
SHORT ARTICLES AND NOTES 
SEGO  AND DUNO:  REASSESSMENT AND REINTERPRETATION 

DAVID J. HOLMAN 

SEGO 
A M O N G the coins of Tasciovanus, a chieftain of the North 
Thames tribal area centred around Verulamium (St 
Albans), are several types bearing legends which have 
been variously regarded as personal names, place names, 
titles etc. Of these coins, inscribed RIGON, ANDOCO, 
DIAS. RVES and SEGO, those of SEGO have a markedly dif-
ferent  distribution from the other types and those coins 
which refer  to Tasciovanus only. Recording of metal 
detector finds from Kent and a reappraisal of the earlier 
finds has shown an apparent concentration of coins attrib-
uted to SEGO in the easternmost part of Kent, an area 
where coins of Tasciovanus are otherwise very scarce and 
coins bearing the other names mentioned above are so fat-
unrecorded. The pre-metal detector era finds hinted at a 
possible leaning towards Kent for  the SEGO coins and this 
has been reinforced  by the detector finds. One or two 
SEGO coins could be easily explained as strays or trade 
losses (cf. the SEGO stater from Denmark), but the fact 
that these coins have a concentration in east Kent suggests 
alternative ideas should be considered. As early as 1792 
the Sandwich historian, William Boys, gave a detailed 
description of a gold stater of SEGO found at Wingham, 
between Sandwich and Canterbury.1 

The coinage of Tasciovanus/SEGO consists of five types, 
namely stater and quarter-stater  in gold (VA 1845 & 1848, 
see pi. 15, 1 & 2), a silver unit (VA 1851, see pi. 15, 3) 
and two bronze issues with a common obverse design (VA 
1855 and uncatalogued). The stater is the only coin to 
refer  to both Tasciovanus and SEGO and the reverse is of 
the same type as the Tasciovanus 'horseman' staters (VA 
1730-1736). The quarter-stater,  an exceedingly rare coin, 
shows no legend on the reverse of the surviving speci-
mens, but the similar obverse has led both Mack2 and Van 
Arsdell1 to regard this as the fraction  of VA 1845. 
However, at present this cannot be proven. The silver unit 
mentions SEGO on the obverse; the reverse is of the same 
type as VA 1747. The bronzes, which are also of 
Verulamium style and typology are of particular interest. 
One type (VA 1855, see pi. 15, 4) allies an obverse depict-
ing an eight-pointed star with a sphinx reverse and bears 

the legend SEGO on the reverse, first  suggested by Allen 
from a coin found in Canterbury4 and now confirmed by a 
specimen from Sandwich. The other type (VA - , see pi. 
15, 5) bears the same obverse design (although no die-link 
has yet been confirmed),  but the reverse displays a bull 
stylistically identical to that on a Verulamium issue of 
Tasciovanus (VA 1808) although with the addition of what 
appears to be a letter S behind the bull. The star pattern on 
both SEGO bronzes is itself also very similar to VA 1808, 
but crescents joining the points of the star replace the leg-
end VERLAMIO. The variant form of SEGO bronze is now 
known from six specimens, all from east Kent, including 
one found in a stratified  deposit in a pit immediately 
below a substantial 'Belgic' pottery dump of early to mid-
first  century A D date during an archaeological excavation 
on a rural site at Maydensole Farm near Dover in 1997.5 

Interestingly for  a coinage which on stylistic and typolog-
ical grounds, was apparently produced at Verulamium, the 
coinage of SEGO is notably rare in Hertfordshire,  with 
only a single stater recorded, and these types are seem-
ingly absent so far  from the major sites at St Albans and 
Braughing. A survey of Iron Age coins from Northamp-
tonshire also shows a total lack of SEGO coins.6 The other 
named types mentioned above all have a clear North 
Thames distribution as one would expect. It is tempting to 
speculate on the possibility that the SEGO coins represent 
an attempt by Tasciovanus to gain power in east Kent with 
the resulting control of the shortest cross-Channel trading 
route. 

Recent discoveries and research has led to the realisa-
tion that coins referring  to SEGO do not appear to be linked 
solely to Tasciovanus. Among the diverse coinage of 
Cunobelin, a solitary type can be seen as possibly refer-
ring to SEGO, this being the bronze 'Ship' type (VA 1989, 
see pi. 15, 6) which bears a reverse legend now clearly 
read as SE, the legend being split by a depiction of 
Victory. This type also shows a primarily Kentish distri-
bution on current evidence. The apparent alteration of the 
obverse legend from CAMV to CVN on the excavated 
Canterbury specimen may indicate that, although the dies 
were cut at Camulodunum, the actual striking took place 
at a mint in Kent, evidence for  the existence of which is 

1 W. Boys, Collections  for  an History  of  Sandwich  (Canterbury, 1792), p. 869. 
2 R.P. Mack, The  Coinage  of  Ancient Britain (M), 3rd edition (London, 1975). 
3 R.D. Van Arsdell, Celtic  Coinage  of  Britain (VA) (London, 1989). 
4 D.F. Allen, 'The Origins of  Coinage in Britain: A Reappraisal', in Problems of  the Iron  Age in Southern  Britain, ed. by S.S. Frere 

(London, 1960), at p. 222. 
5 For note of  site, see Britannia 28 (1997), 453 (A. Redding, pers. comm.). 
6 M. Curteis, 'An Analysis of  the Circulation Patterns of  Iron Age Coins from  Northamptonshire', Britannia 26 (1995), 36-7. 
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seen in the style of certain other types of Cunobelin.8 The 
possibility that coins bearing a legend commencing SE 
were intended for  circulation in Kent has previously been 
suggested by Muckelroy  et al.9 

The final coin type to bear a possible SEGO legend is a 
silver issue of Amminus not catalogued by either Mack or 
Van Arsdell, but which has been published in the 
Danicourt collection at Peronne, see pi. 15, 7.1 0 The 
reverse of this type depicts a biga with the letters SEC in 
the field around it. If it is accepted that this is another 
example of the interchangeable C and G which can be par-
alleled, for  example, in the late Gaulish bronzes of 
Germanus Indutilli L, sometimes rendered as CERMANUS 
etc," then there can be little objection to this being read as 
SEG—. Once again, this type has a Kentish distribution, as 
with the other types of Amminus, and it was almost cer-
tainly produced at a mint in Kent, possibly at the mysterious 
DUNO (see below). One example of this type was found in 
the Rozel (Jersey) hoard of 1875, a hoard buried c.38 B C , 
leading Allen to conclude that it probably referred  to 
another, Gaulish, Amminus.12 There are suggestions that 
this coin is intrusive and a stylistic study of the type adds 
weight to this theory. The style of the horses on the 
reverse is identical to the forequarters  of the hippocamp 
on the reverse of the Amminus silver unit VA 194, which 
also shares the feature  of lettering with pelleted terminals. 
This type of lettering, along with pelleted limbs, is also 
found on two silver issues of Cunobelin which are proba-
bly from a Kentish mint (VA 2067 and an uncatalogued 
type). It therefore  seems likely that the biga type is a late 
issue and does belong to Amminus' Kentish series. 

This leaves the question as to what SEGO on the coins is 
referring  to. The styles of the three proposed SEGO series 
differ  from one another, with Verulamium, Camulodunum 
and Kentish elements being evident. They do not appear 
to be from the same workshop, which would seem to 
eliminate the possibility of SEGO referring  to a mint name. 
It is also unlikely to be a single personal name, the issues 
of Tasciovanus and Amminus being separated by at least 
35 years. There is no possibility of a connection with the 
Segovax mentioned by Caesar.13 The fact that it appears 
on three different  metal issues eliminates the possibility of 
it being a denomination name. All three series have a pri-
marily Kentish distribution and the current writer suggests 
that SEGO may have been a title meaning 'Powerful'  or 
'The Powerful  One' or something similar (from Celtic 
sego, meaning strong, powerful  etc)14 The legends SEGO. 

SE and SEC can then be explained as a proclamation of 
authority by rulers who do not appear, on the numismatic 
evidence, to have had their lineage in the Kentish 
dynasty(s), but who wished to make their authority known 
in their newly acquired territory  by using a term which 
would be understood. The possibility of SEGO being a title 
is also hinted at by the use by Tasciovanus of the legend 
RIGON. which has sometimes been interpreted as 'king'.13 

Titles are also known on Gaulish coins, particularly 
bronze issues of the Lexovii (arcantodan  (DLT 7166)16 

and vergobret  (DLT 7159)) (Allen 1980, 125-6).17 

Map 1 shows the distribution of each of the three SEGO 
coin series. Not marked on the map are Tasciovanus/SEGO 
coins from 'Kent' and Denmark and an Amminus/SEC 
coin from Jersey. 

DUNO 
The legend D U N or D U N O , which appears on two types of 
Amminus (c.35-c.40 AD), one of silver (VA 192, see 
pi. 15, 9) and one of bronze (VA 193, see pi. 15, 8), is gen-
erally accepted as referring  to a place name and the site of 
the mint responsible for  the production of these coins.18-19 

The location of this mint is unknown, but it is sometimes 
identified with Canterbury,20 supposedly the major late 
Iron Age settlement of east Kent and subsequently the 
Roman civitas capital of Durovemum Cantiacorum.  An 
alternative possibility is suggested by Rivet & Smith, who 
prefer  to associate D U N O with an unidentified hillfort  in 
Kent (from British dunon,  meaning hill).21 

There are certain objections to D U N O being attributed to 
Canterbury on the current evidence. Firstly, the name 
itself would appear to refer  to a site on a hill, which does 
not fit the location of Canterbury in the valley of the River 
Stour. The name Durovernum has been translated as 'the 
walled town by the alder-swamp'.22The nearby hillfort  of 
Bigbury cannot be discounted, but there is no evidence 
that it was occupied after  the end of the first  century B C 
(although excavations have been limited). In any case, 
there is no clear reason why D U R O - should be incorrectly 
rendered as D U N or D U N O on at least four  different  dies. 

Secondly, a study of the 140 Iron Age coins currently 
recorded from within the area enclosed by the later walled 
city reveals a currently unexplained drop in the incidence 
of coinage lost during the reign of Cunobelin, which may 
suggest a lessening of activity there at this time; this is 

7 K. Muckelroy, C. Haselgrove and D. Nash, 'A Pre-Roman Coin from  Canterbury and the Ship represented on it', in Proc. Preh. 
Soc.  44(1978), 440. 

8 D.J. Holman and K. Parfitt,  Iron  Age Coinage  in East Kent  (forthcoming). 
9 K. Muckelroy et al., as in n. 7, at p. 440. 
10 S. Scheers, Les Monnaies  Gauloises de la Collection  A. Danicourt a Peronne (Brussels, 1975), catalogue number 273. 
11 S. Scheers, La Gaule Belgique  (Sch) (Paris, 1977). p. 810. 
12 D.F. Allen, 'Did Adminius strike coins?' in Britannia 7 (1976), 96-100. 
13 Caesar, Commentarii de bello gallico (DBG, V, 22, 3). 
14 A. Holder, Alt Keltischer  Sprachschatz,  Vol. 2 (Leipzig. 1896), pp. 1444-52. 
15 P. De Jersey, Celtic  Coinage  in Britain (Princes Risborough. 1996), pp. 35-6. 
16 H. De La Tour, Atlas des Monnaies  Gauloises (DLT) (Paris, 1892). 
17 D.F. Allen, The  Coins of  the Ancient Celts,  edited by D. Nash, (Edinburgh. 1980), pp. 125-6. 
18 D.F. Allen, as in n. 12. 
19 D. Nash, 'Adminius did strike coins', Ox. Journ.  Arch. 1 (1982), 111-14. 
2(1 C. Haselgrove, Iron  Age Coinage  in SE  England  (Oxford,  1987), 143^1. 
21 A. Rivet and C. Smith. The  Place Names  of  Roman Britain (London, 1979), p. 344. 
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also hinted at by the apparent absence of brooches of con-
temporary date and an apparent gap in the amphora sup-
ply.23 The possibility that the main occupation nucleus in 
Canterbury at this time lay elsewhere and is yet to be 
located cannot be discounted, but the coincidence is strik-
ing. The lack of coinage of Cunobelin is surprising and 
does not reflect  coin losses in the rest of east Kent, where 
his coins are now reasonably common finds. The status of 
Canterbury prior to the Roman Conquest has not yet been 
ascertained;24 although it was clearly a major and signifi-
cant site by east Kent standards, there is no evidence that 
it was notably pre-eminent in the same way as, for  exam-
ple, Verulamium or Colchester. The fact that it later 
became the civitas capital need have no bearing on this 
discussion, as this does not prove that it was the principal 
settlement of east Kent prior to the Roman Conquest. 

Finally, the main distribution of Amminus' coinage is 
demonstrably to the east of Canterbury, although no site 
has yet produced more than two coins of Amminus, thus 
rendering it impossible to suggest with any degree of cer-
tainty any particular site as the location of DUNO. 
Canterbury itself has a single bronze coin recorded to 
date. 

Recording of metal detector finds has led to the realisa-
tion of several other significant late Iron Age sites in east 
Kent, some of which have been confirmed by archaeologi-
cal investigation. These sites provide alternatives for  the 
location of DUNO and confirm that any uncritical attribu-
tion to Canterbury should be challenged. Among these 
sites, perhaps the major Iron Age site around the Roman 
(and almost certainly Iron Age) temple at Worth, near 

Sandwich,25 is the strongest contender as an alternative 
location for  DUNO. The coin evidence (including two 
bronzes of Amminus) shows a considerable increase in 
activity during the reigns of Eppillus and Cunobelin, in 
direct contrast with Canterbury,26 and it is situated on a 
peninsula extending into the surrounding marshland; 
although only reaching 13 metres above OD, it clearly 
appears as a hill when seen from all directions except the 
north. However, this cannot be more than informed specu-
lation based on current evidence: regrettably,  it seems 
likely that coins of Amminus wil l continue to be of suffi-
cient rarity to prevent any further  research on this point, at 
least in the foreseeable future. 

Map 2 shows the distribution of 'DUNO' and 'other' 
coins of Amminus. Not marked on the map are 'DUNO' 
coins from Wiltshire and Dorset and an 'other' coin from 
Jersey. 

The writer would like to thank Dr. Philip de Jersey of 
the Celtic Coin Index for  kindly providing the photograph 
of the quarter stater of Tasciovanus/SEGO (VA 1848). 

Key to Plate 15 
1 N  Stater of Tasciovanus/SEGO (VA 1845) 
2 N  '/4-stater of Tasciovanus/SEGO (VA 1848) 
3 /R of Tasciovanus/SEGO (VA 1851) 
4 JE  of Tasciovanus/SEGO (VA 1855) 
5 JE  of Tasciovanus/SEGO ( VA- ) 
6 JE  of Cunobelin/SE (VA 1989) 
7 JE  of Amminus/SEC (VA- ) 
8 JE  of Amminus/DUNO (VA 193) 
9 JR  of Amminus/DUN (VA 192) 

22 A. Rivet and C. Smith, as in n. 21, at pp. 353-4. 
23 K. Blockley et al., Excavations in the Marlowe  Car Park  and Surrounding  Areas (Canterbury, 1995), p. 11. 
24 K. Blockley et al., as in n. 23, at pp. 50-3. 
25 W.G. Klein, 'Roman Temple at Worth, Kent', Ant. Journ.  8 (1928), 76-86. 
26 D.J. Holman and K. Parfitt,  as in n. 8. 
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EALDNOD, A NEW MONEYER FOR OFFA 
LORD STEWARTBY 

A new portrait  penny of Offa  provides the name of a pre-
viously unrecorded moneyer, as well as a new combina-
tion of types. The coin may be described as follows: 

Obv. Roman-style bust right, with diademed head 
enclosed within a beaded border. Inscription 
+OFFA+/+ REX (the R inverted), broken by the 
bust. 

Rev. +EAL/dNOd (lozenge 0) in two lines, separated 
by a bar with floral  ends; a pellet in each quarter 
of the initial cross, and other scattered pellets. 

Wt. 19.6 gr.; die-axis 090°. 

The nearest parallels to the obverse type are coins of 
Ciolhard (B.23) and Ealmund (B.44).1 These also have a 
diademed head with the drapery (or cuirass) shown in a 
similar way, but their inscriptions begin above the dexter 
shoulder instead of at the top of the coin, and without the 
crosses between OFFA and REX. Other comparable portrait 
types, but less finely wrought, are by Pehtwald (B.75) and 
Winoth (B.82), while Pendred (B.76-8: cf. SCBI Mack 
566) has a related bust type, but with the inscription 
divided at the top by small entwined serpents. 

The Ealdnod reverse type is one that was used, 
although not with a portrait  obverse, by several other 

moneyers - Dud (B.25), Alhmund (B.40), Ethelnod 
(B.53^1) and Ethelwald (B.55). Dud's and one of 
Ethelnod's (B.54) have the same design on their obverses. 

Ciolhard's coins are attributed, with reasonable confi-
dence, to London.2 Less certainly, but still I think proba-
bly, Alhmund-Ealmund, Pendred and Winoth may be 
regarded as Mercian moneyers. Although Chick suggests 
that Pehtwald (whose related portrait  coin is of coarser 
style) may have been a Canterbury moneyer, he accepts 
that the attribution is uncertain as between London or 
Canterbury.3 On the basis of the obverse type and style, 
therefore,  the associations of the coin of Ealdnod, which 
is of fine work, seem to lie primarily with coins of proba-
ble Mercian moneyers. 

The reverse type is less indicative. Dud, Alhmund and 
Ethelwald are probably Mercian, but Ethelnod must be 
Kentish on the evidence of his coin of Eadberht Praen. 
Also, the same type was used on the Offa  side of most of 
the coins of Archbishop Jaenberht (B. 125-31). The use of 
pellets in the angles of the initial cross, however, may be 
seen as a connecting link between the coins of Ealdnod 
and Dud, which would support the case for  Ealdnod being 
a London moneyer. 

No other coin of this period (or, I believe, of any later 
one) is known with the name Ealdnod, although there was 
a productive East Anglian moneyer named Eadnoth in 
Offa's  reign. The protothemes Ead - and Eald - are dis-
tinct, the former  being much the commoner. No Ealdnod 
(or Ealdnoth) features  in Searle's Onomasticon, and Dr. 
Veronica Smart has kindly confirmed to me that this 
appears to be the first  recorded occurrence of the name. 

A MISSING COIN OF ALFRED REDISCOVERED 
HUGH PAGAN 

I N their authoritative republication of the celebrated 
Trewhiddle hoard of ninth-century coins and metalwork, 
Sir David Wilson and the late Christopher Blunt drew 
attention to the fact that of the two coins of Aelfred  of 
Wessex associated with the hoard by earlier writers, one, a 
coin of Aelfred's  Two-Line type by a moneyer Franbald, 
was of rather later date than any other coin supposed to 
derive from the hoard.1 

At the time Wilson and Blunt were writing, both the 

numismatic content of the Trewhiddle hoard and the 
chronology of Aelfred's  coinage were somewhat uncer-
tain, and not all the assumptions guiding their discussion 
of the hoard's date of deposit are correct, but they were 
right to recognise that this coin of Two-Line type was 
likely to have been struck no earlier than the mid 880s, 
making it a very definite outsider in a hoard in which no 
other coin can have been struck later than the early 870s. 
Although the coin had been illustrated on plate 28 of 

1 B. refers  to C.E. Blunt, 'The Coinage of  Offa',  in R.H.M. Dolley (ed.), Anglo-Saxon  Coins (1961), pp. 39-62. 
2 I. Stewart, 'The London Mint and the Coinage of  Offa',  in M. Blackburn (ed.), Anglo-Saxon  Monetary  History  (Leicester. 1986), 

pp. 27-43. 
3 D. Chick, 'Towards a Chronology for  Offa's  Coinage: An Interim Study', Yorkshire  Numismatist  3 (1997), pp. 47-64. I am 

indebted to Mr Chick for  helpful  comments. 
' D.M. Wilson and C.E. Blunt, 'The Trewhiddle hoard', Arcliaeologia  xcviii (1961), 75-122 and plates XXII-XXXI. The coin of 

Franbald is discussed on p. 113 and its illustration in Ruding is reproduced on plate XXXI. 



