
SHORT ARTICLES AND NOTES 
AN ENIGMATIC COIN FROM EIGHTH-CENTURY NORTHUMBRIA 

GARETH WILLIAMS 
AN unusual Northumbrian coin, which was a metal detector find  from  near Malton in North 
Yorkshire, was brought to the attention of  numismatists in 1999. After  initial fears  that it might be 
sold abroad, it was acquired by the British Museum, where it has the registration number CM 
1999, 6-2, 1 (See Fig. 1). The inscriptions on the coin provoked a constructive and interesting dis-
cussion at the time, and the present note is intended less as an exhaustive publication of  the coin, 
than as an overview of  the possible different  interpretations, to which I hope that others may be 
tempted to respond.1 

The coin itself  has a high enough silver content that it is immediately apparent to the eye, 
suggesting that it is no later than the very early ninth century, and more probably the eighth cen-
tury. It was not tested for  its precise metal content, since the decline in the silver content of  the 
Northumbrian coinage did not occur so smoothly that a test would be likely to help resolve the 
dating issues very precisely.2 The style of  both the design and the lettering also agree with a late 
eighth-century date. However, the interpretation of  the coin is problematic for  two reasons: both 
inscriptions appear to be slightly blundered, and both can most easily be interpreted as obverse 
inscriptions. 

One side, which has a circle of  pellets around a large pellet in the centre, reads +ErAVTDKEAD. 
The other side, which has a circle of  pellets around a central cross, reads + MEDILRED. 
Allowing for  inverted and reversed letters, these inscriptions read +ELVALDREVD or 
+ELVALDREAD and +RAED1LRED respectively. 

The side reading +RAEDILRED is comparatively unproblematic to interpret. The spelling 
AEDILRED for  iEthelred is common on the coins of  iEthelred I of  Northumbria (774-9 and 790-6), 
and James Booth has noted that the moneyer Cuthheard has a standardised form  +AEDILREDR. 
Misplaced letters are not unknown in the Northumbrian coinage, and Booth has also noted the 
existence of  misplaced initial crosses on coins of  iEthelred I issued by the moneyer Cuthgils.3 It 
only requires misplacing the initial cross by one letter to turn +AEDILREDR into +RAED1LRED, and 
the design and appearance of  the coin are also compatible with the coinage of  /Ethelred I, so the 
obvious interpretation is that this represents a very slightly blundered obverse of  /Ethelred I. 

The other side of  the coin is more problematic, with a much greater number of  inverted and 
retrograde letters. If  one accepts the order +ELVALDREVD, this would suggest a name ELVALD, 
followed  by a secondary name or nickname, REVD or READ. ELVALD is perhaps reasonably 
acceptable for  /Elfwald,  but neither REVD nor READ suggests a plausible secondary name, nor 
are such secondary names a feature  of  the Northumbrian coinage, although they are not uncom-
mon on later Anglo-Saxon coins. No moneyer ^Elfwald  is recorded for  ^Ethelred I, but there 
were two rulers of  Northumbria with that name; iElfwald  I (779-88) and ^Elfwald  II (808-10). 
The physical appearance of  the coin suggests an eighth-century date, and the gap between the 
reigns of  ^Ethelred I and ^Elfwald  II makes muling between the two unlikely. A mule between 
dies of  iClfwald  I and iEthelred I is more plausible, given that ^Elfwald  reigned during a period 

1 The coin was published on the EMC  website by Sean Miller, with the number EMC  1999.0021. However, this presents only brief 
comments, and discusses only one possible interpretation of  the coin. I was fortunate  to have the opportunity to discuss the coin with 
Marion Archibald, Elizabeth Pirie and Lord Stewartby, and in the course of  those discussions James Booth's comments on the coin 
were also passed on to me. I am grateful  to all of  them for  sharing their thoughts with me, and while this paper will make clear what I 
personally believe to be the most convincing interpretation of  the coin, I still regard the attribution of  the coin as open to debate. 

2 I am grateful  to my colleague Michael Cowell for  a useful  discussion of  this. See also M.M. Archibald, 'The Coinage of  Beonna 
in the Light of  the Middle Harling Hoard', BNJ  55 (1985), 10-54. 

3 J. Booth, 'Coinage and Northumbrian history: c. 790-c. 810', in Coinage  in Ninth-Century  Northumbria.  The  Tenth  Oxford 
Symposium on Coinage  and Monetary  History,  edited by D.M. Metcalf,  BAR British Series 180 (1987), 57-90, at p. 67. 
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Fig. 1. Northumbrian coin (actual size and X2). 

in which /Ethelred was exiled, between his first  and second reign. This dating is also more con-
sistent with the appearance of  the coin. 

Given that the inital cross on the other side is misplaced, however, and also that the legend on 
this side is so jumbled, there is also a distinct possibility that the legend does not begin with the 
initial cross, and this has given rise to an alternative interpretation of  the legend. Taking the V of 
the EVD part of  the legend to be an inverted A without a crossbar, rather than a V, one can also 
read the legend either as AD+ELVALDRE or EAD+ELVALDR. Either version would suggest not the 
name /Elfwald,  but rather /Ethelwald, with R or RE as a contraction of  REX. This immediately 
suggests the Northumbrian king /Ethelwald Moll (758-65). Only two coins of  /Ethelwald Moll 
are so far  recorded, both quite different  from  the coin under discussion.4 

This interpretation is problematic, however. Firstly, this would indicate a coin struck using 
obverse dies in the names of  two different  kings, with a gap between their two reigns. /Ethelwald 
Moll was the father  of  /Ethelred I, but the intervening reign of  Alchred (765-74) makes muling 
less likely. Another possibility would be that /Ethelwald associated his son with his kingship, and 
that the coin reflects  their joint kingship. There is no evidence otherwise to suggest that this was 
the case, but Northumbrian history of  the eighth century is poorly documented after  Bede, and 
the lack of  supporting evidence need not be conclusive. There are certainly parallels for  such a 
joint issue in Byzantine coinage and, although such an issue would appear unprecedented in 
western Europe in this period, the fact  that the kings of  Northumbria adopted regal coinage some 
years before  their Southumbrian counterparts provides a parallel for  the innovative use of 
coinage as a reflection  of  royal power in eighth-century Northumbria. Such an explanation would 
account for  the apparent use of  a double obverse, but it is not clear that one needs to look for 
elaborate explanations for  this. Within the reign of  /Ethelred I, Booth notes the existence of  a 
double obverse, one side of  which has the inscription +AED1LRED round a plain cross. The other 
side is definitely  an obverse of  the moneyer Ceolbald, and this one probably is also.5 This sug-
gests a certain lack of  care in the striking of  coins in the reign of  /Ethelred I, which would fit  with 
the fact  that both legends on the coin now under discussion appear to be blundered. 

Another argument against the attribution of  the coin to the reign of  /Ethelwald Moll is stylistic. The 
Northumbrian regal coinage up to the 880s characteristically shows an animal design on the reverse. 
It is not certain whether a shift  to a design with inscriptions on both obverse and reverse took place 
late in the reign of  /Elfwald  I, or in the second reign of  /Ethelred I, since this depends on whether a 
double-inscription type in the name of  /Elfwald  should be attributed to /Elfwald  I or /Elfwald  II.6 In 
either case, it seems less likely that there would be a shift  away from  the use of  animal designs under 
/Ethelwald Moll and a return to them under Alchred, followed  by another shift  under /Elfwald  I or 
/Ethelred I, than that a single change took place, whether under /Elfwald  I or /Ethelred I. 

Northumbrian coins with double inscriptions are known earlier, of  course, including the two 
examples already attributed to /Ethelwald Moll, but these are all joint issues with the archbishops 
of  York. Given the blundering of  the inscriptions, it is just conceivable that +RAEDILRED could 
represent +EDILRED AR, but this would require both special pleading and the invention of  an other-
wise unrecorded archbishop. By contrast, the style of  the coin is quite consistent with the double 
inscription coins of  the second reign of  /Ethelred I. 

4 Booth, 'Coinage and Northumbrian history', as in n. 3, p. 73. 
5 Booth, 'Coinage and Northumbrian history', as in n. 3, p. 68. 
f'Booth,  'Coinage and Northumbrian history', as in n. 3, pp. 58-9, 65-6; E.J.E. Pirie, Coins of  the Kingdom  of  Northumbria,  c. 

