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LOOKING back from  the beginning of  the twenty-first  century on the state of  English numismatics 
a hundred years ago, it is difficult  to remember how little detailed work had been done on the task 
of  constructing schemes of  classification  and arrangement for  most of  the coinage in the age of  the 
sterling and the groat. The standard works in use were those of  Hawkins on the silver coinage and 
Kenyon on the gold, but neither of  these pretended to provide a detailed view of  the structure 
of  successive series that could claim to amount to a classification  of  the material in the modern 
sense. Leading collectors of  the later nineteenth century had tended to put together large general 
collections containing a representative selection of  the principal types and issues in outstanding 
condition, but extensive runs of  coins of  particular series, such as became normal in the twentieth 
century and as would be essential for  a student, were virtually non-existent. As discussed else-
where in this volume, the superb collection of  J.G. Murdoch, largely assembled in the 1890s and 
dispersed at the moment of  the Society's foundation,  marked the culmination of  what might be 
described as the pre-analytical era of  English numismatics. During the twentieth century, more 
intensive study of  individual series was accompanied by increasing specialisation on the part of 
collectors. These processes are reflected  in the contents of  the Society's Journal,  which have been 
instrumental in lifting  the standard of  medieval English numismatics to a level of  intricate analysis 
not yet achieved for  most of  the continental coinages of  the period. Some of  the main contributions 
to this development are listed in an appendix, in chronological order, although the list is inevitably 
selective. 

The first  to attempt a detailed survey of  a significant  range of  late medieval coinage was F.A. 
Walters. Like many of  the most productive students in the twentieth century Walters had an active 
professional  career (as an architect) but was an amateur numismatist. Between 1902 and 1914 he 
published a series of  important papers on the coinages of  all the reigns from  Richard II to Edward 
IV. At the start, in 1902 and 1903, the British Numismatic  Journal  did not exist, and indeed 
Walters did not join the British Numismatic Society until 1910. His articles were accordingly 
published in the Numismatic  Chronicle,  which is why, although he later became President of 
our Society, he never qualified  for  its medal, despite the distinction of  his work. For most of  the 
reigns involved, the Walters articles constituted the first  serious essay at demonstrating the broad 
structure of  the coinage and the relationship between the various denominations of  gold and silver. 
In many respects they are now out of  date, having been superseded by later works, but Walters 
was a diligent collector, who had identified  (and illustrated) many significant  varieties, and for  this 
reason and for  some of  his observations they are still worth consulting. What Walters did not do, 
however, was to lay out related material in numbered groups or classes and thereby provide a 
ready means of  description and reference.  Nevertheless his 1904 paper on the coinage of  Richard 
II remains, after  a hundred years, the only account of  the coins of  all denominations of  this reign 
in both metals that has ever appeared in print. 

Walters thus represents an important stage in the transition from  a nineteenth to a twentieth 
century approach to the study of  English coinage. At the same time, however, a more significant 
figure  was emerging in the person of  L.A. Lawrence (PI. 1), the aural surgeon who became the 
first  director of  the British Numismatic Society and who, but for  his own deafness,  would certainly 
have become its President in due course. He did nevertheless play a central role in the Society's 
affairs  for  the next thirty years, and the impact of  his work on English coinage of  the later middle 
ages was wide-ranging and profound. 

