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A G R O U P O F T H R E E S C E A T T A S F R O M E X C A V A T I O N S A T M U C K I N G , 
E S S E X 

A t Mucking, on a gravel terrace 5 km. north of 
Tilbury, Mr. W. T. Jones, F.S.A., and Mrs. M. U. 
Jones, F.S.A., have been conducting an out-
standingly productive excavation since 1965. Finds 
go back to the 'Beaker' period, but occupation was 
intense in the Iron Age, Roman, and early Anglo-
Saxon.1 Over 100 Grubenhauser, or 'sunken huts', 
have been found, some of which are very large and 
these appear to be the latest features before migra-
tion (?) to the present village site 2 km. east, perhaps 
soon after Barking minster came into possession 
(endowment completed temp. Erkenwald, 675 to 
his death there in 693). The excavation is now draw-
ing to a close, but late in 1976, at TQ 668976, on the 
floor of one of these large Grubenhaiiser were found 
three 'sceattas' (the 'quorum' for a 'hoard'?) in 
close association, low enough to preclude deposit 
after the sinking began to be filled up. The find has 

1 British Archaeol. Report No. 6, Anglo-Saxon Settle-
ment and Landscape, ed. T. Rowley (1974), pp. 20-35. 

been published in Antiquaries Journal, lvii 5 (1977) 
p. 321, with the numismatic reasoning involved 
'spelled out' . Here this can be treated summarily. 

All three are of BMC type 26, i.e. the BX group 
of Series B (pp. 21-30 of this volume). They con-
stitute the first recorded find of BX, which is clearly 
the preliminary issue of Series B, very close in style 
to BI, but never found with it on any recorded 
occasion, whereas BI often lingers in association 
with BII. Hitherto only five examples of BX were 
known: three recorded in my list of 1960 (ignore the 
no. 4, which is atypical and most probably BII)— 
one in the B.M. ( B M C no. 123) and two formerly 
in the Lockett collection, of which one is now 
in E. M. Norweb collection ( S C B I , Norweb, no. 
44); two in my list of 1966—one in Copenhagen 
(SCBI, Copenhagen no. 38) and one in a Hesse sale, 
which seems to share its obverse die with the other 
Lockett specimen, both since untraced (but not the 
same). 

Obv. die 
1 
B.M. 
1-30 gm. 
2 
Lockett 

Summary of BX dies 

Legend 'Clock position' 

Obv. symbols Obv. ring 
On bust in field diam. Obv. Rev. 
Annulets — oVANT(T)V~A + [IVAmo||VA+ 

Rev. symbols 
Annulets in field 
2, 10 pellets. 3, 9 

Zigzags Annulet r. 7 mm. oVAN--mVA|o oVAl IVA^I IVAo 2 , 9 | 

Norweb 
119 gm. 
5 
Copenhagen 
1-29 gm. 
6 
Mucking, 1 
1-08 gm. 
7 
Mucking, 2 
118 gm. 
8 
Mucking, 3 
0-55 gm. 

Cross r., 8-5 mm. + AVII °Y(A'.>)- + IVA+ 
annulet 1. 

Pellets — 

Annulets — 

2, 10 pellets. 3, 4, 
7i, 9i 

1mm. OTA--VAHTO oVAl I VA^VAI 11 o 2, 9{ 

1-5 mm. 0TVA-- I IT0 ~VAII |o 2,10 Pellets. 4}, 

; mm. VANVAoo-- VAIIVAV~VII 1^,9 

Annulet r. 9-5 mm. Unclear 

(Dies 3, 5, and 6 are somewhat similar.) 

-VIT 1±?, 10? Pellets. 3, 9 
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The Mucking trio brings the number known of 
this rare type to eight. Two of the three were cleaned 
in the Ancient Monumen t s Labora tory of the Dept . 
of the Environment and are illustrated on PI. I, 2, 3. 
The third was very corroded and swollen, of light 
weight, perhaps bad alloy, and not amenable to 
cleaning, but enough was preserved to show that it 
had distinct dies (Uncleaned, PL I, 4). There are 
therefore eight coins known, f r o m seven obverse 
dies: the details of all are summarized above. This 
contrasts sharply with the BI group, of which f rom 
forty known obverse dies, with u p to four reverse 
dies apiece, over ninety specimens have now been 
described. Even allowing for the greater incidence of 
die-relations in hoarded coins and number of small 
grave hoards, as well as the predicted large hoard, 
now probably identified, this suggests that we have 
most of the obverse dies of BI, particularly in its 
earlier stage, and an average of over two examples 
per die—about three per die in the earlier stage, at 
which rates we should have had for BX about 
fifteen or twenty specimens respectively. In fact we 
have only eight, and a prediction of well over seven 
obverse dies: the coinage was not a minute one, but 
had at least a third as many obverse dies as the 
relatively plentiful earlier Bis. It was evidently 
totally suppressed and replaced by BI. If this was 

because of poor metal, the Milliprobe analysis by 
Dr . Justine Bayley of the Ancient Monumen t s 
Laboratory , given below, does not suppor t it. 
Might it not indicate a 'clean sweep' to pay the 
Wergild of M u l (c. 694) or some other exaction, 
slightly earlier in the ' time of t roubles '? It does not 
close the question, 'c. 695 v. c. 685 for B I \ 

s. E. RIGOLD 

Mucking Sceattas: milliprobe runs, 546, 547. A .M. 
no .766524 

Ag was detected strongly and Cu weakly. Au 
detected very weakly in one coin and possibly 
detected weakly in the other. 

The relative peak heights (Ka peaks) were Ag/Cu 
690/16 and Ag/Cu 690/14. The relative peak heights 
are not an absolute measure of the concentrat ion of 
elements present, bu t as Ag and Cu are chemically 
similar they can, in this case, give an approximate 
measure of composit ion. 

It is probable that the Cu is only present in the Ag 
at a few per cent level at the most. For a more 
accurate estimate the machine would have to be 
calibrated with s tandards of known composit ion 
which we do not have. 

Justine Bayley. 7/2/1977 

T H E ' S U F F O L K ' F I N D O F N I N T H - C E N T U R Y A N G L O - S A X O N P E N C E : 
A F U R T H E R N O T E 

IN the sale catalogue of the W. B. Rich collection 
of English coins, sold at Sotheby's on 7 -9 July 1828, 
lot 37, a coin of Ecgberht of Wessex, is described as 
follows: 

37 Ecgbeorht , Plate 14, N o . 3, "Biorntod 
Moneta" , very fine and extremely rare 

The plate reference is to the plates that accompany 
Ruding 's Annals of the Coinage of Great Britain, 
and it identifies the coin as an example of Ecgberht 's 
monogram type, struck for him at the Canterbury 
mint f rom some point in the late 820s1 either until 
his death in 839 or until shortly before his death.2 

The moneyer 's name is to be read Biornmod. 
The present writer recently acquired an inter-

leaved copy of the Rich catalogue with contemporary 
annotat ions by the prominent nineteenth-century 

1 BNJ xxxi (1962), p. 15. 
2 Mr. Lyon has suggested that there may have been 

a break in minting at the Canterbury mint during the last 
years of Ecgberht's reign (BNJ xxxvii (1968), pp. 218-25). 

3 C. E. Blunt, C. S. S. Lyon, and B. H. I. H. Stewart, 

collector J. D . Cuff. Opposi te lot 37 there is a note 
that reads: 

37 This was a remarkably fine penny and was one 
of a parcel of most splendid Heptarchic coins 
found very recently near Yarmouth . Mr . Rich 
bought it of Mr . Y o u n g for £10.10.0. bought 
for Col. Dur ran t . 

It is known that the London coin dealer Mat thew 
Young had through his hands at some date before 
his death in 1837 an impor tan t hoard of early 
ninth-century coins f r o m an East Anglian source. 
The available informat ion on it is summarized by 
Blunt, Lyon, and Stewart in their impor tant paper 
on the coinage of the period in a previous volume of 
this Journal.3 They conclude that the hoard con-
tained coins of kings Ccenwulf, Ceolwulf, Beorn-

'The Coinage of Southern England 796-840', BNJ xxxii 
(1963), pp. 1-74. The Suffolk hoard is discussed on 
pp. 43-5. I am most grateful to Mr. Blunt and Mr. Lyon 
for their assistance in connection with some of the 
problems discussed in the present note. 
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wulf, and Ludica, of whom the last mentioned and 
latest reigned in Mercia and East Anglia f rom 825 
until his death in battle in 827, and that it contained 
at least one coin of King Baldred of Kent (reigned 
c. 823-5). They conjecture that it may also have 
contained a coin or coins of King jEthelstan, who 
appears to have assumed power locally in East 
Anglia following Ludica's death. As to the circum-
stances of the hoard's discovery and its history after 
discovery, they cite evidence that strongly suggests 
that coins f rom it were in Cuff ' s possession by 
November 1829, and they cite the Cuff sale catalogue 
of 1854 and a later letter as evidence that the hoard 
was found in Suffolk. The letter describes the hoard 
as one 'which came into the hands of Young the 
dealer & was bought of him in the mass by Mr. 
Cuff ' . 

It must be virtually certain that the coin in the 
Rich sale derived f rom this same hoard. Only two 
other significant hoards of coins of this period have 
been recorded, one f rom Ireland and one f rom 
London, and both found many years subsequent 
to the 1820s, and it would be too much of a co-
incidence that there should have been one early 
ninth-century hoard found near Yarmouth shortly 
before July 1828 and another found in Suffolk 
before November 1829, which both passed in whole 
or part through Young's hands. Cuff ' s description 
of the parcel f rom which the Rich coin came as con-
sisting of 'most splendid' Heptarchic coins is also 
particularly appropriate as a description of the 
'Suffolk' hoard with its fine run of rarities, especially 
since Cuff knew enough about the series not to use 
the word 'splendid' lightly. 

The descriptions of the place of discovery as 'near 
Yarmouth ' and 'Suffolk' are not by any means 
incompatible, and having regard to the fact that 
the Norfolk hinterland of Yarmouth was chiefly 
untamed marshland in the ninth century, one may 
provisionally conclude that the hoard was found in 
the north-eastern corner of Suffolk immediately 
south of Yarmouth; a coin of precisely this period 
found at Burgh Castle, on the river Waveney south 
of Breydon Water, has been in the British Museum 
since 1845.4 A findspot in north-east Suffolk for the 
hoard may add very slightly to existing scanty 
indications that the power base of the East Anglian 
kingdom lay in Suffolk, rather than Norfolk, and 

4 A coin of Ceolwulf of Mercia (821-3), struck at an 
East Anglian mint by the moneyer Werbald (BMC 109). 

5 Barratt's collection contained one coin of /Ethelstan 
of East Anglia, of portrait type (/Ethelstan's earliest) and 
struck by the moneyer Eadnoth. This is, however, most 
probably the coin of this description from the Dimsdale 
sale, 1824, lot 613, which is not from the "Suffolk' find. 

in the east of the county rather than around Bury 
St. Edmunds. 

