ancient imitation, perhaps of insular manufacture, c. 50s BC. Recent hoard finds suggest that
Gallo-Belgic E was a more complex coinage than Scheers allowed, with distinctive sub-classes being issued in a
number of different regions, which may have included Britain. 34

Ambiani and

neighbours

120. AE 1.93g SF 749. Ambiani struck bronze coin, S. 90, fig. 421.
121. AE 1.52g SF 1477. Belgic bronze coin, S. 83, fig. 409.

Remi

122. Potin 4.8lg SF 19. S. 194, fig. 689, LTXXXII
8145. Sitting
These were among the earliest potin coinages of the core area of
purpose medium of exchange, peaked during the La Tene D1 and
they continued in declining use for some time thereafter alongside
from mid-century onwards. 35
Suessiones

and

man.
Belgic Gaul, whose use, probably as a specialearly D2 period (c. 100-60/50 BC), although
the struck bronze coinages that replaced them

neighbours

123. AV pi. 4.03g SF 299. Suessiones uninscribed stater, Gallo-Belgic F, 50s BC, S. 26, fig. 176.
This type was ancestral to various gold coinages in the central-southern region of Britain (British Q, Commius,
Dobunni: see esp. HI 22), all of which must therefore be of later date. The prototype is probably of Caesarian date,
but may be slightly earlier. 36
124. AV pi. 3.75g SF 163. Suessiones stater inscribed CRICIRV, very flat relief, S. 27, cf. fig. 187.
These coins were probably issued after 52 BC; 37 the inscription probably refers to the proconsul L. Cicero.
125. Potin 4.09g SF 1076. Belgic potin from Aisne/Oise area, c. 100-60 BC (see HI 122). S. 198, fig. 695.
Stylistically this type is likely to be among the later Belgic potin types.
Veliocasses (?)

126. Potin 4.56g SF 267. Belgic potin, Seine-Maritime/Oise area, c. 100-60 BC. S. 206, fig. 711.
127. Potin 3.74g SF 3482. Another.
The simplified head on the obverse is similar to that on some other early Belgic potin series (S. 203-5, figs. 707-9).
Nervii

128. Potin 5.39g SF 2673. S. 190, fig. 683, c. 100-60/50 BC.
The existence of closely related struck and inscribed varieties suggests that this common type is amongst the
latest Belgic potin series.
34

S. Scheers, 'Le tresor de St Quentin et les stateres unifaces

(forthcoming). S. 194 is probably slightly later in date than S.

des Classes IV et VI', Melanges offerts a Pierre Bastien a 191, as it was p r e s e n t at the mid-first-century BC site at
Villeneuve-St-Germain, Aisne, in larger quantities than the
/'occasion de son 75e anniversaire, edited by H. Huvelin, M.
Christol and G. Gautier (Brussels, 1987), pp. 345-52.
35
For the chronology of the closely related series, S. 191,
see C. Haselgrove, 'Archaeological evidence for the dating
and circulation of Iron Age potin c o i n a g e ' , Proc. du Xlle

congres

Internal,

de

Numismatique,

Brussels,

1991

much commoner S. 191 type.
36
C. Haselgrove, 'Warfare and its aftermath as reflected in
the precious metal coinage of Belgic Gaul', Oxford J Archaeol
3 (1984), 81-105.
37
C. Haselgrove, op. cit., n. 36 above, 9 4 - 9 7 .
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Post-conquest

silver: ATEVLA VLATOS

129.

AR pl. 1.41g SF 769. Belgic post-Conquest silver quinarius inscribed ATEVLA VLATOS, S. 41,
fig. 305.

130.

AR pl. 1.44g SF 1020. Another.

131.

AR pl. 1.46g SF 426. Another, S. 42, fig. 306.

132. AR pl. 1,26g SF 6094. Another. Bent and cut, either ritually or as a test to reveal the bronze core.
These coins were a conspicuous feature of early post-Conquest circulation in northern Gaul, probably
struck in the 4 0 s - 3 0 s BC to pay local auxiliary soldiers serving for the Roman l e g i o n s . 3 8 They probably
entered Britain in association with the Roman denarii of Republican and Augustan date alongside which
they circulated in Gaul. On this site, like the rest of the Gallic and Roman silver coins, they are all
plated.

B. ARMORICA

Coriosolites
133.

Billon 5.68g SF 370. Coriosolites stater, class II.

134. Billon 6.62g SF 605. Another.
Both these coins belong to the latest class of Coriosolites coinage, datable to the 50s B C . 3 9

Baiocasses
135.

Billon 3.05g SF 1971. Baiocasses stater deliberately cut in half; LT XXV 6969.

136.

Billon 6.55g SF 3428. Baiocasses stater, Rev. with boar, 40 cf. LT XXV 6967.

137. Billon 5.79g SF 2741. Baiocasses stater with flaked silver wash, Rev. with lyre, LT XXV 6985.
These are all late issues, probably of the 50s BC or slightly later. 4 1 A hoard containing 43 Baiocasses
staters of related types (LT 6 9 5 5 with boar; LT 6983 with lyre) was found near Ringwood, Hants, in
19 7 9 . 4 2 Although only of base gold, these are likely to be significantly earlier than the Hayling Island
examples, as they were much more worn than an early British A l stater with which they were associated
in the hoard.

Channel Islands?
138.

Billon 6.64g SF 585. Armorican/Channel Islands stater, very base billon. Obv. stylized hd. r. with ring on
cheek, as LT XXVI, J29; Rev. similar to Baiocasses LT XXV 6955-67, but boar reversed. LT XXVI J29 is a
disintegrated version of this type.

139. Billon 7.82g SF 396. Another.
See SCMB. November 1975, H5307, pl. 103 (found at Sandgate, apparently with a Coriosolites stater of Class
II). This does not seem to be a Continental Armorican coinage, and may belong to the period immediately after the
Roman conquest of Gaul.

38

D. Nash, op. cit. (1987, n. 13 above), pp. 25, 116.

41

For a discussion of the types and date of Baiocasses

39

K. Gruel, Le tresor de Trebry. Cotes-du-Nord, ler siecle coinage see P. de Jersey, 'La Tene and Early Gallo-Roman
avant notre ere: contribution a 1'histoire du monnayage des
North-West France', D. Phil, thesis, Oxford University, 1992,
Coriosolites, Annales litt. de 1'univ. de Besan^on, 260 = Etudes
de numismatique celtique I (Paris, Belles Lettres, 1981).
40
B. Fischer, 'Un nouveau tresor de stateres baiocasses', in

Melanges CB, pp. 357-63.

pp. 344-52.
42
A.M. Burnett and M.R. C o w e l l , ' C e l t i c c o i n a g e in
Britain II', BNJ 58 (1988), 3 - 1 0 .
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C. WESTERN AND CENTRAL GAUL
Tete Diabolique

Potins

140.

Potin 2.29g SF 143. Small tete diabolique potin perhaps from Touraine. Blanchet, Traite, fig. 115; Scheers,
Seine Maritime, pis. XVII-XVIII (suggesting plentiful finds in that region); cf. Nash SC, figs. 594-6.

141.

Potin 3 . 1 6 g S F 855. Another.

142. Potin 3.22g SF 408. Another.
These may now be dated to the first half of the first century BC, and are among the earliest Gaulish coins on the
site, although they may not have entered Britain until the mid century or later, in company with other central
Gaulish coinage (below), typical of the currency of Gaul in the later first century BC.

Group of 6 bronze coins found together as a single

deposit:

143.

AE 2.85g SF 581. Aulerci Eburovices bronze, LT XXVIII 7034, cf. S. fig. 782.

144.

AE 3.58g SF 579. Another, but Rev. more dots around ring.

145.

AE 3. lOg SF 580. Carnutes bronze, BN 6088.

146.

AE 2.86g SF 582. Another.

147.

AE 3.05g SF 583. Another.

148. A E 3 . 6 1 g S F 584. Another.
These struck bronzes all date from the mid first century BC. The Carnutes type was in existence by 52 BC, as it
was included in the coinage associated with the siege of Alesia. 4 3 The first-century gold coinage of the Aulerci
Eburovices 4 4 as well as these bronzes had an important influence upon the design of British coin types in the
central-southern area which has not hitherto received much attention. The obverse design, with rounded cheek area
and surrounding tattoo was taken up by the precursors of Dobunnic silver coinage, and then by the Dobunni
themselves (HI 9 3 - 5 , 9 7 - 1 0 0 ) . On the reverse, the horse with its flowing, non-Belgic double or triple tail,
horizontal body, and horse's muzzle reduced to two parallel lines ending in prominent beads for nostrils, had a
marked influence not only on the sequence that evolves into Dobunnic silver, but also on a wide range of typical
'Atrebatic' types (e.g. HI 23-43). Aulerci Eburovices coins also furnished a direct prototype for the horse on the
unattributed issue HI 16 (q.v.). The Aulerci Eburovices were not Belgae, nor were they Armoricans; they held an
important geographical position on the left bank of the lower Seine, adjacent to Armorica, Belgic, and Central
Gaul, a position congruous with that of parts of central-southern Britain where their coins were influential, and
where they themselves doubtless had social connections. This small hoard is clearly a deliberate deposit,
associating two important riverine communities in Gaul. Although partially corroded, the coins do not appear to be
very worn, and could well have been deposited at Hayling Island in the third quarter of the first century BC, when
both were current in Gaul and were widely distributed there.

Other coins of Western/Central

Gaul

149.

AE 2.92g SF 2086. Carnutes bronze inscribed EAKESOOYIZ TASGIITIOS, LT XIX 6295.

150.

AE 2.61g SF 3183. Very corroded Aulerci Eburovices bronze, LT XXVIII 7021.

151.

AR pi. 0.61g SF 6087. Half of a plated silver unit inscribed ANDECOMBO, LT XIX 6342; see also
Blanchet, Traite, p. 330.
The precise origin of this coinage is uncertain, though probably in the central-western region of Gaul. It is
seldom found singly; hoards suggest a date in the 50s-early 40s BC (see Scheers, Traite, p. 146, Seine-Maritime,
p. 95). It was one of many rather Romanized quinarius-type coinages struck in that period probably to pay Gallic
auxiliary soldiers serving for the army of conquest.

43

S. S c h e d e r s , ' L a n u m i s m a t i q u e d ' A l e s i a : q u e l q u e s

precisions', in Melanges CB, 743-52.
44

LT XXVIII 7017-19; Scheers, Seine Maritime,

S. Scheers, 'Les monnaies d ' o r des Aulerci Eburovices', Acta

Archaeologica Lovaniensia, 1980, 1 ^ 8 .
282-93;
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D. EASTERN GAUL
152.

AR pi. 1.09g SF 6093. Lingones plated silver quinarius inscribed KAAETEAOY (variant late in the series,
second quarter first century BC), cf. LT XXXII 8291. Multiple stabs at the rim which reveal the bronze core.

153.

AR pi. 1.46g SF 3104. Plated silver quinarius of Sequani or Aedui inscribed Q DOCI SAM F, LT XVI
5405-5411; Scheers, Seine-Maritime, 208-12, second quarter of first century BC.

154.

AR pi. 1.54g SF 2940. Plated silver quinarius of uncertain origin in eastern Gaul inscribed SOLIMA/COAIMA,
LT XXXVII 9020-5; second quarter of first century BC.

155.

AE 2.29g SF 3470. Struck bronze from eastern Gaul, inscribed EKPIT. LT XXXIII 8370, probably mid first
century BC.

156.

AR pi. 0.61g SF 6084. Very worn plated silver quinarius inscribed SEQVANOIOTVOS, probably of the
Sequani, perhaps first quarter of first century BC. LT XVI 5351.

157.

AR pi. 1.99g SF 791. Sequani silver quinarius inscribed TOGIRIX, probably plated from cast dies,
c. 60s-50s BC. LT XVI 5550; Scheers, Seine-Maritime,
177-85.
In the decades following the conquest of Gaul, silver quinarius-type coinage from eastern Gaul of types such as
these, which were already in use in their own region long before Caesar's invasion, enjoyed much more widespread
circulation alongside the new, more starkly Romanized, silver coinages struck within the newly conquered province
(e.g. HI 129-32, and see commentary ad loc.). Together with Roman denarii, they constituted the official silver
coinage of the provincial area, although probably confined to transactions among the Gauls themselves.
Until at least the reign of Gaius, the majority of all Roman silver coinage current in Gaul was Republican
denarii, some of great antiquity (see n. 60 below). The Roman Republican and early Imperial coinage at the
Hayling Island temple is typical of the currency of adjacent areas of Gaul in the third quarter of the first century
BC and the first quarter of the first century AD. The extent to which these coins, together with those of central,
western, and eastern Gaul, reflect contact with Continental Gauls in process of Romanization during the lifetime of
the Iron Age wooden shrine on Hayling Island is further considered below.

3. ILLEGIBLE IRON AGE COINS
158.

AV pi. 1.36g SF 558. Heavily corroded plated quarter-stater, probably from central-southern Britain.

159.

AV pi. 0.60g SF 227. Perhaps core of a plated quarter-stater.

160.

AV pi. 0.99g SF 857. Illegible core of a plated British quarter-stater.

161.

AR (?) pi. 0.28g SF 3086. Broken fragment of the core of a plated British fraction.

162.

AV pi. 0.72g SF 3481. Illegible core of a plated quarter-stater or fraction.

163.

AV (?) pi. 0.97g SF 6085. Illegible corroded coin, perhaps core of British quarter-stater.

164.

AV pi. 1.1 lg SF 6089. Illegible corroded core of a British stater.

165.

AE 1,76g SF 6095. Illegible coin, not definitely Iron Age; pierced with a round suspension hole, perhaps in
the Saxon period (see HI 488).

4. ROMAN COINS
Cathy King
Roman Republic:
166.
45

regular

issues

AE as halved SF 789. Illegible, 200-82 BC. 4 5
T.V. Buttrey, 'Halved coins, the Augustan Reform, and

Horace, Odes I. 3', American Journal of Archaeology 76
(1972). 31-48. Halved asses are seldom found in Britain: they

are a m o n g the ' C o n t i n e n t a l '

discussion, p. 54.

features

of this site. See
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167.

AE as halved SF 805. As last.

168.

AE as halved SF 3111. As last, stabbed three times.

169.

AE as halved SF 5 0 0 1 4 6 As last.

170.

AE as halved SF 5002. As last; a segment representing about one third of the coin has been cut out.

Roman Republican imitations47
171.

AR pi. den. 2.54g SF 3063. Obv. M CIPI M F; Rev. ROMA, Victory in biga. C 289/1 plated, c. 115-114 BC.

172.

AR pi. den. 3.53g SF 1727. Obv. ROMA; Rev. L MEMMI GAL, Venus in biga. C 313/lb plated, c. 106 BC.

173.

AR pi. den. 3.49g SF 1545. Rev. Q TITI, Pegasus. C 341/2 plated, c. 90 BC.

174.

AR pi. den. 3.39g SF 1617. Obv. S C; Rev. Q ATO BALB PR, Victory in quadriga. C 364/lc plated, test cut:
c. 8 3 - 8 2 BC.

175.

AR pi. den. 2.32g SF 2302. Q. Caecilius, north Italian mint, Obv. Head of Pietas; Rev. Q C M P I, elephant.
C 374/1 plated and stabbed; c. 81 BC.

176.

AR pi. den. 2.67g SF 3087. Obv. S C; Rev. C NAE BALB, Victory in quadriga. C 382 plated; c. 79 BC.

177.

AR pi. den. 2.78g SF 3459. Obv. CESTIANVS; Rev. M PLAETORIVS M F AED CVR, eagle. C 409/1
plated; c. 67 BC.

178.

AR pi. den. 3.39g SF 3052. Obv. Head of Apollo; Rev. Q POMPONIVS MVSA, Urania. C 410/8 plated;
c. 66 BC.

179.

AR pi. den. 2.31g SF 2280. Obv. C MEMMI C F; Rev. C MEMMIVS IMPERATOR, trophy. C 427/1 plated
and pricked; c. 56 BC.

180.

AR pi. den. 2.48g SF 3062. Obv. S C; Rev. P CRASSVS MF. C 430/1 plated; c. 55 BC.

181.

AR pi. den. 2.74g SF 115. Pompey, Obv. Q SICINIVS III VIR; Rev. C COPONIVS PR S C. C 4 4 4 / l a
plated, c. 49 BC.

182.

AR pi. den. 3.1 lg SF 541. J. Caesar, Obv. pontifical implements; Rev. CAESAR, elephant. C 443 plated,
c. 49/48 BC.

183.

AR pi. den. 3.15g SF 928. Obv. A POSTVMIVS COS; Rev. ALBINVS BRVTI F. C 450/3 plated, c. 48 BC.

184.

AR pi. den. 2.87g SF 2946. J. Caesar. Obv. Female head; Rev. CAESAR, trophy. C 452/2 plated, c. 48^17 BC.

185.

AR pi. den. 1.74g SF 2299. Obv. [RVFV]S III V[IR]; Rev. [MN CORDIVS], Venus and Cupid. C 463/1
plated. Cut in half and edge hammered; c. 46 BC.

186.

AR pi. den. 3.06g SF 1065. Obv. NEPTVNI; Rev. Q NASIDIVS, ship. C 483/2 plated, c. 4 4 - 4 3 BC.

187.

AR pi. den. 3.06g SF 1177. Obv. PETILLIVS CAPITOLINVS; Rev. temple. C 487/2 plated, c. 43 BC.

188.

AR pi. den. 2.32g SF 234. Octavian, Obv. IMP CAESAR DIVI F III VIR ITER R P C; Rev. DIVO IVL
COS ITER ET TER DESIG, temple. Stabbed. C 540/2 plated, c. 36 BC.

189.

AR pi. den. 2 . 3 l g SF 554. M. Antonius, Obv. ANT AVG III VIR R P C; Rev. aquila. C 544 plated, iron
core, c. 32 BC.

46
47

See n. 26 above.
The imitations are arranged in Crawford's order, and the

date given is that of the g e n u i n e prototype. Obviously the
copies were made later, but how much later is unclear.
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190.

AR pl. den. 2.72g SF 3137. M. Antonius, Obv. as last; Rev. illegible. C 544 plated, c. 32 BC.