Before  the turn of  the century, Lawrence had already contributed papers to the Chronicle  on 
fifteenth  century subjects, but two great hoards discovered in the 1900s shifted  the focus  of  his 
studies to the thirteenth century. The first  Colchester hoard, found  in 1902, and buried in the late 
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1230s, was the largest find  ever made of  English Short Cross coins from  Henry II to Henry III. 
This was followed  by the discovery in Brussels in 1908 of  an enormous hoard from  the 1260s, the 
English portion of  which is said to have amounted to around eighty thousand pennies of  the Long 
Cross coinage of  Henry III. Lawrence (who had already recorded a Short Cross hoard from 
France, in the Chronicle  for  1897) devoted several years to working on this mass of  new material 
from  Colchester and Brussels and major studies of  the Short Cross and Long Cross coinages 
appeared in due course in the Journal  for  1912-15. In each case he divided the series up into 
separate classes and the Lawrence classifications  have remained in use ever since. In his recent 
book on the Short Cross coinage, the late Professor  Mass points out that Lawrence's work has 
required adjustment at many points, but it would have been astonishing if  this had not been so 
after  the passage of  nearly a century. Although Lawrence was not an absolute pioneer in the field, 
since John Evans had produced an important study of  the Short Cross series following  the dis-
covery of  the second largest hoard of  the period at Eccles in 1864, the Evans classification  was 
unsatisfactory  in a number of  respects and Lawrence's achievement in defining  correctly the 
broad characteristics of  eight successive classes remains one of  the major landmarks in English 
numismatics. The Long Cross series, spanning a period only half  as long, and under a single ruler, 
is in many ways more straightforward,  although the quantity of  coins available for  study (through 
Messrs. Baldwins who acquired the whole of  the British element of  the Brussels hoard) meant that 
it was impossible for  one person within a reasonable time to examine all the coins in detail. 
However the task was in other respects simpler than for  the Short Cross series because the coins 
were mass-produced according to standard designs and variation from  the norm is therefore  less 
of  a problem. 

Important as Lawrence's articles on thirteenth-century coins undoubtedly were, his reputation 
rests primarily on his monograph on the coinage of  Edward III from  1351, not only for  its gather-
ing together and ordering of  a large body of  material, but also for  the manner of  its presentation 
and the numismatic techniques that he employed. He had already treated, much less thoroughly, 
the coinages of  two fifteenth-century  reigns, Henry IV in 1905 and Henry VII in 1918, but his 
Edward III was on a much larger scale and incorporated new methodology in several areas. The 
main work was published in the Chronicle  in four  substantial instalments between 1926 and 1933; 
but in 1937 they were brought together with a supplement and an index, and published as a 
separate book, of  290 printed pages and twenty-five  plates. Lawrence's division of  Edward Ill's 
coinage into three periods, before,  during, and after  the currency of  the Treaty of  Bretigny, according 
to the reference  to France in the king's titles, was not itself  an innovation - it had already been 
adopted in the 1887 edition of  Hawkins. What was new, however, was the detailed subdivision of 
the coinage, within each of  these three periods, and particularly in the Pre-Treaty phase 
(1351-61). 

Lawrence was the first  to apply to late medieval English coinage the techniques of  epigraphical 
analysis that had been developed by Edward Burns for  the Scottish series more than a generation 
earlier. Minute attention to letter forms  and the replacement of  individual punches has been the 
foundation  of  all subsequent detailed work on the coinages of  this period. Lawrence was also the 
first  English numismatist to demonstrate the structure of  a coinage by drawing up tables of  die 
combinations, as he did for  the Pre-Treaty and some of  the later gold coinage. His third innovation 
was to incorporate a simple notation for  his arrangement of  the material. This enables coins of 
different  denomination and from  different  mints to be grouped together under a common label. 
Thus he divided the Pre-Treaty coinage into seven principal series or groups, A to G, which are 
easy to use and clear in their meaning. 

Lawrence's fourth  major innovation was however a less happy one. Along with G.C. Brooke 
(PI. 4c) he evolved a theory that all English coins of  the later middle ages were required to carry 
privy marks which would identify  the three-monthly period in which they were coined, for  the 
purposes of  the pyx trials which were supposed to be held at regular intervals. The beneficial 
aspect of  this theory was that it set numismatists searching for  small marks and differences,  which 
proved to be valuable in establishing a sequence of  varieties within a series. The disadvantage was 
that it tended to obscure the structure and chronology of  such series by concentration on particular 
varieties regardless of  whether they were represented by a single die or extensive issues. In his 
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preface  Lawrence wrote 'the discovery of  the importance of  privy marks has necessitated the 
compiling of  very long lists of  coins; it has been thought advisable to include every variation 
which might have been a privy mark'. In fact,  the very long lists of  coins, with their inscriptions 
spelt out in detail, have proved invaluable to later students for  many purposes. But a generation 
of  students from  Lawrence onwards failed  to measure their supposed quarterly issues against 
the mint accounts, a process which would have revealed that some of  their interpretations, and in 
particular their chronological deductions, were unsustainable. 

