THE C MINT OF CARAUSIUS AND ALLECTUS

CD.LLOYD

Introduction

THE first official mint of the Roman Empire in Britain was established in London by the
usurper Carausius, probably near to the beginning of his reign in 286. London was retained as
a mint under the Central Empire. During the period of the so-called *British Empire’, from
¢. 286 to 296, production of coin was shared with another British mint which marked its coins
with a C or G. The identity of this mint is uncertain and it is the aim of this paper Lo examine
the evidence of site finds and hoards in order to assess regional trends in the distribution of
billon coins from London and the C (or G) mint.

The mints and coinage of Carausius and Allectus

The usurpation of Carausius and Allectus represents a period of particular interest for the
study of Roman Britain. The C mint problem, concerning as it does an establishment of clear
economic importance, is of significance in the context of Romano-British archaeology as a
whole. A brief review of the coinage of the usurpers is here given, followed by an examination
of the distribution of the coin finds themselves.

The coins which are widely considered to be the earliest products of Carausius bore no mint
marks;' several authors have expressed the opinion that these issues may be products of the
London mint.? The mint of London, signing its coins with an L, struck gold aurei and hillon
radiates throughout the British usurpation; during most of the period it was the predominant
producer of coin. During the reign of Carausius a sizeable proportion of coins were marked
with the letters RSR.? In particular, most examples of a silver denomination, often termed
denarii (though with no evidence to support this), bear this signature.

The third distinctive group of coins with a British origin are those issues marked with a C or
G.* The mint also used the signatures CL and CC (or GL and a combination of C and G. The
C mint, as 1t is usually called, struck billon radiates throughout the British usurpation. The
mint has varyingly been attributed to: Colchester (Colonia Camulodunum),® Bitterne
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(? Clausentum),b Silchester (Calleva Atrebatum), Cirencester (Corinium), Gloucester
(Glevum)” and Lincoln (Colonia Lindum). Currently there is most support for the Colchester®
and Gloucester? attributions. In addition to the British mints Carausius also struck coin at a
location in northern France. Rouen (Rotomagus) is now generally accepted as the location of
this mint.

During the reign of Allectus the London and C mints struck two distinct billon issues. The
first was a radiate of similar size and weight to those struck at the end of the reign of Carausius
(these coins have been termed aureliani), The second was smaller and lighter'” and carries the
letter Q in conjunction with the mint letter, and the reverse of the coins always bear a galley.
Coins in this group have been termed guinarii but usage of the term in this context is
misleading and here the coins are referred to as Q radiates instead. There is some disagreement
over the nature of these coins, which have been varying interpreted as reduced radiates or as a
separate denomination.!' The analysis examines the radiate and Q radiate individually.

Spatial distribution of mint products

Hoards containing coins of Carausius have been used to support claims for the C mint. For
instance, the Carausian hoard from Linchmere in West Sussex (7% C mint) may be compared
with that from Colchester (46.9% C mint; the hoard also contains Allectan radiates and Q
radiates) and seen as evidence for an eastern location for the C mint. Such an observation
would have to be questioned for two reasons: i. these are two cases in isolation, ii. it ignores
the dates of composition and deposition of the hoards.

With respect to the first point this analysis indicates little evidence for an eastern
concentration of C mint coins when a background of other hoards and site finds is considered.
The cumulative evidence points to an increase in production of coin relative to the London
mint through the reigns of both Carausius and Allectus. It is apparent from the hoards utilised
in this analysis that hoards with many unmarked radiates of Carausius and no coins of
Allectus'? tend to contain large proportions of coins from the London mint. In contrast ‘later’
hoards generally contain more C mint coins. Thus, the second point, chronology, is important
in the context of the C mint question.

The coinage of Carausius has been divided into several issue periods by Carson'? but, in the
context of this paper. these divisions are largely ignored for the present purpose. The analysis
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includes all Carausian radiates of the London and C mints as one group. However, as the coinage
of Allectus is examined separately, an indication of change through time will be made clear.

The distribution of the products of the London and C mints has been examined through the
mapping of mint product proportions. The analysis is divided into three sections: radiates of
Carausius, radiates of Allectus and Q radiates of Allectus. The distribution of each is assessed
in turn.