700-867  in the Yorkshire  Collections  (Llanfyllin,  1996), pp. 26-7. 
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To conclude, the blundered inscriptions on both sides of  the coin make a definitive  interpretation 

problematic. Both the appearance of  a comparatively high silver content and the style of  the designs 
suggest a late eighth-century date. While an attribution to /Ethelwald Moll is conceivable, based on 
one reading of  the inscription, a more likely explanation is that the coin should be attributed to the 
second reign of  /Ethelred I (790-6), muling a slightly blundered obverse of  /Ethelred I with a con-
siderably more blundered contemporary reverse derived from  an obverse inscription of  /Elfwald  I 

A NORTHUMBRIAN 'STYCA' FROM WILTSHIRE: THE PROBLEM WITH SOUTHERN PROVENANCES OF 'STYCAS' 
PAUL ROBINSON 

IN 1914 the Revd A.T. Richardson, vicar of  Keevil in Wiltshire, compiled a typewritten quarto 
volume, 294 pages in length, entitled Annals of  Keevil  and Bulkington. 
One copy was deposited in the library of  the Wiltshire Archaeological and Natural History Society 
at Devizes and was reviewed in the Wiltshire  Archaeological  and Natural  History  Magazine.'  On 
pages 8 and 9 some sixty coins are listed which had been 'found  by MrW. Ghey, mostly in 
'Henleys.' (William Ghey farmed  at Wick Leaze in Keevil, which included a field  know as 
'Henleys'.) The coins, which had been identified  and listed by G.F. Hill from  the British Museum, 
comprise: one Ancient British silver coin of  the Dobunni (type C in Allen's classification  of 
Dobunnic coins and incorrectly described as having been found  at the nearby town of 
Trowbridge);2 fifty-two  Roman coins; one Saxon coin which is the subject of  this note; and six 
Nuremberg jetons. The Saxon coin is particularly unusual as a find  from  South-West England. It is a 
Northumbrian 'styca' of  Wigmund, Archbishop of  York from  837 to 854, by the moneyer Hunlaf. 
The legends are transcribed without precision in the list as 'Obv. VIGMUND. Rev. HUNLAF'. Both 
the Dobunnic silver coin and the 'styca' were donated by Mr Ghey to the British Museum: the lat-
ter has the accession number 1914.7.11.2, but cannot now be identified  in the collection. The 
Museum's accession register records the find  spot as 'near Trowbridge', which is the nearest town, 
and transcribes the legends as +VIGMVND and +HVMLAF. 

Even though the coins listed were said to have been found  'mostly  in Henleys', inferring  that one or 
some had not been found  in that field,  there is every reason to accept the 'styca' as a genuine local find, 
whether made at that precise findspot  or not. The coin is thus important as an extremely uncommon 
provenanced Northumbrian coin from  Southern Britain, not previously noticed in numismatic literature. 

There are a number of  records of  finds  of  Northumbrian 'stycas' from  Southern England. Two small 
hoards of  'stycas' are said to have been found  respectively at Bath (Inventory  - ) and London 
(.Inventory  243),3 but both have been argued to be spurious by Michael Dolley.4 Blackburn and Pagan, 
it may be noted, retain the latter find  in their listing of  coin hoards from  the British Isles.5 These 
purported hoards, together with individual finds  made at Trewiddle and Brighton in Southern England, 
have been dismissed by Elizabeth Pirie.6 However, the recent discovery of  a hoard of  'stycas' in 
London,7 of  a 'styca' of  Redwulf  on the Thames foreshore  at Lambeth,8 and, perhaps of  lesser 
relevance, of  a Viking weight, embellished with a 'styca' probably of  Eanred which was found  at 
Faversham in Kent9 show, together with the evidence of  the find  from  Keevil, that recorded finds  from 
the extreme south of  England should not lightly be dismissed. 

1 Wilts.  Arch, and Nat.  Hist.  Magazine  39 (1915-17), 100-2. 
2 D.E Allen, 'The Origins of  Coinage in Britain: a Re-appraisal', in Problems of  the Iron  Age in Southern  Britain, edited by S.S. 

Frere (= University of  London Occasional Paper 11) (London, 1960), 97-308, at p. 249. 
3 J.D.A. Thompson, Inventory  of  British Coin Hoards  A. D. 600-1500, (Royal Numismatic Society, London, 1956). 
4 R.H.M. Dolley, 'A Spurious Hoard of  Northumbrian Copper Coins from  Bath', NC  7th. series, vol. 5 (1965), 197-200; R.H.M. 

Dolley, 'Coin Hoards from  the London Area as Evidence for  the Pre-eminence of  London in the Later Saxon Period', Trans.  London 
and Middlesex  Arch. Soc. 20 (1960), 37-50, at p. 38. 

5 M.A.S. Blackburn and H.E. Pagan, 'A Revised Check-List of  Coin Hoards from  the British Isles, c. 500-1100', in Anglo-Saxon 
Monetary  History:  Essays in Memory  of  Michael  Dolley,  edited by M.A.S. Blackburn (Leicester, 1986), 291-313, at p. 293, no. 28. 

6 Elizabeth J.E. Pirie, 'Finds of  'sceattas' and 'stycas' of  Northumbria', in M.A.S. Blackburn (editor), as in n. 5, 69-90, at p. 85. 
7 Gareth Williams, pers. comm. 
8 BNJ65  (1995), 239, no. 115. 
9 G. Williams, 'Anglo-Saxon and Viking Coin Weights', BNJ  69 (1999), 19-36. 



SHORT ARTICLES AND NOTES 161 In this respect it is worth revisiting the Bath hoard, not least as that city lies only twelve miles from 
Keevil. The argument that the Bath hoard was a false  one may be questioned on at least two counts. 
First, while it is accepted that the twenty-five  'stycas' were from  a hoard, it is not possible to show 
convincingly which other known hoard from  the north of  England they are likely to have belonged to 
originally, the suggestion being made that they might derive from  'the sizeable but ill-recorded 
Kirkoswald hoard of  1808 (Inventory  225)'10 in effect  by a process of  elimination. Secondly, it may 
be noted that at least one other Anglo-Saxon object is said to have been discovered at the same time 
on the site of  the White Hart Hotel. This is a fragment  of  a cross-shaft  with carved interlaced design.11 

However, a group of  six 'gun money' coins was also found  at the same time as the 'styca' hoard, 
and the improbable coincidence that there should have been found  here two hoards or groups of 
coins, both of  which originated a considerable distance from  Bath, means that it is stretching 
credulity too far  to see either or both of  them as genuine finds  from  the city, even though, pace 
general belief,  individual finds  of  'gun money' are not infrequently  made in at least the west of 
England. Until more conclusive evidence is discovered about their provenance, it is safer  to disre-
gard the purported Bath find.  The 'styca' of  Wigmund from  Keevil remains then the only appar-
ently genuine record to date of  the finding  of  a Northumbrian 'styca' in Wessex. 

COINS of  the Anglo-Saxon burh of  Axbridge in north-west Somerset are extremely rare: Elmore 
Jones1 recorded only nineteen, two of  which are of  jEthelred's Long Cross  type, followed  by 
eleven of  Cnut and six of  Harthacnut. It was therefore  with no little excitement that we recently 
became aware of  a coin of  Edgar's Reform  type that had apparently been found  near Winchester 
by a metal detectorist. Slightly chipped, with die axis 180°, it reads /tLFSIG M-O AXAN and 
weighs 1.64 g (25.2 grains) (Fig. 1). There is a flaw  or gouge in the obverse die at 12 o'clock, 
which obliterates the E of  the king's name. It appears incuse on the reverse of  the coin, removing 
the front  of  the letter M. 

Although AXA and AXAN are found  on coins of  vflthelred  and Cnut as abbreviations of  the 
name recorded in the early tenth-century Burghal Hidage as Axanbryge the thought crossed our 
minds that in this case we could perhaps have a misspelt reading of  Exeter, for  although the usual 
four-letter  abbreviation of  that city in jEthelred's reign is EAXE the form  EXAN is found  in 
Edgar's Reform  issue (e.g. Hildebrand 6) and occasionally in vEthelred's First  Hand  type (e.g. 
Hildebrand 464). However, no moneyer named ^Elfsige  is known at Exeter, but in First  Hand  the 
name occurs at the Somerset town of  Ilchester (e.g. Hildebrand 1014-15), which reinforces  an 
attribution to Axbridge. 

