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By the middle of the sixteenth century the creation of cabinets of coins and medals had long
been a fashionable pursuit in continental Europe. ‘No Prince, no great Lord’, it could be said,
‘failed to pride himself on his Coins [‘Médailles’] even if he did not know how to interpret
them’.2 For some two hundred years and more the collecting of coins – Greek and especially
Roman – had increasingly become a necessary expression of Renaissance culture, the fifteenth
century seeing the formation of some outstanding cabinets including those of Cosimo de Medici,
Pope Paul II (Cardinal Pietro Barbo) and the Emperor Maximilian I.3 Now, by no means
restricted to court and nobility, the collecting enthusiasm had percolated through to any gentleman
or scholar of humanist pretentions; its spread accompanied and fostered by an ever-growing
wealth of numismatic literature which, for reasons that defy ready explanation, reached a sudden
spate in the 1550s and was to continue through the seventeenth century. As Francis Haskell put
it ‘the care devoted to numismatics in the sixteenth and seventeenth c enturies constitutes one of
the greatest (but most neglected) achievements of Renaissance scholarship’.4
At the close of the 1550s when the Flemish artist Hubert Goltzius (Fig. 1), having already
published an initial collection of superb imperial portraits to great acclaim,5 was gathering
material for a further fine series of compendia of Roman coins – both real and imaginary – he
claimed to have consulted close on a thousand collections in the Low Countries, France,
Germany and Italy.6 Twenty-eight cabinets existed in the French capital alone, the most
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‘… ni Prince, ni grand Seigneur qui ne se piquât d’avoir des Médailles, quoiqu’il y en eût encore plusieurs, qui ne sçavoient
pas même lire’: Birnard de la Bastie in his ‘Préface de L’Editeur’ to Jobert 1739, xii−xiii.
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2004, 60−93.
4
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Vivae Omnium Fere Imperatorum Imagines (Antwerp, 1557) based mainly on local collections including that of the great
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‘On est surpris de voir que dans ce tem[p]s-là, il y avoit près de 200 Cabinets dans les Pays-Bas, 175 en Allemagne, plus de
380 en Italie, & environ 200 en France’: Birnard de la Bastie in Jobert 1739, xii. See also Babelon 2004, 74 and Dekesel 1988, 5−7
for details of Goltzius’s numismatic expedition of 1558−60, when he maintained he had visited 799 coin cabinets, having earlier
(1556) seen 137 collections.
D.W. Dykes, ‘Through a glass darkly: Dr John Barkham seventeenth-century antiquary and numismatist’, British Numismatic
Journal 87 (2017), 125–49. ISSN 0143–8956. © British Numismatic Society.

126

D.W. DYKES

significant being that of the royal collection begun in the reign of
François I (1515–47) and extending to those of the jurist Barnabé
Brisson and the classical scholar Denis Lambin.7
In England, although the evidence is sparse, interest in numismatics, as with Renaissance studies in general, seems to have
developed later and to have been much more limited. Apart from
the obscure classical cabinets of such humanist scholars as
Thomas More (1478–1535) and Cuthbert Tunstal (1474–1559), a
correspondent of Guillaume Budé, whose numismatic interests
had probably begun during his student days in Padua and his
friendship there with the great Flemish collector Jerome Busleiden
(c.1470–1517), 8 it is not until the latter part of the sixteenth-century that we begin to hear of the formation of any serious coin
collections. Unfortunately, while some, like those of Lord
Burghley, Henry Herbert, 2nd earl of Pembroke, and Henry
Fig. 1. Hubert Goltzius
Howard, earl of Northampton, might have been on a grand scale,
(1526−83) (© C.G. Boerner,
nothing can be made of their nature.9 Little is known either of the
LLC; image from the Warburg
collection of the Cambridge classical scholar, Robert Pember (d.
Institute)
1560), who was sent Roman coins from Germany by his former
pupil Roger Ascham – also something of a numismatist and a keen student of classical coins
– during the latter’s sojourn in Germany in the early 1550s, but it may have amounted to
hardly more than a teaching adjunct and been of small consequence.10 Pember bequeathed
some of his bronze coins to Andrew Perne (c.1519–89), the confessionally omnidextrous dean
of Ely and master of Peterhouse, who Thomas Hearne tells us had ‘an excellent Collection of
old Coyns and Medals … being apprised that a Library cannot be said to be well furnished
unless it’s [sic] Treasures be made up partly of such venerable Remains of Antiquity’.11 On his
death Perne divided the collection between Peterhouse and Cambridge University Library; his
‘littell longe box of woode of Antiquities of the Emperors in Silver’ to the former and his
‘greatest black booke of Antiquities of gold and Silver coynes of Emperors and consuls of
Rome’ valued at £67 13s. 4d. to the latter, these forming the basis of the university collection
now in the Fitzwilliam Museum. A contemporary inventory of the coins existed until the
1720s though this has long disappeared while an eighteenth-century catalogue, which enabled
Philip Grierson in 1958 to trace ten of what might have been Perne’s Anglo-Saxon coins, cannot be found today either; unhappily, therefore, none of Perne’s classical coins on which he set
such store can now be identified.12
A somewhat larger collection of both classical and medieval coins must have been that
formed by the public servant and political theorist Sir Thomas Smith (1513–77), a friend of
Perne’s since their time together as fellows of Queens’ College, Cambridge in the 1540s.13
Smith, a classical scholar of distinction, while awaiting appointment as ambassador to France
in 1562, compiled a learned treatise on the ‘Money of the Romans’ with comparative v aluations
Babelon 2004, 74.
Tunstal’s interest in ancient coins may have been invigorated through his renewed friendship with Busleiden while on a
diplomatic mission to Burgundian Flanders in 1515-17 with, among others, More who was to wax poetically about Busleiden’s
collection at Mechelen. Tunstal, successively bishop of London and Durham, was the author of De Arte Supputandi (London,
1522). Said to be the first work on practical arithmetic that was printed in England, it contained an appendix based on Budé’s De
Asse with estimates of the value in contemporary French and English coinage of Greek and Roman currency. Tunstal gave up his
numismatic studies shortly afterwards on becoming bishop of London when ‘putting all worldly writings entirely aside’ he
decided ‘to devote what is left of my life to sacred literature’. See Sturge 1938, 13−14, 52, 56 and 72−78; Oates 1986, 62.
9
See Dykes 2016, 223. Pembroke’s collection is mentioned by Kendrick 1950, 166 but he gives no source for his statement
and I have been able to find no reference to substantiate it. Northampton was the patron of both William Camden and of Sir
Robert Cotton, a political associate. The bulk of his estate was left to his great-nephew, Thomas Howard, 14th earl of Arundel.
10
For Pember see ODNB. For Ascham’s interest in classical coins and Roman antiquities see Ryan 1963, 18, 118, 125, 127,
150 and 197. I am also grateful to Andrew Burnett for additional information.
11
Hearne 1720, lxvii.
12
Leedham-Green 1991, 104, 112 and 113; Oates 1986, 14, I, 393.0; MEC, I, 393; SCBI, I, ix; and information from Martin
Allen and Andrew Burnett.
13
For Smith see Dewar 1964 and ODNB.
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of Roman and English moneys. Dedicated to Burghley and demonstrating Smith’s close
acquaintance with the early numismatic works of Budé, Georg Agricola and Erasmus among
others the treatise was additionally based on a numismatic collection – which also comprised
Anglo-Saxon and medieval coins – that Smith had built up since his university days and which
he had assiduously identified and weighed.14 Valued ‘at over £200’ Smith’s ‘divers pieces of old
coins and silver called antiquities of Roman Empires and other strange pieces of gold coins
and silver’ became a bone of contention among his heirs and in their turn were quickly
dispatched into the limbo of history.15
An even more significant classical collection – ‘divers peeces of gould and silver coynes and
medalls of antiquity’ – was that of another Cambridge scholar, William Fulke (1536/7–89),
master of Pembroke Hall, valued at £600 when it was acquired by Henry, Prince of Wales,
probably about 1611–12.16 Unfortunately, this has also disappeared into the undergrowth, as
have the Romano-British coins of the Kentish antiquary John Twyne (c.1505–1581). Twyne’s
collection may have been more focused on his historical studies.17 That of William Harrison
(1535–93), the topographer and maybe the country’s earliest parson-antiquary, certainly was,
as he strove to create, within limited means, a cabinet not only of Roman coins – ‘as livelie
portraitures of everie emperor’ – but, more progressively, of all the ‘kings of this Island, since
the time of Edward the Confessor’, a collection intended to illustrate his projected Chronologie
of Britain.18
Even when we come to the turn of the century little real impression can be formed of
known collections and such records as have come down to us leave much to be desired. The
grand classical collection of Henry, Prince of Wales, ‘medalls or auncient coyns of gold’, was
worth more than £3,000 according to John Chamberlain, the reliably informative ‘Horace
Walpole of his day’.19 But, even if its largest component emanated from the celebrated cabinet
of the Flemish antiquary Abraham Gorlaeus and that of Fulke, it was probably an unstructured aggregation.20 And, unhappily, by the 1630s, if Abraham van der Doort’s cursory numismatic inventory is to be believed, it had already been subject to serious losses although the
measure of these losses is now subject to considerable doubt and revaluation.21 The prince had
been encouraged in his collecting by two intimate members of his circle, Sir Henry Fanshawe
and Thomas Howard, earl of Arundel, both notable virtuoso collectors who themselves possessed cabinets of coins. Van der Doort, perhaps to cover his own shortcomings, alleged that
Fanshawe and Arundel, who had been charged with appraising the prince’s collection after his
death, had helped themselves to many pieces. If there was any truth in van der Doort’s claims
they were probably greatly magnified as was his charge – and probable calumny – that Thomas
Carey, a gentleman of the bedchamber to King Charles and subsequently responsible for the
collection for a time, had made off with much of what remained, selling it on to London
goldsmiths. 22 In the event, as John Evelyn told his friend Samuel Pepys, Arundel’s ‘very rich
Collection as well of Medals … with innumerable other Rarities’ were ‘scatter’d and s quander’d