Before progressing to the analysis it is important to state that, owing to the lack of
knowledge on the process of coin supply, it may be difficult to interpret patterns of
distribution. David Walker was able to identify, for instance, groups of issues of asses of
Hadrian, struck at Rome, that were apparently sent almost exclusively to Britain.# It is. of
course, possible that a similar strategy operated for the supply of coin during the usurpation.
Thus, the regions supplied by London and the C mint may have overlapped extensively. If this
was the case then one may not expect a clear relationship between mint product and location.
The evidence does, however, allow for some optimism in terms of regional patterns. With this
peoint in mind the evidence collected will be discussed.

Figure 1, site finds of Carausius radiates, presents a picture of confusion. C mint
proportions apparently vary erratically across Britain. The sample is somewhat biased towards
particular regions.!s No strong trends are apparent with the exception of a small group of
London dominant site find groups in central southern Britain.

Hoards are a form of evidence distinct from site finds and must therefore be treated
separately. Figure 2, hoards of Carausius, illustrates rather more evidence for regional trends
than do site finds. Proportions of C mint issues are consistently lower in the south-east, but
around the Severn C mint levels are generally higher. Although the patterns are far from clear
this at least supports the view that the C mint is unlikely to have been located in Colchester.

Site finds of the radiates of Allectus are more illustrative of apparent regional patterning
than their Carausian counterparts. In Figure 3, site finds of Allectus radiates, C mint coins
clearly predominate in the region around Gloucester, and C mint proportions are lower in the
east of Britain. Figure 4, a plot of C mintl proportions against distance from Gloucester,
serves to confirm the regional grouping showing a relatively ‘rapid’ decline in C mint
proportions with distance from Gloucester. Up to 150 km from Gloucester the decline in C
mint coins with distance from Gloucester is clear. Beyond 150 km the pattern is visually
erratic. Clearly. one would not expect a distinct relationship between C mint proportions and
distance from any location as coins were not supplied in such a straightforward manner and
coins are not static, they may circulate with little restriction. The sites with over 25% C mint
products that are greater than 150 km from Gloucester are primarily, though not exclusively,
located near to the east coast of Britain. The nine sites that constitute this group are (from
north to south): Carrawburgh, South Shields, Hayton. Lincoln, Caistor St Edmund,
Colchester, Richborough, Canterbury and Chichester. There is, perhaps. a suggestion that
sites in the north, located at a large distance from London and the main candidates for the C
mint. tend to have the most mixed proportions of London and C mint coins.'® Though the
patterning is not distinct the evidence collected still tends towards a western location for the
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Fig. 2. Carausius hoards. C mint percentages.

Fig. 3. Allectus radiate site finds. C mint percentages.

C mint. If the C mint issues were indeed struck in the west of Britain then intuitively one
may expect clearer patterning in that region for the coinage of Allectus, owing to its more
limited lifetime in circulation relative to the coinage of Carausius. It remains apparent,
however, that whilst the distribution of the coinage is indicative of a western location for the
C mint it does not strongly support the case for the C mint having been in any particular

location.

Figure 5 illustrates a contrast to the radiates of Carausius and Allectus in that the Q radiates
of Allectus are dominated by products of the C mint. The predominance of C mint issues of Q
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Fig. 5. Allectus Q radiate site finds. C mint percentages.
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radiates has been noted before!” and is clear here. The proportion of C mint coins is high in
the west of the country but levels are also high elsewhere. The smaller sample size than for the
previous issues makes clarification of any trends difficult.

It is apparent that the Q radiates represent something of a departure from earlier issues. This
may be seen as support for the argument that the Q radiates are different denominations to the
larger radiates and are not reduced radiates.'® In this scenario the C mint produced the
majority of the new denomination. The alternative, that production at London was reduced or
that C mint production increased as a whole may perhaps be viewed as less likely.

Summary

The evidence collected and presented must be considered inconclusive. The attribution of the
C mint to Colchester does, however, seem unlikely and the case for a western location for the
C mint is strengthened. It is clear that, were the C mint at Colchester, distribution of mint
products would be confused owing to the proximity of Colchester and London. However, this
would not explain the concentration of C mint products in the west for Carausian hoards and,
perhaps more obviously, Allectan radiate site finds.