Axbridge is only two or three miles from  Cheddar, the site of  a palace of  the Anglo-Saxon kings. 
Although it was only a small burh, its moneyer is likely to have been required from  time to time to 
coin silver for  the king when he was at Cheddar. Its participation in Edgar's reform  of  the coinage 
c.973 is satisfying  to have established. Perhaps one day a coin of  the pre-reform  Circumscription 
Cross type will turn up to show that a moneyer operated at Axbridge before  then. 

111 J.D.A. Thompson, as in n. 3. 
" B. Cunliffe,  Excavations in Bath, 1950-1975 (= Committee for  Rescue Archaeology in Avon, Gloucestershire and Somerset 

Excavation Report 1), Bristol (1979), p. 140. 

AN EDGAR REFORM PENNY OF AXBRIDGE 
STEWART LYON AND MICHAEL SHARP 

Fig. 1 

1 F. Elmore Jones, 'The Mint of  Axbridge', BNJ  30,1 (1960), 61-9 and pi. VI. 
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TWO SMALL HOARDS OF WILLIAM I 
ANNA GANNON AND GARETH WILLIAMS 

COINS of  William I (1066-87) are comparatively rare finds,  so it is interesting to note two very 
similar parcels of  coins recently sent to the British Museum for  identification  under the terms of 
the Treasure Act (1996). The finds,  both of  which were found  by metal detectorists, were from 
Maltby Springs in North Lincolnshire (found  in September 1999) and from  Tiverton in Cheshire 
(found  in June 2000). Both parcels were interpreted as hoards, and were accordingly declared 
Treasure under the Treasure act. The Maltby Springs hoard has been acquired by the British 
Museum, and Cheshire Museums Service hopes to acquire the hoard from  Tiverton. 

All the coins (five  from  Maltby Springs and six, one of  them a cut half,  from  Tiverton) date from 
the reign of  William I and all but one are of  the same type: in the Maltby Springs hoard there is one 
penny of  the 'Two Sceptres' type (BMC  iv, North 844) and four  of  the 'Two Stars' type (BMC  v, 
North 845), whilst all the coins in the Tiverton hoard are of  the 'Two Stars' type. In the relative 
chronology of  William's coinage the 'Two Stars' type immediately follows  the 'Two Sceptres' type. 

If  we compare Maltby Springs and Tiverton with other known hoards, Michael Metcalf  records four 
hoards of  the 'Two Sceptres' type, from  Beddington Park in Surrey, Malmesbury in Gloucestershire, 
London St Mary at Hill, and Cranwich in Norfolk,  and only one hoard of  the 'Two Stars' type, that 
from  Scaldwell, near Northampton.1 The dates that are conventionally given for  these issues are 
c. 1072-4 or later for  the 'Two Sceptres', and c. 1074-7 for  the 'Two Stars', although there is no firm 
evidence for  these dates.2 

Michael Dolley associated the deposition of  the St Mary at Hill hoard with the plot of  Roger and 
Waltheof  in 1075, and William's subsequent revenge.3 This would mean readjusting the theoreti-
cally ascribed dating of  the 'Two Sceptres' and subsequent types, but there is no particular reason 
to associate the hoard with that event, and one must beware of  the temptation to associate hoards 
with historical events unless there is clear evidence to suggest a connection. While Maltby Springs 
and Tiverton might fit  the date of  the 1075 rebellion slightly better, there is similarly no strong 
reason to associate them with it, since there is no connection between the findspots  and the rebel-
lion. The size of  the two hoards must also be borne in mind. In both cases, the coins might repre-
sent around a week's earnings4 and, although no trace of  a receptacle was found  in either case, the 
most likely explanation in both cases might be the casual loss of  a purse rather than deliberate 
deposition. If  this is so, it is interesting to note that the two hoards are of  such similar size. 

Both Tiverton and Maltby Springs are mentioned in Domesday Book,5  which provides some con-
text for  the availability of  work and wealth in the area. Although we do not know how the coins 
came to be lost, and despite the small size of  the hoards, they contribute to our understanding of 
currency circulation in the reign of  William I. Firstly, the existence of  two more small hoards of  this 
period indicates a higher level of  circulation than previously known hoards would suggest. 
Secondly, although the search for  die-links for  the coins was not exhaustive, the fact  that a number 
of  the coins can not be readily linked with previously recorded dies also points to a more extensive 
coinage than the rarity of  finds  alone might suggest. 

As one might expect, both hoards reflect  wider trends in currency circulation.6 The Maltby Springs 
hoard, with two local coins from  Lincoln and another eastern coin from  Norwich is what one might 
expect from  a hoard from  Lincolnshire. Two London coins and one from  Canterbury give a south-
eastern slant to the Tiverton hoard but reflect  both a more general tendency for  currency to move from 

Acknowledgement:  The authors are grateful  to Marion Archibald for  commenting on this paper in draft. 
1 D.M. Metcalf,  An Atlas of  Anglo-Saxon  and Norman  Coin Finds,  973-1086  (London, 1998), pp. 183-5. 
2 Metcalf,  Atlas,  as in note 1, pp. 183-5. 
3 M. Dolley, 'Coin hoards from  the London area as evidence for  the pre-eminence of  London in the later Saxon period, Trans. 

London and Middx  Arch. Soc.  20(2) (1960), 37-50. 
4 Metcalf,  Atlas,  as in note 1, p. 14. 
5 Domesday Book  (J. Morris gen. ed.): Tiverton: Cheshire, vol. 26 (Chichester, 1978), p. 264: 2, 26; Maltby (Springs): 

Lincolnshire, vol 31 (Chichester, 1986), p. 349: 13, 29. 
6 Metcalf,  Atlas,  as in note 1, p. 277. 
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east to west, and the prevalence in the currency of  coins from  major mints. Shrewsbury may be 
regarded as a local mint for  neighbouring Cheshire, while the coin from  Warwick, like those of  Oxford 
in the Maltby Springs hoard, simply testifies  to the wide general circulation of  the coinage. 
Description of  the coins 

The 'Two Sceptres' type has on the obverse a facing  crowned bust holding two differenti-
ated sceptres; on the reverse there is a cross fleury  with annulets in the centre over a cross 
botonnee. The 'Two Stars' type has a facing  crowned bust between two stars, and on the 
reverse a cross botonnee over a quadrilateral with incurved sides, and a central annulet. Both 
hoards are shown on Plate 36. 
Maltby  Springs 
1. Two Sceptres type, BMC  iv: Mint Oxford,  moneyer Brihtred, weight: 1.36 g. 
Obv: +PILLELMREXANGL 
Rev: +BR1HTREDONOXEN 

2. Two Stars type, BMC  v: Mint Lincoln, moneyer Wihtric, weight: 1.40 g. 
Obv: +PILLELMREXAN 
Rev: +P1HTRONLINCOL 

3. Two Stars type, BMC  v: Mint Lincoln, moneyer Wihtric, weight: 1.33 g. 
Obv: +PILLE[ ]REXAN 
Rev: +PIHTRICONLINCO 

4. Two Stars type, BMC  v: Mint Norwich, moneyer Godwine, weight: 1.35 g. 
Obv: +PILLELMREXAN 
Rev: + GODPINEONNOR 

5. Two Stars type, BMC  v: Mint Oxford,  moneyer Brihtred, weight: 1.31 g. 
Obv: +PILLELMREXAN 
Rev: +BR1HTREDONOXSE 
This coin was struck from the same dies as a coin in the British Museum collection (CM 1985, 7-82, 22). 

The coins from  Maltby Springs are in good condition, and their weights are high. This might sug-
gest that the 'Two Stars' coins from  the hoard were issued early in the type, which would also fit 
with the survival of  a coin of  the 'Two Sceptres' type within the circulating currency. 
Tiverton 
1. Two Stars type, BMC  v: Mint Canterbury, moneyer Alfred,  weight: 1.16 g (slightly chipped). 
Obv: [  ]LLELM[ ] 
Rev: +IELFRDON[ ]NT[ ]LE1 

2. Two Stars type, BMC  v: Mint London, moneyer Godric, weight: 1.26 g. 
Obv: +PILLELMREXAN 
Rev: +GODR1CONLVNDE 

3. Two Stars type, BMC  v: Mint London, moneyer Godwine, weight: 1.13 g (this coin is in three fragments). 
Obv: +PILLELMREXAN 
Rev: +GODPINEONLVND 
This coin shares an obverse die with SCBI  l i b , 23-4, and a reverse die with SCBI  21, 1200. 

