
T H E D O V E R H O A R D 

THE F I R S T E N G L I S H H O A R D W I T H GROATS OF E D W A R D I 
By R . H . M . D O L L E Y 

IN June 1955 some workmen were engaged in laying a new gas-main 
in Market Street, Dover, a narrow lane which led out of Market Square 
in the oldest part of the town.1 For the account of the circumstances 
of the find that follows, the writer is indebted to Mr. F. L. Warner, the 
Curator of the Dover Corporation Museum. It appears that the men 
were cutting a trench in which to lay pipes at a point some fifty yards 
from the Square, and were widening their original excavation when 
the pick of one of them dislodged a lead casket which fell to the bottom 
of the trench. A few of the coins rolled out—which may suggest that 
the end was loose when concealed—and the foreman gathered them up 
and immediately took them to the museum which is some quarter of 
a mile from the scene. The Curator recognized their importance, and 
asked the foreman to return at once and to secure both the casket and 
its contents. In the interval the men had ceased work, and in due 
course the container and the coins were brought to the Curator. Later 
in the day he visited the site, and was able to identify the exact spot 
where the casket had been concealed, its imprint being still clearly 
discernible in the side of the trench. The depth beneath the modern 
surface was little more than a foot. Subsequently a careful examina-
tion was made of the whole area, but, despite the extensive excavations 
necessary for the conversion of the lane into a modern thoroughfare, 
no further finds were made of archaeological significance. The footings 
of an ancient flint and brick wall were exposed some six feet from the 
actual find-spot, but no obvious relationship between the two could be 
established. 

In view of the controversial composition of the hoard, it is a matter 
for congratulation that the hoard was reported with such commendable 
promptitude. There is not the least reason to suspect that any of the 
coins from the hoard were abstracted or overlooked, and it must be 
accepted that the numismatist is confronted with what is as near to 
a sealed deposit as is ever likely to occur outside a closely supervised 
archaeological excavation. It is satisfactory to note that the exem-
plary conduct of the workmen was the subject of commendation at 
the inquest, and they of course received the customary reward of the 
full market value of the coins retained by museums. At the inquest, 
too, Mr. Warner, who gave expert evidence, was commended for his 
excellent work in cleaning and sorting the 686 coins. Unfortunately 
none of the coins were left uncleaned, and consequently the charac-
teristic patina of the hoard cannot now be established. 

Mr. Peter Lasko of the British Museum's Department of British and 
1 For a preliminary account of the hoard see R. H. M. Dolley, "The 1955 Dover Treasure 

Trove", Archaeologia Cantiana, 1955, pp. 62-68. 
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Medieval Antiquities has kindly written a full description of the lead 
casket, and this forms an Appendix to the present paper. Here one 
need only remark that the size and shape, not to mention the sheer 
weight, of the container militate against its having been normally 
portable. Its very nature suggests an early form of " m o n e y - b o x a n d 
it is important to bear in mind the fact that, once introduced through 
the slot, coins could not have been extracted except by breaking open 
the container. It should be remarked, too, that the "money-box" was 
patently not intended for the reception of groats, and that the largest 
among them, the English issues, might seem to have been inserted 
only by buckling the wall of the container so that one of the seams 
gaped for a short distance at each end of the slot. Alternatively, and 
more probably, they may have been introduced by wrenching out one 
of the ends, and, as we have seen, the fact that some of the coins 
spilled out when the container fell to the bottom of the trench con-
firms the view that it had been forced and tapped back before conceal-
ment. However this may be, there seems little doubt but that the 
hoard represents an accumulation of money hoarded up over a number 
of years, and that it cannot be taken as a sample of the currency in 
circulation at a given date. In this connexion it should be observed 
that the oldest coins generally were no more worn than the latest, 
and that the condition of the hoard as a whole was remarkably fine. 

A preliminary break-down of the hoard gives the following result: 

Groats, gros, grossi, <~c. i gros Pence Halfpence Farthings 

England 2 56 3 
Ireland 224 2 
Scotland 344 
France 36 13 
Brabant 1 
Hainault 2 
Holland 1 
Brescia 1 

41 13 626 2 3 

The hoard contained 685 silver coins of the late thirteenth century, 
all but 59 of them sterlings, and a copper disk of penny size, apparently 
smooth but perhaps a washed forgery. The quite unusual composition 
of the find begins to emerge when the coins are classified under the 
following heads: 

English 61 Scots 344 
Irish 226 Continental 54 

In other words, less than 9 per cent, of a major English hoard consists 
of English coins. Inasmuch as Dover was the obvious port of entry 
from the Continent, this might not have been so surprising were it not 
for the fact that an even smaller proportion of the coins, just over 
8 per cent, to be precise, proves to be Continental. Almost exactly 
half of the coins in the hoard are-Scottish sterlings, all of Alexander 
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Ill 's last issue, and just under one-third are their Irish counterparts. 
In other words, the first impression one has of the hoard is that it 
ought to have been discovered not in Kent but in the Western Low-
lands of Scotland, though in fact its composition would be only less 
incongruous in a Scots context. 

It is quite exceptional for an English hoard of the period ±1300 to 
contain multiples of the sterling, and unusual for there to be present 
even the fractions. For the English numismatist the primary impor-
tance of the Dover hoard will always be the fact that it was the first 
English hoard to be published which included specimens of the groat 
of Edward I. The writer is especially grateful to Mr. J. D. A. Thomp-
son for the information that hitherto the only recorded hoard prove-
nance for the denomination and reign in the whole of the British Isles 
has been an ill described nineteenth-century Irish find. There is a very 
real danger, however, that the presence of the two English groats, 
remarkable as undoubtedly it is, will overshadow all other considera-
tions, and in particular the very thorny problem of the date of the 
deposit of the hoard. As Mr. Derek Allen wrote eight years ago, "we 
obtain a limited and indeed distorted picture if we study English coins 
in complete detachment from their European context", and in the 
case of the Dover hoard the interdependence of English and European 
numismatics is underlined in the most dramatic manner possible. For 
what it is worth, the clear and unmistakable purport of the Kentish 
find is that there would appear to be a discrepancy of almost exactly 
ten years between the chronologies of the English and French national 
series respectively. 