That the distribution of mint products is never clearly distinct remains apparent. This is
probably due, at least in part, to the relatively small distance which separates London from all
southern British cities. Studies over a larger spatial area have demonstrated fairly distinct
groupings of coins from different mints: this is the case for the eastern radiates of Probus
struck at Cyzicus and Antioch.!? In contrast it has not proved possible to distinguish Gallic
radiates struck at Trier from those struck at Cologne on the basis of their distribution as the
two cities are separated by too small a distance.

The collection of further material may serve to clarify the picture presented here but more
positive evidence will be required before the question of the C mint can be satisfactorily resolved.

SITE FIND AND HOARD TABLES

The site finds and hoards are listed in alphabetical order by the modern name of the find
location. The collections used in the analysis are those site finds or hoards where there are
three or more coins of the type concerned:

SITE FINDS Carausius Allectus
Radiates Radiates Q radiates
London C London C London C
1 ALCHESTER 2 | 0 0 0 |
2 ATWORTH?! 2 | 0 0] 0 0
3 BATH?? 20 19 11 5 0 4
4 BITTERNE?! 3 2 0 0 2

Atworth — the coins’,

17 PH. Webb, Roman fmperial Comage. Volume V, part 2.
Probus ro Amandus. edited by H. Marttingly and E.A.
Sydenham. (London, 1933), p. 447.

%A Burnetl, (as in note 3),

M. Weder and C.E. King, “The Eastern issues of Prabus’,
NC 144 (19845, 202-227

M R, Brickstock and P.J. Casey, 'Coins’, in Roman
Alcester: Southern Extramural Area, 1964-1966 Excavations,
Parr 2: Finds and Discussion. edited by S. Cracknell and C.
Mahany (1994), pp. 157-162.

AL Shaw Mellor and R. Goodchild, “The Roman Villa at

Wiltshire Arvchaeological and Natural
History Magazine 49 (1940). 76-87.

20, Walker, {as in note 145, pp. 281-358; R. Reece.
‘Orange Grove coins’, in Archaeology in Bath 1976-]985
edited by P. Davenport (Oxford, 1991}, microfiche 1:BG.

= Cowrtesy of God's House Tower Museum of
Archaeology. Southampton; B.W. Pearce. "Coins™, in M.A.
Cotton and P.W. Gathercole, Excavarions at Clausentum,
Southamptron 1951 1954, Ministry of Works Arch. Rep. 2
{London, 1958), pp. 135-138.
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Carausius
Radiates
London

SITE FINDS

@}

5 BLACK ROCK, Portskewett™
6 BOURTON BRIDGE?"

7 BOXMOOR:-®

8 BRADWELLY

9 BRAMPTON?

10 BRETTENHAM?

Il CAERLEON™

12 CAERNARFON"

13 CAERWENT™":

14 CAISTER-ON-SEA™

15 CAISTOR ST EDMUND™
16 CAMERTON:

17  CANTERBURY?

18  CARRAWBURGH?™Y

19  CATSGORE?

200 CHEDWORTHY

21 CHELMSFORD#

22  CHICHESTER+

23 CIRENCESTER#*

24  COLCHESTER*
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14 R, Hudson. *Roman coins from the Severn Estuary at
Portskewetl’. The Monmouihishive Antiguary 3 (1979). 179-185.

3 DW. Burge, "The coins’, in Helen E. O'Neil, “The
Roman settlement on the Fosse Way at Bourton Bridge,
Bourton on the Water, Gloucestershire', Trans. Bristof and
Gloucester Arch. Soc. 87 (1968), 53,

2 P.E. Curnow. “The coins’, in D.S. Neal, “The Roman
building at Boxmoor House School’, Herifordshive Arch. 4
(1974-76). 106,

¥ PJ. Casey. *Carausius and Allectus - rulers in Gaul?',
Britanmia 8 (1977), 283-301.

5 Courtesy of Norwich Castle Museum.

W Courtesy of Norwich Castle Museum.

i Conrtesy of the National Museums and Galleries of Wales:
R.E.M. Wheeler and T.V, Wheeler. *The Roman amphitheatre at
Caerleon, Monmouthshire’, Archaeologia 28 (1929), 111-218:
G.C. Boon. “Coins’. in L.M. threipland, “Excavations ai
Caerleon, 1966°, Archaeologia Cambrensis 116.(1967). 46: G,
Boon. ‘Coins’. in L.M. Threipland. “The Hall, Cuerleon. 1964
Archaeotogia Cambrensis 118 (1969). 101-102: G.C. Boon.
“The coins™, in “The site of the Basilica Principiorum. Caerleon’.
Arvchaeatogice Cambrensis 119 (19705, 55-36. G.C. Bugn, “The
coins’. in The Legionary Forress Baths ar Caerleon. Vohone 1:
The Finds edited by J.D. Zienkiewicz (1986). E. Besly, "The
coins™. in 1D Zienkiewicz. "Excavations at Caerleon: The
Legionary Museun site 1983-3". Briteponia 24 [ 1993), 6.

