
REMARKS ON HOARDS OF LATE ANGLO-SAXON COINS.

By H. ALEXANDER PARSONS.

U'N the first two sections of my monograph on the coins of
the late Saxonperiod, t hat is, those relating to the coins

1{). of Harold I, and Harthacnut,' I expressed the opinion
that hoards of coins of those kings were of little primary

value in det ermining the sequence of the typ es, an opinion which
ext ends also to the other reigns of the period although to a more
qualified degree. In view of the compar atively high esteem in which
such evidence has in the past been held as criteria for det ermining
the run of the t ypes, it will perhaps not be inopportune to offer some
reasons for forming the present estimate of its value in this con
nection, at least so far as the late Saxon period is concern ed, to -indicate
some of the points on which such evidence is useful, and to treat the
matter in its historical aspect. Th ese points of view can better be
dealt with in the form of a separate treatise than by making a digres
sion in anyone paper on the coins of the monarchs who reigned
in the period in question-a period which extends from the latter
part of the reign of Eadgar to that of Harold II inclusive.

It is a matter for remark that not only do the designs and
general treatment of the coins of the Anglo-Saxons show a marked
line of cleavage at the beginning of this period," but the comp osition
and provenance of the hoards of coins also sharply divide at
the sam e point. It is, indeed, rare for coins of Eadgar's last t ype
and the subsequent issues to be found with those of the earlier period;
and finds of the later period show an almost entire lack of coins of the

1 British Numismatic J ournal, xi and xv.
2 British Numismatic J ournal, xiii, p. 1.
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earlier era . This evidence shows that a general change of tender
was made at this point, and that all the coins previously in circulation
were withdrawn. The significance of a passage in the early chronicles,
commencing with that of Ro ger of Wendover , which states that, in
A .D . 975, a general re-coin age was instituted-one of the very few
references t o the Anglo-Saxon coinage in the chronicles- must
therefore, I t hink, be interpreted not only in the rest ricted sense
that a new issue was made, but also as meaning that all the moneys
in circulation were then withdrawn .

The find-areas of the two periods also markedly vary from each
other. In the earlier period the greatest number of hoards occur
.in Ireland and the Western Isles. In the later period the main
hoards are found in Scandinavia and the southern shores of the
Baltic Sea . It is not necessary in this paper to elaborate the
historical reasons for these phenomena. They are clear to those
who know the history of the time. But it may be remarked that
they support the evidence of the coins themselves; which s~ow .t hat
the end of E adgar's reign marks' something of a revolution in _the
currency of this country, a r evolution which justifies a.division
between early and late ' Saxon coins. The two plates 'show a
complete set of typ es of the money of this late Saxon period . . '

In the very nature of the case finds of coins must. be. treated
with caution, for so many complicating factors may have cont ributed
to their secretion. In the early times, _before banks were ~J:lought

of, mother earth was the principal reservoir in which valuables of
the size and composition of coins were deposited, and a little .thought
will showwhat possibilities of confusion to the present-day ant i
quary arise in regard to the circumstances surrounding t he burial
of an ancient treasure. F or example, if a find represents the .hoard
of coins of an individual of. careful habits and of a saving nature,
who added to his treasure from time to time in irregular quantities,
or if it represented an accumulation not merely added to but also
ext racted from at intervals, it 'will readily be seen of what little
value the coins as a whol e 'would be as criteria for determining the
run of the t yp es. Again, a hoard might represent an accumulation
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of coins of two or more periods separated by intervals of time
sufficient to miss a cont ribut ion of coins of one or more t ypes, or
even reigns.

Fuhher complications arise through our lack of knowledge of the
limit of time of t ender and, generally speaking, of the impossibility
of knowing the length of time after the issue of a t yp e which
elapsed' prior t o the burial of a treasure. As in the present day, so
in the early period but more so through difficulties of communicat ion,
some considerable interval must necessarily have elapsed before a new
t yp e got into general circulation, and if a hoard was secreted shortly
afte r the issue of a new t ype few coins of that type would be repre
sented, but if the deposit occurred some time after, a considerable
number of the last t ype would be in evidence . Aga in, there is
probably no doubt ·that for commercial and fiscal reasons some typ es
were less plentifully struck than others, and so, even if a considerable
time elapsed between the issue of the last type in a hoard and its
burial , that last t ype might well be represented by fewer coins than
some preceding issu es in which there was greate r minting activity.

In the period of which I am treating this is certainly the case,
for there seems no doubt that coins of certain types, as, for instanc e,
those of H arold I and Harthacnut, were minted in far less numbers
than coins of earlier t ypes, .the large issues of which sufficed for
the curre ncy-nee ds of the people without being supplemented by a
big output of 'coins of H arold I and Harthacnut. And so, in
finds, the coins of these monarchs never show a preponderan ce over
all the other types in the hoards. It always happens that some
issues, preceding or succeeding, or both, appear in greater numbers,
with a result that , if the method of application above referred to
were applied, the regnal periods of Harold and Harthacnut would be
ante-dated .

In addition to these possibilities of deception, which apply to all
periods of our numismatic history, the evidence of finds in the late
Saxo n era is rendered doubtful to a further degree by reaso n of the
Danish tributes levied on the land and carr ied out of it ; also by
th e extensive use of English currency as media of exchange in
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Scandinavian countries. It will readily be seen that new and corn-
. plicated conditions of secretion at e set up by these additional factors.