Dewar 1964, 86−7; Dewar 1966, 390.
Dewar 1964, 87. Smith’s coin collection is not mentioned in his will, TNA: PRO, PROB 11/59/410.
Dykes 2016, 228.
17
For Twyne see Kendrick, 105−8 and passim; ODNB.
18
Dykes 2016, 223; Furnivall 1877, 356−7. Grant’s assertion that Harrison was a ‘leading member’ of the Elizabethan
forerunner of the Society of Antiquaries seems to be without foundation: Grant 1954, vi. See Van Norden 1946, 119−289, 554−9
and 560−81; ‘The Assembly of the Antiquaries’: BL: Harl. MS 5177, f. 141. The antiquary William Burton (1575–1645) included
‘Harrison, ministr’ in a manuscript list of ‘Antiquarii temp. Eliz. Reg.’ but this should not necessarily be interpreted as implying
membership of the Society: ‘Spes’ 1852.
19
TNA: PRO, SP 14/71, f. 66: transcribed in Calendar of State Papers Domestic, James I, 71, 156, no. 38. See also McClure
1939, I, 391 and Hervey 1921, 64, n. 3.
20
For a summary note on the prince’s collection see Dykes 2016, 225−9 and the references therein.
21
Dykes 2016, 228−9; Millar 1960, xvi. See also Strong 1986, 197−200. For a brief revisionary study see Dykes 2018.
22
Millar 1960, xvi, 74 [1], 155–6; Dykes 2016, 229. Arundel’s questionable role may be hinted at by at least one of Prince
Henry’s finger rings finding its way into his possession although this may well have been a gift from the prince: MacLeod 2012,
134. Much later Arundel was also to default in returning manuscripts to Sir Robert Cotton’s library after the owner’s death in
1631, including the outstanding Utrecht Psalter (Utrecht University Library MS. 32) and the Lovel Lectionary (BL: Harl. MS.
7026): Tite 1997, 271.
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away by his Countesse’ while Fanshawe’s ‘noble Collection of Medals’ was, ‘after his decease
… thrown about the house … for children to play at Counters with’.23
No detail of either Arundel’s or Fanshawe’s collection has survived.24 Nothing either is
known of the coin collection of George Villiers, 1st duke of Buckingham, though again his
primary interests as a collector lay in the realms of fine art and classical sculpture and his
acquisitions were intended as a form of social display. No information has yet been gleaned
either of the ‘historical’ and apparently substantial collection of Roman coins – like Fulke’s
cabinet said to be worth £600 – amassed, at a much lower social level, by John Harrison, a
former High Master of St Paul’s School.25
We know rather more about the similarly ‘historically’ structured and ‘working’ cabinet of
Sir Robert Cotton which was said to have comprised the best collection of coins and medals
in Britain until the prince’s purchases.26 Even here, however, details of the large Roman imperial element of the collection still require elucidation and it is only when we come to his Celtic,
Anglo-Saxon and post-Conquest coins that much can be retrieved by skilled detection from
the engravings in Camden and Speed and from such lists of Cotton’s coins as still exist.27
The one numismatic collection of which we can establish a complete conspectus – although
the contemporary attributions leave much to be desired – is that of Cotton’s antiquarian
friend, the Anglican clergyman Dr John Barkham, dean of Bocking. While Anthony Wood
could describe him as ‘a noted antiquary, especially in the knowledge of coins’ whose collection was ‘the best … of any clergyman in England’, Barkham is an elusive figure who has
received scant recognition in the history of British numismatics.28 He is not mentioned by
Michael Grant in his 1954 presidential address to the Royal Numismatic Society on the
Jacobethan numismatic scene,29 yet it was Barkham’s coin collection that essentially formed
the foundation of that of the Ashmolean Museum. He was at last freed from total neglect by
Joseph Grafton Milne in the first half of the last century,30 and more has been said of him by
David Berry and Henry Kim.31 They saw Barkham as a ‘very capable and well-versed antiquary who was a pioneer in the study of numismatics in Oxford’.32 Perhaps, however, there is
a degree of partiality in their encomium for while there can be no doubt about the breadth of
Barkham’s scholarship any ‘pioneering’ contribution he may have made to Oxonian numismatics seems to lie solely in the gifting of his coin collection to the Bodleian Library; and
indeed the fact that the collection had originally been his seems not to have become generally

De la Bédoyère 2005, 193−4.
Hugh Pagan has kindly informed me that Fanshawe’s grandson – Charles Fanshawe, 4th Viscount Fanshawe (I)
(1643−1710) – lent twenty Anglo-Saxon coins to Dr George Hickes to be engraved for illustration in Hickes’s Thesaurus… (1705),
(see p. xlvii of Hickes’s preface) and that it would be natural to suppose that these might have represented a remnant of Sir
Henry’s collection. Regrettably, it is not certain that they were in fact engraved, for Sir Andrew Fountaine fails to thank Lord
Fanshawe in his own separate preface to his part of the Thesaurus.
25
At least part of Harrison’s collection was acquired by Sir Simonds D’Ewes in 1632. For Harrison see Dykes 2016. A near
Norfolk neighbour if slightly older contemporary of Harrison’s was Sir Thomas Knyvett, whose choice collection of Roman
bronze and silver coins, was said by D’Ewes to be equivalent to that of Arundel: BL: Harley MS 377, f. 176r. Knyvett (c.1539−1618)
is not to be confused with his homonymous distant cousin (c.1545−1622) and warden of the Mint. I owe this reference to Andrew
Burnett.
26
Howarth 1997, 65, n.38.
27
Cotton’s collection included gold, silver and copper ‘Coyns or medalls of all the Roman Emperors … from Pompey and
Julius to Phocas and Mauritius’, ‘the Coyns of the Saxon kings, som in silver som of Gold’, ‘divers Brittayne Coyns of Gold and
silver and the Coynes of the Kings of England from William the first unto King Charles som few gold the rest silver’, as well as
‘divers Medalls or Coynes of the Greater Sicilian, Asian and Egyptian Countrys’: BL: Add. MS 35213, f. 42. Cf. Sharpe 1979,
66−7. For ‘recreations’ of the Anglo-Saxon element of Cotton’s collection see Dolley and Strudwick 1952−4, 302−12; Dolley
1954, 75−81; Van der Meer 1997, 168−82; Pagan 1987, 173−5.
28
Wood 1813−20, III, cols 35−6.
29
Grant 1954, iii−xv.
30
Milne 1927, 187−9; 1933, 122−4; 1934, 422−4; 1936, 159−60; 1946, 33−6; 1949, 54−5. Dr Milne (1867−1951), librarian
of Corpus Christi, Barkham’s Oxford college, and deputy keeper of coins at the Ashmolean Museum (Medallist of the Royal
(1938) and American (1944) Numismatic Societies), was responsible for the catalogues of Alexandrian coins and Oxfordshire
tokens in the Ashmolean Museum and the first Ashmolean fascicule of the Sylloge Nummorum Graecorum as well as a conspicuous
volume of specialist papers. See Sutherland 1951, 112−25 and The Times, 14 Aug. 1951.
31
Berry and Kim 2005, 126, 129−30.
32
Berry and Kim 2005, 130.
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known until many years after his death.33 It is only proper, therefore, that the nature of
Barkham’s scholarship and the character of his collection should be subject to further
examination.
John Barkham was born towards the end of 1571 and baptised at the church of Saint Mary
Major, Exeter on the 28th of December of that year, the eldest son of Lawrence or Laurence
Barkham of St Leonard’s parish.34 We know little about the father other than that he served
as a steward or bailiff of the city in 1576 and as such would have been drawn from Exeter’s
‘franchised men of good name and fame’. He was recorded as a member of an armigerous
Dorset family in the heraldic visitation of that county in 1623 and in that of Essex in 1634
(Fig. 2), and in the latter the family was said to have Brabantine antecedents.35 Lawrence
Barkham was a younger son and although described as ‘Gentleman’ in the Dorset visitation,36
the likelihood is that he was a tradesman of some description; possibly the Exeter draper
named in a lease of 1603.37 His marriage to Joan, the daughter of Edward Bridgman, sheriff
of Exeter in 1563, a wealthy local merchant, suggests that Barkham must have been of at least
a middling and solid social status.38 His son’s matriculation as pleb[ei] fil[ius] [‘the son of a
plebeian’] at Oxford in 1587 39 need not at this time necessarily have implied any very low
standing, for ‘plebeian’ covered a range of social categories from prosperous yeoman and
wealthy merchant downwards and, as a self-elected description, it was not always truthful
since the lower the students put their status the smaller the fees they paid.40 That Barkham had
some private means at Oxford is suggested by his gift of the Sermons of Maximus Tyrius
(Paris, Henricus Stephanus, 1557) to his college in 1595, a year before he became a probationary
fellow.41
Nothing is known of Barkham’s early education until December 1587, when at the age of
fifteen – by no means an abnormally young age for the time – he went up to Exeter College,
Oxford, as a temporary sojourner while awaiting election to a Devon scholarship at Corpus
Christi College (Fig. 3). By the following August Barkham had moved to Corpus, a college
with close Exeter connections, where a local relation, Richard Hooker, shortly to become the
celebrated apologist of the Elizabethan religious settlement in his Laws of Ecclesiastical Polity,
had been a fellow until a few years before.42 Barkham’s college career followed a normal, and
successful, academic path. In 1591 he supplicated as a BA, proceeded to his Master’s degree
in 1594, was elected a scholaris or ‘probationary’ fellow of the College in 1596, and two years
later became a socius, a full or ‘actual’ fellow.43
One contemporary who did know was Sir Simonds D’Ewes: see p. 138 below.
Devon Heritage Services; Exeter College Archives, Oxford.
35
Izacke 1731, 135; Prince 1810, 42. The Dorset pedigree (BL: MS. Harl. 1166, f. 54) is printed in Hutchins 1873, 10 (whose
editors noted that apart from the pedigree ‘no other evidence to connect it with this place [assumed to be Merrifield, a farm in
the parish of Cattistock] has been met with’) and Rylands 1885, 9−10. The Essex pedigree (College of Arms: C 21), signed by
John Barkham, is printed in Metcalfe 1878, 342. Guillim 1611, 73 states that the Barkham coat of arms ‘appertaineth to the
ancient Familie of Berchem, Lord of Berchem in Brabant, neere Antwerpe’. Barkham was distantly related to Sir Edward
Barkham, the Lord Mayor of London in 1621−2.
36
Vowell 1919, III, 791; BL: MS. Harl. 1166, f. 54 (See also Rylands 1885, 9−10). The Dorset pedigree was signed by John
Barkham’s youngest surviving brother, Ezekiel [‘Barkham’], ‘Gentleman Usher to the Lo: Bishopp of Bath and Wells’, who was
also described there and in his will of 1642 as ‘Gentleman’: Somerset Heritage and Libraries Service: DD/WBS/83.
37
Devon Heritage Services: Lease of 6 May 1603: Z1/19/2/3a−b.
38
Devon Heritage Services: Marriage entry of Laurence Barckam and Jone Bridgman, St Mary Major, Exeter, 10 Feb.
1566; Izacke 1731, 52; Prince 1810, 42. Bridgman was sometime owner of the Greenway estate on the river Dart that became
famous centuries later owing to its association with Agatha Christie. Through his Bridgman descent Barkham was closely related
to John Bridg[e]man, bishop of Chester (c.1577−1652): Venn 1922–54, I, 216.
39
University of Oxford Archives, Matriculation Register, 1564−1615: SP1 (Barkham is registered as ‘John Barcum’); Exeter
College Archives, Oxford (‘Barcombe or Barkham’) – see also Foster 1891, I, 68.
40
Stone 1964, 60; 1974, I, 12, 13−14.
41
Milne 1946, 34. According to Milne, and recently kindly confirmed by Julie Blythe, the college’s assistant librarian, the
title page of the book (IV.317) is inscribed, but not in Barkham’s hand, ‘Liber Collegii Corporis Chr̆ı̆ ex dono Johannis Barcombi
1595’.
42
CCC Archives; Fowler 1893, 154 and 392. The Corpus statutes provided for the election of two scholars from the diocese
of Exeter of which the college’s founder, Richard Fox, and its earliest benefactor, Hugh Oldham, had been bishops and where the
college held land and rents. Richard Hooker had been a scholar and fellow of Corpus between 1573 and 1584; Barkham was
related to Hooker through his mother’s family.
43
CCC Archives; Fowler 1893, 392; Wood 1815, cols 250 and 267: BA, 5 Feb. 1591; MA, 12 Dec. 1594.
33
34
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Fig. 2. The Barkham Pedigree recorded in the 1634 Visitation of Essex (reproduced by permission of the College
of Arms: C21)