4. Two Stars type, BMC  v: Mint Shrewsbury, moneyer Godesbrand. A large fragment  of the coin is missing and what 
remains is in two pieces. These were crudely repaired by fastening a self-adhesive sanding disk to the obverse. At the 
time of writing, this has not been removed, since the coins are still technically the property of the finders, 
Obv: -
Rev: +GOD[ ]BRNDONSI 

5. Two Stars type, BMC  v: Mint Warwick, moneyer Thurcil, weight: 1.22 g. 
Obv: +PILLELMREXAN 
Rev: [+J-BIVRCILONPIER-

6. Two Stars type, BMC  v: Broken cut half, with piece missing, heavily corroded. Only the type can be identifed with 
certainty, as both fragments  feature  the characteristic star, but the inscription is completely illegible. 
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Maltby Springs 

Tiverton 

GANNON AND WILLIAMS: TWO SMALL HOARDS OF WILLIAM I 
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With the exception of  the coin of  Godric of  London, the coins from  Tiverton are less well-pre-
served than those from  Maltby Springs, and tend to be brittle. They appear to have been in circula-
tion for  a while before  their deposition, and their weight is generally below average for  the type, 
but both of  these factors  may reflect  their state of  preservation and the soil conditions. 

TWO SCOTTISH MEDIAEVAL HOARDS 
N.M.McQ. HOLMES 

Kilvaxter, Skye (2000) 
A group of  four  long cross pennies of  Henry III was found  during the excavation of  a souterrain 
and surrounding area.1 The find-spot  was described as 'tucked into the side of  a substantial stone 
platform  to the NE of  the souterrain'. 

Although it comprises only four  coins, the hoard from  Kilvaxter is of  interest because of  its date 
and location. Three of  the pennies are of  class 5, giving a terminus post quern for  deposit of  1251, 
but the state of  preservation - corroded and covered with thick black accretion - has rendered 
attribution to sub-class impossible. 

Very few  hoards of  this period have been recorded from  Scotland, and this is the first  since 
1937, when a scattered group of  fourteen  English pennies was recovered at Newcastleton, 
Roxburghshire.2 Around 1924 sixty-five  coins were found  at Hazelrigg, Balmaclellan, 
Dumfriesshire;3  this is the largest hoard of  the period from  Scotland, and included one sterling of 
John I, Duke of  Brabant, giving a terminus post quern of  1261. The only other definitely  attested 
hoard of  the period comprised one penny and three cut halfpennies  from  Glenluce Sands, 
Wigtownshire, found  before  1880.4 Twelve coins found  before  1831 at Jedburgh may be of  the 
long-cross period or earlier.5 

Since all these groups of  coins have come from  the far  south of  Scotland, this hoard from  Skye 
represents an anomaly on the distribution map, but the evidence of  single finds  renders its pres-
ence far  from  surprising. Records of  coins found  by archaeologists and detectorists in the last 
quarter of  the twentieth century indicate that thirteenth-century silver coins circulated widely 
throughout Scotland. A distribution map of  these finds  would reveal little more than which areas 
have so far  been searched, but the fact  that coins of  this relatively early period have been recov-
ered in numbers from  sites well away from  the commercial and administrative centres of  the south 
and east of  Scotland is sufficient  to demonstrate the range of  their circulation. In particular, the 
total of  ten short cross and long cross coins found  at Finlaggan, Islay, indicates that coinage fre-
quently reached the Western Isles. 

The vast majority of  the thirteenth-century coins found  in Scotland were minted in England, 
and it is clear that, as in the much better studied Edwardian period, coins of  the Scottish kings 
made up only a small proportion of  those in circulation north of  the border. This is not entirely 
surprising, since the volume of  the English coinage was many times greater than that of  its 
Scottish equivalent. Cross-border trade ensured that coins moved freely  in both directions 
(although Scottish coins were not officially  allowed to circulate in England until 1292). It is the 
absence of  hoard evidence, and the scarcity until relatively recent times of  isolated finds,  which 
has prevented any serious assessment of  coinage in Scotland before  1280. It is now becoming 
clear that a lack of  hoards does not reflect  a lack of  coinage, but merely suggests that circum-
stances were not such as to persuade many people to bury their wealth in the ground. 

1 The excavation took place under the auspices of  Kilmuir Community Council and was directed by Roger Miket, to whom the 
writer is grateful  for  permission to examine and publish the hoard. 

2 J.D.A. Thompson, Inventory  of  British Coin Hoards  A.D. 600-1500 (Oxford,  1956), pp. 107-8, no. 283. 
3 J. Davidson, 'Coin Finds in Dumfriesshire  and Galloway', Trans.  Dumfries  and Galloway Nat.  Hist  and Ant. Soc.  26 (1947-8), 

100-13, at pp. 109-12. 
4 G. Wilson, 'Notes on a Collection of  Implements and Ornaments of  Stone, Bronze, &c. from  Glenluce, Wigtownshire', PSAS  15 

(1880-1), 262-76, at p. 275. 
5 D.M. Metcalf,  'Some Finds of  Medieval Coins from  Scotland and the North of  England', BNJ  30 (1960-1), 88-123, no. 21. 
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Summary 
A summary of  the hoard in the Inventory  format  might be as follows: 
KILVAXTER, Skye, 2001 
4 /R English. Deposit 1251 + 
ENGLAND (4 pennies) 
Henry III, 'long cross' coinage: Canterbury (1) - 5, Robert, 1: London (1) - 3(b?), Henri, 1: uncertain mint (2) - 5, 
Willem, 1; 5, uncertain moneyer, 1. 

Discovery and deposition:  Found during excavation of area surrounding a souterrain. Allocation of finds awaited. 

LIST OF COINS 
Weight  in grams 

Number  (after  cleaning) 
Henry I I I pennies, long cross series 
Canterbury 

1 Class 5, Robert, ROB / [6] RT / ONC / [ ]; ON ligatured 1.01 
London 

2 Class 3(b?), Henri, hfil / RIO / NL / VHD; HD ligatured 0.85 
Uncertain  mint 

3 Class 5, Willem (Canterbury, Durham or London), 
WILL/L [ ] / 0 [ ] / [ ] 0.98 

4 Class 5, uncertain moneyer 0.95 

Greenhill, Stirlingshire (2001) 
Forty Edwardian pennies - thirty-nine English and one Irish - were recovered in July and 
August 2001 by Messrs C. Irvine, S. McCreadie and J. Smith, using metal-detectors. The coins 
were found  at an average depth of  six inches below the surface  of  pasture land just to the south 
of  the railway line at Greenhill Upper Junction. The Antonine Wall and the Roman fortlet  at 
Seabegs lie close by, but there is no evidence of  fourteenth-century  occupation in the immediate 
vicinity of  the find-spot. 

The coins were found  spread out, and the condition of  many of  them is consistent with plough 
disturbance. The finders  are convinced that no other coins are currently present at a depth acces-
sible to their detectors, and no further  ploughing is expected to take place in the immediate 
future,  so it seems appropriate to report the find  in its present state, although it is possible that 
further  searching may eventually result in the recovery of  more coins. The hoard has been 
claimed as Treasure Trove, and allocated to Falkirk Museum. 

The latest coin in the assemblage is an Edward II penny of  class 14, giving a terminus post 
quem for  the deposit of  around 1317. By this time the armies of  Robert Bruce had effectively 
re-established Scottish independence (the battlefield  of  Bannockburn (1314) lies no more than 
about eight miles to the north of  where this hoard was found),  and Berwick was recaptured in 
1318, but no doubt the concealment of  wealth would still have been regarded as advisable. 
Summary 
A summary of  the hoard in the Inventory  format  might be as follows: 
GREENHILL, Stirlingshire, 2001 
40 /R English and Irish. Deposit c.1317 + 

ENGLAND (39 pennies) 
Edward I II: Berwick (1) - 4b, 1: Bristol (1) - 9bl, 1: Bury St Edmunds (1) - 10cf3a3, 1: Canterbury (11) - 2b, 1; 
3g3(?), 1; 4a4, 1; 4b, 1; 4d, 1; 10ab3a/10ab2, 1; 10ab5, 1; lOcfl, 1; 10cf2a, 1; l la2, 1; 14, 1: Durham (2) - 9bl, 1; 
lOcfl, 1: London (20) - lc, 1; 3c, l ; 3 g l , l ;4b, l ;4e, 1; 8b, l ; 9 a l , l;9a2, 1; 10ab5, 1; 10cfl,2; 10cf2a, 1; I0cf3bl,4; 
10cf(3bl?), 1; 10cf3b2, 1; l l b l , 1; l lb2, 1: York (Royal) (3) - 3e, l ; 9 b l , 2 . 