As to the date of discovery, if the Rich coin had 
been found 'very recently' in July 1828, the pre-
sumption is that the hoard was found earlier in 1828 
or else in 1827, but not earlier than that. Mr. Lyon 
possesses a copy of Ruding grangerized in June 
1827 with drawings of Anglo-Saxon coins then in 
the cabinet of Mr. Joseph Barratt of Bath, one of 
Young's customers, and since these do not include 
any coins particularly likely to have come f rom the 
hoard that is perhaps indicative that the hoard had 
not yet reached Young by June 1827, although the 
argument is not a strong one.5 

It remains to discuss the hoard's date of deposit. 
If it contained a coin of the monogram type of 
Ecgberht it is not likely that it was deposited before 
the late 820s, for Ecgberht only acquired the Canter-
bury mint when he ousted Baldred in 825 and when 
he did so he initially struck coins of the same general 
character as those of Baldred. The Delgany hoard 
of 1874 contained as its latest element three coins 
of Ecgberht, of which one was an early issue and 
two were of the monogram type, and on the basis 
of the presence in it of coins of the monogram type 
but the absence f rom it of coins struck at the London 
mint (otherwise well represented) after the mid 820s, 
the present writer has argued that the Delgany 
hoard was deposited c. 828.6 In discussing Ecgberht's 
monogram type in that context he distinguished two 
groups within it, one comprising coins with plain 
inner circles and with the top of the king's bust on 
the obverse defined by a line, as if he were wearing 
a cap, the other of coins with beaded inner circles 
and without this line, with the effect that the king is 
capless. The first group seemed to him to be early 
(and was the only group represented in the Delgany 
hoard), the second group late. With this in mind the 
monogram coin in the Rich sale deserves further 
scrutiny. 

The description of the coin in the Rich catalogue 
is not helpful, for coins of the moneyer Biornmod 
are known of both groups. Cuff ' s note shows that 
it was bought at the sale for Col. Durrant (by 
Young), and it figures, with the Rich provenance, 
in the Durrant sale, 1847, lot 4. At the Durrant sale 
it was bought by the dealer H. O. Cureton for the 
Revd. J. W. Martin;7 at the Martin sale, 1859, it 

Otherwise, although Barratt's collection contained 
several early ninth-century coins it contained none 
struck at an East Anglian mint for Mercian rulers before 
827 or for /Ethelstan. 

6 BNJ xxxi (1962), p. 15. 
7 According to the annotated copy of this sale cata-

logue in the British Numismatic Society's Library. 
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was lot 1 and was purchased personally by Capt . 
R. M. Murchison ; and at the Murchison sale, 1866, 
it was lot 141 and was purchased by the dealer C. R. 
Taylor. There its provable history ends, but the 
Murchison sale catalogue records it in sufficient 
detail to suggest that it was the coin of this type and 
moneyer which was lot 5 in the Mon tagu sale, 1897, 
and lot 60 in the Murdoch sale, 1903, where it was 
bought by Spink. Its subsequent fate is not known 
but it is illustrated in the M u r d o c h catalogue and 
the illustration shows it to have been a very typical 
coin of the group with beaded inner circles and cap-
less bust which has seemed to be of later date within 
the type.8 

If the Murdoch coin was the Rich coin and it is 
correct to assume that the group to which it belongs 
is a late one—the assumption is founded on the fact 
tha t nearly all the coins in tha t group carry the 
names of Biornmod or Bosel, moneyers who had not 
worked for Baldred, while the moneyers of the coins 
in the other group include four who had worked for 
Baldred—the Rich coin is likely to belong late in 
the monogram type and the hoard that contained it 
is not likely to have been deposited earlier than 
c. 835. 

An alteration in the suggested date of deposit of 
the 'Suffolk ' hoard f rom the c. 830 suggested by 
Blunt, Lyon, and Stewart to c. 835 increases the 
potential importance of the hoard both for the 
chronology of Ecgberht 's coinage, of which other 
examples may have been present, and very sig-
nificantly so for the chronology of the coinage of 
the king iEthelstan who followed Ludica in East 
Anglia after 827. ^Ethelstan's coinage has never 
been uncommon, but the accidents of discovery that 
have meant tha t it is well represented in present-day 

8 The only other coins of this type and moneyer and 
without conflicting provenances that have appeared on 
the market since 1866 and might possibly have been the 
Rich-Durrant-Martin-Murchison coin are one in the 
Montagu sale, 1895, lot 456, ex Wyllie, and one in a 
Glendining sale o f l 3 March 1974, lot 74. They are much 
less likely candidates than the Murdoch coin. 

9 Nothing is known of East Anglian history at this 
date and it is possible that ^Ethelstan ceased to coin 
before the end of his reign. 

10 The Middle Temple hoard's date of deposit was 

collections have not as yet assisted numismatists 
with its internal chronology; iEthelstan 's coinage 
was, for example, well represented in the 1893 
Middle Temple hoard but so very well represented 
in it that that hoard must have been deposited almost 
at the end of his coinage activity.9 A hoard deposited 
in East Anglian territory c. 835, some seven years 
before the date of deposit c. 842 assignable to the 
Middle Temple hoard,1 0 would be of material 
assistance in dat ing jEthelstan 's issues and of much 
greater assistance than one deposited c. 830 in 
which only the earliest of jf i thelstan's issues were 
present. Mr . Blunt has drawn the writer 's at tention 
to a group of four coins of /Ethelstan and one of 
Ecgberht which appear in the sale catalogue of the 
collection of the Revd. Francis Blick (Sotheby, 
30 June 1843), with a note appended by the cata-
loguer to the coin of Ecgberht that it is 'apparent ly 
of the same find as those preceding of the East 
Anglian kings', and it may be that they are rele-
vant.1 1 In any case it will now be necessary to look 
afresh at the dozen coins of iEthelstan which figure 
in the Cuff sale and to decide which could be f rom 
the impor tant but still shadowy hoard which may 
be summarized as follows: 

Suffolk (near Y a r m o u t h and presumably in 
the north-eastern corner of the county), before 
July 1828 and probably in 1827 or 1828. JR 
Anglo-Saxon pennies, number unknown but 
including coins of Ludica of Mercia (825-7) and 
of his three predecessors; of Baldred of Kent 
(823-5); of Ecgberht of Wessex as king of Kent 
(825 onwards) ; and probably coins of ^Ethelstan 
of East Anglia (c. 827 onwards). Deposi t c. 835 (?). 

H. E. PAGAN 

assigned to c. 842 by Mr. Blunt (BNJ xxviii (1955-7), 
p. 476). If Mr. Lyon is right in thinking that the bulk of 
the coins of King /Ethelwulf in it were struck at the 
Rochester mint before his father Ecgberht's death, a date 
of deposit c. 840 would be more appropriate (BNJ xxxvii 
(1968), pp. 218-25, for the general argument, although 
no date of deposit is suggested there). 

11 Blick sale lots 85, 86, 87, 88, and 94. Lot 95, another 
coin of Ecgberht, may belong with them; lot 84, a coin of 
Eadmund of East Anglia (855-70), probably does not. 
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T H E T W E L F T H O F T H E A G N U S 

ON pp. 338-9 of P. A. Clemoes and K. W. Hughes, 
edd., England before the Conquest (Cambridge, 
1971), summary details were given of ten true coins 
of the so-called Agnus Dei issue of yEthelrasd II 
(Hild. G ; BMC x; Brooke 6; Nor th 776; Seaby 671) 
which it was suggested belongs to the early autumn 
of 1009. A slightly fuller listing runs as follows: 

1, 2. Derby, Blacaman. Die-duplicates in the British 
Museum {ex Lockett (1955), lot 713, etc., found 

FIG. 1 

D E I P E N N I E S O F y E T H E L R ^ E D I I 

in London) and in the Bergen University collec-
tion (ex 1891 Nesbo hoard). 

3. Hereford, vEthelwig. Royal Coin Cabinet, Stock-
holm (BEH 1332—hoard-provenance unrecorded 
but most probably f rom the great 1866 discovery 
at Johannishus in Hjortsberga parish, Blekinge). 

4. Leicester, ^Clfric. Royal Coin and Medal collec-
tion, Copenhagen (SCBI 7, 5 0 7 - e x 1859 Kel-
strup hoard). 

5. 6. Malmesbury, Ealdred. Die-duplicates in the 
British Museum (ex Rashleigh (1909), lot 298, 
etc., 'bought at [and ? found near] Boulogne' 
c. 1840) and the Royal Coin Cabinet, Stockholm 
(BEH 3086—hoard-provenance unrecorded but 
again most probably f rom the great 1866 dis-
covery at Johannishus). 

7. Northampton, Wulfnoth. Royal Coin Cabinet, 
Stockholm (BEH 1284—ex 1838 Stale hoard from 
Rone parish, Gotland). 

8, 9. Nottingham, Oswold. Die-duplicates in the 
Royal Coin and Medal collection, Copenhagen 
(SCBI 7, 1107—ex 1849 Enner hoard) and—cut 
farthing wrongly given to 'Hamtune '—Royal 
Coin Cabinet, Stockholm (BEH 1293—again ex 
1838 Stale hoard). 

10. Stafford, Alfwold. Royal Coin Cabinet, Stock-
holm (BEH 3423—ex 1874 Nygards hoard from 
Vasterhejde parish, Gotland). 

An eleventh true coin of the type is known today 
only from an early nineteenth-century drawing: 
11. Stamford, iEthelwine. Cf. K. F. W. Erbstein, 

Numismatische Bruchstucke en Bezug auf sach-
sische Geschichte, iii (Frankfurt-a-M., 1828), 
pi. ii, 23 

but may safely be accepted inasmuch as it receives 
corroboration f rom a unique mule in the Royal Coin 
Cabinet, Stockholm (BEH 3445) which is by the 
same moneyer, and which may even be from the 
same obverse die.1 

The purpose of the present note is to record the 
rediscovery of a twelfth coin of the type to which 
allusion only could be made in a footnote on p. 339 
of the 1971 discussion. The piece is that published 
as no. 7 on p. 8 of W. Anderson, 'Achtzig neue 
Mtinzen aus dem Funde von Naginscina', Acta et 
Commentationes Universitatis Tartuensis (Dorpa-
tensis), xxxvii. 4 (1935), a rare enough work, 
especially where complete runs are concerned, in 
Western European libraries, and it was there illus-
trated as no. 7 on the accompanying plate. The 

1 Cf. W. C. Wells in BNJ XXIV. ii (1942), pp. 95-7. 
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Naginscina hoard came to light in March 1895 
near a tributary of the river Luga in the old Baltic 
province of Ingria to the south-west of the modern 
Leningrad (St. Petersburg) and just to the east of 
the present border between Esthonian Republic 
and the region of Novgorod in the U.S.S.R. A useful 
if summary account of the find will be found in 
V. M. Potin's paper concerning Western European 
coins of the tenth to thirteenth centuries found on 
Ancient Russian soil.2 Listed in various places have 
been no fewer than 1,016 coins f rom the hoard which 
Dr. Potin opines to have been concealed c. 1055. 
Anderson's paper of 1937, on the other hand, lists 
no English coin later than the middle of the 1040s, 
and precisely the same pattern is exhibited by the 
other parcels which are quite remarkably uniform 
in their inclusion of no more than the first two issues 
(Pacx and Radiate Small Cross) of Edward the Con-
fessor. The coins from all the other series repre-
sented in the find—Hiberno-Norse, Scandinavian, 
German, Bohemian, Hungarian, Polish, etc.— 
appear all to be consonant with the date of conceal-
ment suggested by the English element, and even on 
the strictest of interpretations do not seem to us to 
demand concealment any later than the end of the 
1040s. Even for Dr. Potin, too, the Schlussmiinzen 
have their terminus antequam non no later than 
1047, while most recently Dr. K. Skaare has come 
up with a dating of the hoard 'after 1047'.3 There 
are grounds, too, for questioning whether the Danish 
coins in the hoard that have been attributed to Sven 
Estridsen really do necessitate a date of conceal-
ment much later than c. 1045. The coins in question 
are of the types Hauberg nos. 6 (2 examples), 35, 57 
(cf. T. G. Applegren sale, Stockholm, 9 October 
1913, lot 275), 68 or 69, and 70. All have blundered 
legends, and those which do not exhibit Byzantine 
influence could even belong to one or other of his 
predecessors. Even those with Byzantine motifs 
need not belong quite as late as has sometimes been 
supposed. The Harald Sigurdsson prototypes—or 
analogues?—must surely antedate the Norwegian 
king's return to Norway towards the end of 1047. 
One of the six extant specimens occurred in the 
1880 Espinge (Aspinge) hoard f rom Skane where the 
substantial and critical English element is confined 
to the first three only of Edward the Confessor's 
issues, and where the thirty or so Danish coins of 

2 V. M. Potin Trudy Gosndarstvennogo Ermitasha, ix 
(1967), pp. 128-9. 

3 K. Skaare Coins and Coinage in Viking-Age Norway, 
Oslo-Bergen-Troms0, 1976, p. 187. 

4 Skaare, op. cit., pp. 67-8 and 120 n. 273; cf. P. Han-
berg, Myntforhold og Udmyntinger i Danmark indtil 
1146, Copenhagen, 1900, pp. 51 and 171, etc. 