In accordance with the wish of the college’s founder, Bishop Richard Fox, most fellows of
Corpus at this time left the college before the age of thirty to enter the Church.44 Barkham was
thus following tradition when in 1597 he was ordained as deacon and priest,45 taking the
degree of BTh. in 1603.46 It was not, however, until 1608 that Barkham left Corpus to take up
a benefice and this may have been in the aftermath of a serious factional rift among the
fellowship; a rift that seems to have developed into a division between those more rigidly
Calvinistic and an element more receptive to ‘Arminian’ ideas.47 Barkham’s loyalties probably
lay somewhere between the two extremes – a moderate Calvinist position that yet acknowledged ‘the received ceremonies and discipline of the church of England’. It was to such ‘middle
McConica 1986, 686.
Clergy of the Church of England Database: Ordination as deacon and priest at All Saints, Oxford on the same day, 3 July
1597. Ordination was not a requirement for all full Corpus fellows but those in priest’s orders enjoyed an increased stipend.
46
Wood 1815, cols 299 and 363: BTh, 7 July 1603; DTh, 14 Mar. 615; Wood 1813−20, III, 42.
47
Tyacke 1987, 64−5.
44
45
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Fig. 3. Corpus Christi College, Oxford in 1675: Copper engraving by David Loggan from Oxonia Illustrata
(reproduced by permission of the President and Fellows of Corpus Christi College, Oxford)48
48

of the way’ colleagues that he seems to have gravitated in the wider University scene, in particular to George Abbot, a Balliol don and subsequently master of University College, who
was to play a major role in Barkham’s future ecclesiastical career. At the same time he could
number among his Oxford friends both the ‘Arminian’ William Laud – even though he was
becoming a particular bête-noire of Abbot’s – and the unreconstructed Calvinist Richard
Crakanthorpe.49 What bound them all together in religion – and Thomas Ravis, the dean of
Christ Church – was their opposition to the teachings and practices of the Roman Catholic
Church.50
Barkham’s appointment in 1608 by Ravis, now bishop of London, to the rectory of Finchley,
a living worth far more than the £8 a year permitted by the college statutes, would have
required him to surrender his fellowship in any case. But, in escaping from the intrigue and
recrimination and the febrile atmosphere of a small and close community increasingly little to
his taste, Barkham’s Oxford clerical network was to stand him in good stead and the next few
years saw a number of other preferments coming his way in quick succession.51 In 1610 he was
presented by the new bishop of London, his old friend Abbot, to the prebend of Brownswood
at St Paul’s. By 1616, having already surrendered Finchley, he was appointed by Abbot, now
Archbishop of Canterbury to another ‘fat Parsonage’, the rectory and deanery of Bocking in

48
This is the college much as Barkham would have known it. The tower chamber, where the muniments were kept and where
the 1648 find of coins was made (see p. 143), is above the oriel window of the President’s lodgings over the main gate.
49
For George Abbot (1562−1633), Thomas Ravis (c.1560−1609) and Richard Crakanthorpe (bap. 1568−1624) see ODNB.
For William Laud (1573−1645) see Trevor Roper 1988 and ODNB.
50
Clarendon rather unfairly condemned Abbot as having been ‘the head or master of one of the poorest colleges in Oxford
[University College], and had learning sufficient for that province … [He] considered Christian religion no otherwise than as it
abhorred and reviled Popery, and valued those men most who did the most furiously … [He] left his successor [Laud] a very difficult work to do, to reform and reduce a Church into order that had been so long neglected, and that was so ill inhabited by many
weak and more wilful churchmen’: Clarendon 1888, I, 118−19. It must be said that Abbot, in his measured tolerance of nonconformity and commitment to preaching reflected the predominant attitude of Jacobean bishops. Cf. ODNB.
51
In 1610 Barkham also succeeded to the Canterbury rectory of Sundridge in Kent and by 1615, surrendering Sundridge,
had taken over two prime livings in Essex: Latchingdon and Paglesham. According to the Restoration biographer David Lloyd,
Barkham was a chaplain to Archbishop Bancroft (Lloyd 1668, 279), a chaplaincy he retained on Abbot’s elevation to Canterbury
in 1611. He was also a chaplain to John King, Abbot’s successor as bishop of London. Information from Clergy of the Church of
England Database.

132

D.W. DYKES

Essex (Fig. 4), although for much of his
time here he seems to have depended on
the assistance of curates.52
Barkham was to retain the deanery of
Bocking and the rectory of Latchingdon
– a Canterbury benefice within the deanery jurisdiction – together with his stall at
St Paul’s until his death.53 They were
comfortable livings, even if together they
did not bring in the ‘near a thousand a
year’ that puritan critics alleged, and
Barkham seemed to be on the threshold
of further advancement. But advancement never came. Like his patrons Ravis
and Abbot, Barkham was a typically
‘Jacobethan’ cleric: a moderate Calvinist,
orthodox in his support of the
Fig. 4 St Mary the Virgin Church, Bocking, c.1816, drawn
and engraved by William Deeble for James Sargant Storer,
Elizabethan settlement – ‘as far from
The Antiquarian Itinerary (7 vols, 1815−18), Vol. III (1816)
popery as from presbyterianism’, a sympathetic p
 astor and, as even the most
censorious puritan admitted, ‘a good preacher’.54 But though said to be charitable and ‘above
all remarkable for those good qualities which became a man of his profession’ he seems to
have been far more attuned to intellectual pursuits and one especially ‘well verst in the knowledge of antiquity’. Anthony Wood described him as ‘skilful in divers tongues, a curious critic,
a noted antiquary … an exact historian, herald’; adding, almost as an afterthought, ‘’tis said,
an able theologist’.55 How able a ‘theologist’ cannot be judged for Barkham published virtually nothing and left no record of his sermons. The m
 odesty, prudence and reserve that others
recognised in his character, coupled with his focus on antiquarian studies, were qualities that
may have inhibited further preferment in the church and the administrative demands that this
would have entailed. The deanery and its commissary responsibilities were probably more
than enough for Barkham and he probably came to realise that he was not cut out to climb the
greasy pole of clerical advancement.
Indeed, as things did turn out he may have wished that he had been able to remain, like his
near contemporary Robert Burton (of Anatomy of Melancholy fame), in the shelter of his
Oxford college.56 For after Charles I’s accession in 1625 his clerical passivity, his tolerance and,
even what might have been perceived as ‘trifling’ antiquarian pursuits began to tell against
him. His patron Abbot became increasingly excluded from clerical power as authority in
such affairs became effectively vested in the Church’s rising star, William Laud. Although he
had been on good terms with Laud since his Oxford days and was condemned in puritan
circles for being ‘gracious’ with the archbishop, the new ecclesiastical order doubtless considered Barkham, like Abbot, to be ‘a timorous weake man’ lacking the capacity for the energetic
action needed to carry through the liturgical and administrative reforms now considered necessary in the Church after the tolerant rule of a Puritan academic.57 No doubt this was why
Laud appointed the more vigorous Thomas Goade, rector of Hadleigh in Suffolk, as joint
Weever 1631, 619.
In 1617 Barkham resigned Paglesham in favour of his friend, the Calvinist Richard Crakanthorpe, already rector of
Black Notley, Essex: Clergy of the Church of England Database.
54
Although he was compared unfavourably with the strict puritan preacher, John Wilson of Sudbury, who was several times
suspended and eventually emigrated to become the first minister of the Massachusetts Bay Colony.
55
Mather 1855, I, 415; Prince 1810, 42; Essex Record Office: T/P 195/14 (Holman’s Bocking notes, 88); Wood 1813−20, III,
35.
56
Barkham, unhappily, did not have the advantage of Burton, who, deciding to remain a student of Christ Church following
a college contretemps, was able to supplement his income through appointments to sinecure livings.
57
Mather 1855, I, 415−16; ‘A timorous weak man’ was a phrase used of George Abbot by one of his detractors, John Holles,
1st earl of Clare: Seddon 1983–8, 3, 452, no. 593. See n.49 above.
52
53
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dean of Bocking in 1633.58 It was probably typical of Barkham that when he was confronted
by a recalcitrant puritan curate who refused to wear a surplice in contravention of established
Anglican rule he did not summarily dismiss him but being ‘so much a gentleman as to put no
publick affront upon Mr. Rogers … gave him private advice to provide for himself in some
other place’.59
At Oxford Barkham had been regarded as congenial and cultivated, the clergyman-poet
Charles Fitzgeffrey, a west country friend of the 1590s, including a tribute to him in the
series of Latin epigrams or ‘ditties’ [affaniae] he dedicated to an impressive list of distinguished contemporaries including Thomas Bodley, Ben Jonson and William Camden.60
Barkham particularly enjoyed a reputation as a proficient Latin versifier in the University
and was among those invited by the vice-chancellor, Abbot, to contribute to Oxford’s commemoration of the visit of the queen’s brother, Christian IV of Denmark, in 1606.61 Like
many students educated in the 1580s and 1590s, Barkham had acquired a taste for historical
and antiquarian studies and it was his learning in these areas that particularly struck his
contemporaries and was remarked upon by his earliest biographers. A bibliophile, we have
seen how he donated a volume to his college library at Corpus even before he became a
fellow. On its foundation in 1602 he gave a number of fifteenth-century works to the Bodleian
Library,62 and at least one more volume, a copy on vellum of Cicero’s De Officiis, printed in
Mainz in 1466, to Corpus in 1604.63
J. G. Milne thought that the college’s manuscript copy of the Sermons of the thirteenth-
century Franciscan mendicant Nicholas of Aquaevilla (CCC, Oxon. MS 156) had also been
donated by Barkham because of a signed autograph note on its last folio (Fig. 5). The note
does not, however, indicate ownership of the manuscript; nor does it, as Milne assumed, refer
to Barkham himself. The clue to the note lies in Barkham’s superscription ‘praecedentia sic
leges. Joh̄es Barchã ·1600·’ – ‘You may read the preceding thus. John Barcham ·1600·’. This
follows a cipher entry of eleven-lines, itself a transliteration of a summons of one ‘John
Barkay, bachelor of law’ to appear before the prebendal court at Thame to answer for ‘serious
and outrageous offences’.64 The cipher has been dated to the fifteenth century,65 and it might
conceivably relate to some involvement with Lollardy and the vigorous persecution of the