200 SHORT ARTICLES AND NOTES 
Ruding's Annals of the Coinage of Great Britain [Fig. 1], 
and had featured as part of lot 230 in the E.W. Rashleigh 
sale (Sotheby, 21 June 1909 following), Wilson and Blunt 
were unable to discover what had happened to it since 
1909, and they had thus to leave its association with the 
hoard more of an open question than they would have 
wished ; for,  as they were aware, coins that are in reality 
part of the Trewhiddle hoard share a distinctive coppery 
patination, occasioned by the fact that the hoard was dis-
covered in a disused mine working, and a sight of the coin 
would have shown whether it possessed that patina or not. 

Ael/irrf. 

Fig. 1 

Since no other example of a coin of this moneyer and 
type has ever been recorded, it is reasonable to suppose 
that the coin which featured as lot 423 in the 1999 sale by 
Sothebys of the L.R. Stack collection is the missing 
Rashleigh specimen. A comparison between the illustra-
tion in Ruding and a photograph of the Stack specimen 
[Fig. 2] is certainly sufficient  to suggest that the coin is 
the same, making due allowance for  the fact that the 
engraver of the illustration in Ruding would have been 
working from a drawing of the coin rather than from the 
coin itself. Additionally, the weight of the Stack specimen, 
1.36 g. (= 21.0 grains), is the same as the recorded weight 
of the Rashleigh specimen, 21 grains, and this remains a 
striking coincidence, even if, as was the case, the weights 
printed in the Rashleigh sale catalogue were only given to 
the nearest grain or half-grain. 

It was thus satisfactory  for  the present writer to dis-
cover on viewing the Stack coin prior to the sale that 
although it was a toned coin, possessing a patina, the 
patina was not coppery and there was no sign that the coin 
had ever had the familiar  Trewhiddle discolouration. 

It can therefore  now be asserted with confidence that 
although this coin of Aelfred  formed part of the Rashleigh 

f
" %$m 

Fig. 2 

family collection, initially created by Philip Rashleigh 
(1729-1811), the Cornish landowner and Member of 
Parliament into whose possession the majority of the 
coins from the Trewhiddle hoard passed shortly after  their 
discovery, the coin itself, like various other Anglo-Saxon 
coins owned by Philip Rashleigh, had reached him from a 
different  source.2 

This indeed is strongly supported by the fact that the 
very earliest surviving lists of coins from Trewhiddle, pre-
served among Rashleigh papers now in the Department of 
Coins and Medals. British Museum, omit not merely this 
coin of Aelfred  but also the remaining coin of Aelfred 
subsequently associated with the hoard, a coin of Lunette 
type by the moneyer Sigestef. This coin also could not be 
traced by Wilson and Blunt after  its appearance in the 
E.W. Rashleigh sale, in which it was part of lot 225, so its 
patination remains uncertain, but if neither coin in reality 
belonged to the hoard, the hoard's remaining numismatic 
content requires a date of deposit no later than c.868 and 
this is the date to which current scholarly opinion inclines.3 

It is proper to note that this rediscovered coin of 
Franbald is now in the writer's possession and that it 
belongs to a category of coins of Two-Line type associ-
ated by Blackburn with moneyers working in the 
Danelaw. Franbald's name should therefore  be added to 
the tabular listing of such moneyers, or apparent money-
ers, given by Blackburn at p. 346 of his article on 'The 
Earliest Anglo-Viking Coinage of the Southern Danelaw 
(late 9th century)', printed in the Proceedings  of  the 10th 
International  Congress  of  Numismatics,  London, 
September  1986 (1990), pp. 341-8. 

One slightly unusual feature  of the present coin is the 
fact that the inner circle on its obverse is beaded, and this 
may in time enable Franbald's production to be linked 
with the production of other contemporary Danelaw mon-
eyers whose coins also display this feature. 

2 It features  as coin no. 62 in a list of  coins belonging to Philip Rashleigh compiled by Taylor Combe of  the British Museum in 
July 1802 (Wilson and Blunt, op cit., p. I l l ) , but the Combe list includes several coins certainly not from  the Trewhiddle hoard and is 
evidence only for  the fact  that the coin was by then in Rashleigh's possession. 

3 H.E. Pagan, 'Coinage in Southern England, 796-874', in Anglo-Saxon  Monetary  Histoiy,  edited by M.A.S. Blackburn (1986), 
pp. 61-2 and note 31; cf.  M.Blackburn and H. Pagan, 'A revised check-list of  coin hoards from  the British Isles, c.500-1100', in 
Blackburn, op cit., hoard 59 on p. 294. The Sigestef  coin is no. 61 in the Taylor Combe list previously cited. 
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THE MISSING COINS OF STEYNING LOCATED 
MICHAEL SHARP1 

T H E discovery of a type I I I of Henry I reading HRMIIN ON 
STEN1 (Fig. 1) provokes thought. The mint signature is 
clearly that of Steyning2, a mint once thought to have 
closed at the end of William II's reign. The moneyer is 
otherwise known for  type IV of William I I reading 
H1RMAN ON ST 111 (NCirc  1983, 333 and SCBI  27, 1511, 
ex Samuel Sharp and a die duplicate), a type I of Henry I 
reading HEIRMIIN ON STN (BMC  15), a type VI I reading 
hERMAN ON STA (BM) and a type XIV reading hERMAN 
ON STAN (SCBI  27, 1517), all of which have been 
ascribed to Stamford.  On the evidence of the mint signa-
ture for  the type III, it is argued that these coins be re-
attributed to Steyning. The existence of a type VI I of York 
(SCBI  21,791) provides the only doubt. 

In the first  quarter of the tenth century Stamford  was 
spelt Steanford  but the E was dropped soon after,  where as 
Steyning was spelt Staninges in Domesday and the mint 
signature shown in various forms of Staen or Steni. 

Fig. 1 

Stamford  lacked both an E and an I and it is pertinent to 
mention that Steyning is pronounced 'Stenning' as 
opposed to 'Staining'. 

That Steyning is now shown to have been operative in 
the reign of Henry I would seem to endorse the attribution 
of a type VI I of Stephen to it.3 

My attention has also been drawn to a type I I I of 
William I reading MANEPINE ON STAN. With Manewine 
otherwise known only for  Dover, it may be that this too is 
a coin of Steyning. 

THE FILLONGLEY HOARD - A MEDIEVAL COIN AND 
JEWELLERY HOARD FROM WARWICKSHIRE 

PHILIP J. WISE 

A medieval hoard was discovered in 1997 during several 
searches of farmland near the north Warwickshire village 
of Fillongley by two metal detectorists, Roy English and 
Robert Foster. A total of 127 complete or fragmentary 
coins and three pieces of jewellery were recovered. There 
was no evidence that the hoard had been buried in a pot or 
other container. The findspot was located in an arable field 
which had been deep ploughed for  the first  time in 1996. 
The hoard was the subject of two Treasure Trove Inquests 
as a result of its discovery over a period of seven months. 
At both inquests the jury found that the items under con-
sideration were Treasure Trove. The entire hoard was pur-
chased by the Warwickshire Museum in 1998.1 

Almost all the coins in the hoard are Short Cross pen-
nies and of these the majority are of classes V and VI. 
which cover the period 1204/5-1217/8. Only three cut 
halfpennies were recognised (nos. 17. 110 and 112). 
Eleven English mints are represented with more than half 
of the identifiable coins being from London (78), and the 
next largest group being from Canterbury (13). The 
remaining nine mints have comparatively low totals -
four  coins from York, three each from Winchester and 
Chichester, two from Oxford and Ipswich, and one from 
Durham, Exeter, Lincoln and Norwich. Twelve coins 

come from uncertain or unidentifiable mints. There is also 
an Irish penny of John, three Scottish sterlings of William 
the Lion (1165-1214) and two German sterling imitations. 
The latest class represented in the hoard is class VIb2 
which suggests that the date of deposition was c. 1215. 

The Fillongley Hoard may be broken down into the 
standard Short Cross classification as follows : class I (4), 
class I I I (2), class IV (4), class V (70) and class V I (24) 
with the remainder (17) either class V or class VI. 
Amongst the mints, excluding London, individual money-
ers are represented by single coins with the exception of 
two Canterbury moneyers, Arnaud with three issues and 
Hue with two, and Willelm of Chichester also with two. 
The London issues are dominated by four  moneyers -
Ilger with 17 examples, of classes Vb, Vc, Via and VIb; 
Walter with 15. mainly of class Vc or Via; Rauf with 10, 
again of class Vc or Via, and Abel also with 10, of classes 
Vc, Via and VIb. 

The coins have been considerably damaged by plough-
ing. Only about half the total of the uncut pennies, some 
63 coins, are complete and undamaged, a further  12 are 
complete, but damaged and the remaining 49 are fragmen-
tary to a greater or lesser degree. The complete and 
undamaged coins have an average weight of 1.34 g, which 

1 Grateful  thanks are due to Marion Archibald. William Conte and Roger Hudson. 
2 H.H. King, 'The Coins of  the Sussex Mints, Part II: Hastings and Steyning', BNJ  28 (1957). 26D-63. 
3 M.Sharp, 'A Steyning Coin of  Stephen', BNJ  52 (1982), 241. 
1 Warwickshire Museum accession number 37/1998.1 am grateful  to Martin Allen and Barrie Cook for  their assistance in identify-

ing the Fillongley Hoard and for  their comments on the significance  of  individual coins. I would also like to thank Stanley Ireland for 
his help in recording this hoard. 
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is significantly below the standard weight (22.3 gr or 
1.45 g) of a Short Cross penny at this period and indicates 
that some clipping has occurred.2 

Only a few of the coins merit individual attention. The 
earliest coin in the hoard is a class Ia5 issue of Fil Aimer 
of London (no.34). There is an unusual class V ia l penny 
of Rauf of London (no.72) which has an 'odd face' and 
may be compared with an example in the British 
Museum.3 A class Via issue of Ilger of London has an 
obverse overstruck with an unidentifiable reverse die 
(no.96). A penny of Rauf of Chichester (no.85) was struck 
from a very unusual class Vb2 obverse with ornamental 
letters.4 There is one mule in the hoard - an issue of 
Simun of Canterbury with a class Vbl obverse and Va2 
reverse (no. 86). Lastly there are two German sterling imi-
tations (nos. 10, 66), both of Stewartby's Group RE, 
no. 4.5 

As well as the Fillongley Hoard two other hoards have 
been found which were buried in the early years of the 
thirteenth century. Firstly at Tockholes, near Chorley in 
Lancashire, where sixty coins were found in 1973. The 
probable deposition date is c. 1220. As with the Fillongley 
Hoard there are very few coins struck before the 
recoinage of 1205, although by contrast the Tockholes 
Hoard closes with a strong representation of coins struck 
early in class VII .6 Secondly a much smaller hoard of 
thirty-nine coins was recovered from Teston, near 
Maidstone in Kent, in 1846.7 This is now thought to have 
been deposited between c. 1207 and c. 1220 on the grounds 
of the presence of the London moneyers Abel, Rauf and 
Walter and the absence of class V I I moneyers.8 In all three 
hoards the majority of coins were minted in London, fol-
lowed at some distance by Canterbury and with only one 
or two coins from other regional mints. However in terms 
of relative proportions, the Tockholes and Teston Hoards 
have coins of the London and Canterbury mints present in 
a ratio of 3:1, whereas in the Fillongley Hoard the ratio is 
6:1. The dominance of the London mint in this hoard is 
remarkable and it is surprising that the regional mints near 
the findspot are so poorly represented. 

The Fillongley Hoard is notable for  the presence of 
three pieces of silver jewellery. These are a finger ring and 
two brooches, one being an inscribed ring brooch. The 
presence of a ring brooch in a hoard buried c. 1215 is of 
very considerable interest to medieval jewellery special-
ists, as this type is normally dated to much later in the 
thirteenth century.9 Hoards containing both coins and 

jewellery are very rare in medieval England. In the mid-
nineteenth century a mixed hoard was found at Lark Hill, 
Worcester, which contained 210 coins, seven finger rings 
and a brooch.10 A second, smaller, hoard from Brackley, 
Northamptonshire,  contained thirteen coins and a silver 
ring set with a rock crystal." Both were probably buried 
around 1173-4, some forty  years earlier than the 
Fillongley Hoard. Closer in date is the hoard from Cross 
on the Hill, near Stratford-upon-Avon,  Warwickshire, 
which according to Nicholas Palmer and Wilfred Seaby is 
likely to have been deposited either c. 1207-9 or 
c.1214-17.12 This hoard was found in 1830 and originally 
consisted of around 1,000 coins, a silver seal and a gold 
ecclesiastical ring. Only seventeen coins, the seal and the 
ring are extant today. The concentration of these mixed 
hoards in the west and south Midlands is notable, but per-
haps fortuitous. 

CATALOGUE 
Canterbury 
No.  Moneyer 
28 Arnaud 
88 Arnaud 
67 Arnaud 
49 Goldwine 
17 Coldwine 
31 Hue 
82 Hue 
20 Iohan 
43 Iohan M 
16 Meinir 
75 Samuel 
86 Simun 
22 Ulard 

Chichester 
85 Rauf 
29 Willelm 
64 Willelm 

Durham 

97 Pieres 

Exeter 
8 lohan 

Class 
Vb2 
Vb2 
Vc 
IIIab2 
Vbl 
Vb l 
Vc 
Vb2 
Vb 
IVa 
Vc 
Vbl/Va2 
IVa 

Vb2 orn. 
Vb2 
Vb2 

Vb2 

Vb2 

Weight  (g) 
1.14 
1.38 
1.36 
1.32 
1.29 
1.18 
0.96 
1.25 
0.46 
1.04 
1.34 
1.30 
1.38 

0.83 
1.19 
1.37 

1.39 

1.26 

2 Documentary evidence indicates that 242 pence were struck from  a Tower pound in the reign of  Henry III (1216-72). See C.E. 
Blunt and J.D. Bland, 'Mint Output of  Henry III', BNJ  39 (1970), 62-3; C.E. Challis (ed.) A New  History  of  the Royal Mint 
(Cambridge, 1992), p. 673. 

3 Ian Stewart, 'English Coinage in the Later Years of  John and the Minority of  Henry III part 1', BNJ  49 (1980), 39. 
4 M.R. Allen, 'The Provision and Use of  Dies for  Short Cross Class V', BNJ  59 (1989), 46-76; Chichester obverse die 10. 
5 Lord Stewartby, 'German Imitations of  English Short-Cross Sterlings', NC  155 (1995), 224-5, 241. 
6 M.M. Archibald and B.J. Cook, 'English Medieval Coin Hoards' I, (forthcoming  2000). 
7 J.B. Bergue, 'Further Remarks on the Pennies of  Henry with the Short and Long Cross', NC  10 (1847-8), 26^12; J.D.A. 

Thompson, 'Inventory of  British Coin Hoards', RNS  (1956), 134. 
8 The earlier dating of  this hoard to c. 1220 is extremely speculative as it was published before  the introduction of  classifications 

of  the Short Cross coinage. I am grateful  to Martin Allen for  his comments on the dating of  the Teston Hoard. 
9 P.J. Wise, 'Fillongley, A Medieval Coin and Jewellery Hoard', West  Midlands  Archaeology  40 (1997), 79-80. 10 J.Y. Akerman, 'Account of  silver rings and coins discovered near Worcester', Archaeologia  xxxvi (1855), 200-2. 

11 M.M. Archibald and B.J. Cook, 'English Medieval Coin Hoards' I, (forthcoming  2000). 
12 N. Palmer and W.A. Seaby, 'An Early Thirteenth Century Hoard from  Cross on the Hill, near Stratford  on Avon', Trans. 

Birmingham Warwickshire  Archaeol Soc.  93 (1989), 105-10. 
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No. Moneyer Class Weight  (g) No. Moneyer Class Weight  (g) 

68 Walter Vc or Vial 1.34 

Ipswich 115 Walter Vc or Vial 0.82 
81 Alisandre Vb2 0.98 33 Walter Vc-VIa2 0.64 
108 lohan Vb2 1.31 4 Walter V ia l 1.39 

24 Walter V ia l 1.34 

Lincoln 78 Walter V ia l 1.36 
1 Rauf Vb l 1.33 23 Wa(l)ter VIb l 1.29 

98 Willelm Vb2 1.26 

London 104 Willelm B Vb2 1.38 
57 Abel Vc 1.29 56 Willelm L Vbl 1.35 
99 Abel Vc 1.08 101 Willelm T Vbl 1.30 
109 Abel Vc 1.44 36 Willelm T Vb2 0.73 
111 Abel Vc 1.07 59 Willelm T Vb2 1.40 
7 Abel V ia l 1.29 73 Willelm T Vb2 1.33 
51 Abel V ia l 1.24 32 uncertain -
52 Abel V ia l 1.34 Willelm, 
61 Abel V ia l 1.32 Willelm B, 
6 Abel V Ib l 1.33 L o r T Vb2 1.05 
95 Abel V Ib l 1.35 112 uncertain Vb 0.62 
50 Adam Vb3 1.32 45 uncertain Vb or Vc 0.27 
62 Adam Vc 1.36 44 uncertain Vc 0.45 
113 Adam Vc 0.98 120 uncertain Vc 0.43 
42 Beneit Vb2-Vc 0.62 74 uncertain Vc or Via 0.66 
34 Fil Aimer Ia5 1.05 48 uncertain V o r V I 0.18 
18 Gefrei Ic 1.31 116 uncertain V or V I 0.35 
106 Ilger Vb l 1.24 117 uncertain V or V I 0.29 
92 Ilger Vb3 1.36 46 uncertain VIb2? 0.26 
14 Ilger Vc 1.39 
40 Ilger Vc 0.63 Norwich 
60 Ilger Vc 1.30 58 Gifrei Vb3 1.37 
76 Ilger Vc 1.40 
84 Ilger Vc 1.34 Oxford 
91 Ilger Vc 1.33 3 Ailwine Vb l 1.29 
103 Ilger Vc or V ia l 1.36 100 Miles Vb2 1.32 
83 Ilger Vc or V ia l 1.32 
96 Ilger Vc or Via 1.44 Winchester 
102 Ilger V ia l 1.35 12 Bartelme Vb3 1.31 

35 Ilger VIa2 0.81 2 Miles Vb2 1.33 

26 Ilger VIb l 1.34 71 Rauf Vb2 1.33 
21 Ilger VIb2 1.31 
69 Ilger VIb2 1.38 York 
125 Ilger VIb2? 0.51 37 Davi Vbl 1.32 

65 Rauf Vc 1.33 77 Everard IVa 1.21 

89 Rauf Vc 1.39 87 Nicole Vb2 1.13 

93 Rauf Vc 1.49 39 Tomas Vbl 0.91 
94 Rauf Vc 1.33 
107 Rauf Vc 1.32 Uncertain  mint 
90 Rauf Vc or Via 1.36 79 uncertain Ia5 or Ib l 0.46 

13 Rauf Vial 1.37 110 uncertain lb 0.58 

27 Rauf Via l 1.30 41 Willelm IIIab2 or IVa 0.44 

55 Rauf V ia l 1.37 38 uncertain Vbl 0.77 

72 Rauf Via l 1.30 123 Alisandre Vb or Vc 0.28 

30 Raulf Vlb2 1.00 124 uncertain V 0.28 

122 Rau(l)f VIb2 0.41 114 uncertain -
70 Ricard IVa 1.28 Willelm, 
5 Walter Vc 1.41 Willelm B, 

0.45 9 Walter Vc 1.30 L o r T Vc 0.45 

15 Walter Vc 1.38 118 uncertain Vb2-VIa 0.27 

19 Walter Vc 1.31 47 uncertain V o r V I 0.25 
25 Walter Vc 1.22 121 uncertain V o r V I 0.22 

105 Walter Vc 1.30 126 uncertain V o r V I 0.27 

80 Walter Vc 0.73 127 uncertain V o r V I 0.17 

63 Walter Vc or Vial 1.43 
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No. 
Ireland 
11 

Scotland 
53 
54 
119 

Moneyer Class 
SHORT ARTICLES AND NOTES 

Weight  (g)  No.  Moneyer 

Roberd of Dublin 3rd (Rex) 1.31 

Rauf of Roxburgh ? A 
Hue & Walter " B 
uncertain -

1.38 
0.87 
0.33 

Imitations 
10 Iohan of London 

66 Iohan of London 

Class 

Group RE, 
no.4 
(Stewartby) 

Group RE, 
no.4 
(Stewartby) 

Weight  (g) 

1.28 

1.36 

THREE SHORT CROSS PROBLEMS 
JEFFREY P. MASS 

T H E Short Cross series is renowned for  its intractable 
research problems. Among the most illustrious of such 
problems are two involving controversial linkings of 
mints, and one involving a disputed pairing of moneyers. 
Unfortunately,  solutions remain elusive in all three cases. 
However, the numismatic record is now much richer than 
before,  allowing us to revisit these problems in new per-
spective. By combining and separating coins included in 
the Plates, we can seek to make progress in new ways. 