Much of  Lawrence's work was based on coins in his own collection, and he set a pattern 
increasingly followed  by students in the twentieth century. Of  course, there continued to be 
collectors on the grand scale, of  whom the two outstanding examples in the first  half  of  the twentieth 
century were Lord Grantley and R.C. Lockett (Pl. 4b), but neither of  these published very much 
himself.  More productive were those who at least to some degree specialised in the coins of  a 
particular reign or period. Outstanding among the first  wave of  such specialists were the portrait 
painter J. Shirley Fox and his journalist brother H.B. Earle Fox (Pl. 3b), whose joint collecting 
ranged mainly from  the thirteenth to the sixteenth century, but whose interests were concentrated 
upon the early Edwardian period. While Lawrence was dealing with the coins of  the preceding 
hundred years, the Foxes were at work on the sterling coinage from  1279. Their classic study was 
published in the Journal  in five  main parts between 1909 and 1914, and marked a step forward  by 
combining close numismatic observation with extensive use of  documentary evidence. Earle Fox 
was primarily responsible for  collating the written sources, while Shirley Fox, with an artist's eye, 
was alert to the variations of  detail that helped to differentiate  the coins of  successive groups. 
Their conclusions more or less coincided with those of  Edward Burns, who in the 1880s had 
treated the same series as a digression from  the contemporary Scottish coinage. Although it was 
reassuring that independent studies of  this difficult  series had produced a similar outcome, Burns's 
great work on the Scottish coinage remained virtually unknown to most English numismatists for 
many years and the sophisticated methods that he evolved in The  Coinage  of  Scotland  (1887) 
were not generally applied to English coins until well into the twentieth century. 

Apart from  Lawrence's Edward III, relatively little systematic work was published on the later 
Middle Ages in the inter-war years. The weightiest study from  the 1920s was a long article by 
R. Carlyon-Britton on the later coinage of  Henry VII, in which, contrary to the assumptions of 
previous writers but using techniques similar to those of  Burns, he demonstrated by means 
of  comparing letter forms,  stops and other minutiae that there had been an overlap between the 
end of  the regular silver coinage with a facing  bust and the new type with the profile  portrait 
introduced in 1504. Shirley Fox produced a postscript on Edwardian sterlings in 1928, covering 
the coinage at reduced weight between 1344 and 1351, and in 1931 his protege, C.E. Blunt 
(Pl. 4d), filled  in another gap by dealing with the Edwardian coins struck at Berwick-upon-Tweed 
during periods of  English occupation. 

The study of  the coinage of  Henry V published by G.C. Brooke in 1930 is exceptional in many 
ways. It is, incidentally, the only full-length  treatment of  a whole reign in the later middle ages by 
a museum numismatist. Brooke's outstanding competence had long since been demonstrated by 
his magisterial British Museum  Catalogue  of  the coins of  the Norman kings. His more technical 
work on Henry V took the study of  epigraphical variety (already deployed to good effect  for  the 
Normans) to a new level, while his analysis of  dies revealed the anatomy of  the coinage in greater 
detail than had previously been attempted for  a comparable series. However, his arrangement 
suffers  from  dependence on small variations or fractures  to letter punches which can only be seen 
clearly on well-struck coins in fine  condition. The work is difficult  to follow  and was written with 
the specific  purpose of  identifying  the so-called quarterly privy marks. Many of  the candidates for 
such marks are no more than broken letters which, as Miss Archibald has observed in relation 
to the Pre-Treaty coins of  Edward III in the 1966 Attenborough hoard, are as likely to be the 
result of  accidental damage as of  deliberate mutilation.1 Although Brooke produced a simplified 

1 Marion M. Archibald, 'The Attenborough, Notts., 1966 Hoard', BWXXXVIII (38) (1969), 50-83, at pp. 51-2. 
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classification  of  the coinage of  Henry V two years later in English  Coins, the reign remains one of 
exceptional difficulty  because of  the general lack of  relationship between coins of  different 
denominations and the absence of  any coherent pattern of  symbols or other defining  features. 