For example, if the payment of tribute were greate r in one than in
another and later t yp e a larger number of coins of an earlier issue
might be expecte d in a Scandinavian find of the time. Over and
above all these points there is the cardinal fea ture , common to
nearly all finds , that few are preserved absolute ly intact. Human
nature, being what it is, even if a find escapes the indignity of a
·general scramble it is more often than not tampered with at some
.point of its career to the Treasury, or other authorised body. Broken
coins , fragments and cut coins are also frequently thrown away as
useless by the uninitiated :

To illustrate the danger of basing arguments for the sequence
of the issues on the numbers of coins in each type represented in a
hoard; .and to show in what way the finds of this period are useful,
l~t us examine in det ail some important hoards of the late Saxon
period of which a record of the numbers of coins in each type has
come down to us . A list of them is annexed. It should be men
tioned that in a very large number of hoards known the coins are
recorded only in t ypes, or under kings, without reference to the
numbers in each t yp e. These are useless for my present remarks .
'H ence their oniission from the Table.

The first hoard on the list is that of Yholm, in Denmark, dis
covered in r853. The Anglo-Saxon coins found in it numbered,
according to H auberg,' 238, but Mr. Nordman" gives, as will be
seen from the list, only 229. On the evidence of the numbers of
coins of each t yp e, and following the usual deduction on those
numbers , the coins of the long-cross issue, t yp e 4, of lEthelred II,
preceded those of the crux issue, t yp e 2, a sequence which no writer
on this period has so far advocate d . Then we have the discrepancy
between the numbers. I think it is quite likely that a few of the
quatrefoil issue, type 3, were present in this hoard, as was the case
in the next find. It is a type of which , with the exception of the

1 Myntforhold og Udmy ntninger in Denmark intil 1146, p. 165.
2 Anglo-Saxon Coin s f ound in Finland.
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Hand-of-Providence issue, type r, coins were struck, probably in
smaller quantities than in the other issues ofthe reign, and this would
explain the absence of coins of it from the find as recorded.

This view is supported by the details of a hoard discovered in
Leissow, Brandenburg. As will be seen from the Table, it contained
6 of lEthelred's Hand type I; 82 of the crux type, 2; 2 of the quatre
foil type, 3; and r6 of the long-cross type, 4. Here again, a test
of the sequence of the issues on ordinary lines is deceptive, but
allowing, as I think we must allow, for the small output of the quatre
foil type, 3, compared with the great issues of types 2 arid 4, and
assuming, not unreasonably, that the hoard was secreted early in
the time of circulation of typ e 4 with :a resultant small number
of that type, it might easily transpire ' that the sequence was
that of my arrangement, namely, r, 2, 3 and 4, see Table of Finds,
with note. At least it may be regarded as a fair assumption that
-if the 2 coins of type 3 really came after the r6 coins of the very
common type 4, the latt~r ' should have been present in . a greater
number than the 82 coins of the preceding type 2.

This hoard from Brandenburg is also remarkable by reason of
the total absence of specimens of the small-cross issue, although it
contained so many as four coins combining the small-cross type with
the crux issue, type 2. Here is definite evidence that the small
cross issue was not struck simultaneously with the crux issue, for
otherwise coins of the type would certainly have been in the hoard
as well as the very rare mules which, on one side, show that type.

The next find on the list is the Ipswich hoard of r863. Although
it contained specimens of only one type of tEthelred Il, namely,
the Hand-of-Providence issue, type r , it is important on the ground
of the large number of coins involved. In the absence of a complete
list of the moneyers' names, which unfortunately were not recorded,
it will be seen that few deductions are possible. One, however,
hitherto unnoticed, is of importance. The hoard, although so large,
did not contain any specimens of the small-cross type, A in Hildebrand, .
of lEthelred IT, fig. 9, and this negatives Hildebrands theory that
that type was issued concurrently with all other types of the reign.
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A similarly cons t itu te d hoard fr om Assartorp , in Scania, is referred
to by Mr. Nordman,' and a second, also similar except as to
difference of t ype, was discovered in the Isle of Man in r 853.
Hildebrand was probably unaware of these finds, and his suggestio n
,was m ade no doubt solely on the hoards of his own country,
Sweden .

The Chancton hoard of r 865 comes next on the list , containing
coins solely of Edward the Confessor and H arold II , but including
specimens of eight different t ypes of the former king. It was brought
to light whi lst a hedgerow was in course of removal at Upper
Chancton farm, three miles fr om Storring to n , in Sussex, and, prior
to the " City " find , t o be considered later, it was the most important
of the hoards of coins of Edward the Confessor. It very largely
helped the National Collec t ion to the acquirement of its presen t
extensive series of coins of that king. In connection with this ho ard
it should first be observed that a complete record is not available
as a scramble took place amongst the labourers on the spo t, and
many coins were carried away by them . We commence, therefore,
with the cardinal weakness of not knowing which types, and how
m any coins of each, made up the balance of the hoard. In his
description of the treasure, however, Mr. H ead, late of the British
Museum, considered that the bulk, about r72o, found its way to
the Government, and subsequently to the Museum. If we can allow
that the ext ractions' did not include considerable numbers of the
earlier types of the Confessor , the utmost that the number of coins
in the types forming this ho ard can be said to pr?ve is that t ypes
6 to II are, in fact, the last six types. The evidence is weak in regard
to the run of these types, for it will be seen that the numbers on
record t antalisingly rise and fall with almost all the issues, com
m encing at No. 6 ; and thelast t ype of the Confessor is represent ed
by even fewer coins than Harold's issue. Even allo wing for ext rac
tions, and for Edward's last t ype being of short duration, the numbers
of coins in this find , on their own evidence alone, would have caused

I Anglo-Saxon Coins found 1'n Finland.
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us to transpose several of the issues; but as one of these types was
of the later small-cross issue, fig. 32, given by Hildebrand as a
variety of the first small-cross issue, fig. 24, Mr. H ead was enabled
to correct Hildebrand and to relegate the coins in qu estion to the
end , instead of placing them at the beginning, of the reign . Its
particular place there was not , however, det ermined by the numbers
of coins represented in the types, but by a mule coin connecting it
with its. preceding type. But for the existence of this mule coin
the issue might , quite reasonably, on the score of the number of
coins of it represented in the find, have been given a much earlier
place in the ran ge of the six types. Indeed, the few averstruck and
mnled coins in this hoard were, perhaps, it s most important feature,
and these would have proved their case even if not found in association
with the other coins. When we consider what an important find
that of Chancto n was, second only to the greates t of the hoards of
the Confessor' s period, the cc City" find, it will be .seen how meagre
and un certain are th e real results obtainable, and how risky it would
have been t o theorise on the run of the typ es represented, without
the ext raneous aid afforded by Hildebrand's initial arrangement,
and the presence of overstruck and muled coins .