191.

AR pl. den. 2.68g SF 3239. M. Antonius, plated and pricked; otherwise illegible, c. 32-31 BC.

Augustus:

regular

21

issues

192.

AE as halved 4.89g SF 5016. Augustus, Nemausus; RPC 524, c. 9 - 3 BC. 4 8

193.

AE as SF 1646. Tiberius Caesar, Lugdunum. Obv. [TI CAESAR] AVGVST F IMPERAT [VII]; Rev. ROM
ET AVG, altar. R1C 245; AD 9-14.

194.

AE as SF 1566. As last, Obv. TI CAESAR AVGVST F IMPER [ ].

195.

AE as 5.66g SF 2984. Augustus/Tiberius, Lugdunum. Obv. illegible; Rev. ROM ET AVG, altar. Halved, cut.
AD 9-14.

Augustan

imitations

196.

AR pl. den. 2.93g SF 2972. Octavian Rome. Obv. Head of Octavian; Rev. IMP CAESAR, quadriga on arch.
RIC Augustus 267 plated and pricked, c. 29-27 BC.

197.

AR pl. den. 2.62g SF 3150. As last.

198.

AR pl. den. 0.92g SF 3480. Octavian, Italy. Obv. Head of Octavian; Rev. IMP CAESAR, trophy. Plated;
halved and broken, c. 29-27 BC.

199.

AR pl. den. 2.83g SF 383. Augustus, Spain. Obv. Head of Octavian; Rev. FORT RED CAES AVG SPQR,
altar. RIC 54a plated, test cut, c. 20-16 BC.

200.

AE im. as 7.53g SF 5004. Augustus, Lugdunum. Obv. CAESAR PONT MAX; Rev. ROM ET AVG, altar.
Cast imitation, 25 mm; c. 15-10 BC.

201.

AR pl. den. 3.05g SF 2661. Augustus, Lugdunum. Obv. CAESAR AVGVSTVS DIVI F PATER PATRIAE;
Rev. C L CAESARES AVGVSTI F COS DESIG PRINC IVVENT. RIC 208 plated and scratched, c. 7 - 6 BC.

202.

AR pl. den. 2.77g SF 1072. Augustus, Lugdunum. Obv. CAESAR AVGVSTVS DIVI F PATER PATRIAE;
Rev. C L CAESARES AVGVSTI F COS DESIG PRINC IVVENT. RIC 207 plated, c. 2 B C - A D 4.

203.

AR pl. den. 2.64g SF 1073. As last.

204.

AE im. as 5.19g SF 59. Augustus. Lugdunum. Obv. CAESAR; Rev. ROM ET AVG, altar. Imitation, 14 mm.
c. AD 9 - 1 4 .

205.

AE pl. as 7.69g SF 2979. Augustus, Lugdunum. Obv. [ ]PATER PATRIAE; Rev. ROM ET AVG, altar.
Plated coin with iron core, c. AD 9-14.

206.

AE im. as 7.93g SF 1993. Tiberius Caesar, Lugdunum. Obv. [ ] IMPERAT I[ ] Rev. [ROM ET AVG[, altar.
Imitation, 24 mm, c. AD 9-14.

207.

AE im. semis 2.30g SF 2081. Tiberius Caesar (?), Lugdunum. Obv. TI CAESAR [ ]; Rev. ROM IIA, altar.
Imitation, 17 mm; c. AD 9-14.

Tiberius/Gaius:

regular

issues

208.

AE qd. SF 1764. Tiberius, Lugdunum. Obv. [ ]AVG F AVGVST; Rev. ROM ET AVG, altar. AD 14-36.

209.

AE as SF 5005. Gaius, Rome. Obv. [M AGRIPPA L F| COS [ ]; Rev. S C, Neptune. See RIC 58; AD 37-41.

48

See n. 45 above.
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Tiberian

imitations

210.

AR pi. den. 2.95g SF 1038. Tiberius, Lugdunum. Obv. TI CAESAR DIVI AVG F AVGVSTVS;
PONTIF MAXIM. See RIC 26; plated, c. AD 36.

211.

AR pi. den. 2.56g SF 16. As last; slashed, and piece broken (deliberately?) from rim.

212.

AR pi. den. 1.73g SF 3484. Tiberius, Lugdunum. Rev. [PONTIF MAXIM], std. female r. Plated, broken,
c. AD 14-37.

213.

AE im. as 4.76g SF 2391. Tiberius, Obv. [DIVVS AVGVS]TVS PAT[ER]; Rev. PROVIDENT S C, altar.
Imitation, 25 mm; c. AD 22-36.

Claudius: regular

Rev.

issues

214.

AE dp. SF 3109. Claudius, Rome. Obv. TI CL[AVDIVS CAESAR AVG P M TR P] IMP; Rev. [CERES
AVGVSTA S C], Ceres std. 1. See RIC 94; AD 41-50.

215.

AE dp. SF 239. Claudius, Rome. Obv. ANTONIA AVGVSTA; Rev. TI CLAVDIVS CAESAR AVG P M TR
P IMP S C. RIC 92, AD 41-54.

216.

AEdp. 11.10g SF 402. As last, 28 mm; imitation?

Claudian

imitations

217.

AR pi. den. 2.95g SF 434. Claudius, Obv. TI CLAVD CAESAR [ ]; Rev. PACI AVGVSTAE. Plated, c. AD
41^12.

218.

AE im. dp. 9.99g SF 3110. Claudius, Obv. [ ] AVG P M[ ]; Rev. [CERES AVGVSTA S C], Ceres std. 1.
Imitation, 25 mm, c. A D 41-50.

219.

AE im. dp. 8.59g SF 37. Obv. [ANTONIA] AVGVSTA; Rev. [ ] AVG P M [ ] S C, emp, togate, stg. 1.
Imitation, 25 mm. c. A D 41-54.

220.

AE im. as 9.55g SF 1713. Obv. TI CLAVDIVS CAESAR AVG P M TR P IMP [ ]; Rev. LIBERTAS
AVGVSTA S C. Imitation, 27 mm, c. AD 41-54.

221.

AE im. as 7.39g SF 1298. Claudius, Rome. Obv. TI CLAVDIVS CAESAR AVG P M TR P IMP Rev. S C,
Minerva. Imitation, 28 mm, c. AD 4 1 - 5 4 . 4 9

222.

AE im. as 8.94g SF 561. As last, Obv. [ ] CAESAR AVG; 28 mm, c. AD 41-54.

223.

AE im. as 7 . 9 l g SF 5013. As last, largely illegible; 26 mm.

224.

AE im. as 6.68g SF 5014. As last (?), 26 mm.

225.

AE im. as 6.53g SF 576. As last, Obv. TI CLAUD [ ], 23 mm.

226.

AE im. as 6.30g SF 1958. As last, Rev. S [C], 24 mm.

227.

AE im. as 6.03g SF 5010. As last, 26 mm.

228.

AE im. as 5.91g SF 5009. As last, Obv. [ ] CAESAR AVG [ ]; Rev. S C; edge bent, 29 mm.

229.

AE im. as 5.62g SF 5007. As last, 25 mm.
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230.

AE im. as 5.52g SF 3134. As last, 22 mm.

231.

AE im. as 5.46g SF 1122. As last, 24 mm.

232.

AE im. as 5.25g SF 2253. As last, 22 mm.

233.

AE im. as 4.88g SF 1514. As last, 23 mm.

234.

AE im. as 4.49g SF 5012. As last, 24 mm.

235.

AE im. as 3.99g SF 5011. As last, edge bent 23 mm.

236.

AE im. as 3.69g SF 5008. As last, 20 mm.

237.

AE im. as 3.20g SF 1570. As last, 24 mm.

238.

AE im. as 2.36g SF 5006. As last, 24 mm, broken.

239.

AE im. as 2.21g SF 1406. As last, 20 mm.

240.

AE im. as 2 . 0 l g SF 3353. As last, 22 mm.

Nero regular

23

issues

241.

AE as SF 5015. Nero. Obv. [ ] CAE [ ] AVG GERM [ ]; Rev. illegible. AD 54-68.

242.

AE as SF 428. Nero, Lugdunum. Obv. NERO CLAUD CAESAR AVG GERMANICVS; Rev. PONTIF
MAX TR POT IMP P P S C, Apollo. RIC 416, AD 64-67.

243.

AE as SF 1154. Nero, Lugdunum. Obv. IMP NERO CAESAR AVG P MAX TR P P P; Rev. S C, Victory,
RIC 542; AD 64-68.

244.

AE as SF 2429. Nero, otherwise illegible. AD 54-68.

Neronian
245.

imitation

AE im. semis 4.05g SF 1763. Nero, Obv. [ ] CLAVD CAESAR [ ]; Rev. CER QVIN [ ], table. Imitation,
19 mm; c. AD 64-68.

Flavian regular

issues

246.

AE dp. SF 662. Vespasian, Rome. Obv. IMP CAESAR VESPASIAN AVG [ ]; Rev. illegible, stg. female
figure. AD 69-79.

247.

AE as SF 1304. Vespasian, Lugdunum. Obv. IMP CAES VESPASIAN [ ]; Rev. S C, eagle. AD 69-79.

248.

AE as SF 556. Vespasian, Rome. Obv. IMP CAESAR VESPASIAN AVG COS [ ]; Rev. AEQVITAS
AVGVSTI S C. RIC 527 var., AD 72-73.

249.

AE as SF 563. Vespasian, Lugdunum. Obv. IMP CAES VESPASIAN AVG COS VIII P P;
PROVIDENT S C. RIC 758, AD 77-79.

250.

AE as SF 514. Titus, Lugdunum. Obv. T CAES IMP AVG F TR P COS VI CENSOR; Rev. PAX AVG S C.
RIC 777b, AD 77-78.

251.

AE as SF 826. Titus, Rome. Obv. [ ] SAR VESPASIA [ ]; Rev. illegible. AD 69-81.

252.

AE as SF 1912. Vespasian or Titus, Rome. Obv. [ ] ASIANV [ ]; Rev. Illegible, Roma std. r. AD 69-81.

253.

AE as SF 5018. Vespasian or Titus, Rome. Rev. Spes. AD 69-81.

Rev.
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254.

AE as SF 5019. Vespasian or Titus, illegible; AD 69-81.

255.

AE as SF 5020. As last.

256.

AE as SF 5021. As last.

257.

AE as SF 3060. Domitian, Rome. Obv. IMP CAES DOMIT AVG GERM COS XIII [ ]; Rev. FORTVNAE
AVGVSTI S C. RIC 353a, AD 87.

258.

AE as SF 781. Domitian, Rome. Obv. IMP CAES DOMIT AVG GER [ ]; Rev. S C, Mars advg. 1. AD 81-96.

259.

AE as SF 3126. Domitian, Rome. Obv. [ ] AVG GERM COS [ ]; Rev. inscr. illegible; stg. female figure. AD 81-96.

260.

AE as SF 1733. Domitian, otherwise illegible. AD 69-96.

261.

AE as halved 4.26g SF 5023. Illegible, AD 69-96.

Flavian

imitations

i

262.

AR pi. den. 3.22g SF 427. Vespasian, Rome. Obv. IMP CAESAR VESPASIANVS AVG; Rev. COS ITER
TR POT, Pax std. 1. RIC 10, plated, c. AD 69-79.

263.

AR pi. den. 1.63g SF 5017. Vespasian, Rome. Rev. [COS VIII], prow, star. Plated, and broken in such a way
as to leave the Imperial portrait intact; c. AD 77-78.

264.

AE as pi. halved SF 5003. As last, iron core; early Imperial.

Nerva
265.

AE dp. SF 759. Nerva, Rome. Obv. IMP NERVA CAES AVG P M TR P COS III P P; Rev. LIBERIS
PVBLICA S C. RIC 87, AD 96-98.

266.

AE dp. SF 3445. Nerva, Rome. Obv. [ ] AVG PM [ ]; Rev. illegible. AD 97-99.

Second century regular

issues

267.

AE dp. SF 1321. Trajan, Rome. Obv. illegible; Rev. [S P Q R OPTIMO PRINCIPI], Dacia. AD 98-117.

268.

AE dp. SF 5025. Trajan, Rome. Obv. [ JTRAIANO AVG GER[ ]; Rev. [S P Q R OPTIMO PRINCIPI],
trophy AD 98-117.

269.

AE as SF 3114. Trajan, Rome. Obv. [ ]TRAIAN AVG[ ]; Rev. inscr. illegible; stg. female figure. AD
98-117.

270.

AE as SF 5026. Trajan, Rome, otherwise illegible. A D 98-117.

271.

AE sest. SF 623. Hadrian, Rome. Obv. IMP CAESAR TRAIANVS HADRIANVS AVG; Rev. PONT MAX
TR POT COS III S C, Jupiter. RIC 561a; AD 117-138.

272.

AE sest. SF 3358. Hadrian, Rome, otherwise illegible. AD 117-138.

273.

AE sest. SF 1771. Hadrian, Rome. Obv. IMP CAESAR TRAIAN HADRIANVS AVG; Rev. PONT MAX
TR POT III PIETAS AVG S C, RIC 597b, AD 119-138.

274.

AE as SF 5027. Hadrian, Rome, otherwise illegible. AD 117-138.

275.

AE as SF 3136. Hadrian, Rome. Obv. HAD[ ]AVG[ ]; Rev. inscr. illegible, Salus. AD 117-138.

276.

AE sest. SF 951. Antoninus Pius, Rome. Obv. ANTONINVS AVG PIVS P P TR P COS III; Rev. MONETA
AVG S C Aequitas. RIC 610; AD 138-161.
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277.

AE sest. SF 5031. Faustina I, Rome. Obv. [DIVA FAV]STINA; Rev. Vesta stg 1. AD 138-16 i.

278.

AE as SF 5028. Antoninus Pius, Rome. Illegible; Rev. female figure std. I.; AD 138-161.

279.

AE sest. SF 2097. M. Aurelius Caesar, Rome. Obv. AVRELIVS CAESAR AVG PII F COS;
IVVENTAS S C. RIC 1232a, AD 140-144.

280.

AE as SF 456. Antoninus Pius, Rome. Obv. DIVA FAVSTINA; Rev. [AVGVSTA S C], Ceres. RIC 1169;
AD 141.

281.

AE as SF 1982. Antoninus Pius, Rome. Obv. [FAVSTINA AVG] PII AVG FIL; Rev. S C, Diana with bow
and arrow. RIC 1405a; AD 145-146.

282.

AE as SF 191. Antoninus Pius, Rome. Obv. DIVA [FAVSTINA]; Rev. AETERNITAS] S C, Juno.
A D 147.

283.

AE dp. SF 319. Antoninus Pius, Rome. Obv. ANTONINVS AVG PIVS P P TR P XVIII; Rev. LIBERTAS
COS IIII S C. RIC 929; AD 154-155.

284.

AE as SF 319B. Antoninus Pius, Britain. Obv. ANTONINVS AVG PIVS P P TR P [XVIII]
BRITANNIA [COS IIII]. RIC. 934; AD 154-55.

285.

AE sest. SF 23. M. Aurelius, Rome. Obv. ANTONINVS AVG [PIVS P P]; Rev. [TR POT XXII] IMP V
COS III S C, Aequitas. RIC 960; AD 167-168.

286.

AE sest. SF 1142. M. Aurelius, Rome. Obv. FAVSTINA AVG[VSTA]; Rev. [IVNO] S C. AD 161-180.

287.

AE dp. SF 5030. M. Aurelius (?), Rome. Illegible, Rev. Victory walking 1. AD 161-180.

288.

AE as SF 5029. M. Aurelius (?), Rome. Illegible, Rev. Aequitas. AD 161-180.

289.

AE as SF 5032. Faustina II, Rome, otherwise illegible. AD 161-180.

290.

AE as SF 5033. Faustina II or Lucilla, Rome, otherwise illegible. AD 161-180.

Second century
291.

AE as im. 5.64g SF 454. Trajan. Obv. IMP CAES NERVA TRAIAN AVG GERM; Rev. Fortuna. Imitation,
25 mm. c. AD 98-117.

issue

AE ant. SF 5052. Salonina, Rome. Obv. SALONINA AVG; Rev. IVNO REGINA, P/-; AD 253-260.

AD 193-260
293.

Rev.

imitation

AD 193-260 regular
292.

Rev.

imitation

AR pl. den. 1.06g SF 5050. S. Severus, Rome. Obv. [ ] AVG IMP [ ]; Rev. [ ] DEF[ ], Hercules. Bronze core
of plated denarius. Broken; part of breakage seems intentional, c. AD 193-211.

AD 260-296

regular

issues

294.

AE ant. SF 5051. Gallienus, Rome. Obv. GALLIENVS AVG; Rev. [ ] AVG, Virtus. AD 260-268.

295.

AE ant. SF 3347. Postumus, Gaul. Rev. Virtus. AD 260-268.

296.

AE ant. SF 3115. Illegible; Rev. stg. male figure. AD 260-286.

297.

AE ant. SF 3326. Claudius II. Rev. stg. female figure. AD 268-270.
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298.

AE ant. SF 5055. Victorinus, Gaul 2. Obv. IMP [ ] VICTORINVS AVG; Rev. AEQVITAS A[VG],
AD 268-270.

299.

AE ant. SF 5056. Victorinus, Gaul 2. Obv. [ ]NVS [ ]; Rev. FIDES MILITVM, AD 268-270.

300.

AE ant. SF 3452. Victorinus, Gaul, otherwise illegible. AD 268-270.

301.

AE ant. 0 . 9 l g SF 432. Tetricus I, Gaul 2. Obv. [ ]RICVS P F AVG; Rev. [LAETITIJA AVG N. Broken coin,
AD 270-274.

302.

AE ant. SF 2719. Tetricus I, Gaul. Obv. IMP C TETRICVS P F AVG; Rev. [ ]AVG, stg. female figure.
AD 270-274.

303.

AE ant. SF 3146. Tetricus II, Gaul. Obv. [ ]CAE[S]; Rev. [PIETAS AV]GG, sacrificial implements.
AD 270-274.

304.

AE ant. SF 5058. Tetricus II, Gaul, otherwise illegible: Rev. stg. female figure. AD 270-274.