It is most convenient perhaps to consider the individual elements 
of the hoard in isolation before proceeding to a consideration of the 
whole, and it is perhaps most profitable to begin with the English 
element where a particularly close dating of the different issues has 
been established on the basis of official records. The oldest coin here 
is beyond doubt a London penny of the Long Cross issue with the 
name of Henry III but struck by Edward I. It belongs to Lawrence 
Class VII, and cannot well be dated outside a bracket of 1275-8. The 
position as regards the remaining sixty coins which come within 
the justly famous Fox classification is set out in the following table: 

Groats Pence Farthings Total Date 

Fox I 4 4 1279 
II 10 1 11 1280 
III 2 18 1 21 1280/1 
IV 9 9 1282/3 
V 12 12 12S4-
VI 1 1 ±1290? 
VII -1294 
VIII 1 i 2 1294-
IX 1300-2 
X 1302-5 

2 55 3 60 
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The first point to be considered is the total absence of Fox Classes IX 
and X. In hoards deposited in the reign of Edward II, for example 
Boyton and Bootham, coins of these classes are relatively common. 
In the case of Bootham, which was by no means exceptional, there 
were 380 pence of Fox Classes I - I V , 16 of Classes V - V I I I , 44 of Class 
IX, and 187 of Class X. Consequently in the case of Dover we cannot 
brush aside the absence of Edward I's last two types as coincidental 
or due to the accident of discovery. It must be accepted that the 
hoard was concealed before the currency of Class IX, and here the 
documentary evidence for the terminus ante quern seems irrefragable. 
Only coins of Class I X are known from the mints of Exeter and 
Kingston-upon-Hull, and we still possess Master John Porcher's dated 
instructions to set up mints at those two places as well as to reopen 
the mints at Bristol, Chester, and Newcastle. Class I X coins of these 
last three mints are likewise known, and it is difficult to see how the 
Fox chronology at this point could ever be disputed. There is, then, 
every reason for us to accept March 1300 as an absolute terminus ante 
quern for the English coins in the Dover hoard. 

A terminus post quern is not so easy to establish. While not perhaps 
conclusive, the Fox evidence for the introduction of Class V I I I in 1294 
has much to commend it. The suggestion of other finds is that Class 
VIII was relatively more common than Class VII which is, as it 
happens, totally lacking in the Dover hoard. On the whole, therefore, 
one is a little reluctant to date the deposit of the English coins too near 
the end of the period 1294-1300, and the presence of only one penny 
and one farthing seems most consistent with a dating c. 1295. To 
some extent, too, we may justifiably appeal to the complete absence 
of English coins of the mint of Berwick-on-Tweed which opened in 
1296. Although every other coin in the hoard proves to be Scottish, 
there is not a single English piece of the Berwick mint, though, as 
Mr. Stewart following Mr. Blunt remarks, pennies of Type I, con-
vincingly dated to 1296/7, are "not rare". While absolute certainty 
is at this stage impossible, the balance of the evidence is surely that 
the English coins in the Dover find were put together over a number 
of years, and that the final addition was made not later than 1296. 

In the case of the Irish coins, which outnumber the English coins 
by more than three to one, we are hampered by an almost complete 
lack of documentary evidence for the critical decade 1290-1300. There 
is, too, no standard classification, though that evolved by Mr. Allen 
on the basis of the comparatively few Irish coins in the Boyton hoard 
has worn extremely well indeed. It is only with the very greatest 
diffidence that the present writer has ventured to suggest a modifica-
tion, and he would stress that in many respects it reproduces the 
essentials of the pioneer work of his predecessor. In favour of the new 
arrangement it may perhaps be claimed that the essential criteria of 
the three groupings are entirely positive, and that the number of mules 
is not excessive. Lest, however, it should be suggested that the writer's 
modified classification reflects, albeit unconsciously, his very strong 
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views on the date of the hoard as a whole, the Irish coins are here first 
set out according to the principles first enunciated by Mr. Allen, mules, 
of course, being included for the sake of clarity under the class of the 

Dublin Water ford Cork Total 

"Henry I I I " 
E D W A R D 

Class A 
Class B 
Class C 
Class D 
Class E 
Class F 
Class G 
Class H 

Irregular 

1 

6 
1 9 
5 8 
1 1 * 
35 

1 1 

5 
80* 

1 

6 
2 4 

138 
1 1 
35 

1 1 

1 4 1 85 2 2 6 

* Includes one halfpenny. 

later die. The oldest coin in the hoard is undoubtedly that with the 
name of Henry III, though we might perhaps just throw out in 
passing the suggestion that it is in fact posthumous and an early issue 
of Edward I. The problem is, however, irrelevant to the real issue at 
stake, the question of the date of the latest Irish coins in the Dover 
hoard, and almost as academic is the problem of the absence of Allen 
Class A. Here the available hoard evidence is far from being decisive, 
but perhaps we might consider the possibility that Class A, known at 
Boyton from a single coin, was broadly contemporaneous with Class H. 

Two factors emerge very clearly from the above table, the complete 
absence of coins of the Cork Mint, and the complete absence of coins 
of Allen Classes G and H. There can be little doubt but that the Cork 
Mint, known only from coins of Allen Class H, was opened for the great 
recoinage of 1300. Consequently the fact that there are no Cork coins 
and no coins of Class H argues potently that no Irish coin in the Dover 
hoard is as late as the first year of the fourteenth century. The absence 
of Allen Class G is no less suggestive. Few will dispute Mr. Allen's 
recognition of the fact that this class was contemporaneous with Fox 
Class VII in England, though one is constrained to remark that the 
date 1297 given for the introduction of the latter is a slip or a printer's 
error. Not only is the case made out by the Fox brothers for 1294 
exceptionally strong, but the 1294 dating has since been endorsed by 
Whitton. Consequently there is little room for doubt but that 1295 
is an absolute terminus ante quern for the Irish element in the Dover 
hoard. There is a strong probability, too, that this date should be put 
back by as much as a decade. As Mr. Allen himself observed, the 
prolixity of his Classes D, E, and F is a strong argument that they 
were issued contemporaneously with Fox Class IV in England, though 
the present writer would suggest the possibility that the two series are 
not perhaps quite so integrated as to rule out a lag of a year or so 
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at Dublin. However this may be, the probable terminus ante quern for 
the Irish coins in the Dover hoard could well be c. 1285. 

Before proceeding to the consideration of the Scottish and conti-
nental coins, it may be convenient to set out the Irish coins in 
accordance with the new classification proposed in the present 
paper. The criteria for each Group represented in the hoard are 
given in the detailed catalogue of the hoard that concludes this study. 