In the 1930s Blunt also published on Henry IV, a reign in which Shirley Fox had been greatly 
interested, and some preliminary work on Edward IV. But his major publication on the coins of 
the later middle ages was his joint monograph with C.A. Whitton, another assiduous collector, on 
the coinage of  Edward IV and Henry VI restored, which was published just after  the war. This 
period is also one of  great difficulty,  since there is often  little or no correspondence between 
denominations, while the episcopal mints of  Canterbury, York and Durham pursued their own 
respective courses, sometimes coinciding with London's, but frequently  not. Blunt and Whitton 
largely achieved their objective, but in their worthy desire to allot type numbers to the different 
series, they were sometimes led into speculative attempts to produce a tidy structure where none 
in fact  existed. Whitton had already (1938-41) separately completed an impressive study of  the 
coinage of  Henry VI (first  reign). This is notable for  the extensive lists of  inscriptions on indi-
vidual coins, which are particularly valuable for  this period since variations in spelling and in the 
form  and positioning of  different  types of  symbols and other stops are central to the classification. 

Whitton's last work was a brilliant study of  the coinage of  Henry VIII and early Edward VI, 
bringing order into a very complex body of  material, particularly that of  the debasement period 
when the number of  mints was increased and output proceeded at a frantic  pace. It does however 
exemplify  the frequent  difficulties  of  understanding the structure of  the coinage in the two 
hundred years from  1351, since the arrangement by mints and denominations means that it is 
often  necessary to consult the text in ten or a dozen separate places in order to get an overview of 
the coinage at any particular point. Mention must also be made of  a detailed work on the debased 
coinages by Carlyon-Britton which has received less attention than it deserves since the author, 
whose health was poor, chose to publish it in instalments in the Numismatic  Circular,  rather than 
in the Journal,  which he feared  might take too long. 

After  the war Blunt began to turn his attention away from  the late Middle Ages towards the 
Anglo-Saxons, a period that had been long neglected but which was now to become a focus  of 
increasing interest among students of  the coming generation. To some extent, inevitably, this was 
at the expense of  the later Middle Ages. By 1950 most of  the main series between the reform  of 
Henry II in 1180 and the collapse of  the medieval system in 1551 had already received some 
systematic study, but important gaps still remained, most notably the coinages of  Richard II and 
Henry VII. Credit for  tackling these notoriously difficult  reigns is due chiefly  to W.J.W. Potter 
who, in less than ten years from  1955, produced a phenomenal amount of  work covering much of 
the late medieval coinage. Lacking the resources of  some of  his more affluent  contemporaries, he 
would gather together a large group of  coins of  a particular reign while writing about it, and then 
dispose of  them to finance  his coverage of  another. Potter's contribution to British numismatics 
has often  been underestimated. Because of  a delicate constitution he rarely attended meetings of 
the Society and this may have been one of  the reasons why he was never honoured with the 
Society's medal. But his work was sometimes less than lucid, and also often  regarded as 
derivative. Some of  his articles were indeed based on the work of  others, but even his slighter 
pieces, such as those on the groats of  Henry VI and Edward IV, contain valuable observations 
beyond what can be found  in the major works by Whitton and Blunt. The same is true, on a larger 
scale, of  his articles on the silver and gold of  Edward III, published in the Chronicle  because the 
editors of  the Journal  felt  they were insufficiently  original but which did in fact,  in a number of 
respects, constitute a material advance on Lawrence. 