305.

AE ant. SF 2084. Victorinus, Gaul. Obv. [ ]INVS P F [ ]; Rev. inscr. illegible, stg. female figure.
AD 270-274.

306.

AE ant. SF 5076. Carausius. Obv. IMP C CARAVSIVS P F AVG; Rev. [PAX AVG]. AD 286-293.

AD 260-296

imitations

307.

AE im. ant. 1.03g SF 1558. Tetricus I, Gaul. Obv. IMP C TETRICVS P F AVG; Rev. illegible; Pax stg. 1.
Imitation, 17 mm, c. AD 270-284.

308.

AE im. ant. 1.33g SF 5060. Tetricus I. Obv. [ ] ESV TE[ ]; Rev. PA[X AVGG], Imitation, 16 mm., c. AD
270-284.

309.

AE im. ant. 0.50g SF 1736. Tetricus I. Obv. [ ] TETRI[ ]; Rev. illegible, stg. female figure. Imitation, 12
mm, c. AD 270-284.

310.

AE im. ant. 3.73g SF 3156. Tetricus I. Obv. [ ]CVS P F AVG; Rev. [ ]S IIVG, Salus. Imitation, 18 mm.
c. AD 270-286.

311.

AE im. ant. 3.08g SF 3478. Tetricus I. Obv. [ ]DCVS AVG; Rev. inscr. illegible, Virtus. Imitation, 17 mm;
c. AD 270-286.

312.

AE im. ant. 0.40g SF 3305. Tetricus II; Rev. stg. female figure. Imitation, 11 mm. c. AD 270-286.

313.

AE im. ant. 0.52g SF 5053. Claudius II. Obv. [DIVO CLAVDIO]; Rev. [CONSECRATIO], altar. Imitation,
12 mm, broken, c. AD 270-286.

314.

AE im. ant. 0.32g SF 5054. As last, 8 mm.

315.

AE im. ant. 1.23g SF 2083. Gallic Empire. Rev. stg. female figure. Imitation, double struck, 14 mm, c. AD
268-286.

316.

AE im. ant. 1.69g SF 5057. Victorinus. Obv. IMP C PIAV VIC[ ]; Rev. Type of Postumus; [SAE]CVLI
FEL[ICITAS], Virtus. Cast imitation, 20 mm., c. AD 268-286.

317.

AE im. ant. 2.17g SF 5059. Gallic Empire. Rev. [ AV]GG, stg. female figure. Imitation, 16 mm. c. AD
268-286.

318.

AE im. ant. 2.68g SF 5061. Gallic Empire, otherwise illegible. Imitation, 18 mm. c. AD 268-286.

319.

AE im. ant. 1.25g SF 5062. Gallic Empire. Rev. [ ]DVX, Fortuna. Imitation, 18 mm, broken, c. AD 268-286.

320.

AE im. ant. 2.39g SF 5063. Gallic Empire. Rev. stg. female figure. Imitation, 15 mm. c. AD 268-286.

IRON AGE AND ROMAN COINS FROM HAYLING ISLAND TEMPLE

27

321.

AE im. ant. 0 . 6 l g SF 5064. Gallic Empire. Rev. IO[ ], Jupiter with thunderbolt. Imitation, 11 mm. c. AD
268-286.

322.

AE im. ant. 1.67g SF 5065. Gallic Empire. Rev. Victory walking 1. Imitation, 18 mm. c. AD 268-286.

323.

AE im. ant. 1.02g SF 5066. Gallic Empire. Rev. Victory stg. 1. Imitation, 13 mm. c. AD 268-286.

324.

AE im. ant. 1.67g SF 5067. Gallic Empire. Rev. stg. female figure. Imitation, 13 mm. c. AD 268-286.

325.

AE im. ant. 2.10g SF 5068. As last, 17 mm.

326.

AE im. ant. 0.52g SF 5073. Illegible, Rev. Sol r. Chipped imitation, 13 mm, c. AD 268-286.

327.

AE im. ant. 1.52g SF 5069. Illegible, Rev. stg. female figure. Imitation, 15 mm, broken, c. AD 260-286.

328.

AE im. ant. 0.65g SF 5071. As last, 11mm.

329.

AE im. ant. 1.44g SF 5070. Wholly illegible imitation, 17 mm, c. AD 260-286.

330.

AE im. ant. 0.87g SF 5072. As last, 14 mm.

331.

AE im. ant. 0.87g SF 5074. As last, 14 mm.

332.

AE im. ant. 0.42g SF 5075. As last, 12 mm.

AD 310-330

regular

issues

333.

AE 1/2 num. 0 . 9 l g SF 5077. Constantine I, Trier. Obv. CONSTANTINVS AVG; Rev. SOLI INVICTO,
PTR; RIC 899, AD 310-313.

334.

AE num. SF 139. Constantine I, Trier. Obv. CONSTANTINVS P F AVG; Rev. SOLI INVICTO COMITI.
TF/ ATR; RIC 7, 104; AD 313-317.

335.

AE num. SF 3485. As last, T F / PTR; RIC 7, 40; AD 313-317.

336.

AE num. SF 5078. Crispus, London. Obv. FL IVL CRISPVS NOB CAES; Rev. SOLI INVICTO COMITI,
c r e s . / P L N ; RIC 7, 140, AD 313-317.

337.

AE num. SF 5079. Constantine I, London. Obv. IMP CONSTANTINVS MAX AVG; Rev. VICTORIAE
LAETAE PRINC PERP VOT P R, PLN; RIC 7, 154, AD 317-320.

338.

AE num. SF 2122. Constantine I, Trier. Obv. FL HELENAE AVG; Rev. SECVRITAS REIPVBLICE, STR,
cres; RIC 7, 465, AD 325-330.

339.

AE num. SF 5080. Constantine 1. Obv. CONSTAN[ ]; Rev. PROVIDENTIAE AVGG, camp gate. AD
325-330.

340.

AE num. SF 5081. Constantine II, Trier. Obv. CONSTANTINVS IVN NOB C; Rev. PROVIDENTIAE
CAESS, camp gate, PTR[ ]; AD 325-330.

341.

AE num. SF 5084. Son of Constantine I, Trier. Rev. PROVIDENTIAE CAESS, camp gate, [ ]TR. AD
325-330 (mm PTR, dot in cres.).

342.

AE num. SF 5082 Constantine II. Obv. [ ]CONSTAN[ ]; Rev. [PROVIDENTIAE CAESS], camp gate, AD
325-330.

343.

AE num. SF 3212. Constantius II, Ticinum. Obv. FL IVL CONSTANTIVS NOB C; Rev. PROVIDENTIAE
CAESS. RIC 7, 201 (mm P cres. T), AD 325-330.

344.

AE num. SF 5083. Constantius II, Siscia. Obv. [ ]IVL CONSTANTIVS[ j; Rev. PROVIDENTIAE CAESS,
ASIS, cres.; RIC 7, 217, AD 325-330.
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AD 330-348 regular issues
345.

AE num. SF 431. Constantine I, Aries. Obv. VRBS ROMA; Rev. wolf and twins, wreath, SCONST; RIC 7,
379; AD 330-335.

346.

AE num. SF 5097. As last, mm illegible, Obv. [VRBS ROMA],

347.

AE num. SF 5090. Constantine I, Trier. Obv. CONSTANTINOPOLIS; Rev. Victory on prow, TRP; RIC 7,
523, AD 330-335.

348.

AE num. SF 3148. As last, Trier, TRP. RIC 7, 543.

349.

AE num. SF 3130. As last, Lugdunum, PLG. RIC1,

350.

AE num. SF 5091. As last, mm illegible, Obv. [ JTINOPOLIS. Broken.

351.

AE num. SF 5088. Constantine I, Obv. [ ]TANTINVS[ ] Rev. GLORIA EXERCITVS, 2 standards, AD 330-335.

352.

AE num. SF 3107. Constantius II, Trier. Obv. FL IVL C O N S T A N T I V S NOB C; Rev.
EXERCITVS, 2 standards, TRP*; RIC 7, 546, AD 330-335.

353.

AE num. SF 5086. Constantine II, Trier. Obv. [ ]IVN NOB C; Rev. GLORIA EXERCITVS, 2 standards,
wreath/TRP; AD 3 3 0 - 335.

354.

AE num. SF 5085. Son of Constantine I, Trier. Rev. [GLORIA EXERCITVS], 2 standards, TRS[ ]; AD 330-335.

355.

AE num. SF 5087. Constantine I, Aries. Obv. CONSTANTINVS MAX AVG Rev. GLORIA EXERCITVS,
2 standards, cres./PCONST; RIC 7, 353, AD 330-335.

356.

AE num. SF 162. Constantius II, Trier. Obv. FL IVL CONSTANTIVS [ ]; Rev. GLORIA EXERCITVS,
1 standard, -TRP-; AD 335-341.

357.

AE num. SF 6000. As last. Obv. CONSTANTI[VS PF AVG]; Rev. GLORIA EXERCITVS, 1 standard, M/TR[ ]

358.

AE num. SF 3160. Constans. Trier. Obv. FL [IVL CONSTA]NS AVG; Rev. GLORIA EXERCITVS,
1 standard, TRP; RIC 8, 72; AD 337-341.

359.

AE num. SF 5099. As last. Obv. [ ]CONSTANS[ ]; Rev. [GLORIA EXERCITVS], 1 standard, TRS-

360.

AE num. SF 6001. Constans, unc. mint; Obv. CONSTANS P F AVG; Rev. GLORIA EXERCITVS,
1 standard, N / ? ; AD 335-341.

361.

AE num. SF 844. Constans, Aries. Obv. [ ]CONSTANS[ ]; Rev. [GLORIA EXERCITVS], 1 standard, cres.
/ PCONST; AD 337-341.

362.

AE num. SF 3138. House of Constantine, Trier. Obv. illegible; Rev. GLORIA EXERCITVS, 1 standard,
TRP; halved. AD 335-341.

363.

AE num. SF 2720. House of Constantine, unc. mint. Obv. FL IVL[ ]; Rev. GLORIA EXERCITVS,
1 standard. AD 335-341.

364.

AE num. SF 6002. As last. Obv. FL IVL CONSTAN[ ]; Rev. GLORIA EXERCITVS, 1 standard.

365.

AE num. SF 6003. As last, Obv. illegible; Rev. GLORIA EXERCITVS, 1 standard.

366.

AE num. SF 3338. Helena, Trier. Obv. FL IVL HELENAE AVG; Rev. PAX PVBLICA, TRP; RIC 8,78, AD 335-341.

367.

AE num. SF 2099. Theodora. Obv. FL MAX THEODORAE AVG; Rev. PIETAS ROMANA. AD 335-341.

368.

AE num. SF 1019. Constantius II, Trier. Obv. FL IVL CONSTANTIVS AVG; Rev. VIRTVS AVGG NN,
TRP ; RIC 8, 74, AD 337-341.

241.

GLORIA
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369.

AE num. SF 6016. Constans, Trier. Obv. CONSTANS P F AVG; Rev. VICTORIAE DD AVGG Q NN,
leaf/TRS; RIC 8, 185, AD 314-348.

370.

AE num. SF 2199. Constans. Obv. D N [CONSTAN]S P F AVG; Rev. VICTORIAE DD AVGG Q NN.
branch/?. AD 341-348.

371.

AE num. SF 6017. Constans. Obv. CONSTANS P F AVG; Rev. VICTORIAE DD AVGG Q NN, D/ ?; AD
341-348.

372.

AE num. SF 6018. Constans. Obv. CONSTANS P F AVG; Rev. VICTORIAE DD AVGG Q NN; AD 341-348.

373.

AE num. SF 6019. Constantius II. Obv. CONSTANTIf ]; Rev. VICTOR[IAE DD AVGG Q NN], P/ ?; AD 341-348.

AD 330-348 imitations
374.

AE im. num. 0.94g SF 3458. Constantine II, Trier. Obv. CONSTANTINVS IVN NOB C; Rev. GLORIA
EXERCITVS, 2 standards, TRS; imitation, 16 mm, c. AD 330-348.

375.

AE im. num. 1.25g SF 1457. Constantine I, Lugdunum. Obv. CONSTANf ]; Rev. GLORIA EXERCITVS,
2 standards, PLG; imitation, 15 mm, c. AD 330-348.

376.

AE im. num. 1.22g SF 5089. Son of Constantine I. Obv. [ ] NOB C; Rev. GLORIA EXERC[ITVS],
2 standards. Imitation, 13 mm, c. AD 330-348.

377.

AE im. num. 1.16g SF 5098. Constantine I, Trier. Obv. [VRBS] ROMA; Rev. wolf and twins, TRP- :
imitation, 14 mm, c. AD 330-348.

378.

AE im. num. 1.53g SF 933. Constantine I, Lugdunum. Obv. CONSTA[NTINOPOLIS]; Rev. Victory on
prow. Imitation, 14 mm, c. AD 330-348.

379.

AE im. num. 1,31g SF 3455. As last, Obv. CONSTANTINOPOLIS; Rev. mm PLG- ; 15 mm.

380.

AE im. num. 1. lOg SF 2322. As last; Obv. CONSTANTINOPOLIS; Rev. mm -PLG; 15 mm.

381.

AE im. num. 0.98g SF 3152. As last, unc. mint, 18 mm.

382.

AE im. num. 1.24g SF 5092. As last, 14 mm.

383.

AE im. num. 0.66g SF 5093. As last, 15 mm.

384.

AE im. num. 1.20g SF 5094. As last, Obv. COONSTAN[TINOPOLIS], 15 mm.

385.

AE im. num. 1.36g SF5 095. As last, Obv. CONSTAN[TINOPOLIS]; 15 mm.

386.

AE im. num. 0.48g SF5096. As last. Obv. IV; 9 mm.

387.

AE im. num. 1.67g SF 6004. Constantius II. Trier. Obv. [ ] CONSTANTIVS AVG; Rev. [GLORIA
EXER]CITVS, 1 standard, TRP. branch; imitation, 14 mm, c. AD 335-348.

388.

AE im. num. 1.24g SF 6011. Constans. Obv. FL IVL CONSTAN[S P F AVG]; Rev. GLORIA EXERCITVS,
1 standard. Imitation, 15 mm. c. AD 335-348.

389.

AE im. num. 2.08g SF 6006. House of Constantine, Trier. Obv. FL IVL CONSTANTS ]; Rev. [GLORIA
EXERCIT]VS, 1 standard, TRS, branch; imitation, 13 mm, c. AD 335-348.

390.

AE im. num. 0.85g SF 6005. House of Constantine, Trier. Rev. [GLORIA EXERCITVS], 1 standard, TRS;
imitation, 14 mm, c. AD 335-348.

391.

AE im. num. 1.08g SF 6007. House of Constantine, Aries. Obv. illegible; Rev. [GLORIA EXERCITVSj,
1 standard, cres / CONST; imitation, broken, 13 mm, c. AD 335-348.
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392.

AE im. num. 1.25g SF 6008. House of Constantine. Obv. [ ] NOB CAES; Rev. [GLORIA EXERCITVS],
1 standard. Imitation, 15 mm, c. AD 335-348.

393.

AE im. num. 1.06g SF6013. House of Constantine. Obv. FL IVLCONS[ ]; Rev. [GLORIA EX]ER[CITVS],
1 standard. Imitation, 15 mm, c. AD 335-348.

394.

AE im. num. 1.50g SF 854. House of Constantine; Rev. GLORIA EXERCITVS, 1 standard. Imitation,
14 mm, c. AD 335-348.

395.

AEim. num. 1.18g SF 3462. As last, 12 mm.

396.

AE im. num. 0.23g SF 2724. As last, 12 mm.

397.

AE im. num. 1.03g SF 6010. As last, 15 mm.

398.

AE im. num. 1.32g SF 6012. As last, 15 mm.

399.

AE im. num. 0.89 SF 6009. As last, broken, 12 mm.

400.

AE im. num. 0 . 9 l g SF 6062. Wholly illegible imitation, 12 mm, c. AD 335-348.

401.

AE im. num. 1.49g SF 6014. Helena, Obv. FL IVL HELENAE AVG; Rev. PAX PVBLICA. Imitation,
14 mm, c. AD 335-341.

402.

AE im. num. 1.26g SF 6015. Constans. Trier. Obv. D N CONSTAN[S P F] AVG; Rev. VICTORIAE DD
AVGG Q NN, leaf / TRP; imitation, 14 mm, c. AD 341-348.

AD 348-360 regular issues
403.

AE num. SF 6020. Obv. illegible. Rev. [FEL TEMP REPAJRATIO, galley. AD 348-360.

404.

AE num. SF 6022. Constantius II, Obv.
horseman. AD 348-360.

405.

AE num. SF 6023. Constantius II, Lugdunum. Obv. D N CONSTANTIVS [ ]; Rev.
REPARATIO, falling horseman, SL[ ]; AD 348-360.

406.

AE num. SF 6025. Illegible; Rev. [FEL TEMP REPARATIO], falling horseman. Broken. AD 348-360.

407.

AE num. SF 6024. Illegible, Rev. stg. male figure, AD 348-360.

408.

AE num. SF 6021. Illegible, AD 348-360.

409.

AE num. SF 601. Magnentius, mm. illegible. Obv. D N MAGN[EN]TIVS P F AVG; Rev.
ROMANORVM, AD 350-353.

410.

AE num. SF 3149. Magnentius, Lugdunum. Obv. [ ] M A G N E N T I V S P F AVG; Rev.
REIPVBLICE, RSLG; see RIC
112-13, AD 350-353.

411.

AE num. SF 2297. Constantius II, Lugdunum. Obv. D N CONSTANTIVS P F AVG; Rev. FEL TEMP
REPARATIO, falling horseman, GPLG; RIC 8, 190, AD 353-355.

D N CONSTANTI[ ]; Rev. FEL TEMP REPARATIO, falling

[FEL TEMPI

GLORIA

FELICITAS

AD 348-360 imitations
412.

AE im. num. 1.23g SF 6026. Lugdunum. Obv. D N CO[ ]; Rev. FEL TEMP [REPARATIO], falling
horseman, PLG. Imitation, 16 mm, c. AD 348-360.

413.