Dublin Waterford Total 

"Henry I I I " ( -1279) 1 1 
E D W A R D 

Group I (1280 ?) 6 6 
Group 11 (12S1-3 ?) 7 5 * 85* 160 
Group III (1284- ) 31 31 
Mules U/Ul and 111/11 17 17 
Group IV (1294- ) 
Group V (1300- ) 
Irregular 11 1 1 

1 J 1 85 226 

* Includes one halfpenny. 

As we have seen, the 344 Scottish coins in the hoard form almost 
exactly half of the total. All belong to one issue, Alexander Ill's 
second or Long Single Cross coinage which began in 1280 and which 
may have continued for a short time after his death in 1286 though 
positive evidence for this is lacking. Thus, while the presumptive 
terminus ante quem is 1286, there is a possibility that it should be 
placed as late as ±1290. It can scarcely be later. Coins of Baliol are 
certainly uncommon, but they are not so rare that a handful would 
not have occurred among several hundred Scottish pence deposited 
after c. 1295. Bootham and Boyton suggest that the normal propor-
tion was in the neighbourhood of 5 per cent., and consequently we 
might have looked for a dozen or more in the Dover hoard had it in 
fact contained a Scottish element deposited as late as 1300. The total 
absence of Baliol, too, takes on even greater significance when con-
sidered in conjunction with the parallel absence of English pence of 
Berwick already noticed. 

Of the continental coins, the grosso of Brescia belongs to an issue 
which Italian numismatists have not sought to date more narrowly 
than between c. 1254 a n d c. 1337. If the Dover hoard achieves nothing 
else for continental numismatics, it will at least have halved that 
bracket, and the present writer wonders whether in fact the decade 
1285-95 is not very strongly indicated. The two sterlings of Hainault 
have been dated very convincingly to the quinquennium 1280-5, and 
the absence of other "lusshebournes" again argues for the "sterling" 
element being comparatively early. Of the two Low Countries groats, 
that from Brabant has been placed after 1294, but Mile. Lallemand 
has reminded us of the neglected Diest hoard which argued very 
strongly for a date before 1285. The Holland groat cannot be later 
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than 1296, and may well be earlier. Consequently it can be said of the 
continental coins, the French excepted, that they are consistent with 
the dating of the hoard ±1295 which is suggested by the English 
coins. That the Irish and Scottish coins appear a little earlier in date 
is surprising but not inexplicable. As we shall see, it is possible, indeed 
probable, that they were arriving in England by way of the continent. 

It is when we turn to the French coins that inconsistencies occur. 
If we set them out in accordance with the now traditional classification 
most recently enunciated by M. Lafaurie in his classic handbook, the 
result is as follows: 

Gros Tournois 
Lafaurie 198 (1266-70) 4 
Lafaurie 204 (1270-85) 1 
Lafaurie 217 (1285, 1302, 1305) 19 
Lafaurie 218 (1290) 12 

Mailles Tierces 
Lafaurie 223 (1306) 13 

Most striking is the fact that the mailles tierces should seem ten years 
later in date than the English coins in the hoard, and if we examine the 
Philip IV groats which could be as late it must be confessed that there 
is no obvious reason for giving them to the issues of 1302 or 1305. 
Thus, the mailles tierces are, in effect, incompatible with the balance 
of the French element, and the suggestion of this hoard report is that 
it is the comparatively common maille tierce a I'O rond and not the 
rare maille tierce a I'O long which happens to be mentioned in the 
Temple accounts of July 1295. Lafaurie himself has remarked on 
the early affinities of the lettering, and the suggestion that this was a 
deliberate archaism designed to restore public confidence seems a little 
too ingenious. This is not to say that there are not other mailles tierces 
a I'O rond to be associated with an issue of 1305. 

That the French coins in the Dover hoard are not substantially later 
than 1295, the date suggested by the remaining 636 coins in the find, 
might also be inferred from the absence of the not uncommon gros a 
I'O long et a la fleur, convincingly dated to 1298, though it is not 
suggested that this argument is in any way conclusive. It is difficult, 
however, to explain the complete absence of the maille demie of 1296 
except upon the supposition that the French element of the find was 
put together before that date. One feels, too, that the Dover hoard 
will provide substantial ammunition for those who have long sus-
pected that many if not all of the gros a I'O rond in fact belong to 
Philip III. As Lafaurie himself has remarked, assays of surviving 
specimens of the gros a I'O long are far from explaining contemporary 
prejudice against the second issue, and a medievalist would suggest 
that this dislike was quite irrational and stemmed from association of 
the latter with a king known to have debased the currency in other 
directions. In this case one might validly conclude that the round " O " 
rather than the extremely rare " Philipus " spelling was, as early as the 
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reign of Philip IV, the popular criterion of the silver coinage of Philip 
III. It is rumoured, incidentally, that there are finds from Scandinavia 
and the Levant that would favour this readjustment of the traditional 
French chronology, and it is to be hoped that this prompt publication 
of a large and controversial English hoard will inspire others to make 
known the contents of finds in their charge. It was, after all, a small 
hoard from Gotland that proved to be the first find firmly to link the 
English Short Cross and Long Cross issues. 

A hoard publication is not perhaps the place to discuss subtleties 
and few English numismatists would claim to be competent to attempt 
this in respect of the French series. However, it does seem worth 
remarking that there are certain epigraphical affinities between some 
French groats and their English counterparts. Particularly striking 
is the use of an " N " with a pellet on the bar (N). One would like to 
know more of the journeyings of various " masters " of this period, and 
more in particular of the ramifications of the Tournemire family. For 
what it is worth, the opinion of the writer is that much remains to be 
done in this direction. It is not only a question of the ferreting out 
of documentary evidence, the province of the historian, but also of 
the recording in minute detail of stops and letter-forms. We must not 
forget that even as late as the thirteenth century there was a funda-
mental unity in western Europe, and it would not have been thought 
remarkable for brothers to have served different princes. 