Sven are dominated by those of pseudo-Byzantine 
type.4 Bearing in mind, then, the fact that both the 
Edward the Confessor types—but no more than 
the two—are present at Naginscina in some quantity, 
we would feel happier were the concealment of the 
hoard to take the form 'shortly before 1050'. 

Naginscina, of course, had long ago joined all the 
other hoard-provenances in being useless for estab-
lishing the place of Agnus Dei within the sequence 
of /Ethelraed's substantive issues. The Nesbe find 
had for its latest English type Pointed Helmet of 
Cnut, and is dated by Dr. Skaare 'after c. 1023'.5 

The same holds good for the Kelstrup hoard, while 
the Enner find ends even later with Short Cross of 
the same reign. Not one of the non-Swedish hoards, 
then, can be dated earlier than a whole decade after 
/Ethelrsd 's death. As regards the Swedish material, 
the Johannishus hoard has been dated by G. Hatz 
to the end of the first quarter of the twelfth century,6 

and so is clearly irrelevant, while Dr. Skaare suggests 
a date 'after 1070' for the only less massive treasure 
f rom Stale7 which again agrees exactly with the 
German estimate. We are left with the Nygards 
hoard dated by Dr. Hatz 'after 1036',8 though here 
the latest English coin appears to be of the Fleur-
de-lis type of Harold I which would suggest a date 
rather nearer 1040. 

Anderson's illustration of 1937 was of very 
uneven quality, the reverse in particular being quite 
indistinct. It was for this reason that the 1971 cita-
tion of it was reluctant to reproduce his transcription 
of the legends lest perhaps the Baltic scholar had 
been unduly influenced in his readings by the coin at 
Copenhagen. In June 1975, however, one of us 
(T. T.) was able both to inspect and to photograph 
the actual coin which in the interval had passed 
from the cabinet of a Tartu (Dorpat) businessman 
into the collections of the Historical Department of 
what has become the Esthonian Academy of Sciences 
at Tallinn (Reval). As enlarged prints (Fig. 1) make 
abundantly clear, the coin is in reality one of the 
very best preserved of all the extant pennies of 
the issue. The weight is 1-76 gm. (27-2 gr.), and 
the readings are: 

Obv. /E-BELR./ED REX ANCLOB.VM 

and 
Rev. /ELFRI | CLE | HE | R.ACESTR. 

5 recte 1024? cf. Fornvdnnen, 1968, pp. 116-19. 
6 G. Hatz, Handelund Verkehr zwischen dem Deutsclien 

Reich und Schweden in der spaten Wikingerzeit, Stock-
holm, 1974, p. 231. 

7 Skaare, op. cit., p. 185. 
8 Hatz, op. cit., p. 223. 
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Wha t comes as a ma jo r surprise is that bo th the 
obverse and the reverse dies should differ f rom 
those of the chipped coin of the same mint and 
moneyer in Copenhagen, even though it is clear 
that both pairs of dies were cut by one and the same 
hand. On both coins the tablet beneath the L a m b 
takes the same trapezoidal form, while its inscrip-
tion is in each case without punctuat ion , but even 
in such minutiae the differences between the two 
dies should be obvious—the Tallinn coin, for 
example, reads AG | HV where the Copenhagen 
specimen has AG | NV. On the reverse particularly 
to be noted is the omission of the copulative, while 
the wings and tail of the Dove break the legend very 
differently. 

The 1977 situation, then, is tha t there are known 
today a round dozen of Agnus Dei pennies or 
por t ions thereof, together with one cut-halfpenny 
mule where an obverse of the type is combined with 
what is demonstrably an early Last Small Cross 
reverse die of S tamford . The eleven true coins and 
one mule that are available for our inspection prove 

to be f rom nine obverse dies with the L a m b and 
seven reverse dies with the Dove. In itself this is 
enough to suggest that we are faced with an intended 
substantive coinage which was early interrupted, and 
not with a series of patterns. Reinforcement for this 
line of argument comes f rom the circumstance that 
two pairs of dies should have been prepared for (and 
presumably supplied to) the one Leicester moneyer, 
and there is no doubt that the rediscovery of the 
Naginscina specimen has given a new dimension to 
our comprehension of one of the most celebrated, 
if also more widely misunderstood, of Anglo-Saxon 
coin-types. It is for this reason that we would like 
to express more than purely formal thanks to the 
Keeper of Coins at Tallinn, Dr . A. MolvSgin, for 
his kindness in making available what must be one 
of the jewels of a collection still insufficiently known 
to international scholarship. Our warmest thanks 
also are due, of course, to the British Academy for 
a research grant which made possible the visit of 
one of us (T. T.) to the Tallinn cabinet. 

MICHAEL DOLLEY a n d TUUKKA TALVIO 

S O M E M O N E Y E R S O F E D W A R D T H E C O N F E S S O R I N H I L D E B R A N D ' S 
C A T A L O G U E 1 

S e v e r a l moneyers listed in Hi ldebrand 's catalogue 
are recorded for their mint by one coin only. The 
occurrence of such a moneyer 's name in the syste-
matic collection in Stockholm may throw Hilde-
brand ' s at tr ibution of the coin into doubt . Since 
the date of his catalogue many more coins of the 
reign of Edward the Confessor, A.D. 1042-66, have 
come to light, and much work has been done on die-
links and moneyers ' names which has prompted 
alterations in early catalogues. A list of reattribu-
tions for the Anglo-Saxon coins in Hildebrand has 
already been published.2 A systematic examination 
of the moneyers in this catalogue is warranted, not 
because of any ineptitude on the par t of the well-
respected numismatist , but because of the increase 
in material and improvement in methods at the 
disposal of the student today. In some cases this 
examination shows that a moneyer has to be deleted 
f rom the list of a mint for which, on the basis of 
Hildebrand, he has been recorded; in many cases 
the Hildebrand reading is vindicated, or at least not 
proved wrong. 

1 B. E. Hildebrand, Anglosachsiske Mynt, 1881 
(B. E. H.). 

2 G. Van der Meer, Some corrections to and comments 
on B. E. Hildebrand's Catalogue of the Anglo-Saxon 
Coins in the Swedish Royal Coin Cabinet, in Anglo-Saxon 
Coins, ed. Michael Dolley (London, 1961). 

Bristol. B E H 25 Pacx SNEWINE. A moneyer called 
Saewine is known for Cnut , Haro ld I, and Har tha -
cnut. Ref. N o r t h p. 123.3 It is likely that the name 
on this coin of the first type of Edward the Confessor 
is misspelt, with an epigraphical substi tution of NE 
for IE in the name Sswine. That Snewine is Snae-
wine is unlikely. The name-element Snce- is re-
corded,4 but not in combinat ion with the element 
-wine. 

BEH 26 Pacx WULFWINE. Wulfwine is known for 
Cnut, Harold I, and Har thacnut . Ref. N o r t h p. 123. 
His appearance on one coin of the Confessor is not 
surprising. 

Canterbury. BEH 35 Trefoil-Quadrilateral EAN-
WERD. The moneyer 's name is unknown elsewhere 
for Edward, or for Harold I, Har thacnut , or 
Harold I I ; but the reading of the name is clear on 
the coin. 

Chester. BEH 258 Pacx ARGRIM. This name is not 
recorded elsewhere on coins, but Fargr im is known 
for Edward ' s Expanding Cross type ( S C B I Chester 

3 J. J. North, English Hammered Coinage, i (London, 
1963). 

4 H. B. Woolf, Old Germanic Principles of Name 
Giving, Baltimore, 1939, pp. 174 and 176; and Olof von 
Feilitzen, The pre-Conquest Personal Names of Domesday 
Book, Uppsala, 1937, p. 368. 
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and BMC5) and for Har thacnut , ref. N o r t h p. 123. 
It may be assumed that the moneyer of the coin in 
question is Fargr im, with mistaken omission of 
the initial consonant . 

Chichester. BEH 58 Radiate LEOFNOTH. Hildebrand, 
p. 432, records the inscription of the coin as 

hi +LEOFNOB ON EIE C 
This description of the coin was included by H. H. 
King in his study of the coins of the Sussex mints in 
BNJ xxviii (1955-7), p. 66. King added a photo-
graph or what was supposed to be another coin by 
Leofnoth of Chichester, said to be in the Stockholm 
museum. This second coin was recorded thus : 

+ EDPER.D REX 
+ LEOFNOB ON EEE: 

An examination of all the Edward the Confessor 
coins in the Stockholm coin cabinet, in the Hilde-
brand trays, and in the uncatalogued hoards , has 
led to the conclusion that only one of the two coins 
described by King exists, that this coin is B E H 58, 
and that the photograph submitted by King of a 
supposedly uncatalogued coin f r o m Stockholm is 
a photograph of BEH 58. 

A closer look at the reverse of this coin reveals 
that the mint-signature reads not EIE as Hildebrand 
recorded it, nor EEE as King had it, but GLE. The 
moneyer Leofnoth, known for Chichester by only 
two coins which prove to be the same penny, is 
known for Gloucester for the Pacx, Small Flan, and 
Pointed Helmet types. I conclude that Leofnoth 
can no longer be included in the list of Chichester 
moneyers, and that the coin B E H 58 is a coin of 
Gloucester. 

Dorchester. BEH 85 Trefoil-Quadrilateral GODWINE. 
Godwine is known for Harold I and Har thacnut , 
ref. N o r t h p. 123, so his appearance for the third 
type of Edward the Confessor need not cause sus-
picion. There is no doubt about the mint-signature 
DOR. 

Dover. BEH 80 Expanding Cross WULWII. The 
moneyer is unknown for the reigns preceding 
Edward 's , and for Harold II and William. But the 
mint-signature is indisputably DOFER, and Wulfwi 
must continue to be included among the Dover 
moneyers. 

Hythe. BEH 245 Radiate -ELFWINE. The mint-
signature clearly reads ON HYD. The moneyer is 
not known for Hythe for the reigns before and after 

5 BMC: A Catalogue of English Coins in the British 
Museum. Anglo-Saxon series, London, 1887-93, by 
C. F. Keary and H. A. Grueber. 

6 Professor Michael Dolley's experienced eye sup-
ported my reading. 

Edward. Only two other moneyers, Guthred and 
Goldwine, are recorded for the mint, Guthred on 
two coins in BMC and Goldwine on one. There is 
no reason to question the ^Elfwine whose name 
occurs on only one coin. 