AE im. num. 1.89g SF 6027. Constans. Obv. D N CONSTAf ] P F AVG; Rev. [FEL TEMP REPARATIO|,
falling horseman; imitation, 17 mm, c. AD 348-360.
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414.

AE im. num. 0.51g SF 6033. Obv. CONSTANS[ ]; Rev. [FEL TEMP REPARATIO], falling horseman.
Imitation, 10 mm, c. AD 348-360.

415.

AE im. num. 1.57g SF 6028. Obv. illegible; Rev. [FEL TEMP REPARATIO], falling horseman. Imitation,
15 mm, c. AD 348-360.

416.

AE im. num. 0.59g SF 1998. As last, 10 mm.

417.

AE im. num. 0.40g SF3161. As last, 9 mm.

418.

AE im. num. 1.42g SF 6029. As last, 17 mm.

419.

AE im. num. 0.94g SF 6030. As last, 12 mm.

420.

AE im. num. 1.20g SF 6031. As last, 18 mm.

421.

AE im. num. 0.92g SF 6032. As last, 11 mm.

422.

AE im. num. 1.04g SF 6034. As last, 13 mm.

423.

AE im. num. 0.76g SF 6035. As last, broken, 13 mm.

424.

AE im. num. 0.20g SF 6070. Illegible imitation, 8 mm, c. AD 330-360.

AD 350-364
425.

imitation

AE im. num. 1,88g SF 3360. Magnentius. Obv. D N MAG[ ]IIS AVG; Rev. inscr. illegible, 2 Victories
inscribing wreath. Imitation, 16 mm; AD 350-364.

AD 364-378

regular

issues

426.

AE num. SF 6038. Valentinian I. Obv. D N VALENTINIANVS P F AVG; Rev. [GLORIA ROMANORVMJ,
OF II. AD 364-378.

427.

AE num. SF 6044. Obv. [ ]IANVS[ ]; Rev. [GLORIA ROMANORVM], AD 364-378.

428.

AE num. SF 6036. Valens. Obv. [D N VALEN]S P F AVG; Rev. GLORIA [ROMANORVM]. AD 364-378.

429.

AE num. SF 6039. Valens. Obv. [D N VALE]NS P F AVG; Rev. GLORIA [ROMANORVM]. AD 364-378.

430.

AE num. SF 6041. Valens. Obv. [D N VALEN]S P F AVG; Rev. GLORIA [ROMANORVM], OF III / ?. AD 364-378.

431.

AE num. SF 6037. Illegible, Aquileia; Rev. [GLORIA ROMANORVM], SMAQP. AD 364-378.

432.

AE num. SF 6040. Illegible, Aquileia; Rev. [GLORIA RO]MANORVM [ ]AQP. AD 364-378.

433.

AE num. SF 6042. Illegible, Rev. GLO[RIA RO]MANORVM, AD 364-378.

434.

AE num. SF 6043. Illegible, Rev. [GLORIA ROMANORVM]. AD 364-378.

435.

AE num. SF 6045. Illegible, Rev. [GLORIA RO]MANORVM. AD 364-378.

436.

AE num. SF 6058. Illegible; Rev. [GLORIA ROMANORVM], halved. AD 364-378.

437.

AE num. SF 6046. Gratian, Aries. Obv. D N GRATIANVS AVGG AVG; Rev. GLORIA NOVI SAECVLI,
OF III / ?. AD 364-378.

438.

AE num. SF 3142. Gratian, Aries. Obv. illegible; Rev. [GLORIA NOVI SAECVLI]. AD 364-378.

439.

AE num. SF 6055. Valentinian I. Obv.
REIPVBLICAE. AD 364-378.

[D N VALEN]T1NIA[NVS P F AVG]; Rev.

SECVRITAS
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440.

AE num. SF 6047. Valentinian I, Aquileia. Obv. D N VALENTINI[ ]; Rev. [SECVRITAS REIPVBLI]CAE,
SMAQP. AD 3 6 4 - 378.

441.

AE num. SF 6053. Valentinian I or Gratian, Rev. [SECVRITAS REIPVBLICAE]. AD 364-378.

442.

AE num. SF 6051. Valens, Aries. Obv. [D N V]ALEN[S P F AVG]; Rev. [SECVRITAS REIPVBLICAE]
CON. Broken. AD 364-378.

443.

AE num. SF 3370. Valens. Obv. D N VAL[EN]S [ ]; Rev. SECVRITAS REIPVBLICAE OFI / ?; AD 364-378.

444.

AE num. SF 6050. Valens, Obv. [ D N VALEN]S P F AVG; Rev. SECVRITAS REIPVBLICAE OF 1 / ?; AD 364-378.

445.

AE num. SF 6049. Valens. Obv. D N VALEN[S P F AVG]; Rev. [SECVRITAS REIPVBLICAE]. AD 364-378.

446.

AE num. SF 3348. Gratian, Lugdunum. Obv. | |AVGG AVG; rev. SECVRITAS REIPVBLICAE OFI /
LVGP; AD 364-378.

447.

AE num. SF 6054. Gratian, Obv. [D N] GRATIA[ ]; Rev. SECVRITAS REIPVBLICAE OFII / ?. AD 364-378.

448.

AE num. SF 6048. Illegible, Aries. Rev. SECVR[ITAS REIPVB]LICAE, OF/III CON. AD 364-378.

449.

AE num. SF 2305. Illegible; Rev. [SECVRITAS REIPVBLICAE], Victory walking 1. AD 364-378.

450.

AE num. SF 6056. As last.

451.

AE num. SF 6057. As last, halved.

452.

AE num. SF3359. As last, Rev. SECVRITAS REIPVBLICAE.

453.

AE num. SF 6052. As last, Rev. SECVRITAS [REIPVBLICAE].

AD 378-388

regular

issues

454.

AE num. SF 6059. Valentinian II, Aries. Obv. D N VALEN[TINIANVS P F AVG]; Rev. VICTORIA
AVGGG, CON. AD 378-383.

455.

AE num. SF 6060. Illegible, Rev. camp gate. AD 383-388.

AD 388-402

regular

issues

456.

AE num. SF 1994. House of Theodosius, mm. illegible. Obv. illegible; Rev. [VICTORIA AV[ ], Victory
walking 1.; AD 3 8 8 - 4 0 2 .

457.

AE num. SF 3139. House of Theodosius, Rev. Victory walking 1.; AD 388-402.

458.

AE num. SF 6061. Illegible, Rev. Victory 1., AD 388-402.

459.

AE num. SF 6063. As last, broken.

460.

AE num. SF 6064. As last, broken.

461.

AE num. SF 6066. As last.

462.

AE num. SF 6065. Illegible, Rev. Victory 1. with captive. Broken. AD 388-402.

Uncertain/illegible

coins

463.

AR pi. den. halved 1.70g SF 5022. Illegible, 29 B C - A D 96.

464.

AE as SF 3151. Illegible; Rev. altar. AD 14-99.
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465.

AE dp. SF 5035. Rome, illegible, AD 98-193.

466.

AE dp. SF 5036. As last.

467.

AE as 5.73g SF 457. Rome, illegible, very worn, AD 98-193.

468.

AE as SF 5024. Rome, illegible, Rev. stg. female figure. AD 98-193.

469.

AE as SF 5034. Rome, illegible, AD 98-193.

470.

AE sest. SF 5037. Rome, illegible, AD 41-193.

471.

AE sest. SF 5038. As last.

472.

AE sest. SF 5039. As last.

473.

AE dp. SF 1372. Illegible, AD 41-193.

474.

AE as SF 5040. Rome, illegible, AD 41-193.

475.

AE as SF 5041. Illegible, AD 41-193.

476.

AE as SF 5042. As last.

477.

AE as SF 5043. As last.

478.

AE as SF 5044. As last.

479.

AE as SF 5045. As last.

480.

AE as SF 5046. As last.

481.

AE as SF 5047. As last.

482.

AE as SF 5048. As last.

483.

AE as SF 5049. As last.

484.

AE num. SF 3354. Illegible; AD 330-378.

485.

AE num. 0.42g SF 6067. Illegible; Obv. [ ]AVG. Fragment. AD 330-402.

486.

AE num. SF 6068. Illegible. AD 330-402.

487.

AE num. SF 6069. As last, broken.

488.

AE num. SF 6071. As last, holed.

489.

AE ? SF 6072. Illegible, broken. AD 260-402.

490.

AE ? SF 6073. Illegible. AD 260-402.

491.

AE ? SF 6074. As last.

492.

AE ? SF 6075. As last.

493.

AE ? SF 6077. As last.

494.

AE ? 0.55g SF 6076. As last, halved.

495.

AE ? SF 6083. Appears to be another, but possibly not a coin.
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6. POST-ROMAN COINS

496.

AR penny SF 6078. Saxon, illegible. Fragment with circular legend, c. AD 800-999.

497.

AR quartered penny 0.37g SF 1738. Henry III Long Cross, Canterbury, otherwise illegible. AD 1247-1279.

498.

AE farthing (?) SF 3118. Illegible, bent; c. AD 1700-1800.

499.

AE farthing SF 6079. Illegible, c. A D 1700-1830.

500.

AE farthing SF 6080. George III, inscriptions illegible, AD 1744.

501.

AE halfpenny SF 6082. Another, A D 1760-1820.

502.

AE halfpenny SF 6081. Illegible, c. AD 1700-1830.

503.

AE penny SF 3479. Victoria, Obv. VICTORIA D G BRITT REG F D; Rev. ONE PENNY. Britannia, 1861.

504.

AE penny SF 2878. As last, 1893.

7. W E I G H T S
505.

AR 1.33g SF 3486. Flattened silver ingot with graffito X scratched on one side: possibly a weight, found in
topsoil.

506.

AE 4.337g SF 956. Four-scruple bronze weight firmly inscribed IIII in a Roman hand; found in a Phase VII
context.

GENERAL DISCUSSION
1. Coin deposition at the Iron Age and early Roman temples
Colin Haselgrove and Daphne Briggs
It is far from easy to establish the original chronological pattern of coin deposition at the
Hayling Island temple. Iron Age coinage is notoriously difficult to date closely, especially the
uninscribed series, and reliance on the coins themselves for accurate dating runs real dangers
of circular argument. Moreover, we have relatively little idea of how long different Iron Age
types remained in use, making it difficult to know how near to the time of issue individual
losses occurred. For example, a fair amount of the coinage in circulation in Verica's reign was
evidently made up by issues struck by his predecessor, Tincommius, and so on. For many
British Iron Age issues, the maximum period of coin loss on settlements seems to occur
between about fifteen and forty years after the likely period of minting, although no hard and
fast rule can be applied. 50 The same is apparently true at temples, both in Britain and in Gaul,
where many of the coin offerings were evidently already old when eventually deposited.
A further difficulty is that of closely dating the archaeological contexts yielding coins. At
Hayling Island, the earliest coin finds, mainly Iron Age but including some Roman, come
from a loam layer in the courtyard around the first circular timber building and from the
associated enclosure ditch. However, the Roman conquest itself does not appear as a clear
horizon on the site and the earliest secure archaeological terminus ante quern is that provided
by the construction of the Roman temple building. Judging from a coin of Titus struck under

50

C . C . H a s e l g r o v e , Iron

England: the Archaeological

Age

Coinage

in South-East

Context (D.A.R. 174, Oxford,

1987), pp. 3 6 - 9 , 7 1 - 3 , etc.; cf. coin finds at Alesia, n. 60

below.
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Vespasian potentially associated with the construction levels (HI 250, AD 77-78), this was not
necessarily completed until well into the Flavian period.
We therefore have no immediate way of knowing which of the Iron Age and early Roman
coins are certainly pre-Conquest offerings and which belong to the period of the client
kingdom. A further problem is the length of time for which Iron Age coinage continued to be
used as offerings before giving way entirely to Roman issues. The construction of the stone
temple and subsequent activities evidently disturbed many of the earlier levels containing
buried coins, so that most of the Iron Age or early Roman issues found in later contexts are
likely to be residual, although some may not be. 51 Another legacy of these later disturbances is
the large number of unstratified coins (fig. 4). What we cannot now tell is from how much
earlier contexts these coins were disturbed.
These issues will be considered more fully in the final excavation report, when stratigraphic
analysis is complete. Here, we will simply seek to establish some of the most important trends
by examining the numbers of Iron Age and Roman coins of different periods present in each
of four main horizons relating to the use of the site (figures 1-4). These horizons are: (1)
deposits contemporary with the wooden shrine and predating the stone temple (the excavators'
Phase II); (2) the construction and use of the stone temple (Phases III—VI); (3) late Roman and
early Medieval activity (Phases VII-VIII); and (4) unstratified and surface finds (Phase X). A
number of coins which cannot at present be securely assigned to one or other of these horizons
have been omitted. The issue periods into which the coins have been divided in the figures are
broadly similar to those employed in other recent studies of Iron Age and Roman coinage.52
These are as follows:
Gaulish

British

1
2
3
4
5

c. 80/60 BC
c. 60/40 BC
c. 4 0 - 2 0 BC
c. 20 B C - A D 10 (Tine.)
c. 10-40 AD (Ver. etc.)

Roman
pre 60 BC
c. 60/50 BC
post 50 BC

51
See n. 27 above: HI 24 was presumably redeposited in
the Roman period.
52
For Iron Age coinage, see C. Haselgrove, op. cit. n. 50
above, pp. 78-95. For Roman coinage, see e.g. P.J. Casey,
Understanding ancient coins, (London, 1986). p. 90; R. Reece,

la

pre 52 BC

lb
lc
Id
2a
2b
3
4
5
6
7a
7b
8
9a
9b
10
11
12
13a
13b
14
15a
15b
16

52-15 BC
15 B C - A D 14
Tib/Gaius
Claudius
Nero
69-96
96-117
117-138
138-161
161-180
180-193
193-222
222-238
238-260
260-275
275-295
295-317
317-330
330-348
348-364
364-378
378-388
388-402

'A short survey of the Roman coins found on fourteen sites in
Britain', Britannia 3 (1972), 271. It must be stressed that the
issue periods for Iron Age coinage, especially for the
uninscribed issues, are approximate only, and that not all types
can be assigned to a given period with any real certainty.
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Fig. 1: Phase II, wooden shrine
(1st century BC - mid 1st century AD)
Approx. date
pre 60 BC
c. 60/40 BC
c. 52-20/15 BC
c. 20 BC-AD 10
c. AD 10-40
Claudius

British

llllllllIIII (12)
mmmu o n
/
//

Gaulish

Roman

llllll (6)
milium (ii)

/

(1)

urn

(5)

/
/

(1)
(1)

///

(3)

(i)
(2)

No later coins. The six underlined coins were found together.
Fig. 2: Phases III—VI: stone temple construction and use 5 3 (later 1st century AD - early 3rd century AD)
Approx. Date
pre 60 BC
c. 60/40 BC
c. 52-20/15 BC
c. 20 BC-AD 10
c. AD 10-40
Claudius
Nero
69-96
96-117
117-138
138-161

British

Gaulish

/////////

//
//
III

(9)
(6)
mm
///////// (9)
////////// (10)

Roman
(2)
(2)
(3)

///////

(7)

/

llll

(1)
(4)

/////////
///
//////
III
/
III

(9)
(3)
(6)
(3)
(1)
(3)

161-180

180-193
193-222
222-238
238-260
260-275
(260-295)
275-295
294-317
317-330
330-348
348-364
364-378
378-388
388-402

(1)

(1)

Fig. 3: Phases VII-VIII (late Roman and early Mediaeval) 54
(3rd-4th centuries AD; robbing in 8th-9th centuries AD)
Approx. Date
pre 60 BC
c. 60/40 BC
c. 52-20/15 BC
c. 20 BC-AD 10
c. AD 10-40
Claudius
Nero

British
/
III

llll
mm

Roman

Gaulish
(1)
(3)
(4)
(6)

/
//

(1)
(2)

33
Includes coins from II/III and II/IV but not II/VII and
IV/VII.

II
1
II

(2)
(1)
(2)

54 N o t including II/VII, IV/VII, and V/VII.
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Approx. Date

British

Gaulish

37

Roman
//

69-96
96-117
117-138
138-161
161-180
180-193
193-222
222-238
238-260
260-275
(260-295)
275-295
294-317
317-330
330-348
348-364
364-378
378-388
388^-02

(2)

/
(1)
/ (VI/VII) (1)

//
/

(2)
(1)

/
/
//////
//

(1)
(1)
(6)
(2)

Unc. lst/2ndcent. AD

/(I)

Fig. 4: Phase X (Unstratified, excluding spoil heap and backfill coins)
(*a = finds during excavations; *b = later finds)55
Approx. Date
pre 60 BC
c. 60/40 BC
c. 52-20/15 BC
c. 20 BC-AD 10
c. AD 10-40
Claudius
Nero
69-96
96-117
117-138
138-161
161-180
180-193
193-222
222-238
238-260
260-275
(260-295)
275-295
294-317
317-330
330-348
348-364
364-378
378-388
388-402
Unc. Ist-2ndcent.
Unc. 3rd-4th cent.
Unc. 4th cent.

British

Ill

/////////
/////
////////

Gaulish
(3)
(9)
(5)
(8)

//////
//
///

Roman *a
(6)
(2)
(3)

Roman *b

/////

(5)

IIIIIII
/

(7)
(1)
(4)
(4)
(1)
(1)
(1)
(3)
(3)
(1)

nn
mi

/
/
/
///
///
/

/////
/////

(5)
(5)

/
(1)
/
(1)
///////////// (13)
(4)
nn
(5)
nm

n
ii

(2)
(2)

/

(1)

III

(3)

1

(i)
(i)
(9)
(2)
(6)
(2)
(1)
(2)
(4)

/
/////////
II

mm
II
/
//

nn
/

(I)

/
/////
///////////////////
/
//

(1)
(5)
(19)
(1)
(2)
(6)

mm
mmmmmmmmmmmm
////////////////
///////////////////////
//

mu
mmmmmm
mini
nm

(16)
(23)
(2)
(5)
(18)
(7)
(5)

55
The unstratified and surface finds are of some interest, as the general temple area of which no structural remains have
they suggest significant third- and fourth-century activity in survived. Their significance is further discussed below.