58
The deanery of Bocking was frequently held jointly between the rectors of Bocking and Hadleigh but Barkham had held
sole decanal authority since 1625. According to Thomas Fuller, Goade ‘had a commanding presence, an uncontrollable spirit,
impatient to be opposed, and loving to steer the discourse (being a good pilot to that purpose) of all the Company he came in’:
Fuller 1840, I, 240.
59
Mather 1855, I, 416. ‘Mr. Rogers’, Barkham’s curate, was Nathanial Rogers (1598–1655), the evangelical preacher and
later puritan minister in Massachusetts. For the incident that occasioned his departure from Bocking see Mather 1855, I, 415−16.
It is conceivable that Rogers was related to Barkham’s wife, Anne Rogers of Dartford, Kent, hence the dean’s leniency, but this is
no more than a conjecture. See also Hunt 1983, 256−7. Interestingly, Rogers was the great nephew of the puritan preacher
Richard Rogers, one-time curate to William Harrison, who held that the writing of civil history was unfitting for divines.
60
Fitzgeoffrey 1601, Book III, no. 42.
61
BL: Royal MS 12 A LXIV: Charites Oxonienses sive Laetitia Musarum, f. 50b. The ninety-eight contributors included
Abbot himself, master of University College, and John Rainolds, president of Corpus.
62
These are listed in the Bodleian Library’s Catalogue of Books Printed in the Fifteenth Century: Index of Provenances
(p. 2840) as: B-535(2); C-085; C-394; D-084; N-044; P-048(1); P-189(1); S-102.
63
Milne 1946, 33−4. Julian Reid tells me that the De Officiis is the only one of Barkham’s gifts to the Corpus library
recorded in the college benefactors’ book. At present the library does not have a single concordance of all donors and their gifts
though it has been established that some early printed books once thought to have been given by Barkham to the college have
proved not to have been his gifts after all.
64
Barkham’s note reads: praecedentia sic leges. Johes Barcha~ ·1600· In dei nomine Amen. Ego Johannes Hewse, authoritate
nostra in hac parte qua fungimur, monimus primo secundo tercio ac peremptory quondam Johannem Barkay bacchalarium juris quod
compareat coram nobis in ecclesia prebendali de Tame aut coram vicem nostram gerente, in primo die juridico post festum Translationis
Sncti Thomae Martyris, respondendo ad ea quae sibi erunt imposita pro quibusdam delictis gravibus et enormibus sub poena juris
quae inde sequitur. [The preceding may be read thus: John Barcham·1600· In the name of God, Amen. I John Hewse, by the
authority I exercise in these parts, warn John Barkay, bachelor of law, firstly, secondly, thirdly and peremptory, to appear before
our court in the prebendal church of Thame or before our deputy, on the first judicial day after the feast of the Translation of
Saint Thomas the Martyr to answer to those things that will be imposed on him for certain grave and outrageous transgressions
under the consequential penalty of the law.].
65
Thomson 2011, 82.
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Fig. 5. Part of the cipher transliteration of the summons of John Barkay to appear before the prebendal court of
Thame with John Barkham’s autograph translation in Corpus Christi College’s manuscript copy of the Sermons of
Nicholas of Aquaevilla (Sermones Lugdunensis aliter Aqueville Anglice Watirtowne: Corpus Christi College, Oxford
MS 156, f. 171v) (reproduced by permission of the President and Fellows of Corpus Christi College, Oxford)

heresy in the Chilterns in 1462−64 by John Chedworth, bishop of Lincoln, in whose diocese
Thame lay.66
Milne’s failure to understand the superscription or to question ‘Barkay’’s description as
‘bachelor of law’ led him into the false assumption that the summons must have related to
Barkham himself and to construct a fanciful scenario in which Barkham had fallen foul of the
prebendal authorities at Thame for enquiring about ‘Court Records which could not be found
or even venturing to criticize the way in which the records were kept’.67 For, as the loyalist
biographer David Lloyd suggested, Barkham was ‘richer in MSS than Printed Books, and
richer in the skill he had by the phrase and Character to fill up the defects, and guess at the
meaning of a Moth-eaten Record, than in the possession of the Paper’.68 Barkham had obviously been intrigued by the cipher and for the benefit of other readers had – successfully – set
about translating it in situ. One can imagine that the cipher had been a talking point in the
Corpus common room for years.
Barkham’s signature and notes are to be found on a number of Corpus documents which
he had sorted and rearranged as the college’s Junior Bursar at Corpus between 1599 and
1601.69 And it was his interest in such old records that was, in a less sophisticated environment,
to raise suspicions of his religious orthodoxy. Lloyd, for example, reported that ‘when the
Factious were admitted to look upon his Rarities, they did him the kindness to suspect him of
his Religion, thinking that the rust of his old Inscriptions cankered his Soul with as old
Superstition’.70 But Barkham, as a later biographer impressed on his readers, was no partisan
of ‘Rome’ or even ‘Geneva’; rather ‘a fixed and steady man; not carried about with every wind
of doctrine; but well established both in the doctrine and discipline of that orthodox reformed
church, whereof he was both a member and an ornament’.71 In effect a staunch supporter of
the Elizabethan settlement he was years later to publish [in Lucem editum] and write the preface to the Defensio Ecclesiae Anglicanae, a particularly vehement piece of anti-papal invective
– ‘foul mouthed against the papists’, as Wood put it – written by his Calvinist friend and