The City of London hoard, to which reference has already been
made, was discovered in 1872, but the exac t spot is unknown, for

. this is a find which did not reach the Treas ury, and grea t secrecy
was observed regarding its place of burial.

Attention was first drawn t o it in the N umismatic Chronicle,
new series, volume xvi, by Mr. E. H . \Villett , who estimated that
over 7000 coins were comprised in the hoard, alt hough only about
2800 were examined by him. Of this number, about 600 were
considered illegible and, in addition, several pounds' weight of coins
in broken or bad condit ion were refused by him. The unfortunate
effect of this decision by one who intended to write an account of the
hoard, is apparent . Subsequently Sir J ohn Evans published, in the
N umismatic Chronicle of 1885, an account of about 580 varieties
which passed in to his possession.

F rom these two records it appears that the coins issued at the t ime
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of the second type of Edward the Confessor and before, as shown in

the Table, were in the nature of stray specimens, although the fact
that 8 examples of iEthelrcd II's small-cross type, 5, were found in
association with-one only of his long-cross typ e, 4, not only indicates
a sequence of those two t yp es, but shows that the main small-cross
type of lEthelred II was the last of his reign. The interest of the
find undoubtedly belongs to the period from the middle to the end
of the reign of Edward the Confessor , a period which synchronizes
with that of the coins mainly comprising the Chancton "hoard ; and
the same peculiarity of ris e and fall in number obtains. Whatever
may be the reason for this, it will at once be seen that no proof of
the sequence of the types is obtainable from the published numbers,
representing them in this hoard, and the small number of coins of
Harold II recorded is a. matter for remark. Some old writers had
confused Harold II with Harold 1. This find, if discovered in their
day, would on the evidence of numbers have confirmed them in
their erroneous conclusions.

What is further ' disquieting and mysterious in this hoard is
the presence of some half-dozen examples of three early issues of
William 1. Whilst the reason for the presence of so few of these is
unknown, little reliance can be placed on the evidence of the hoard
as a whole, Indeed , without extraneous aid almost the only real
contribution towards proving the sequence of the t yp es to which
it can lay claim is that types 6 to 10 followed each other, but in which
order no proof can be deduced from the numbers in the hoard.
Neither do the mule coins , of which specimens occurred in the find
connecting most of these types, help more than to show that the
types followed each other, but in which order they give no real proof.
Rather the reverse, for there is a tantalizing example of mule coins
between types which, on other grounds, are .found not to be in
sequ ence.

The Sedlescombe hoard follows next and, curiously enough , it
also was of Edward the Confessor's coins find. It was un earthed by
a labourer who was digging a drain in a meadow near the village of
Sedlescombe, near Battle in Sussex on the 26th August, 1876,
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and some of the coins passed through the hands of. Mr. H. S. Gill,
who recorded the information that" there was not one of the first
five types in which the kin g appears young and beardless with the bust
to the left, but by far the greater part was with Edward's bust to the
right, bearded and crowned as Hawkins No. 222." It seems fairly
clear from the meagre record of this find that although the number
in each type represented is approximate, only types 7 to 10, according
to Major Carlyon-Britton's arrangement, inclusive were represented,
and the same-peculiarity of a rise and fall in the numbers of each t ype
noticeable in the Chancton and City finds, is also in evidence in
this hoard, a feature which constitutes a stumbling-block to con
clusions regarding the sequence of the issues if dealt with on ordinary
lines. .

Completing, as it does, the main finds of coins of Edward the
Confessor which come within our list, one is alm ost forced to the
conclusion that there were altern ate long and short periods of duration
of these types. Thus, t ype 7 was long, type 8 short, type 9 long,
and t ype 10 short . But I should not care to lay too much str~ss

upon this, for taking the Sedlescombe find by itself, with its coinci
dence of commencing with a change in the way the bust is given
and the introduction of a beard, two very cardinal features in the
coinages of the Confessor, one would infer that here, if anywhere,
there was a change of tender, as well as of t yp e. That this is not
the case is however proved by the composition of the Chancton and
City finds, with their large number of coins of t ype 6. It furnishes
an illustration of the risk of making deductions on the evidence of one
find alone.. unless such deductions are supported by other evidence.
In fact, from this hoard one can again only make the general statement
that t yp es 7- to 10 did in fact come together, but in what particular
order no real proof is furnished .

The next hoard in the list is that of Sand, in Norway. It was
composed solely of coins of JEthelred Il, but, here again on the
numbers of coins in it, no reliable deductions as to the sequence of
the types can be made, except to show that my typ es 2, 3, and 4,
Hildebrand's C, E , and D, came together. , There was, however,
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included in the hoard a mule coin made up of the long-cross and
small-cross issues, my t yp es 4 and 5, and this in conjunction with
the absence of small-cross coins is corroborative evidence that the
long-cross type came just before the small-cross type . As one might
expect, in that event, the long-cross coins were more numerous than
any other t yp-es in the hoard, which was probably buried just before
the issue of the small-cross t ype.