MG Boon, “Segontinm filty years on: 11 The coins’.
Archacologia Cambrensis (1976), 40-79; PJ. Casey and J.L.
Davies with d, Evans, Eveavations at Segoutiwm. Cavenarfon
Rennan Fore, 19751979, council for British Arch. Res. Rep.
90 (1993), pp. 122-164.

32 Courtesy of the National Museums and Galleries of
Wales: Courtesy of Newport Museum.

LAL Davies, ‘The Roman coins™. i Caisior-on-Sea
Eveavations by Charles Green, 1957-55, edited by M1, Durling
ad D, Gurney. East Anglian Arch. Rep. 60 (1993), pp. 65-068.

“ Courtesy of Norwich Castle Museum: Courtesy of 1Dr
Richard Reece,

edited  hy

Allectus
Radiates Q radiates
London C London 5
2 0 0 I
1 3 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 1 3 2
1 l 0 0
5 4 0 0
0 0 0 0
1 0 0 3
0 l 1 0
5 3 2 13
| 0 0 7
8 4 3 8
10 4 0 0
2 I 1 1
| 2 | 0
4 1 0 1
| 2 0 ]
3 3 0 0
4 3 8 8

¥oExcavations ar Camerten, Sonterser 19261956, edited
by W1, Wedlake (1958).

* Courtesy of Dr Richard Reece; 1. Anderson. "The coins’.
in P. Blockley. 'Excavaunns at Riding Gate, Canterbury
1986-87". Archaeclogia Cantiana (1989). 152: R. Recee,
'Roman coins’, in Exeavations i the Cathedral Precincts, 2
Linacre Garden, MefsherOmers' and St Gabiiel's Chupel,
edited by 1.C. Driver. J. Rody and M. Sparks, The
Archaeology of Canterbury IV {19901, pp. 183184

Y Lindsay Allason-Jones and B, McKay, Coventing's Well
(Chollerford, 1985).

# E.M. Besly, "The coms’, o R. Leech. Evcavationy at
Catsgore 1970-1973: A Romano-British Village, Weslern
Arch. Trust Exe. Monography 2 (Bristol, 19825, pp. 101=104.

R, Reece, "Coins from the Roman villi w1 Chedworth’,
Trans, Bristol and Glowcester Areh, Soc, T8 (1959), 162-163,
R. Reece. “Further coins from the Chedworth Villa™ Treny:
Beisted aned Glontcester Avedr. Soe. (1971, 176177,

SR, Reece, "Roman coins’. in PJ. Drury, The Mansio amd
other Sites in the South-eastern Secror of Caesaromagus.
Chelmsford Archaeological Trust Report 3.1, Council for
British Arch. Res. Rep. 66 (London, 1988 pp, 91-493,

+ R, Linwot, in Chichester Excavarions N, edited by A.
Down (Chichester, [978); R, Lintort, “The Roman and post
Romun coins’. in A, Down. Chichester Excavationy V
{Chichester. 1981 ).

2 Courtesy of Dr Richard Reece: R Reece, "Heeches Road
Excavitions — The coins'. in Houses in Roman Cirencester.

eidted by A, MeWhirr. Cirencester Excavations 1
(Cirencester, 1986), p. Y&,
ORAG. Carsen. “Coins’. in K-M. Richardson.