A. Norwich or Northampton 
In 1964, F. Elmore Jones published his highly thought-
provoking paper on the old conundrum of Norwich or 
Northampton in Short Cross classes I and IV.1 Now, 
almost two generations later, it seems a propitious 
moment to reassess where we are vis a vis this classic 
riddle. 

As will be recalled, Elmore Jones made a strong case 
against Norwich having been a mint in the 1180s, though 
he was not quite able to nail down the proof.  The issue 
centred on the two moneyers Reinald and Willelm, all of 
whose class I coins had traditionally been thought to have 
mint signatures reading exclusively NOR.2 Since the five 
other moneyers were known from coins reading NORh or 
NORhT, there was no debate over their Northampton mint 
affiliation,  which was obvious. 

Elmore Jones essentially demonstrated four  things: (1) 
that there were coins of Willelm in class 'la' that read 
NORA; (2) that there was a coin of Willelm in class lb that 
read NORh; (3) that there were coins of Willelm and 
Reinald in class 'lb' that shared the same obverse; and (4) 
that neither moneyer could be die-linked with any of the 
other five. In short the case was a powerful  one, though 
not entirely airtight, since two sets of moneyers with the 
names Willelm and Reinald remained at least a possibility. 

A third of a century after  Elmore Jones set out his find-
ings, that final loophole has unfortunately  not yet been 

closed, though we might usefully re-examine the evidence 
in the light of new data. 

The NORA coins of class Ia l speak for  themselves; 
sharing the same reverse die, they are obviously of 
Northampton (Plate 16, 1-2) . Similarly, the NORh coin of 
lb is of Northampton (3). As concerns the die-linked coins 
of ' lb' noted by Elmore Jones, their obverses are what we 
now call class la4 (formerly  la*, coins with a seriffed  X), 
with the mint signatures on both reading simply NOR.3 

Several additional coins reinforce  what we already 
know. First, there is a new die-linking between Reinald 
and Willelm, classifiable to Ia5 (5-6). Since Ia5 (coins 
with irregular  numbers of curls) is what we formerly 
called 'early lb', the linking of these two moneyers has 
now been extended slightly forward  in time. Yet a further 
coin is a very worn specimen of Willelm in class lb, 
which has enough space for  a fourth  letter (illegible) in 
the mint signature. And still another coin, of late class lb, 
is a Reinald with a mint signature NOD (7). As it seems to 
me, NOD is a more likely rendering for  Northampton than 
it is for  Norwich. In addition, a coin of Reinald of class lb 
in the National Museum of Ireland reads NORh explicitly, 
whereas another of that moneyer (in a private collection) 
has an 'unreadable' fourth  letter. A few other new coins 
from early in the series (la4 and la5, all reading NOR) 
have not yet been die linked (eg, 8). 

Finally, several points need to be added about the very 
earliest coins in the class la sequence. Whereas the Ial 
reverse die of the Willelm reads NORA, there is nothing as 
yet comparable for  Reinald, whose own earliest survivor 
is of class la2. As it happens, that coin has a mint signa-
ture that reads NOR. with a final pellet instead of (regret-
tably) a final letter (9). At any rate, each of the two 
moneyers is known so far  from but one of the two initial 
sub-classes in la, and, indeed, it is not until la4 that they 
can be explicitly linked, a linking that then continues into 
la5. I have not yet linked coins of the two moneyers in 
class lb proper, though Reinald remained active for  fat-
longer (in Ib2 and Ic) than did Willelm (Ibl only). 

1 F. Elmore Jones, 'Norwich or Northampton - A Short Cross Problem', BNJ  33 (1964), 70-2. 
2 The belief  that they were moneyers of  Norwich seems to have originated with John Evans, 'The Short-Cross Question' (1865), 

271. and was continued by L.A. Lawrence, 'The Short-Cross Coinage, 1180 to 1247', BNJ  11 (1915), 98. The earlier view tended to 
favour  Northampton; D.H. Haigh, 'On the Short Cross and Long Cross Coinages of  Henry III', in R. Sainthill. An Olla Podrida  I 
(1844), p. 134. 

3 Ex Elmore Jones and now in the British Museum. A die duplicate of  the Willelm (a coin of  Ia4/a3) is included here (4). 
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In sum, while we continue to fill in pieces of the puzzle 

of Norwich/Northampton  in class I, key parts of the jig-
saw are obviously still missing. Nevertheless, the infer-
ences in favour of Northampton exclusively are very 
strong. 

A similar problem regarding N:, NI, NO. NOI, and NOR 
coins exists in class IV, as elaborated by Elmore Jones in 
the same paper. Now involving moneyers who are named 
Randul and Willelm (again), the clinching evidence, as 
earlier, remains elusive. Though we now have a fairly 
good sampling of the dies and know that the two moneyers 
are linked (10-11; 12-13), there are no coins that have a 
mint signature with a fourth  letter. However, another mon-
eyer, Giferei,  produced coins in class IVa that read NORA 
(14), thereby proving that Northampton was an active 
mint in class IV. Even so, the current thinking now 
favours Norwich for  Randul and Willelm,4 though the 
proof  for  this, I believe, remains not quite airtight. The 
argument derives essentially from two pieces of evidence 
- a reference  in the Pipe Rolls to a substantial sum of 
money being given to Norwich to support an exchange 
during 1195-97,5 and a coin with affinities  to class IV of a 
moneyer Iohan, which has a mint signature that is unam-
biguously NORW.6 Unfortunately,  an exchange without an 
accompanying mint is not without precedent (Nottingham 
in 1180),7 and the verdict remains out on whether the 
NORW coin is a genuine issue.8 Moreover, it is hard to see 
how Norwich now being open would weaken the case for 
Northampton remaining open also.9 

In sum, the proof  that we are looking for  in class I 
would be a die-link between Willelm or Reinald and one 
of the five other Northampton moneyers, whereas the 
proof  in class IV would be one of two kinds: a die-link 
between Willelm or Randul and Giferei  of Northampton 
in class IVa, or a die link between Willelm or Randul and 
Iohan of Norwich in class IV. 

B. Winchester and Wilton 
The arguments regarding Winchester and Wilton are very 
different  from the preceding because we know that both 
were fully active mints in class I. The original argument 
that a great fire closed Winchester and led to the opening 
of Wilton was put forward,  in a fascinating paper, by 

Brand and Elmore Jones. The matter was subsequently 
revisited by Allen and myself, with conclusions regarding 
the circumstances of Wilton's opening rendered somewhat 
more tentative.10 What made the subject interesting in the 
first  place was that two of the moneyers at Winchester 
(Osber and Rodbert) seemingly switched their operations 
to Wilton, with at least one, Rodbert, using an obverse at 
Wilton that had been used at Winchester (15-18)." At the 
same time, Rodbert also used a pair of reverse dies whose 
mint signatures were clearly retooled from WIN to W1L 
(19-20). 

Unsurprisingly, a number of new coins unavailable to 
Brand and Elmore Jones have appeared since they pub-
lished, adding up to significantly greater complexity than 
they had imagined. What now seems apparent is that both 
moneyers were active at both mints simultaneously and 
continuously, rather than being at one, then the other, and 
back again. Among the possibilities that are raised here is 
that of an Osber who began his operations at Wilton, not 
Winchester. 

It is not actually my purpose here to reopen all of these 
issues, but rather, simply, to place on the record the new 
numismatic evidence. I f nothing else, this evidence rein-
forces our notion of simultaneous operations, even as it 
fails to shed new light on the context in which Wilton was 
initially opened. 

Looking at Osber first,  we now have his coins at 
Winchester in classes Ia3, Ia4/Ia3, Ia4, Ia5, and Ibl 
(21-25), and at Wilton in Ia2, Ia4, Ia5, Ib l , Ibl/b2, and Ib2 
(26-30).12 In other words, Osber was seemingly active at 
Wilton for  a longer period in both directions than he was 
at Winchester, making it difficult  for  us to think of him as 
a temporary visitor on assignment from Winchester to 
Wilton (Elmore Jones' view). 

Indeed, a case can be made for  an altogether different 
scenario since 'Osber of Wilton' is known to have owed 
rent at Winchester for  activities during the early 1180s.13 

Of course, a rumoured coin of Osber at Winchester in 
class Ial (1180) would change this picture substantially, 
revealing him as a moneyer who would then have begun 
working at Winchester. But the existence of such a piece 
cannot be confirmed,14  and either way Osber clearly 
ended his career at Wilton. Moreover, the possibility of 
separate Osbers, even if remote, cannot be dismissed 

4 See below. Unaware that that they were die-linked, Lawrence, 'Short Cross Coinage', 98, gave Randul to Northampton and 
Willelm to Norwich. 

5 Or 1194-6; see John D. Brand. The  English  Coinage,  1180-1247: Money,  Mints  and Exchanges  (1994), pp. 33^1, 54; and Martin 
Allen, 'The Chronology, Mints and Moneyers of  the English Coinage, 1180-1247", forthcoming. 

6 See Elmore Jones Sale Catalogue, lot 1794. 
7 Brand The  English  Coinage,  p. 26. 
8 See Lord Stewartby and M.R. Allen, 'Iohan: A Short Cross Class IV Moneyer of  Norwich', N.Circ  (1992). pp. 343-4, for  the 

claim that it is; and Elmore Jones, sale catalogue, for  the assumption that it is an imitation. The coin has a highly bizarre appearance, 
with an obverse that looks like nothing else in the entire Short Cross series, but with a reverse that is very persuasive. 

9 References  to exchange or moneyer activities at Northampton exist for  1192-3 and 1197-8; Brand as in n. 5. p. 54. There 
appears to be nothing about either Norwich or Northampton from  1198-1204. 

10 J.D. Brand and F. Elmore Jones, 'The Emergency Mint of  Wilton in 1180'. BNJ  35 (1966). 116-19; M.R. Allen, 'The 
Chronology of  Short Cross Class la' , BNJ  63 (1993), 53-8; and J.P. Mass, 'Of  Dies, Design Changes, and Square Lettering in the 
Opening Phase of  the Short Cross Coinage', BNJ  63 (1993). 

11 It was Elmore Jones who noticed the initial die-linking between the two mints; see Brand and Elmore Jones 'Emergency Mint of 
Wilton'; and the Elmore Jones Sale Catalogue, lot 1194. 

12 The coin of  Ia2 (not pictured) is in the British Museum. 
13 See Allen, as in n. 5, p. 54; and Brand, as in n. 5, p. 55. 
14 It is not in the corpus of  data assembled by Yvonne Harvey on the mint of  Winchester. 
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entirely, for  there appears to be no die-linking to connect 
Osber to both mints. The fact that Osber and Rodbert are 
themselves die-linked at Wilton (but not at Winchester) in 
class lb sheds no light at all on this question.15 

In the case of Rodbert, we now have his coins at 
Winchester in classes Ial , Ial/la2, la2, la4, Ia5, and Ibl 
(31, 16, 32-35), and at Wilton in classes Ial , Ia2/Ial, 
Ial/Ia2, Ia2, Ia4, Ia5, and Ibl (36-37, 15, 38^11). The 
newest discovery is the la4 coin from Winchester (33), 
which helps us to fill out a picture of a man who, from 
beginning to end, must have been shuttling back and forth 
between two places. 

On the question, finally, of the opening and closing at 
Wilton, we can make two statements: that the circum-
stances surrounding the former  are no clearer than before, 
but that the conditions regarding the latter suggest that 
Wilton went on to operate as a regular mint. As we now 
know, its doors, after  all, remained opened for  several 
years, with the full sequence of sub-classes represented in 
both la and lb (thus, Ial-Ia5, and Ib l and Ib2). 

C. Aimer and Fil Aimer 
Over the course of a century and more, numismatic schol-
ars have debated, and been confused by, Aimer and Fil 
Aimer. It is fair  to say that every possible relationship 
between them has now been advanced by someone, as the 
following range of opinions makes clear: (1) that Aimer 
and Fil Aimer were one and the same man;16 (2) that 
Aimer and Fil Aimer were different  and unrelated;17 (3) 
that Aimer and Fil Aimer were son and father;18  and (4) 
that Fil Aimer on the coins was not Philip Aimery (vari-
ously spelt) but rather was a moneyer with a different 
name.19 

Though I am unable to provide irrefutable  proof  here, I 
now believe theory no. 2 to be correct: that the two men 
had no connection whatever, apart from being moneyers 
of London in Short Cross class I. We need to review the 
principal evidence. 

Aimer clearly preceded Fil Aimer on the coins, and was 
present from the virtual opening of the new series. Thus 
we now have coins of Aimer in classes Ial, Ial/Ia2, Ia2, 
and Ia2/Ia3 (42-45), all of which preceded the earliest of 
the coins of Fil Aimer. The output by the latter began in 
class Ia4/Ia3 (46) and continued in la4 and Ia5 (47^18), 
and then ceased. Meanwhile, Aimer had also been issuing 
in Ia4/la3, la4, and Ia5 (49-51), and he continued to be 
active into class lb and beyond. 

The conclusions to be drawn here Eire that we are talk-
ing about two moneyers, who, i f they were son and father, 

would have had the normal sequence of 'father  first' 
reversed. They would also have had to be moneyers 
simultaneously, a situation that would have been highly 
unusual. Though sons, of course, succeeded their fathers 
as moneyers with some regularity, they would not nor-
mally have overlapped with them into the next sub-class. 
That is, whereas a father  and a son might issue in a sub-
class that was not yet finished, they were most unlikely to 
do so also in the one that followed. In the case at hand, the 
two men clearly produced in classes Ia4 and Ia5. 

Moreover, Aimer and Fil Aimer seem never to have 
shared obverse dies, a practice (die-sharing) that was 
extremely common at the time. Instead, Aimer shared 
obverses with a moneyer named Willelm (44, 52), whilst 
Fil Aimer seems never to have shared dies with anyone 
Nor is much to be made of the disproportionate outputs of 
the two men in Ia4 and Ia5. That Fil Aimer was prolific 
and was even the dominant moneyer of that brief  era tells 
us nothing about his relationship with Aimer, who was 
merely steady. As already noted, our attention is accord-
ingly drawn to the single item that they actually shared in 
common. Without the word 'Aimer' as it appears in its 
two contexts, there would be little reason for  any explo-
ration into the current subject. 

The physical whereabouts of the two men is germane 
here. I f Aimer, as most scholars now believe, was the son 
of Fil Aimer, he would have had to have travelled from 
Tours to London in advance of his father,  and to have 
adopted a surname for  his name on the coins, a practice 
without a clear precedent or rationale at the time. 
Moreover, the son would have had to survive the scandal 
that later enveloped the father,  since Fil Aimer was sent 
back to France in disgrace in early 1181, with Aimer 
remaining as a moneyer for  some years thereafter  (see 
below) . Once again, the inferences seem to point to unre-
latedness. 

However, the matter is confused by a reference  in the 
Pipe Rolls to an 'Aimer fitz Philip', i.e., 'Aimer the son of 
Philip.'20 But the meaning here is anything but clear since 
the father  referred  to might not have been Filip Aimery 
but another Filip. To argue to the contrary is of course 
possible; but it would oblige us to overlook the entirety  of 
the numismatic evidence. 

In my opinion, the joint usage of the names is a coinci-
dence that has created an imaginary link. In other words, 
Aimer by itself is a given name; but Aimer in Fil Aimer is 
an oddly shortened surname (see below). Thus a coin of 
Aimer in class la2 could be misspelt as '8IM8R.', a typical 
example of the confusion regarding the rendering of mon-
eyers' given names at this early juncture.21 Similarly, a 

1:1 See the reference  to this die-linking in the Elmore Jones Sale Catalogue, lot 1201. 
16 See, e.g., W.S.W. Vaux, 'Some Notes on the Eccles Find of  Silver Coins', NC  (1865), 219-54; R.L. Kenyon, 'The Short Cross 

Question', NC  (1875), 145; andT.W. Armitage, 'Correspondence: The "Short Cross" Question', N.Circ  30 (1922), columns 398-9. 
17 See, e.g., J. Evans, 'Further Remarks on the Short Cross Question', NC  (1875), 153-4. Lawrence made the definitive  statement 

on behalf  of  this point of  view: 'I do not know who Aimer was or his relationship if  any to Philip Amery.' See L.A. Lawrence, 
'Correspondence: The "Short Cross" Question', N.Circ  30 (1922), columns 509-10. 

18 E.g., D.F. Allen, A Catalogue  of  English  Coins in the British Museum:  The  Cross-and-Crosslets  (Tealby)  Type  of  Hemy  II 
(1951), p. cxlviii; J.D. Brand, 'Filip Aimer - Exchanger and Moneyer', N.Circ  81 (1973), 371-2; and Allen, as in n. 10, p. 55. 

19 E.g., Evans, as in n. 2, p. 279, proposed this as at least a possibility. 
20 Cited by Brand, as in n. 5, pp. 28-9; and Allen, as in n. 10, p. 55. 
21 The coin itself  is in the Rotenfels  Hoard; see G.P. Gittoes and N.J. Mayhew, 'Short Cross Sterlings from  the Rotenfels  Hoard', 

BNJ  53 (1983). For the subject of  variant spellings, see Mass, as in n. 10. 
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coin of Aimer in class I I was spelt H Q I M S R , after  a multi-
year lapse in his minting activity in classes Ib2 and Ic 
(53). But Aimer himself, as far  we can determine, was an 
altogether typical moneyer, made atypical only in hind-
sight by students who felt the need to decode the myster-
ies surrounding Fil Aimer. 

As just stated, the real problems lie with 'Fil Aimer', 
whose names and persona are intermixed in ways we are 
still unable to interpret.  In the absence of any reasonable 
alternative, our starting point must be simply that 'Fil 
Aimer' is a shortened version of 'Philip Aimery'. 
However, by making such a point, we are acknowledging 
a rendering on the coins that is unique For nowhere else 
do we encounter the seeming abbreviation of each of a 
moneyerfs  two names. In all other cases, the most that 
appears is the full given name plus the first  letter (or first 
two letters) of the surname. Thus, Pieres M and Henri Pi 
would be typical examples, necessitated by the prior exis-
tence of another Pieres and Henri. But the point is that 
Henri Pi is never rendered on the coins as, say, 'Hen Pine' 
(for  Henri Pineferding),  which would have been the func-
tional equivalent of 'Fil Aimer'. Moreover, we are unable 
to explain why Philip Aimery's name was not simply 
recorded on the coins as 'Filip', which would have been 
not only simpler but also entirely in line with regular prac-
tice.22 At this time, there were no other Filips of London 
to confuse things, with the single active moneyer named 
Filip a man of Northampton. 

And thus 'Fil Aimer', the most famous name(s) on the 
coins, continues to resist our best efforts  to understand 
him. We are obliged to ponder (and ultimately to reject) 
several other inteipretations. For example, it is difficult  to 

credit 'Fil Aimer' as not the father  but rather the son, even 
though his coins clearly came second. Similarly, it seems 
altogether untenable that 'Fil Aimer' could have been a 
temporary amplification of 'Aimer' on the coins, coming 
during that moneyer's prolific  period in classes Ia4 and 
Ia5. For even i f an unprecedented usage was being 
claimed by him when he was, inarguably, the dominant 
moneyer, Philip Aimery stopped issuing coins soon there-
after,  and was dismissed from service a few months after 
that.23 In other words, we have here an insoluble problem: 
for  if all along there was only one moneyer who now 
came to be dismissed, who was the Aimer who continued 
into classes lb, II, III, and IV? 