In general, a similar hoard is also referred to by Mr. Nordman'
as from Birglau in West Prussia . Other finds quot ed by him, for
example those numbered 26 and 32 in his list of finds, tend to prove
my sequence on the usual canons of find -deduction ; that is, in each
of those finds there is an increasing number of the coins representing
lEthelred's types if the latter are placed in the order given by me,
but they are irregular in number if placed in a different sequence.
On the other hand,· there are finds which show irregularity in the
numbers in each t yp e when placed in my sequence. The point goes
to show the difficult y of applying the ev idence of numbers of coins
in the finds towards a solution of the order of the t ypes.

The next hoard on the list is that of Isleworth, discovered in
the ground of a coach-builder in the Twickenham Road. The coins
were buried in a jar of coarse pottery which was broken in pieces in
the process of digging it out. The hoard was consequently scattered
and few coins reached the Treasury, for only 28 and a few fragments
were forwarded to the British Museum for examination . They were
described by Mr. H . A. Grueber as of t yp es I, 2 and 3, but of whose
arrangement is not disclosed . They are certainly not Hildebrand's
first 3 t yp es, nor what were subsequently given as the first 3 issues
in the " British Museum Catalogue of Anglo-Saxon Coins," vol. ii , 1893.
The hoard would scarcely be worthy of a place here except to correct
the descripti ons recorded . The first t yp e described by Mr. Grueber
comprised coins of the crux issu e given in the Table as t yp e 2 of the
reign. The second t ype as described by. him comprised the rare
variety of the H and-of-Providence issue given in the Table as typ e 1.

1 Anglo-Saxon Coins Found in F inland, p. 27.
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I t shows the H and in Benediction. The third t ype described by
Mr. Grueber comprised pennies of the ordinary H and-of-Providence
issue. In my opinion the Benedict ion t ype is simply a variety of the
ordinary H and-of-Providence . issue, given in the List as t ype I of
}Ethelre d II . The unusu al fea ture of the find consisted in the
presence of 3 out of 5 coins of the H and-of-Providence- t ype, of the
rare variety showing t he H and in Benediction , and 0 11 the evidence
of this fact by itself one would have erroneously deduced that the
Benediction form .was the m ain type. This 'we kn ow was not the
case. H aving regard to the fact that probably the bulk of the find
escaped expert examination, it will readily be seen that little value
can be attached to the report in the vvay of proving the run of the
types; but what slender proof is afforded t ends to show that the
crux type, with 23 coins, succeeded the H and-of-Providence type,
with 5 coins, ins tead of preceding it as described in the acco unt given
in the Numismatic Chronicle. Further the hoard shows that. the
small-cross t ype was not in circula t ion at the time. A hoard similar
t o that of . Isleworth, and giving evidence of the same character,
is detailed in Mr. Nordman's work. It was unearthed at F an estad
in Sweden, and contained 14 specimens of the Hand t yp e I of
lEthelred II and 83 of the crux t ype 2 t o the exclusion of the small
cross t ype.

The next find on the list is that of Nesbe in Norway, comprising
coins of lEthelre d II and Canute . Judged by the reverse readings
of the small-cross coins in the hoard, which have the late form ON

between the names of the moneyers and their mints inst ead of MO,

all the specimens of this t yp e belong t o the last small-cross issue of
lEthelred H , when practically all the coins of that type were struck.
It will therefore be seen that nearly all the coinages of lEthelred II
and the ex t remely rare Agnus Dei commemorative issue, were
represented in the hoard, with coins which run to the second real
t yp e of Canute. Of this l atter king there were in addit ion, a mule
coin of obverse Hildebrand type A, namely, the small-cross Issue,
fig. r r , with reverse Hil debrand type B, the long-cross issue,
fig. 12, and a fragment of Hildebrand type B. Neither of t hese
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issues is regarded by me as a rear type of Canute, but both are simply
irregular or interim issues to be alloc ated to the chaotic period from
the death of Sweyn in A .D. IOI4 to about A .D. IOI8 , when the country
was beginning to be re-established under the st rong hand of Canute.

The Nesbo hoard is more satisfac tory than those previously dealt
with, in so far as its record seems to be complete, and, eliminating
the Agnus Dei, as a commemorat ive issue, the irregul ar issues of
Canute, Hildebrand A and B, as not being real t yp es, and the
barbarous imitations as not attributable to Britain.. it will be observed
that there is a fairly sat isfac to ry run of t yp es extending from t yp e I

of .Ethelred II to typ e 2 of Canute inclusive. But for the fact
that the number of coins of t yp e 5 of .Mthelred II is less than those
of typ e 4, the find would have been a fairly good example ofthe old .
method of deducing that the t ypes of which the larger number of
coins occur conie last. Unfortunately for this, however , the number
represented would force the fourth issu e after the third, a change 'which
is negatived by almost every other means of deducing the sequence .
of the types of .Mthelred IT. The find is , I think, of some value in
showing that Hildebrand's suggestion that the small-cross issue of
lEthelred Il, t yp e 5, was not continued throughout the whole reign
concurrently with the other t yp es, for ot herwise this issue would
have appeared in numbers far in excess of all others of the reign .

The Ryfylke, Norway, find, the next on the list, is also an instance
in which a complete record appears to have been secured. Never
th eless, and in marked contrast to the preceding hoard, the numbers
of coins in the various Anglo-Saxon types are so erra tic that they
render the data available almost valueless as criteria for showing
the sequence of the types. The period involved is so long, covering
all the reigns from LEthelred II to Edward the Confessor, and the
numbers of coins in each t ype so comparatively small, that one is
almost inclined to think that this hoard represents a selection by a
Norwegian viking from bulk-supplies of coins of late Anglo-Saxon
kings, rather than an ordinary deposit of current money. If that
is the case it will be seen at once that few deductions of a reliable
chara cte r can be made from the details of the hoard.
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There are just two minor aspects of the find which appear to
me to be of some value. They are, firstly, the inference that, in view
of the exclusion of type I of lEthelred II from the find, the two
specimens of the small-cross issue of Mthelred rr in evidence do
not belong to the beginning of the reign, and that the reverse
inscriptions +LEOFRIC MO ON DEO and +LEOFPOLD ON PINCS:,

of those two coins place them very late indeed in the reign ,
t ending to prove that the main issue of this type came last.
Secondly, that the types of Edward the Confessor give n in Hildebrand
as A to E, corresponding with types 2 to 6, according. to Major
Carlyon-Britton, were, indeed, the first five types of the reign .
As to the order in which they occurred, the hoard discl oses only
confused and contradictory . evidence.