‘Excavations in Lewis’s Gardens. Colchester 1935 and 1955,
Trans. Exsex Arele, Sew. 1.0 third serjes (1961 ). 28-30: R
Reece. in The colns from excavarions in Colchester [971-9.
Nina Crummy, Colchesier Arch Rep [V
(Colchester, 1987 Nina Crummy (editor), Exeavarions al
Culver St the Githerd School, and other sites in Colehester
197 1-55. Culchester Archc Rep VIE(Colehester, 1892
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SITE FINDS Carausius
Radiates

London

@]

25  CORBRIDGE#

26  DINORBEN#*

27  DORCHESTER*"

28 DROITWICH+

29 EAST ANTON#

30  GADEBRIDGE PARK+#
31 GATCOMBE™

32 GESTINGTHORPE®
33 GORHAMBURYS?

34 GREAT WALSINGHAM
35  HAM HILL™

36 HAYTON

37 ILCHESTER3"

38 KINGSCOTE"

39 LAMYATT BEACONS®
40  LEICESTER™

41 LINCOLN®

42 LLANGEINWEN (Rhyddgaer)®
43  LOWBURY HILL®?

44  LULLINGSTONE®"

45 MALTON®

46  NEATHAM®

47 NETTLETON®

48  PORTCHESTER®
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H R, Forster and W H. Knowles, “Corstopitum’,
Archaecslogia Aeliana (1908=1914),

45 Courlesy of the National Museums and Galleries of Wales.

i Courtesy of Dr Richard Reece: R. Recce. "Roman coins™,
in P 1. Woodwuard, S.M. Davies and A.H. Graham,
Fxcavationy at the (4d Methadise Chapel and Grevhousd
Yard. Dorchester. [981-1984. Dorset Natural History and
Arch. Scc. Monograph Series |2 (Dorchester. 1993}, pp.
115=116,

4P Curnow, “Handlist of coins’, in P.S. Gelling, "Repart
on excavations in Bays Meadow, Droiwich, Worcestershire.
195457, Trans., Birminghan and Warwickshive Arell, Soe. 75
(1959), 20-21.

1% Courtesy of Dr Richard Reece.

M PE. Curnow, “The cains — site finds™. in D.S, Neal, The
Excavation of the Roman Villa in Gadebridge Park, Hemel
Hempsread, 1963-8, Society ol Antiguaries Research Report
31 (London, 1974y, pp. 109-114.

“ Courtesy of Dr Richard Reece: A, Parker, “The coins’.
m Gateombe Rennan Villa, edited by K. Branigan, BAR British
Series 44 (Oxford, 1977), pp. 142-157.

P Curpow. ‘Roman coins™, in Jo Draper, Excavations by
Mr H.P. Cooper on the Raman Sie ar Hill Farm,
Gestingthorpe,  Essex, East Anglian Arch. Rep. 23
(Chelmslord, 1985), pp. 22-26.

W PE. Curnow. "The coins. in "D.S. Neal, A. Wardle and .
Hunn. Excavation of the lron Age. Roman and Medieval
Setttement ar Gorhambury, St Albans. English Heritage Arch.
Rep. 14 (London. 1990). pp. 105-112.

S Courtesy of Norwich Castle Museum,

HOWLAL Seaby, "Coinage from Ham Hill in Taunton
Museum’. NC 5th series, vol. 9 (1949}, | 66—179.

AL McLinden, "Roman coins from Hayton. West
Yorkshire™, Yorkshire Avch Jengrnal 62 (19907, 13-28.

Allectus
Radiates Q radiates
London C London C
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PRI Issac, “The coins™. in Helrester Yolume 1, Excavations
1974-1975, edited by P Leach, Western Archacological Trust
Excavation Monograph 3 (Bristol. 1982): 8. Minnitt. “The
coins™. in Hehester volume H, Archaeology, Excavedions and
Fieldwork 1o 1984, edited by P. Leach. Sheffield Exc. Rep, 2
(Sheffield, 19941 pp. 133-134 and 207-212,

5T Courtesy ol Dr Richurd Reece.

W EM. Besly, "The coins’, in "The excavation of a
Romano-Celuc temple and a later cemelery on Lamyall
Beacon, Somerset’, edited by R. Leech. Beiraunia 17 (1986),
34316,

 B.W, Pearce, "Coins’, in Excavations at the Jewry Wall
site. Leivester, edited by Kathleen M. Kenyon. Society of
Antiquaires Research Report 15 (Oxlord. 1948), pp. 279282,

A LE. Mann und R, Reece. Roman Coiny from Lincoln
1970-9, Archaeology ol Lincoln VL2 (London. 1983),

oF Courtesy of the National Museums and Galleries of Wales,

o LA, Davies. "The Roman coins from Lowbury Hili'.
Creonfensia | (1985, =13

a4 Courtesy of Dr Richard Recce.

o N. Mitchelson, ‘Roman Malton: The civilian settlement.
Excavations in Orchard Field, 1949<19527. Yorkslure Arch,
Journal 41 (1966), 209-26).

