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tunately it has been impossible to find  any trace of  a 
place called Waltham in Gloucestershire. In these 
circumstances the find  should be noted but its status 
regarded as uncertain. 

The  coins: (pi. 24) 

1. (N.16178). Theodosius I, VOT/X/MVLT/XX, mm ille-
gible. A Vota issue of  AD 383. 12mm, 1.371g, 180°. 

2. (N.162'78). Theodosius I, VOT/X/MVLT/XX, mm 
probably SMHA. Probably LRBC II 1968. AD 

383. 13mm, 0.888g, 180°. 
3. (N.163'78). Theodosius I, SALVS REIPVBLICAE 

(2), CONS|. . .]. Possibly LRBC  II 2184 or 2192. 
AD 383-92/393-5. 14mm, 0.847g, 30°. 

4. (N.164'78). Arcadius, a VOT/MVLT inscription, 
the numbers and mm illegible; obverse legend, 
ARCADIVS. AD 383-7. 14.5mm, 0.831g (chip-
ped), 90°. 

5. (N.165'78). Arcadius, SALVS REIPVBLICAE (2), 
mm lost; obverse legend, ARCADI-VS. AD 392-3. 
12.5mm, 1.041g (chipped), 315°. 

THE 'RUSSIAN FIND' OF ANGLO-SAXON COINS IN T H E 
BRITISH MUSEUM 

TUUKKA TALVIO 

IN their publication of  the provenances of  the Anglo-
Saxon coins recorded in the British Museum  Catalo-
gue, R. H. M. Dolley and J. S. Strudwick wrote; 
Among important hoard provenances [for  the coins 
of  /Ethelrad II] we may note especially the Russian 
hoard acquired in 1850 through a French firm  of 
dealers. Unfortunately  it has proved impossible to 
establish a more exact find-spot  - and we must 
remember that Finland, the Baltic States, and much 
of  Poland, all areas rich in Anglo-Saxon coins, were 
then technically part of  Russia.'1 

The parcel from  the 'Russian find'  included 101 
coins of  /Ethelraed II and 19 of  Cnut. It was the largest 
single acquisition of  coins of  /Ethelraed II made by the 
British Museum in the nineteenth century, accounting 
for  some 25 per cent of  the coins of  this king in the 
1893 catalogue. 

Although no new information  on the find-spot  has 
become available, the general background of  the 
purchase is not difficult  to reconstruct. It is even 
possible to name two hoards as the possible source of 
the coins. 

The first  of  them was found  in 1846 at Borovskaya 
near the town of  Oranienbaum. Nowadays known as 
Lomonosov, the former  Oranienbaum is situated 
opposite the fortress  of  Kronstadt at the bottom of  the 
Gulf  of  Finland; it now belongs to the administrative 
region of  Leningrad. The little that is known of  the 
hoard suggests a terminus post quern of  1027, and this 

fits  well enough with the fact  that all the three coin 
types of  Cnut were represented among the 120 coins 
which were bought by the British Museum. 

The Borovskaya hoard was first  described by the 
orientalist P. S. Savelev who in 1846 published a 
'topography' of  the Russian and Baltic finds  with 
Oriental coins. He knew, however, of  only 278 coins, 
'namely 264 Anglo-Saxon of  Cnut, .Ethelraed and 
other kings, German, and 14 Kufic'  (the latter 
described by him in detail). According to the land-
owner who had presented these coins to the St 
Petersburg Academy of  Sciences, there had also been 
some 200 other coins and a silver bracelet which the 
peasant who made the find  had already sold.2 

Soon afterwards  information  on the Borovskaya 
hoard was also published by B. von Koehne, editor of 
the Memoires  of  the St Petersburg Numismatic and 
Archaeological Society. In his articles he gave the 
number of  coins first  as 2,500 and later as 4,000;3 he 
also said that most of  them had been acquired by the 
well-known collector Jakob Reichel (1778-1856).4 

Koehne described a number of  the German and other 
coins, and this forms  the basis of  what is known of  the 
Western coins from  the find  today.5 Koehne also 
helped Reichel to edit a catalogue of  his large collec-
tion,6 which was acquired later by the Hermitage 
Museum. Unfortunately  the Anglo-Saxon coins were 
included in vol. vi published in 1843, three years 
before  the Borovskaya hoard was found.  However, in 

1 BNJ  28 (1955-7), 35. 
2 P.S. Savelev, Topografiya  kladov  s vostochnymi mone-

tami i izdeliyami  (Sanktpeterburg, 1846), pp. 157-9. 
3 Memoires  de  la Societe  d'Archeologie  et de  Numisma-

tique de  St.  Petersbourg  I (1847), 170-2; III (1850), 366-8. 
The article on Russian finds was also published as a mono-
graph in Russian: B. Kene, Opisanie evropeiskikh  monet 
(Sanktpeterburg, 1852), pp. 16-17. 

4 See his obituary by Koehne, 'Jakon von Reichel und 
seine Sammlung', Zeitschrift  fur  Miinz-,  Siegel-  und 

Wappen-Kunde,  Neue Folge (1859-62), pp. 1-24. 
5 N. Bauer, 'Die russischen Funde abendlandischer 

Miinzen des 11. und 12. Jahrhunderts", Zeitschrift  fur 
Numismatik  39 (1929), 78-79; V. M. Potin, 'Topograhya 
nakhodok zapadnoevropeiskikh monet X-XIU vv. na terri-
torii drevnei Rusi', Trudy  Gosudarstvennogo  Ermitazha  IX 
(Leningrad, 1967), p. 138. 