(36)

38
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As figure 1 clearly shows, nearly 90 per cent of the British coins and 70 per cent of the
Gaulish issues present in the pre-Temple levels date from the mid-late first century BC.
Moreover, of the six remaining Gaulish coins, three are Gallo-Belgic D quarter-staters (HI
1 1 3 - 1 5 ) which should not be far removed in date from their mid-first-century BC insular
derivatives (British O), with which they are associated in the pre-Temple layers (HI 69-70).
The other three are all potins (HI 125-6, 142). While the potins may be slightly earlier issues,
there is no reason to think they were deposited on this site before the rest of the Gaulish
coinage, with which they are generally associated. Potins remained in use in Gaul in the midand later first century BC, their proportions all the time declining relative to struck bronze
coinage.56 They are quite likely to have come into Britain alongside the rest of the Continental
coinage, Iron Age and Roman alike, from the mid 50s BC onwards. This dating would also
accord with the virtual absence from the temple of coin types belonging to the earliest stages
of insular production.57
Perhaps the most striking feature of the pre-stone temple levels is the virtual absence of
coins of Tincommius or Verica (one of each), although together these rulers' issues account
for over 20 per cent of the British coins from the temple. These later inscribed types are much
better represented in the Roman levels and among the unstratified collection from the site (figs
2-4); indeed the profile of British coins from the late and post-Roman levels is very much
what might be expected if deposition had been at its most intense immediately before and after
the Conquest, with the earlier British and Gaulish types now in a clear minority (fig. 3).
Possible explanations for this will be considered below; for the moment we may simply note
that while the pre-Temple deposits provide plentiful evidence for coin deposition at some time
between the mid first century BC and Tincommius' reign, the situation in the first century AD
is a good deal less sure.
Although the vast majority of the British coins from Phase II deposits are relatively local
issues (77%), mainly in silver, there are also a few coins from other regions of Britain. By far
the most numerous of these are the four coins belonging to the Dobunni and their neighbours
(HI 95-7, 99), just under half the finds of this series from the site. Since both the gold and the
silver coinages of the western area appear to be derived from the southern series, 58 it is
possible that their appearance here reflects political ties between the respective territories. In
contrast, coins from the neighbouring territory of the Durotriges are remarkably rare in the
earliest deposits, although all told this series accounts for over 15 per cent of the British coins
from the site. Only one Durotrigan coin came from a definite pre-stone temple context (HI
76). This would seem to support our earlier suggestion59 that the Durotrigan coins mostly
reached Hayling in the Claudian period, flooding into Cogidubnus' kingdom as a by-product
of the Roman conquest of the south-west.
Between them, British (48%) and Gaulish (37%) coins account for the overwhelming majority
of the finds from the wooden shrine deposits. A mere 15 per cent are Roman, the latest of them a
single coin of Claudius. However, like the Iron Age coins, they are predominantly issues dating
to the second half of the first century BC (the earliest dates to 79 BC), 60 raising the question of
56

At the mid-first-century BC site at Villeneuve St
Germain, Aisne, potins comprise 82% of the finds; eg. J.
Debord, Les fouilles du site gaulois tardif de Villeneuve St
Germain, Memoires Federation des societes d'histoire et
d'archeologie de I'Aisne 35 (1990), 164. This contrasts with
the closely dated battlefield deposit of 52 BC from Alesia 220
km further south, where struck bronze issues already
outnumber potins by 3:1, cf S. Scheers op. cit., n. 43 above.
57
The profile of the earliest British coins - predominantly
silver - is not early for Britain. Even the earliest of the thin
silver types is unlikely significantly to predate the mid first
century BC. It may be of relevance that Julius Caesar, writing

for an audience for whom silver was the normal coinage
medium, said in 54 BC that the Britons used gold and bronze
(implying not silver: BG V. 12), although his account, which is
probably based largely on the south-east (the 'bronze' he
refers to, is presumably Kentish potin), may display ignorance
of other areas. The earliest British coin from Hayling Island, a
deliberately quartered gold stater of British B (HI 74,
unstratified) is of a type which was still in widespread
circulation in the 50s BC, if not later.
58
See notes on HI 94.
59
See notes on HI 91.
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whether they and the Gaulish imports should be regarded as a single phenomenon, entering
Britain contemporaneously from Roman Gaul after 55-52 BC - when the dependency of the
southern British dynasty upon the Romans in Gaul began.61 In the absence of a definite
Conquest-period horizon, the stratigraphy does not provide a clear answer. Late Republican
coins remained an important proportion of currency in Gaul until the middle of the first century
AD, and were probably still being deposited on this site much later (Fig. 2). 62 Most of the
Roman coins at Hayling Island are in any case securely post-Conquest in date of deposition, and
from Phase III onwards pre-Claudian issues account for only a minority of the Roman finds.63
In one area of the temple site, it may just be possible to distinguish between pre- and postConquest groups on the basis of evidence already available. There is a marked concentration
of early coin finds around the entrance to the temple and in the courtyard to the south-east of
the cella (levels K2a-c, Table 2), especially in and under the gravel path that led into the
courtyard. Together, these furnish a clear impression of a change in the profile of deposits
made during the lifetime of the wooden shrine.
TABLE 2: summary of coins from levels K2a-c
K2a courtyard to SE of cella, Roman level.
1 thin AR, HI 8
1 A R p l . Verica, HI 61
2 Durotriges AR, HI 77, 85
1 AE RVE, HI 104
1 Ambiani (?) AE, HI 121
1 Togirix AR, HI 157
1 Q. Titius pi. den. 90 BC, HI 173
1 AE Ti. Caesar Rom et Aug, Lugd., HI 194
2 Claudius I AE imit, HI 220, 233
1 worn 3rd cent AE imit, HI 307
1 4th cent AE imit, HI 375

K2c as K2b but sealed under gravel entrance path, so
definitely phase II.
1 Hants, thin AR, HI 2
1 other thin AR, HI 13
1 uncertain AR, HI 16
1 southern AR, HI 31
1 Dobunni AR pl„ HI 99
1 Ambiani AE, HI 120
1 Aisne/Oise potin, HI 125
1 illegible core of pi. quarter-stater, HI 160
1 pi. den. Q Nasidius, 44/43 BC, HI 186
1 pi. den. Tiberius, c. AD 36, HI 210

K2b under K2a, mainly IA, some Roman, not sealed.
1 Southern AR, HI 39
1 British O base AV, HI 73
2 Durotriges AR, HI 81, 82
1 pi. den. 83/82 BC, HI 174
1 AE Ti. Caesar Rom et Aug, Lugd.. HI 193
60

Assuming that the Republican coins at Hayling entered that like the Iron Age coins, the early Roman coinage from the
Britain from Gaul, a comparison with the Republican coins site may in fact be divided into two chronologically distinct
found at Alesia (context 52 BC) highlights the markedly later groups of offerings.
62
profile of the Hayling assemblage. At Alesia, of 133
The halved Republican asses (HI 166-70), whose
Republican coins (earliest 211/208 BC, latest 54 BC), 61
treatment probably dates to the late first century BC (T.V.
(45.86%) were struck before 90 BC and 72 (54.13%) between Buttrey, op. cit., n. 45 above), provide a good example of the
89 BC and 54 BC, with a peak in 89-80 BC (28 coins = difficulties. These types are particularly strongly associated
21.05%, cf. Table 5). At Hayling, of 36 datable Republican with Roman military populations in Gaul. As the latter only
and Augustan coins (earliest 115/114 BC, latest AD 14, entered Britain in AD 43, it might be argued that such halved
excluding undatable halved asses), only 10 (27.8%) date coins are imports of the Conquest period. Against this, it must
before 50 BC, while 26 (72.2%) date between 49 BC and AD be said that - Richborough apart - these types are only rarely
14, with a peak (11 coins, 30.56%) in the years 49-30 BC.
found on known military sites in Britain and the unusually
Since of these, all the silver and many of the bronze coins are high number at Hayling Island might therefore point lo preimitations made at some undetermined point later than their Conquest importation alongside the Gaulish issues with which
prototypes, there can be little doubt that as an ensemble the they circulated in Gaul. At this period halved Republican
Republican coins at Hayling derive at very earliest from Gallic asses, often worn to the point of being devoid of recognizable
currency towards the end of the first century BC.
types, are extremely unlikely to have had any monetary
61
It may also be relevant that late Augustan issues - whichfunction in Britain. Instead, they probably had the status of
are absent from the earliest levels - outnumber late-first- votive, ritual objects. This problem is further discussed below.
63
century BC Roman coins by 4:1 in the overlying deposits (Fig.
From 78% in Phase II. the proportion of pre-Claudian
2). By doing so, the late Augustan types display a very similar issues declines to 32% in Phases III-VI (Fig. 2) and 30% in
statigraphic distribution to the issues of Tincommius and early Phases VII-VIII (Fig. 3), in all cases excluding coins later
than AD 180 from consideration.
Verica with which they are broadly contemporary, implying
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Although level K2a is attributed to the period of the stone temple, the latest coins it
contains are two imitations of Claudian asses. 64 This group could well therefore be residual
from the last phase of use of the wooden shrine before the stone temple was constructed.
The British coins are virtually all types which are absent from the earlier horizon,
including a coin of Verica, unlikely to be one of his earliest issues (HI 61), and the only
inscribed bronze issue from north of the Thames found on the entire site (HI 104), while as
many as 36 per cent of the coins are Roman. Such a profile is entirely compatible with
post-Conquest deposition, and the spectrum of Roman coinage is typical of contemporary
sites in Gaul. 65
The group of coins sealed under the gravel entrance path in level K2c has a distinctly
earlier appearance. Sixty per cent of the finds are uninscribed British issues, all of midlater first century BC date and compatible with deposition at any point between then and
the 20s AD, Verica's reign, at least.66 There are also two Gaulish and two Roman coins, the
latest a plated denarius of Tiberius, a mixture which would be perfectly compatible with an
origin in essentially civilian contact with Gaul before the first arrival of a resident Roman
population (at first mainly soldiers) in AD 43, though not necessarily long before. The
overall emphasis of the K2c coins closely follows that of the pre-Temple horizon as a
whole.
While level K2b is broadly equivalent to K2c, it is not fully sealed under the path, and the
composition of the finds seems closer to those from the overlying layer, K2a. Roman coins
now account for two of the six finds, and Durotrigan issues (which also occur in K2a) for a
further two of this admittedly very small sample. We have already seen that most of the
Durotrigan coins probably reached Hayling after the Claudian invasion. In sum then, the coins
from level K2c form a group which is essentially pre-Conquest in date, whereas those in levels
K2a-b are more likely to reflect deposition between the 40s and the mid 60s AD. This would
tie in well with the excavators' date for the foundation of the masonry temple in the later part
of Nero's reign.
In sum, preliminary stratigraphic analysis of the Iron Age coins, based on an admittedly
small sample, suggests a strong possibility that there were two chronologically distinct
groups of offerings. The first group comprises Gaulish imports, local southern coins
minted in the mid-later first century BC, and a few western issues. Its composition is
compatible with deposition at any time between Caesar's conquest of Gaul and the early
first century AD. At this stage, Roman coins seem only to have been present in a very
small minority. The second group consists primarily of Dynastic southern issues and
Durotrigan coins together again with Gaulish imports, but Roman coinage now represents a
larger proportion of the finds.67 The date at which this second group of coins was deposited
cannot yet be established with any certainty, but is likely to centre on the mid first century
AD.

64
The significance of this type of coinage is discussed also seals an occupation deposit (AI7) that yielded an
below. The two worn late Roman coins (HI 307, 375)
imitation as of Claudius I (HI 222), the only example from the
recovered from K2a are almost certainly intrusive. A number
period of the wooden Iron Age shrine, together with a plated
of other coins from contexts that are stratigraphically
coin of Tincommius (HI 49).
67
equivalent to K2a-c are not taken into account here. They do
By the Conquest period, Gaulish coinage probably
not appear significantly to alter the overall picture, and will beaccounted for a very small proportion of the offerings at the
considered more fully in the final report.
temple. Leaving the Durotrigan series aside, the percentages of
65
uninscribed British and Gaulish issues recovered from postSee notes on HI 91 and 157.
66
Whether these represent deposits over a long or short Conquest deposits are nearly identical (59% as against 56%),
period has yet to be determined. Other parts of the gravel which ought to imply a similar degree of residuality. If
significant numbers of Continental coins were still being
entrance path, whose detailed stratigraphy has yet to be
worked out, yielded a sizeable number of coins. Apart from 2 deposited alongside issues of Verica, this should be reflected
bronzes of Domitian and Nerva (HI 258, 265), the composition by higher proportions of finds in later contexts.
of these coins closely resembles K2a. At one point the path
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All the pre-Flavian coinage on the site presents a markedly different profile from the
composition of finds thereafter, when Cogidubnus' territory had been quietly incorporated
into the Roman province after his death (cf. figs 2-3 and further discussion of Roman
coinage below). The vast majority of Roman coinage at Hayling was deposited after this
event. The detailed stratigraphy of the generally more disturbed Roman levels has yet to
be worked out, but taken as a whole, the proportion of Iron Age coinage deposited on the
site seems to have fallen off rapidly, reflecting changing conditions both in Britain and in
Gaul.
The Iron Age coins in their wider context
The typological and geographical affinities of the Iron Age coins have already been
considered at some length in the Catalogue and only the essentials will be repeated here.
Issues belonging to the earliest phases of British and Gallo-Belgic coinage are virtually
absent from the temple. Such types certainly circulated locally, as they occur in small
numbers among the beach finds at nearby Selsey Bill 68 and in other finds from the region,
so their absence is probably significant. The earliest coins to occur in any quantity are all
issues of the mid first century BC, suggesting that coin offerings on the site only began in
the second half of the century, a date which the associated metalwork would also support.69
If there was earlier use of the site, as seems probable, coin offerings were not a feature of
this activity.
Both this dating and the numbers of Gaulish imports support the idea that the practice of
using coins as monetary offerings had its origins in the changing values of post-Conquest
Gaulish society. The Hampshire region evidently had particularly close ties with Belgic
Gaul, which was the source of nearly 45 per cent of the Gaulish coins found at Hayling
Island, while Picardy and Upper Normandy between them provided models for several
important early southern coinages, including British O, British Q, and the thin silver series.
However, while finds of weaponry, usually deliberately damaged, and human and animal
bone are known at a number of late Iron Age religious sites in Belgic Gaul, the particular
custom of depositing large amounts of coinage at temples only became widespread there
after the mid first century BC and may well be partly of Roman origin.70 Several of these
later Belgic temples provide particularly close parallels for Hayling, including Bois 1'Abbe
(Eu, Seine-Maritime), Chilly (Somme), and Villeneuve au Chatelot (Aube). In all, around
one third of known Romano-Celtic temples on the Continent have produced Iron Age coin
finds, often like Hayling in association with animal bone or other artefacts such as brooches,
and coins are also common finds at other sacred sites such as river sources and
sanctuaries.71
Romano-British temples with Iron Age coin deposits are far fewer than in Gaul,
although it is possible that there are other as yet unrecognized religious sites among

68

C. Haselgrove, op. cit., n. 50 above, pp. 119-20. The
earliest deposits at Selsey ought to be no later than the Gallic
war, with further groups of coins being deposited at a
subsequent date.
69
R. Downey et al., op. cit., n. 1 above. Earlier ritual
activity should not be discounted, since there is potentially
earlier material, such as Saucepan pottery and even the iron
'currency bars'. There are also areas within the temple from
which coinage is notably absent among the offerings
(information A. King).
70
Eg. K. Gruel and M. Clement, Les monnaies
Gauloises du fanum de Trogouzel, in Melanges CB,

451-64; J.L. Brunaux, 'Les monnaies gauloises dans les
sanctuaires', ibid., 157-62. If there was earlier ritual
activity involving coin offerings at Hayling, this would
provide an additional link with Continental sites such as
Gournay-sur-Aronde, where the later Iron Age sanctuary,
with its weapon deposits, was succeeded after the
Conquest by a timber building with associated coin
offerings, which - like that at Hayling - closely resembles
later Romano-Celtic temples (see J.L. Brunaux et al., op.
cit., n. 3 above).
71
C. Haselgrove, op. cit., n. 50 above, p. 136.
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those which have produced multiple finds. Most of the definite examples are located
either around the Thames estuary or in a zone stretching from the south coast to the
upper Thames Valley, where the five principal sites form a reasonably coherent group.
Beside Hayling itself, these are Farley Heath and Wanborough, both in Surrey;
Waltham St Lawrence, in Berkshire; and Lancing Down, in Sussex, although the latter
site, along with several other supposed Romano-Celtic temples in Britain, may have a
better claim to be regarded as a mausoleum. 72 Lancing, like Hayling, had Iron Age
timber structures preceding the later stone buildings. Apart from a possible outlier at
Woodeaton, near Oxford, this southern group of temples is all within the probable preConquest territory of the Atrebates and the Regni, although it is very noticeable how
almost all of them are located close to the boundaries of the civitates into which the
Romans subsequently divided the region. 73 Without exception, their coin lists are
dominated by regional issues. One other site which should also be considered
alongside this group is Danebury, in Hampshire, where in 1984 a large find of southern
silver types was made just outside the hillfort ramparts, perhaps suggesting another
temple deposit, although subsequent excavations in the adjacent area failed to provide
any further information.74
The proportions of Iron Age coins of different series recovered from these six sites are
set out below. 7 5 In order to maximize comparability, Table 3 summarizes the
geographical origins of the coins and also the percentage of plated issues found at each
site, while in Table 4 the local southern issues only are divided into successive
chronological groups. The coins put into circulation in the Atrebatic area by the eastern
rulers, Epaticcus and Cara(tacus), are included with the other southern issues, as are
those of Eppillus, who appears to have ruled both in northern Atrebatic territory and in
Kent. The issue periods are the same as those used in figures 1-4, except that the latest
types, those of Epaticcus and Cara(tacus), have been entered separately. Eppillus is
treated here as an exact contemporary of Verica, although his reign probably also
overlaps that of Verica's predecessor, Tincommius. This seems to make little difference
to the overall picture.
Although all six sites display several broadly similar trends, it is clear that Hayling
possesses a number of exceptional features not shared by the other temples. The extent of its
outside contacts has already been a subject of comment. Apart from the strong Belgic
connection, the Gaulish coins imply significant links with eastern France, with central France
north of the Loire, and with Brittany and the Channel Islands, this latter less unexpected given
the temple's location on the fringe of the zone of Armorican influence in southern England.
Among British sites, only Richborough and Silchester have yielded Gaulish imports in similar
72
For further details of these and other British temples
or mausolea with Iron Age coins, see C. Haselgrove, op. cit.,
n. 50 above, esp. pp. 125-33 and Appendices. A more
detailed listing of the Wanborough find is given in C.C.
Haselgrove, 'Celtic coins found in Britain 1982-87', Bull
Inst Archaeol London 26 (1989), 1-75. For Waltham St
Lawrence, see now A. Burnett, WSL (see Abbreviations).
The hoard was apparently found just to the west of the
known Romano-Celtic temple at Weycock Hill, where
nineteenth-century excavations yielded only a solitary
British potin.
73
A similar tendency is evident in Belgic Gaul; J-L.
Brunaux, Les Gaulois; sanctuaires et rites (Paris, 1986),
fig. p. 7. Both Bois l'Abbe and Chilly are among the
temples sited very near to the later civitas boundaries.
Hayling itself, although firmly within the territory of the
Regni, is located not far from its probable boundary with

the artificially created civitas of the Belgae, focused on
Winchester.
74
B.W. Cunliffe, Danebury Volume 5. The excavations
1979-1988: The finds (London, 1991), pp. 320-8.
75
The sources of information used in compiling these
figures are cited in nn. 72 and 74 above. Only identifiable
coins are included. The Wanborough, Danebury, and
probably Waltham St Lawrence finds were all originally
larger, but the samples of coins acquired by the British
Museum are probably reasonably representative; only these
coins are included in the calculations. The small and poorly
recorded groups of finds from Farley Heath and Lancing
Down are almost certainly selective and the percentages
calculated in Tables 3-4 should be treated with due caution.
Two of the silver coins from Waltham are actually lead
forgeries rather than plated copies.
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TABLE 3: Proportion of Iron Age coins from different regions at six selected sites (%), and incidence of plated
copies or forgeries (%).
HI