IRELAND (1 penny) 
Edward I: Dublin (1) - Dolley 6, 1. 

Discoveiy and deposition:  Found by metal-detector, dispersed in pasture land. Declared to be Treasure Trove and allo-
cated to Falkirk Museum. 
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LIST OF COINS 

Number  Weight  in grammes 
ENGLAND 

Edward I—II pennies (SCBI North 1989 classification)6 

Berwick 1 4b (SCBIN 1139) 1.40 

Bristol 2 9bl; unbarred 1 Ns; contractive marks; star on breast (SCBIN 378) 1.33 

Bury St  Edmunds 
3 10cf3a3 1.33 

Canterbury 4 2b (SCBIN 68) 1.30 
5 3g3(?); obverse double-struck; chipped and buckled 1.23 
6 4a4; barred A / ?; oval face; cracked and buckled 1.37 
7 4b; straight-sided lettering; broken hair 1.31 
8 4d; incomplete 1.03 
9 10ab3a/ 10ab2; hYB' 1.34 
10 10ab5; late lettering; R1 1.35 
11 lOcfl 1.33 
12 10cf2a; A2, E?, h?, N2 1.34 
13 l la2; large, angular C (SCBIN 787) 1.30 
14 14; new E; slightly chipped 1.29 

Durham 15 9b 1; plain cross; unbarred 2 / pot-hook Ns; star on breast 1.28 
16 lOcfl; cross moline 1.21 

London 
17 lc; N/N; crown 2 1.31 
18 3c; h i , SI, R l ; face 2b(?) 1.18 
19 3gl; S2; stops 3 (SCBIN 157); cracked and slightly buckled 1.30 
20 4b; broken jewel and hair; late drapery; clipped 1.12 
21 4e; incomplete 0.86 
22 8b; face 2; straight / incurved letters; unbarred N in LON 1.20 
23 9al; incurved letters; barred As; ? star on breast; slightly buckled 1.32 
24 9a2; straight letters; star on breast (SCBIN 352) 1.34 
25 10ab5; late lettering; R2 1.30 
26 lOcfl (SCBIN 578 etc.) 1.32 
27 lOcfl 1.22 
28 10cf2a; A l , E?, h3, N2 1.22 
29 10cf3bl (SCBIN 676-7); slightly bent 1.29 
30 10cf3bl 1.26 
31 10cf3bl; hYB:; slightly clipped 1.03 
32 10cf3bl; broken O; slightly broken chin; incomplete 1.08 
33 10cf(3bl?); ? letter A o f this class; fragment 0.59 
34 10cf3b2; seriffed  A and N where legible; mutilated 1.25 
35 l l b l (SCBIN 807-8) 1.37 
36 l l b 2 1.32 

York  (Royal) 
37 3e; damaged hair; incomplete 1.04 
38-39 9b 1; pot-hook Ns; star on breast (SCBIN 417) 1.39, 1.27 

IRELAND 

Dublin 
40 Edward I penny, Dolley type 67 1.22 

6 J.J. North, The  J.J.  North  Collection.  Edwardian  English  Silver  Coins 1279-1351 (=  SCBI  39) (Oxford,  1989). 
7 R.H.M. Dolley, 'The Irish Mints of  Edward I in the Light of  the Coin-Hoards from  Ireland and Great Britain', Proceedings  of  the 

Royal Irish  Academy,  vol 66, section C (1968), 235-97. 
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UNPUBLISHED SCOTTISH FRACTIONS FROM THE DAVID ROGERS 
COLLECTION 

N.M.McQ. HOLMES 
THE three coins described and illustrated here all belonged to the late D.J. de S. Rogers, whose 
tragic death in 1999 robbed him of  the opportunity of  publishing these items, which his eye for 
detail undoubtedly identified  as unusual and persuaded him to acquire.1 

The earliest of  the three is a very strange silver fraction  of  Alexander III (PI. 5, 8), belonging to 
the second recoinage of  1280 and displaying elements of  the inscriptions and designs peculiar to 
halfpennies  and farthings  - denominations which in this coinage are normally quite distinct. It 
may be described as follows: 

Obverse-. +ALEX [AND] 6RD0I [G] RA: crowned bust to left  with sceptre 
Reverse: R6X / [SGO] / TOR / VM [+]: single long cross; six-pointed mullet in each angle 
The legends are entirely correct for  a halfpenny,  therefore,  but all known halfpennies  of  this 

issue have two of  the angles of  the reverse cross blank and the others containing two mullets of 
five  or six points or one mullet and one star. A reverse with four  six-pointed mullets is the standard 
one for  farthings  of  the same coinage, but the legends for  this denomination read 
+ALQXAND6RR0X // SG / OT / OR / VM. 

In deciding whether this coin should be regarded as a halfpenny  or a farthing,  the most obvious 
clue ought to be provided by the weight. Since the theoretical weight of  Alexander Ill's pennies 
was 22.5 grains, and this coin weighs only 5.4 grains, it would seem on this basis almost 
certainly to be a farthing.  However, it should be noted that it has either been struck on an under-
sized flan  or else clipped, that a sizeable chip is missing, and that there is evidence of  con-
siderable wear. A method less susceptible to circumstances after  striking involves measuring the 
diameter of  the inner circle on this and other coins. The exterior diameter of  the inner circles on 
the new coin (i.e. including the thickness of  the circle itself)  is 9 mm on the obverse and 8.5 mm 
on the reverse. Ten halfpennies  and six farthings  of  Alexander III in the collections of  the 
National Museums of  Scotland were also measured, and the inner circle on the halfpennies 
invariably measured 9 mm on both sides. For the farthings  the figure  was 8 mm, except for  two 
reverses measuring 8.5 mm. On this basis the new coin seems more likely to have been a 
halfpenny. 

If  this were the case, it seems possible that the coin represents a very early issue, in which the 
reverse designs of  the penny, halfpenny  and farthing  were the same. A decision may then have 
been taken to remove two of  the mullets from  the reverse of  the halfpenny  in order to render this 
denomination more easily distinguishable from  the farthing.  It may be noted that there are also 
extremely rare farthings  with two of  the four  mullets apparently erased from  the die, and these 
may also have been produced during such an early, experimental period. 

A halfpenny  of  Robert II (1371-90) appears almost certain to be the first  recorded example from 
the mint of  Perth (PI. 5, 9). Unfortunately  the second half  of  the reverse legend has been partially 
obscured by abrasions, but what survives - VILL / AD6 / [ ] / [ ] h [ ] - leaves little scope for  an 
alternative interpretation. No known specimen of  a halfpenny  of  this reign from  either Edinburgh 
or Dundee displays this reading in the first  two sections, and the h is of  the same squat form, 
similar to an fl,  as appears on the Perth pennies. 

It is perhaps only to be expected that halfpennies  should have been struck for  Robert II at 
Perth, given that groats, half-groats  and pennies of  that mint are far  from  rare, and it may be 
regarded as surprising that no specimen has been recorded previously. Examples of  both 
pennies and halfpennies  from  Dundee, the groats and half-groats  from  which mint are much 

1 The writer is very grateful  to Paul and Bente Withers for  bringing these coins to his attention and allowing him to examine them. 
They have now been acquired by the National Museums of  Scotland. 
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scarcer than those from  Perth, are themselves extremely rare but have been known for  a great 
many years. (The halfpenny  in the NMS collections was acquired in 1921.) 