Ilchester. BEH 173 Expanding Cross, ELFWINE. 
The mint-signature reads GICLST, and the moneyer 
must be accepted as a moneyer for the Ilchester 
mint. 

B E H 175 Sovereign-Martlets mon. WULFRIC. 
Hildebrand p. 436 records the mint-signature on 
this coin as ON. . .EL. There is a piece broken out 
of the coin, so some of the legend is irrecoverable. 
But the following letters can be seen: ON 1 1 PEES. 
The missing space would allow for three letters, and 
I would reconstruct the mint-signature as : ON 
G[LEA]PCES. This means that Wulfric is not an 
Ilchester moneyer, but belongs to the mint of 
Gloucester. Wulfr ic is not otherwise known for 
Edward, Harold I, Har thacnut , or Harold II at 
either Ilchester or Gloucester. The case for his being 
a moneyer for Gloucester rests on the evidence of 
the eye, in reading the mint-signature.6 But there 
may be some significance in the recurrence at 
Gloucester of the name-element Wulf- (Wulfgeet, 
Wulfwerd, Wulfwig), which might be thought to 
indicate familial links between the moneyers.7 

Lincoln. BEH 303 Pacx CILLIN and B E H 313 Pacx 
CONLI. In both cases the transcriptions of name and 
mint by Hildebrand are clearly correct : 

303. + CILLIN ONNLINCO 
313. + CONLI ON LINC 

There is no doubt that the mint is Lincoln, but the 
names occur neither for Lincoln nor for any other 
mints in the preceding or succeeding reigns. 

BEH 302 Radiate BRUNING. Hi ldebrand p. 441 
records the mint-signature on this coin as LIN. But 
it is clear that there is a properly formed upper 
horizontal on the initial letter, and the final letter 
is more like H. The mint has a name which is 
abbreviated by the signature CIH. 

Bruninc is known for the Radia te type at Ipswich, 
B E H 177, 178, but these coins do not supply die-
links with no. 302. The moneyer is not known at 
any other mint which a signature like e r a could 
possibly represent. Unless a coin of Bruninc's with 
an unquest ionable Lincoln signature could be 
located, I would consider the at t r ibut ion of BEH 302 

7 See Woolf and J. M. Kemble, 'The Names, Surnames 
and Nicnames [sic] of the Anglo-Saxons', Royal Archaeo-
logical Institute of Great Britain, Proceedings at Win-
chester 1845, pp. 8Iff., London, 1846, p. 88. 
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doubt fu l , but without fur ther evidence, cannot make 
any suggestion about the mint. 

BEH 319 Trefoil-Quadri lateral EDWINE. There 
is no doubt abou t the mint-signature on this coin, 
recorded by Hildebrand p. 442 as ONN LINCOL. 

B E H 356 Small Flan LIFINC. Hi ldebrand 's entry 
for this coin, p. 443, is as follows: 

ir. 26, i. -f LIFNC ON LINC B 
H. R. Mossop, in The Lincoln Mint, records this 
coin as well as one of different dies by Lifinc, in 
Leningrad, and includes photographs of bo th coins, 
nos. 20 and 21, plate lxxii. A note pertaining to both 
coins reads: 'Last letter of mint illegible; possibly 
not Lincoln. ' 

A closer look at the coin in the Stockholm collec-
tion reveals the mint-signature LINDI, no t LINC. The 
moneyer Lifinc is known for the London mint for 
Pacx, Radiate , Trefoil-Quadrilateral , Small Flan 
and Expanding Cross, and Sovereign Martlets , and 
H a m m e r Cross. F o r the Small Flan type the name 
occurs in the following collections: Hildebrand, 
Mack, Fitzwilliam, Copenhagen, and British 
Museum. I have not found a die-link between any 
of these coins and B E H 356, but because photo-
graphs are not yet available, have not been able to 
check the nine specimens in the British Museum. 
A search for obverse die-links with other Small Flan 
moneyers at London in the Stockholm trays was not 
fruitful . 

The absence of such die-links does not prevent 
a connection of B E H 356 with London , and I have 
no doub t that Lifinc was not a Lincoln moneyer, 
but that this coin, and its fellow in Leningrad, are 
both f rom the London mint. 

London. BEH 405 Small Flan ELFNOTH. The mint-
signature of this coin reads LUN, as recorded by 
Hildebrand p. 444. ^Elfnoth is known at Lincoln, 
but it would be inadvisable to assume that LUN was 
an error for a Lincoln signature. /El fnoth remains 
as a moneyer at London . 

B E H 510 Small Flan GOLDAN. There is no doubt 
about the mint-signature of the coin, LUN, for 
London. 

Southwark. BEH 706 Pacx yElfric. There is no 
doubt about Hi ldebrand 's transcription, p. 454, 
of the mint-signature as ON SUD. A hal fpenny in the 
Copenhagen SCBI, of the Radia te type, reads 
. . . RIC, probably to be interpreted as iElfric. 

Stamford. B E H 677 Pacx BRINIT. The mint-signature 
is clearly ON STAN, as in Hi ldebrand p. 453. The first 
element of the name is possibly a corrupt fo rm of 
Briht-,8 but the mint does not have a moneyer 
with this name-element, which could be associated 
with Brinit. Brinit remains as a moneyer for Stam-
ford. 

Wareham. BEH 751 Pacx WULFRIC. Hildebrand 
p. 456 has recorded the mint as pER. The signature 
is quite clear. Wulfric does not occur at any other 
mint which might suggest that pER did not mean 
Wareham. Wulfric remains a moneyer for Ware-
ham. 

BEH 750 Pacx LEOFWIG. This moneyer has been 
reattr ibuted to Warwick by G. Van der Meer in 
1961.9 The coin reads. P'ERIC, not, as Hi ldebrand 
transcribed it, p. 456, pERH. Leofwig remains a 
moneyer for Warwick. 

Worcester. BEH 757 Small F lan WULFWI. Hilde-
brand p. 456 transcribed the mint-signature as 
piHER, and there is nothing to warran t a change in 
the reading of this or a reat tr ibution of the coin. 

Conclusion. F r o m this examinat ion of the coins of 
Edward the Confessor in the Stockholm coin 
cabinet the following emendat ions may be suggested 
for Hildebrand 's catalogue: 

BEH 58 is not Chichester, but Gloucester. 
BEH 175 is not Ilchester, but Gloucester. 
BEH 302 is uncertain, not definitely Lincoln. 
BEH 356 is not Lincoln, but London . 

These alterations allow the following conclusions 
about the moneyers: Wulfr ic is a new moneyer for 
Gloucester; Lifinc and Bruninc are not Lincoln 
moneyers; Leofnoth is not a Chichester moneyer ; 
Wulfric is not an Ilchester moneyer. 

F. E. COLMAN 

C O I N S F R O M T H E W I N C H E S T E R E X C A V A T I O N S 1 9 6 1 - 1 9 7 3 

I n the course of extensive excavations carried out at 
a variety of sites in Winchester between 1961 and 
1973 under the direction of Mr. Mart in Biddle, 

8 See M. Redin, Studies on Uncompounded Personal 
Names in Old English, Uppsala, 1919. 

9 G. Van der Meer, op. cit. 
1 A few coins from the excavations by Mr. K. E. 

F.S. A., a large number of coins have been unearthed, 
most of them as single finds but two as small hoards.1 

One of these, f rom the Cathedral Car Park, 

Qualmann, the City Rescue Archaeologist, in 1972-3, 
and some previously unrecorded finds in the Cathedral 
Library have been included in the final report; one 
(no. 19) appears here. 
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consisting of seventeen Long Cross pennies of Henry 
III , two Long Double Cross pennies of Alexander 
III of Scotland, and a Lippe denier of Long Cross 
type of Bernard III, has already been published 
with all the coins illustrated.2 

A detailed account of all the coins found in the 
excavations will form par t of the full excavation 
report. This is in prepara t ion but by its very nature 
cannot appear for some time and, meanwhile, Mr . 
Biddle has most generously suggested that par-
ticulars of the more impor tant coins might be made 
available to numismatists through the pages of this 
Journal, a suggestion readily adopted by the present 
writers. This report will therefore be selective and 
purely numismatic and will leave for consideration 
in the full report any implications of the coins on the 
excavation results. 

It has been noticed that, as a general rule, frac-
tional denominat ions tend to be isolated finds rather 
than f rom hoards and it is reasonable to suppose 
that a hoarder would normally select for saving 
whole pennies rather than the fractions. This has 
again been demonstrated in the Winchester excava-
tions where, in the period of the penny coinage 
prior to the introduction of round fract ions by 
Edward I, one round and ten cut halfpennies and 
three cut farthings were found, equivalent, if one 
deducts the Long Cross hoard that consisted entirely 
of pennies, to over one in five of the total of sixty-
three coins of the period. 

It is instructive to compare the distr ibution in 
point of time of the exactly 100 coins dat ing f rom 
between 700 and 1300 found at Winchester with 
the 181 coins of the same period recorded as found 
in Anglo-Saxon Southampton , i.e. the area near 
St. Mary 's Church, known as Hamwih. 3 Here the 
sceatta coinage figured strongly both as isolated 
finds and in hoards and in fact made up the actual 
major i ty of the total finds. By contrast , Winchester 
produced no more than a single sceatta. F r o m the 
introduction of the penny to the first quarter of the 
tenth century Southampton finds remain substantial, 
helped, however, by a hoard, and thereafter tail off 
to the extent that no more than two English and two 
foreign coins were found of the three centuries 1000 
to 1300. Winchester finds number no more than ten 
English and one foreign for the two centuries 800 
to 1000; j u m p to thirty-one English and two foreign 
between 1000 and 1100 (all single finds); d rop to 
eleven (all English) in the following century, of 
which five came f rom a little hoa rd ; and rise again to 
forty-four between 1200 and 1300, half f r om a hoard . 

2 NC 1961, pp. 185-9. 
3 Proc. Hampshire Field Club, xxv (1968), p. 76. 
4 NC v (1842-3), pp. 11-12. 

Various sites have been involved in the excava-
tions and abbreviations are used for them as follows: 
Cathedral Green, C G ; Cathedral Car Park , C A C P ; 
Lower Brook Street, BS; Castle Yard , C Y ; 
Wolvesey Palace, W P ; St. Paul 's Church , SPC. 
The site abbreviat ions are followed by the year of 
discovery and the small-find number in the series 
for that site. 

The coins are all pennies except where noted 
otherwise and those illustrated on PI. IV are marked 
with an asterisk. N o . 3 is illustrated by a line 
drawing. 

*1. Sceatta. BMC type 5, N o r t h 48. Wt. 18-1 gr. 
C G 1965, 348. 

*2. Alfred. BMC type V, N o r t h 629. +AELFRED-
REXSA+; LVL LA-'.-MON ETA. Wt. 22-4 gr. A very 
fine specimen of this rare type of which no more 
than three examples were known before the Cuer-
dale hoard.4 The only other specimen of this type 
by Lulla appears to be BMC 183. Both dies, how-
ever, differ. C G , 1964, 306. 

[ L g ® # \ 

MWm 

FIG. 1 

3. Edward the Elder. R o u n d halfpenny. BMC 
type II, N o r t h 650. +EADVVEARDREX; LEOF HEMO. 
Wt . 6-1 gr. M u c h corroded and f ragmented but an 
X-ray photograph has brought up the legends in 
a manner that makes them acceptable. Only four 
round halfpennies of this reign had previously been 
known,5 two by the moneyer Biornwald and one 
each by Ciolulf and Wynberh t . The moneyer on the 
new coin may be identified as Leofhe(lm). The name 
is found, in the fo rm Liofhelm, on pennies of this 
type and of BMC type III, N o r t h 651.6 N o n e of the 
ornaments to be expected on the reverse shows up 
in the X-ray. CG, 1964, 241. 