To sum up. The English, Scots, and Irish coins in the hoard argue 
strongly for a date of deposit c. 1295, the Scots and Irish elements 
perhaps having been accrued as much as a decade earlier. The four 
coins from the Low Countries are by no means inconsistent with that 
dating, and the solitary coin from Italy is dated by the hoard rather 
than supplying valid dating evidence. Superficially the French coins 
seem to demand a date of deposit as late as 1306, but in fact they are 
perfectly consistent with the dating (c. 1295) arrived at on the basis 
of the English coins. Speculation on the circumstances of the forma-
tion of the hoard is dangerous if not profitless as well. The question of 
the currency of Irish and Scots sterlings apart, the small proportion 
of English coins, approximately 8J per cent, of the face value of the 
whole hoard, does suggest, however, that it may be linked in some 
way with the systematic attempts that were being made during the 
last decade of the thirteenth century to prevent the importation into 
England of foreign coin. A t Dover these measures culminated in the 
setting up in 1299 of a "control-barrier", and foreign merchants were 
politely but firmly relieved of their "lusshebournes". On the other 
hand, the admixture of English coin is against the theory that the 
hoard could represent a portion of the proceeds of these restrictions. 
However this may be, the occasion of the deposit of the hoard must 
surely have been the French attack on Dover on 2 August 1295, when 
the town was sacked and largely burnt to the ground. To quote the 
almost contemporary account of the Continuator of the monk Gervase 
of Canterbury: 
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Secundo die Augusti venerunt ante Dovoriam innumerabilis populus Francorum 
cum quingentis navibus et triginta galeis. De quibus decern milia applicuerunt, et 
prioratum Dovorensem omnibus bonis inibi inventis spoliaverunt, et unum monachum 
occiderunt. Deinde majorem partem villae combusserunt, et multa bona inde 
asportarunt; et duas mulieres secum abduxerunt.1 

If one is perhaps a little doubtful whether the last clause should be 
taken as a compliment to the discipline of the raiders or as a sorry 
reflection on the attractions of the Kentish ladies, the general purport 
of the passage is abundantly clear. A large French fleet suddenly 
appeared off Dover—the English fleet had already been mobilized for 
service lower down the Channel—and ten thousand men landed and 
took the town, but not of course the Castle. The Priory was sacked, 
and the town pillaged and set ablaze. The raiders then withdrew, 
the success of their attack being due in no small part to the absence 
of many of the men of Dover with the English fleet. 

It is the suggestion of this paper that the Dover hoard was very 
probably concealed as the French fleet stood into the Downs. As we 
have seen, there are indications that the container was hastily adapted 
to take coins too large for the original aperture. Moreover the depth 
at which it was concealed suggests haste, and had it been hidden 
beneath a floor one might have expected there to have been traces of 
the conflagration in the levels immediately above the stratum in which 
it was found. One suspects that it was buried in a shallow excavation 
in a garden or court, and that the owner either perished or was unable 
to rediscover the spot on account of the destruction of the surround-
ing buildings which had fixed the place. Of course, it is possible that 
the hoard had in fact been concealed some weeks earlier, possibly by 
a sailor who later died on active service, but the evidence of the coins 
points so closely to 1295 that it is difficult to discount the indications 
of haste that are so consistent with the French attack in the August 
of that very year. This being so, the 1955 Dover treasure trove would 
seem to share with the Chanctonbury and Seddlescombe hoards the 
distinction, very rare among medieval hoards, of being able to be dated 
almost to the day. It is therefore all the more fortunate that it should 
contain individual coins of such significance both for the French 
and for the English numismatist. 

C A T A L O G U E O F T H E H O A R D 

Of the 685 coins in the hoard, 82, have been acquired by the British 
Museum. In addition 3 Scottish pence were acquired by the National 
Museum of Antiquities of Scotland. The remaining 600 coins with the 
lead casket and copper disk have been purchased by the Dover Cor-
poration Museum. With the exception of all but one of the 18 Irish 
pieces, the coins illustrated are those now in the British Museum. For 
the identification of the Scottish pence Mr. Ian Stewart kindly made 
himself entirely responsible, and the writer must also express his 

1 Gerv. Cant., Gesta Regum, ed. W. Stubbs, 1880, vol. ii, p. 313. 
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indebtedness to Mr. F. Elmore Jones for assistance with the identifica-
tion of the English coins, and to more than one continental colleague 
with whom he has talked over different aspects of the hoard. 

Fox, Class III 
1. 89-6 Obv. 5 

Rev. 

2. •1 Obv. 6 

Rev. 

ENGLAND 

LONDON 

Groats 

* e D W B R D V S : D ' I : 6 R 7 ^ : R e X : 7 T n 6 I i • 
In tressures Beside bust Beneath bust ^ 
:DIFS|MBIV |eDVX|KQ.VT 
i i o n | D o n | i K C | i v i 

(Note unbarred N in DNS) 

In tressures o Beside bust @ Beneath bust @ 
DN-,S|MBn|6DVX|HQ.VT-'l 
n o n i D o n i i K c i i v i 

(Pl. VIII, 1) 

(Pl. VIII, 2) 

Normal legend (M) 

Pence 
Lawrence, Class VII 

3. 23-2 ///////RICVSR6X III 

Fox, Class I c 
4. 23-4 Normal legend 
5- 227 ,, „ (diff. die) 
6. 22-5 „ „ but W:R, liJ-T) 

and 
Fox, Class I d 

7. 22-4 Normal legend—Us reversely barred Normal legend-
Fox, Class II 

8. 23-0 Normal legend (M) 
9. 22-8 ,, ,, (diff. die) 

10. 227 
1 1 . 22-6 
12. 22-6 
1 3 - 2 2 - 3 

14. 22-1 
15- 21-6 

Fox Class III b 
16. 22-6 Normal legend (slight chip on edge) 

Fox Class III c 
17. 22-6 Normal legend (S) 
18. 22-3 ,, ,, (diff. die) 
19. 22-0 

Fox Class III g 
20. 22-1 Normal legend (S round-waisted) 
21. 21-5 ,, ,, (diff. die) 

Fox, Class IV a 
22. 22-6 Normal legend (chipped flan) 
23. 217 ,, ,, (diff. die) 

p i 7 G | | m p | | o m | | D r o 

Normal legend—Ms reversely barred 
„ (diff. die) 

~Ns reversely barred 

(diff. die) 

Normal legend 

Normal legend (S) 
(diff. die) 

Normal legend (S round-waisted) 
(diff. die) 

Normal legend 
(diff. die) 



Hoard with Groats of Edward I 

Normal legend 
Fox, Class IV b 

24. 22-4 Normal legend (flan too large for dies) 
25. 22-3 

Fox, Class IV e/c Mule (No pellet in reverse 
26. 22-2 Normal legend 

Fox, Class IV e 
27. 23-6 Normal legend 

Fox, Class V b 
28. 237 Normal legend 
29. 23-1 
30. 23-0 
31. 22-9 
32. 22-9 
33. 22-8 