W

WSL

FH

LD

D

Southern

49.4

92.2

97.1

59.4

88.2

93.9

Western

5.8

0.8

-

11.7

4.2

-

3.9

2.9

1.1

South-Western
Other British
Continental

29.2

% plated

45.5

Total coins

154

-

1.2
910

-

4.1

34.4

-

2.0

6.3

-

-

1.7

-

11.8

2.3

-

11.8

175

32

17

-

-

4.1
49

(HI = Hayling Island; W = Wanborough; WSL = Waltham St Lawrence; FH = Farley Heath; LD = Lancing Down;
D = Danebury)
TABLE 4; Period of issue of Southern coinage types from six selected sites (%)
HI
Pre 60 BC

W

WSL

FH

LD

D

-

-

2.2

1.2

5.3

-

10.9

4.2

11.8

63.2

6.7

69.6

14.5

11.9

3.5

46.7

6.5

AD 10-40

22.4

49.4

46.5

21.1

46.7

6.5

Epaticcus

2.6

34.6

37.1

10.5

170

19

1.3

-

60/40 BC

34.2

-

50/20 BC

25

20 BC-AD 10

Total coins

76

839

-

-

15

4.4
46

(HI = Hayling Island; W = Wanborough; WSL = Waltham St Lawrence; FH = Farley Heath; LD = Lancing Down;
D = Danebury)

proportions, neither of them temples.76 At Richborough, the Iron Age coins appear to be
essentially a by-product of the enormous Roman losses at this important early military base
and port. Equally, while some of the Gaulish coins found at the northern Atrebatic capital
were undoubtedly pre-Conquest imports, all but three of them were Belgic types, underlining
still further the highly unusual situation at Hayling.
76
The actual numbers of Gaulish coins from both sites is
significantly smaller. At Richborough, six imports were
among the 21 Iron Age coins found during the pre-War
excavations and on other occasions (28.6%). Surprisingly in
view of the location, only three of the coins are Belgic types.
At Silchester, there are 15 imports out of 49 identifiable Iron

Age coins found within the walled city (30.6%), over half of
them older finds. This proportion is maintained by the Gaulish
coins from the 1980-86 basilica excavations, two of which
come from potential pre-Conquest contexts (information M.
Fulford).
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Danebury, the most westerly of the six sites, is the only other find with a comparable
proportion of western types, which fits with its generally earlier emphasis. The enormous
but relatively late deposits at Wanborough yielded only seven examples. However,
Durotrigan issues are rather more frequent, as one would expect if there was an influx into
the client kingdom after the Conquest. A single deposit of 11 coins was found at Farley
Heath, and Wanborough produced 38. All told, south-western coins are known from
nearly 30 other sites outside their main circulation area, encompassing most of lowland
Britain. One or two of these sites are temples, but the majority have Roman military
associations, strongly supporting the idea that the army was the principal agent in their
post-Conquest displacement. The upheavals of this period are probably also responsible
for the small quantities of eastern and East Anglian coinage that turn up at most of the
southern temples.
The chronological distribution of the local coinage found at Hayling differs from any of
the other sites. Of the other five, only Danebury has even produced coins of all six issue
periods represented at Hayling, but it seems to be essentially a deposit of the late first
century BC, with a few earlier and later strays. 77 The early thin silver types which
represent such an important component of the pre-stone temple horizon at Hayling are
conspicuous by their absence from Danebury, and elsewhere. Both Wanborough and
Waltham St Lawrence, on the other hand, are essentially late, or even post-Conquest
deposits.78 They consist very largely of precious-metal coins (although Waltham has much
the higher proportion of gold), and appear to be treasure deposits that were never
recovered. While we should allow for their being from the north of the kingdom, the
relative importance of issues of Verica and Epaticcus, compared with Hayling, is
particularly striking. This leaves only the poorly recorded collections from Farley Heath,
which perhaps displays more similarities with Hayling than any of the other sites, and
from Lancing Down, where the coins seem to be from Roman levels, but the record is
hopelessly confused.79
Iron Age plated coins
The most puzzling feature of the Hayling temple is the quite exceptional proportion of plated
coin finds - 75 per cent of the gold, 46 per cent of all Iron Age silver80 - and much of the
remaining silver is either thin or very debased. This could imply that precious-metal issues
were systematically removed in antiquity - in which case the surviving sample of coins may
be hopelessly distorted. The alternative is that they were never there in the first place. It is
crucial to our whole interpretation to try to decide which is more likely, although in the
absence of independent evidence for how the temple was actually used at its height, complete
certainty is impossible. For instance, if the former were true - and we know from Wanborough
and Waltham St Lawrence that precious metal was definitely present at some southern temples
- it could be argued that the high proportion of billon and base metal coins has given the
Gaulish imports an exaggerated relative importance at Hayling, although we could still point

77
Apart from the lack of thin silver and Continental types, first century BC. Wanborough produced a plated denarius of
the composition of the Danebury find does bear rather more Claudius, evidently not in fresh condition.
similarities to the pre-Temple horizon at Hayling. If there were 7 9 C.C. Haselgrove, op. tit., n. 50 above, pp. 291-4 (Lancing
indeed essentially two distinct periods of coin deposition at Down) and pp. 454-7 (Farley Heath). Five of the uninscribed
silver minims from Lancing Down, which are attributed to
the latter site, this would make sense.
78
Both deposits apparently included post-Conquest Roman Tincommius' time in Table 4, could just as easily be coins of
silver issues. The latest coins from Waltham are two unworn Verica, shifting the overall emphasis of the collection still later
denarii of AD 68-9, suggesting a terminal date as late as the in time. Most of the Lancing coins were apparently found above
Flavian period, but if these are rejected as intrusive, all the the cella floor, the rest coming from Roman graves.
80
As well as all the Roman silver, discussed below.
remaining denarii from the main find arc worn issues of the
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to their virtual absence at the other temples. The presence of relatively large numbers of
debased Durotrigan coins is also borne out elsewhere.
It is entirely conceivable that precious-metal coinage was deposited or hoarded in the
temple in a way that rendered it easy to collect up and remove later, leaving little or no trace.
Much of it could have been placed in containers, with any recognizably debased and plated
coin being separated and discarded. The Classical sources make a number of references to
treasure and war booty being laid up or openly displayed on sacred sites in Gaul, protected by
severe religious penalties.81 Another possibility is that good coinage was preferentially
removed at the time of offering, leaving only plated coinage for permanent deposit, although if
so, this was an enduring feature of the site.
On the other hand, the sheer number of plated coins makes Hayling look quite exceptional
when compared to the other southern temples. Using the incidence of plated copies at
Wanborough and Waltham St Lawrence as a rough guide, we are apparently 'missing'
anything between 5000 and 15000 genuine coins at Hayling. While the temple could easily
have held this number of coins at some stage, a few more of them might perhaps have been
expected to have found their way into the archaeological record. More to the point, if similar
culling was taking place elsewhere, much larger numbers of plated discards ought to occur at
other shrines, even if the particular deposits recovered from Wanborough and Waltham are
themselves quite exceptional in having been concealed below ground at all. It is, however,
also possible that many plated coins from other sites have not been recognized for what they
are, giving the false impression of relative scarcity elsewhere. Particularly where the plating is
intact (e.g. HI 153, 154, 157), it can be difficult to detect: cf. discussion of the difficulties with
Roman coins, pp. 5 1 - 2 below.
It may be that - for whatever reason - at this particular temple plated copies were
preferentially employed in the sacrifices enacted there as tokens for precious ones.82 Given
Hayling's close connection with Belgic Gaul, this could be seen as an extension of
contemporary Romanized practice on the Continent, where most coins found at RomanoCeltic temples are base-metal types. Whilst the same problem besets these sites of whether the
surviving samples in any way reflect the original offerings, there is perhaps more reason to
think that the loss or withdrawal from circulation of large quantities of native precious-metal
coinage during and after the Gallic War forced the Gauls to place much greater reliance on
token coinage from the start. Alternatively, it is always possible that the individuals who made
dedications at Hayling were simply cheating on their payments to deities. If the offerings were
inviolate, plated coins might stand a much better chance of escaping detection than they would
in gifts or payments to other individuals.
With all these caveats, we can return to the extant sample of Iron Age coins, accepting that
it may be highly selective. As we have already seen, there is a clear distinction between the
pre-stone temple horizon, with its high proportion of early issues, and the subsequent Roman
deposits, where most of the southern Dynastic issues were found. Various explanations
suggest themselves, some of which we can dismiss fairly rapidly in the light of the earlier
discussion. One is that deposition was continuous but increasingly made use of old coin
types. Equally, there is no evidence whatsoever of an early switch to Roman instead of Iron
Age offerings. Lastly, while some of the local uninscribed types may prove to be wrongly
dated, they are highly unlikely as a group to be late enough to fill the necessary
chronological gap.
This leaves three main possibilities. The first is that deposition of Iron Age coinage fell
away after the end of the first century BC, only to start again in the period of the client

si E.g. Diodorus Siculus, V.27.4; Caesar, BG VI. 17: Strabo
IV. l. 13.

82
Cf. J.-L. Brunaux, Melanges CB, p. 160 for substitution
of (genuine) coins for animal offerings.
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kingdom, continuing until late in Cogidubnus' lifetime or even after his death. As well as the
late deposits at Wanborough and Waltham St Lawrence, there is a possible parallel at the
Harlow temple in Essex, where there is an early group of finds but the bulk of the bronze
coinage was probably not deposited until after the Conquest.83 A second possibility is
that coins were deposited continuously throughout the late Iron Age, but that the
construction of the stone temple so severely disturbed the underlying stratigraphy that
the latest pre-Conquest offerings, mostly issues of Tincommius and Verica, were almost
all redeposited in the Roman levels, while the earliest deposits were left virtually
undisturbed. As we have already seen, there is a degree of residuality, but it does not
seem to be as great as this. Nor would systematic recovery of precious-metal coins
before the temple was built (whether or not this actually happened) solve this particular
problem, since we would still have to explain the virtual absence of the plated Dynastic
coins from the pre-temple horizon. If anything, we would do better to think in terms of
the late pre-Conquest levels having been completely truncated during the construction of
the stone temple and the material dumped somewhere else altogether - which gives us a
third possibility.
On balance, the most likely explanation is that the surviving sample does indeed
represent two distinct episodes of deposition, with a phase of diminished intensity in
between. This entails accepting that the southern Dynastic and Durotrigan coinage found at
the temple does indeed belong primarily in the Roman context from which it was
recovered. 84 As the Roman coinage from the same deposits implies intensive postConquest activity, this is entirely plausible. The alternative is to suppose that there was a
phase of offerings which is not encapsulated in the surviving stratigraphy, but there is no
real evidence that this has happened, and in several instances - such as the gravel path continuity seems assured. In the absence of any further indication of how the temple was
used and of how individual items actually got into the ground, this is far as the coinage
alone can take us.
2. The Roman Coins
Cathy King
Introduction
The interest of the Roman coins from Hayling Island lies in the first instance in the
comparatively large number of early coins, since over 40 per cent of all the coins recovered
were minted before AD 260, and of these nearly 45 per cent were produced in the years
between AD 14 and 96 (Table 5). 85 This distribution differs from that of the typical British
site which has few or no coins datable to the period before the Conquest, relatively small
numbers of Claudian bronzes (usually imitations), a somewhat larger group of Flavian and
second-century bronzes, and a preponderance of coins minted in the third and fourth
centuries AD which coincide with periods of high output of genuine Roman coins and/or
their copies.

83
C.C. Haselgrove, Iron Age coin deposition at Harlow
Temple, Essex, Oxford J Archaeol 8 (1989), 73-88.
84
At nearby Chichester, where significant occupation did
not start until the Conquest, the Iron Age coin lists begin
with Tincommius, and Dynastic issues predominate (75%).
The ratio of coins of Tincommius to Verica and 'A' is
comparable with that at Hayling (1:2), and the excavations

also yielded 3 bronzes of Cunobelinus and a single
Durotrigan coin.
85
128 identifiable coins were minted before 260; of these,
64 (50%) were recovered from stratified contexts. For the
period AD 14-96 the figures are 57 in all, with 31 (54.38%)
stratified, and for AD 14-68 they are 38 in all, with 20
(52.63%) stratified.

IRON AGE AND ROMAN COINS FROM HAYLING ISLAND TEMPLE

47

TABLE 5: Hayling Island Roman coins, distribution by period.

2nd c. BC
1st c. BC
31 BC-AD 14
14-68
69-96
1st c. Illeg.
96-193
lst-2nd c. Illeg.
193-260
260-296
3rd c. Illeg.
296-310
310-330
330-348
348-364
364-378
378-388
388-402
4th c. Illeg.
3-4th c. Illeg.

Total

%

7
19
15
39
18
3
32
14
2
38
1
0
12
58
22
28
2
7
6
7

2.1
5.7
4.5
11.8
5.4
0.9
9.7
4.2
0.6
11.5
0.3
0.0
3.6
17.5
6.7
8.5
0.6
2.1
1.8
2.1

The occurrence of large numbers of early Roman coins at Hayling Island must be linked to
the significant numbers of Iron Age coins also found on the site, and a critical question is the
extent to which the deposition of the Hayling Iron Age coins belongs before or in the early
post-Conquest period (see pp. 34-41 above). This problem has also arisen in the interpretation
of the Harlow Temple Iron Age coins, many of which, it has been suggested, were deposited
in the early Roman period.86 It is clear that given this chronological and archaeological
context, discussion of the Iron Age coins must include the early Roman material. Perhaps the
most profitable method of determining how the two groups are related is to examine the way
in which the character of both Iron Age and Roman finds varies from one part of the site to
another, a technique employed recently in the comparison of the Colchester (Camulodunum)
and Saint Albans (Verulamium) Iron Age finds.87 This will be undertaken in the final
excavation report on the Hayling Island temple when all the finds can be considered together
as an ensemble.
However, the Hayling Island Roman coins can also be analysed in terms of the way in
which the site compares with other Romano-British and Continental sites and the extent to
which it can be defined as typical in terms of its chronological and geographical distribution.
Given the quantity of early material and is atypical nature, the coins will be divided by date
into two groups: 1) coins minted before AD 260 and 2) coins minted between 260 and 402.
Coins of the early empire
Hayling Island coins minted in the years before AD 260 are dominated by pieces produced
before AD 96 (including Republican coins) and peak in the years between AD 14 and 68. In
this early group there are coins such as halved asses, semisses, and quadrantes that are not
commonly associated with British sites (except for very large or very early ones), as well as
more typical pieces (e.g. Claudian copies and Vespasianic bronzes).

86
87

C.C. Haselgrove, op. cit., n. 83 above.
C.C. Haselgrove, 'The archaeological context of coin

finds at Colchester and St Albans', in Melanges CB, pp.
483-96.
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Silver coins (pis. 6-7, nos 171-263)
Thirty-six denarii were recovered, all of which were plated, and 35 of which are datable to the
late Republican period or first century AD, while the last belongs to the Severan period (Table
6). None bore the 'bankers' marks' frequently found on hoarded silver coins in Britain, but
many were variously scratched, pricked, cut, or stabbed, revealing the underlying base core
(see p. 2 above). This remarkably high incidence of early plated denarii is unique on a British
site and is the more surprising as Hayling Island is a 'civilian' site. An early purely military
site in the Netherlands, Velsen I, all of whose thirteen denarii are also plated, seems to provide
the closest parallel to the Hayling Island silver deposition pattern, although it ends earlier. At
Velsen, all of the prototypes were either Republican or were produced no later than AD 14,
with the exception of a plated antoninianus of Gallienus and one of Postumus. The coin series
(76 pieces) at Velsen I ends c. AD 15-17, excluding the two third-century antoniniani. A
smaller group of 25 coins from a second site at Velsen yielded one plated and one tin denarius
and a group of bronzes ending with Claudius I. 88
TABLE 6: Roman denarii (all plated), chronological distribution
%
5.5
52.8
19.4
11.1
5.5
2.8
2.8

No.