8% R.AL Merson, “The coins™, in M. Millet and D, Graham.
Lxcavarions on the Romanoe-British Small Town ar Neatham
Hampshire, [969-1979 Hampshire Field Club and Arch. Soc,
Monograph 3 (Winchester. |986). pp. 95-99.

o R. Reece. 'The Roman coins', in The Excavation of the
Shrine of Apollo at Nettleton, Wiltshire. 1956-197 ], edited by
W.J, Wedlake, Sociely of the Antiquaries Research Report 4}
(London, 1982),

67 R. Reece. “The coins', in B. Cunliffe, Excavations ar
Portchester Castle, Volunie 12 Roman. Society o Antiquaries
Research Report 32 (London, 1975). pp. 188-197,
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SITE FINDS Carausius
Radiates
London C
49 RICHBOROUGH?®s 125 73
50 ST ALBANS® 75 34
51 SEA MILLS™ 1 3
52  SHAKENOAK FARM, Wilcote™ | 0
33  SOUTH SHIELDS§” ] 11
54  SOUTHWARK™ 1 0
55 ULEY™ 2 1
56  WANBOROUGH?s 6 4
37  WARE™ 4 2
58  WICKFORDT/ 1 3
539  WIGHTON 4 0
60  WINCHESTER™ 8 2
61  WORCESTER® 4 4
62  WROXETERS! 4 4
HOARDS Carausius
Radiates
London L A
63  BICESTER* 10 4
64 BLACKMOORS? 101 62
65 BURTON LATIMER® 3l 25
66 CAERWENTS® | 4
67 CANTERBURY |[#0 56 6
68 COLCHESTER®' 52 46
69  CROYDON® 12 2
70 DIN SILWY® 6 2

M3 R Reece, “The Raman coins from Richborough — u
summary . Bullenin of the Insrnae of Avchaeology, Universine
eof Lemelon 18 (198 1), 49-7 1.

# R. Reece, "The coins™. in 8.5, Frere. Verufaminm
Exvcavatrons vofine [ Oxtord Monographs [ {Qxford. 1984,
pp. 3-17.

MR, Reece, "Roman coins fram Sea Mills’, Trans. Bristol
wned Glowieester Arel, Soe. 85 (1966), 2182201 D. Dawson,
“The coins’. in P. Ellis. "Sea Mills. Bristol: the 19658
excavations in the Roman wwn of Abanae’, Trans, Bristol and
Gloncester Arch. Soc (19871, 6063,

TACC. Brodribb. AR, Hands and D.R. Walker.
Eveavations at Shakenoak Farm, near Wilcote, Ovfordsiore
(1968, 1971, 1973).

21 Casey, "The coins from South Shields — catalogue’. in
LN Dore and LP Gallumy, The Rennan Forr ar Souih Shields
Lxcavations J875-1975, Soc. Antigs, Newcastle Upon Tyne
Manograph Series | (Neweastle, 1979), pp. 75-93.

ML Hamimersen, “The Roman coins from Southwark™. m
Excavations (e Soathwark 197376, Lambetft 1973-79. edited
by P Hinton, London and Middlesex Arch. Soc. and Southwark
Arche Soc: Joint Publication 3 (London. 1988). pp. 417426,

TR, Reece. "The coins — coin list’, in A. Woodward and P.
Leach, The Uley Shrines. Excavation of a Ritwal Comples on
West Hill. Uley, Glowcestershire: 1977-9. English Heritage
Agch. Rep. 17 {London, 1993). pp. 80-87.

7 Courtesy of Dr Richard Reece.

o Courtesy of Dr Richard Reece.

T Courtesy of Dr Richard Recce.

Allectus

Radiates Q radiates

London C London C

69 34 41 43

13 4 10 I8

0 2 0 ¥

1 4] | 2

6 3 0 I

0 0 4 0

1 3 0 |

0 0 | I

I ] 2 0

0 0 2 ()

2 (0 I 0

2 0 I |

A 0 | 2

5 0 | 2

Allectus

Radiates Q radiates

London C London C

1] 0 0 0

7 5 32 34

31 17 0 0

I 3 0 0

0 0 0 1]

113 51 | 2

0] 1] 0 0

0 0 0 0

 Courtesy of Noywich Castle Museum.