Indeed, the fact that it is no longer possible to retain Fil 
Aimer as a moneyer in class lb serves the useful purpose 
of separating him from Aimer both before and after.  By 
repositioning, as we have, the traditional opening phase of 
class lb to the closing phase of class la,24 we are establish-
ing, in effect,  a new criterion by which to attribute the 
names on the coins to two moneyers. To repeat, then, 
Aimer and Fil Aimer seem not to have been related, with 
the former  a normal moneyer in every way, but with the 
latter still an enigma despite our best efforts. 

Finally, the coins themselves of Fil Aimer are unfortu-
nately no help here, since, with the tiny exception of a 
variable pellet separating his two names, his coins all read 
exactly the same way. Thus, 'Fil Aimer' is always 
FIL[.] A I M 0 R . O N . L V N on the coins, a rigidly unchanging 
pattern that was highly unusual. In the end we are left 
with but a single recourse - to leave Fil Aimer shrouded in 
mystery, but to rescue his unlucky namesake from a 
shadow not in any way of his own making.25 

MINT OUTPUT IN THE ENGLISH RECOINAGE OF 1247-12501 
MARTIN ALLEN 

I N the 1930s W.C. Wells published some important docu-
mentary evidence for  mint output during the Long Cross 
recoinage of 1247-50.2 On 28 July 1250 sheriffs  were 
ordered to recover the costs of the die-keepers' fees from 
the moneyers of ten of the recently closed recoinage 
mints: Exeter (£8 15s. 3d.), Gloucester (£11), Lincoln 
(£18), Newcastle-upon-Tyne (£6 12s.), Northampton 
(£14), Norwich (£12), Oxford (£14), Wilton (£4 13 s. 9c/.), 
Winchester (£12 Is.  I \d.) and York (£10 10s.). Wells sug-
gested that these sums were payments for  the entire 

recoinage outputs of the mints, and he calculated the out-
puts, assuming that the die-keepers were paid Is. per £100 
minted. Wells preferred  a second series of calculated out-
puts, double the size of the first  set, using a 6d. per £100 
rate. When Christopher Blunt and John Brand published 
the London and Canterbury mint outputs of the reign of 
Henry I I I (1216-72), they noted that the die-keepers were 
paid 6d. in one period.3 However, there is documentary 
evidence for  the payment of Is. per 100 pounds of silver 
minted in the recoinage.4 The outputs calculated by Wells 

22 Brand, The  English  Coinage,  as in n. 5. 
23 See Brand, as in n. 5, p. 30, for  the dismissal. According to Martin Allen, there is evidence to show that Fil Aimer ceased to be a 

moneyer in autumn 1180, just as the transition to class lb was about to occur. 
24 That is, the old 'early lb' is now relabeled 'Ia5'; Mass, as in n. 10. 
25 The author wishes to thank Martin Allen, Lord Stewartby, and Peter Woodhead for  reading and commenting on this paper. Nos. 

26, 31 and 43 in the Plates are in the collections of  the British Museum, Lord Stewartby and Mr Woodhead, respectively; the remainder 
are in the collection of  the author. 

1 Acknowlegements.  Dr Mark Blackburn has read a draft  of  this note, providing many helpful  comments. Dr Barrie Cook has sup-
plied invaluable hoard data (see note 8). 

2 W.C.Wells, 'Notes on the Long-Cross coinage of  Henry III, 1247-1250', BNJ  22 (1934-7), 79-107, at pp. 93-7. 
3 C.E. Blunt and J.D. Brand, 'Mint output of  Henry III', BNJ  39 (1970), 61-6, at p. 62. 
4 The payment of  Is per 100 lb. in the recoinage is specified  in the Officio  ministrorum cambii (Red  Book of  the Exchequer, fol. 

246), edited by C. Johnson, The  De Moneta  of  Nicholas  Oresme and other Mint  Documents (London. 1956), pp. xxvi, 52. 
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from a 1.?. rate must be slightly increased to take account 
of the production of 242c/. instead of 240<i. from each 
pound of silver, inferred  from mint accounts.5 The total of 
the adjusted calculations for  ten mints in Table 1 is 
£225,756, which is consistent with Marion Archibald's 
two alternative estimates for  all of the seventeen 'provin-
cial' mints (£265,357 and £287,470).6 

Archibald calculated her estimates of the output of the 
provincial mints from the combined London and 
Canterbury outputs, in proportion to the numbers of coins 
of the first  three Long Cross classes in six hoards: 
Palmer's Green (1911), Steppingley (1912), Slype (1914), 
Hornchurch (1938), Coventry (1958) and Coichester 
(1969)7 The lower estimate assumed that London and 
Canterbury produced fifty-two  per cent of the coins of 
classes I—III in 1247-50, based upon the aggregate per-

centage in the hoards (fifty  two point three per cent). The 
higher estimate assumed fifty  per cent, allowing for  possi-
ble bias towards London and Canterbury in the Coichester 
hoard, which dominates the aggregates. Four hoards have 
been recorded since the publication of Archibald's calcu-
lations: Greywell (1988 and 1993), Welwyn Garden City 
(1992), Sporle with Palgrave (1995-8) and Thwaite 
(1998).8 These new hoards contained a total of 83 Long 
Cross coins of classes I I I I attributable to a mint.9 The 
Colehester hoard had 5832 relevant coins, and the other 
hoards had a total of 1437. In Table 1 aggregate numbers 
of coins in the hoards are compared with the outputs cal-
culated from the die-keepers' fees. This table also includes 
the Shrewsbury output, calculated from the roll of assays 
published by R.L. Kenyon and J.D. Brand, and the London 
and Canterbury outputs of November 1247-July 1250.10 

TABLE 1. Mint outputs and hoard coins, 1247-50 

Mint Output Output from  fees Coins in hoards Output per hoard  coin 
Canterbury £100,355 1247 c.£  80 
Exeter £17,671 200 c.£88 
Gloucester £22,183 271 c.£82 
Lincoln £36,300 424 c.£86 
London £189,511 2591 c.£ 73 
Newcastle £13,310 167 c.£80 
Northampton £28,233 359 c.£79 
Norwich £24,200 314 c.£77 
Oxford £28,233 286 c.£99 
Shrewsbury £7,227 74 c.£98 
Wilton £9,453 109 c.£87 
Winchester £24,998 306 c.£82 
York (Royal)11 £21,175 278 c.£76 

Total £297,093 £225,756 

5 Blunt and Brand, as in n. 3, pp. 62-3. CE. Challis (ed.). A New  History  of  the Royal Mint  (Cambridge, 1992), p. 673. 
6 M.M. Archibald, 'Wastage from  currency: Long-Cross and the recoinage of  1279'. in N.J. Mayhew (ed.), Edwardian  Monetary 

Affairs  (1279-1344):  A Symposium held  in Oxford,  August 1976 (BAR  36, Oxford,  1977), pp. 167-86, at pp. 168-72, 174. 
7 H.A. Grueber, 'Palmer's Green hoard', JVC 4th ser. 12 (1912), 70-97. L.A. Lawrence, 'The Steppingley find  of  English coins', 

NC  4th ser. 14 (1914), 60-76. G.C. Brooke, 'A find  of  Long-Cross pennies at Slype (West Flanders)', NC  4th ser. 14 (1914), 256-9. 
D. Allen, 'Treasure trove, 1933-9. 2. Hornchurch, Essex, 1938', BNJ  23 (1938^10), 274-9. R.H.M. Dolley, 'The 1958 Coventry treas-
ure trove of  Long Cross pence of  Henry III', NC  6th ser. 18 (1958), 109-22. 'The 1969 Colchester hoard: Editorial note', BNJ  44 
(1974), 39-40. 

8 I am grateful  to Dr Barrie Cook for  his provision of  data from  these hoards and the Colchester hoard in advance of  publication. 
9 The Greywell hoard had three coins not attributed to a mint, and the Welwyn Garden City hoard had two. 

10 R.L. Kenyon, 'The Shrewsbury mint and its officers  under Henry III', NC  3rd ser. 19 (1899), 112-24, at pp. 115, 117-18. J.D. 
Brand, 'The Shrewsbury mint, 1249-1250', in R.A.G. Carson (ed.), Mints,  Dies and Currency:  Essays Dedicated  to the Memory  of 
Albert  Baldwin  (London, 1971), pp. 129-50, at pp. 132-3. Challis, as in n. 5, p. 674. Challis adjusted the London and Canterbury out-
puts published by Blunt and Brand, 'Mint output of  Henry III', to take account of  the assumed production of  242 pence from  each 
pound of  silver. I have applied a similar adjustment to the Shrewsbury output published by Kenyon and Brand (£7,167). 

11 The York royal mint hoard totals are for  the four  king's moneyers named in the list (BM Hargrave MS 313, p. 97) most recently 
published by Johnson, The  De Moneta,  pp. 100-6, at p. 103. The fifth  moneyer, Tomas, must have been the archbishop's moneyer, as 
suggested by L.A. Lawrence. 'The two mints at York', NC  5th ser. 5 (1925), 366-79, at pp. 367-8.1. Dowthwaite, 'Long Cross moneyers 
of  York', YN3  (1997), 73-83, at p. 77 has noted that the coins of  the four  king's moneyers begin in Lawrence class II (Davis class lib), 
and the earliest coins of  Tomas belong to class Illb, which is consistent with the later start of  the archbishop's mint inferred  from  docu-
mentary evidence. 
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The general similarity of the outputs per hoard coin 
encourages confidence in the output figures based upon 
die-keepers' fees. Five of the ten fees are pounds without 
shillings or pence, which may indicate approximation, but 
the fees seem to be reasonably accurate indicators of out-
put. Two of the mints have outputs per hoard coin notice-
ably higher than the rest: one of the mints with a fee 
expressed in pounds only (Oxford),  and the mint with the 
smallest number of coins and relatively unreliable statis-

Mint 
Bristol 148 
Bury St Edmunds 197 
Carlisle 54 
Hereford  83 
Ilchester 55 
Wallingford 54 
York (Archiepiscopal) 135 

Total 

The combined total of the provincial mint outputs in 
Tables 1 and 2 is c. £295,000, and the total for  all mints is 
c. £585,000. Archibald estimated that the output of the 
recoinage was between £552,827 and £574.940, but she 
had to use London and Canterbury output figures without 
the increases required by the production of more than 
240d. from each pound of silver.12 I f Archibald's estimates 
are adjusted for  the minting of 242d. per pound, they 
increase to £557,434 and £579,731, bringing the higher 
estimate closer to my estimate (c. £585,000). Nicholas 
Mayhew has calculated that about £400,000 in Short 
Cross coins was available for  recoinage, deducting 
£150,000 from Archibald's original lower estimate.13 

Mayhew assumed that the normal output of the English 
mints from supplies of silver unconnected with recoinage 
was about £50,000 per year, and deducted three years of 

tics in consequence (Shrewsbury). The lowest output per 
coin is for  London, which may confirm Archibald's suspi-
cion of a bias towards London in the Colchester hoard. It 
is also possible that London production of class I I I contin-
ued after  the end of the London and Canterbury mint out-
put periods in July 1250. The mean of the outputs per coin 
is about £84. This figure can be multiplied by the numbers 
of hoard coins to produce tentative estimates of the 
undocumented outputs, listed in Table 2. 

Estimated  output 
c.£l 2,000 
c.£17,000 

c.£5,000 
c.£7,000 
c.£5,000 
c.£5,000 

c.£ 11,000 

c.£62,000 

normal output at this rate. The London and Canterbury 
outputs in Table 3 support an assumption that normal 
annual output in the period of the recoinage was 
c. £50,000-£60,000. The table does not include the 
provincial mints, but London and Canterbury had a near-
monopoly of mint output immediately before and after  the 
recoinage.14 Mayhew's estimation of the volume of the 
English coinage recoined can be refined by deducting two 
years and eight months of normal output at £50,000 and 
£60,000 per year from my estimate of the output of 
November 1247-July 1250 (c.  £585,000), with c. £425,000-
£450,000 as the result.15 This is based upon a series of 
assumptions and approximations, but it can be stated with 
some confidence that the total value of the English silver 
currency in 1247, including a small percentage of foreign 
coins, was nearly half a million pounds.16 

TABLE 2. Estimated mint outputs, 1247-50 

Coins in hoards 

12 Archibald, as in n. 6, p. 172. 
13 N.J. Mayhew, 'Money and prices in England from  Henry II to Edward III', Agricultural  History  Review 35 (1987), 121-32, at 

p. 125. 
14 Lord Stewartby, 'The "Naxos" hoard of  thirteenth-century sterlings', NC  154 (1994), 147-66, recorded 263 coins of  Short Cross 

class VIII attributable to a mint, including 247 (93.9%) from  London or Canterbury. Archibald, 'Wastage from  currency', p. 174 found 
that the London and Canterbury mints supplied between 94.7% and 98.0% of  the post-recoinage Long Cross coins in the six hoards 
analysed 

15 Mayhew, as in n. 13, p. 125 suggested that more than £400,000 in Short Cross coins may have been needed to produce that 
amount of  new coinage, due to loss of  weight in circulation. F. Dumas and J.D. Brand, 'The British coins in the Gisors (1970) hoard". 
BNJ  40 (1971), 22^43, at p. 30 found  that the mean weight of  the English pence in this hoard deposited in the mid 1240s was 1.38 g or 
21.3 gr., no more than about 5% below standard weight. 

16 H.A. Grueber, 'A find  of  silver coins at Colchester", NC  4th ser. 3(1903), 111-76 recorded 351 Irish, Scottish and Continental 
coins in a hoard of  10,926 coins and fragments,  constituting only 3.2 per cent of  the total. This hoard was deposited in 1237, a decade 
before  the recoinage of  1247-1250. but it may provide some indication of  the contribution of  foreign  silver coins to English money 
supply at the time of  the recoinage. B.J. Cook. 'The bezant in Angevin England". NC  159 (1999), 255-75 discusses the use of  foreign 
gold coins in England between 1154 and 1259. 
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TABLE 3. London and Canterbury mint outputs, 1244-56 

Period London Canterbury Total  output Output per year 
Feb. 1244—Feb. 1245 £29,497 £19,025 £48,522 c. £49,000 
Feb. 1245-Apr. 1246 £24,920 £28,600 £53,520 c. £49,000 
Apr. 1246- Nov. 1247 £38,985 £28,200 £67,185 c. £47,000 
Nov. 1247-Nov. 1248 £73,013 £40,258 £113,271 c. £113,000 
Nov. 1248-Nov. 1249 £80,559 £41,703 £122,262 c. £122,000 
Nov. 1249-July 1250 £35,939 £18,394 £54,333 c. £81,000 
July 1250-May 1252 £69,569 £37,519 £107,088 c. £58,000 
May 1252-Nov. 1254 £84,526 £90,159 £174,685 c. £70,000 
Nov. 1254—July 1256 £51,689 £66,408 £118,097 c. £71,000 

Source: C.E. Challis, A New  History  of  the Royal Mint,  p. 674. 

DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE FOR THE OUTPUT, PROFITS AND 
EXPENDITURE OF THE BURY ST EDMUNDS MINT1 

MARTIN ALLEN 

T H E surviving registers and cartularies of the abbey of 
Bury St Edmunds form the largest collection of such doc-
uments from an English monastery.2 The 'Kempe' register 
(British Library Harley MS 645), compiled from various 
sources in the fourteenth  and fifteenth  centuries,3 is a par-
ticularly rich source of documentary evidence relating to 
the Bury St Edmunds mint. It was extensively cited by 
Ruding, and the Fox brothers published transcripts,  but it 
has never been published in its entirety.4 Two mint 
accounts in the Kempe register, which may be the only 
surviving accounts of the Bury St Edmunds mint, have not 
been mentioned in a numismatic publication until now.5 

The Latin text of the second account is transcribed in an 
appendix of this article, as it is particularly important. It 

records transactions with customers, showing that the 
royal mint system of charging was not universal in 
thirteenth-century  English mints. An ecclesiastical mint 
could charge less than the king's mints, calculating the 
seignorage in a previously unsuspected way. 

The first  account is for  the period from 11 April 1256 to 
19 April 1258, rendered on 17 May 1258.6 The sacrist 
(who supervised the mint), the sub-sacrist and the mon-
eyer, Randulf le Blund, accounted for  a profit  of £47 9s. 
The sacrist had also received an extra profit  of unspecified 
size, at the rate of 2d. from each pound of silver minted 
(ijd.  de qualibet libra quos percepit de monetario), 
demonstrating that the Bury St Edmunds mint was strik-
ing 242d. per pound, in accordance with the practice of 

1 Acknowledgements:  I have greatly benefitted  from  the help and advice of  Dr Antonia Gransden, whose knowledge of  Bury St 
Edmunds documentary evidence is unrivalled. Dr Mark Blackburn, Mr Nicholas Mayhew and the Rt. Hon. Lord Stewartby have read 
drafts  of  this note and offered  many useful  comments. The staff  of  the Manuscripts Reading Room at the British Library have been 
unfailingly  helpful. 

2 The  Archives of  the Abbey of  Bury St  Edmunds,  edited by R.M. Thomson (Suffolk  Records Society 21, 1980). p. 5. The Bury St 
Edmunds registers are listed and described by Thomson, pp. 119-62; W. Dugdale, Monasticon  Anglicanum,  edited by J. Caley, H. Ellis 
and B. Bandinal (6 vols, London, 1817-30), iii, 117-31; The  Victoria  Histoiy  of  the County  of  Suffolk,  edited by W. Page (2 vols, 
London, 1907-11), ii, 56-7 note 2. 

3 Thomson, as in n. 2, pp. 127-9 analyses the contents and history of  the Kempe register (no. 12). 
4 R. Ruding, Annals of  the Coinage  of  Great Britain and its Dependencies from  the Earliest  Period  of  Authentic Histoiy  to the 

Reign of  Victoria  (3rd edn., 3 vols, London, 1840), i, 38-9, 206, ii, 218-20; H.B.E. Fox and S. Fox, 'Numismatic history of  the reigns 
of  Edward I, II, and III [part 2]', BNJ  1 (1910), 91-142, at pp. 138-9; idem, 'Numismatic history of  the reigns of  Edward I, II, and III 
[part 3]' BNJ  8 (1911), 137-48, at p. 147. 

5 P.D.A. Harvey, 'Mid-13th-century accounts from  Bury St Edmunds Abbey', in Bury St  Edmunds:  Medieval  Art, Architecture, 
Archaeology  and Economy, edited by A. Gransden (British Archaeological Associaiion Conference  Transactions 20, 1998), pp. 
128-38, at p. 137 lists two mint accounts in the Kempe register: an account of  29 January-20 December 1250, and one of  1256-8. The 
text of  1250 (BL Harley MS 645, fol.  260v.) only states that the moneyer received nothing from  the sacrist during the period of 
account. The account of  1256-8 and another account discussed in this article will receive further  discussion in the revised and extended 
publication of  Dr R.J. Eaglen's Ph.D. thesis, 'The Mint of  Bury St Edmunds to 1279' (University of  London, 1989). 