Also worth mentioning alongside the two preceding coins is an Edinburgh halfpenny  of  Robert 
III (1390-1406) (PI. 5,10). The coin belongs to the first  issue of  the heavy coinage, and is not in 
itself  of  any particular rarity, but it has one notable feature  in that the stops between the words in 
the obverse legend are in the form  of  three pellets arranged vertically. These also appear on some 
groats which have been identified  as among the earliest of  the facing-bust  coinage (Burns 288-90, 
nos 2-1)? This form  of  stop was not recorded by Burns on a halfpenny,  and only once on a penny 
- on two die-linked specimens with royal title on both sides (338, nos 7 and 7a) - and the writer is 
not aware of  any published specimen with this feature. 

TWO HOARDS FROM NORTH YORKSHIRE 
CRAIG BARCLAY 

Skipton Bridge, Thirsk 
BETWEEN February and May 1997 Messrs B.K. Wise and G. Fletcher recovered a hoard of  74 
coins while metal-detecting on farmland  near Skipton on Swale, North Yorkshire. The majority of 
the coins were recovered from  within an area measuring 1 0 X 6 feet. 

Upon examination, the hoard was found  to comprise three English groats, two English half-
groats, 68 English pennies, and a single Continental sterling.' All of  the English coins were found 
to have been struck between the reigns of  Edward I (1272-1307) and Richard II (1377-99), whilst 
the Continental sterling was struck in the name of  William I of  Namur & Meraude (1337-91). The 
total face  value of  the find  was Is.  Id. 

The 1997 find  represents the second group of  medieval coins to be found  at Skipton Bridge. The 
previous find  was made in July 1949 by Mr William Stanley Plant and comprised 383 coins with a 
face  value of  £2 2s. Id.,  the latest issues being five  coins of  Henry IV, struck shortly after  his 
accession in 1399.2 

The coins belonging to the 1997 find  were declared to be Treasure Trove at an inquest held in 
Richmond on 18 February 1998 and were subsequently returned to the finders. 

The contents of  the hoards may be summarised by reign as follows: 

1949 % 1997 % 
England Edward I—II 69 18.0 12 16.2 

Edward II or I I I 2 0.5 - -

Edward I I I 226 59.0 48 64.9 
Ed. I l l or Ric. I I 10 2.6 2 2.7 
Richard I I 56 14.6 11 14.9 
Henry IV 5 1.3 - -

Anglo-Gallic Edward I I I 1 0.3 - -

Ireland Edward I 2 0.5 - -

Scotland David I I 1 0.3 - -

Robert I I I 8 2.1 - -

Continental 'sterlings' 3 0.8 1 1.4 
TOTAL 383 74 

The weak tail-off  of  the 1949 hoard notwithstanding, the two parcels would accordingly appear 
at one level to be of  basically very similar composition. An examination of  the denominations rep-
resented, however, reveals a comparative under-representation of  high-value coins in the 1997 
find: 

2 E. Bums, The  Coinage  of  Scotland  (Edinburgh, 1887). 
1 The author is grateful  to Dr Barrie Cook for  his help and advice. 
2 G.K. Jenkins, 'The Skipton Treasure Trove', NC  1949, 253-7. 
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Groat 
Halfgroat 
Penny (inc.  foreign) 

1949 
number % of  face  value 

25 19.6% 
53 20.7% 

305 59.7% 

1997 
number % of  face  value 

3 14.1% 
2 4.7% 

69 81.2% 
The finders  reported that no trace of  any container was observed in association with the 

coins, but this may merely indicate that they were originally placed in a container made of  an 
organic material which has since perished. 

On the basis of  local anecdotal evidence, it would appear likely that the 1949 and 1997 parcels 
were recovered from  within the same field.  The similar compositions of  the two groups of  coins 
suggest that both were placed in the ground c. 1399-1405. 

CATALOGUE 
Edward I-II (12) 

Pence Weight  (g) 
Bury St  Edmunds 
Class 10cf5 (a2) 1.05 

Canterbury 
Class 3d ' 1.00 
Class 4a2 1.31 
Class 4b 1.07 
Class l i b 1.06 
London 
Class 2a 1.02 
Class 9b 1 1.02 
Class 10ab2 1.10 
Class lOcfl 0.97; 1.09 
Class 10cf2 1.30 
Class 15b 0.89 

Edward III (48) 
Groats 
London Pre-Treaty C N.1147 4.54 
Pre-Treaty G N.1196 4.49 

York  (Royal) 
Pre-Treaty E N.1164 4.43 

Halfgroats 
London Pre-Treaty C N.1148 2.13; 2.22 

Pence 
Durham 
Pre-Treaty C N.1150 1.13 
Pre Treaty C N.1150 1.13 
Pre-Treaty E N.1170 1.03 
Pre-Treaty G (a) N.1215 0.98 
Pre-Treaty G (b) N.1216 1.00 
Pre-Treaty G var. N. p.54 annulets on shoulders 1.09; 1.04 
Post-Treaty N.1297 annulet on breast 1.12 
Post-treaty N . - DVN [OLM] 1.04 

London 
Florin Coinage C N.1119 Lombardic ns on reverse 1.23 
Pre-Treaty A N.1136 0.98 
Pre-Treaty C N.1149 0.90; 1.02 
Pre-Treaty D N.1156 0.86 
Treaty (k) N.1265 annulet after  DOP1 1.10 
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Pence 
York  (Royal) 
Pre-Treaty D 
York  (Archiepiscopal) 
Pre-Treaty E 
Pre-Treaty G 

Pre-Treaty G (?) 
Treaty 

Post-Treaty 

unc. 4th Coinage 

N.1157 

N.1169 
N.1211/2 
N.1210-14 
N . -
N.I 268 

N.1293 
N.1295 

N.1295 
N.1295 

N . -

TA.S 

saltire stops, annulet(?) on breast 
cross on breast 

nothing on breast 
uncertain decoration on breast 

Weight  (g) 
0.99 

1.13 
1.03; 1.14 
1.10; 1.16 
1.07 
1.10; 1.12; 
1.10 
1.12; 1.11 
1.10; 0.93; 
0.93; 1.13; 
1.07 
1.10 
1.09; 
1.11; 
1.03 
Weight  (g) 
1.05; 1.06 
0.98; 0.90 
1.10 

1.12; 
1.08; 

Edward III/ Richard II (2) 
Pence 
York  (Archiepiscopal) 
unc. issue N. - 1.11; 1.13 

Richard II (11) 
Pence 
York  (Archiepiscopal) Type la N. 1329a lis on breast 0.93; 

1.02 
1.15; 

N. 1329a cross on breast 1.02; 0.86 
N. 1329a nothing on breast 1.10 
N. 1329a uncertain decoration on breast 0.98; 

1.04 
1.10; 

Local dies, Group A N. 1330a uncertain decoration on breast 0.92; 1.10 

Continental (1) 
Sterling 
Namur  & Meraude 
William I Mayhew 361 nAfTV VRC/Ens/IS+ 0.95 

A Seventeenth-Century Clippings Hoard from  Bainbridge 
On 2 September 1998 Messrs Tony Lambert and Tim Peacock discovered a small hoard of  nine sil-
ver coins while rebuilding a wall at Carpley Green Farm, near Bainbridge, North Yorkshire. On the 
following  day James Hodgson recovered a parcel of  64 coin clippings from  the same spot; he stated 
that they had 'all been enmeshed as if  they had been in a container of  sorts'. Mr Hodgson arranged 
for  the coins and clippings to be taken to the Dales Countryside Museum for  safekeeping,  from 
where they were subsequently transferred  to the Yorkshire Museum for  more detailed study. 

Upon examination the coins and clippings were all found  to be English silver issues of  Tudor or 
Stuart date. All of  the coins were extremely heavily clipped, the latest piece represented being a 
hammered halfcrown  of  Charles II (North  2761), struck c. 1660-62. The clippings were also gen-
erally substantial, in many cases incorporating the whole of  the legend. None of  the clippings 
present could be definitely  associated with any of  the coins retrieved. 

Whilst the phenomenon of  clipping was endemic in the north throughout much of  the seven-
teenth century, it is unusual to encounter coins displaying such an extreme degree of  mutilation. It 
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is accordingly probable that the Bainbridge clippers were at work during the 1696 Recoinage, at 
which time even the most severely trimmed coins could be redeemed for  their full  face  value. 

The coins and clippings were found  to be Treasure at an Inquest held in Richmond on 
11 November 1998, and were subsequently acquired by the Dales Countryside Museum. 