6 Die Reichelsche Munzsammlung  in St.  Petersburg,  9 
vols., dated 1842-5 but apparently published 1843-50. 
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a letter to the Swedish State-Antiquarian B. E. 
Hildebrand, Reichel himself  reported in June 1847 
that 'a few  thousand' Viking-Age coins had been 
found  near St Petersburg, of  which 'nearly half  had 
been pennies of  /Ethelrad II and Cnut, and he had 
acquired some 1,200 coins for  himself.7  One year 
later, after  receiving from  Hildebrand a copy of  the 
1846 edition of  Anglosachsiska  mynt, he wrote that 
his own collection included 'no fewer  than some 50' 
moneyers of  /Ethelraed II and Cnut which were not to 
be found  in the catalogue. 'This shows how enormous 
the minting was during that period, as I don't have 
more than 4 or 5 hundred of  these coins', he added.8 

The coins which were acquired by the Hermitage 
Museum from  the Borovskaya find  either directly or 
via Reichel have long ago lost their provenances.9 

The 120 coins which ended up in the British Museum 
are, on the other hand, still lying on their original 
tickets. Perhaps their patina and colour could be 
compared with similar unprovenanced coins in the 
Hermitage, now that the Leningrad coins are to be 
published in the Sylloge  series. 

The other hoard which must be considered was 
found  in 1847 at Zvenigorod in the neighbourhood of 
Moscow. According to Koehne, there were c. 1,000 
coins, most of  them Anglo-Saxon and German. He 
gives details, however, only of  the German coins, the 
terminus post quern of  which seems to have been 1034. 
The 'best' pieces were acquired by Count A. S. 
Stroganov (1813-1864), another well-known 
numismatist whose collection later was to be incor-
porated with the Hermitage.10 According to Koehne's 
obituary of  him, he owned over 1,000 medieval English 
coins, among them 'une quarantaine de la Heptarchie 
et quelques centaines de deniers d'Aethelred II, de 
Knut, de Harthacnut, deterres en Russie'.11 

A summary of  the coins in London can be pre-
sented as follows:  î Ethelrasd II, Crux  type, 15 
(Canterbury 2, Ilchester, London 5, Lydford. 
Maldon, Norwich, Rochester, Southwark, Totnes, 
Winchester); 

Long Cross  type, 35 (Bath, Chester 2, Dorchester, 
Exeter 4, Gloucester, Lincoln 5, London 14, Stam-
ford  2, Winchester 2, York 3); 

Helmet  type, 12 (Exeter, Ipswich, Huntingdon, 
London 6, Wallingford,  Winchester, York); 

Last Small  Cross  type, 29 (Colchester, Lewes, 
Lincoln 5, London 12, Lydford,  Stamford  5, Thet-
ford,  Winchester 3); 

Imitations,  10.12 

Cnut, Ouatrefoil  type, 9 (Lincoln, London 4, Win-
chester 2, York 2); 

Pointed  Helmet  type, 6 (London 5, Winchester); 
Short  Cross  type, 2 (Chester, York); 
Imitations,  2. 
To sum up. Although we do not even know 

whether all the coins come from  the same find,  the 
most likely single source for  the 'Russian find'  in the 
British Museum nevertheless seems to be the 
Borovskaya (Oranienbaum) hoard of  1846. The 
letters quoted above show that Jakob Reichel 
acquired several hundred coins of  /Ethelrasd and Cnut 
from  the find  and identified  them with the help of 
Hildebrand's Anglosachsiska  mynt. There must have 
been many duplicates, and it would have been natural 
for  him or Koehne to put them on the market; both of 
them had excellent connections with foreign  col-
lectors and dealers. We may also note that although 
several very large hoards are known from  Russia, the 
large ones usually belong to the end of  the eleventh 
century and consist mainly of  German coins; the 
Borovskaya hoard is the only one on record to have 
contained (probably) over a thousand Anglo-Saxon 
pennies. 

It is also possible that the coins come from  the 
little-known Zvenigorod hoard of  1847, or from  a 
wholly unknown find,  not mentioned by Koehne. He 
has been blamed for  withholding information  in order 
to protect the rich collectors with whom he had close 
relations;13 but he was also a scholar who collected 
material for  a monograph on the finds,14  and 
undoubtedly the work benefited  from  those relations. 
There must have been many finds  which escaped his 
notice, but it would probably have been too much of  a 
coincidence if  a Russian hoard had been sold by a 
foreign  firm  without his knowledge at the same time 
when he was involved with the sorting out of  the large 
finds  discussed above. 

7 Letter from Reichel to Hildebrand, 16/28 June 1847 
(Archives of the Swedish Royal Academy of Letters History 
and Antiquities, Stockholm); published in T. Talvio. 'Jakob 
Reichels brev till B. E. Hildebrand', Numismatiska  Medde-
landen  34 (Stockholm, 1983), 217-24. 

8 Reichel to Hildebrand, 16/18 June 1848 (see note 7). 
9 Bauer, 'Die Russichen Funde', p. 79. 

10 Memoires  III, p. 368-9; Bauer. 'Die Russischen Funde', 
p. 179-80; Potin, 'Topografiya', p. 173. The Stroganov 
Collection came to the Hermitage in the 1920s (I. G. 

Spasskii, 'Numizmatika v Ermitazhe', Numizmutika  i Epi-
grafika  VIII, 1970, pp. 206-9). 

11 Revue de  la Numismatique  Beige, 4e serie. 111 (1865), 
274. 

12 Three of the imitations have now been attributed to 
Sigtuna, see B. Maimer, The  Sigtuna  Coinage  c. 995-1005 
(Commentationes de Nummis Saeculorum IX-XI, Nova 
Series 4), Stockholm and London, 1989, p. 120. 

13 Bauer, 'Die russischen Funde', pp. 8-9, 78. 
14 See note 3. 