6 BL Harley MS 645, fol.  261v. Eaglen, as in n. 5, pp. 274-6 argues that the mint was closed in the vacancy between the death of 
Abbot Edmund de Walpole on 31 December 1256 and the restoration of  temporalities to the new abbot, Simon de Luton, on 12 January 
1258. The payment of  the moneyer's annual fee  for  two years, recorded in the account, seems to indicate that the mint remained open. 
The  Letter-Book  of  William  ofHoo  Sacrist  of  Bury St  Edmunds  1280-1294, edited by A. Gransden (Suffolk  Records Society 5, 1963). 
p. 10 discusses a division of  property and rights between the abbot and convent in 1281 (Dugdale, Monasticon  Anglicanum,  iii, 156-8; 
Calendar  of  Charter  Rolls 1257-1300, p. 259), which acknowledged the right of  the prior and convent to operate the mint in a vacancy. 
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the London and Canterbury mints.7 The moneyer received 
a fee of £10 for  two years' service in the mint, at 100s. pet-
annum, robes costing £3, and presents or gratuities worth 
4s. 8c/.8 The die-keepers were paid 18s. Church offerings 
at Christmas and Easter, given to priests by mint person-
nel and claimed as expenses, cost 9s. 5 \ d . The servants of 
the mint received customary payments totalling 2s. on 
Hock Day (the second Tuesday after  Easter), and 3s. on 
the morrow of the Feast of Relics (the Monday after  the 
fourth  Sunday in October). 

The second account is a moneyer's account from the 
period of office  of John de Burnedisse (Burnedys),  the 
Bury St Edmunds moneyer from 1265 to 1278.'J This 
account supplies information  about amounts of silver pur-
chased, profits  and expenses in part of an unspecified year 
between 1268 and 1276.10 It begins with a list of fifteen 
purchases of silver, specifying the supplier, the weight 
purchased (equating 1 lb with £1), the amount paid in 
new coins, and the seignorage charges per pound 
weight.11 

TABLE 1. Purchases of silver 

Date Supplier Weight Paid Charge 
12 March John de Burnedys £14 7s. Or/. £14 0s. Od. 6 d. 
25 March William de Swafham 

£21 4s. 2d. £20 0s. Od. 14 d. Easter William de Swafham 
£42 5s. 6d. £40 0s. Od. 13 d. 

No date Prior of the abbey 
£6 l is . 8d. £6 l is. 8d. nil 

No date Treasurer  of the abbey 
£2 7s. 3d. £2 4s. 8c/. 

12 d. 
8 July Henry de Coloyne 

£85 0s. Od. £82 17s. 6d. 6 d. 8 July Henry de Coloyne £82 6s. 8c/. £80 5s. 6c/. 
6 d. 8 July Henry de Wypelford 

£23 16s. 8d. £23 5s. 2d. 6 d. 8 July Henry de Wypelford 
£1 12s. 2d. £1 10s. Od. 6 d. 8 July Henry de Wypelford 

16s. Id. 15s. Id. 6 d. 8 July Aylbrith de Braneswyk 
£65 15s. Od. £64 2s. Id. 6 d. No date (8 July?) Aylbrith de Bruneswyk 
£30 18s. Od. £29 Is.  3d. 12 d. No date (8 July?) Aylbrith de Bruneswyk 

£1 16s. 6d. £1 15s. Id. 6 d. 23 July Henry de Colon' 
£5 2s. 6d. £5 0s. Od. 6 d. No date John de Burnedys 

£31 0s. Od. £30 5s. Od. 6 d. 

The intervals between the dates of purchase indicate that 
exchanging, and probably minting, were episodic. The 
two parcels of silver in the name of John de Burnedisse 
may have been accumulations of bullion from various 
sources, received at various times. John de Burnedisse's 
second consignment was an 'assay' of thirty-one pounds, 
which was a standardised amount used for  accounting 
purposes.12 On two or three occasions a mint customer 
was credited with more than one parcel of silver of the 
same fineness on the same day, indicating different  kinds 

of silver (coin or bullion), or some other reason for  sepa-
rate transactions. The owners of silver included two 
apparently local men, with names probably referring  to 
places in Cambridgeshire (Whittlesford),  and Cambridge-
shire or Norfolk  (Swaffham).  Henry of Whittlesford 
('Wypelford)  received 70s. as the rent of two mills, a share 
in a gift of wine, and expenses incurred in Canterbury 
with four  other merchants. Albrecht of Brunswick 
(Aylbrith  de Bruneswyk)  and Henry of Cologne (Coloyne 
or Colon')  seem to have been German merchants, proba-

7 C.E. Blunt and J.D. Brand, 'Mint output of  Henry III'. BNJ  39 (1970), 61-6, at pp. 62-3; A New  Histoiy  of  the Royal Mint, 
edited by C.E. Challis (Cambridge, 1992), pp. 133, 673. 

8 N.J. Mayhew, 'From regional to central minting, 1158-1464', in A New  Histoiy  of  the Royal Mint,  pp. 83-178, at pp. 117-19 
discusses the reform  of  the royal mints in 1262, which introduced salaries for  the moneyers, who had formerly  received the residue of 
the minting charges after  the payment of  costs and the king's seignorage. 

9 BL Harley MS 645, fol.  219. John de Burnedisse was presented at the exchequer as the Bury St Edmunds moneyer on 29 
January 1265 (PRO E368/39, rot. 6d.\ Fox and Fox, 'Numismatic history of  the reigns of  Edward I, II, and III [part 2]', pp. 94, 129). 
His successor, Joceus de Kyrketone, goldsmith of  Bury St Edmunds, was presented in the exchequer Easter term of  1278 (BL Harley 
MS 645, fol.  123v.; PRO E368/51, rot Sd.; Fox and Fox, 'Numismatic history of  the reigns of  Edward I, II, and III [part 2]'. pp. 95, 
129). 

10 The account includes a payment to the die-keepers, John de Sculdham and William de Scrub. William de Scrub was presented at 
the exchequer in the Michaelmas term of  1267 (PRO E368/42, rot. 2d.), and the dates in the account, which are before  Michaelmas (29 
September), must refer  to 1268 or a later year. The latest possible year for  the account is indicated by the presentation of  Joceus (de 
Kyrketone) the Goldsmith as die-keeper in the Michaelmas term of  1276 (PRO E368/50, rot. Id.). 

11 Mayhew. 'From regional to central minting', pp. 124-6, 153-5 discusses the operation of  rolls of  purchase in the royal mints, 
which have the same basic form  as the record of  John de Burnedisse's purchases. 

12 Dugdale, Monasticon  AngHcanum,  iii, 164 provides the text of  an early-thirteenth century enquiry into the management of  the 
Bury St Edmunds mint, which states that the assayer receives Id.  for  assaying an 'assay' of  about thirty-one pounds (Si  in xxxj lihris 
facit  assay. In  minori et majori.). J.D. Brand, 'The Shrewsbury mint, 1249-1250'. in Mints,  Dies and Currency.  Essays Dedicated  to 
the Meinoiy  of  Albert  Baldwin,  edited by R.A.G. Carson (London, 1971). pp. 129-50, at p. 131 discusses the use of  thirty-one pound 
assays in the records of  the Shrewsbury mint. 
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bly importing silver to buy wool for  export.13 The prior 
was not charged for  minting, but the treasurer  of the abbey 
had to pay. The reason for  this distinction is not apparent, 
and the treasurer  received the net profit  of the account (£8 
12J. 8fd.).  Ten of the charges are the customary English 
seignorage of 6d. per pound charged for  silver of standard 
fineness until 1279.14 The higher charges (12d.,  13d. and 
14d.) imply that baser silver was being purchased. In the 
royal mints the seignorage was deducted from the amount 
of silver purchased, but in Bury St Edmunds it was added 
to the prices paid. For example, in the purchase of 12 
March, 7 s . was added to the £ 1 4 paid, at 6d. per pound, to 
equal the weight purchased ( £ 1 4 7 s . ) . In a royal mint. Is. 
2 d . would have been deducted from  £ 1 4 7s., leaving £ 1 3 
1 9 s . 1 0 d . Royal mints also charged 6 d . per pound for  the 
moneyers' mintage, substituting six pennyweights of cop-
per for  an equal weight of silver. John de Burnedisse's 
calculations do not provide any indication of the deduc-
tion of  6 d . mintage, and the evidence of the moneyer's fee 
in the account of  1256-8 suggests that he received an 
annual fee paid from the 6 d . seignorage. The addition of 
6 d . per pound to the purchase price provides an estimate 
of the amount of silver purchased at standard fineness, 
when the charges indicate that baser silver was received. 
The value of the coins minted, by tale, can be estimated 
from the actual or calculated weights of standard silver 
purchased, at 242<1 per pound. 

The total of the weights in Table 2 is £412 55. 9d., and 
the total of coins minted is £415 14s. Id.  These totals are 
no more than estimates: the actual amounts would have 

depended upon various unquantifiable factors,  including 
the accuracy of measurement of weights and fineness, and 
the efficiency  of the minting operations. The gross profit 
in the account, including 3s. 6d. allowed for  the minting 
of the prior's silver without charge, is £10 4s. 6d. This is 
equivalent to 6d.  seignorage on £419 4s. 6d. by weight or 
£422 14s. Ad. by tale, calculated according to John de 
Burnedisse's method. These figures are about 1.4 per cent 
higher than the totals calculated from Table 2, which may 
indicate hidden discrepancies in the accounts.15 It can at 
least be stated that in a period of approximately five 
months the Bury St Edmunds mint received silver suffi-
cient to mint about £420. John de Burnedisse's two die-
keepers shared a payment of 4s. for  the minting of 400 
pounds of silver. The payment of Is. per 100 pounds was 
customary in English mints,16 and in Bury St Edmunds 
this rule was evidently strictly interpreted, excluding pay-
ment for  parts of 100 pounds. The 18s. paid as die-keepers' 
fees in the account of 1256-8 implies payment on 1,800 
pounds of silver, although the £47 9s. profit  indicates the 
minting of 1,898 pounds by royal mint computation or 
about 1,945 pounds according to John de Burnedisse's 
method. The two alternative outputs of 1256-8 calculated 
from the profit  are equivalent to about £1,914 and £1,962 
by tale, or about £1,000 per annum. The silver receipts in 
John de Burnedisse's account would be equivalent to an 
output of about £1,000 in a full year, i f it is assumed that 
the same rate of production was maintained throughout 
the year, but there may have been seasonal variation in 
output. The £3 per annum valuation of the mint in a 1268 

TABLE 2. Silver purchased and minted 

Paid Weight Calculated  weight Minted 
£14 0s. Orf. £14 7s. Od. £14 9s. 5d. 
£20 0s. Od. £20 10s. Od. £20 13s. 5d. 
£40 0s. Od. £41 0s. Od. £41 6s. KM. 

£6 1 Is. 8d. £6 15s. Od. £6 16s. Id. 
£2 4s. Sd. £2 5s. 9d. £2 6s. Id. 

£82 17s. 6cl. £85 0s. Od. £85 14s. Id. 
£80 5s. 6d. £82 6s. Sd. £83 0s. 5d. 
£23 5s. 2d. £23 16s. 8d. £24 0s. 8cl. 

£1 10s. Od. £1 12s. 2d. £1 12s. 5d. 
15s. Id. 16s. Id. 16s. 3d. 

£64 2s. \cl. £65 15s. Od. £66 6s. Od. 
£29 Is.  Id. £30 15s. 11 d. £30 6s. l id. 

£1 15s. Id. £1 16s. 6d. £1 16s. KM. 

£5 0s. Od. £5 2s. 6d. £5 3s. Ad. 
£30 5s. Od. £31 0s. Od. £31 5s. Id. 

' ' J.P. Huffman,  Family,  Commerce,  and Religion in London and Cologne.  Anglo-German  Emigrants,  c. 1000-c. 1300 (Cambridge, 
1998), pp. 173^4 discusses court cases in Great Yarmouth in the 1280s, which provide evidence of  Henry of  Cologne's commercial 
transactions in Norfolk.  E.M. Carus-Wilson and O. Coleman, England's  Export  Trade  1275-1547  (Oxford,  1963), p. 36 summarise the 
earliest recorded wool exports of  the customs ports, from  1279. Exports of  23,957 sacks of  wool in 1279-80 included 521 sacks from 
Ipswich and 1,044 sacks from  Lynn. 

14 In the recoinage of  1247-50, 10d.  was temporarily added to the customary 6d.  seignorage, according to the Officio  ministronun 
cambii (Red  Book of  the Exchequer, fol.  246), edited by C. Johnson, The  De Moneta  of  Nicholas  Oresme and other Mint  Documents 
(London, 1956), pp. 51-2. Mayhew, as in n. 8, p. 134 tabulates minting charges from  1278 to 1464, showing the divergence from  the 
6d. seignorage in 1279. 

15 Eleven of  the purchases in Table 1 have an error in calculation. If  weights of  silver purchased are calculated from  the amounts 
paid and the charges, the errors range from  Id.  or 0.01 per cent in the last entry in the table to Is. 5d.  or 4.4 per cent in the purchase of 
£1 12s. 2d. from  Henry de Wypelford.  The other errors vary between. 0.02 and 0.7 per cent. 

16 Dugdale, Monasticon  Anglicanum,  iii, 164; The  De Moneta  of  Nicholas  Oresme and other Mint  Documents, pp. xxvi, 52; Blunt 
and Brand, as in n. 7, p. 62. 
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list of the sacrist's revenues,17 equivalent to an output of 
£120 or £123 by weight and £121 or £124 Os. 6d. by tale, 
implies either a substantially reduced output or a consid-
erable under-valuation of the mint's profits.  In 1319 a pyx 
trial of the coins minted in Bury St Edmunds since 1280 
found that 7,120 pounds of silver had been minted in 
1280-97, and that the output of 1297-1319 was 22,480 
pounds.18 These quantities of silver would have provided 
between £7,209 and £7,268 in 1280-97, and £22,761 in 
1297-1319, with annual averages of about £400 and 
£1,000 in the two periods.19 

The account of John de Burnedisse includes Hock Day 
payments and church offerings,  like the account of 
1256-8. A total of 12d. was paid to the servants of the 
mint on Hock Day, and they also received drink-money on 
two occasions costing 5d. in all. John de Burnedisse, the 
two die-keepers, the assayer and four servants had a total 
of 16d. in church offerings  at Easter, and 5d. was paid to 
five mint labourers (garcionibus de cuneo), for  their offer-
ings. The four  mint officials  are well-known from docu-
mentary evidence, but this seems to be the only known 
evidence for  the number of ancillary staff  in an English 
ecclesiastical mint. 

APPENDIX 
BL Harley MS 645, fol. 219 
[In this transcript  abbreviations have been extended if 

their meaning is unambiguous. The letters j and u have 
been substituted for  i and v as required by modern 
usage, and the capitalisation and format  have been stan-
dardised. The folio begins with part of a sacrist's 
account, listing payments to servants of the abbey, mer-
chants and others. The sacrist's payments include 70s. 
to Henry de Wypelford for  two mills, and 55s. 9d. to 
John de Burnedisse {Burnedys),  without explanation.] 

Proficuus cuneii 
Ad festum Sancti Gregorii de argento Johannis de 

Burnedys xiiijli. vijs. per pond' 
tall' xiiij/!. l i ' vjc/. 
In festo Annuncionis Beate Marie de argento Willelmi de 

Swafiiam xxjli. iiijs. ijc/. per pond' 
tall' xxli. li' xiiijc/. 
In festo Pasch' de argento eiusdem Willelmi xlij/i. vs. v j d . 

per pond' 
tall' xl//. l i ' xiijc/. 
Item de argento domini prioris vj/;. xjs. viijd. 
tall' tal' 
De thesaur' xlvijs. iijd. per pond' 
tall' xliiijs. viijd. li' xij<r/. 
Die Sancte Witburge de argento Henrici de Coloyne 

ii i jxxv/r. per pond' 

tall' i i i j x x / i . lvijs. vjd. l i ' vjd. 
Item de eodem iiijx*/«. xlvjs. viijc/. per pond' 
tall' i i i jxx//. vs. vjd. li ' vjd. 
Eodem die argento Henrici de Wypelford xxiij li. xvjs. 

viijc/. per pond' 
tall' xxiij//. vs. ijd. li' vjc/. 
De argento eiusdem xxxijs. ijd. per pond' 
tall' xxxs. li ' vjd. 
Item de eodem xvjs. jd. per pond' 
tall' xvs. vijd. li ' vjc?. 
Eodem die de argento Aylbrith de Bruneswyk 1 xvii. xvs. 

per pond' 
tall' lxiiij//. ijs jc/. li' v j d 
Item de eodem xxx//. xviijs. per pond' 
tall' xxix//. vijs. xijc/. l i ' xijc/. 
Item de eodem xxxvjs. vjd. per pond' 
tall' xxxvs. vijd. li' vjd. 
Die Sancti Apolinaris de argento Henrici de Colon' Cs. 

xxxd.  per pond' 
tall' Cs li ' vjc/. 
De argento Johannis de Burnedys xxxj li. 
tall' xxx//. vs. li ' vjd. 
Summa totius recept' per tall' CCCCli.  xls. 
Summa proficuus denar' xli. xijc/. 
Expen' 
In expens' W. subsacriste et Johannis de Bumedys versus 

Len' vs. vd. 
Item die Pasch' in oblacionibus Johannis de Burnedys ij 

custod' Rob' le Assaiur et i i i j o r servientium de cuneo 
xvj d. 

Item v garcionibus de cuneo vc/. 
Item die Hokeday omnibus servientibus de cuneo de con-

suetudine xijc/. 
Item relaxat' domino priori de vj li. xjs. viijc/. quos mutavit 

iijs. vjd. 
Dat' per ij vices servientibus de cuneo ad pot' vd. 
In reparacione parietum et ostioram fabrice xxiijd. qa 

In dimidio sextario vini dat' Henrico de Wypelford vjd. 
die transl' Sancti Benedicti 

In expens' in crastino Sancti Benedicti Henrici de 
Wypelford et aliorum i i i j o r mercatorum in Cantua vjs. 

In present' datis domino Rogero de la Leye et thes' de 
scaccario et Ricardo Abel iijs. iijd. 

Item in j puca emp' ad heliot vjd. 
Summa xxiiijs. iijd. q: i 

Lib' Johanni de Sculdham et Willelmo de Scrub iiij [s.] 
pro CCCCli.  fabricat' 

Lib' thes' viij//. xijs. viijc/. ob. qa 

Summa totalis recept' xli. xijc/. 
Summa totalis expens' xli. xijc/. 

17 BL Harley MS 3977, fol.  59v; M.D. Lobel, The  Borough of  Bury St  Edmund's:  A Study  in the Government and Development of  a 
Monastic  Town  (Oxford,  1935), p. 59 note 1; R.J. Eaglen. 'The Mint at Bury St Edmunds', in Bury St  Edmunds:  Medieval  Art, 
Architecture,  Archaeology  and Economy, edited by A. Gransden (British Archaeological Association Conference  Transactions 20, 
1998), pp. 111-21, at p. 118. 

18 BL Harley MS 645, fols  134-134v„ 154; Cambridge University Library MS Mm.iv. 19, fols  80v.-81v.; The  Pinchbeck  Register 
Relating  to the Abbey of  Buty St  Edmunds,  edited by F. Hervey (2 vols, Brighton, 1925), ii, 15; Dugdale, Monasticon  Anglicanum,  iii, 
165-6; Ruding, as in n. 4, ii, 219-20. 

