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A F I N D O F S T E P H E N C O I N S A T R A Y L E I G H M O U N T 

FOR many years there has been on view in the 
museum at Prittlewell Priory, Southend-on-Sea, 
Essex, a parcel of pennies of the reign of Stephen. 
Until recently the coins, all of which are of the 
'Watford ' type ( B M C i), were displayed in a pile 
together with a label on which the words 'Pennies 
of King Stephen, 1135-1154' appeared in faded 
ink. The coins have now been examined and prove 
to be a small hoard not previously published. 

Eight pieces came into the possession of the 
museum shortly after being found at Rayleigh 
Mount , the site of Rayleigh Castle, in excavations 
conducted by E. B. Francis between autumn of 
1909 and September 1910, when a report on the 
excavations was read (Transactions of the Essex 
Archaeological Society, new series, xii (1913), 
147-85). This report, however, mentions only 
seven, possibly counting Nos. 5 and 6, below, 
as fragments of one coin. Some time later they 
were stolen and one was missing when the parcel 
was recovered. Further excavations in 1961, as 
yet unpublished, directed by Mr. L. Helliwell, 
curator of the museum, produced another 
'Watford ' penny. 

The following is a complete list: 

1 . London mint, moneyer Dereman (PI. IX. 5). 
Obv.: +STIEFNE R (with inner circle). 
Rev.: ( ) MAN: ON: L (- -) 21-9 grains. 
Neither obverse nor reverse dies are duplicates 
of BMC No . 63. 

2. York mint, moneyer Laising? 
Obv.: + s (TIEF) NE R (E) (with inner circle). 
Rev.: + ( L A I S I G : ON: EV ?) ERPI Broken, 21-3 
grains. 
A die duplicate of the coin in British Museum 
collection f rom the South Kyme find.1 

3. Canterbury or Colchester mint! moneyer 
Edward. 
Obv.: + S T I E F N ( ) (with inner circle). 
Rev.: ( + ) EDPAR ( ) Broken, piece miss-
ing. 
Neither obverse nor reverse dies recorded at 
British Museum. 

4. Canterbury or London mint? moneyer Wulf-
wine? (PI. IX. 6) 

1 No. 267, NC 1922, ii, p. 79. 
2 For another find which may have been discovered 

Obv.: (+ST) EF (N) E: (with inner circle). 
Rev.: ( + p ) VLF (- -) N ( ) Broken, part 
of rim missing. 
Neither obverse nor reverse dies recorded at 
British Museum. 

5. Fragment Mint? Moneyer? 
Obv.: + S T . 

Rev.: ( D ? ) BER 

About one quarter of coin only. 

6. Cut farthing Mint? Moneyer? 
Obv.: Illegible. 
Rev.: ON: . 

Weight: 4-9 grains. 

7. Local dies Mint? Moneyer? (PI. IX. 7). 
Obv.: ( ) NE (with inner circle). 
Rev.: ( ) ( L ? ) T : ON / . 

Very small piece missing, 15-0 grains. Tall, thin 
letters on reverse, no colon between ON and 
initial letter of mint name. 

8. Stolen coin 
According to museum records the eighth coin 
was by the moneyer Wulfwold of the South-
wark mint. (Cf. BMC 95-7.) 
All the above coins were found in 1909 or 1910. 

9. London mint? 
The coin excavated in 1961 is very badly cor-
roded but appears to be the product of the 
moneyer Estmund of London. 

That the first eight coins are part or whole of 
a hoard may be assumed; the seven pennies now 
remaining all have similar patination. They are 
brittle and very black. The find has two important 
features. It is the first recorded hoard of the reign 
of Stephen buried in Essex and it is possible that 
none has been found in East Anglia either.2 It is 
also one of the rare occasions on which an irregu-
lar coin (No. 7) has been found with specimens 
of BMC type i of Stephen only. The irregular 
penny has a small piece of the rim missing after 
the word 'ON' and, although the first letter of the 
mint town appears to be A it is not possible to 
allocate the name of a known mint commencing 
with this letter. Moneyers recorded as having 

in Norfolk see report in BNJ xxxvii (1968), pp. 41-2 
by C. E. Blunt and F. Elmore Jones. 
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struck the 'Watford ' type pennies and whose 
names end wi th 'T ' are: 

Gilbert (Bury St. Edmunds, Gloucester), 
Ravenswert (Chester, Shrewsbury), 
Robert (Canterbury, Hastings, London, 
Shrewsbury), 
Saiet (Winchester), 
Wibert (Gloucester). 