*4. Edmund. BMC I, N o r t h 688. +EADMVND-
REX •;.'. /MART . / + + + / INMO/7 wedge-shaped stop 
at end of obverse legend. Wt. 24-7 gr. A coin of 
southern style, cf. BMC 101 and F o r u m hoard 352. 
A moneyer of this name struck also in the nor th-
west (cf. BMC 98-100) but generally spelt the first 
element Masr. CG, 1965, 471. 

*5. Eadwig. BMC I, N o r t h —. EADVVIGREX; 
. + ./LEOF/+ ++/RICMO/-I-. Wt. 24-7 gr. This is a 

5 BNJ xxxi (1962), p. 45. 
6 e.g. BMC ii, Vatican hoard 296-7; BMC iii, ibid. 

443-4; Forum hoard 51. 
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variety with all the ornaments on the reverse crosses. 
Southern style. The moneyer appears to be un-
recorded for the reign, though known for Eadred.7 

The variant of the type seems unrecorded for bo th 
Eadwig and his predecessor but , though rare, is 
known of Edmund 8 and Edgar.9 C G , 1964, 237. 

*6. JEthelrad II. BMC I l i a , N o r t h 770 (Crux). 
Cut halfpenny of Maldon, moneyer iElfwine. 

ELDV. Wt. 9-7 gr. Cf. Hild. 3071. CACP, 
1961, 575. 

*7. jEthelraed II. BMC I, N o r t h 111 (Last Small 
Cross). London , moneyer /Elfric. + /EBELR^ed-
REXAN; VELFRICONLVND. Wt. 27-8 gr. (chipped 
and corroded). Plated forgery. Base-cored forgeries 
of this class are known (cf. BNJ XXVIII . i 
(1955), pp. 185-9) but are very rare. JElfric is re-
corded as a L o n d o n moneyer in this type. CG, 1970, 
2658. 

*8. Cnut . BMC VIII , N o r t h 781 (Quatrefoil). 
Ipswich, moneyer 'Eldrnt ' . +CNVTREXANGLO:; 
+ELD RNT ONGI PESI. Wt. 15-4 gr. The moneyer 's 
name must remain in doubt . It may be compared 
with Hild. 925 where the reading is JELBRHT and on 
which the mint-name has the same rather unusual 
reading. In this case it could be an abbreviated fo rm 
of jEthelberht who is recorded as an Ipswich 
moneyer in this type (Hild. 927). BS, 1971, 6029. 

*9. Cnut . BMCXIV, N o r t h 787 (Pointed Helmet). 
Winchester, moneyer yElfsige. +CNVT//REXAN; 
+Jc-L-FSiGEO-NprN. R o u n d G in moneyer 's name. 
Wt. 14-0 gr. CG, 1967, 1352. 

*10. Har thacnut . BMC la , N o r t h 809 (Jewel 
Cross). Gloucester, moneyer Wulnoth . +HARDA// 
-—RE; +PULNOBONGLE-V F r o m same dies as Hild. 
55. Wt. 12-5 gr. (chipped). WP, 1965, 566. 

*11. Har thacnut . BMC la , N o r t h 809 (Jewel 
Cross). Shaftesbury, moneyer iEgelric. +HARDA// 
CNUTRE; + ^GELRICONSCEFT Wt. not recorded. As 
Hild. 166. A mint of great rarity in this reign. Only 
two specimens in Hild. and one in SCBI Copen-
hagen. Of these only Hild. 166 is of the same type. 
C G , 1969, 1791. 

*12. Harold I. BMC Vc, N o r t h 803 (Fleur de Lis). 
London, moneyer Lifinc. +HARO//LDREX:; +LIF 
INC ONN: LVN Wt. 15-7 gr. Cf. Hild. 705. CG, 1969, 
1870. 

13. Edward the Confessor. BMC V, N o r t h 820/4 
(Expanding Cross). Winchester, moneyer Ladmasr. 
+EDPE://RDREX:; LADM/ERONPINCES : Wt . not re-
corded. A moneyer known at Winchester in the 
following (Pointed Helmet) type but not previously 
in Expanding Cross. CG, 1969, 1883. 

*14. William I. BMC III, N o r t h 843 (Canopy). 

Malmesbury, moneyer Brihtwi. +PILLEMIISREX; 
H-BRIHTPIONMEIILI Wt. 14-3 gr. Brihtwi is recorded 
as a Malmesbury moneyer in the preceding (Bonnet) 
and following (Two Sceptres) types so that this new 
coin neatly fills a gap. CY, 1971, 370. 

*15. William I. BMC VI, N o r t h 846 (Sword). 
Shaftesbury, moneyer iElnoth. +PILLELMREX; 
+IELNQDONSCIEFT Wt. 19-7 gr. BMC records this 
variety f rom a coin then (1916) said to be in the 
collection of H. Symonds. It was not , however, in 
his cabinet when it was dispersed in 1973. The 
cataloguers, however, noted that a similar specimen 
had at some time previously passed th rough their 
hands. CG, 1964, 238. 

*16. William I. BMC VI, N o r t h 846 (Sword). 
Cut halfpenny of a mint beginning s by the moneyer 
Godric. REXII; —ODRICONS Wt. 9-5 gr. 
A moneyer Godr ic struck this type at Launceston 
where the mint-reading is SINTSTFNI (BMC, i, 
p. clxxiii and pi. xiv, 15) but neither die corresponds 
with those used for the present coin where it would 
appear that the mint reading is likely to be of some 
six letters. The same name is found at Salisbury on 
coins of the preceding and following types (BMC 
364 and 470). It is also found at Southwark on the 
succeeding type with mint reading of five letters 
(BMC 474) and at Stafford in the next type but one 
(BMC 980). Certainty is not possible, but a Salis-
bury attr ibution seems the most likely. C G , 1964, 
239. 

*17. William I. BMC VII, N o r t h 847 (Profile/ 
Cross Fleury). Cut halfpenny. London , moneyer? 
—LLELM LIINDNI Wt. 7-4 gr. This fo rm of the 
mint-name is found on a coin of this type by the 
moneyer Edwi (BMC 464) but bo th dies differ. 
CG, 1964, 176. 

*18. William II. BMC II, N o r t h 852 (Cross in 
Quatrefoil). Cricklade mint , moneyer Edouf . 
+PILLELMRE + EOIIFIONCRICL Wt. 18'2 gr. Brooke 
cited this type for Cricklade f r o m a solitary speci-
men in the Taun ton Museum by the same moneyer 
but Mr. Elmore-Jones now has one too. Both dies, 
however, differ. On the latter coin the moneyer 's 
name reads clearly EDOUF. C G , 1968, 1416. 

*19. Henry I. BMC XIV, N o r t h 870 (Pellets in 
Quatrefoil). London , moneyer Wulfward . 
hENRicvsREX .'. (omits initial cross) +PVLFRARD: 
ON : LVND (cf. BMC 152). Wt. 16-8 gr. Exceptional 
in omitting the obverse initial cross and in ending 
REX with three pellets after. SPC, 1972, 63. 

*20. Henry I. BMC XV, N o r t h 871 (Quatrefoil 
on Cross Fleury). Min t and moneyer doubtful . 
+ h i-MEfi v (retrograde). Wt. 15-7 gr. 

7 BMC 64. 8 e.g. BMC 52. 
9 e.g. BMC 139. 
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The retrograde reverse legend, the coarse lettering, 
and the weight point to this being an irregular issue. 
CG, 1965, 382. 

The following five Short Cross coins were found 
together at Wolvesey Palace in 1970 (WP, 1970, 
2039-43) and may be taken to be a purse or small 
hoard lost c. 1200. The references are to the 
Lawrence types: 

21. Type la. N o r t h a m p t o n , moneyer Filipe. 
IIENRICVS.RE//X +F—PE.ON.NORAMTV W t . 16-8 gr. 
WP, 1970, 2043. 

22. Type lb. London , moneyer Fil Aimer. 
HENRICVS . R/ /EX +FILAIMER.ON.LVN W t . 1 4 3 gr. 
WP, 1970, 2039. 

23. Type lb. Winchester, moneyer Rodber t . 
+RODBERT.ON.WIN Wt. 1 7 4 g r . WP, 1970, 2042. 

24. Type lb. Worcester, moneyer Osber. Cut 
h a l f p e n n y . +OSB RIC W t . 7 - 3 ' g r . W P , 1970, 
2041. 

25. Type IVb. Canterbury, moneyer Ulard . 
+VLA-—CANTI Wt. 19-7 gr. WP, 1970, 2040. 

Noth ing significant was found in the later English 
series. 

A m o n g the foreign coins that were found may be 
noted the following: 

*26. Kufic dirham. Samanid ruler, Isma'il ibn 
Ahmad, A.H. 279-295 = A.D. 892-907. Mint of 

Samarkand. The date is illegible but the late Dr . 
Walker regarded A.H. 285 (A.D. 898) as likely. The 
coin which, when discovered, was completely 
illegible has been skilfully cleaned and repaired by 
Mr . K. A. Howes of the Depar tment of Coins and 
Medals, British Museum. ACS, 1964, 437. 

*27. N o r m a n d y denier dat ing probably f r o m the 
first quar ter of the eleventh century, at latest 1030-
40. Poey d 'Avant , no. 149. Wt. 13-9 gr. Coins of this 
type were found in the hoard f rom Chateauneuf-
sur-Cher, buried c. 1030-40 (cf. J. Lafaurie, Le 
Tresor du Puy, RN, 1952, p. 116). We are indebted 
to M a d a m e F. D u m a s for these particulars. CG, 
1969, 1899. 

*28. Lorraine, D u k e Ferri IV, 1312-29. Denier 
of Toul of sterling type. + FERRICVSDEIGARS LVN 
TOI ENG IEN Wt. 13-4 gr. This combines the obverse 
of Chauta rd 190 with a reverse of his no. 197. A 
similar coin was found in the Carsphairn , Galloway, 
hoard (NC, 1914, p. 383). W P , 1968, 1270. 

Five of the coins listed here, nos. 1, 4, 11, 13, 
and 15, are presently missing, believed stolen. All 
had been previously examined by the authors and 
photographs or casts of all except one (no. 13) are 
available. The weights of nos. 11 and 13 are not 
known; those of nos. 1, 4, and 15 should be treated 
with reserve. 

MICHAEL DOLLEY a n d c . E. BLUNT 

C L A S S I I C O I N S O F T H E L O N G C R O S S C O I N A G E 1 2 4 7 - 1 2 4 8 

UNDER Lawrence's classification1 class II is not 
subdivided, but f r o m examining the coins of this 
class it is evident that they can be subdivided quite 
satisfactorily using the letter ' x ' of REX. There are 
two forms of 'x ' used; the first (Fig. 1) is the same 
as that used on the coins of class I2 and the second 
(Fig. 2) is used on subsequent classes up to and 
including class Va.3 Lawrence's article on the Long 
Cross coinage is unclear about the two forms of 'x ' 
appearing on the coins of this class. He states quite 
clearly that the 'x ' used on class II is of the first fo rm 
(Fig. 1), that is the same as that used on class I, and 
that the second form (fig. 2) was not used until 

1 BNJ ix (1912), pp. 145-79, x (1913), pp. 69-93, 
xi (1914), pp. 101-19. 

2 Under Lawrence's classification class I was sub-
divided into I* and I but these are now generally known 
and referred to as la and lb respectively. And where 
references are made to 'class I' then this refers to class I 
as a whole and not to Lawrence class I (lb). 

class III.4 This is confirmed in his listing of the 
class II obverse readings for the main mints where 
the 'x ' used on class I (fig. 1) is used throughout . 5 

Then contradicting what he has already stated, he 
uses both forms of 'x ' under the obverse readings 
which he gives for the provincial mints striking in 
class II.6 

The issue is confused but if, still retaining 
Lawrence's description as the main distinguishing 
feature, the class is subdivided into classes I la and 
l ib , I la having the first f o rm of 'x ' and l i b the 
second fo rm of 'x ' , then some interesting results 
are obtained. 