19 245d. were minted from  a pound of  silver from  January 1280 to February 1281, and 243c/. thereafter:  M. Mate, 'Monetary poli-
cies in England, 1272-1307'. BNJ  4] (1972), 34-79, at pp. 50-1. 53; Mayhew, as in n. 8, pp. 119. 134. 
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AN EDWARD III CLASS 15d PENNY OF READING1 
MARTIN ALLEN AND MIKE R. VOSPER 

I N 1125 Henry I 's foundation charter for  Reading Abbey 
included a grant of the right to have a mint and a moneyer 
in Reading, and a subsequent charter of Henry I modified 
this to a grant of a moneyer in London.2 Charters of 
Stephen, Henry II, Richard I and John confirmed the 
abbey's minting rights. The charter of Henry I I granted a 
moneyer in Reading or London, and the right to have a 
London moneyer made its last appearance in Richard I ' s 
confirmation.  The Reading mint was omitted from a char-
ter of Henry III, and it was specifically excepted from a 
charter of Edward II.3 The Fox brothers suggested that 
Edward I class Id pence of London with an annulet on the 
king's breast in the portrait  may have been struck for  the 
abbot of Reading, but in the absence of documentary evi-
dence this suggestion must remain speculative.4 In 1338 a 
charter of Edward I I I revived the abbey's minting rights, 
with the additional concession of the right to have dies for 
halfpence and farthings.  A writ of 26 August 1338, reis-
sued on 8 November, cited the charter and instructed the 
exchequer to supply dies for  pence, halfpence and far-
things.5 A second writ of 17 November 1338 required the 
warden of the London mint to supply the dies by 25 
November, with a mark and inscription (impressione  et 
circumscriptum)  to be specified by the abbot.6 On 22 
February 1339 a final writ to the exchequer stated that the 
abbot and monks of Reading had received their penny die, 
and it ordered the delivery of halfpenny and farthing dies 
being kept by the exchequer.7 

No Reading farthings of Edward Il l 's 'star-marked' 
coinage of 1335^43 are known at present, but star-marked 
halfpence of Peter Woodhead's last three classes (3, 4 and 
5) have been recorded.8 The output of the London mint 
during the coinage of 1335^43 consisted entirely of the 
debased (10 oz. fine) star-marked halfpence and farthings 
authorized in 1335, and Jeffrey  North has suggested that 
Reading Abbey received the unprecedented right to mint 
these coins because the minting of sterling silver pence 
was unprofitable.9  The Fox brothers noted the probable 
unprofitability  of minting pence in Reading before the 
weight reduction of 1344, but they predicted that a 
Reading penny from the dies of 1338 would be found.10 

This prediction has been fulfilled  at last by a metal-
detector find, probably from the vicinity of Harlow, Essex, 
which came to light in 1999 and has since been acquired 
by the Fitzwilliam Museum, Cambridge (See Fig. 1). The 
long-awaited penny may have been minted before the 
delivery of the halfpenny and farthing dies, ordered by the 
writ of February 1339, provided a more profitable  alterna-
tive. 11 

The new coin is broken, and it weighs only 1.16 g or 
17.8 gr. It is the only penny definitely attributable to the 
coinage of 1335^43 at present, but penny dies were 
authorized for  Durham in 1336 and Bury St Edmunds in 
1340.12 The dies seem to be from irons of class 15d used 
before 1335: there may have been no need for  new irons 
in 1338, as demand for  penny dies between 1335 and 

1 Acknowledgements:  Dr Mark Blackburn, Mr Jeffrey  North, Lord Stewartby and Mr Peter Woodhead have read drafts  of  this note 
and offered  many useful  suggestions. 

2 R. Ruding, Annals of  the Coinage  of  Great Britain and its Dependencies from  the Earliest  Period  of  Authentic History  to the 
Reign of  Victoria  (3rd  edn., 3 vols, 1840), i, p. 165, ii, p. 56; W.J. Andrew, 'Anumismatic history of  the reign of  Henry 1(1100-1135)', 
NC  4th ser. 1 (1901), 372-6. 

3 Ruding, as in n. 2, ii, 155-6; W.H.D. Longstaffe,  'The Reading penny', NC  3rd ser. 9 (1889), 348-52, at pp. 349-50; H.B.E. Fox 
and S. Fox, 'Numismatic history of  the reigns of  Edward I, II, and III [part 1]', BNJ  6 (1909), 197-212, at p. 209; H.B.E. Fox and J.S. 
Shirley-Fox, 'Numismatic history of  the reigns of  Edward I, II, and III [part 5]', BNJ  10 (1913), 95-123, at pp. 96-7. 

4 H.B.E. Fox and S. Fox, 'Numismatic history of  the reigns of  Edward I, II, and III [part 2]', BNJ  7 (1910), 91-142, at p. 108. J.J. 
North and others, The  J.J.  North  Collection:  Edwardian  English  Silver  Coins 1279-1351 with Some Supplementary  Examples, SCBI  39 
(1989), pi. 20, nos. 513, 516 illustrates London pence from  an obverse dies of  class 10ab3 (c.  1302-3) with annulet on the breast. 

5 Ruding, Annals of  the Coinage,  p. 156; Fox and Shirley-Fox, 'Numismatic history [part 5]', p. 120 (document Ixxviii). 
6 Ruding, Annals of  the Coinage,  p. 156; Fox and Shirley-Fox, 'Numismatic history [part 5]', p. 120' (document lxxix). 
7 Fox and Shirley-Fox, 'Numismatic history [part 5]', pp. 120-1 (document lxxx). 
8 P. Woodhead, 'The early coinages of  Edward III (1327^13)', in J.J. North and others. The  J.J.  North  Collection.  Edwardian 

English  Silver  Coins 1279-1351 with Some Supplemental  Examples, SCBI  39 (1989), pp. 54-78, at p. 74. 
9 J.J. North, 'A new denomination for  the abbatial mint of  Reading', NCirc  93 (1985), 296. 

10 Fox and Shirley-Fox, 'Numismatic history [part 5]', pp. 108, 110. 
11 N.J. Mayhew, 'From regional to central minting, 1158-1464', in A New  History  of  the Royal Mint,  edited by C.E. Challis 

(Cambridge, 1992), pp. 83-178, at pp. 144-5, 148 discusses the debased coinage of  1335^-3. 244^1. in debased halfpence  and far-
things was paid for  a pound of  silver, but the mint prices in undebased pence were only 232|d- for  English silver and 237d. for  foreign 
silver. 

12 Calendar  of  Close  Rolls 1333-1337, p. 632; Calendar  of  Close  Rolls 1339-1341, p. 363; British Library Harley MS 645. fols 
125v., 129; Fox and Shirley-Fox, 'Numismatic history [part 5]', pp. 107-8. 116-19 (documents lxxv-lxxvii); Woodhead, 'The early 
coinages of  Edward III', pp. 60-3. The Bury St Edmunds pence attributed to class 15d could have been minted from  dies ordered by a 
writ of  22 January 1327, the dies supplied at the time of  the exchequer presentation of  John Taloun as the Bury St Edmunds moneyer in 
1329, or the dies authorized by a writ of  10 February 1340 and ordered on 30 April 1340, after  the surrender of  old dies. The writ of  10 
February 1340 stated that the old dies were unusable due to wear, apparently indicating that class 15d pence had been struck from  the 
dies of  1329. 
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Fig. 1 

1338 was minimal or non-existent.13 The reverse die must 
have been made in 1338, but the obverse die could have 
been taken from stock made before 1335. The obverse 

legend has a 'Lombardic' letter n, which is a characteristic 
of most class 15d dies. The surviving portion of the 
reverse legend reads VILILARI—l-GY, with the remnant of 
a letter that is probably a Roman letter N before the G. 
This may be reconstructed as VILILARIADIINGY, which is 
the inscription on the class 3 star-marked halfpenny and 
the third or 'Florin' coinage (1344—51) pence, halfpence 
and farthing of Reading, with variations in lettering.14 

Under the terms of the writ of 17 November 1338 the 
abbot of Reading, or someone on his behalf, had the 
authority to specify this inscription and the scallop mark 
found in one quarter of the reverse of all of the Reading 
coins. 

DIES FOR THE HEAVY AND LIGHT PENCE, 1399-14221 
ERIC HARRIS 

I N attempting to discuss the pence of Henry I V (1399-
early 1413) and of Henry V (1413-22) one is dealing with 
a series in which few of the early issues remain with us. 
These are usually in the care of Museums. Hence one has 
to utilise photographs of coins having varying degrees of 
discolouring which were often poorly struck from imper-
fect dies. Changes to the dies were made during their use 
by striking additional or changed marks on them The rea-
sons which may explain the changes seen on the coins 
have to be inferred  rather than found in Mint Records; 
certainly poor technology and a variable demand for 
coinage played a major role. 

Previous descriptions of some of the coins have 
appeared in works by Brooke2 and Potter3 and a series of 
notes in a Trade Journal.4 Potter does not deal with the 
pence struck at Durham and York. Some relevant data 
given by him are that the Mint Master appointed by Henry 
IV took over in London on 14.10.1399 and that until 1408 
only 1398 lb of silver was used to strike halfgroats,  pence 
and halfpence. There is no evidence for  heavy groats hav-
ing been struck in Henry's name. The small amount of sil-
ver used reflects  the fact that it was not profitable  to 
produce coins at 18 grains per penny, so few coins were 
struck. Henry's usurpation made it was essential to 
remove or replace the name RICARD so new or altered dies 
had to be used. At this time resort was also made to the 

use of obverses of Edward I I I paired with reverses of 
Richard to strike some half groats.3 These have no con-
traction mark over the terminal PI of LOflDOn.  An impor-
tant source of illustrations of rare Henry IV coins is the 
Sotheby Sale Catalogue of the first  Walters collection in 
1913 where the quality of the photographs surpasses that 
found in recent publications. Most of the more numerous 
later coins illustrated were in the Delme-Radcliffe 
Collection which was photographed by Mr E. Baldwin 
before their Sale. 

In 1408 it has been inferred  from the absence of Mint 
accounts that the Mint was closed. After  an abortive pro-
posal in 1409 for  a reduction to 16 grains silver pet-
penny6 the weight was decreased to 15 grains silver in 
1412 and coinage recommenced. In the interval until his 
death in March 1413 Henry IV's short lived 'Light' issue 
was made. These coins were made distinguishable from 
the heavy coins at London by their having an annulet and 
a pellet about the crown and on the York pence by adding 
an annulet onto the King's breast. The weights of surviv-
ing pence of the heavy issue are not a very useful guide 
because of wear and clipping though they tend to weigh 
slightly more than 15 grains (see the Attenborough hoard7 

weights). The following account is based on photographs, 
so no weights or die axes can be given. 

A useful way to distinguish between coins made from 

13 The dies authorized for  the Durham mint in 1336 may have been supplied, but there is no reason to suppose that any other mint 
received penny dies between 1335 and 1338. 

14 The class 3 halfpenny  has the star mark after  VILLA. 
'  Acknowledgements:  My thanks are due to Lord Stewartby and to Mr Peter Woodhead for  encouragement and their helpful  sug-

gestions. Photographs of  some rare specimens were taken for  me by Mr T. Webb-Ware when we visited Christopher Blunt. The Blunt 
collection was bequeathed to the Fitzwilliam Museum. I am grateful  for  provision or permission to use photographs to Dr Barrie Cook 
at the British Museum, to Prof.  M. Metcalf  (then at the Ashmolean Museum) and to Mr M. Sharp of  Messrs A.H. Baldwin & Sons (for 
photographs of  part of  the Delme-Radcliffe  Collection). Mr S. Laidlaw of  the Dept of  Archaeology, University College, London, gave 
me a great deal of  photographic help. Historical allusions were obtained from  'The Life  and Times of  Henry V' by Peter Earle pub-
lished by Weidenfeld  and Nicholson, 1972. 

2 G.C. Brooke, 'Privy Marks in the Reign of  Henry V' NCirc  (1930), 44-87. 
3 W.J. Potter, 'The Silver Coinages of  Richard II, Henry IV and Henry V', BNJ  29 (1959), 334-52. 

W.J. Potter, 'The Silver Coinages of  Richard II. Henry IV and Henry V , BNJ  30 (1960), 124-50. 
4 E.J. Harris, 'Silver Coinage in the Henry V Period' in Seabv Coin and Medal  Bulletins  (1990) Nos 848, 851, 853-5. 
5 See Potter (1959), as in n. 3. 
6 C.E. Blunt, 'Unrecorded Heavy Nobles of  Henry IV and Some Remarks on that Issue' BNJ  36 (1967), 106-13. 
7 M.M. Archibald. 'The Attenborough Notts., 1966 Hoard'. BNJ  38 (1969). 50-83. 



216 SHORT ARTICLES AND NOTES 
dies or those cut using cliches prepared originally for  the 
heavy coinage and those made specifically for  the light 
coinage is to measure the diameters of the beaded circles 
forming part of the type. Earlier or 'heavy' types have cir-
cles measuring about 1 mm more than the corresponding 
diameter on the later or 'light' type.8 The quoted measure-
ments were made between the centres of the circumferen-
tial dotted lines. Applied to the light groats of Henry IV 
one finds that the first  type (Potter's type I I I ) has a circle 
round the portrait  or mint signature of 20.5 mm diameter, 
in contrast to 19.5 mm on his later issues and those of 
Henry V. This suggests that the type I I I dies had been pre-
pared for  the heavy issue but were then modified by 
adding the annulet and pellet of the light issue. The heavy 
halfgroats,  and what are presumably the early light halves 
struck from dies cut from puncheons of the heavy type, 
have a circle diameter of 16.5 mm, whereas on later types 
it is 15.5 mm. On the pence the diameter of the circle was 
12.5 mm, and is only 11.5 mm on the first  of the light dies. 
The lengths of the long cross arms on the reverse were 
also reduced. Similar shrinkage of the type impressed can 
also be seen on the later (i.e. Henry V) halfpence, though 
most examples with the marks added to distinguish the 
light issue still have the larger inner circle and incomplete 
letters. The use of the bigger inner circle applied to a 
smaller flan yields coins having a clipped appearance, and 
makes for  difficulty  in reading the legends. A likely conse-
quence of the gap in mintage between 1408 and 1412 
would have been that the skilled workers would have dis-
persed, so leaving the Mint without the metallurgical 
knowledge to produce tough new dies. This would 
account for  there being very few coins struck from the 
brittle new dies for  the light coinage whereas more are 
found from strikings using the better tempered heavy 
coinage dies with added light coinage marks. The short 
time interval between the re-opening of the Mint and 
Henry's death also restricted the amount of light coinage 
from either sort of die produced for  him. Although the 
light coinage continued after  his death, it seems probable 
that his son, Henry V, immediately ordered the currency to 
be marked with a mullet, cutting short the production of 
coins with an annulet with or without a pellet, which are 
rarer  than those struck from dies bearing the mullet. 
Henry V was preparing to wage a campaign in France, 
having already made in 1413 an agreement to secure the 
neutrality of the Duke of Burgundy. For the planned inva-
sion of the Armaguac controlled French territory  Henry 
needed a large supply of money for  equipment and sol-
diers, so causing a sudden leap in the rate of coinage. The 
need for  currency would account for  the use of mullet-
marked dies made from the old 12.5 mm inner circle pun-

cheons and various portraits,  including some used on half 
groats. As the workers became more skilled, new pun-
cheons and hence dies of more consistent type would have 
become available to strike the later coins. 

Henry  IV,  the heavy coinage (1399-1408) 
The discussion of the coins has been separated for  each 
issue into coins of which I found a useful illustration bear-
ing the names of London, Durham or York. This has the 
advantage that use of modified dies at each mint can be 
followed. Each section is followed by a summary of the 
salient distinguishing points. At London, the first  candi-
date for  inclusion is a coin struck from Richard II dies, on 
which the name of the king is blurred as if an attempt has 
been made to change it. (PI. 18, L I ) A Richard penny, per-
haps from the original dies, is illustrated by Purvey.9 

Altered groat dies have been illustrated by Potter.10 It is 
relevant to remark that to add marks to a hardened die 
would be a problem unless suitable heat treatments were 
given. What may be the first  London dies made for  Henry 
have a large bust on a short neck and legend ending 
APlGLxF (PI 18, L2) Next, for  the heavy issue at London, 
appears a new die (PI 18, L3) with an uncertain mark on 
the breast, and a reverse having an extra small pellet 
under T A S and a slipped trefoil  after  D o n . The portrait  on 
this die closely resembles that seen on the Durham coin 
(PI 19, D l ) , though the mark on the breast appears to have 
been altered. 

At Durham, evidently a pair of heavy dies were pre-
pared but I have only found illustrations corresponding to 
their use after  modification of the obverse by adding a 
mark right of the crown, as noted later. 

At York the Archbishop's mint only struck pence, and 
here their production seems to have been greater than at 
London, if the number of specimens known now is a 
guide. In the Reigate (2) hoard there were about 11 
London pence and about 185 from York. In the 
Attenborough hoard there were 16 Henry IV pence, of 
which 12 were classed as being of the heavy issue. The 
heavy coins were struck from two dies; the end of the 
obverse legend on one is FRAnCIG (PI. 19, Y l ) , and on the 
other FRADC'. The latter is illustrated (PI. 19, Y2) on a 
coin from a die which may have been altered by adding a 
mark right of the crown and so properly would belong to 
the light issue. Both obverses and reverses have the 
12.5 mm diameter circles. 

Summary, in the references  W = Walters 1913 Sale, 
RCL = in Lockett Sale, pc = in private collection 

Plate  No. 
L I 
L2 
L3 

Y l 

Circle  diameters,  mm. 
Obv. 12.5 Rev. 12.5 

Distinguishing  features 
Blurred alteration of Richard die? 
Bust with short neck, legend ends APIGLxF 
Bust with long neck, mark on breast, rev has extra 

pellets in T A S quarter and mark after  D o n . 
Legend ends FRAFICIG see also RCL 1370 

Ref 
(pc) 
(Attenboro' 988) 

(W.264) 
(pc ex Attenboro') 

8 E.J.Harris, 'Odd Pence of  Henry V' in SCMB  (1989), No 846. 
9 P.F. Purvey, 'The Pence, Halfpence  and Farthings of  Richard II of  the Mints of  London, York and Durham'. BNJ  31 (1961), 

88-108 . 
10 Potter (1960) as inn. 3. 
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Henry  IV,  the light  coinage 
(late  1412-March  1413) 
An expedient to produce light pennies was to use the 
heavy dies marked on the obverse with a pellet and 
annulet in either sense about the crown. The annulet con-
tinued to be struck into the dies for  halfpence, pence and 
half groats over most of Henry V's reign .The earlier 
annulet puncheon seems to have been produced by fold-
ing a lamina round a pin so the circle was not continuous. 
With use a gap developed to give rise to the 'Broken 
Annulet' mark. Sometimes the inside of the annulet 
became clogged up and then the puncheon made a large 
pellet or bullet mark. Eventually a new slightly larger 
closed annulet was used, like that on Henry VI's Annulet 
issue. A possible example of an early light penny (PL 18, 
L4) has unclear marks. It was altered from the original 
heavy die of PL 1 8 , L 2 . Another coin with the 12.5 mm 
diameter inner circles has a pellet left and bullet right of 
the crown, a slipped trefoil  on the breast and the legend 
ends ANGLI6. It is paired with a reverse having 
Lombardic n's in LOrtDOn (PL 18, L5). There are also two 
examples from the new light dies with circles 11.5 mm 
diameter. These have the pellet right and annulet left of 
the crown and legend ending AflGLie,  with either a small 
portrait  (Pl. 1 8 , L6) or a larger portrait  (PL 1 8 , L7): their 
reverses have backward barred Roman N's in LOMDOM. 
An entirely different  style appears on the penny analogue 
of the 'emaciated bust' groat (PL 1 8 , L 8 and L9), with a 
large head set low in the circle and a different  font with 
wide O's and n's the annulet left of the crown and pellet 
on the right. This obverse with ending AtlGL appears with 
two reverses, of which one has an unusual inner circle of 

Plate  No.  Circles  diameters,  mm 
L4 Obv. 12.5 Rev. 12.5 
L5 

L6 Obv. 11.5 Rev. 11.5 

L7 
L8 

L9 " Rev 10.5 
L10 Obv 11.5 Rev 11.5 

D l Obv 12.5 Rev 12.5 

D2 Obv 12.5 Rev 11.5 
Y2 Obv 12.5Rev 12.5 

Y3 Obv 11.5 Rev. 11.5 

Y 4 

Henry  V  (April  1413-1422) 
It is uncertain at what stage of these issues the accession 
of Henry V occurred, but it is attractive to follow Potter's 
argument that the addition of the mullet to the dies 
marked the accession of Henry V. The mullet normally 
has five radiating finger-like  lines, but at York some non-
standard puncheons were also made. Coins of all denomi-

10.5 mm diameter. Next (PL L10) is an example with the 
11.5 mm inner circles both sides and bearing weakly 
struck marks, perhaps a mullet left and a pellet right of the 
crown. It has a new bust with high crown and down-
turned lips as on the 'scowling bust' groats; this coin is 
placed here because it has the same letters as those used 
on the emaciated bust coins and has a similar reverse. The 
sequence of portraits conforms with that proposed for  the 
groats. It is important because one sees that the high 
crown has been introduced at this time. No detailed study 
of the reverse dies was made because often only part of 
the lettering is on the flan. 