66
Campaigns against Lollardy were also undertaken in the Chilterns by William Smith and John Longland, subsequent
bishops of Lincoln, in 1511 and 1521−2.
67
Milne 1946, 36.
68
Lloyd 1668, 279.
69
Milne 1946, 36.
70
Lloyd 1668, 280.
71
Prince, 1810, 42.
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successor to the rectory of Paglesham, Richard Crakanthorpe, shortly before the latter’s
death.72
But it is as an antiquary and historian rather than as a clergyman that Barkham made his
mark; a prototype of the archetypal eighteenth-century scholar-parson. There is no evidence
that Barkham was directly connected with the original Society of Antiquaries during its
obscure final years until its demise in 1614 but his participation in that body cannot altogether
be ruled out.73 Certainly from his time at Finchley and, after his appointment to St Paul’s
spending much of his time in London, Barkham soon became a member of the antiquarian
circle surrounding Sir Robert Cotton (Fig. 6) – for many years he kept a house in the parish
of St Martin’s Ludgate, only a stone’s throw from Cotton’s early London residences in the
Strand and subsequently Blackfriars.74 Cotton’s
famous library, the centre of metropolitan intellectual life, became to Barkham a veritable ‘Helicon’s
Fountayne’.75
Like many scholars, lawyers and men involved in
public life Barkham borrowed manuscripts from
what he described as an ‘Arschenall of Learning’ –
among them ‘Sprott and Thorne of Canterbury’ –
repaying his indebtedness with the gift of various
Roman relics, including a bronze dish from an altar
found at Bocking and at least one book, ‘A History
of Scotland’, most likely the Rerum Scoticarum
Historia (1582) by George Buchanan, an author
Cotton revered and whose portrait he displayed
prominently in his library.76 Barkham also offered to
acquire some antique statues from a local Essex landowner for Cotton, with the hope that they could be
‘procured without any charge of plate or
Coachehorses’. And more in tune with our interests
he asked Cotton for any ‘Coynes, wch yu can spare’
Fig. 6. Sir Robert Cotton (1571–1631)
adding that ‘any that I have (wch you want) are yours;
(reproduced by permission of the Society of
but I cannot beleeve my poore store, hath any thing
Antiquaries of London)
nere yr choice’.77
Barkham numbered Camden, Speed and Spelman among his circle of antiquarian friends
– all probably met through the agency of Cotton – but unlike any of the group he wrote no
sustained work himself. It would be unfair to characterize him, like Autolycus, as ‘a snapper
up of unconsidered trifles’. But however ‘well verst in the knowledge of antiquity’ he may have
been, he was reluctant or perhaps lacked the rigour to organize his learning into a coherent
narrative of collection and research. To Lloyd it was excessive diffidence that prevented
Barkham from being ‘the publick Parent of any [book]’. This may well be so but we do not
really know what Barkham’s inhibitions were.78 What he was able to do, though, and freely,
was to put his erudition at the disposal of others and to facilitate the publication of their
72
Wood 1815, 361. Publication of the Defensio in 1625 was necessarily so hurried after Crakanthorpe’s premature death
that the printed edition contained many errors for which Barkham was quick to explain ‘neither the author, who departed too
soon, not to say myself, who appeared too late, are responsible’: Crakanthorpe 1847, [xvi], ‘Ad Lectorem Benevolum, etiam
Pontificium’. A copy of the Defensio bearing the arms of Archbishop Abbot and presented to him by ‘J. B.’ – probably Barkham
– is in Lambeth Palace Library [1625.15.01].
73
Apart possibly from Lancelot Andrewes clerics do not seem to have figured in the membership of the Jacobean twilight
of the Society: Van Norden 1946; Van Norden 1950, 145−6.
74
Barkham’s prebendal stall at St Paul’s would have required some residence in London which the Ludgate house would
have provided. His son George was baptised at St Martin’s on 30 Jan. 1617.
75
Barkham’s expression ‘Helicons Fou˜tayne’ referred to the Hippocrene spring on Mount Helicon in Boeotia, a classical
emblem of cultural inspiration.
76
Sharpe 1979, 209. ‘Sprott and Thorne of Canterbury’ was the Vitae Abbatum Monasterii S. Augustini Cantuariae,
probably BL: Cotton MS Tiberius A IX, ff. 107–80. See also for Sprott and Thorne: Gransden 1982, 346.
77
BL: Cotton MS Julius C III, ff. 15, 16.
78
A distinguished numismatist has suggested to me rather cynically that one inhibition might simply have been laziness.
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works: in Lloyd’s words he was the ‘careful Nurse of many Books who otherwise had expired
in their Infancy, had not his care preserved them’.79
One author Barkham helped was John Speed (Fig. 7). Speed was essentially a cartographer
and in the compilation of his Historie of Great Britaine – a pendant to his atlas The Theatre of
the Empire of Great Britaine – he was greatly influenced by Camden and, crucially, depended
on the contributions of others; in particular Cotton, whom he described as ‘another Philadelphus’
and who not only supplied him with manuscripts, records and coins from his collections but
amended and augmented Speed’s text to an extent that effectively made him editor of the
work.80 Indeed, Cotton went further, enlisting the services of the financially embarrassed antiquary Edmund Bolton as a kind of research assistant for Speed and eliciting the expert help of
other scholars such as Barkham. After his encomia to Camden and Cotton in the ‘Summary
Conclusion’ to his Historie Speed added a fulsome recognition of Barkham’s assistance:
The like most acceptable helpes, both of books and collections,
(especially in matters remoter from our times) I continually
received from that worthy Divine, Master John Barkham, a gentleman composed of Learning, Vertue, and Curtesy, as being no
lesse ingeniously willing, then learnedly able, to advance and
forward all vertuous endeavors.81

Barkham’s contribution to the Historie went
beyond the passive provision of ‘books and collections’, and although Speed specifically credited
Cotton with the provision of coins for his engravings,82 some may well have come from Barkham,
including perhaps the Irish penny of King John which
together with his seals illustrated the chapter on the
Plantagenet king. The life of King John was
Barkham’s most significant contribution to the
Historie.83 To Wood it showed ‘more reading and
judgement than any life besides in that history’. 84
While we do not really know – and neither did Wood
– the extent to which Barkham’s offering survived the
editing of Speed or Cotton its Protestant approach
Fig. 7. John Speed (1551/2–1629) from
Salomon Savery’s engraved frontispiece to
would have been wholly consonant with their views.
The Theatre of the Empire of Great Britaine,
John is depicted, in the Tudor tradition, as a good
1632 (© The Trustees of the British Museum)
prince, the noble victim of papal aggression, baronial
treason and both literary and actual monkish poison; even the murder of Arthur is doubted
as the invention of ‘the Tongues of Parasites’, ‘the deforming pencils of Envy or Rancor’ and
the ‘hatred of Monkes’. ‘[John’s] Raigne’, Barkham concluded, ‘had it not fallen in the time of
so turbulent a Pope, so ambitious Neighbour-Princes, so disloyal Subiects, nor his Story into
the hands of exasperated Writers, he had appeared a K. of as great renowne, as misfortunes’.85
It is said that Barkham was also called upon to revise the biography of Henry II, which had
originally been written by the recusant Bolton, and was felt to be too sympathetic to Thomas
Becket, but how far Barkham’s revisions extended beyond the story of Becket remains

Lloyd 1668, 279.
Speed 1623, ‘A Summary Conclusion’ [1261−2]; Howarth 1997, 65, note 38. Speed employed the coins rather for decorative purposes than as any integrated supplement to the narrative.
81
Speed 1623, ‘A Summary Conclusion’ [1262]. Apart from Camden, Cotton and Barkham the only other contributors
Speed singled out for special acknowledgement were the herald William Smith and the work’s woodcut-engraver Chris.[topher]
Swisher [recte Switzer]. ‘By these hands’, Speed concluded, ‘this building is mounted to such a height as thou seest’.
82
Speed 1623, 25 and ‘A Summary Conclusion’ [1262].
83
Speed 1623, 547-89.
84
Wood 1813−20, III, col. 35.
85
Speed 1623, 559, 588.
79
80
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unclear.86 A not dissimilar problem relates to Barkham’s involvement in John Guillim’s
A Display of Heraldrie, published shortly before Speed’s Historie. Sir William Dugdale – on
the authority of one of Barkham’s brothers – told Wood that Barkham was the true author of
the book ‘but deeming it to be too light a subject for him to own, gave this John Guillim leave
to publish it in his own name’.87 Lloyd’s conclusion that Guillim was simply ‘much beholden
to this Doctors [sic] emendations’ seems to be much nearer the mark, for there is reliable evidence to indicate that Guillim was, after all, the work’s principal author and that Barkham’s
role, being ‘one of the most communicative men of that age’ and knowledgeable in heraldry,
was to help the author with such references and notes as he could muster.88 References to the
heraldic charges of Oxford University and two of its colleges (one being Corpus) and of Essex
gentry, and the inclusion of his own arms (Fig. 8), typically depersonalised by reference to his
Brabantine ancestry, go some way to support Barkham’s involvement in Guillim’s project.
Barkham’s scholarly interest in history, heraldry and antiquities also embraced numismatics, Lloyd describing him as ‘a greater lover of Coyn than of Money, rather curious in the
Stamps, than covetous for the Mettal thereof’.89 Wood understood that Barkham had written
‘a book concerning coins, in MS’ but at the time of writing (the 1670s and ’80s) he was unaware of its whereabouts.90 No study of coinage by Barkham is known even today but, as
Thomas Hearne tells us, one can be reasonably positive that the volume hinted at by Wood is
a catalogue drawn up by Barkham of his own collection.91 This he made over to William Laud
(Fig. 9) who, as chancellor of the University of Oxford – perhaps inspired by an earlier suggestion made to him by James Ussher, the archbishop of Armagh, over the collection of John
Harrison – presented it to the Bodleian Library between 1636 and 1639.92

Fig. 8. The Barkham Arms, Argent three pallets Gules, from Guillim 1611, 73 (reproduced by permission of the
Society of Antiquaries of London)