CATALOGUE 
COINS 

James I (1) 
Denomination Issue  Initial  Mark  Weight  (g) 
Shilling First Coinage - 3.46 

Charles I (7) 
Halfcrown 
Halfcrown 
Halfcrown 
Halfcrown 
Halfcrown 

Halfcrown 

CLIPPINGS 

Sixpence 

Shilling 
Shilling 
Shilling 
Shilling 
Shilling 
Sixpence 
Sixpence 
Sixpence 
Sixpence 

Sixpence 
Sixpence 
Sixpence 
Sixpence 
Sixpence 

Sixpence 

Group III, Type 4 
Group III, Type 4 
Group IV 
Group V 
Group I I I -V 

North  2761 

Fine issue 

1st Issue 
3rd Issue 
3rd Issue 
3rd Issue 
3rd Issue 
2nd Issue 
2nd Issue 
2nd Issue 
2nd Issue 

3rd Issue 
3rd Issue 
3rd Issue 
3rd Issue 
3rd Issue 

uncertain issue 

Charles II (1) 

Edward VI (1) 

Elizabeth I (35) 
A 
tun 
1 
coronet 
castle 
ermine 

crescent 
hand 
tun 
woolpack 

10.42 
9.49; 9.17; 8.30 
9.02 
10.04 
7.87 

12.12 

0.23 

1.69; 1.10 
1.56; 0.39 
0.50 
1.36 
0.90; 0.56 
0.90; 0.84 
0.30 
1.06 
1.06; 0.96; 0.90; 
0.89; 0.78; 0.75; 
0.28 
0.73 
1.00 
0.97 
0.82 
0.78; 0.62; 0.59; 
0.48; 0.46; 0.45; 
0.42 
0.95; 0.78; 0.69; 
0.40; 0.37 

James I (5) 
Shilling 2nd/ 3rd Coinage - 1.64; 0.93; 0.44 
Sixpence 1st Coinage - 1.30 
Sixpence 2nd Coinage escallop 0.87 

Charles I, Tower (20) 
Halfcrown - triangle-in-circle 3.98 
Halfcrown - eye 1.85 
Halfcrown uncertain issue - 1.15; 0.58 
Shilling - triangle 1.42 
Shilling - triangle-in-circle 1.86 
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Denomination Issue 
Shilling 
Shilling Group A-B 
Shilling Group C or later 

Initial  Mark 
(P) 

2.40 
0.92 

Weight  (g) 

1.27; 1.09; 1.07; 
0.92; 0.65 

Sixpence 
Sixpence 
Sixpence 

anchor 
triangle 
eye 

0.93 
0.65 
1.00 

Sixpence uncertain issue 0.83; 0.80; 0.52; 
0.14 

Charles I, Provincial (2) 
Shilling 'Declaration' issue 1.69; 0.50 

Unidentified  (1) 
uncertain issue 0.25 

THE RICARDO INGOT: EXPERIMENTAL DIES IN THE ROYAL MINT COLLECTION 
KEVIN CLANCY 

T H E R E are in the Royal Mint collection two remarkable tools that each contain four  separate 
dies. On one is a set of  obverses, dated 1819, for  the sovereign, crown, half-crown  and shilling, 
and on the other a set of  reverses for  the same denominations (PI. 37). In appearance these com-
posite dies are unlike any other tools in the collection and Mint documents are silent on their 
purpose. They were not listed in a die catalogue of  the 1840s and, although we know that there 
was awareness of  them by the 1860s, W.J. Hocking perhaps felt  them to be such unusual or 
inexplicable items that he chose not to refer  to them in his catalogue in 1910. Once they had 
faded  out of  the living memory of  those few  who would have known why they were made their 
function  passed into the realm of  speculation. In his account of  the collection published in 1988 
Graham Dyer was not prepared to venture beyond referring  to them as a curious pair of  dies. If 
they were intended as an engineering experiment, it is not clear to what end, or if  a trial pro-
duced by one of  the engravers again the purpose remains opaque. The Mint engraver Benedetto 
Pistrucci was known for  his willingness to challenge existing practices and try out new ways of 
producing dies, but no evidence has ever been found  directly linking him to these particular 
tools. With the help, however, of  letters that have recently come to light in the Matthew Boulton 
Archive in Birmingham it is now possible to raise the veil of  mystery that has surrounded them 
for  so long and to indicate a legitimate and practical purpose.1 

The origin of  the composite dies is to be found  in 1819, a year important in British monetary 
history because a commitment was finally  made to return to a system of  cash payments. This 
meant the Bank of  England was to move towards redeeming more and more of  its notes in gold 
after  two decades of  restriction. In the debate over how the resumption should be effected  the 
political economist David Ricardo argued that to have large numbers of  gold coins in circula-
tion was a waste of  public money. He proposed that gold should be made available, but only in 
relatively large units, ideally in bullion rather than coin, and that the system of  cash payments 
that would operate would therefore  do so in a fairly  limited sphere, relieving the Bank of  the 
costly responsibility of  redeeming its lower denomination notes in sovereigns. In its full  elabo-
ration his plan would have made gold coins unnecessary, the note circulation being instead 

1 Royal Mint Library, Die Catalogue, 1845. PRO. Mint 3/15, Stock Account of  the Die Department, 1 January 1863, p. 11. W.J. 
Hocking, Catalogue  of  the Coins, Tokens,  Medals,  Dies, and Seals  in the Museum  of  the Royal Mint  (London, 1906-10), II. Dies, 
Medals  and Seals.  G.P. Dyer, 'A Living Collection: Numismatic Holdings of  the British Royal Mint', Coin World  Supplement, 
28 September 1988, p. 16. 
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Extract from Rennie's letter to Boulton, 24 December 1819, showing a sketch of the obverse ingot die, reproduced by 
kind permission of Birmingham City Archives. 

backed by gold in the form  of  bullion. He had rehearsed this plan as early as 1811, but it was 
not until 1819 that he found  a sympathetic and influential  body ready to support him. This body 
was the Lords Committee that had been charged with investigating the resumption of  cash pay-
ments. The Committee was persuaded by Ricardo and, after  a report had been laid before 
Parliament, legislation followed  which, by allowing gold to be obtained in the form  of  ingots of 
sixty ounces during a transitional period of  a few  years, enshrined the greater part of  Ricardo's 
ideas and was intended ultimately to establish Britain on the gold standard.2 Once available, the 
ingots themselves, although initially attracting a certain amount of  public attention, never 
proved very popular: only thirteen were sold out of  a production of  just over 2000.3 

The two composite dies took shape in the wake of  these developments as can now be demon-
strated from  letters written by George Rennie, Superintendent of  Machinery at the Mint. He 
explained on two separate occasions to his former  employer, Matthew Robinson Boulton, who 
ran the Soho works in Birmingham, that he had made a set of  dies for  the Ricardo ingot plan that 
would be used to strike a round ingot about three inches in diameter and close to an inch thick. 
Work on the tools was certainly underway by August 1819 and rather helpfully  he included in 
both letters rough sketches of  what was intended. Although only crude in outline, it is neverthe-
less possible to see the connection with the tools in the Mint collection, even to the extent of 
being able to judge by overall size and position which of  the individual impressions was intended 
to be the crown.4 

Both of  the composite tools that Rennie prepared consist of  four  dies set into an upper housing, 
fixed  in place with locking pins; to this upper section was added a base plate sunk with four 
screws that held the two parts together. The tools measure 104.90 mm in height and have an over-
all diameter of  54.25 mm. Hardness measurements for  them are relatively high which, together 
with damage to the reverse tool, suggests ingots were almost certainly struck. There is, however, 
no material or documentary evidence for  the survival of  a round Ricardo ingot. The reference  in 
the Mint Accessions Register from  the second half  of  the nineteenth century to impressions in tin 
having been taken from  the dies is unfortunately  not now supported by the items themselves; the 
impressions were listed in 1876-7, but precisely when they were made is not known. In an effort, 

2For an account of  Ricardo's ingot plan see J. Bonar, 'Ricardo's Ingot Plan, a centenary tribute', The  Economic Journal  (London), 
XXXIII. 131, September 1923, pp. 281-304. 59 Geo. III. cap. 49. 