2nd c. BC
1st c. BC
31 BC-AD 14
14-68
69-96
1st c. AD Illeg.
193-211

2
19
7
4
2
1
1

Total

36

Early plated denarii are regularly recovered from large military camps such as Vindonissa,
Neuss, Nijmegen, and Avenches, but in relatively small proportions compared with genuine
pieces. They are also found in smaller numbers in non-military contexts in Gaul such as the
Sambre at Namur (where they are presumably offerings), Roanne, and Chenehutte, although
interestingly they are missing from the large votive deposit at Conde-sur-Aisne, which had no
silver at all (Table 7). It is worth nothing that finds of silver coins are rare on sites in
comparison with finds of bronze pieces.
TABLE 7: Plated denarii
VINDONISSA

Date
2c. BC
lc. BC
31-14
14-68
69-96

AR
18
85
35
16
28

Im AR
1
6
9
7
6

20.4
30.4
17.6

3
11
4
1
3

2
2

40.0
15.4

%
5.2
6.6

NEUSS

2c. BC
lc. BC
31-14
14-68
69-96

18

81.8

8
1

90.0
25.0

88
P. Vons, 'The identification of heavily corroded Roman Oudheidkundig Bodemonderzoek, 11 (1977), 139-163.
coins found at Velsen', Berichten van de Rijksdienst voor het
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Date

AR

Im AR

%

*
*
22
36
89

*
*
8
4
4

*
*
26.7
10.0
4.3

4
19
6
5
14

4
6
2
3
5

50.0
17.4
25.0
37.5
26.3

2
5
0

2
0
0

50.0
0.0
0.0

0

1

100.0

4

0

0.0

0

0

0.0

1
6

3
1

75.0
14.3

1
1

0
0

0.0
0.0

3

0

0
0

0.0
0.0

1
9

1
1

50.0
10.0

0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
1

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
100.0

NLJMEGEN

2c. BC
lc. BC
31-14
14-68
69-96
*Figs. not available
AVENCHES

2c. BC
lc. BC
31-14
14-68
69-96
SAMBRE

2c. BC
lc. BC
31-14
14-68
69-96
ROANNE

2c. BC
lc. BC
31-14
14-68
69-96
SAHAM TONEY

2c. BC
lc. BC
31-14
14-68
69-96

0
0

0.0

HARLOW TEMPLE

2c. BC
lc. BC
31-14
14-68
69-96

COLCHESTER 1930-1939 (Ex. coins and Sheepen combined)
2c. BC
lc. BC
31-14
14-68
69-96

1
20
3
3
0

0
0
0
0
1

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
100.0
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Date

AR

Im AR

%

COLCHESTER 1 9 7 1 - 1 9 7 9 Lion Walk
2c. BC
lc. BC
2c.-lc.
31-14
14-68
69-96

0
0
0
0
1
0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
100.0
0.0

0
7
1
3
0

0
0
0
0
0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

4
31
7
7
10
24

0
0
0
0
0
1

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
4.0

0
4
0
0
2

0
1
0
1
0

0.0
20.0
0.0
100.0
0.0

1
3
0
1
0

0
0
0
0
0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0
0
0
0

0
6
7
1

0.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

0
0
0
0
0
0

2
19
7
4
2
1

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

1
4
1
0
0
0

COLCHESTER 1971 -1979 Balkerne
2c. BC
lc. BC
31-14
14-68
69-96
RICHBOROUGH
2c. BC
lc. BC
2c.-lc.BC
31-14
14-68
69-96
CHENEHUTTE
2c. BC
lc. BC
31-14
14-68
69-96
BUTTE DU MURET
2c. BC
lc. BC
31-14
14-68
69-96
VELSEN
2c. BC
lc. BC
31-14
lc. BC-14
HAYLING
2c. BC
1c. B C
31-14
14-68
69-96
lc. A D Illeg.
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Date

AR

ImAR

51

%

FISHBOURNE

2c. BC
lc. BC
2c.-lc. BC

0
3

31-14
14-68
69-96

0

2
2
0

0
0
0
1
0
1

0.0
0.0
0.0
100.0
0.0
100.0

0
0
0
0
0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

BATH

2c. BC
lc. BC
31-14
14-68
69-96

2
6
1

2
16

Republican and first-century imperial denarii found in Britain tend to be recovered from
early and/or very large sites such as Colchester, Saham Toney, Fishbourne, Bath, and
Richborough, although plated coins seem to be rarer than they are on Continental sites. This
may be due to the fact that plated denarii are actually less common in Britain, but it is also
possible that they have not always been recognized on superficial examination for what they
actually are. Many copies can be readily identified today because some of the silver coating
has been lost owing to wear or chemical changes over time, so that the base core shows
through the plating (pi. 6, HI 172, 177, 183). But coins which are still intact can be more
difficult to recognize. Some look and feel like casts (e.g. pi. 6, HI 187) but others might still
pass for genuine had they not been test cut in antiquity with the result that their base core is
visible in the cut mark (pi. 6, HI 174). Given these potential difficulties, it is possible that
their numbers in Britain may be higher than the published records suggest. If this supposition
is true, then what at present appears to be an unusual phenomenon at Hayling Island may
eventually prove to be less significant than it now seems.
To the extent which the quantity of plated denarii recovered from sites and excavations is
representative of the numbers originally produced, and on the assumption that plated Roman
coins were made very close to the date of issue of the genuine coins they imitate, their
numbers peaked in the first century BC, although significant numbers are known from secondcentury BC prototypes as well, and copies continued to be produced during the first century
AD (Table 7). 89
It has been a matter of some controversy whether or not the plated pieces were made from
official dies, since it has been argued that some are so skillfully manufactured that they could
only have been produced in this manner.90 This suggestion is now considered implausible.91
Plated denarii also occur in hoards, although they are commonest in finds which have no
genuine pieces. There are, however, exceptions to this pattern, e.g. the find of Republican
coins recently published by Y. van der Weilen.92
89
It is possible the production of plated denarii in the first
century BC was a peak against a background of long-term
endemic plating (see discussion of bronze imitations below, p.
58). Many of the conditions that gave rise to much later
episodes of imitation also prevailed in the first century BC.
The Roman civil wars, particularly, were not only extremely
expensive, giving rise to enormous issues of regular denarii,
but were also attended by periodic acute shortages of official
currency (see M. Crawford, Roman Republican Coinage
(Cambridge, 1974), pp. 637-9.

50
L.A. Lawrence, NC, 205 (1940), 185-9, esp. 188; E.A.
Sydenham, NC, 205 (1940), 195-202, esp. 201-2; P.P. Serafin,
Annali Istituto Italiano di Numismatica 15 (1968), 9-30, esp.

19.

91 M.H. Crawford, NC, 87 (1968), 55-9, esp. 57; G. Boon,
'Counterfeit coins in Roman Britain', in Coins and the
Archaeologist, 2nd edn., edited by J. Casey and R. Reece
(London, 1988), pp. 102-88, esp. pp. 111-13.
92
in Melanges CB, pp. 763-4. See also H. Chantraine,
Novaesium VIII (Berlin, 1982), p. 41, note 191.
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Because the incidence of early Roman silver coins on British sites is low, it is difficult to
determine whether their absence or presence in very small numbers on some sites in
comparison with larger numbers on others is due to the small sample size or has real
chronological significance. It is equally difficult to ascertain to what extent some may have
entered Britain before the Claudian conquest, as they are essentially absent from
unambiguously pre-Conquest archaeological contexts. While some familiarity with Roman
silver coinage is implied by the inspiration which some first-century AD British die engravers
drew from contemporary Roman coins, already current in Gaul, 93 there is at present no
compelling reason to think that Roman silver coinage was entering Britain on a significant
scale before the Conquest. At Hayling Island, the Iron Age shrine yielded a single Republican
plated denarius (R Nasidius, HI 186) from a sealed pre-Conquest level K2c: see p. 39 above).
It is even more difficult to determine why so many plated denarii were found at Hayling
Island. It has been suggested in connection with the plated Iron Age coins that good coinage
might have been removed preferentially at the time of sacrifice or subsequently, leaving only
low-value or plated coins for permanent deposit (see p. 45 above). It is certainly plausible that
the plated denarii could have been selected in the same sort of way, but it is virtually
impossible to prove that this was what happened. The fact that only plated denarii were
recovered from Velsen, a Roman military site, which had no Iron Age material, would seem to
argue against such a suggestion. On the other hand, the deposition pattern at Hayling Island
suggests that the coins were deliberately selected in some way, and carefully placed in certain
areas. This is hardly the treatment one would normally give a discredited and worthless
currency.
Bronze coins
The chronological distribution at Hayling Island of bronze coins minted before AD 260 shows
three peaks; one between AD 14 and 68, which is the highest, one between AD 69 and 96, and
one between 96 and 193 (Table 8). The apparent peak in the second century has much less
significance if the unequal length of time represented by the three periods is taken into
account, but the large number of coins which falls between 14 and 68 deserves more detailed
analysis.
TABLE 8: Roman bronze coins, chronological distribution
Genuine
Exc
u/s
2nd c. BC
1st c. BC
31 BC-AD 14
14-68
69-96
1st c. Illeg.
96-193
1-2 c. Illeg.
193-260
Total

Imitations
Exc
u/s

Total
Gen
Imits

0

0

2

0
0

0

0

0

3
7
11
2
18
I

1
2
5
0
13
13

3
17

1
9
0
0
0
0

45

36

22

10

3

0

0

0
0

0
1*

0

5

%

4
9
16
2
31
14

0

0
0
4
26
0
0
1
0
1

5
0
8
35
16
2
32
14
1

4.4
0.0
7.1
31.0
14.1
1.8
28.3
12.4
0.9

81

32

113

100.0

*Copper core of plated denarius
exc = excavated coins; u/s = unstratified finds
93

Total

See articles by S. Scheers, n. 14 above and related discussion in the text.
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If one compares the incidence of bronze coins on Continental and British sites for the
period 31 BC to AD 68, it is clear that Augustan, Tiberian, and Gaian coins are far more
heavily represented on Gallic sites than in Britain (Table 9). They exist in particularly large
numbers on legionary camp sites like Vindonissa and Neuss where Augustan issues, in
particular, are very common. By comparison their representation on British sites is meagre. If,
as has been suggested, the presence of Augustan bronzes in significant numbers is correlated
with an early date for a site, the British sites are, by definition, excluded since the evidence
does not support the import of Roman bronzes in quantity (if at all) before the Conquest.94 The
earliest coins to appear in even remotely significant numbers are Agrippa asses, which, on
stylistic grounds and recent analysis of their metal content, must have been minted under
Gaius,95 and inspired a late silver coin type of Verica (HI 60, and see commentary ad loc.).
TABLE 9: Bronze coins
Avg/Tib copies
Colchester Ex. 1930-1939
Colchester Sheepen 1930-1939
Colchester 1971-1979 Lion Walk
Colchester 1971-1979 Balkerne
Harlow Temple
Saham Toney
Hayling
Fishbourne
Bath
Richborough
Vindonissa
Neuss
Velsen
Avenches
Sambre
Conde-sur-Aisne
Roanne

Gen
14
1
0
0
1
4
4
0
6
36
3135
1568
48
264
39
758
109

Im
0
2
1
0
0
1
6
0
2
1
126
17
1
20
3
91
1

0.0
66.7
100.0
0.1
0.0
20.0
60.0
0.0
25.0
2.7
4.0
1.1
2.0
7.5
7.1
10.7
0.9

53
22
3
10
4
4
1
2
6
75
575
187
0
65
7
232
4

0
2
0
1
0
1
0
0
4
2
49
0
0
1
0
11
0

0.0
9.1
0.0
9.1
0.0
20.0
0.0
0.0
40.0
2.6
8.5
0.0
0.0
1.8
0.0
4.7
0.0

%

Gains copies
Colchester Ex. 1930-1939
Colchester Sheepen 1930-1939
Colchester 1971-1979 Lion Walk
Colchester 1971-1979 Balkerne
Harlow Temple
Saham Toney
Hayling
Fishbourne
Bath
Richborough
Vindonissa
Neuss
Velsen
Avenches
Sambre
Conde-sur-Aisne
Roanne
94
C. Wells, The German Policy of Augustus (1972), pp.
277-88. Recent metal analyses at Oxford (P. Northover,
'Materials issues in the Celtic coinage', in M. Mays (ed.), op.
cit., n. 14 above, p. 264) and Durham have shown that a
number of issues of Tasciovanus and associates were struck in
brass, but this does not prove the importation of Roman
dupondii and sestertii, as there were other alternative sources

of brass, such as brooches, which were being imported in
quantity at the time.
95
J.-B. Giard, Catalogue des monnaies de /'empire romain
//, de Tibere a Neron (Paris, 1988), p. 25; G.F. Carter and W.E.
Metcalf', 'The dating of the M. Agrippa Asses', NC 148
(1988), 145-7.
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Claudius copies
Colchester Ex. 1930-1939
Colchester Sheepen 1930-1939
Colchester 1971-1979 Lion Walk
Colchester 1971-1979 Balkerne
Harlow Temple
Saham Toney
Hayling
Fishbourne
Bath
Richborough
Vindonissa
Neuss
Velsen
Avenches
Sambre
Conde-sur-Aisne
Roanne

Gen
47
14
0
0
3
1
2
15
4
81
197
175
0
52
9
154
5

Im
98
24
21
50
19
29
24
51
34
264
70
28
0
16
6
133
14

67.5
63.1
100.0
100.0
86.4
96.7
92.3
22.7
89.5
76.5
26.2
13.8
0.0
23.5
40.0
46.3
26.3

3
1
3
23
7
12
5
17
116
104
193
52
0
32
22
959
2

0
0
2
0
0
0
3
0
0
0
4
0
0
0
0
124
0

0.0
0.0
40.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
37.5
0.0
0.0
0.0
2.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
11.4
0.0

%

Nero copies
Colchester Ex. 1930-1939
Colchester Sheepen 1930-1939
Colchester 1971-1979 Lion Walk
Colchester 1971-1979 Balkerne
Harlow Temple
Saham Toney
Hayling
Fishbourne
Bath
Richborough
Vindonissa
Neuss
Velsen
Avenches
Sambre
Conde-sur-Aisne
Roanne