The next find to come under review is that of Stora Sojdeby,
situated in the Island of Gothland off the Swedish coast. In general,
this hoard covers the same ground as that of Ryfylke, but it is of
considerably greate r extent , and is especially strong in the coins of
lEthelred IT and Canute . It also inconsistently and mysteriously
includes 3 coins of William IT of his first two types, to the exclusion
of specimens of all the last four types of Edward the Confessor, that
of H arold 1I , and all those of Willi am 1. The presence of the coins
of William Il, to the exclusion of the t ypes above named, clearly
shows that this is a find to which coins had been added after the first
deposit, and such a hoard is a very dangerous factor upon which to
theorise. E ven apart from this fact , however, the composition of
the main types of coins represented do not help, if one applies existing
methods for judging, by finds , the sequence of the type.s.

It will be well to remark here that in connection with Anglo
Saxon hoards found in Scandinavian countries, of which that of
St ora Sojdeby i s a good example, coins of }Ethelred II and of the
early types of Canute should be found in numbers far in excess of
those of the late t ypes of Canute and subsequent kings in the period
for the reason that the tribute-payments of the former king and the
early levies of the lat ter caused the t ransfer of immense ' quantities
of Anglo-Saxon coins of those monarchs to the Northern lands,
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which sufficed as currency there for a long period. Diminishing
quantities of Anglo-Saxon coins were struck and exported through
the latter part of the reign of Canute, the reigns of H arold I and
Harthacnut, and the early part of Edward's reign , afte r which the
exports to all intents and purposes ceased .

This is a factor of utmost significance when treating the hoards
of the Saxon period. The historical and economic reasons for this
ris e and fall in the numbers of Anglo-Saxon coins circulating in
Scandinavia, are that levies for danegelt, as such, w.. ere abolished in
or about A .D . 1050, and, at the same time, the northern countries
were gradually ceasing to use and imitate Anglo-Saxon coins. The
money of the Danish king Swen Estridsen, A.D. 1047 to 1075, largely
follows Byzantine and native models. H ence the numbers of Anglo
Saxon coins of the various reigns likely to be discovered in Scandinavia
would be on a rising scale until the first half of the reign of Canute ,
when they should diminish to practically nothing by about A.D . 1050
in the reign . of the Confessor. And, in general, this is actually
the case, ,for ~Nhere there is a departure, and departures are in
evidence in most finds, it simply illuminates the fact that it is risky
to use the ,numbers of coins in hoards of the period as criteria for
determining the run of the t yp es. The incidence of the numbers
of coins of the early t yp es of Edward the Confessor unearthed in the
northern lands should, however, be of some value in dating the
issues.

Applying, by: ~ay of illustration, the above hypothesis of the
numbers of ,t YRes oJ. coins which should appear in Scandinavian
hoards, to the Stora Sojdeby finel it will be seen from the Table that
that find shows a rise in the numbers of coins representing the types of
lEthelred U and Canute to the middle of the latter's reign , and then
sinks to nothing -by themiddle of the reign of Edward the Confessor.
Hildebrand's t yp es A and B of Canute, and Major Carlyon-Britton 's
type I of the Confessor should be left out of consideration , as they
are simply emergency issues, possibly not even authoris ed, and not
general types. The 'ext remely rare Agnu« Dei pieces, Hildebranc1 G,
should also be left out as not being general currency. Although,



Remarks on Hoards of Late Anglo-Saxon Coins . 47

broadly speaking, the Stora Sojdeby hoard follows the above rule,
it is weak and misleading in detail in showing only II3 coins of the
last t ype of lEthelred lI-for the reverse inscriptions prove them to
be of this last type-s-when there are 16r coins of the preceding issue.
If one acquiesced in Hildebrand's idea of the small-cross type being
struck throughout the reign , the evidence of the numbers of coins
in the hoard would be still more uncert ain since, under such a
supposition, the small-cross t yp es should have appeared in over
whelming numbers .

The coins of Canute in the hoard follow the rul e closely, but its
application t o the coins of H arold I would lead to a transposition
of the types given; and of the evidence of the coins of Edward the
Confessor it can only be said that the six types represented were
cons ecutive. As to the order in which they should be placed, the
numbers of coins in evidence afford no proof and are, indeed, only
confusing.

We reach the end of our chronological list by a consideration
of the Chester hoard. This was discovered during st reet repairs in
Chester in 1914, and a description of it was furnished by Mr. G. F .
Hill in the Numismatic Chronicle of 1920. It will be surmised, from
the lengthy period which elapsed between the discovery of the
treasure and the description, that it did not pass through the
Treasury. Nevertheless, it is the opinion of Mr. Hill that very
nearly the wh ole of the find was mad e available for description,
onl y some fragments probably being missing.

The importance of this find consists rather in the presence of
the large number of pieces of Edgar's last issue, -that with his bust,
and of the first t ype of Edward the Martyr, than in the composi tion
of the hoard as a whole, for the reliable ded uctions regarding the run
of the t ypes which can be made from it are disappointingly few, and
are rendered still more unstable by cer tain peculi ari ties of one of
the types. .