Although Potter's study of  the silver of  Richard II to Henry V is of  fundamental  importance, the 
treatment of  one metal only is a disadvantage. Brooke's Henry V included gold and Blunt had 
covered the heavy gold of  Henry IV, so the bimetallic problems of  those reigns could be handled, 
but the gold of  Richard II has not been dealt with systematically until recently. Correlation of 
the different  denominations of  Richard II is further  complicated by the fact  that Webb Ware's 
classification  of  the gold (incorporated in the Schneider Sylloge),  Potter's of  the larger silver and 
Purvey's of  the smaller silver, although each valid in isolation, are not internally compatible. 
Mr Purvey, it may be noted, is the only member of  one of  the leading firms  of  dealers to have 
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qualified  for  inclusion as an author in this survey, since although such firms  have contributed to 
the advance of  numismatics generously, and in many ways, their staff  have rarely been in a 
position to devote long hours to academic research. 

It is not surprising that full  treatment of  the coinage of  Henry VII, in the form  of  a joint work by 
E.J. Winstanley and Potter, was not achieved until the 1960s, since this was perhaps the most 
complicated of  the major reigns. Winstanley, a long standing collector of  late medieval English 
coins, had already published a short but important paper on the angels and groats of  Richard III, 
which established the main pattern of  issues in that brief  and controversial reign. His collaboration 
with Potter combined the talents of  two rather different  types of  student, with impressive results. 
Henry VII's coinage, coming at a point of  rapid change in design and structure, is awkward to 
describe and their work is inevitably complicated and technical at many points; but the respect for 
it expressed by Dr Metcalf  in his Sylloge  of  the Ashmolean Museum's collection of  coins of  Henry 
VII (incorporating Winstanley's), which provides valuable elucidation, is abundantly justified. 

With most of  the coinages by now broadly treated, much of  the study undertaken in the second 
half  of  the twentieth century has been devoted to refinement  of  the original standard works. For 
the Short Cross series this process began in the 1940s with a more detailed study by F. Elmore-
Jones (PI. 6a) of  Lawrence's class VIII, followed  much later by Stewart on classes VI and VII, 
North on VII, Allen on V and Mass on I. The Short Cross coins of  Rhuddlan had been covered by 
Brand in 1965, and the value of  die-analysis in relation to mints in England was also demonstrated 
by Allen's work on the coins of  Carlisle and Durham. Apart from  a brief  note by Davis on class II 
and Brand's die-study of  the Shrewsbury mint, there has been an absence of  systematic treatment 
in print of  the Long Cross coinage, although work on the Brussels material is now underway. 
North's Sylloge  of  his own comprehensive collection of  Edwardian sterlings was a ground-
breaking exercise, combining illustrations of  over a thousand coins with an introductory text that 
incorporates the results of  much scattered work conducted by himself  and others over the previous 
thirty years. This model has more recently been followed  by the Sylloge  of  the Mass collection 
which serves the same purpose for  the Short Cross series. North and Mass have thus demonstrated 
the contribution that can be made by collectors who are serious students; but even those who do 
not record their own collections can perform  a valuable service to the subject if  their coins are 
published by others. Sometimes this will be in the form  of  sale catalogues, such as those of  the 
Doubleday collection of  Edward III or of  the Delme Radcliffe  collection specialising in Edward 
IV (both expertly catalogued by Mr Peter Mitchell of  Baldwins); and the collection of  halfpence 
and farthings  assiduously compiled by the late D.J. de S. Rogers has provided the material for  new 
studies by Mr and Mrs. Withers. The outstanding example, however, is the magnificent  series of 
gold coins assembled with knowledge and discrimination by Herbert Schneider (PI. 7a), and 
published in exemplary fashion  (with a long introduction) by Mr Woodhead (PI. 7d). This has at 
last enabled gold coinage to claim its legitimate share of  attention in a discipline that had become 
unduly argentocentric as a result of  the greater volume and lower cost of  silver coins available on 
the market to collectors. Otherwise there has been relatively little analytical work published in 
recent years on late medieval coinage, although useful  pieces have been produced on limited 
areas such as those by Harris on some of  the coins of  Henry IV and Henry V, and by Allen on the 
sovereign type pence of  Henry VII. One of  the most important items in print is Webb Ware's study 
of  the gold from  1465 to 1483 which reminds us that the anatomy of  a coinage cannot be properly 
understood until it has been subjected to a die-study; but his work on the reigns of  Richard II 
and Richard III, when eventually published, will be of  greater significance,  finally  completing 
coverage of  two hundred years of  the groat period reign by reign. 