3 P. Sraffa  (ed.). The  Works  and Correspondence  of  David Ricardo  (Cambridge, 1951-73), V, pp. 368-70. 
4 Matthew Boulton Papers (MBP) 332/127, George Rennie to Matthew Robinson Boulton, 19 August 1819 and MBP. 332/129, 

Rennie to Boulton, 24 December 1819. 
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CLANCY: THE RICARDO INGOT (2) 
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however, to find  out what one of  these ingots would have looked like, gold plated impressions in 
resin were recently prepared by the Mint Engraving Department5 (PL 38). 

The individual dies are in no way different  from  the sovereigns, crowns, half-crowns  and 
shillings that were released into circulation; none of  the dies appears sufficiently  polished to 
have been obviously intended as a proof.  With production of  silver coins taking place in pretty 
well every month during 1819, ordinary coinage dies would have been available, and access to 
dies would also not have been a problem in relation to the sovereign. Production of  gold coins 
was underway from  the beginning of  August, and so again there would have been no need to 
make special provision for  the ingot dies. But even though we may be dealing with individual 
ordinary circulation tools the presence of  sovereign dies of  1819 in the composites is interesting 
because of  the extreme rarity of  sovereigns of  that year. Only six have so far  been recorded, a 
rarity born out of  an extremely limited production of  roughly 3,500 coins and an as yet not 
wholly stable currency system. Of  all the dies to have chosen for  the ingot tools those for  the 
sovereign of  1819 are therefore  at once the most conspicuous while at the same the most under-
standable given the nature of  the ingot plan.6 

With the emergence of  practical difficulties  in producing round ingots the idea was shelved, 
without much of  a struggle, in favour  of  the more conventional rectangular piece of  which some 
2000 were made. The Mint, therefore,  never went into production with the original Ricardo ingot.7 
And it is perhaps their limited active life  during the autumn of  1819 that has contributed to the 
anonymity of  the composite dies. Nevertheless, these tools of  once uncertain provenance and 
unexplained purpose can now be located in their proper place, not as the frivolous  sports of 
engravers or engineers, but as items of  genuine interest. They are an element in the story of 
Britain's move towards an operational gold standard; they represent an important part of  a very 
limited body of  surviving material evidence for  Ricardo's ingot plan; and, in short, rather than 
novelties we might now fairly  regard them as significant  items. 

AN UNUSUAL PAIR OF OBVERSE DIE-LINKED BRONZE PENNIES 
DATED 1860 AND 1861 

PAUL M. HOLLAND 

THIS note reports on the surprising find  of  a pair of  bronze pennies dated 1860 and 1861 that were 
struck from  the same obverse working die. Furthermore, the progression of  a distinctive obverse 
die crack seen on both coins makes it clear that the coin dated 1861 was struck^/-.?/1. 
This unusual numismatic observation has been confirmed  by a number of  leading experts, includ-
ing careful  examination of  these coins at the Royal Mint. 

The obverse of  these coins (Figures la and 2a, respectively) displays the L.C. Wyon signature 
below the truncation of  the bust and corresponds to Peck obverse type 3, Freeman obverse 4, 
and Gouby obverse G.1 The obverse also shows a symmetrically cut ribbon end, not distin-
guished in the Peck and Freeman die classifications,  a feature  which is very rare on 1861 dated 
pennies. That the two coins were struck from  the same obverse working die is clearly estab-
lished by a distinctive obverse die crack from  a border tooth to the 'E' of  REG, and an unusual 
and strongly misaligned (repunched) upper colon dot following  F:D, and flaws  at two other loca-
tions along the rim. Of  special numismatic interest is the observation that the die crack on the 
obverse of  the 1860 dated penny is more advanced than that on the 1861 coin, allowing it to be 
unambiguously determined that the coin dated 1861 was struck before  that dated 1860. Here, 

5 Royal Mint Library, Accessions Register, 1870-1901, p. 29, nos 3010-11. PRO. Mint 3/75. I should like to thank Robert 
Matthews of  the Mint Assay Department for  assisting in the examination of  the composite dies and Gordon Summers of  the Mint 
Engraving Department for  preparing the resin impressions. 

6 PRO. Mint 7/132, pp. 44-46. NCirc,  October 2000, p. 250. 
7 A more detailed examination of  the ingot plan will appear as a subsequent paper. 
1 C.W. Peck, English  Copper,  Tin  and Bronze Coins in the British Museum  1558-1958, 2nd edn (The Trustees of  the British 

Museum, London, 1970); M.J. Freeman, The  Bronze Coinage  of  Great Britain, 2nd edn (Barrie and Jenkins, London, 1985); 
M. Gouby, The  British Bronze Penny (Michael Coins, London, 1986). 
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Fig. 1. Bronze penny dated 1860 showing (a) obverse, (b) details of die crack, and (c) reverse. 

Fig. 2. Bronze penny dated 1861 showing (a) obverse, (£>) details of die crack, and (c) reverse. 

the die crack on the 1860 penny extends from  the border tooth past the bottom of  the E (Figure 
lb), while the die crack on the 1861 penny only reaches the top of  the E (Figure 2b). It seems 
that the obverse working die employed for  these coins was first  paired with the 1861 dated 
reverse, the reverse die was then removed from  the coining press and replaced with a new 1860 
dated reverse die. This interpretation is supported by the observation of  a reverse die crack 
extending from  the border upward toward the top of  the lighthouse on the 1861 penny reverse, 
and no signs of  any flaws  on the reverse of  the 1860 dated penny. The reverse on both coins 
(Figures lc and 2c, respectively) has the initials LCW below the shield, corresponding to Peck 
reverse type C*, Freeman D, and Gouby d. 

The observation of  this obverse die-linked pair of  pennies struck in reverse date order provides 
useful  insight into the somewhat random pairing of  obverse and reverse dies that must have 
occurred during the bronze recoinage of  1860-3. Coupled with many early design changes, this 
may help explain the existence of  numerous pairings of  different  die types that are so prized by 
specialist collectors today. It also provides important direct evidence that pennies dated 1860 
were in fact  struck in 1861, supporting previously published evidence in this Journal  of  a 'flexi-
ble dating policy' based on G.P. Dyer's careful  correlation of  mint production records with 'pyx' 
numbering on bronze pennies, halfpennies  and farthings  from  1860-8.2 As a result, it is clear that 
during this era the date on a coin does not necessarily correspond to the year it was struck. 

It might also be mentioned that the author has discovered a pair of  die-linked 1860 dated pen-
nies struck from  the same reverse working die. This reverse is distinguished by a blundered repair 
of  ONE, with the letter O doubled and an 'N over sideways N' (Gouby 1860K), and is of  the LCW 
below the shield type (Peck reverse C*, Freeman D, and Gouby d). The two different  obverse 
working dies used for  these coins are of  the same type, having L.C. Wyon on the truncation of  the 
bust and correspond to Peck obverse type 2*, Freeman obverse 2, and Gouby obverse D. Of  spe-
cial numismatic interest, both penny obverses also show distinctive signs of  die repair with 
repunched lettering in the legend. The striking order can be determined from  a progression of  die 
cracks on the reverse, with the first  obverse having the letter R of  REG strongly doubled, and the 
second the letter A of  VICTORIA strongly doubled. That all three of  these linked dies show such 
features  suggests that the puncheons (or hubs) used for  producing working dies often  had dam-

2 G.P. Dyer, 'Numbered Strikings ofVictorian  Bronze Coins, 1860-68', BNJ 52 (1982). 234-40. 
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aged or missing portions of  letters. This would require that individual letters (or numerals) be 
hand punched onto individual working dies, and can account for  the frequently  observed doubling 
of  individual letters (or numerals) and the occasional 'blundered' legends or dates that occur on 
coins of  this period.3 

Finally, the two different  examples of  die-linked pennies reported here demonstrate that dies 
were not always changed out in pairs. This would suggest that other die-linked bronze coins are 
likely to exist. Such additional finds  could provide useful  numismatic insight into an interesting 
era where mint records are sparse. However, because of  the large number of  dies employed during 
the recoinage of  1860-3, discovery of  additional examples is likely to present a significant  chal-
lenge for  the collector. 

3 P.P. Gaspar, 'The 1821 BBITANNIAR: Sixpence and the Need for  Re-examination of  19th Century Blundered Die Varieties', 
Ncirc  1978, 358-61. 
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