The Cheste r find, and some others, indicate that an issue of
small-cross coins of an irregular character was made at the opening of
lEthelred's reign and in the Table it is called type la. I had already
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become aware of this issue on other. and more reliable evidence,'
but whether the output of the coins was so extensive as this find
superficially indicates, is a point whi ch can better be embodied in
a separate study of a new aspect of some of the coins of the period
whi ch, so far as I am aware, has not as yet been elaborated .

The description in the Numismatic Chronicle of the Cheste r
.hoard is not much more than a list of the coins comprising the
.find, supplemented by interesting references to the moneyers ' names,
and evidently the writer was on unfamiliar ground . Passing such
questions as the desc ription of lEthelred 's long-cross t yp e on
p . 144, and the old theory that double names on the coins represented
two moneyers, I cannot discern on what ground the coin described
as of type 1 variety c " bis" of the arrangement in the British
Museum Catalogue , is referred to on p . 144 as a new variety
of the first type of lEthelred Il, or why it is described, on p. 162,
as not in Hildebrand. Correcting the reference to what it really is,
namely, typ e 1 variety b " bis," instead of t yp e 1 variety c " bis,"
a similar coin occurs in Hildebrand under Lympne, in Kent;
.No. 1604- The specimen in the Chester hoard is of Cante rbury, and
.it therefore cons titutes simplyanother mint of an already kn own and
published variety of type. For the explanat ion of the four pellets
in the field of the reverse, to be noted on these coins of Canterbury
and Lympne, see my monograph on " Symbols and Double Names
on late Saxon Coins 11 in vol. xiii of this]ournal.

The Canterbury penny is one of the most important coins in
the Cheste r hoard. The most important from the point of view of
dating the find. It is a muled coin connec ting the crux t ype with
the small-cross issu e, and it serves to show, not only that the hoard
covers Hie whole period of the intermediate H and-of-Providence
t ype, but that it was probably deposited at the very opening of the
period of the crux typ e. So far as the Anglo-Saxon series is con-

.cerned, the crux t ype is peculiar to lEthelred Il, for that ascribed

1 The lat e Mr. Alcenius, of Finland, has suggest ed that this early issue was
struck " in the interim with th e name of lE thelred before th e first official typ e of
his reign-the Hand typ e- could be settled."
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in the British Museum Catalogue to Harthacnut is one of that King's
Danish types minted at Lnnd in Scania.' This peculiarity shows,
almost beyond qu estion, that the type had a meaning, and there
was a period in the history of lEthelred II to which it could very
fittingly apply, namely, in or about A.D. 991.2 This date, therefore,
I would submit, in the absence of a suggestion from Mr. Hill, was the
time of secretion of the hoard.

In my opening remarks I showed that Hildebrand's last type of
Eadgar, that is the first type in the Chester hoard, synchronized with
the change of coinage recorded under annal 975 in the English
chronicles commencing with that of Roger of Wendover, so that the
Chester firid ranged from A.D. 975 to about A.D. 991.

The evidence in the Chester hoard of the sequence of the types
is weak owing to the abs ence of 'specimens of Edward the Martyr's
second, or Hand-of-Providence, type, also through being represented
by so few as eleven coins of iEthelred Il 's Hand-of-Providence issue,
type I in th e Table which, except for the single mule-type coin of
the crux; issu e, is the last t ype represented in the hoard, and in the
paucity of small-cross coins of lEthelred Il, quite apar t from their
peculiarities. One would. almost im agine that the original owner of
the coins had som e obj ection to keeping by him the two t ypes, one
of Edward the Martyr, and the other of .lEthelred II, bearing the
Hand-of-Providence which he ought to have possessed in fair plenty.

The mule-type coin in the Chest er hoard is one of those, common
to all periods, but sp ecially marked in this, in which the obverse
and reverse types were not issued consecutively. This is less
remarkable at the period of the issue of the mule-coin in question,
which was a time of particular stress brought about by the imposition
of the first great tribute to the Danes. On the emergency a usable
reverse die of the small-cross issue, possibly of Edward the Martyr
or Eadgar, was rebrought into service, just as dies of the following,
or H and-of-Providence, type were similarly re-used. But the infre
quent and probably irregular use of these old odd dies must not be

1 Briti sh Numismatic Journal, vol. xi, p. 33.
2 The Numismatic Chronicle, 1910, p. 281.

E
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confused with Hildebrand's suggestion .that coins of the normal
small-cross type were st ruck as a form of tribute money concurrently
with the other types throughout the whole reign.

It will be seen that the numbers of coins of each t ype recorded
in hoards in the late Saxon period produce as much negative as positive
info rmation, and though I do not condemn ent irely the use of finds
as crite ria for dete rmining the run of the t ypes, the evidence must
be used with the utmost cau tion and can only be genera l in characte r.
The finds do, however, help considerably to clear isolated points of
doubt. For example, in showing that there were two small-cross
issues of Edward the Confessor, one early and one late. This is
proved by a survey of the finds as a whole, for whereas those of
Scandinavia cease to represent English t ypes to any extent from the
middle of the Confessor 's reign , the English hoards of that reign
are mainly of Edward's last types. The first small-cross issue is
plentifully represented in the Scandinavian hoards, and the second
is as plentifully found in the English hoards, with few of the first
issue, thus proving that one t ype occurred before, and the other
after the middle of the reign. Mr. H ead's shrewd deduction on
this point in connection with the Chancton hoard is, therefore, justified
by all the finds. Other deductions of a reliable character I have
indicated in the course of this paper; and where warranted, I have
adverted to clear evidence obtainable from finds in my paper on
the coins of H arold 1.1 Further deductions can usefully be made,
apart from this general survey, when I come to consider the types
of the coins of the other Kings of the period.