The gradual process of  revision applied during the second half  of  the twentieth century has left 
the numismatic architecture of  Lawrence and his contemporaries basically intact. More use has 
been made of  die-analysis to illuminate the structure of  complex series, and attention paid to 
hoard evidence and mint accounts, which had been relatively neglected by the earlier students. 
With reliable classifications  now available, the next generation was able to record the contents of 
hoards more thoroughly and this led to an appreciation that hoards could generally (and especially 
when several were available for  comparison) be used to indicate the proportions in which 
differing  types and varieties had originally been struck. Collating this information  with the 
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volumes of  output recorded in the mint accounts can then produce an approximate chronology, 
sometimes in marked contrast to what had previously been supposed. Thus, in English  Coins 
Brooke had dated the rare silver of  Edward III classified  as Treaty A to 1361-3 and the much more 
plentiful  coins of  Treaty B to 1363-9, in spite of  the fact  that the accounts show twice as much 
silver coined in the twenty-three months from  March 1361 as in the remainder of  the 1360s. 
Comparable problems arose out of  the quarterly privy-marking theory and its influence,  which led 
to the allocation of  periods of  issue that gave more weight to the number of  varieties than to the 
number of  coins. An example of  this is the Blunt and Whitton chronology of  the second reign of 
Edward IV, which compresses the very plentiful  groats with mintmark cinquefoil  (type XXI) into 
much too short a period (1480-2), again in contradiction to the message of  the accounts; and this 
despite the record of  coins of  Archbishop Neville of  York, who died in 1476, with a mintmark that 
Blunt and Whitton believed was not introduced until 1477, and which they accordingly had to 
explain away as the result of  misreading by the cataloguer.2 

Threads of  the complex models constructed on the supposed basis of  quarterly marking there-
fore  need to be unravelled, and the material reassessed without preconception about the nature or 
purpose of  the various differences,  symbols, damaged letters, etc., that have been called in their 
aid. The task is to face  the evidence as it is and ask how it may reasonably be explained, not to 
erect a theory and then look for  data to support it. In and after  1361 the master was enjoined 
to place a 'privee signe' on his coins in order to enable them to be recognised subsequently. In the 
second half  of  the sixteenth century and the first  half  of  the seventeenth the mintmark (placed 
normally before  the start of  the inscription, and so described by Brooke as the initial mark) had 
become a virtual date mark and was so treated in the record of  the trials of  the pyx (which explains 
the frequency  with which these marks were overpunched). This must have been one of  the reasons 
why Lawrence and Brooke saw a connection between the requirement for  a privy sign and the 
procedure for  the pyx. However, there is no evidence that such was the case in the Middle Ages. 
Trials were not held regularly, and when coins from  a longer period were tested at the same trial, 
as in December 1475, they were mixed together without reference  to the different  marks upon 
them. From this we may conclude that such marking had some other purpose. Occasionally an 
'initial mark' may have served as a master's mark, as Potter argued for  the crown of  Edward Ill's 
group F (although this predates the indenture of  1361), but it is probable that other forms  of 
marking were used for  this purpose, such perhaps as the prominent annulets on the coins of  the 
Treaty A period a few  years later. However, in many subsequent series it is difficult  to identify  any 
marking that could have had this function,  and it must be that the provision was sometimes 
followed  and sometimes not. 