3 Mr. J. J. North in the illustrations of the lettering 
used on the Long Cross coinage given in English Ham-
mered Coinage, vol. i, p. 167, shows both forms of letter x 
appearing on class II. 

4 BNJ ix (1912), p. 150. 
5 BNJ x (1913), pp. 75-6, 82, and 89. 
6 BNJ xi (1914), pp. 103-19. 
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M i 

FIG. 1. I I A X 2 

If reference is made to Table A it will be seen that 
the main mints of London, Canterbury, and Bury 
St. Edmunds not surprisingly struck coins of both 
class Ha and l ib. But in the case of the provincial 
mints that were in operation in class II, Lincoln, 
Northampton, and Winchester only struck coins 
of class I la ; and Exeter, Gloucester, Norwich, 
Oxford, and York royal only struck coins of 

T A B L E A 

London 
Nicole 

Canterbury 
Nicole 
Gilbert 
Willem 

Bury St. Edmunds 
Ion 

Winchester 
Hvge 
Ivrdon 
Nicole 
Willem 

Lincoln 
Walter 
Willem 
Ricard 
Ion 

Northampton 
Philip 
Willem 
Tomas 
Lvcas 

X -= Coins seen by writer. 
L = Coins given by Lawrence but not seen by writer. 
* Represented by only one coin in each case. 

Ila lib Mint and moneyer 

Exeter 

Ila lib 

X X Philip 
Ion 
Robert 

X* X 
X 
X 

X X Walter X 
X X 
X X Norwich 

Hvge 
lacob 

X 
X 

X X Ion 
Willem 

X 
X 

Gloucester 
X 
X 
X 
X 

Ion X X 
X 
X 
X 

Ricard X 
X 
X 
X 
X 

Lvcas X 

X 
X 
X 
X Roger X 

X 
Oxford 

X Adam X 
X Gefrei X 
X L* Henri X 
X L* Willem 

York (Royal) 

X 

X Alain X 
X Ieremie X 
X L* Ion X 
X X* Rener X 

FIG. 2. I I B X 2 

class l ib. The only exceptions to this are at 
Northampton and Exeter, where to date I have seen 
one class l ib Lucas of Nor thampton and one 
class Ila Philip of Exeter. Also Lawrence lists 
Ricard and Ion of Lincoln and Tomas of North-
ampton with the class l i b form of 'x*,7 but I have 
not yet been able to trace any examples of them and 
so have indicated them in Table A with a letter L. 

Lawrence dated class II to 1248 and added that 
probably the three main mints started issuing these 
coins a little earlier than the provincial mints.8 Some 
twenty or so years after Lawrence's article, Mr. 
Wells published an article entitled 'Notes on the 
long cross coinage of Henry III 1247-1250'.9 The 
article contained the translations of a number of 
writs f rom which Mr. Wells was able to suggest, 
among other things, an improved dating for class II. 
Of these writs one was dated 26 February 1248'° and 
was for the opening of the mints at Lincoln, Nor th-
ampton, Winchester, Norwich, and Exeter, all of 
which commenced by striking coins of class II. 
Another was dated 10 October 124811 and was for 
the opening of the mints at Bristol, Carlisle, Here-
ford, Ilchester, Newcastle, Shrewsbury, Walling-
ford, and Wilton, all of which commenced by 
striking coins of class III. The elected officials for 
the first group of mints had to be at the exchequer 
in London to take their oaths on 15 March 1248, 
and those in the second group likewise between 
1 and 8 November 1248. From these two writs and 
another dated 16 July 1248,12 in connection with 
employing from abroad workmen capable of mint-
ing or exchanging silver, Mr. Wells suggested that 
the provincial mints even though authorized on 
26 February 1248 did not commence striking coins 
till the summer of 1248.13 Further, as the second 
group of mints commenced by striking coins of 

Ibid., pp. 109 and 112. 
Ibid., pp. 84-5. 

8 BNJ ix (1912), p. 166. 
11 Ibid., pp. 85-6. 

9 BNJ xxii (1934-7), pp. 79-107. 
Ibid., p. 87. 13 Ibid. 
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class III, he suggested that class II as a whole 
must have ceased around the end of the year 
1248.14 Also he suggested that as the provincial 
mints did not commence issuing class II until the 
middle of 1248 this must also have been the case 
at the three main mints.15 

This dating for bo th main and provincial mints 
can be improved if the division of class II into I l a 
and l i b is adopted. The dat ing for the provincial 
mint class II coins can only be marginally improved 
but this assists greatly with the dat ing of the class II 
coins of the main mints. The revised dat ing is as 
follows and is shown in Table B. 

TABLE B 

Dating 
Class Mints Start 
Ila Main Jan./Feb. 
l ib Main Summer 

!I? 1 Provincial Summer 

The provincial mints 

If between three and six months are allowed for 
each of the provincial mints that struck in class II 
to commence operating, then as Mr . Wells suggested, 
but for a different reason, their opening dates would 
be in the summer of 1248. Three to six months would 
seem a reasonable period of time to allow, as the 
Shrewsbury mint,1 6 which opened in the second 

X 3 

FIG. 3 

the mints that struck in class I la would have opened 
some time between early and middle summer and 
those that struck in class l i b some time between 
middle and late summer. There is also fur ther 
evidence to suggest that the change f rom Ila to l i b 
took place in the summer of 1248, for even though 
no writ has yet been found for the opening of the 
royal mint at York , two writs were issued on 
20 July 1248 in connection with the archbishop's 
mint at York , one of which implies that the royal 
mint at York had already been authorized.1 7 N o w 
as the royal mint at York was almost certainly 
authorized after the five mints mentioned in the 
writ of 26 February 1248 and that in class II it only 
struck coins of class l ib , this would suggest that it 
must have been authorized some time between the 
end of February and the middle of July 1248, and 
when it did open the change f rom I la to l i b had 
already taken place. 

It is also worth mentioning that no writs have yet 
been found for the opening of the mints at Glou-
cester or Oxford, but they would probably have 
been authorized at the same time as York royal for 
they also only struck in class l ib . 

The date for the ending of class l i b remains 
unchanged, that is towards the end of the year 1248. 

The main mints 
F o r the main mints, I would suggest that they 

started issuing coins of class I la a round January 
February 1248 as Bury St. Edmunds was, in a writ 
dated 26 December 1247,18 authorized to have a die 

FIG. 4 

Finish 
Summer 1248 
Towards the end of the 

year 1248 
Towards the end of the 

year 1248 

Contemporary imitations, actual size. 

FIG. 3. Illa/Ia reverse die-link with Fig. 4. 1-286 gm. FIG. 4. Vc/Ia 1-296 gm. BNJ xxii, p. 83. 

wave of provincial mints, did not open until nearly 
four months after being authorized. 

The summer of 1248 would appear also to be the 
date for the change f rom I la to l i b as in the major i ty 
of cases the mints either struck coins of class I la 
or l i b but not both (see Table A). Almost certainly 

14 Ibid., pp. 88-9. 
15 Ibid., p. 83. 
16 J. D. Brand T h e Shrewsbury Mint, 1249-50', 

in Mints, Dies and Currency, ed. R. A. G. Carson, 

for the minting of the new money. The earliest coins 
for Bury St. Edmunds are of class l b and the die 
referred to in the writ must have been for the striking 
of coins of this class. N o w class l b for Bury St. 
Edmunds is extremely rare19 and could only have 
been issued over a very short period, probably only 

pp. 129-50. 
17 BNJ xxii (1934-7), p. 87. 
18 Ibid., p. 82. 
15 Only about five examples known. 
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two or three weeks, thus giving a starting date for 
class Ha of a round the end of January /February 
1248. Mr . Wells did suggest, though, tha t Bury St. 
Edmunds struck coins of class la as he had in his 
possession a supposedly genuine 5c/Ia mule, illus-
trated in his article.20 The reverse legend read 
ANGLIE TERCI s, the s supposedly being the ult imate 
abbreviation for Bury St. Edmunds . However, the 
coin is a contemporary imitation for I have found 

a reverse die-link with another contemporary imita-
tion of a I l l a / I a mule.21 

The date for the ending of class Ha and the 
beginning of class l i b in the main mints would 
have been the same as for the provincial mints, that 
is the summer of 1248. The ending of class l i b would 
again be the same as for the provincial mints, that 
is towards the end of the year 1248.22 

R. L. DAVIS 

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

B E R W I C K - O N - T W E E D 

Introduction 

A s is well known, the Edward ian pence of the semi-
Scottish mint of Berwick do not , with one excep-
tion, conform with the contemporaneous English 
issues. The classic study of this coinage is by 
Chris topher Blunt,1 who proposed a subdivision 
into eight main types arranged in a chronological 
order largely on the basis of mules between the 
various issues. Types I to IV inclusive were fur ther 
subdivided, the sub-types being designated alpha-
betically. Mr . Blunt postulated that the initial issue 
(type I) which was of comparatively good style and 
had the obverse legend beginning EDWR, was inter-
rupted by the siege of Berwick f r o m au tumn 1296 
to spring 1297, during which period a group of crude 
and ill-struck coins was produced which could well 
have been siege-pieces to pay the besieged English 
t roops in the castle. Following the relief of the town, 
coinage of good style was struck once again, the 
immediate post-siege issue being identified with 
Blunt type III. 

Blunt divided his type I into sub-types la and l b 
on differences in the obverse legend. It will be shown 
below, however, that two distinct face and crown 
punches were used giving rise to what may be 
described as wide-face and narrow-face issues respec-
tively. The supposed siege coins were divided into 

20 BNJ xxii (1934-7), pp. 82-4. 
21 Both coins are in the possession of A. H. Baldwin 

& Sons Ltd., who kindly lent them to the writer so that 
they could be exhibited at the April 1977 meeting of the 
society when the writer gave a short paper entitled 
'Class 11 coins of the long cross coinage 1247-48'. 

22 I would like to thank the British, Birmingham, and 
Royal Mint museums and their staff for their co-
operation in allowing me access to their collections, 
especially Miss Marion Archibald for all her valuable 
time and assistance. I am also most grateful to A. H. 
Baldwin & Sons Ltd. for allowing me to examine the 

three quite sharply defined issues based on dif-
ferences in style, lettering, and legend. The post-siege 
issue, type III , is complex and includes a number of 
distinct issues. Type III is, in fact, a convenient 
grouping of coins of good style having in common 
the obverse reading EDWA (in contrast to the EDWR 
reading of type I), but lacking the characteristic 
serifed V of the subsequent type IV. Within type II I 
Blunt recognized two sub-types a and b depending 
on whether there was a Gothic H or a R o m a n N in 
DNS of the obverse legend. He considered that these 
sub-types probably represented parallel issues. Mr . 
Stewart, on the other hand, considered tha t the two 
issues were sequential,2 with the Goth ic coins being 
the earlier, and pointed out that the coins of 
type III are similar to those of Type I. 