Fox, Class VI b 
34. 22-2 Normal legend 

Fox, Class VIII 
35. 22-2 Normal legend 

(diff. die) 

legend) 

Normal legend 

Normal legend 

Normal legend 

Normal legend 

Normal legend 

Fox, Class II 
36. 4'8 Normal legend 

(Chipped and corroded) 
Fox, Class III 

37. 5-8 Normal legend 

Fox, Class VIII 
38. 5-1 Normal legend 

Farthings 

Normal legend 

Normal legend 

Normal legend 

157 

(diff. die) 

(diff. die)1 

(PI. VIII, 3) 

(PI. VIII, 4) 

BRISTOL 

Penny 
Fox, Class II 

39. 22-9 Normal legend—Ns reversely barred Normal legend 

CANTERBURY 

Pence 
Fox, Class III b 

40. 23'5 Normal legend (S) Normal legend (S) 

Fox, Class III g 
41. 227 Normal legend (S) Normal legend (S) 

(Rev. eccentrically struck) 

Fox, Class IV b 
42. 23-0 Normal legend Normal legend 

(Flan too large for dies.) 
43- 22-2 

1 Pierced from reverse with blunt spike—for suspension ? 
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Fox, Class IV d 

44. 22-8 Normal legend Normal legend 

Fox, Class V 
45. 23-0 Normal legend Normal legend 
46. 22-4 ,, ,, (diff. die) ,, ,, (diff. die) 
47- 22-4 
48. 22-2 ,, ,, ,, ,, 
49- 22*1 „ „ „ „ „ „ ,, ,, 
50. 22-0 

DURHAM 

Pence 

Normal legend 

Normal legend 

LINCOLN 

Pence 

Normal legend 
(diff. die) „ „ (diff. die) 

NEWCASTLE 

Pence 

Normal legend 
(diff. die) „ „ (diff. die) 

a >) >) >> 

YORK 

Pence 

Normal legend 
(diff. die) 

it » t> 

Normal legend 

I R E L A N D 

MINT OF DUBLIN 

Pence 
H E N R Y I I I 

62. Normal type, mullet to r.: DHV ION DIV HP (Pl. VIII, 5), 207. 

E D W A R D I 

Group I 
No initial mark, no stops in legend, wedge-tailed R, open C and G, 

Fox, Class II 
51. 22-9 Normal legend 

Fox, Class III 
52. 22-1 Normal legend 

Fox, Class III c 
53. 22-2 Normal legend 
54- 20-2 

Fox, Class III d 
55. 22*5 Normal legend 
56- 22-4 
57- 21-2 

R O Y A L MINT 

Fox, Class III d 
58. 22-8 Normal legend 
59. 22-3 ,, „ (diff. die) 
60. 22-0 
ARCHIEPISCOPAL MINT 

61. 22-6 Normal legend 
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no bar of contraction in D M S, pupils of eyes like " almonds'', very plain 
lettering, cf. (PI. VIII, 6). 

63-68. 22-5 (2), 22-3, 21-8, 21-5, 21*1. 
Group II 

As Group I but initial pellet, pellet stops throughout legend, bar of 
contraction in DNS, pupils of eyes "dots". 
Class A 
Lettering as Group I (cf. PL VIII, 7). 

69-88. 227 (2), 22-6, 22-5 (3), 22-4 (2), 22-2 (3), 22'I (2), 22'0 (3), 21-g, 2I"5, 
21-0, 20-0. 
Class B 
Lettering with serifs (cf. PL VIII, 8). On a very few coins the last 
and/or penultimate stop may be omitted (cf. PI. VIII, 9), and these 
coins may be considered transitional. 

89-142. 23-5, 23-4, 23-1 (2), 22-9, 22-8 (3), 227 (7), 22-6 (2), 22-5 (2), 22-4 (7), 
22"3, 22-2 (4), 22-1 (3), 22-0 (7), 2I"9 (4), 21*8, 217 (3), 21-6, 2I"5, 2I"4, 
21-2, 20-8. 

Group IljGroup III Mules (cf. PI. VIII, 10) 
One coin (PI. VIII, 11) has Roman " N " on reverse. 

r43~52. 23-0, 22-8, 22*4 (2), 22-2 (2), 217, 21-6, 2I"5, 2I"3. 
Group Ill/Group II Mules (cf. PI. VIII, 12) 
153-9. 22'9> 22'7< 22'4> 2 2 ' 2 . 2 2 ' 1 . 2 1 '6. 21 '5-
Group III 

The essential criteria as regards the obverse are a scroll-tailed E and 
as regards the reverse the use of Lombardic H and a round-waisted S. 
Class A 
Initial pellet, stops between last three words usually omitted, cf. 
PI. VIII, 13. Two coins retain Roman " N " in reverse (cf. PI. VIII, 14). 
23-0, 22-8, 22-6, 22"5, 22-4 (2), 22'3, 22-1 (4), 22"0, 21-8 (2), 21-6, 2I"5 

160-75. 

Class B 
Initial plain small cross, square " E " in king's name, stop between last 
two words invariably absent, cf. PI. VIII, 15. 

176-90. 22-9 (2), 22-5, 22-4 (4), 22-3, 22-o, 21-9, 21-4, 21-3 (2), 20-8, 16-8. 
Irregular dies 

Eleven coins are from markedly irregular dies (notably PI. VIII, 16). 
Those of 22 gr. and over seem of good silver and one hesitates to con-
demn them as false. It is interesting that only one coin imitates an 
obverse and not one a reverse of the writer's Group III. 

191-201. 29-4, 28-6, 25-5, 25-0, 22-9, 22-4, 22-0, 21-4, 18-4, 17-2, 16-9. 

Halfpenny 
EDWARD I 

Group IIB 
202. (PL VIII, 17.) 11-9. 

MINT OF WATER FOR!) 

Pence 
EDWARD I 

Group IIA 
203-6. Cf. PL VIII, 18. 227, 22-6, 22-3, 21-3. 
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Group IIB (cf. Pl. VIII, 19). 
207-84. 23-8, 23-1, 23-0, 22-9 (2), 22-8 (4), 227 (5), 22-6 (6), 22-5 (ii), 22-4(4), 

22*3 (6), 22-2 (8), 22-1 (6), 22'0 (4), 2I"9 (5), 21-8 (2), 2I"5 (3), 2I"4, 21 "3 
(2), 21-2, 2 I - I (2), 21-0, 20-0. 
A late coin omits pellets between last three words and has round-
waisted S on reverse (Pl. VIII, 20). 