* Courtesy of Dr Richard Reece.

#ML Fendall, “Sylloge of coins from the City of Worcesier,
Roman'. in P Burker. ‘The orizgins of Worcester'. Frans.
Worvesrer Aref Soe. 3rd senes, vol. 2 [ 1968-9), 106112,

#LE Bushe-Fox. Exvcavations on the site of the Bewon
rowa af Wreoxeter, Society of Antiquaries Reszarch Reparts 1,
2.4 00xford, 1913, 1914, 1916), D, Atkinson. Report on
Excavatioms af Wraxeter iy the Couny of Salop 19231927
(Oxford, 19425

=2 CE King, "A small hoard of Carausius tound near
Bicester. Oxfordshire™. ONJ 32 (1982), 7-17,

5ORLF Bland. The Blackmoor Hoard, CHER 3. BM
Oceasional Paper 33 (London, 19821

R, Bland. A hoard of Carausius and Allectus I'rom
Buton Latimer™, BNS 54 (1984}, 41-54

ST, Ashby, AE, Hudd and T King, "Exeavations at
Caerwent, Monmouthshire, on the site of the Romana-Hritish
city of Venata=Silurum, o the years 1909 and 19107,
Archaealogie 62 1191]1), 432

s Courtesy of Dr Richard Reece.

A HE Baldwin. A find of coins of Carausius and
Allectus from Caolehester’, NC Sth series. val. 10 (19305
| 73195,

AL Burneu and ). Casey. *A Carausian hoard from
Croyden, Surrey and 4 note on Carausiis’s continental
possessions . BN 54 (1984} 11-2]

o Courtesy ol the Navenal Museums and Galleries off
Wiiles.
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HOARDS Carausius

Radiates

London C
71 DROITWICH®* 1 2
72 GLOUCESTERY 15 12
73  GREAT ORMES HEAD®" 5 2
74 GREAT QORME™ 5 6
75  LACOCK* 4 4
76  LINCHMERE" 459 35
77  LITTLE ORMES HEAD 104 22
78  MARGARETTINGY? 6 4
79  NORMANBY® 3 6
80  PENARDY 8 3
g1 RICHBOROUGH IV. g1 0 0
82 ST ALBANS (Shiel 3,11y 3 0
83 ST ALBANS (Shiel 1.35)"= 4 3
84  SILCHESTER [ 11 7
85 SKEWEN/®™ 3 6
86  SOUTH NORWOODs 4 0
87 WENTWOOD MILL! 2 i

“NL Shiels *A small comn hoard from Droitwich™. CH 2
(1976), 52-53.

9 Courtesy of Dr Roger Bland, Department of Coing and
Medals, BM.

“ Courtesy of the National Museums and Galleries of Wales.

3 Courtesy of the National Museums and Galleries of
Wales.

R, Bland, The Chalfon! Hoard and other Roman Coin
Hoards, CHRB 9 (London, 1992).

U PH. Webb, ‘The Linchmere Hoard', NC 5th series, vol, 5
{1925), 173-235.

% H.A. Seaby, “A find of Carausius from the Little Ormes’
Head™, NC Gth series, vol. 16(1956), 205-246.

97 Courtesy of Colchester Museum.

" R. Bland and A, Burnett (editors). The Normanby Hoard
and other Roman Com Hoeards, CHREB 8 (London, 1988),

Allectus

Radiates Q radiates

London C London C
6 3 0 0
0 2 ] 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
V] 0 0 (\]
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 {0
0] 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 6 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 W
0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 Q 0 0

W Courtesy of the Natiopal Museums and Galleries of
Wales,

i N, Shiel (as in note 5). It has not proved possible lo
verifly the contents of this hoard which must, for the present
purpase, be considered uncertan.

EH PG, Williams, A small Carausian hoard from the
Wheeler excavations at Verulamium'. B8NJ 60 (1990).
130131,

02 g EM. Wheeler and T. V. Wheeler. Verieamin (1936).

103 G.C. Boon, ‘Hoards of Roman coins found at
Silchester’. NC 6th series. vol, 20, 241252,

4 G.A. Taylor, ‘A find of Roman coins near Neath,
Glamorganshire”, NC Sth series. vol. 10 (1930).

s N, shiel, (as in note 5).

1 Courtesy of the National Museums and Galleries of
Wales,
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