Historical and Archaeological Background (by 
S. E. Rigold) 

Rayleigh Mount now appears as a large motte-
and-bailey complex, comprising a 50-foot-high 
motte, at the north-west, and a compact inner 
bailey, forming a fairly level platform without an 
inner bank, both of which are within a wide ditch 
with a counterscarp-bank; and, finally, a lightly 
banked outer bailey. The castle existed by 1086, 
but not in its present form. Domesday records 
that in hoc manerio (sc. the largest of the four in 
Rayleigh) Suenus fecit suum castellum. Sweyn was 
the son of Robert fitz-Wimarc, a Norman settler 
under the Confessor; father of Robert , the foun-
der of Prittlewell Priory, and grandfather of 
Henry 'of Essex', the Constable who forfeited all 
his hereditary tenures in 1163, having lost a wager 
of battle on a, possibly unjust, imputation of 
cowardice cast by Robert de Montfort who sought 
his lands and offices. Very properly, Henry I I 
kept the lands for himself. Rayleigh remained in 
Crown hands until granted to Hubert de Burgh 
in 1215. 

Henry of Essex had been generally loyal to 
Stephen, but enjoyed royal favour in the early 
years of Henry II. His proximity to the ambitious 
and unstable Geoffey de Mandeville is enough 
to make it tolerably certain that he took advantage 
of the conditions of anarchy to transform the 
castle of Rayleigh, which was his principal seat, 
into something like its present shape and Mr. 
Helliwell's excavations appear to confirm the 
view that the motte was heightened, if not, in-
deed, altered f rom a ring-work, at that period, and 
the surface of the bailey raised and perhaps 
extended. These excavations show two phases of 
intensive occupation during the late thirteenth and 
early fourteenth centuries. The documentation, 
however, suggests that this was non-military and 
that Rayleigh, though maintained as a castle 
under Henry II, had reverted to pastoral (horse-
rearing?) use by 1277. The penny found in 1961 
may have been disturbed, as the post-hole where 
it was found adjoined another post-hole contain-
ing thirteenth-century material, but this does not 

1 Trans. Essex Arch. Soc. new series, xii (19 

imply that those found in 1909-10 had been dis-
turbed. 

The report on the excavations of 1909-10,1 

accompanied by an extremely schematic plan, 
shows that : 

(i) on the slope of the motte, an area to the 
north-east was stripped and two middens 
on the south-east emptied, one penetrating 
an earlier stratum containing stone-work; 

(ii) much of the inner bailey was stripped of 
one to two feet of featureless topsoil, 
revealing an occupation-level with floors 
and wall footings, and the foundations of 
a stone-reinforced rampart , if not a cur-
tain-wall; 

(iii) only in one place was this occupation-layer 
breached (position XIX on the published 
plan, near the ditch separating the bailey 
f rom the motte), to reveal a waterlogged 
timber structure of great interest and 
apparently excavated with some care and 
neatness in the circumstances, over six feet 
below the occupation-layer. 

Without prejudice to the interpretation of Mr. 
Helliwell's excavations in 1959-61, the com-
plexion of the finds f rom the occupation-level 
suggests a fairly continuous use, with minor modi-
fications, from the mid-twelfth century to quite 
late in the thirteenth, i.e. f rom the alterations by 
Henry of Essex to beyond the effective abandon-
ment of the castle as such. The floors and footings 
are perhaps mainly f rom the late thirteenth- to 
early fourteenth-century occupation. 

However, certain pottery, of which both sec-
tions and photographs are published and which 
is quite acceptable in the second quarter of the 
twelfth century, is described as ' found at a depth 
of 6 feet or more in that part of the bailey where 
the coins of Stephen were found'.2 This can only 
imply the excavation for the timber structure, at 
position XIX. The blackened condition of the 
coins fits the waterlogged surroundings. The 
association is complete; the hoard was undis-
turbed and buried by the alterations, including 
the raising of the bailey area by over six feet, that 
on historical grounds alone would fit best in the 
early 1140s. 

The writer wishes to acknowledge, with con-
siderable gratitude, the assistance received f rom 
l), 147-85. 2 Ibid. 175. 
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Mr. D . G. Macleod, M.A., Dip.Anth. , F.R.A.I . , 
Assistant-in-Charge of Priory Museum, Prittle-
well, and also f rom Mr. S. E. Rigold, M.A., F.S.A. 