Another common feature of early Continental sites is the occurrence of halved coins which
are found in significant numbers in Gaul, especially in military contexts. The coins most
frequently halved are worn Republican asses, bronzes of Nemausus, Augustan moneyers'
issues, and the Lugdunum altar series, although the practice continued sporadically under the
later Julio-Claudians as well. Five halved Republican asses were recovered from Hayling (HI
166-70), as well as a halved Nemausus piece (HI 192) and a ROM ET AVG altar type from
Lugdunum (HI 195). A halved piece was found in the 1971-1979 excavations from Colchester
at the Balkerne Lane site, and 32 from Richborough, but none from Harlow, Bath, or
Fishbourne. The earlier Colchester excavations yielded a halved sestertius of Gaius. The
relatively high incidence of these halves at Hayling Island, given the total number of coins
recovered, again demonstrates the atypicality of Hayling by comparison with other British
sites. They were also imported at a time before Roman coinage had become official currency
in this part of Britain. They are therefore more likely to have represented objects of ritual
significance than coinage properly so called (see n. 62 above).
Copies of Augustan and Tiberian bronzes are also uncommon on British sites, but four ROM
ET AVG imitation Lugdunum asses were recovered at Hayling (HI 200, 204-6). Interestingly,
one had an iron core plated with copper (pi. 7, HI 205). These 'iron' pieces are rare on British
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and Continental sites although they were produced from the time of Augustus up to Postumus.
Provenanced 'iron' altar types are known from France, Belgium, and Luxembourg.96 A second
early Imperial coin plated with copper on an iron core, an illegible halved piece, was
recovered with the unstratified material at Hayling Island (pi. 7, HI 264), while one of the two
ROM ET AVG semisses (again, a rare denomination on British sites) was also an imitation
(pi. 7, HI 207).
It is worth noting in this context that no countermarked bronzes were found at Hayling
Island, although nine were recovered from Richborough and one from the early Colchester
excavations of the Augustan/Tiberian period, one of Gaius from Harlow, and one of Claudius
and two of Nero from Bath. Countermarked pieces occur in large numbers on the early
legionary sites on the Rhine and in significant numbers on civil sites as well such as Condesur-Aisne. Their absence from Hayling Island is odd but may be coincidental. It is clear that
they were not restricted to military sites on the Continent.
The largest numbers of coins, however, on British sites datable to AD 14-68 are bronzes of
Claudius and their contemporary imitations. The proportion of Claudian imitations on British
sites is extremely high and, with the exception of Fishbourne, is consistently higher than their
numbers on Gallic sites if the proportion of imitations to genuine coins is compared. The
proportion of copies recovered from Hayling Island (92.3 per cent) is typical of comparable
British sites (Table 9). The significant question in regard to the interpretation of the incidence
of these copies in Britain is how many of them represent local output (i.e. British imitations)
and how many were original produced on the Continent and imported into Britain at the time
of the Conquest or shortly thereafter.
There is no doubt that Claudian copies were produced in Gaul in considerable numbers.
Some of these copies can be linked stylistically with pieces found on British sites, and a few
are die-linked.97 It has, however, also been suggested recently on the basis of the numbers
recovered in the Colchester excavations that the bulk of the Claudian imitative bronzes found
in Britain were actually produced here, and probably in a military context.98 The argument
rests in part on the fact that at Colchester all of the Claudian coins recovered from levels
associated with the legionary fortress were contemporary copies. That these coins continued in
use and were imitated locally is suggested by the variety in style, size, and weight of the
Claudian copies occurring in later excavation levels. Giard argues that the Gallic copies
stopped being produced in about AD 50, 99 but they may in fact have gone on being made into
the reign of Nero in Britain, since the first official issues of his reign recovered on British sites
were those minted at Lugdunum after AD 64.
The most commonly copied denomination is the as the most frequently chosen type is that
of Minerva. This is true both on British and Continental sites. The reason for the popularity of
the Minerva reverse is less clear. There is a possible practical explanation, namely that the
Minerva type is anepigraphic apart from the SC and thus would be easier to copy than other
types, especially by illiterate die-cutters or individuals unfamiliar with Latin. Alternatively,
the design may have been appealing with its female warrior deity (see n. 18 above).
In contrast to the Claudian material, the Neronian bronzes on British sites are almost all
genuine. The actual numbers of Nero's bronzes recovered from British sites is small, and the
occurrence of small denominations like semisses is infrequent. Hayling Island is unusual not
only in having a semis at all, but in having one which is a copy of the CERT QVINC gaming
table type (pi. 7, HI 245). Four genuine semisses were recovered from the Harlow Temple
96
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excavations, where their rarity in Britain was noted. Imitation semisses have been recorded in
Belgium and Gaul, including seven at Conde-sur-Aisne.100
The Flavian period
Finds of bronzes from the Flavian period at Hayling Island conform more closely to the
distribution of these coins on other British sites than was the case in the preceding period. All
the coins are bronze with the exception of two plated denarii, and the vast majority are asses.
They represent 18 per cent of the total number of coins minted in the period before AD 96,
12.3 per cent of the total minted before AD 193, and 5.4 per cent of the site total. This is a
lower overall site figure than Harlow Temple (9.3 per cent), but compares well with the Lion
Walk site at Colchester (5.6 per cent), Fishbourne (5.8 per cent), and Bath (6.9 per cent).
The Second Century
The number of coins datable to the second century recovered at Hayling Island is 33, or 10 per
cent of the site total. All are bronze, and the number of sestertii is higher than in the first
century. Once again this pattern is what one would expect of a British site. Walker in his study
of the Bath coins characterized the second century as the period of 'regular supply' on
grounds that issues of bronze seem to have been produced and entered Britain on a much more
regular basis than they did in the first century. 101 Interestingly, while he has certainly
demonstrated that coin supply was less sporadic than in the first century, he failed to comment
on the relatively small numbers of second-century coins recovered from British sites in
comparison with first-century or third- and fourth- century coins. Second-century coins form
only a small proportion of the total number of finds from Harlow Temple (7.8 per cent),
Fishbourne (5.8 per cent), Colchester Lion Walk (6.7 per cent), Colchester 1930-1939 (2.6 per
cent), and Richborough (0.05 per cent), while they account for 36.9 per cent of the Bath total.
In this regard, Bath is the atypical British site, which is in itself worth noting.
Walker was also able to identify groups of bronzes which were either produced in Rome and
sent specifically to Britain or were actually produced here. An example of the first group, an
as of Hadrian with a Salus reverse (RIC 975), whose incidence is predominantly British, was
recovered at Hayling Island (pi. 7, HI 275), although none of the parallel Sabina types (RIC
1023-4) were. 102 Hayling also had one of the Antoninus Pius Britannia asses (pi. 7, HI 284)
which have now been shown to be of British manufacture, although the dies probably
originated in Rome. 103 The production centre for these Britannia asses in Britain (assuming
that there was only one) has yet to be determined, and careful identification of these pieces
together with an analysis of their geographical distribution may help to solve this problem.
An unusual second-century piece of Hayling Island is the struck imitation as of Trajan
(pi. 7, HI 291). Such forgeries of second-century coins are rare, although Walker noted the
existence of a group of cast copies at Bath whose prototypes date from the time of Nero to
Hadrian, and which he believed were made c. AD 122. 1 0 4
The period from AD 193 to 260
Characterized by Walker as the 'period of minimal supply' in Britain, only small numbers of
coins minted in these years have been recovered from British sites, and bronze coins in
100
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particular are rare.
The same phenomenon is known to exist in Gaul and Spain as well,
where bronze coins are conspicuous by their absence. Only two coins of the period 193-260
were recovered from Hayling Island (0.5 per cent of the site total): the core of a plated
denarius produced in the reign of Septimius Severus and a base antoninianus of Salonina
minted between 253 and 260. This compares with 0.3 per cent at Richborough, 0.8 per cent at
Harlow Temple, 1.2 per cent from Fishbourne, 1.4 per cent from the Colchester excavations of
1930-1939, 2.9 per cent from Bath, and 3.5 per cent from the Lion Walk site at Colchester.
In the light of these figures, the decline in the number of late second- and earlier thirdcentury coins at Hayling Island cannot be taken in itself as evidence that activity on the site
necessarily declined during that period. It is clear, instead, that there was an overall change at
that time in the distribution of coinage in Britain (whether in amount, specific
metals/denominations, or both), and that this was reflected everywhere in the pattern of loss
on sites.
The period from AD 260 to 402
It has been repeatedly demonstrated that periods of coin loss on sites in Britain in the later
empire tended to peak in certain years: 1) 260-296; 2) 330-348; 3) 348-364; 4) 364-378; and
5) 388-402. Not all sites have identical or even closely similar percentages of coins datable to
these periods, but on the whole numbers are higher in these groups than in the groups which
comprise the years intervening between them.
TABLE 10: British and Continental sites
Percentages from major periods A.D. 260-402
Site
Richborough
Bath
Hayling Is.
Harlow Tern.
Fishbourne
Colch. 1930-9
Colch. LW
Colch. BKC
Colch. BUC
Colch. CPS
Sambre-Namur
Vindonissa
Chenehutte

260-296

330-348

348-364

364-378

14.8
15.1
11.5
17.2
31.4
1.4
31.1
35.2
5.9
26.5
25.2
3.3
1.5

16.1
10.5
17.5
19.5
0.4
0.6
20.1
19.1
37.5
11.1
11.9
6.5
0.7

4.4
6.0
6.7
2.3
0.4
0.3
5.6
2.5
27.6
2.0
5.6
2.0
0.0

4.8
2.0
8.5
8.6
0.4
4.4
6.5
2.6
14.6
3.4
5.8
7.8
0.7

388-402
35.6
0.03
2.1
0.8
0.0
0.0
8.4
3.5
3.9
2.3
2.1
1.0
0.0

The chronological pattern of coin loss from these years at Hayling Island is fairly typical of
that from other British sites (Table 10), suggesting that activity at the site continued at a
significant level, despite the absence of late Roman structural features. This is interesting
given the high proportion of coins from the early empire at Hayling. The pattern of coin loss
at some other early sites (e.g. Fishbourne and Colchester 1930-1939) is one in which only
small percentages of fourth-century coins have been recovered, and Hayling might have been
expected to behave similarly (see discussion p. 47 above). Instead it conforms in all but the
final period much more closely to the pattern at Richborough, Bath, Harlow Temple, and
some, but not all, of the sites excavated at Colchester between 1971 and 1979, as well indeed
as to the Sambre at Namur in Belgium.

'05 ibid., pp. 300-1
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It is not proposed here to try and assess the extent to which coin finds from Britain reflect
the nature of the site (e.g. urban vs. rural), or how closely Hayling fits into any such
definition. These topics have formed the basis of the discussion in several of R. Reece's recent
treatments of individual sites, e.g. Colchester 1971-1979. While the attempt to distinguish
different kinds of sites is commendable, it is not yet sufficiently well grounded or developed
to provide a reliable framework for analysis of coin recovery on British sites.
What is significant about the numbers of coins at Hayling Island which fall in the years
between 260 and 402 is that the distribution of peaks and low-points is comparable with
quite a number of other British sites. This suggests both that activity continued in the area
and that coin went on reaching and being lost or deposited on the site. What had changed
from the early empire was Hayling's atypicality. By the later empire, Hayling Island coin
finds look much like those from most other British sites. The Continental pattern, for which
as yet no useful overview exists, seems to be more variable than that in Britain. However,
the analysis of the south-eastern Alpine region by P. Kos demonstrates that the periods
within which coins tend to peak between 260 and c. 423 are closely parallel with those in
Britain. 106 The region studied by Kos differs from Britain chiefly in having a significantly
higher proportion of coins which fall in the years between 348 and 378 (Table 11). In both
areas the number of coins recovered which were minted after 388 tends to fall off sharply
(Tables 10, 11).
TABLE 11: Slovenian sites
Percentages from major periods A.D. 260-423
Site
Emona
Celeia
Noviodunum
Poetovio

160-196

330-348

348-364

364-378

388-402

11.0
25.4
23.7
27.3

13.7
14.5
21.1
12.9

16.2
17.1
12.3
12.9

19.8
10.0
15.6
12.2

11.2
1.9
0.02
0.05

Copies in the Later Empire
It has long been known that in three of the periods (260-294, 300-348, and 348-364) large
numbers of contemporary copies occur in Britain as well as the genuine pieces. Indeed, this is
one of the more interesting features of coin distribution in Britain in the later empire. The
proportion of imitations at Hayling Island in the third and fourth centuries is high. In the
period 260-296 they outnumber the genuine coins by nearly two to one. Between 330 and 348
the numbers are very nearly equal, with the genuine pieces slightly predominant, while
between 348 and 364 the imitations outnumber the genuine coins by about four to three (Table
12).

G. Boon has characterized these outbreaks of large-scale copying as 'epidemic', in contrast
with the low-level but more-or-less constant practice of copying contemporary coins, which he
labels 'endemic'. In general the periods when 'epidemic' copying occurs seem to be those in
which there was a shortage of official coinage reaching Britain. This suggestion might seem
prima facie unlikely since at least two of the periods in which high levels of copies are
recovered in Britain (260-296 and 330-348) were also times when official output was
extremely large. It is, nonetheless, the most probable explanation for wholesale copying, for
reasons which will be discussed below.
106
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TABLE 12: Roman coins 260-402: Chronological Distribution
Genuine
Exc
Cns

u/s
Cns

Imitations
Exc
u/s
Cns
Cns

Total
Gen

lmits

Total

%

260-296
3 c. Illeg.
310-330
330-348
348-364
364-378
378-388
388-402
4 c. Illeg.
3-4 c. Illeg.

7
0
4
13
3
5
0
2
1
0

5
1
8
17
6
23
2
5
4
7

6
0
0
9
3
0
0
0
0
0

20
0
0
19
10
0
0
0
1
0

13
1
12
30
9
28
2
7
5
7

25
0
0
28
13
0
0
0
1
0

38
1
12
58
22
28
2
7
6
7

11.5
0.3
3.6
17.5
6.7
8.5
0.6
2.1
1.8
2.1

TOTAL

36

78

18

49

113

68

181

54.8

Exc. Cns = excavated coins; u/s Cns = unstratified finds

Copies are generally recognizable on the basis of their smaller size, lower weight, atypical
fabric, blundered lettering, and/or aberrant style. They tend to range in size and quality from
being very close to their prototypes, which may make them difficult to detect, to very small or
very blundered pieces which are easy to identify. In all periods the copies imitate official
current prototypes, usually the most common types.
The copies of the years 260-296 from Hayling Island tend to imitate prototypes of the
Gallic Empire, and those of the Tetrici in particular, a phenomenon noted by J. Davies in his
analysis of the radiates recovered during the Colchester excavations of 1971-1979. 1 0 7 Most of
the Hayling Island coins are struck copies, although there is a cast piece with an obverse of
Victorinus coupled with a reverse of Postumus (HI 316).
The 'imitations' of the years 330-348 again copy contemporary official types, and in
particular: GLORIA EXERCITVS (two standards), VRBS ROMA with wolf and twins,
CONSTANTINOPOLIS with Victory on prow, GLORIA EXERCITVS (one standard), and
VICTORIAE DD AVGG Q NN (two Victories). Hammerson has argued in his study of the
Colchester coins that 1.) copies frequently amount to more than 20 per cent of the total of all
issues recovered in these years, and percentages are higher on military sites, 2.) copies of
varying sizes and quality seem to have circulated together, 3.) the copies ceased to circulate
once their prototypes were withdrawn from circulation, 4.) the copies were produced between
c. 341 and 347, and 5.) that the copies may have had army or government sanction and may
have been produced locally to counteract a shortage of official issues. 108
At 48 per cent, the total number of copies of AD 330 to 348 recovered from Hayling Island
is considerably lower than the totals that Hammerson recorded for Richborough (66 per cent),
Southwark (72 per cent), Colchester (64 per cent), and Burgh Castle (100 per cent).109 This is,
perhaps, unsurprising, given his argument that the copies are commoner on military sites. The
most frequently copied types occurring at Hayling Island were GLORIA EXERCITVS (one
standard) and CONSTANTINOPOLIS, although the sample size is small (Table 12). The GLORIA
EXERCITVS (one standard) type was also the commonest at Colchester (31 per cent), where the
sample size was considerably larger (732).
107
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In the period from AD 348 to 364 the number of imitations outnumbers the genuine pieces
recovered from Hayling Island and amounts to 59 per cent of the total. The vast majority seem
to have been produced after 353 and consist of the FEL TEMP REPARATIO reverse with the
falling horseman type. This pattern is typical of Britain and Belgium. 110
Why were the copies produced? In the first instance, production of large numbers of copies
in Britain and Gaul seems to be linked with political and/or social dislocation. For example,
the years 260 to 296 saw 1.) the breakaway of the Gallic Empire and its eventual recovery, 2.)
profound physical debasement of the silver coinage in terms of its alloy content and weight in
both the Central and Gallic Empires, 3.) Aurelian's reform in 274, and 4.) severe and rapid
inflation of prices. In the years between 330 and 348 there were again debasements of the
coinage which took the form of altering the weight and fineness of the silvered bronze
coinage, resultant price inflation, and an interruption of production in the years between c. 341
and 347. In the years between 348 and 364 the following occurred: 1.) a monetary reform that
failed, 2.) demonetization of the older currency, 3.) the usurpation of Magnentius, 4.)
barbarian incursions on the Rhine frontier, 5.) debasement of the silvered bronze coinage, 6.)
mint closures, and 7.) price inflation.
While it is virtually impossible to be certain exactly how much influence any of these
factors had individually upon stimulating copying, their potential interaction leaves very little
doubt that coin shortages occurred both in absolute terms (i.e. new coin failing to reach a
region in sufficient numbers after a debasement or reform) and relative ones (e.g. a lack of
sufficient coinage even in periods when official issues appear to have been abundant). It is
within this sort of framework that 'epidemics' of copying took place.
The Period from AD 364 to 402
The last periods of relative abundance of coin on British sites are those between 364 and 378,
and 388 and 402. The years between 378 and 388 yield few coins from sites in Britain, and
Hayling Island is no exception to this pattern.
Only 8.5% of the total number of coins recovered from Hayling Island belongs in the years
364-378 (Table 10). This percentage compares well with Harlow Temple (8.6 per cent).
Colchester Lion Walk (6.5 per cent), the Sambre at Namur (5.6 per cent), and Vindonissa (7.8
per cent). However, neither the British nor the few Continental sites analysed seem to be
consistent in the amounts of coin recovered from this period, and the totals range from less
than half of one per cent to 14.6 per cent (Table 10).
A feature of the coinage of these years is the absence of any silver in the alloy content. It is
also worth noting that these coins are rarely, if ever, copied. Their incidence on Slovenian sites
is higher than in Britain and Gaul, ranging from 10 per cent to c. 20 per cent (Table 11).
In the final period of Roman coinage on British sites there is on the whole a significant
decline in the amounts recovered. Some sites had none and many had less than four per cent.
Only Richborough is atypical in having some 35 per cent of its total datable to these years.
There is at the same time a noticeable decline on the Slovenian sites (Tables 10, 11).
SUMMARY AND FINAL CONCLUSIONS
In the Iron Age and early Roman period the Hayling Island temple bears much more
resemblance to similar shrines and temples across the Channel in Gaul than to any other
known contemporary British religious site. Where the pattern of deposition of coins is
110
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concerned, Hayling is unusual in having so many early, uninscribed British issues (generally
uncommon as site finds) compared with later, inscribed types, which are less numerous than
might be expected, especially under Verica. It now seems likely that coins - predominantly
British and Gaulish - were first deposited at Hayling Island during the late first century BC,
followed by a relative lull in this essentially Gallo-Roman practice until about the 40s AD.
Hayling Island also has an unusually large proportion of Continental Iron Age issues together
with Roman coins struck under the Republic and Julio-Claudians. The history of the exceptional
relationship between the southern British dynasty and the Roman empire in this period may to
some extent be reflected in these finds. Although the stratigraphic evidence is not absolutely
conclusive, it seems improbable that much Roman coinage was present on the site before the
Claudian Conquest, although a little was probably deposited together with the other, much more
numerous, contemporary Iron Age coins from early Roman Gaul. In fact, given the exceptional
nature overall of the Hayling Island finds, it seems all the more unlikely that there was largescale importation or use of Roman coin anywhere in Britain before the Claudian invasion.
With the Claudian conquest, however, coin deposits became a regular feature of the site,
and immediately included an important and increasingly large proportion of Roman coins,
while southern Dynastic and Durotrigan issues now predominate among the British Iron Age
coins. This development coincided with the client kingship of Cogidubnus (c. AD 43 - c. late
70s/80), after whose death the southern kingdom was incorporated into the Roman province.
Some of the anomalous features of the first-century Roman coinage at Hayling, when
compared with other contemporary British sites, may be connected with the extra-provincial
status, but strongly Romanophile tendencies, of this wealthy client kingdom. At the end of the
first century AD, when the area had become part of the Roman province, there was a shift
towards a much more characteristic pattern of coin loss for a British site.
The exceptionally high incidence of plated silver denarii is difficult to explain and may be
related to what is also a high proportion of Iron Age plated pieces as a peculiar feature of the
activities conducted on this site, although the existence of plated denarii in equally high
numbers on a Roman military site on the Continent from which no Iron Age coins were
recovered seems to weaken this possible connection. The Claudian copies and those of the
later empire are a common phenomenon on both British and Continental sites, and some of
their production was certainly local in origin. The degree to which these copies may have been
officially or semi-officially sanctioned remains an open question, although the large scale on
which copying occurred makes it impossible to believe that it was clandestine.
From the second century AD onwards, the chronological pattern of coin deposition at
Hayling Island is much more like that of the majority of other British sites. The low incidence
of coins recovered in the years from c. 193-260 is typical of British and many Continental
sites. It cannot, therefore, on its own be interpreted as evidence for diminished occupation or
change of use on the site. Roman coinage recovered from Hayling Island dwindled in the last
years of the fourth century AD and seems to have ceased altogether in the early fifth, which is
again typical of British sites. This in unsurprising in view of the fact that Britain was no
longer part of the Empire.
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