285. 20-5. 
Another late coin may have scroll-tailed R on both sides as well as 
features of previous coin (Pl. VIII, 21). 

286. 22-1. 

Halfpenny 
EDWARD I 

Group IIB (but no stops and no initial pellet). 
287. (Pl. V I I I , 22.) io-8. 

SCOTLAND 

By IAN HALLEY STEWART 

ALEXANDER III (.1280-1286) 

Coinage of 1280-
Burns Group I 

Class Fig. 
288-93. I/I 141 23-0, 22-1, 2I"9, 21-5 (2), 2I"3 6 

142 22-g, 227, 22"4, 22-2, 22-1 (3), 2I"9 (3), 
294-310. 21-8 (2), 21-6 (2), 21'5 (2), 21-2 17 
3 1 1 - I/II 141/8 20-9 (Pl. I X , 1) 1 
312, 313. I/III 144 22-1, 21-6 2 
3i4- cf. 145 21-6 (unbarred 7T in 6R7T, Pl. IX, 2) 1 
3I5-2I. 146 (19 & 20) 22-6 (2), 22-4 (2), 22-1, 2 1 7 (2) 7 
322. II cf. 148 (8) 22-1 (Pl. I X , 3) 1 
323- II/III 149 22-9 (Pl. I X , 4) 1 
324-6. III cf. 151 23-1, 22-1, 21-9 (RGX-, P l . I X , 5) 3 
327-41 • 23-2, 22*9 (2), 227, 22"4 (3), 22-2, 22-1 (2), 21-9 

(2), 2 1 7 (2), 21-5 (unbarred in 6R7T) 15 
342• 22 2 (6R7T: P l . I X , 6) 1 
343- ,, 22-5 (»DGI:; P l . I X , 7) 1 
344- 22-4 ( - D G I : ; Pl. I X , 8) 1 
345- 151 (13) 21-9 1 
346-50. 157 22-8, 22"4, 2I"9, 2I-I, 20-6 5 
351-9- III/I 153 23-I, 22-2 (2), 21'9, 21-8 (4), 21-2 9 
360. cf- 153 23 0 (6R7T:; Pl . I X , 9) 1 
361. 158 22-2 1 
362. III/II 155 2I"9 1 

Bums Group II/Group I Mule 
363- 181 22-1 (Group II, Class Ill/Group I, Class I, 

P l . I X , 10) 1 

Bums Group II 
Reverse: four mullets of five points 

364-7- II 165 22-8, 22-6, 22-1, 21'9 4 
368-80. 166 (34) 22"5, 22'3, 22-2, 21'9 (4), 2I"3 (4), 21-0, 20-8 13 
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Reverse: three mullets of five points, one of six 
Class Fig. 

381. II/III 175 22-5 (Pl. IX, 11) 1 

Reverse: two mullets of five points, two of six 
382. II 167 22-4 1 

Reverse: one mullet of five points, three of six 
383-6. II 168 227, 22-3, 22-1 (2) 4 
387. cf. 168 2 1 3 (D 6 R ; Pl. IX, 12) 1 
388-93. I l l 200 22-4, 22-2 (2), 22-1, 21-7, 21-6 (Third head) 6 
394,395.111/1 . . 22-3, 2i-o (Third head and a new reverse type for 

Class I ; Pl. IX, 13) 2 

Reverse: four mullets of six points 
396-9. I 158 A , 2 2 * 3 , 22-2, 217, 21-5 (Pl. IX, 14) 4 
400,401.1/11 161 23-1,22-6 2 
402. I/III . . 21-6 (Unrecorded mule; Pl. IX, 15) I 
403-8. II 169 22-5, 22-1, 21-5, 21-0, 20'5, 19-6 6 
409-457. I l l 178 or 184 23-2, 23-1 (2), 23-0 (2), 22-8 (2), 22-6, 22-4, 22-3 

(2), 22-2 (8), 22-1 (7), 22-0 (2), 2X"9 (3), 2X"7 (2), 
21-6 (4), 21-5 (2), 2I"4 (3), 21-3, 21-2 (2), 2I-I, 
21-0 (2), 20"9 49 

458. cf. 178 or 184 (GR7T:; Pl. IX, 16) 21-3 1 
459. „ (6R7T-; Pl . IX, 17) 21-6 1 
460-80. 198 23-5, 22-8 (2), 22-6, 22-5 (2), 22-4, 22"3, 22"2 (3), 

22-1, 22-0 (2), 21-9, 2 1 7 , 21-6, 2I"5, 2X'4, 21-0, 
20-9 (Third head) 21 

481,482. III/I 182 22-1, 22-0 (First head; Pl. IX, 18) 2 
483-94. 201 A 22-9, 22-6, 22-4, 22-1 (2), 22-0, 2I-g, 21-6 (2), 2I-I, 

20-8, 20-7 (Third head) 12 
495-505. III/II 183 or 189 22-5 (2), 22-4, 22-1 (2), 22-0, 21-9, 21-8, 21-5 (2), 

21-1 (First or second head) u 
506-14. 203 22-9, 22-8, 22-2 (2), 21-9, 21-8,21-6 (2), 21-3 (Third 

head) 9 
515. Anomalous/ 

III 207 22-2 (irregular obverse die; Pl. IX, 19) 1 

Reverse: three mullets of six points, one star of seven 
Class Fig. 

5x6-20. I 159 22-6, 22-4, 22'3, 22-2, 22'I 5 
521. I/III 164 21-3 I 
522, 523. II/I 173 22-1, 21-5 2 
524. II/III 177 22-2 I 
525-7. I l l I79, l8o, 

or 185 A 22-4 (2), 21-7 (First or second head) 3 
528-32. III/I 188 22-1 (2), 21-8, 21-5, 21-3 (Second head) 5 
533,534. . . 22-2, 22-1 (Third head; Pl. IX, 20) 2 
535. III/II 190 22-2 1 

Reverse: two mullets of six points, two stars of seven 
536-50. I 160 22-4, 22-2 (4), 21-9 (2), 21-8 (2), 21-5 (2), 21-3, 