But before leaving the subj ect, some general conclusions derivable
from a survey of the hoards of the time as a whole will be useful.
There is little doubt that, in spite of the troubles of the time, Britain,
commencing with the peaceful reign of Eadgar, was becoming vastly
more wealthy, and this caused an ever-increasing need of coins as
media of exchange in exte rnal commerce. Internal payments were
also increasingly carried out in coined money. Over and abo ve

1 British Nu mismatic Journal. val. xv.
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these needs there were the superimposed tributes to the Danes which,
commencing in A.D. 991, did not cease until A.D. IOI8 , and even
after this latter date were practically continued as an intemaltax,
at least down to A .D. 1 050. Many thousands of pounds of silve r
were l evied on the country by the Danes and much of this was made
up in coined money. The number of coins represented by the total
amount issued on the score of tributes alone must have run into
many millions , and although most of this money was ultimately
called in and melted down, the time was fruitful for secret ion and
temporaryIoss of a considerable amount of it. The hoards which
have been unearthed in the Scandinavian countries afford ample
proof of this, for it is estimated that at least IOO,OOO Anglo-Saxon
pennies of the late period have so far been found in Sweden , 20,000

in Denmark and IO ,OOO in Norway. Finds have also occurred
in Finland on the Russian side of the Baltic Sea, and in North
Germany. The outstanding feature about these hoards is that as a
general rule the numbers of coins of the types, where recorded, are

, proportionately much the same , and I have no hesitation whate ver
in saying that-the variety of the t ypes in rela tion to each other will
always remain , more or less, in the same proportion. Thus it is clear
that the output of coins of Canute's last two t ypes, and of all the
issues of H arold I and Harthacnut, was comparatively small, and ,
I think it is certain t hat the finds of the future will not disclose
coins of those typ es in numbers so disproportionately large as ever
to render them as plent iful as the ot her issues of the period.
Undoubtedly the common issu es of the time are lEthelred's types 4
and 5, and Canute's types I and 2 on the list , all four of which follow
one another. Next come lEthelred's types 2 and 3 and Canute's
t ype 3. These seven issues cover the whole of the main tribut e
period, and the finds thus corroborate and add point to the historical
record.

A further general fact of inte res t is that the intercourse bet ween
Britain and the northern lands was not merely confined to warring
factions, but there was also an ex tensive trading connectio n. In
fact the vikings, when it suited them, became merely armed traders.

E 2
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It is clear from the coinages of these northern lands that, however
unsuccessful were the milit ary elements of this country ultimately,
thepeaceful influences of the merchant class h ad a powerful effect
over th e nations of the North. These influ ences are reflect ed in
the coinage to perhaps a greater degree than in other activities of
life. Until the late Saxon period, Scandinavi a had no metallic
medium of exchange, and when the people there were advanced
enough to adopt one, they no t only followed Britain's monetary
system, but also Britain's artistic lead ; for the native coins of
Scandinavia to about the period A .D. 1050-60 were based on Anglo
Saxon models of style and workmanship. Again, ' the sources ot
history of Scandinavia of this time are none too plentiful, and are
mingled with myth and legend, so that it is sometimes a difficult
matter to sift the true from the false; and it is still more difficult
to reduce the exaggerated record of an event to its proper proportions.
The coins therefore, as contemporary and unimpeachable monuments,
must play an important part in the history of such a t ime,' and this
role is rendered the more valuable by preservation and judicious
use of details relating to their provenance.

In illustration I will advert to one charact eristic attaching to
these finds of lat e Anglo-Saxon and other coins. It is, that of the
huge number of pieces discovered in Scandinavia, not merely
Anglo-Saxon but of other countries, the m ajor part has been found
in the comparatively small area of the Island of Gothland off the
Swedish coast in the Baltic Sea. This place must therefore at
one time have been the centre of the trade of the North, and it
was, without doubt, the emporium for goods of a world-wide char
acter. Here then the trader of the far south-east met the merchant
of the ext reme known west, whilst Anglo-Saxon, French and German
goods were brought to the island with Russian, Slavic and Arabic
articles of commerce.

1 For numismatic evidence that Canute becam e overlord of Sweden, see my
article on the coins of Sigtuna inscribed with the name of Cnut. British Numismatic
J ournal, vol. xi, pp . 7 to 17.
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All the coins illustrated are in the writer's collection except
figures 3 , 10, 17, 21 and 23. Figure 3 is in the British Museum,
and the remaining four are in the cabinet of Mr. R. Cyril Lockett,
F.S.A.

NOTE ON THE FOLLOvVING TABLE OF FINDS.

For the sake of uniformity and read y reference, one standard
work dealing with the types has been quoted. It is Hildebrand's
Catalogue of Anglo-Saxon coins in the Royal Cabinet at Stockholm .
The revised order of the typ es shown in the second column is,
however , that to which later investigation has brought me.

The given sequence for Eadgar and Edward the Martyr can be
regarded as axiomatic.

The disposition of the types of lEthelred II is as suggested by
me in the Numismatic Chronicle of 1910 , modified by the introduction
of a small, or perhaps an interim, issue of small-cross coins at the
opening of the reign , and now called type l a. Hild~brand G 0'£
ffi: thelred II is, in my view, a commemorative issue, and not a
substantive t ype.

The types of Cnut have still to be dealt with in the light of
more complete data than Hildebrand possessed, and the sequence
here given represents my own opinion at the moment. Hildebrand's
types A and B of Cnut are not regarded by me as subs tantive issues,
and types C and D are considered to have been struc k in Cnut's
continental dominions. Hence the omission of the two latter from
the Table.

The number and order of the Anglo-Saxon typ es of Harold I
and H arthacnut are as described by me in the British Numismatic
J ournal, volumes xv and x respectively.