At Durham, a modified heavy penny die has a slipped 
trefoil  on the breast and an annulet left and pellet right of 
the crown (PL 19, Dl). On the reverse there is a mark, pos-
sibly a slipped trefoil  after  OLm, and saltires before 
C1VI and TAS. A similar bust, now with annulet on the 
breast and mark (annulet or mullet?) right of the crown in 
a 12.5 mm circle, is struck against a die with an 11.5 mm 
circle and a + before C1VI (PL 19, D2). 

For the York mint, an example of use of a modified 
heavy die is shown in PI 19, Y2 with annulet left and pel-
let right of the crown. Two coins from dies with 11.5 mm 
diameter circles have an annulet on the breast but different 
portraits;  that on PL 19, Y3 has a long neck and small face 
and the legend includes Dl GRA whereas the coin on PL 
19, Y4 has a long face and short neck, there is a double 
annulet stop after  hGRRlC. The reverse inner circles have 
the smaller diameter, and a double annulet stop before 
GBO. 

Summary, Abbreviations Potter = item no in PL 10 of 
his paper in BNJ  30, Norweb = Norweb Sale (at Spinks, 
in 4 parts) 

Ref. 
(pc) 
(pc 57V/30, p. 190) 
(= Potter 12) 
(Potter 14 = B M & 

Norweb 4,1349) 
(Potter 13 = BM) 
(Potter 16 = Norweb 1, 

169) 
(BM) 
(W263 = Ashmnolean) 
(W 254). 

(RCL 1385) 
(RCL 1371, 

Attenboro' 1000) 
(Ashmolean) 

(W 255) 

nations from nobles to some halfpence bear the mark, 
which was added to existing and new dies. The pence 
were struck for  London, Durham and York. 

At London, coins having the new 11.5mm obverse 
inner circles with annulet left and mullet apparently over a 
pellet on the right of the crown (PI. 18 L I 1, 12, 13 
obverses) illustrate the type, probably the die, of PI. 18, 
L6 with mullet added over the pellet left of the crown. 

Distinguishing  features 
Perhaps • and o added to die of L.2 
New portrait,  o and • about crown, marks on breast 
Pear shaped pellets in rev, Lombardic Ps 
New portrait,  O and • about the crown, ? slipped 

trefoil  on breast, 14s in rev. 
Larger portrait,  rest as L.6 
Portrait  low in tressure, emaciated bust, 

squat lettering o and • about the crown 
Obv. as L.8, reverse has smaller circle 
New portrait,  scowling bust, letters as last 

2. o and • about crn 
Portrait  like L.3 but clear slipped trefoil  on breast, 

• rt of crown, rev has xCIVI, TAS+ (?), OLIT)x 

Smaller scale bust with o on breast, rev has +CIVI 
Legend ends FRAHC, o left • right of crn. 

New bust with long neck and crude face with 
wide cheeks 

Well drawn bust, long face short neck, o on breast 
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The reverses have 12.5 mm diameter circles and they have 
Lombardic ns. The reverse of (PI. 18, L I 1) has no mark 
after  T A S whereas that of L 12 has a reverse like that of 
L3, with sal tires after  T A S and DOP. Pl. 18, L13 has the 
same obverse, though with the crown deteriorated and a 
different  heavy die reverse with a + after  Don. On PI 18, 
L14 one sees a simple crown with annulet left and mullet 
(?) right and an entirely different  portrait  with a U-shaped 
facial outline, as occurs on some groats of the period." 
Both sides have 12.5 mm circles. There is now a change 
in the general description to annulet right and mullet left 
of the crown. There follows a series of new types which 
have 12.5 circle diameters. They presumably represent 
attempts to strike coins from any dies which could be cut 
from available puncheons or cliches. On PI. 18 L15 the 
portrait  has a high crown, the legend ends with FRAnc. It 
was important to mention the claim to France. This type is 
followed by the examples in PI. 18, L16-19, all struck 
from dies having 12.5 mm diameter circles on both faces. 
The subsequent specimens (PI. 18, L20-22) are taken 
from a gallery which are all struck from 11.5 mm inner 
circle dies on both faces. This points to the ability to make 
usable dies having been restored, though without stan-
dardisation of the product. The annulet at the right may be 
closed or open, and both its location and that of the mullet 
varies between against the crown band and against the 
locks of hair. These types presumably were struck to pro-
vide funds for  the campaign in France and have F , F R , F R A 
or FRAP! at the end of the obverse legend. Next, a trefoil  of 
pellets was substituted or stamped over the annulet at the 
right (PI. 18, L23). The trefoil,  which is also found on 
halfgroats  and halfpence as well as on the York pence, 
may be indicative of the restitution of the trials of the Pyx, 
though it is not found on the groats. In what would have 
been an uncertain time, either when Henry V was in a 
decline, or as a pre-Annulet issue for  Henry V, there are 
coins, including halfpence and halfgroats,  without any 
marks or French title (PI. 18, L24). 

At Durham, a bust (PI. 19, D3) resembling that on D. l 
with annulet left and mullet right of the crown was used in 
an 11.5 mm circle, and this obverse was struck against an 
11.5 mm circle reverse. The next coin, (PI. 19, D4) with a 
new bust with the hair locks closer to the face in an 

11.5 mm circle, has an annulet left and mullet right of the 
crown and reverse with 12.5 mm circle and a large I at the 
end of C1VI. Next an entirely different  later style bust, 
with larger V-shaped face and high crown with mullet left 
and annulet right is struck against a 12.5 mm circle 
reverse (PI. 19, D5). Another new bust with U-shaped face 
and annulet right and mullet left of the tall crown also has 
a 12.5 mm circle on both faces (PI. 19, D6). After  this, the 
civil unrest due to the Lollards and the Mortimer rebellion 
may have stopped Mint activity at Durham for  a time. A 
new and final type, struck perhaps late in the reign, with 
11.5 mm circles on both faces, has an intact annulet right 
and mullet left of the crown. The reverse has an annulet 
inserted between the three pellets under CIVI (PI. 19, D7 
and D8). It is difficult  to find suitable illustrations, for 
there are few Durham specimens. The coinage from this 
Mint recommences in the rosette-mascle issue of Henry 
VI. 

At York, a heavy obverse die was modified by adding a 
mullet left and pellet right of the crown (PI. 19, 5). It was 
used with a reverse with 12.5 mm circle. As mentioned 
above, the abortive Mortimer rebellion, which involved 
the nephew of Archbishop Scrope, may well have led to 
the temporary cessation of Mint activity at York. There 
follows a variety of new types including several (PI. 19, 
Y6-Y10) from dies having the larger inner circle of the 
heavy issue. The die sinker of the coin Y6 evidently had 
to create a mullet mark. The next examples are of coins 
struck from new light dies with mullet left and annulet 
right of the crown (PI. 19, Y11-Y13) or hair (PI. 19,Y14). 
They have circles of various diameters between 11.5 and 
10 mm, as listed in the following Summary, and in com-
mon with the remainder (PI. Y15-Y18) may be from local 
dies. On presumably later dies, the marks are changed to 
mullet left and a trefoil  of pellets right (Y15-Y17 and 
Norweb 1 Sale, 170) On Y16 the trefoil  seems to be over 
an annulet. The trefoil  recalls its use at London. The final 
coin (PI. 19, Y18) has a mullet left and lys at the right and 
also has an annulet between the pellets under CIVI as seen 
on the last Durham coins. 

Summary, PDR = in photographs of the Delme-
Radcliffe  coins. 

Plate  No.  Circle  diameters,  mm 
L l l Obv. 11.5 Rev. 11.5 

L12 

L13 
L14 

L15 

L16 

L17 
L18 
L19 

Obv. 11.5 Rev. 12.5 

Obv. 11.5 Rev. 12.5 
Obv. 12.5 Rev. 12.5 

Obv. 12.5 Rev. 12.5 

Distinguishing  features 
(LI 1 -L I4 have O left and mullet rt of crown) 
Die of L.6 with mullet on pellet right of crn. No stop 
after  TAS 
Obv same as last. Saltire after  T A S , perhaps rev. die 
of L.3 
Same Obv, now with crown damaged. after  T A S 
Large U-shaped face, simple crown, rev like that of 
L.12 
(L.15-L.22 have mullet left and O right of crown) 
Tall crown, long neck, narrow bust, double saltires after 
TAS and Don 
Shorter neck, V-shaped face, saltire after  T A S . + ( ? ) 
after  DOP 
U-shaped face, high crn., legend ends FRAPC 
Thin neck, hair longer than L.15 hair legend ends FRA 
Smaller smiling face, legend ends FR 

Ref 
(Potter 15 
= Fitz William) 
(W.264 = 
RCL1389) 
(p.c) 

(PDR) 

(W.282 & PDR) 

(BM) 
(PDR) 
(W.282) 
(PDR) 

E.J. Harris (1997) 'Die Pairing on the Transitional Coins of  Henry IV and Henry V' , BNJ  67 (1997), 20-9. 



PLATE 18 

HARRIS: DIES FOR THE HEAVY AND LIGHT PENCE, 1399-1422 (1) 



PLATE 1 

D4 D5 D6 
HARRIS: DIES FOR THE HEAVY AND LIGHT PENCE, 1399-1422 (2) 
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Plate  No. Circle  diameters,  mm Distinguishing  features Ref L.20 Obv. 11.5 Rev 11.5 Similar but in smaller circle, legend ends F (PDR) 
L.21 V-shaped face, bust low in field with long finials to 

crown, legend ends F (PDR) 
L.22 " U-shaped face legend ends FRA (PDR) 
L.23 Has mullet left and trefoil  right of crown, legend ends FR (PDR) 
L.24 " No marks in field, legend ends AI1GL and includes Dl GRA (PDR) 
D.3 " " Probably an o left and mullet rt of crown, bust like Dl (p.c) 
D.4 Rev 12.5 New bust with compact hair, o left and mullet rt of crown (W.265) 
D.5 Obv. 12.5 Rev 12.5 New style, high crown and large V-shape face, mullet left 

o rt of crown (PDR) 
D.6 New bust, high crown, U-shape face, marks as last (Attenboro' 1020 

= PDR) 
D.7 Obv. 11.5 Rev. 11.5 Late style, lower crown, mullet left, o rt. of crown, o in 

pellets under CIVI (Reigate 2) 
D.8 Similar to last 

Y5-Y13 all have mullet left and o right of the crown. 
(PDR) 

Y.5 Obv. 12.5 Rev 12.5 Marks added to heavy die. (P-c) 
Y.6 Obv. 11.5 Rev 11.5 Bust with much hair, high crown, composite mullet (PDR) 
Y.7 " New bust with high crown, V-shaped face (PDR) 
Y.8 Obv. 12.5 Rev 12.5 Large face with simple crown (p.c) 
Y.9 U-shaped face on long neck (P-c) 
Y.10 " Similar to last but different  die (pc) 
Y . l l Obv. 10.5 Rev 11 Smaller V-shaped face and high crown. (PDR) 
Y.12 Obv. 10.5 Rev 10.5 Large U-shaped face, high crown (PDR) 
Y. 13 Obv. 10.5 Rev 11 V-shaped face, high crown (PDR) 
Y.14 Obv. 11 Rev. 11 U-shaped face, close knit crown with mullet left, o right of hair (PDR) 
Y.15 Obv. 11 Rev. 11.5 Mullet left and trefoil  of pellets right of crown (PDR) 
Y.16 Obv. 10.5 Rev. 11.5 Mullet left, trefoil  ? over annulet right of crown (PDR) 
Y.17 Obv. 11 Rev. 11 High crown, long neck, mullet left and trefoil  right of crown (PDR) 
Y.18 Obv. 10.5 Rev. 11.5 Flat crown, mullet left and lys right of crown (PDR) 

It may be of interest to mention the numbers of pennies of 
the three mints which were found in the great Reigate (2) 
hoard. Several specimens were so encrusted or badly 
struck that identification was not possible. There seemed 
to be not more than one of Henry IV, that is without an 
added mullet. For Henry V including coins with mullet 
added to heavy coinage dies, there were about thirteen of 
London, of which five had the 12.5 mm circles; of 
Durham there were nine, all with the 11.5 mm circles and 

of the 185 of York only about seven were struck using one 
or both dies with the 12.5 mm circles, with the rest having 
circles not more than 11.5 mm diameter. It is remarkable 
that dies having the 12.5 mm diameter circles on the 
reverse turn up on some pennies issued for  Henry V I at 
the mints of London and York, both Royal and Episcopal. 
Brooke noted the use of Henry V obverse dies with Henry 
V I reverses on some larger coins. 

CORRECTION TO 'HALFGROATS IN THE 
HENRY IV-HENRY V PERIOD' 

ERIC HARRIS 

I N my note in the last Journal (Vol. 68 pp. 147-8) two 
errors introduced by the modern equivalent of a typesetter 
escaped correction. The first  is in the obverse legend listed 
in the Table at line 8 where the 'M' should have been'm' 

identical with the others in the list, the second is the head-
ings of the columns 4, 5 and 6 which should read respec-
tively No.  of  arcs. Shape of/face,  and No.  on/PL 
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CALAIS QUARTER-NOBLES OF HENRY VI 
LORD STEWARTBY 

Q U A R T E R - N O B L E S of Henry V I , although presumably 
struck at the three royal mints operating in the 1420s, 
London, Calais and York, carry no unambiguous indica-
tion of their origin - a problem that also applies to the 
quarter-nobles of Richard I I . The larger Calais gold of the 
annulet issue of Henry V I is plentiful (although much less 
so than London gold), but the last nobles and half-nobles 
of this mint, readily identified by the pennant at the stern, 
belong early in the subsequent rosette (-mascle) issue. In 
seeking Calais quarter-nobles of this reign we do not 
therefore  need to look beyond the annulet and rosette 
coinages. Whitton1 attributed the varieties of annulet 
quarter-nobles as follows: 

London 
Mm. large lis. One small lis above the shield. Sometimes 
a trefoil  (Wh. 2, 3) or pellet (Wh. 4) below shield. Al l read 
DI. 

Calais 
Mm. small lis (Wh. 1). One small lis above shield. All 
read DEI . 
Mm. large lis (Wh. 2-6). Three small lis around shield, 
one above and one each side. One reads DEI (Wh. 2), 
others DI . 

York 
Mm. large lis. Two small lis above shield. DI. 

Whitton noted that all the specimens he had seen with 
two lis above the shield were from a single obverse die, 
and that this would be consistent with their having been 
struck at York. Coinage at the royal mint of York was con-
fined to a period within the twelve months from August 
1423, and the warden's account shows gold coined in the 
amount of £42,310 during this period. From 1422 to 1430, 
approximately the period of the annulet coinage, some 
£500,000 of gold coin was issued at London. One would 
expect York gold therefore  to be rare, certainly much rarer 
than that of London.2 Suitably rare annulet nobles and 
halves have a lis instead of an annulet by the king's wrist, 
and these have the more deeply indented feet to letters 
such as A and T which Whitton noted as being characteris-
tic of the York (and other contemporary) silver. The same 
forms occur on the two-lis quarters, and Whitton's attribu-
tion of these to York, rather than to Calais as Walters3 had 
proposed, seems sensible. Walters had attributed the three-
lis quarters to York, evidently seeing the two lis by the 
shield as matching the two lis by the bust on the silver 

coins of this mint; but they are less rare than the two-lis 
quarters, which he attributed to Calais, and such an 
arrangement is at odds with the evidence of the mint 
accounts which show that Calais struck some two and a 
half times as much gold in the 1420s as York. 

In the case of the one-lis coins Whitton suggested that 
those with the small and large lis respectively as mint-
marks were parallel series, since each included a reverse 
variety with an annulet (instead of the usual star) after 
Exaltabitur,  and another with a star punched over an 
annulet; and that the coins with the large lis mintmark, 
being the commoner, should belong to London. Whitton 
also took the three-lis quarters (with large mintmarks) to 
be of Calais, and drew attention to the fact that one of 
them (W. Calais 2) had the DEI reading as on the coins 
with small lis mintmark. Noting that there was a change 
of type on the larger Calais gold (the C in the central panel 
of the reverse being replaced by an h, as normal through-
out at London), he thought the changes of type on the 
quarters and on the nobles and halves might have taken 
place at the same time. 

Whitton was, however, clearly uneasy about his 
arrangement, in particular because of the existence of a 
mule4 between an annulet reverse die with the small lis 
mintmark (and star over annulet after  Exaltabitur)  and an 
obverse of the preceding issue (described by Brooke as 
the last issue of Henry V, class IX or G), in which the 
Calais mint did not participate. Under his scheme this 
could only be explained as a London/Calais mule. But 
although mules between the mints do occur in the annulet 
silver coinage, they are extremely rare and exceptional, 
and do not offer  a very natural explanation of the 
G/annulet quarter-noble. G/annulet mules are also found 
among nobles and half-nobles, and in both these cases the 
annulet reverse dies have h in the central panel and are 
undoubtedly early London dies. The Calais mint was not 
in operation at the point of transition between class G and 
the annulet issue. Thus the most obvious interpretation of 
the G/annulet quarter-noble is that it is a normal London 
mule like the comparable noble and half. In that case, the 
London annulet series would have begun with the rare 
one-lis quarter-nobles with the small lis mintmark. 

In the light of this, I should be inclined to attribute all 
the quarters with the small lis mintmark to London, but, 
bearing in mind that the large lis occurs on all quarter-
nobles of the rosette coinage, to see the size of the lis as 
having significance for  chronology rather than mint attri-
bution. One advantage of doing this is to identify an early 
type of annulet quarter-noble confined to London, in the 
same way that there are early annulet nobles and halves of 
London with an arrangement of the ornaments on the 
ship's side (lion, 2 lis, lion, lis) that is not replicated at 
Calais. A similar situation can also be observed in the 
annulet silver series, where the earliest variety of groat is 

1 C.A. Whitton, 'The Hea/y Coinage of  Henry VI', BNJ  23 (1938^10), 59-90, 205-67 and 399^137 (at pp. 72-5 and 83^t). 
2 The figures  for  gold coined at this period are conveniently summarised by P. Woodhead in SCBI  47 (Schneider Collection), 

P- 31. 
3 F.A. Walters, 'The Gold Coinage of  the Reign of  Henry VI', NC  (1903) 286-310 (at p. 300). 
4 Lockett lot 1443. 
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only found of London; and again, in the halfgroats,  there 
are G/annulet London mules. The Calais mint accounts do 
not begin until August 1422, but London was minting 
actively before this date and it is likely that it was already 
doing so with annulet dies before the Calais mint 
reopened. (Incidentally, although the bulk of the annulet 
coinage belongs to Henry VI, it must have begun in the 
last weeks or months of the reign of Henry V, who died in 
September 1422 after  coinage at Calais had been 
resumed.) 

The Whitton attribution to London of the one-lis quar-
ters with the large lis mintmark is corroborated  by the 
existence of some examples with a trefoil  or pellet below 
the shield. These are evidently cognate with London 
nobles and halves with a trefoil  or pellet by the lion in the 
upper right quarter of the reverse. No such marks are 
found on the larger Calais gold. 

Although Whitton's reasons for  attributing the three-lis 
quarters to Calais are not very obvious from his text, the 
two lis beside the shield may be seen as equivalent to the 
two annulets beside the bust which differentiate  the 
obverses of Calais silver from those of London. He also 
tentatively attributed to Calais a rare early quarter-noble 
of the rosette issue with two rosettes beside the shield - an 
arrangement which would be a natural progression from 
the two lis by the shield on annulet quarters i f these are 
correctly assigned to Calais.3 This attribution, Whitton 
argued, seems to be supported by the existence of a 
rosette/pinecone mule quarter-noble, the obverse of 
which, without rosettes, presumably belongs to London 
since Calais had ceased to mint gold before the pinecone 
series. Unfortunately,  the effect  of this argument is much 
diminished by Schneider's observation6 that the reverse 
die of the 'Calais' quarter-noble illustrated on Whitton's 
plate is the same as that of Bruun lot 426 (W. 6a), a coin 
with no rosettes by the shield. I f the latter is a London 
coin, to maintain the attribution of the former  to Calais 
requires some such assumption as that dies were returned 
to London when Calais ceased to coin gold and the (undif-
ferentiated)  reverse then reused at the Tower. Some reser-
vation must therefore  be placed upon this view, and the 
possibility considered that the quarter-noble with rosettes 
by the shield (the only occurrence of this denomination 
without a mascle on either side) is simply an early 
(London) issue parallel with the rare unmascled varieties 
of other denominations. 