86
Speed 1623, 500−28. According to P.K. 1656, 241, ‘the life of Hen. [II] was written by doctor Barkham, in opposition or
rather to suppresse the same life written by one Mr. Boulton a Roman catholick, who did too much favour the haughty carriage
of Thomas of Becket’.
87
‘As for the book of heraldry that goes under the name of Guillim, I can assure you it was none of his writing, for I have
it from certain tradition of several of our old kings of armour and heraldry who knew him well, that Dr. Barcham, who was
chaplain to archbishop Abbot wrot [sic] it in his younger years … and this did Dr. Barcham’s brother, a learned proctor in
Doctor’s [sic] Commons [Stephen Barkham?], tell me above 40 years ago’: Dugdale to Wood, 5 Sept. 1683, quoted in Wood 1815,
cols 298−9.
88
Lloyd 1668, 279; Note by Philip Bliss in Wood 1815, col. 299, quoting a letter said to be in the Bodleian Library from the
antiquary George Ballard to Dr. Richard Rawlinson. Cf. Moule 1822, 73 who also makes the point that the work was ‘evidently
not the production of a young man: much classical reading and skill were necessary to methodize so complicated a study … The
obtaining an extraordinary appointment, Portsmouth-Pursuivant, where little emolument could accrue, seems to indicate the author’s
natural bent, and to have been bestowed upon him as a means of forwarding his pursuits. The highly complimentary verses prefixed
to the volume, by his seniors in office, can hardly be supposed to have been written with an intention to sanction a fiction, in allowing
him the merit of another’s labours’.
89
Lloyd 1668, 279; Wood 1813−20, III, col. 35, n.5.
90
Wood 1813−20, III, col. 36.
91
Hearne 1915, 372−3.
92
Dykes 2016. In addition to the coins and medals Laud presented to the Bodleian the second instalment of a large number
of manuscripts, an Arabic astrolabe, an Egyptian and an Indian idol and a bust of Charles I: Letter from Laud to the University,
16 June 1636: Bliss 1853, 135−8. See also Bliss 1853, 111−13 (22 May 1635).
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Laud was no numismatist himself and as far as I know
possessed no personal coin collection. But he would have
been well aware of Barkham’s. Wood – following Lloyd –
tells us that Laud ‘much desired’ it, adding that it was ‘given’
by Barkham to the archbishop.93 There are reasons to suggest that Barkham may have sold his collection to Laud. On
the other hand, Laud may simply have exerted pressure on
Barkham to hand over the collection which he then professed as his own. Significantly, there is no mention of
Barkham either in the catalogue or in Laud’s letter of conveyance to the university.94 As Hearne remarked, ‘Archbishop
Laud is made to have begun the Collection’,95 while Sir
Simonds D’Ewes, who probably knew Barkham and was
Fig. 9. Archbishop William Laud
acquainted with his collection, was apparently well aware
(1573–1645). Obverse of the Silver
Memorial Medal, by John Roettiers,
that Laud was not the rightful Bodleian benefactor; indeed
dated in the Old Style but struck after
he privily accused Laud of false title.96
the Restoration c.1680 (MI, I, 315The catalogue – ‘Elenchus Numismatu[m], Quinque
16, no. 147: 58 mm). (Author’s
Arculis
comprehensorum’ – exists in two versions: an origiCollection; photo: A.H. Baldwin and
nal in Lambeth Palace Library (Laud MS 225),97 Barkham’s
Sons Ltd)
working manuscript in his own hand, and a fair copy in the
Bodleian Library (MS Laud 554),98 written up by a professional transcriber but with marginal
notes and additional entries by Barkham. The Lambeth original must have been produced by
Barkham when he made his collection over to Laud and the copy presumably when it was
transferred to the Bodleian. The catalogue was clearly intended to represent the collection as
complete: little room was left for additions, though headings for potential issuers were included
in instances where he had no coins. Barkham obviously maintained a close practical interest
in the collection, adding further specimens from time to time after the original gift in 1636,
personally updating the record in both volumes and inserting additional notes at least up to
1639; the latest dated piece (1638) being the rare silver medal struck by Briot to commemorate
the installation of Prince Charles as a knight of the Garter (MI, I, 281, no. 87).
Barkham’s collection typified those of his age. While his ‘poore store’ was only a pale
reflection of that of his friend Cotton it followed the same lines: largely classical, particularly
rich in Roman Imperial if rather unexceptional in quality, but also encompassing Ancient
British, Anglo-Saxon and English. An Anglican parson, even a prebendary of St Paul’s and a
semi-sinecure rector, could never compete with a courtier and a landowner with a rental
income alone of at least a thousand a year; a collection, the waspish Hearne derided, as not
being ‘equal to the name of the Library, notwithstanding it be otherwise very valuable’.99
The catalogue (Fig. 10) describes the collection, comprising nearly 1,000 specimens, by the
five cabinets or arculae in which it came to the Bodleian Library: Greek and a few Jewish;
Roman Consular; Roman Imperial; Late Roman Imperial and Byzantine with some foreign
coins; and British.100 Despite its title it is far more than a list, especially in relation to its
Roman content, which greatly exceeds the Greek and British sections both in its number and
93
Wood 1813−20, III, col. 36; Lloyd 1668, 279 says that ‘That excellent Collection in Oxford Library, was his [Barkham’s]
gift to the Archbishop, before the Archbishop gave it to the University’.
94
Bliss 1853, 136.
95
Hearne 1915, 372.
96
According to a manuscript note by D’Ewes included in BL: Harley MS 255, f. 25. My thanks are due to Andrew Burnett
for this reference.
97
The volume is bound in calf with gold tooling, including Laud’s archiepiscopal arms as a centrepiece on the front and
back covers. It measures 273 mm × 215 mm and comprises 128 folios of which ff. 83−128 are blank.
98
The two volumes have never been adequately compared while the coins they list await identification – if possible – among
the present numismatic collection in the Ashmolean Museum.
99
Hearne 1915, 373.
100
1: 59 Greek with 5 Jewish pieces; 2: 146 Roman Republican; 3: 417 Roman Imperial; 4: 103 Late Roman Imperial,
Byzantine and 22 miscellaneous foreign; and 5: 222 British. A brief description of the catalogue is given in Berry and Kim 2005,
130, and the collection is touched upon by Milne 1949, 54−5.
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in the description of the coins. Barkham specifies the coin types in some detail with a wealth
of historical and literary allusions and crowds his margins with references to classical writers,
Suetonius, Tacitus and Cassius Dio for example, and to numismatic authorities including
Hubert Goltzius, Adolf Occo, Guillaume du Choul and Jacobo Strada.101 Clearly Barkham’s
contemporary reputation as a scholar was well deserved; fluent in Latin and Greek, his
knowledge of the classical world as then understood was profound and he was undoubtedly
well-versed in the numismatic sources then available.
Whether Barkham owned these numismatic works or relied on Cotton’s collection we do not know because no record
exists of Barkham’s own library. Nor do
we know when Barkham began his coin
collection. Perhaps its foundation dated
back to his Oxford days when he was
imbibing the humanistic scholarship of
Corpus and perhaps, like that of Pember,
it was in origin a teaching aid.102 After
1610 and his appointment as a canon of
St Paul’s he would, of course, have had
ready access to the goldsmiths’ shops of
the City to augment his cabinets. It is
likely, too, that following his arrival in
Essex, he would, as a local numismatic
expert, soon have heard about any local Fig. 10. A ‘Roman Imperial Coinage’ page of Barkham’s
finds: indeed his runs of coins of Catalogue with marginal annotations
‘Boudicca’ and of certain Roman emper- (Lambeth Palace Library MS 225, ff. 38v−39r) (reproduced
ors, including the Gallic usurper, by permission of Lambeth Palace Library)
Victorinus, strongly suggest the acquisition of at least the elements of hoards unearthed in the area. But it must be stressed that for
all his learning Barkham was essentially a collector and despite the wealth of annotations in
his catalogue there is little numismatic interpretation of the coins: where he did not have access
to published authorities – used it seems mainly for purposes of illustration – he had virtually
nothing to say beyond a basic description and this particularly applies to the British coins in
his fifth arcula.
The collection’s cabinets – presumably Barkham’s own – disappeared long ago but, apart
from some early losses, the contents of the first four arculae transferred from the Bodleian to
the Ashmolean Museum in 1920 in some measure presumably continue in the Heberden Coin
Room to this day although the identification of individual items is not straightforward. The
fifth cabinet – the British and in many ways the most interesting – contained 222 coins and
medals and was divided into seven series: Iron Age (16 + 9 Roman coins of the London mint);
Roman (122); Anglo-Saxon from Alfred to Æthelred (5); the Danish kings (6); Edward the
Confessor to Elizabeth I (55); the Stuarts and miscellaneous medals (18). It was, however,
seriously depleted within fourteen years of the gift. This happened on 13 February 1650 when
fifty-six of the best of the cabinet were borrowed by Sir Simonds D’Ewes.103 Of the Iron Age
coins only five uninscribed gold, two silver and two bronze remained, all the Anglo-Saxon and
Anglo-Danish coins to Æthelred II went and a significant number of the medieval and early
modern. Only the Roman and the contemporary Stuart did not really suffer.
D’Ewes’ receipt for the coins (Fig. 11) refers to his having entered a bond of £500 to return
them by the following October. Humfrey Wanley, in a gloss on the document in the British
For Goltzius, Occo, du Choul and Strada see Babelon 2004, Chapter IV and Haskell 1993, Chapters I and II.
Milne (Allen 1946, 173) thought that Barkham had begun collecting in his Oxford days but this seems to have been based
on his ownership of sixteenth-century coins. If Barkham did start collecting while at Corpus he would much more likely have
concentrated on classical coins.
103
D’Ewes’ receipt is dated 13 Feb. 1649 but this is Old Style.
101
102
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Fig. 11.
f.173)

Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Receipt for the Bodleian Coins’ (© British Library Board: BL: Harl. MS. 298,

Museum Catalogue of the Harleian Manuscripts, questioned whether ‘Mr. Rous [John Rouse,
Bodley’s librarian, responsible for the loan] either did, or could lend out these Coins. And this
list has neither Hand nor Seal to it as was intended’.104 The receipt, however, would not necessarily have constituted the bond, which no doubt was a separate document. That the coins
were borrowed by D’Ewes and that they never came back to the Bodleian is more than likely.
They cannot be traced in Francis Wise’s 1750 catalogue of the Library’s numismatic collection
nor was Milne able to find any in 1934.105 This may well be because D’Ewes died just over two
months later (18 April 1650), although his scruples in acquiring antiquities have been questioned and, despite his bond, he may never have had any intention of returning the coins.106
For it must be said that contemporary antiquaries were cavalier in their attitude to borrowing
and acquisition. Cotton, himself, while complaisant in his lending, was no exception; he was
suspected of not amassing official papers honestly and his librarian Richard James – a former
fellow of Corpus – was adept at appropriating documents and other material for Cotton’s
‘serraglio of Antiquitie’ and ‘forgetting’ to give them back to their owners.107
What happened to the coins after D’Ewes death remains a mystery. Rouse seems to have
made no attempt to recover them or execute the bond but he died only two years later. D’Ewes
himself had been concerned that his collections should stay in his family and that scholars
should always have access to them, but if he had been underhand in his acquisition of the
Bodleian coins retribution was eventually to follow. In 1705 D’Ewes’s library was acquired
from his grandson for £450 by Sir Robert Harley, later earl of Oxford, through the agency of
Wanley. Wanley found that the D’Ewes coin collection had been ‘grievously plunder’d’ and he
was able to buy what was left for a mere twenty guineas.108 This residue may have gone astray
when Edward Harley’s antiquities were auctioned in March 1742109 but, as Hugh Pagan has
noted, Elias Ashmole told a friend in 1656 that ‘one Herveigh a gentleman hath bought all the
silver coins of Sir Simon D’Ewes’.110 Pagan thought it likely that ‘Herveigh’ was John Hervey
104
105
106

28.

British Museum Catalogue of the Harleian Manuscripts I (London, 1808), 183, listing the receipt as ‘Num. 298, 66, f. 169’.
Wise 1750; Milne 1934, 424.
D’Ewes also borrowed coins from the royal collection which were never returned in his life time: BL: Add. MS. 29547, f.