21-0 (3) 15 
551-4. I/II 162 22-1, 21-6 (2), 21-0 4 
555-76. II I70 22-9, 22-4 (2), 22"3, 22-2, 22-0 (4), 2I"9 (3), 21-8 

(4), 2 1 7 (2), 21-6, 21'5, 21-3, 20"9 22 
577-97. II/I I74 22*4, 22"3, 22-2 (2), 22-1, 2I"9 (2), 21-8 (5), 2I"7 (3), 

21-6, 2I"4, 21*3 (4) 21 
598-602. II/III 177 A 22-1 (2), 21'9 (2), 2I"5 5 
6°3. cf. 177 A 22-2 (mullets in ist and 3rd quarters; Pl. IX, 21) 1 

S5442 M 
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604. III/I 188 A 21-8 (Second head) 1 
605-7. 2 0 2 23°I> 22'8> 22"4> 2 2 ' i (2). 2 1 '9 (2). 2 1 '8 (2), 217, 

21-6 (2), 21-5 (Third head) 13 
608-20. III/II 101 21-8, 21-6, 21-5 (Second head) 3 
621. ci. 191 21-9 (mullets in ist and 3rd quarters; Pl . IX, 22) 1 

622-8. 204 23-1, 22-5, 22-1, 21-9 (2), 21-8 (2) (Third head) 7 
629. cf. 204 21-3 (mullets in ist and 3rd quarters; Pl. IX, 23) 1 

Reverse: four stars of seven points 
630. II 172 22-3 1 
631. I l l . . 21-0 (unrecorded class for this reverse; Pl. IX, 24) 1 

N.B. In a future paper Mr. Stewart hopes to discuss at length the significance 
of this major find for the student of the Scottish series as such. 

LOUIS IX 

Gros Tournois 

Lafaurie 198 

Obv. + B ^ D I C T V ; S I T : N O f l H ; D N i ; 
n K I : D € l ; l t ! V . X P I 

Rev. * T V R O N V S C I V I S 
* L V D O V I C V S R 6 X 

632. 65-9 

-s. (Pl. X, 1) 

633- 657 

634- 657 

635. 63-1 H 

S.R 

. • x 
•S. (Pl. X, 2) 

S.R 

VX 
•S. (Pl. X, 3) •S. (Pl. X, 3) 

S.R 
H ® H The ist lis is flanked by two pellets 

. • x and there are other pellets between 
the ist and 2nd and 12th and istlis. 

S- (Pl. X, 4) 

PHILIP III 

Gros Toumois 

Lafaurie 204 

636. 64-1 + B i ^ i C T \ ^ s i T ; N o m € ; D N i ; 
n R J i D e m ^ v . x p i 

* T V R O N V . S - C m S (Pl. X, 5) 
* P M M P V S - R 6 X 



Hoard with Groats of Edward I 163 
PHILIP III OR PHILIP IV 

Gros Tournois 
Lafaurie 217 

+ BNDICTV:SIT;N0fK6;DNl; 
rau;Dei;itiV.xpi 

*TVRONVS CIVIS 
+PMHIPPVS RGX 

637. 64-4 H H H 
If* 

(PI. X, 6) 
638. 64-1 H H H H 

M t (PI. x , 7) 
639. 63-9 [Same dies as no. 644] 

X-fiVX 

642. 63-8 f h 
ffiVX 

V 

643- 637 H«K H H 

[Same obv. die as no. 645] 
644. 637 [Same dies as no. 639] 

I-liVX 

645- 63-5 H«R H H 

[Same obv. die as no. 643] 

m ffi 
646. 63-4 

(PI. X, 8) 

640. 63-8 H H H 
h r (PI. x , 9) 

641. 63-8 H H 
fir R • (pi. x , 10) 

R v (PI. x , 11) 

R H (PI. X, 12) 

R TO (PI. X, 13) 

R v (PI. X, 14) 

63-4 H H H R H 

M . 63-3 H H H (PI. X, 15) 
m 

_ * (PI. x , 16) 
649- 63-3 H H H 

fr T (PI. X, 17) 
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650. 63-2 

N • (Pl. XI, 1) 

651. 62-9 H H H 
* R 

652. 62-9 

654. 587 H HJR H 

it + 
655- 58-6 H 

657. 64-5 H N H 
If 

659. 63-8 H H H 
I"* M 

(Pl. XI, 2) 

T - R • 
^ * (Pl. XI, 3) 

653. 627 BNDITV H R 

(Pl. XI, 4) 

R T 

& * (Pl. XI, 5) 

R * 
Y 

R (Pl. XI, 6) 

PHILIP IV 

Gros Tournois 

Lafaurie 218 

+ B N p i C T V ; S I T : N O « * e : D N I : 
n R j ; D e i : r k v . X P i 

4 > T V R 0 H V S C I V I S 
* P M M P P V S RGX 

656. 64-9 H H H 
& 

(Pl. XI, 7) 

(Pl. XI, I 
658. 64-2 H H H 

If [Same dies as nos. 662 and 666] * (Pl. XI, 9) 

(Pl. XI, 10) 
660. 63-6 H H H 

I "ft 
I* (Pl. XI, 11) 

661. 63-6 H H H 
tt 

662. 63-6 R H H 
If [Same dies as nos. 658 and 666] 

(Pl. XI, 12) 

663. 63-4 H H H 
If * (Pl. XI, 13) 
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664. 63-2 H H H 
111 

& R (Pl. X I , 14) 

665. 63-1 H H H 

W (Pl. XI, 15) 

666. 6i-8 H H H 
Lp [Same dies as nos. 658 and 662] * 

667. 58-6 H H H 
Ut ••• (Pl. XI , 16) 

PHILIP IV 

Mailles Tierces 

Lafaurie 223 

+BNDICTV:SIT:NOflRe;DNl Nl 
+ T V R O N V S C I V I S 

+ P h l L I P P V S R.EX 
658. 21-8 Jft H 

•S* 
s- (Pl. XII , 1) 

659. 217 ftl HNNll Pellets between ist and 2nd, 9th and 
10th and 10th and ist lis. 

(Pl. XII, 2) 
670. 21-6 ft1 H Pellets between ist and 2nd and 10th 

and ist lis. 
s- _ -S- (Pl. XII , 3) 

671. 21-6 H Pellets between ist and 2nd and 10th 
and ist lis. 

S- (Pl. XII , 4) 
672. 21-5 N Pellets between ist and 2nd and 10th 

and ist lis. 
s- _ -S- (Pl. XII , 5) 

673. 21-5 H Pellet between ist and 2nd lis. 
•S- (Pl. XII , 6) 

674. 21-5 H Pellets between 2nd and 3rd and 8th 
and 9th lis. 

s- _ -S- (Pl. XI I , 7) 
675- 21-5 H 

s- S- (Pl. XII , 8 
676. 21-4 Pellets between ist and 2nd and 10th 

and ist lis. 
II -S- S- (Pl. XII, 9) 

677. 21-4 H Pellets between ist and 2nd and 10th 
and ist lis. 