The arrangement of the types of Edward the Confessor is that
of Major P. W . P. Carlyon-Britton, F .S.A., published in the
Numismatic Chronicle for 1905.
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H OARDS OF LATE ANGLO-SAXON COINS.

Type. -

Reign. Yholm,1 Leissow,2 I pswich,' Ch anc- City,» Sedles-
See Hilde- Pl ate 1853. - 1863. ton.! 1872 . combe,"

previ ou s brand . Nos. 1865 . 1876.
N ote.

E ad gar .. L ast C2 1 3 5 - - I - -

I
- ----

E adward II 1 A

I
2 - - - - - -

2 B 3 - - - - - -

.lEthelred II l a A 4 1 - - , - - -
1 B 5 18 6 500 7 - - -
2 C 6 15::1 82 - - - -

1 mule 4 mules
A-C A-C

3 E 7 - 2 - - - -
4 D 8 53 16 - - 1 -
5 A 9 - - - - 8 -

- G ID - - - - - -

Cnut .. - A II - - - - - -
- B 12 - - - - - -

I E 13 - - - - - -
2 G 14 - - - - 1 -
3 H 15 - - - - 26 -
4 I 16 - - - - 3 -
5 K 17 - - - - - -

Harold I .. 1 A 18 - - - - - -
2 B 19 - - - - 2 -

1 H auberg, p . 165, and No rd man, p . 27.
2 N ordman, p. 27 .
3 Numismatic Chronicle, 1864.
4 Numismatic Chronicle , 1887.
S Numismatic Chronicle, N.S. XVI ; and 1885.
• N umismatic Chronic le, 1879.
7 Approximate nu mb er.
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HOARDS OF L ATE A NGLO-SAXON COINs-continued.
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Type.

R eign. Yholm,l Leissow,? Ipswich ," Chanc- City, " Sedles-
See Hilde- P lat e 1853. - . 1863. ton.s 1872 . combe.s

p revi ous brand, Nos. 1865. 1876.
Note. ,

H arthacnut l A A 20 - - - - - -

lE Aa , 2 1 - - - - - -

2B

I
B

I
22 - - - - 1 -

I

E adward III 1 Cd 23 - - - - - -
2 A 24 - - - 4 10 -
3 C 25 - - - 1 60 -
4 B 26 - - - - 73 -
5 D 27 - - - - 37 -
6 E 28 - - - 137 598 -
7 F 29 - - - 430' 305 50'
8 H 30 - - - 303 123 367

9 G 3 1 - - - 578 766 1,300'
10 Ac 32 - - - 138 619 112"
11 I 33 - - - 54 4 1 -

H arold Il .. 1 A 34 - - - 58 6 -

1 Hauberg, p . 165 , a nd Nordrnan, p . 27.
2 Nordrnan, p. 27. .
3 Numismatic Chroni cle, 1864.
4 Numi smatic Chronicle, 1867 . -
S Numismatic Chronicle, N.S., XVI ; and 1885.
G N um ismatic Chronicle, 1879.
, Approximate numb er.
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HOARDS OF L ATE ANGLO-SAXON COINs- continued.

Typ e.

N"b,,> IRyfylke-R eign. Sand,! I sle- Stora Ches-
See Hilde- P la te 1881. wo rth ; 1891. 1907. Sojde- ter,"

previo us brand. Nos. 1886. by, " 1914.
Note. 1910.

E adgar . . Last C2 1 - - - - 1 24

E adward Il 1 A 2 - - - - - 52

2 B 3 - - - - - -

lEthe lred Il l a A 4 - - - - - 32
1 B 5 - 5 2 - - 17 11
2 C 6 11 23 9 1 52 1 mu le

C~A

3 E 7 1 - 16 1 6 1 -
4 D 8 14 - 3 1 2 161 -
5 A 9 1 m ule - 26 2 113 -

D-A
- G 10 - - 1 - - -

Cnut . , - A 11 - - I mule - - -
A-B

- B 12 - - 1 - - -
1 E 13 - - 60 5 119 -
2 G 14 - _ . 99 12 101 -
3 H 15 - - - 8 55 -
4 I 16 - - - 5 7 -
5 K 17 - - - - - - -

Harold I .. 1 A 18 - - - - 6 7

I

-
2 B 19 - - - 5 9 -

1 Nordrnan, p . zt ,
• Numismatic Chroni cle, 1886.
3 Bergen's Muse um Aarsberetning, 189 1
• Numismatic Circular , 1913.
5 Article by Bror Schnittger, 1915.
• Numismatic Chronicl e, 1920.
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HOARDS OF L AT E ANGLO-SAXON COINs-continued.
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Type.

Reign. Sand,' Is le- Nesbll," Ryfylke' Stora Ches-
See Hilde- P late 1881. worth,s 1891. 1907. Soj de- t er ,?

previous brand. Nos.

I
1886 . by, " 1914.

Note. 1910 .

Harthacnut lA A 20 - - - - - -

I IB Aa 2 1

I
- -

I
- 1

I
- -

2B

I
B 22 - - - 2 - -

Eadward III I 1 Cd 23 - - - - - -
2 A 24 - - - IS 13 -
3 C 25 - - - 15 11 -
4 B 26 - - - 6 1 -
5 D 27 - - - 4 5 -
6 E 28 - - - 31 5 -
7 F 29 - - - -- I -
8 H 30 - - - - - -
9 G 3 1 .._- - - - - -

10 Ac 32 - - - - - -
11 I 33 - - - - - -

H arold II .. 1

I
A 34 - - - - - - -

I
1 Nordman, p . 27.
2 N umism atic Chronicle, 1886.
3 Bergen 's Museum, Aarsberetning , 1891.
4 N um ismatic Circular , 1913.
5 Article by Bror Schnittger, 1915.
6 N umismatic Chronicle, 1920.
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