107
Sharpe 1979, 63−5. For James’s attempt to secure a fourteenth-century manuscript of Abelard’s works belonging to
Balliol College (Balliol College MS 296) but on loan to another fellow of Corpus, see Mynors 1963, l−li.
108
Watson 1966, 58−9.
109
Manville and Robertson 1986, 5. Edward Harley, 2nd earl of Oxford, was Robert Harley’s son and himself a major collector of manuscripts, books, antiquities, coins and medals. His pictures and antiquities were sold by Christopher Cock the
Covent Garden auctioneer on 8 Mar. 1742 and the five subsequent days and the coins and medals on 18 March and the five
subsequent days.
110
Pagan 1987, 176. Hervey [John Harvey] is included by John Evelyn in his list of those English coin collectors, ‘Worthy
and Illustrious Persons both Knowledgeable and Curious, whose Collections have done Honor to themselves and the Nation’:
Evelyn 1697, 245. For Hervey see Henning 1983, II, 540 and ODNB.
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(1616−79) of Ickworth, a Suffolk neighbour of D’Ewes, who assembled a notable collection
of coins and medals which was inherited by his collateral descendants, the earls of Bristol, and
was said to have been bequeathed to King George III. Perhaps both links are correct and if
some of Barkham’s British coins are irretrievably lost others – the silver – may conceivably
lurk in the trays of the British Museum.111
By the late 1630s Barkham’s health was failing, and in April 1637 Laud’s secretary, William
Dell, was telling a correspondent that he ‘was like to die’.112 He survived, but the world now
was increasingly different from that he had known in his halcyon younger days. Most of his
antiquarian associates, Camden, Cotton, Guillim and Speed had long gone as had King,
Abbot and Crakanthorpe. London probably had little attraction, for Cotton’s library had
been closed by order of the king in 1629 and for years afterwards access to its contents was
severely limited. At home in Essex Barkham maintained his antiquarian pursuits and encouraged the more local interests of his long-standing neighbour and kindred spirit, the Bocking
lawyer, Thomas Jekyll. Like Barkham Jekyll was a ‘Lover of Antiquities … well Skill’d in
Armoury, Antiquities, and the Mathematical Sciences’; but typically we have no knowledge of
the extent of the contribution Barkham made to the notable historical material accumulated
by Jekyll. While future local historians were to make significant use of the collections – Philip
Morant, for instance, acknowledging in his History and Antiquities of Essex that Jekyll was
‘the person who laid the first Foundation of this History’ – none of them ever gave any credit
to Barkham. 113
Barkham might well have sought solace in the company of Jekyll, for relations in his Essex
parish were becoming increasingly fraught. Bocking and the adjacent market town of Braintree
were among the most important weaving centres of a county noted for its cloth production,
most of its output being exported to Spain and Portugal. But after war was declared against
Spain in 1625 the industry began to suffer a serious and prolonged trade depression, not mitigated by intermittent bad harvests and recurrent plagues.114 Economic distress encouraged
the growth of religious radicalism in an area that was already broadly puritan in sympathy.
Thus, with the tide in Essex increasingly running in the direction of the zealous, Barkham, the
middle-of-the-road Protestant, was increasingly seen by rigid activists as a reactionary
Laudian; even his antiquarian interests, as we saw earlier, leading some of his parishioners to
think him a crypto-Catholic.115
In the ceremonial usage of the Church, Barkham was firm over the wearing of the surplice
but this was Anglican orthodoxy and he had enough experience of his parishioners to be
circumspect in his dealings with them and to be wary of too much compliance with Laud’s
canonical innovations. He did, however, move the communion table – a gift from Laud –
altar-wise to the east end of Bocking church in accordance with the archbishop’s Visitation
instructions of 1633 and, at his own cost, rail it in.116 They were decisions that in the event
were to cause Barkham great grief and serve to exacerbate his already poor state of health.
In July 1640 an Essex force impressed from the lowest levels of county society for the s econd
Bishops’ War against the Scottish Covenanters and quartered in Braintree ran amok, demanding higher pay and plundering the surrounding countryside. Many of the soldiery were not
merely insubordinate but ‘very jealous in point of their religion’ and took it upon themselves
to ‘reform’ the local churches, destroy any Laudian improvements and terrorize the clergy who
had supported them. Barkham, only too aware of the effects of riot in his part of the county,
rather naively sought to win the soldiers’ goodwill by giving them a hogshead of beer and 50
Pagan 1987, 176, n.21.
William Dell to Sir John Lambe, dean of the Court of Arches, 6 Apr. 1637: TNA: PRO, SP 16/352 (printed f. 81): CSPD:
Charles I, 1636−7, vol. 352, 557.
113
Confirmation of arms to Jekyll by Sir William Segar, Garter King at Arms, 1627 (‘Aspidora Segariana’): BL: Add. MSS
12225, f. 121. For Jekyll (1570–1652) see ODNB. See also Morant 1768, [vi].
114
Hunt 1983, 204, 245. In the summer of 1638 even Barkham fled the plague to Norwood where the ever sardonic Dell
accused the ailing dean of turning hermit and saying farewell to his times [‘valedixit seculo’]: William Dell to Sir John Lambe, 7
Sept. 1638: TNA: PRO, SP 16/398 (printed f. 45): Calendar of State Papers Domestic: Charles I, 1638−9, vol. 398, 5.
115
Lloyd 1668, 280: see p. 134 above.
116
Hoffmann 1976, 50.
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shillings. The result was mayhem as the drunken troopers, with, it is suspected, the tacit
approval of some of Barkham’s more puritanically-rabid parishioners, broke into Bocking
church, rang the bells, and, ‘declaring that it was not fit that the communion table should be
impounded’, pulled it away ‘from the Altar, &c. and burnt the Rails that were about it, before
the Door of the Minister’s House, frightning him therewith, so that he forsook his House’.
They then moved on to a neighbouring village and forced its rector to flee in terror of his
life.117
Barkham survived less than two years after what must have been for a gentle character not
enjoying good health a traumatic experience. When he died on 25 March 1642 at the age of
seventy the world that he had known and had sustained him was collapsing around him. Laud
had been committed to the Tower the year before. Government and Episcopacy were under
attack by Parliament, and the country was drifting towards civil war. As one of Barkham’s
biographers put it ‘And now this good man, having lived long under a good government,
seeing the anarchy and confusion that was breaking upon the kingdom, was afraid to live any
longer, lest he should see none at all’.118 He was, said Lloyd, one of those who had suffered ‘for
the protestant religion and allegiance to their sovereign’.119
Barkham died, despite his ostensibly rich livings, a comparatively poor man. For years his
income had been depleted both by the prolonged trade depression that had affected his parishioners’ abilities to pay their tithes and even more so by unwillingness on the part of the zealot
element to meet their obligations. In view of the uncertain times and fearing retribution he
took the precaution of transferring what remained of his financial assets to his son.120 This
was probably done at about the time he is said to have ‘gifted’ his coin collection to Laud. One
must wonder, therefore, whether in order to maximise his resources Barkham actually sold his
collection to the archbishop. As we saw earlier there is no mention of Barkham either in the
‘Elenchus’ or in Laud’s letter of conveyance to the university. Thomas Hearne, however, was
positive that it had been a gift on Barkham’s part and was aware of Barkham’s authorship of
the ‘Elenchus’ but he probably relied on Wood’s work. Wise muddies the water by referring to
Ussher’s suggestion that Laud should buy the Harrison collection, confusing subsequent
commentators – John Pinkerton and Michael Grant – into the belief that Laud had originally
paid £600 for his gift.121 For the present the question of gift or sale must remain a conundrum
but one must never forget that Barkham was such a retiring character that he may never have
wanted his name to be associated with the afterlife of a collection he had so painstakingly
built up. At the same time lurking in the background is D’Ewes’s seeming belief that Laud was
being underhand in not disclosing Barkham’s name and then himself claiming credit for the
gift.
Barkham’s bequests were very limited. He left only £10 to the poor of Bocking ‘assuring o’
them I would have done farr more for them if I had beene able, and had I not beene kept by
very many here from enjoyinge & receivinge very many sums of money due unto mee whereby
I might have beene better enhabled to doe more’. To ‘Powles buildinge’ – the restoration fund
for St. Paul’s Cathedral established by Laud – he bequeathed £10 while to his wife he left £220,
£200 of which was a loan to her father which had never been repaid.122 He was buried in the
chancel of his parish church but there was to be no memorial to mark his passing. The fate of
117
Robert Rich, 2nd earl of Warwick to Sir Henry Vane, 27 July 1640: TNA: PRO, SP 16/461 (printed ff. 39−41): Calendar
of State Papers Domestic: Charles I, 1640, vol. 461, 517−18; Rushworth 1721, III, 1232; Smith 1928, 143−4; Hunt 1983, 285;
Essex Record Office: T/Z 20/11: ‘Deans and Coins’, draft article by Alfred Hills for the Essex Review. The earl of Warwick in his
letter to Secretary of State Vane said that the rails had been burnt by the soldiery outside’ their Capt.[ain’s] Lodging’: TNA: PRO,
SP 16/461 (printed f. 39). See also Fissel 1994, 264−5, 275.
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Prince 1810, 45 after Lloyd 1668, 279.
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Lloyd 1668, title page and 279−81.
120
TNA: PRO, PROB 11/190 (printed f. 92): ‘And although for my worldly estate, having already by my owne Deede of Gift,
absolutely and without revocation given to my sonne George such smale remainder of my meanes as God hath left mee and soe
have little or almost nothinge of importance to dispose of by this my will’. George, maintaining his father’s interest in heraldry,
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his library, his manuscript collection and his antiquarian notes is unknown. Unlike other
scholars he bequeathed no books to friends, to the Bodleian or to Corpus. His will, incompletely dated and unsigned, was found by one of Jekyll’s sons rummaging in a trunk of papers
after Barkham’s death so it may well be that any records or documents that he still had passed
by default to his attorney neighbour, Thomas Jekyll, but again we do not know. A search
among Jekyll’s manuscripts in the Bodleian and the British Library may produce some clues.
Curiously, one book of Barkham’s that did survive was not a learned work at all but a
pocket-sized version of Aesop’s Fables in parallel Greek and Latin with charming woodcuts
which surfaced in an eighteenth-century bookshop priced at sixpence and had come into the
possession of a local Bocking historian by the 1930s.123 Barkham regarded it as ‘a most rare
and valuable little book’ and, a standard Renaissance vade mecum, it was probably a favourite
companion of his. Again, what has become of it we do not know but it was probably the
octavo 1626 edition of the Dutch scholar Daniel Heinsius’ famous school Aesop illustrated by
Christoph van Sichem.
One final conundrum remains. In 1648 a parcel of
twenty-five gold and four silver coins was found in the
tower chamber of Corpus by Edmund Staunton, the
president intruded by the parliamentary commissioners earlier that year (Fig. 12). It is to the college’s
credit that they were not appropriated by the fellows
as happened to a hoard of gold coins found in
Magdalen at about the same time or melted down as
seems to have been contemplated in the eighteenth
century. They survived: to remain intact in the college
treasury until they were transferred on loan to the
Ashmolean in 1933 with the rest of the college’s
numismatic collection. Apart from two rose nobles of
Edward IV and a crown and half-crown of Henry
VIII the coins are all European, nothing among them
being later than 1570 in date of issue.
Milne believed that the coins might well be linked
with Barkham.124 First, he was the only member of
the college known to have been a coin collector
between the date of the latest minted coin and the
finding of the parcel. Secondly, there existed in the
tower muniments a crumpled obsolete mortgage deed Fig. 12. Edmund Staunton’s note of the
relating to land in Bocking and dated 1613. Milne 1648 Tower Find (reproduced by permission
thought that the deed might have some association of the President and Fellows of Corpus
with Barkham since Corpus had never owned any Christi College, Oxford)
land in Essex and imagined that the document might
have been used as wrapping for the coins; coins that Barkham might have sent to Corpus when
he handed over the main part of his collection to Laud but which being largely foreign were
of no interest to the chancellor. The association of the deed with Barkham is plausible but its
relationship with the coins and indeed the coins with Barkham is purely speculative. One must
not forget that the antiquary Brian Twyne was also a fellow of Corpus between 1606 and
c.1623 and left the college a large collection of books and manuscripts on his death in 1644.
His grandfather is credited with being a coin collector, admittedly of Romano-British coins,
and it is not inconceivable that the Tower find originated with Twyne. Equally the coins may
have been the mementos of any member of the college who had travelled in Europe.125 As with
the Thame summons Milne’s scenario may well be no more than a flight of fancy.
123
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Essex Record Office: T/Z 20/52: Transcripts, Notes and Antiquarian Papers of Alfred Hills.
Milne 1927, 187−90; 1933, 122−4; 1946, 35; 1949, 55.
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APPENDIX
The following is a list of the Iron Age and Anglo-Saxon coins described in Barkham’s catalogue, the coins marked
with an asterisk (*) being those borrowed by Sir Simonds D’Ewes in February 1650 and never returned. My thanks
are due to Philip de Jersey and Hugh Pagan for their invaluable help in attempting to make some sense of Barkham’s
descriptions.
IRON AGE COINS