•S- (Pl. XII , 10) 
678. 21-3 Jft H 

(Pl. XII , 11) 
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679. 2I-X 

680. 21-0 
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Pellets between is1 and 2nd, 9th and 
10th and ist lis. 

(PI. XII, 12) 
flf? H Pellets between ist and 2nd and 10th 

and ist lis. 
•S- S-

T (PI. XII, 13) 

BRABANT 

JEAN I (1261-1294) or JEAN II (1294-1312)? 

Mint of Brussels 
Gros 
681. Cf. De Witte 298 

647 Obv. *MOl/ lETA:BR.VXElr 
Rev. +HOM€l/]:DOM IHI :l/!0STRJ :SIT :B€N£DITVM 

*BR.£BWITIE;DVX 

HAINAULT 

JEAN D'AVESNES (1280-1304) 

Mint of Valenciennes 
Esterhns 
682. 21-9 Obv. «X,C0M6S^KM0Hie 

Rev. VALi|enc|nen|ens' 
683. 21-2 Obv. As 682 but different dies 

Rev. 

HOLLAND 
Gros 
684. 63-3 Obv. * T V R O H V S C I V I S 

Rev. *Bl/lDICTV:SIT:M0m£:DMimi:D6MhVXRJ 
* F I l O R E H T I V S C O 

BRESCIA 

Commune 

(PI. XII, 14) 

(PI. XII, 15) 

(PL XII, 16) 

(PI. XII, 17) 

Grosso 
685. 267 As Corpus Nummorum Italicorum, Lombardia, p. 80, no. 16, but 

stop after marks of contraction at end of reverse legend. 
(PI. XII, 18) 

THE CONTAINER 

The hoard was discovered, as has already been pointed out, in a 
leaden money-box. The box is made out of a lead sheet just over 
^ in. (3-4 mm.) thick, 14 in. (31-5 cm.) long, and 6-4 in. (16-3 cm.) 
wide. This sheet was bent around two wedge-shaped end-pieces 3-8 in. 
(9-9 cm.) high at the back and with a base of 4-7 in. (12 cm.). The 
right angle at the back and the curve in the front suggest that it was 
meant to stand against a wall. The coin-slot is cut out in the centre 
at the top where the ends of the sheet meet and is 1 in. (2-5 cm.) wide. 
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The end-pieces were originally sweated into position and smoothed 
off on the outside with an abrasive or a file. The box was unfortun-
ately damaged by a blow of the pick-axe of the finder on the top, 
near the slot, causing a fairly deep dent. There can be no doubt that 

the right-hand end of the box, which is now open, was prised open 
purposely when the hoard was deposited in 1295. This end-piece fell 
out when the box was dislodged in the earth, scattering the coins. 
One can detect two places in the edge, and at the corresponding spots 
in the end-piece, which show the kind of wilful damage consistent 
with the box having been forced open. Not only the evidence of this 
damage points to the hurried opening of the box but also the fact 
that the hoard included a number of English groats that were too 
large to be pushed through the coin-slot. The owner of the money-
box had obviously not envisaged the saving of coins of such high 
denomination or the purpose to which circumstances forced him to 
put the box. 

Money-boxes were known in Roman times1 and again are found in 
large numbers from the sixteenth century onwards.2 Such " b o x e s " 
were known as " thri f t" or " Christmas boxes " and were made, as a rule, 
of pottery. The only way of extracting one's savings was by smashing 
them, and this feature at least the present leaden box has in common 
with the pottery examples. This fact also proves that our box was 
not, as one might have thought, an alms box in a church. Alms boxes 
were in use in churches at least as early as the beginning of the 

1 Caylus, Recueil d'Antiquites, torn, iv, pl. liii, figs. 3, 4, p. 157. 
2 Journal of the British Archaeological Association, vol. xxx, 1874, pp. 441-3. The 

German Encyclopedia Brockhaus states under Sparbiichse that medieval money-boxes 
existed in Germany from the thirteenth century onwards but gives no reference. 
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thirteenth century,1 but lead is not a material that would have lent 
great security to its contents. Although safety might of course have 
been achieved by cementing the box into a wall, the shape of the box 
and the position of the slot would not be easy to accommodate, and 
the fact that alms-boxes must be emptied at intervals rules out this 
possibility. If indeed it is a simple money-box for the use of an 
individual, then it has the distinction of being a most unusual con-
tainer in which to find a hoard2 and, as far as I know, the only English 
medieval money-box to have come to light so far. 

P . E . L A S K O . 

1 Du Cange, under Troncus, Truncus. 
2 It is more normal, of course, to find them in pottery vessels. Only occasionally are 

other materials found, for example: Stone receptacle, with coins of Henry II, found at 
Ampthill, Beds. (Num. Chron. vol. ii, 1840, p. 54). Bronze jug, with coins dating from 
c. 1280 to c. 1345 found at Dumfermline, Fife, in 1896 (Antiq. Journ. vol. xvi, p. 323; 
Num. Chron., 5th ser., vol. xvi, p. 304). Two antler horns, with denarii from c. 875 to 
916, found at Griineck Castle near Ilanz, Switzerland in 1811 (Arch. Journ., vol. iv, 1847, 
p. 74). Bronze cup with Roman coins of the third century A.D. from Valtis, St. Gall, 
Switzerland (Ur Schweiz, vol. xiv, no. 3 (1950), p. 47). Other examples of lead containers 
of a hoard are a lead plate (perhaps pewter ?) of about 6 to 8 in. in diameter, with its 
sides turned inwards to form a cup, found at Sheldon in Derbyshire in 1867 containing a 
hoard dated c. 1142 (this reference was kindly given to me by Mrs. J. S. Strudwick 
(Brit. Num. Journ. vol. vii, 1910, p. 28)); the celebrated Cuerdale hoard (c. 905) which is 
said to have been enclosed in a leaden chest which was so decomposed that only small 
portions of it could be secured (Num. Chron., vol. v, p. 1); the Campsey Ash hoard, 
Suffolk (c. 1066), which was found in two parcels in thin lead cases (Lindsay, Coinage of 
the Heptarchy, p. 122). I owe these last two references to Mr. Christopher Blunt. 
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