It is apparent f rom the lists given by Blunt 
(pp. 47-52) that there is extensive muling between 
types I and II, and that several different obverse and 
reverse dies based on details of the legend can be 
recognized within sub-type Ha, but these lists give 
no idea of the large number of dies involved, nor of 
the complexity of the die-linking. Fur thermore , 
some of the coins included by Blunt in sub-type I l i a 
are strikingly similar in style to the wide-face issues 
of type I, apparently differing only in the details of 
the obverse legend and the possession of a Gothic R 
in DNS. It seems reasonable, therefore, to consider 

coins from the Brussels hoard and in particular to Mr. 
Michael Sharp who had the task of finding them for me, 
to Mr. Peter Woodhead for allowing me to examine his 
collection, to Mr. John Brand for his valuable advice, 
and lastly to all the other individual collectors and dealers 
who corresponded or allowed me to examine their coins. 

1 C. E. Blunt, 'The Mint of Berwick-on-Tweed under 
Edward I, II, and III', NC 1931, pp. 28-52. 

2 B. H. I. H. Stewart, The Scottish Coinage (1967), 
p. 128. 
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Blunt types I, II, and I l ia wide-face as a group of 
potentially inter-related issues which should be 
susceptible of die-analysis. The present paper 
records the results of such a die-analysis of a total 
of 101 coins f rom the Ashmolean and British 
Museums, and from the private collections of 
Mr. C. E. Blunt, Mrs. M. Delme-Radcliffe, Messrs. 
D. Greenhaugh, J. J. North, B. H. I. H. Stewart, 
P. Woodhead, and of the author. These 101 coins 
can be classified as follows: 48 coins with Blunt 
type I obverses comprising la (20), lb (15), la/Ha 
mules (5), Ib/IIa mules (7), Ia/IIb mules (1); 43 
coins with Type II obverses comprising I la (31), 
l ib (8), l ie (4); 10 coins of sub-type I l ia wide-face. 

Before considering the dies represented, a number 
of points are immediately apparent f rom this listing 
of a relatively large number of coins as preserved 
in collections with all the inherent selectivity that 
that implies: 

1. Pure coins of I and Ila are relatively common, 
but pure coins of l ib , lie, and I l ia wide-face are 
considerably less so. 

2. Ia/ l la and Ib/IIa mules are not so rare as is 
generally assumed, but Ia/IIb mules must be 
regarded as extremely rare, the only example 
known to Blunt being that figured by him (plate 1, 
fig. 3) f rom the L. A. Lawrence (now British 
Museum) collection and included in this study. 
A second Ia/IIb mule has recently been recorded 

4. Mules exists between type I and sub-types Ila 
and l ib , but no mules have been noted between 
I and lie. 

5. There are no mules noted between types II and 
III in either direction, nor between types I 
and III. 

The dies identified in the present study are distri-
buted as follows: 

obv. rev. 
Type I: 

Type II: 
Sub-type Ila: 

lib: 

17 

16 
11 

12+ 

21 

lie: 2 
Type Ilia wide-face: 3 

(not fully investi-
gated) 

(of which 5 occur 
muled with type I 
obverses) 
(of which 1 has been 
noted only as a mule 
with a type la 
obverse: Blunt, 
pl. 1, fig. 3) 

36 30 excluding type I 

Blunt type I 
The die-analysis of the forty-eight coins with 

type I obverses has revealed that the issue is more 

FIG. 1. Wide face FIG. 2. Narrow face 

by Mayhew3 from the Aberdeen Upperkirkgate 
hoard, but this author does not know whether it 
comes f rom the same pair of dies as the Blunt 
coin. 

3. The muling between types I and II so far 
invariably involves a type I obverse and a type II 
reverse, even though the opposite might have 
been expected f rom the postulated chronological 
sequence. 

complex than realized hitherto, and that the present 
classification is more artificial than natural. Blunt 
divided his type I into sub-types la and lb according 
to whether the obverse legend terminated in hvB 
or hvD respectively, and implied that the reading 
hVD was just a copying error which was very soon 
corrected. It will be seen below, however, that 
approximately half the total number of obverse dies 
of type I have this error reading, and that they occur 

N. J. Mayhew, BNJ xlv (1975), p. 47. 
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as coins at least as frequently as do the supposedly 
'correct ' obverses. M o r e to the point is the fact that 
within type I there are two basic issues each with its 
own distinctive crown, as follows: 

Wide-face issue: characterized by short wide 
cheeks, a flat-ended rather bulbous nose and a 
crude pellet terminat ion to the chin (see Fig. 1). 
Example: Blunt, pi. 1, fig. 2. 

Narrow-face issue: characterized by long 
narrow cheeks, a thin and markedly pointed nose, 
and a pointed chin without pellet terminat ion (see 
Fig. 2). Example : Blunt, pi. 1, fig. 1. The half-
penny published by Nor th 4 appears to belong 
here. 

Each of these two issues includes the two legend 
readings hvB and hvD. Subdivision of type I on the 
above basis thus cuts right across Mr. Blunt 's 
classification into la and lb. The obverse dies so 
far identified are distributed between the wide-face 
and narrow-face issues as follows, (m) signifying 
a die which may occur muled with a type II reverse 
die, and (M) a die which has been noted so far only 
as a mule with a type II reverse die: 
Wide-face dies (5): 
hVB 
hVB irregular style (m): e.g. Blunt, pi. 1, 

fig. 2 
hVB' 
hvD' reading EDWR' (M) 
hvD' reading EDRA (M): e.g. Blunt, pi. 1, ^ lb: 2 dies 

fig. 4 J 
Narrow-face dies (12) 
hvB: 5 dies of which 2 are (m) (one of the ] 

(m) dies occurs muled only with a type I j a . g 
lib reverse die, e.g. Blunt, pi. 1, fig. 3) j 

hVB' + -I- (m) J 
hvD: 5dies:e.g. Blunt, pi. 1, fig. 1 1 T h . 6 f 1 i „ 
hvD(M) j 1 D - & a i e s 

Where the possibility of or exclusive muling with 
a type II reverse is recorded it should be noted that 
a single reverse die is involved except in the case of 
the narrow-face l b die which has been seen to mule 
with four different reverse dies. Of the narrow-face 
dies only one has a terminal apos t rophe to the 
legend, and that is the anomalous die with a double 
(not double-struck) initial cross. Different narrow-
face dies can be recognized by variation in the 
l e g e n d / s t o p p i n g e .g . EDWR'A, EDW'RA, EDWRA, 
the occurrence of barred or unbarred As, and the 
presence or absence of pellet ornaments in the 
crown. 

Summarizing the above distr ibution of obverse 
dies: 

4 J. J. North, 'An Unpublished Halfpenny of Berwick-
on-Tweed', NCirc. lxxxiii. 2 (1975), pp. 56-7. 

Out of seventeen dies 
(i) 9 are la, of which 5 are known to be repre-

sented by 3 -4 coins. 
8 are lb , of which 3 are known to be repre-
sented by 3 -4 coins and 1 by 5 coins. 

(ii) 4 out of 9 la dies may occur muled with 
type II reverse dies. 
3 out of 8 lb dies may occur muled with 
type II reverse dies. 

(iii) Out of 5 wide-face d i e s 3 m a y o c c u r muled 
as against 4 o u t o f 12 n a r r o w - f a c e dies. 
A l t h o u g h w i t h s u c h a s m a l l s a m p l e t h e 
d i f f e r e n c e s lie w i t h i n t h e m a r g i n f o r s t a t i s t i c a l 
e r r o r , t h e r e is n e v e r t h e l e s s a s u g g e s t i o n t h a t 
t h e w i d e - f a c e i s s u e m a y b e c l o s e r t o t y p e I I 
i n a c h r o n o l o g i c a l s e n s e t h a n t h e n a r r o w -
face issue. On the other hand, one of the 
narrow-face dies occurs muled with 4 dif-
ferent type II reverse dies. 

Blunt sub-type Ilia wide-face 

As noted previously, type III is a complex and 
possibly artificial grouping. Classification into two 
sub-types a and b depending on the use of a Gothic 
n or a R o m a n N in DNS leads to exactly the same 
kind of problems as w i t h type I , as it forces together 
issues which are clearly distinct, and separates 
others which appear to be related. Thus , the con-
ventional classification associates a c n i d e wide-face 
issue (e.g. Blunt, pi. 1, fig. 10) with ano ther issue of 
better style (e.g. Blunt, pi. 2, fig. 1) which may occtir 
with either the DHs or DNS reading. The three obverse 
dies of the wide-face issues identified to date exhibit 
a close similarity in face, hair, a n d crown details 
with those of type I wide-face, and it is possible tha t 
the same or only slightly modified punches may 
have been used. In fact , the only reliable way of 
distinguishing a I l i a wide-face obverse f r o m a I 
w i d e - f a c e o b v e r s e a p p e a r s t o l ie i n t h e l e g e n d , t h u s : 

T y p e I : EDWR* ANGL DNShVB ( o r s o m e v a r i a n t 
of this) 

Type I l i a : EDWARANGLDIiShVTS 

Note in part icular the absence of the wedge and 
crescent stops tha t characterize type I, 

Although Ilia wide-face appears to be tied 
stylistically to type I, there is considerable stylistic 
hiatus between the former and the remainder of the 
issues comprising type III. Where mules a t e recorded 
between I l i a and type IV, e.g. by Stewart.-8 they 
involve a I l i a wide-face obverse, a n d no t the type 
exemplified by Blunt, pi. 2. fig. 1, bu t reading o n s . 

5 Stewart, op. cit.. p, 130. 

la: 3 dies 
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On the other hand, I l i a wide-face cannot be directly 
linked with type I as different punches appear to 
have been used in the case of some of the letters 
(e.g. L, r ) , thus enabling the distinction of a I l i a 
f rom a I reverse in the absence of the characteristic 
WILLA reading. The correct chronological position 
of I l i a wide-face is therefore problematical . The 
possibility arises that this issue was struck before 
the siege, either prior to type I in the definitive sense, 
or else immediately pre-siege. The other possibility 
is that I l i a wide-face does in fact represent the 
immediate post-siege issue as implied by Stewart 
in part . None of these possibilities can be sub-
stantiated on the present lack of muling evidence 
which effectively places this issue in an isolated 
position. 

The siege-period issues (Blunt type I I ) 

The die-analysis has revealed an amazing degree 
of complexity, involving the relatively large number 
of sixteen obverse and twenty-seven reverse dies, 
with extensive die-linking between them. These 
totals disguise the occurrence of the conventional 
English 1 :2 obverse: reverse die rat io in sub-type I la 
(11:21), and the fact that the corresponding die-
ratios for l i b and l i e approximate to 1:1. It is also 
of interest that where muling occurs between a 
type II reverse and a type I obverse, the reverse die 
is almost invariably a I la , and so far never a l ie . 
l i e is far cruder in style than the other supposed 
siege issues, and Mr. Blunt even considered the 
possibility that they might be (contemporaneous) 
forgeries; here again, the absence to date of any 
muling link also throws this issue into isolation, 
but it should be noted that no muling has so far 
been recorded between the other two issues I la 
and l ib , which can definitely be linked with type I 
by muling. 

Concluding remarks 

It has been shown that Blunt type I can be sub-
divided into two issues, but there is as yet no clear 
evidence whether they were parallel or sequential. 

Al though the bust style represents the more 
natural criterion for classification it is suggested 
that future hoard reports should retain the Blunt 
classification into la and l b with the description 
wide-face or narrow-face in parentheses. 