There remains Whitton's point about reverse dies with 
annulet or star over annulet occurring with both the small 
and the large lis mintmark. An alternative to his explana-
tion of parallel issues from two mints could be that the 
annulet after  EXALTABITUR is the result of repeated error. 
Die-sinkers at this period not infrequently  made errors  of 
various kinds, and sometimes corrected them. For exam-
ple, an early annulet London noble (W. 2a) has H I B altered 
to H Y B ; another (W. 11) has a trefoil  instead of the normal 
lis after  HENRIC. London half-nobles exist with the 
annulet by the wrist or in the upper right spandrel on the 
reverse omitted (W. 3c, 5 ) . A three-lis quarter-noble (W. 
Calais 5 ) has a lis after  D l (corrected to a trefoil)  and 
another (W. 4) has an (uncorrected) annulet in the same 
position. At different  points in the silver series there are 
Calais groats (W. 4b, 7b, 13b) and halfgroats  (W. 12c, 
13c) from reverse dies omitting the annulets between the 
pellets. Rosette-mascle nobles sometimes have a mascle 
over a rosette after  PER (W. London 16d and Calais 16a) or 
the rosette after  G R A altered in the same way (W. London 
17a). Mascles over rosettes also occur on a London half-
noble (W. 6a) which shows D R A corrected to G R A . Other 
instances could be cited. While Whitton's interpretation is 
not on the face of it unreasonable, there are therefore  other 
possibilities, less far  fetched, to my mind, than having to 
assume that the G/annulet quarter-noble, unlike the equiv-
alent mules in other denominations, is not only a mule 
between issues but also a mule between mints, one of 
which was not in operation at the time. I would thus prefer 
to transfer  the one-lis quarters with the small lis mintmark 
from Calais to London. This would result in the following 
arrangement: 

Henry V, class G (mm. pierced cross), London only, one 
lis above shield. 

Early annulet issue, London only (before reopening of 
Calais mint): One lis above shield. Small lis mm. Also 
muled with obv. of class G. 

Main annulet issue: large lis mm. 
London, one lis above shield. 
Calais, one lis above, and one each side of, shield. 
York, two lis above shield. 

5 Whitton, as in n. 1. pp. 212 and 232-3. 6 See Schneider Sylloge,  no. 313. 
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THE PEMBROKE COLLEGE, CAMBRIDGE HOARD OF TUDOR 

AND STUART GOLD COINS1 
MARTIN ALLEN 

FORTY-ONE Tudor and Stuart gold coins were found  in 
1874 and 1875 by workmen demolishing buildings in the 
Old Court of  Pembroke College, Cambridge. After  dis-
covery the coins were placed in three envelopes, and 
descriptions were written on the envelopes. The first  enve-
lope contained twenty-one coins 'found  in pulling down 
old Turret Staircase, 1874'. The second envelope had four 
coins 'found  in old Hall, April 15, 1875', and the third had 
sixteen coins 'found  also April 15/75 in ruins of  Hall'.2 
The turret staircase was at the south-eastern comer of  Old 
Court, between the Master's Lodge and the Hall, giving 
access to the Hall (Figs 1 and 2). These buildings were 
late medieval with later alterations: notably, the wainscot-
ing of  the Hall in 1634, which blocked an entrance to the 
turret staircase, and a major restoration of  the Hall com-
pleted in 1862. The discovery of  1874 must have been 
made during the demolition of  the Master's Lodge and the 
rest of  the southern side of  Old Court, ordered on 13 July 
1874, which exposed the walls that the Hall had shared 
with the demolished buildings. The Master and Fellows 
agreed to the demolition of  the Hall on 16 March 1875, 
and the work began immediately.3 The discoveries of  15 
April 1875 may have been made in the demolition debris 
of  a part of  the turret staircase that remained attached to 
the Hall after  the demolitions of  1874. The finders 
received rewards of  22s. 6d., 15s. and 50s. for  the three 
parcels.4 In 1943 W.L. Raynes compiled a detailed type-
script list of  the coins, and he presented a cabinet for  them 
to the College.5 The removal of  the coins from  the original 
envelopes to display the finds  in the cabinet prevents any 
comparison of  the parcels of  1874 and 1875, to confirm 
that they came from  the same hoard, but this seems to be a 
reasonable inference.  Analysis of  the coins will show that 
they can be interpreted as one hoard, probably concealed 
in the 1640s. The College deposited the coins on loan at 
the Fitzwilliam Museum, Cambridge in 1958, where they 
are available for  study. 

The hoard consists of  coins of  Edward VI, James I and 
Charles I, with a face  value of  £35 7s. 9d. in the reign of 
Charles I. The coins are all from  the Tower mint, and the 

Fig. 1 The turret staircase in Old Court, with parts of  the 
Hall and the Master's Lodge (Willis and Clark, as n. 3, i, 
p. 130). 

latest is a ten shilling piece with the Star privy mark 
(1640-1). Edward Besly's inventory of  hoards deposited 
in the period 1625-60 includes eight finds  of  gold, and 
seventeen of  gold and silver, that are known to have 
closed with coins minted between the introduction of  the 

1 Acknowledgements:  The hoard is published by kind permission of  the Governing Body of  Pembroke College, Cambridge. Dr 
A.V. Grimstone, President of  the College, and the College Archivist, Miss J.S. Ringrose, have been most helpful  in answering enquiries 
about the hoard. Miss Ringrose, Dr Mark Blackburn and Mr Edward Besly have read drafts  of  this note and offered  invaluable com-
ments and advice. 

2 The College preserved the envelopes and other documentation relating to the hoard with the coins, and they are now in the 
Fitzwilliam Museum. 

3 R. Willis, The  Architectural  History  of  the University  of  Cambridge,  and of  the Colleges  of  Cambridge  and Eton,  ed. J.W. Clark 
(4 vols, Cambridge, 1886), I, pp. 128^13, 148-53. 'The Old Hall and the Old Library', Pembroke  College  Annual Gazette  6 (1932), 
8-23, at pp. 9-17. A. Attwater, Pembroke  College  Cambridge:  A Short  Histoiy,  ed. S.C. Roberts (Cambridge, 1936), pp. 71, 94, 119. 
Pembroke  College  Cambridge:  A Celebration,  ed. A.V. Grimstone (Cambridge, 1997), pp. 17-18, 20, 23, 81, 111-14. 

4 The rewards were noted on the three envelopes, not by the same hand as the descriptions of  the discoveries. Pembroke College 
Treasury Audit Book 1860-88 (Met 10) Accounts 1875-6 'To Michaelmas 1875 - Repairs of  the Estates - The College', records the 
total payment of  £4 7s. 6d., without providing information  about the circumstances of  the discoveries or the identities of  the finders. 

5 A letter from  Raynes to the Master of  the College, dated 2 May 1943, enclosed the list and offered  the cabinet. Raynes had placed 
the coins in numbered envelopes as a temporary measure, and promised tickets to be kept with the coins in the cabinet. 
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Fig. 2 Pembroke College before  the demolition of  buildings in Old Court (Willis and Clark, as n. 3, iii, plan 7). 
Star privy mark in 1640 and 1660.6 Two further  mixed 
hoards of  gold and silver have been published since the 
appearance of  Besly's inventory, from  Ryhall and 
Tregwynt.7 None of  the hoards of  1640-60 contained gold 
coins earlier than the beginning of  Henry VIII's Great 
Debasement of  the coinage in 1544, but the Pembroke 
College hoard and three other finds  had examples of  the 

debased issues of  1544-51.8 Five hoards had gold coins of 
Mary (1553-4) or Elizabeth I (1558-1603).9 The 
Pembroke College hoard has two Scottish coins of  James 
VI and I: a 1602 sword-and-sceptre piece and a unit of  the 
tenth coinage. The sword-and-sceptre piece of  £6 Scots, 
which were made current for  10.?. English on 8 April 
1603, raised to lis. on 23 November 1611, has been 

6 E. Besly, English  Civil  War  Hoards  (British Museum Occasional Paper 51, 1987), pp. 75-115. The eight gold hoards are: 
Newark (Balderton Gate) (B2), Pembroke College (C4), Congleton (C5, Lambourn (C7), Reading (D23), Sowerby (El7), Catford  (F6) 
and Southend (HI3). 

7 Ryhall: T.M.Mck. Clough and B.J. Cook, 'The Ryhall treasure trove'. BNJ  58 (1988), 96-101. Tregwynt: E.M.Besley, 'A Civil 
War Hoard from  Tregwynt. Pembrokeshire', BNJ  68 (1998), 19-36. 

8 The hoards from  Newark (Crankley point) (D19) and Tregwynt each had a crown of  Henry VIII's third coinage (1544-7), and the 
Newark hoard also provided a halfcrown  of  Edward VI's coinage in the name of  Henry VIII (1547-51). The Long Crendon find  (L8) 
had a total of  five  half  sovereigns of  1544-51, and a crown. 

9 The Welsh Bicknor hoard (E20) provided an angel of  Mary. The Breckenbrough hoard (E2) had a half  pound of  Elizabeth I, and 
the Long Crendon find  contained four  specimens of  this denomination. There was a quarter sovereign of  Elizabeth in the Newark 
(Crankley Point) hoard. 
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found  in four  other hoards: Botley (Besly hoard Al), 
Horncastle (A3), St Annes (El6) and Tregwynt. Three fur-
ther hoards have had units of  £12 Scots, which were cur-
rent alongside the contemporary English unite: 
Muckleford  (A4), Childrey Manor (Bl) and 
Breckenbrough (E2). The hoards of  1640-60 have no gold 
coins of  James I's short-lived first  English coinage 
(1603—4).10 The coins of  1604-40 are summarised in 
Tables 1 and 2, treating the Pembroke College hoard and 

Hoard(s) 
Pembroke College 
Long Crendon 
Southend 
Other hoards 

Hoard(s) 
Pembroke College 
Long Crendon 
Southend 
Other hoards 
Table 3. Fifteen  of  the hoards in Table 3 have silver coins 
later than the gold, and only two hoards (Oswestry and 
Painswick) have gold that is later; the dates are the same 
in one case only. The tendency of  the gold coins to have 
an earlier terminus  post quern may be due to the generally 
smaller numbers of  gold coins in the hoards, combined 
with a relative scarcity of  recent gold coins available for 
hoarding. Besly has noted that numbers of  gold coins in 
hoards decline from  the mid 1630s, as a consequence of 

the relatively large numbers of  coins from  Long Crendon 
(L8) and Southend (HI3) separately. The Pembroke 
College hoard seems to have an abnormally large number 
of  coins of  James I's second coinage of  1604-19, possibly 
from  savings. The Long Crendon hoard may also have 
had a savings element, contrasting with the complete 
exclusion of  the issues of  1604—19 from  the Southend find. 
The latest privy marks or dates are known for  eighteen of 
the hoards of  1640-60 with both gold and silver, listed in 

1604-40 total 
27 
88 

359 
145 

1604-40 total 
36 

184 
359 
226 

falling  mint output in gold." The Pembroke College 
hoard could have been deposited during the period of  a 
privy mark later than Star, as the hoards amply demon-
strate. The Long Crendon hoard shows that a parcel of 
gold coins all minted before  the Star privy mark period 
(1640-1) could be deposited as late as the Commonwealth 
(1649-60). 

Although the Pembroke College hoard could have been 
deposited as late as the 1650s, its concealment is likely to 

TABLE 1. English unites and laurels of  1604-40 in hoards of  1640-60 
1604-19 1619-25 1625^0 
20(74%) 4(15%) 3(11%) 
53 (60%) 16(18%) 19(22%) 

0 136 (38%) 223 (62%) 
16(11%) 51(35%) 78 (54%) 

TABLE 2. English gold coins of  1604-40 in hoards of  1640-60 
1604-19 1619-25 1625-40 
21(58%) 7(19%) 8(22%) 
79 (43%) 61 (33%) 44 (24%) 

0 136 (38%) 223 (62%) 
41(18%) 77 (34%) 108 (48%) 

TABLE 3. Mixed gold and silver hoards of  1640-60 
Hoard Gold Silver No. Latest No. Latest Whitchurch (C10) 4 Lis (1625) 39 Star (1640-1) 
Harlaxton (D12) 1 Trefoil  (1613) 141 Triangle-in-Circle (1641-3) 
Newark (D19) 17 Triangle-in-Circle (1641-3) 466 Triangle-in-Circle (1641-3) 
Orston (D20) 2 Lis (1623^1) 1411+ Triangle-in-Circle (1641-3) 
Painswick (D21) 34 Triangle-in-Circle (1641-3) 8 Group D (c.  1629^10)12 
Ryhall 1 Coronet (1607-9) 3262 Triangle-in-Circle (1641-3) 
Thorpe Hall (D25) 1 Trefoil  (1613) 2678 Triangle-in-Circle (1641-3) 
Water Orton (D28) 1 Trefoil  (1613) 25 Triangle-in-Circle (1641-3) 
Weston-sub-Edge (D29) 2 Trefoil  (1613) 307 Triangle-in-Circle (1641-3) 
Wheathampstead (D30) 8 Heart (1629-30) 24 Triangle-in-Circle (1641-3) 
Breckenbrough (E2) 30 Triangle (1639-40) 1552 (P) (1643^4) 
Oswestry (El2) 4 (P) (1643^4) 401 Triangle-in-Circle (1641-3) 
St Annes (El6) 7 Rose (1631-2) 376 (P) (1643^1) 
Welsh Bicknor (E20) 3 Trefoil  (1613) 151 Triangle-in-Circle (1641-3) 

and 1643 
Ashdon (F2) 2 Lis (1625) 1201 (R) (1644-5) 
Washbrook (HI6) 1 Trefoil  (1613) 299 Sun (1645-6) 
Tregwynt 33 Portcullis (1633^1) 467 Sceptre (1647-9) 
Long Crendon (L8) 210 Tun (1637-8) 846 Commonwealth (1649-60) 

10 C.E. Challis (ed.), A New  History  of  the Royal Mint  (Cambridge, 1992), pp. 313, 688-9 tabulates the Tower mint's output of 
gold in the reigns of  James I and Charles I. The output from  21 May 1603 to 10 November 1604 was only £31,940, equivalent to 0.4% 
of  the total output of  1603-40. 

11 Besly, as in n. 6, p. 54. 
12 The Painswick hoard had a Tower penny of  group D, privy mark two pellets. The datable privy marks on group D pence are: 

Harp (1629-30), Portcullis (1633^1), Bell (1634-5) and Triangle (1639-40). 
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have occurred during the Civil War of  1642-6, most prob- College remained virtually empty of  Fellows and students 
ably between 1642 and 1644. A member of  the College until the following  year. On 10 January 1645 a new 
may have concealed the hoard, either to avoid contribut- Master was imposed by the Earl of  Manchester, the 
ing it to the king or Parliament, or for  safekeeping  if  the Parliamentary commander of  the Eastern Association, and 
war obliged him to leave the College for  an indefinite  new Fellows were also appointed. The College then 
period. In July 1642 John Pooley, a Fellow elected by a enjoyed a period of  relative stability until the Restoration 
special royal mandate, is known to have been collecting of  Charles II in 1660, interrupted by the removal of  the 
money and plate for  the king.13 Many Fellows left  the Master and a Fellow in 1650, when they refused  to take an 
College to join the king before  the visit of  a Parliamentary oath of  obedience to the new Commonwealth.14 
commissioner, William Dowsing, on 26 December 1642, 
and the Master and most of  the remaining Fellows were 
ejected by order of  Parliament in March 1644. The 

Coin list15 
ENGLAND 
Edward VI 
Coinage  in the name of  Henry  VIII,  1547-51 1. Half  sovereign Tower mint North 1865 Arrow 5.53 g 1 
2. Martlet 5.53 g 1 
James I 
Second  coinage, 1604-1916 
3-4. Unites 2/4 North 2084 Rose 9.92 g, 9.91 g 2 
5. Grapes 9.94 g 1 
6-7. Coronet 9.92 g, 9.86 g 2 
8-9. Tower 9.95 g, 9.93 g 2 
10-13. Trefoil 10.00 g, 9.96 ?, 9.87 g, 9.85 g 4 
14-16. 2/5 North 2085 Cinquefoil 9.90 g, 9.90 g 9.89 g 3 
17-20. Tun 10.12 g, 9.93 I, 9.86 g, 9.83 g 4 
21-22. Book 9.75 g, 9.66 g (plugged)17 2 
23. Halfcrown 2/3 North 2094 Tower 1.23 g 1 
Third  coinage (1619-25) 
24. Laurels 3/2 North 2112 Spur rowel 8.99 g 1 
25. 3/3 North 2113 Rose 9.00 g 1 
26. 3/4 North 2114 Lis 9.05 g 1 
27. Trefoil 9.05 g 1 
28. Half-laurel 3/4 North 2117 Lis 4.47 g 1 
29. Quarter-laurels 3/2 North 2118 Thistle 2.27 g 1 
30. 3/4 North 2119 Trefoil 2.24 g 1 

13 Attwater, as in n. 3, p. 73. 
14 Attwater, as in n. 3, pp. 73-7. 
15 The list is based upon: J.J. North, English  Hammered  Coinage.  Volume  2. Edward  I  to Charles  II1272-1662  (London, 1991), 

pp. 141-4, 147, 152-7; J.J. North and P.J. Preston-Morley with G.C. Boon and J.P.C. Kent, The  John  G. Brooker  Collection.  Coins of 
Charles  I.  (SCBI  33, London, 1984); P. Seaby and P.F. Purvey, Coins of  Scotland,  Ireland  & the Islands  (Jersey,  Guernsey, Man  & 
Lundy)  (Standard Catalogue of  British Coins; London, 1984). The coins of  James I are listed according to coinage and obverse bust 
variety (e.g. 2/4 is 2nd coinage/4th bust). The classification  of  the coins of  Charles I is by group and bust. 

16 The hoard provides a useful  sample of  nineteen weights of  second coinage unites, excluding the plugged coin. The mean weight 
is 9.91 g, equivalent to 98.8 per cent of  the standard weight. Three hoards with more than five  second coinage unites analysed by 
Besly, Civil  War  Hoards,  pp. 66-7 (Muckleford  (A4), Newark (Crankley Point) and Breckenbrough) also have high percentages: 99.2, 
98.6 and 98.1 respectively. Besly noted that the gold coins in the hoards he analysed tended to have higher proportions of  the standard 
weight than contemporary silver coins, because their weights might be more carefully  checked during transactions. 

17 Besly, Civil  War  Hoards,  p. 9 lists two plugged coins of  James I's second coinage (a unite and a Britain crown) in the 
Breckenbrough hoard. 
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Charles I 
31 Twenty shillings B/bust 2a North 
32 C/bust 3a North 
33 D/bust 4b North 
34. Ten shillings A/bust lb North 
35. B/bust 2b North 
36. C/bust 3a North 
37. F North 
38. Five shillings B/C mule North 
39. D/bust 4a North 
SCOTLAND 

2147 Cross Calvary 8.99 g 
2150 Rose (over Feathers)/Rose 9.01 g 
2153 Tun 9.05 g 
2159 Lis 4.39 g 
2161 Castle 4.45 g 
2165 Rose (over Feathers)/Rose 4.50 g 
2177 Star 4.52 g 
2184 Rose (over Feathers)/Rose 2.22 g 
2185 Harp 2.24 g 

James VI 
Eighth  coinage (1601-4) 
40. Sword-and-sceptre piece (£6 Scots), 1602 

Seaby 5460 4.94 g 1 
Tenth  coinage (1609-25) 
41. Unit or sceptre piece (£12 Scots) 

Seaby 5464 9.80 g 1 
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