Fig. 13. ‘Elenchus Numismatu[m], Quinque Arculis comprehensorum’ (Lambeth Palace Library: MS 225, ff.
71v−72r and 72v−73r)
It is very difficult to make a great deal of sense of Barkham’s Iron Age entries (Fig. 13). The state of preservation
of the coins is not known and Barkham probably found it difficult to transcribe the inscriptions accurately. He also
had little to guide him about the series other than the engravings in Camden and Speed and his descriptions are
mostly too vague to suggest particular types.
Folio 71v:
CASSIVELLAUNOS
a.* Gold: Cassivellaunos is not known to have issued coins and only described here are letters interpreted as A. R.
V. O., a combination that does not exist on a British type. Barkham might be describing an early British uninscribed gold piece, a ‘Dobunnic’ coin for example with the tree-like symbol that he has interpreted as pointed stakes
[sudes acutæ], ARVO being perhaps a garbled version of CORIO.
CUNOBELINUS
a. Bronze: There are several bronze types which could satisfy the CVN/CAMV combination described spanning
most of Cunobelin’s reign (say c.10–c.40 ad) [ABC pp. 140−2] but again it is not really feasible to pin the piece
down any closer.
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b. Silver: This silver coin with obverse CVN and reverse Horse has four or five possibilities, all probably from the
second half of his reign.
CATACRATUS
a. Bronze: Unidentifiable. Catacratus is said by Speed (1623, 33) to have been a son of Cunobelin.
CARATACUS
a.* Silver: The inscription was read by Barkham as ACUS. There is a single known type of silver unit of Caratacus
and it might be ABC 1376, being described here, with CARA on the obverse. This would be interesting because the
type was unknown until the late nineteenth century; John Evans published an example in the Supplement to his
Coins of the Ancient Britons (1890), pl. XX, 8 but there is insufficient evidence in Barkham’s description to confirm
it as this type. Speed (1623, 61) attributed a gold stater of Epaticcus to Caratacus so that this coin was likely to have
been equally wrongly identified.
Folio 72r:
PRASUTAGUS
a.* Gold: Although a silver unit is attributed to Prasutagus [ABC 1711] he had no known coinage in gold. P.R.A.
and T.R.I. are clearly misreadings and the coin cannot be identified.
BOADICEA
a−f. (c*) Gold:
Boadicea [Boudicca] also issued no known coinage so Barkham assigned these various gold types to her with no
good evidence; except for c* they might have perhaps come from local Essex finds. The descriptions are not sufficient to say what coins he had in mind although, apart from c* they are likely to have been early British uninscribed
types, probably of the period 50–30 bc.
c* may be a ‘Dobunnic’ coin with the legend BODVOC being misread as V.O. but in Barkham’s day ‘Bodvoc’ coins
were thought to be issues of Boudicca named in Speed (1623, 34−5) as ‘Bodvo’.
GALGACUS
a.* Bronze: According to Speed (1623, 35−6) Galgacus was ‘a
worthy and most valiant Prince of the Caledonians’. He illustrated two coins putatively attributed to this king but added
the proviso that ‘in these (as in the rest) I must submit my selfe
to the more experienced, & the censures of these ancient
things to the learned & more iudicious’. Barkham’s coin is not
identifiable.
ARVIRAGUS
a.* Gold: Geoffrey of Monmouth (1966, 119) identified Arviragus [= Caratacus] as a son of Cunobelin [‘Cymbeline’].
There is no gold type in the name of either Arviragus or Caratacus, and Barkham’s reading ARIIR is unidentifiable.
Folio 72v:
LUCIUS
a.* Bronze: LVCI and OVCIA, relating this coin to the mythical figure allegedly the first Christian king in Britain,
are not identifiable inscriptions and it is difficult to see what is being mis-interpreted here. It may be that on the
analogy of a gold stater in Sir Robert Cotton’s collection attributed by Speed (1623, 73 and 102) to Lucius it was a
Gallic coin (see Dolley 1952−4, 254−8).
b. Silver: Unidentifiable.
Folio 73r:
TASCIA
a−d. Silver (except for c (Bronze): These coins, mostly referring to TASCIA, could be either issues of Tasciovanos (c.25
bc–c.ad 10), or some of Cunobelin’s western types, which
carry a TASC F inscription or similar in addition to
Cunobelin’s name.
ANGLO-SAXON COINS
J.D.A. Thompson in SCBI 7 (1967), vii, states that Barkham’s ‘cabinet included eleven Saxon and “Danish” pennies from Ælfred to Harold (I or II?)’. He was, however, relying on Milne 1934, 422–4 who, concerned only with
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listing the coins borrowed by D’Ewes and itemised in his receipt, omitted Barkham’s three coins of Edward the
Confessor and two coins of Harold II which remained in the Bodleian.126

Fig. 14. ‘Elenchus Numismatu[m], Quinque Arculis comprehensorum’ (Lambeth Palace Library: MS 225, ff.
77v–78r and 78v–79r) (reproduced by permission of Lambeth Palace Library)
Lacking any published numismatic authority to rely on, Barkham’s description of his Anglo-Saxon coins – all
silver and presumably pennies – are minimal and in most instances extend only to brief biographical remarks on
the various kings (Fig. 14). Generally he gives no indication of type or, where applicable, mint town or moneyer.
The only published illustrations of Anglo-Saxon coins available to Barkham would have been those contained in
Speed’s Historie which in certain instances are misattributed.
Folio 78r:
ALFRED
a.* Barkham’s reading of this coin implies a division in
the obverse legend after ‘ÆFR’ and his use of the word
Crater [mixing bowl] to describe the reverse type suggests that this is a Londonia monogram penny (BMC
type vi) with the reverse turned clockwise by 90˚ to create
the impression of the D of the monogram as a bowl.
This may have been the orientation of Barkham’s coin.
Speed (1623, 384) illustrates a BMC type vi penny with
the Londonia monogram reversed.

126
Thompson compounded his error by wrongly stating the date and pagination of the Milne paper in the Bodleian Quarterly
Record. The two ‘Harold’ coins are also clearly identified as ‘PAX’ pennies of Harold II.
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I have not been able to find usage of the spelling ‘ÆFR’ elsewhere and it may well be a misreading on the part
of Barkham, or conceivably the coin was a Viking imitation.
Folio 78v:
EDWARD THE ELDER
a.* No description. If Barkham based the attribution of his coin on Speed (1623, 390) it would have been incorrect
since Speed’s illustration is of an ‘Expanding Cross’ type York penny of Edward the Confessor (BMC type va).
Cotton, though, had a number of types of Edward the Elder that would have been available for inspection by
Barkham.
ÆTHELSTAN
a.* Barkham’s description of the reverse type as Templum
pyramide ornatum indicates that this coin was a rare
‘Building’ type penny (BMC type iv).
EDWARD THE MARTYR
a.* No description. Speed (1623, 410) illustrates a
‘Portrait/Horizontal Trefoil’ type penny of Edward the
Elder (BMC type iv) in his chapter on Edward the
Martyr, so Barkham’s coin might have been of this type.
Cotton does not seem to have had any coins of Edward
the Martyr.
ÆTHELRED II
a.* No description. Speed (1623, 413) illustrates a ‘First
Hand’ type (BMC type iia) but the king’s name would
have been readily identifiable so that any Æthelred type
may have been meant.
CNUT
a−c.* No description but all three coins are apparently of the same type, Tres ibi huiusmodi. They perhaps come
from a local find.
Folio 79r:
HAROLD I
a.* ‘Other than the king’s name and title, ‘HAROLD REX’, no description of the coin is given.
HARDACNUT
a−b.* Not described but referred to as Danici … veteris aliquot [‘of some ancient Danes’].
EDWARD THE CONFESSOR
a−b. Two specimens of ‘Sovereign/Eagles’ type (BMC type ix), their reverse described as ‘A cross and in every one
of the 4 parts or areas, little birds’. These may be the coins listed as 924 and 925 (both Wallingford) in SCBI 7, pl.
XXXV.
c. Described, with the legend EADÞERD REX, as Crux duplicata, absq[ue] aviculis [without birds], this is presumably a BMC type xi coin and may be 948 (Hereford) in SCBI 7, pl. XXXV.
HAROLD II
a-b. Two ‘PAX’ pennies (BMC type i). One of these may be 1115 (Wilton) in SCBI 7, pl. XLI.
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