N o explanation is available for the apparent lack 
of II/I mules, a l though Mr . Mayhew (verbal com-
munication) has suggested the interesting possibility 
that the type I reverse dies were used up more 
rapidly than the obverse dies and that only the latter 
were carried over into the siege period when they 
were used in conjunct ion with II reverses. Certainly 
all the type I obverse dies in I/II mules examined 
appear to be very worn and broken, and even cor-
roded in some cases. 

The apparent isolation of the issue designated 
I l i a wide-face is also puzzling, but this may have 
represented a deliberate a t tempt to start again with 
an entirely new issue at the end of the siege, but 
basing the design closely on certain of the coins of 
the pre-siege issue (B. H. I. H. Stewart, personal 
communicat ion) . 

It must be emphasized that this study provides 
little more than indications of the possible inter-
relationships involved in the early issues of the 
Berwick mint, and that the data do not suffice for 
statistical interpretation. It is intended to expand 
this study with the examination of coins in the other 
main museum and private collections, and eventually 
to publish illustrations of all the dies recognized, 
particularly those of the siege issue.6 

CHRISTOPHER J. WOOD 

T U D O R A N D S T U A R T C O I N S F R O M T H E W R E C K O F T H E MARY 

ABOUT 2 a.m. on 25 March 1675 the yacht Mary 
was wrecked on the Skerries off the island of 
Anglesey while on a journey f rom Dubl in to Chester. 
She sank with the loss of thirty-five lives, but thirty-
nine other people managed to get to shore and were 
later picked up by a vessel f rom Beaumaris.1 

6 The author would like to thank all the private 
individuals listed in the paper who have generously made 
their coins available for study, and also to express his 
gratitude to Mr. Nicholas Mayhew and Miss Marion 
Archibald of the Ashmolean and British Museums 
respectively who provided access to the coins in their 
charge and contributed greatly to the progress of this 
project. Mr. Stewart and Mr. Woodhead kindly read 

The Mary had been presented by the city of 
Amsterdam to Charles II on his restorat ion in 1660 
as an expression of their regard for him. In the 
Amsterdam municipal archives are detailed accounts 
of the expenses involved in building the yacht and 
fully equipping her.2 After a year serving as the 

an early draft of this paper and made a number of con-
structive suggestions which have been incorporated. 

1 Calendar of State Papers (Domestic Series) (Car. II, 
369, no. 109, 11). Report of the shipwreck of the yacht 
Mary, Chester, 31 March 1675. 

2 G. G. t 'Hooft, 'The First English Yacht, 1660', 
Mariners' Mirror, v (October 1919), pp. 108-23. 
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official royal yacht, the Mary was replaced by an 
English-built yacht and transferred to the Navy for 
special duties where speed and comfort were con-
sidered requisite. 

The royal yacht Mary has an important place in 
the history of the Royal Navy, being the first vessel 
of its class in use in this country. Sir John Evelyn 
wrote in his diary on 1 October 1661 'I sailed this 
morning in one of his yachts or pleasure boats, 
vessels not known among us till the Dutch East 
India Company presented that curious piece to the 
king, being excellent sailing vessels.' 

The wreck site was discovered in July 1971 by 
divers from the Chorley and Merseyside branches 
of the British Sub-Aqua Club.3 All the items which 
these divers raised were deposited at the then City 
of Liverpool Museums for urgent conservation work 
to be carried out. The personal effects, including 
239 English and Scottish coins, were purchased by 
the museum from the Department of Trade and 
Industry with a grant-in-aid from the Victoria and 
Albert Museum, London. They now form part of 
the collections of the Merseyside county museums. 
A further thirty-three coins, including two Spanish 
colonial issues and two copper coins, were recovered 
from the same area of the site in 1976. The implica-
tions for the Anglo-Irish series of the so-called 
'St. Patrick's' farthing were discussed in a separate 
note in Irish Numismatics.4 

The coins recovered in 1971 and in 1976 are listed 
separately below. The weights, given in metric, were 
obtained on a Griffin digital balance, model 201. 

Coins Recovered from the Mary in 1971 

H E N R Y V I I I 

Groat 
1526-9 2-45 

M A R Y 

Groats 
1553-4 1 -28, 1-31, 0-94 (pierced) 

PHILIP A N D M A R Y 

Groat 
1554-8 1-02 

ELIZABETH I 

Shillings 
1558-60 4-63, 5-47 
1560-1 4-25, 4-44. 4-94 
1560-1 4-31 (2), 4-45, 5 04, 5-37, 5-62, 

5-68, 5-99 
1558-61 5-31 
1582-3 5-42 
1582-4 5-77 
1584-6 3-69, 5-62, 5-67, 5-87 

Lis 
Cross crosslet 
Martlet 

7 

Bell 
A 
Escal lop 

Crescent 1587-9 4 - 8 9 , 5 - 3 9 
Tun 1592-5 4 0 8 , 4 - 5 1 , 5-71, 5 -73 ,5 -83 
W o o l p a c k 1594-6 5-25, 5-74 
Key 1595-8 5-66 

1 1601 5-38 
2 1602 5-56, 5-59 
? 1583-1602 4-08 ,4 -28(2) 

Coronet 1568 2-21, 2-52, 2-60, 2-78 
1569 2-51, 2-62, 2-65, 2-66 
1570 2-35 
9 2-51 

Castle 1570 2-18, 2-59 
1571 2-74 

Ermine 1572 2-18, 2-45, 2-57, 2-59 (2 
d o w n ) 

1573 2-59 
Acorn 1573 2-55 

1574 2-63 
Eglantine 1575 2-40, 2-68, 2-92 
Greek cross 1578 2-30, 2-43, 2-82 

1579 2-30 
Sword 1582 1-90, 2-55 
? 1561-82 1-56 
Bell 1582-3 2-25 
A 1583 2-45, 2-72 
Escal lop 1585 2-23 
Crescent 1587 2-54 

1589 2-72 
Hand 1590 2-84, 2-94 
Tun 1592 1-71 ,2-55 

1 1601 2-14 
2 1602 2-54 
9 1583-1603 2-22 

Threepence 
Greek cross 1579 0-91 
Bell(?) 1582-3 0-61 flattened and pierced 

JAMES I 

Shillings 
Thistle 1603-4 5-44. 5-45, 5-85 
Lis 1604 5-10. 5-68 
Lis 1604-5 5-62 
Rose 1605-6 4-20, 4-81, 5-10. 5-21. 5-95 
Escallop 1606-7 4-76. 5-76 
Coronet 1607-9 5-37, 5-57 
Trefoil 1613 5-22 
? 1604-19 3-19 
Thistle 1621-3 5-65 
Lis 1623-4 5-54, 5-70 
Trefoil 1624 5-40' 

Sixpences 
Thistle 1603 2-58 
Lis 1604 2-58 
9 1604 2-37 
Rose 1605-6 1-92 
Lis 1623 2-50 

CHARLES 1 

Tower Mini 
Half crowns 

Star 
9 

1640-1 14-79 
11-26. 11-89 

3 The International Journal of Nautical Archaeology 
and Underwater Exploration, ii, 1973, 1; 59-73. 

4 M. Dolley and M. Warhurst, 'New Evidence for 

the Date of the so-called "St. Patrick's" Halfpence and 
Farthings', Irish Numismatics, no. 59, Sep!.-Oct. 1977. 
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Lis 
Cross Calvary 
Negro's head 
Rose 
Harp 
Portcullis 
Bell 
Crown 

Tun 
Anchor 

Triangle 

Star 

P 
R 
Eye 
Sun 
9 

Bell 
Anchor 
Triangle 
R 
Eye 

Book 

Plume and 
bands 

Rose 

Crown 

1625 
1625-6 
1626-7 
1631-2 
1632-3 
1633-4 
1634-5 
1635-6 

1636-8 

1638-9 

1639-40 

1640-1 

1641-3 

1643-4 
1644-5 
1645 
1645-6 
1634-8 
post 1636 

1634-5 
1638-9 
1639-40 
1644-5 
1645 

Shillings 
5-82 
5-14 
4-43 
5-09 
4-12, 5-
5-63, 5-
4-46, 5' 
4-91, 5 

5-78, 
4-82, 5-
4-45, 5 

5-87, 
4-41, 4 

5-79, 
4-69, 5' 

5-73, 
4-44. 4' 

5-62, 
5-80, 

5-48, 6-
5-27, 5' 
5-69, 5-
5-63, 5-
4-54 
4 03, 4 

5-28, 
5-62, 
5-95, 

Sixpences 
2-85 
2-66 
2-50 
2-62 
2-43 

28, 5-62, 5-89 
79 
68(2), 5-84, 5-90, 5-94 
•67, 5-70, 5-72, 5-75, 5-77, 
5-79, 5-86, 5-87, 5-88 

55, 5-66, 5-73, 5-85, 5-91 
•55, 5-58, 5-60, 5-70, 5-81, 

5-92 
•62, 4-81, 4-94, 5-63, 5-72, 

5-92 
•07. 5-41, 5-60, 5-64, 5-71, 
5-93 
68, 5-30, 5-49, 5-58, 5-61, 

5-63, 5-67, 5-73, 5-74, 
5-81, 5-86, 6-07 

02 
60, 5-64, 5-72, 5-96, 6-90 
83 
65, 5-71, 5-92, 6 04 

•22, 4-32, 4-40, 4-96, 5-04, 
5-35, 5-37, 5-46, 5-58, 

5-70, 5-78, 5-80(2), 5-90, 
5-98 

1638-42 

1642 

1643 

1642-3 

Provincial Mints 
Aberystwyth 

Shilling 
5-44 

Oxford 
Shillings 

5-88 

5-60 

Truro 
Crown 

28-24 

C H A R L E S I I 

Hammered Series 
Shillings 

1660-2 5-62, 5-80 

Sixpence 
3-03 

1668 

1663 

Milled Series 
Crown 

29-88 

Half Crown 
14-38 

Escallop 
Woolpack 

Coronet 
Eglantine 
Sword 
Bell 
9 

? 
Rose 

Crown 
@ 

(R) 
9 

Harp 
Tun 
Anchor 
(R) 

Martlet 
'St. Patrick' 

farthing 

8 reales 

1 ducatoon 

S C O T L A N D 

JAMES V l / I 

Thistle Merks 
1602 5-44,6-20 

C H A R L E S I I 

Milled Series 
Eight Merks 

1664 26-39 

Coins recovered from the Mary in 1976 

E L I Z A B E T H I 

Shillings 
1584-7 4-75 
1594-6 5-71 
1583-1603 4-55 

1568 
1574 
1582 
1582 
159? 

1603-4 
1605-6 

1635-6 
1641-3 
1644-5 
9 

Sixpences 
1-64 
2-62 
0-78 (fragment) 
I -22 (pierced) 
1-42 

JAMES I 

Shillings 
3-47, 4-63 
5-02 

C H A R L E S I 

Half crowns 
11-86 
6-92 

11-23 
9-21 

Shillings 
1632-3 1-91 (fragment) 
1636-8 3-44, 5-52 
1638-9 5-57 
1644-5 4-40,4-49 
post 1636 1-63, 2-19, 2-98, 3-90, 4-75, 4-90 

I R E L A N D 
JAMES I 

Shilling 
1603-4 3-47 

2-81 

BOLIVIA 
Philip IV of Spain for Bolivia 
1621-4 11-74 

F L A N D E R S 

Charles II of Spain for Flanders 
1670 17-03 

ALSO 2 coins fused together, 1 of Charles II, the other illegible. 
1 copper coin, unidentified, 1 -35 (fragment). 

MARGARET WARHURST 
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