Other marks seem to have had a different  purpose, presumably to do with internal controls at 
the mint. In this category would fall,  for  example, marks added to dies which had first  been used 
without them - an annulet below the bust on a groat of  Edward III (group G), or two pellets on a 
Richard II noble or on an Edward IV ryal. There is nothing to suggest that all dies in use at one 
time had to bear the current markings. Two cases from  the fifteenth  century demonstrate the range 
of  die varieties that could be in use together. In 1413a small cinquefoil  (often  inaccurately called 
a mullet) was added to the then current stock of  obverse dies, evidently the privy sign of  Lewys 
John who took over as master at the beginning of  the reign of  Henry V: this stock consisted of 
some dies of  the original light coinage issue of  Henry IV in 1412, alongside others of  classes A 
and B (improbably attributed by Brooke to Henry V). Again, in 1483, the active stock of  dies was 
recalled, a few  weeks after  the accession of  Richard III, to have the mintmark sun-and-rose 
dimidiated overpunched with a boar's head when Robert Brackenbury was appointed Richard's 
master; these included both old dies of  Edward IV-V and new ones in Richard's name. 

The survival of  dies for  a considerable period to be used long after  their original issue is 
illustrated not only by such exceptional cases of  revival as the late halfgroats  of  Richard II (or 
early Henry IV) from  obverse dies of  Edward III, or a halfgroat  of  Henry V from  a Richard II 

2 C.E. Blunt and C.A. Wliitton. 'The Coinages of  Edward IV and of  Henry VI (Restored)', BNJ  XXV (25) (1945-8). 4-59, at 
p. 37. 
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reverse, but also by more routine muling, between non-adjacent groups, as with dies of  Henry VI 
group III (pinecone-mascle) paired with others of  group I (annulet). Even when sets of  dies were 
made with special markings, frequently  no attempt seems to have been made to ensure that they 
were used together: thus both obverse and reverse dies of  Annulet-Trefoil  Calais halfgroats  of 
Henry VI are found  muled with other varieties but the true coin is not known; or the obverse die of 
a rare and exceptional variety of  Henry VII groat with star stops occurs at the end of  type I, but the 
matching star-marked reverses only with obverses of  type II. That stops or other features,  as well 
as initial marks, were used for  purposes of  identification  is also evident from  alteration - early 
coins of  Henry VI group II (rosette-mascle), for  example, with a mascle punched over one of  the 
rosettes, recalling the precedent of  Scottish dies of  Robert III in the 1390s on which the original 
triple colon stops were overmarked with lis-and-crescents. Whether broken letters were ever 
intentionally used for  identifying  dies is an open question: it is notable that at the period when 
they occur most abundantly, in the 1490s, the alphabets were unusually elaborate and the punches 
presumably most fragile.  Dies were sometimes individually marked - coins by the moneyer 
Ingelgar for  Edmund and Eadred illustrate the practice in Saxon times. D.F. Allen (PI. 5a) noted 
that every known obverse die and all but one of  the reverses of  the angels of  Henry VI's 
restoration was different  in some feature  (mintmark, stops or spelling). In the coinage of  the 1480s 
Webb Ware has identified  batches of  dies, often  involving four  similar obverses, as in the groats of 
Edward IV-V type XXII without a fleur  on the breast, or the late angels of  Richard III reading 
Ricad.  The overall picture that emerges is that care was taken to identify  dies or groups of  dies, 
probably for  reasons of  security or other control, but not the coins struck from  them. 

Considerations of  this kind have not yet been taken into account for  more than a few  limited 
areas of  the late medieval coinage, but they will increasingly need to be so if  a clear view is to be 
gained of  its structure throughout the period. Doing this will surely bring some surprises, as has 
happened for  instance in relation to the boar's head Edward coins traditionally attributed to 
Edward V but now revealed by die-analysis to have been struck under Richard III despite the 
king's name having been left  unaltered. It is a tribute to our predecessors that much of  their work 
will undoubtedly remain in place, even if  it can often  be refined  in detail and its chronology 
adjusted. Our subject is fortunate  that so much of  the groundwork laid by Lawrence, the Foxes, 
Whitton, Blunt and others in the first  half  of  the twentieth century remains valid today while at the 
same time leaving more to be done by ourselves and our successors through the application of 
new techniques and, we may hope, with the continuing discovery of  new material from  hoards and 
single finds.  There should be plenty to report in a survey such as this on the occasion of  the 
Society's second centenary, but it is a fair  bet that the classic studies of  the Lawrence era will still 
be seen, for  the most part, to have stood the test of  time. 
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