This note is concluded with a summary of the 
Rayleigh find in Inventory fo rmat : 
RAYLEIGH, Essex, 1909/10 and 1961. 
9 /R English pennies. Deposit c. 1140. 
Stephen BMC (N) type I—London: Dereman, 1. 
Southwark: Wulfwold, 1. York : Laising?, 1. 

uncertain mints: Canterbury or Colchester ?. 
Edward, 1; Canterbury or London ?, Wulfwine ?, 
1; London ?, Estmund ?, 1; (local dies), 1; 
fragment, 1; cut farthing, 1. 

Disposition: Prittlewell Priory Museum, Southend-
on-Sea, Essex. The coins were stolen f rom the 
museum some years ago but, with the exception 
of the Southwark specimen, all were recovered. 

ROBERT SEAMAN 

T H E S H O R T C R O S S C O I N S I N T H E R A S S H A M R A H O A R D O F 1966 

THE castle of Ras Shamra, about 12 km. north of 
Latakia in Syria, is best known as the site where 
the Ugaritic tablets were discovered. The ex-
cavations there have also yielded an important 
hoard of archaic Greek staters,1 and, more 
recently, a large hoard f rom the period of the 
Crusades. This comprised 251 coins of Lucca, 58 
of Valence, 180 of Antioch, and 8 miscellaneous 
French and Crusading coins (all of which have 
been catalogued and discussed elsewhere),2 to-
gether with 52 English Short Cross pennies. The 
latest coins in the hoard were a 'helmet' denier 
of Antioch of D. F . Allen's Type 6 (c. 1230 or 
later),3 and two worn deniers of Henri I of Cyprus 
(1218-53). The hoard 's age-structure is, however, 
complex. It includes, for example, a block of coins 
of the 'bare head' type issued at Antioch in the 
1150s, and another group of the 'helmet' type 
f rom the 1160s and 1170s, which were not much 
worn. The English coins likewise are uncharac-
teristic for the date at which the hoard was con-

L O N D O N 
1. Abel Vc 
2-3. Abel Vc? 
4. Abel Vlai 
5. Abel VIb 
6. Andreu Vc 
7. Beneit Vbi 
8. Elis VII 
9. Fulke Vbi 
10. Ilger Vc 
11. llger Vb or VI 
12. Rauf Vc 
13. Rauf Vb or VI 
14. Rauf Vlai 

C A N T E R B U R Y 

28. Goldwine Va 
29. Iohan VIbii 
30. Iohan ? 9 
31. Iun VII 
32. Roberd Vb 

cealed. Many of them seem to be in an unusually 
poor state of preservation. The latest are two of 
class VII, of which one is by the moneyer Elis 
(therefore after c. 1221),4 but the majority are of 
class V (1205-10) and early class VI. As class VI 
is under-represented, one cannot suppose that the 
whole sum was withdrawn from circulation in 
England during the currency of class VII. For-
tunately we can be confident that the hoard was 
recovered substantially intact. It passed into the 
hands of Dr . P. Z. Bedoukian, who 'rescued' it 
f r om oblivion by making aluminium foil impres-
sions of the coins before they were dispersed. H e 
very generously made the impressions available 
for study. Many of the English coins, as has been 
said, were in poor condition. The better ones were 
photographed, and Mr. J. D. Brand kindly gave 
these his expert scrutiny, and corrected or im-
proved a number of the attributions. The coins 
may be listed as follows: 

15. Raul Ic? 
16. Raulf VIb 
17. Ricard Va 
18-19. Walter Vb 
20. Walter Vc 
21. Walter Vlai 
22. Willelm B Vb 
23. Willelm L Vbii 
24. Willelm T Vb 
25. Willelm T Vc 
26. Uncertain Vb 
27. Uncertain Vc 

33. Samuel Vb 
34. Samuel Vbii 
35. Tomas Vb 
36. Walter VIc* 

1 C. M. Kraay, Greek Coins and History, Some 
Current Problems, 1969, pp. 44 f. 

s In Hamburger Beitrage zur Numismatik, 1969/70. 

8 D. F. Allen, 'Coins of Antioch, etc., from Al-
Mina*. NC (1937), pp. 200-10. 

4 See BNJ xxxiii, p. 66. 


